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TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT AND PLAINTIFF: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant UTILIQUEST, LLC 

(“UtiliQuest”) hereby removes to this Court pursuant 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d), 1441, 

and 1446, as amended in relevant part by the Class Action Fairness Act of 2005 

(“CAFA”), this action, which was originally filed in the Superior Court of 

California in the County of Los Angeles and assigned Case No. BC685160.  The 

grounds for this removal are set forth herein. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. On or about December 1, 2017, Plaintiff Jesus Garcia Muniz 

(“Plaintiff”) commenced this action in the Superior Court of California in and for 

County of Los Angeles by filing a complaint entitled Jesus Garcia Muniz, 

individually, and on behalf of all others similarly situated and aggrieved 

employees, vs. UtiliQuest, LLC, and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, as Case No. 

BC685160  (“Complaint”).    Plaintiff served the Complaint on January 29, 2018. 

2. Plaintiff alleges, on behalf of a putative class, claims for relief based 

on violations of various California Labor Code sections and certain Industrial 

Welfare Commission Orders. 

3. Plaintiff purports to represent a putative class of “[a]ll persons, who at 

any time since the date four years before the filing of the Complaint through entry 

of final judgment in this action (‘Relevant Time Period’), were employed by 

Defendant anywhere in California as non-exempt employees performing utility line 

locating services, including but not limited to all Field Technicians, Technicians 

and any other employees who used a company-owned vehicle to commute to/from 

their work site.”  (Complaint ¶ 10.) 

II.  JURISDICTION 

4. This case may be removed to the Western Division of this Court 

because the Complaint was filed in the Superior Court of the State of California for 

the County of Los Angeles.  
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5. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1332(d) and CAFA.  CAFA grants federal courts original jurisdiction over, and 

permits removal of, class actions in which: 1) any member of a class of plaintiffs is 

a citizen of a state different from any defendant, thus establishing “minimal 

diversity”; 2) the aggregate number of proposed plaintiffs is 100 or more; 3) the 

primary defendants are not states, state officials or other governmental entities; and 

4) the aggregate amount in controversy of all of the putative class members’ claims 

exceeds $5,000,000.  See 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d)(2)(A), d(5)(A)-(B), and (d)(6).   

A.  The Parties’ Citizenship 

6. The “minimal diversity” requirement is satisfied because at least one 

member of the putative class is a citizen of a state different from at least one 

defendant. 

7. Plaintiff worked in California, and resided in California during the 

entire time that he worked for UtiliQuest (Declaration of Neil Vocke in Support of 

Notice of Removal [“Vocke Dec.”], ¶ 6), and there is no indication that he is a 

citizen of a state other than California.  (Complaint ¶ 3.) 

8. At the time the Complaint was filed, and at the time of removal, 

UtiliQuest was and is a citizen of the State of Georgia.  For diversity purposes, a 

corporation is deemed to be a citizen of the state in which it has been incorporated 

and the state where it has its principal place of business. 28 U.S.C. § 1332(c)(1).  

UtiliQuest is a limited liability company existing under the laws of Georgia. (Vocke 

Dec., ¶ 2.) 

9. Further, UtiliQuest’s principal place of business, at all relevant times, 

has been Alpharetta, Georgia, which is the location of its headquarters; the location 

from which its high level officers work and direct, control, and coordinate its 

activities; where its policies and procedures are developed; and where its corporate 

functions, including those relating to accounting, finance, human resources, legal, 

and marketing, take place.  (Vocke Dec., ¶ 3.)    

Case 2:18-cv-01594-PA-SK   Document 1   Filed 02/27/18   Page 3 of 8   Page ID #:3



DLA  P IPER LLP  (US) 
LOS ANGELES  

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

WEST\280448138.2 -3- 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL  

 
 

10. Any potential “Doe” defendants shall be disregarded for purposes of 

removal.  28 U.S.C. § 1441(a); see also Newcombe v. Adolf Coors, 157 F.3d 686, 

690–91 (9th Cir. 1998).   

B.  The Aggregate Number of Proposed Plaintiffs 

11. Plaintiff purports to represent a putative class of “[a]ll persons, who at 

any time since the date four years before the filing of the Complaint through entry 

of final judgment in this action (‘Relevant Time Period’), were employed by 

Defendant anywhere in California as non-exempt employees performing utility line 

locating services, including but not limited to all Field Technicians, Technicians 

and any other employees who used a company-owned vehicle to commute to/from 

their work site.”  (Complaint ¶ 10.) 

12. UtiliQuest does not use a “Field Technician” or “Technician” job 

titles.  For part of the applicable putative class period, Plaintiff  Garcia-Muniz held 

the formal job title of “Locator.”  (Vocke Dec., ¶ 8.) As a Locator, Plaintiff Garcia-

Muniz was performing utility line locating services and using a company-owned 

vehicle to commute to and from the worksites.  (Id.) UtiliQuest also has a handful 

of other non-exempt job positions under which employees perform utility line 

locating services and use a company-owned vehicle to commute.  (Id.)   

13. Based on a preliminary analysis of its employment data, UtiliQuest 

calculates that, during the applicable putative class period, it employed 

approximately 934 individuals as non-exempt employees in California who 

performed utility line locating services and used a company-owned vehicle to 

commute to/from worksites. (Vocke Dec., ¶ 9.)  Thus the aggregate number of 

putative class members greatly exceeds 100.   

C.  Primary Defendants Are Not States 

14. No states, state officials or other governmental entities are named as 

defendants in this action. 
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D.  The Amount In Controversy 

15. While UtiliQuest disputes the allegations of wrongdoing in the 

Complaint and further disputes that Plaintiff or the putative class are entitled to 

relief in any amount, the amount in controversy requirement is satisfied because 

Plaintiff’s Complaint seeks aggregate relief for the putative class in excess of 

$5,000,000.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2). 

16. Plaintiff does not allege a specific amount of damages in the 

Complaint.  Thus UtiliQuest may establish the amount in controversy by the 

allegations in the Complaint, or by setting forth facts in the notice of removal that 

demonstrate that the amount in controversy “more likely than not” exceeds the 

jurisdictional minimum. Sanchez v. Monumental Life Ins. Co., 102 F.3d 398, 404 

(9th Cir. 1996) (removing defendant must establish amount in controversy by a 

“preponderance of the evidence”).  

17. Based on a review of the causes of action in Plaintiff’s Complaint and 

UtiliQuest’s business records, UtiliQuest has determined that there are a total of 

approximately 934 putative class members during the applicable class period, who 

worked a total of approximately 66,816 work weeks during the putative class 

period.  (Vocke Dec., ¶ 9.) 

18. Plaintiff Garcia-Muniz alleges that UtiliQuest failed to compensate 

Plaintiff and the putative class members for their time spent commuting to and from 

home in UtiliQuest vehicles.  (Complaint, ¶¶ 15-16.)  Plaintiff Garcia-Muniz 

alleges “that he spent an average of 10 hours per week mandatorily commuting in a 

company-owned vehicle…but for which time he was not paid overtime or 

minimum wage.”  (Complaint, ¶ 18.)  Plaintiff’s Complaint also asserts other 

claims, including for failure to provide meal breaks, rest breaks, accurate wage 

statements, failure to provide business-related expense reimbursements, and for 

violation of the Private Attorneys General Act.  (Complaint, ¶¶ 15-20, 22, 24, 85-

90.)    
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19. Based on these contentions, UtiliQuest is able to determine by a 

preponderance of the evidence that the amount in controversy exceeds the 

$5,000,000 jurisdictional threshold set forth in 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d), exclusive of 

interest and costs, by applying mathematical calculations, assuming arguendo that 

Plaintiff and the members of the class were to prevail on this claim, as set forth in 

Plaintiff’s Complaint. 

20. The time that Plaintiff estimates he spent commuting can be 

extrapolated to determine the total time class members spent commuting and the 

wages they claim they are owed.  Even assuming that each member of the class 

spent far less time commuting on an average workweek than Plaintiff – using an 

estimate of 5 hours per workweek, rather than the 10 hours per workweek that 

Plaintiff estimates – the class spent a total of 334,080 hours commuting.  

(Declaration of Eric S. Beane in Support of Notice of Removal [“Beane Dec.”], 

¶ 3(a).)  The median regular rate of pay for class members was $16.53 per hour 

(Vocke Dec., ¶ 10), which means the total wages claimed by the class, for just 5 

hours of commute time per workweek, is $5,522,342.40.  (Beane Dec., ¶ 3(b).) 

21. As set forth above UtiliQuest uses a very conservative estimate for 

Plaintiff’s commute time claim,1 and the calculation of damages for this claim alone 

exceeds the required amount in controversy.   

22. Because Plaintiff’s claim for commute time alone easily exceeds the 

$5 million amount in controversy threshold, UtiliQuest does not here set forth 

estimated damages for Plaintiff’s other alleged claims, including for failure to 

provide meal breaks, failure to provide rest breaks, failure to provide accurate wage 

statements, failure to provide business-related expense reimbursements, or for 

                                         
1 The total damages claimed by the class for Plaintiff’s commuting time claim is 
even higher if the calculation is based on the mean regular rate of pay of $17.35 per 
hour rather than the lower median hourly rate.   (Vocke Dec., ¶ 10.) 
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PAGA violations.  (Complaint, ¶¶ 15-20, 22, 24, 85-90.)  Nor does UtiliQuest set 

forth estimated calculations for the various penalties that Plaintiff also seeks.   

23. Finally, attorneys’ fees are properly considered when determining the 

amount in controversy for the purpose of removal.  See Galt G/S v. JSS 

Scandinavia, 142 F.3d 1115, 1155-56 (9th Cir. 1998).  Thus the amount in 

controversy would be even greater if attorneys’ fees are taken into consideration.  

III.  COMPLIANCE WITH STATUTORY  
REQUIREMENTS FOR REMOVAL 

24. Plaintiff served the Summons, Complaint, Civil Case Cover Sheet, 

Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location, Notice of Case 

Assignment – Class Action Cases, Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations, and 

Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Packet on UtiliQuest’s 

registered agent for service of process on January 29, 2018.  (Vocke Dec., ¶ 5.)     

25. Thus, this removal is timely filed under 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b) in that it 

is being filed within thirty days of January 29, 2018, the date UtiliQuest was 

served.  (Vocke Dec., ¶ 5).   

26. UtiliQuest attaches hereto a copy of all process, pleadings, and orders 

served upon UtiliQuest as well as all documents filed with the State Court in this 

case, as follows: 

Exhibit A  – Summons 

Exhibit B  – Complaint, Civil Case Cover Sheet and Civil Case Cover Sheet 

Addendum and Statement of Location 

Exhibit C  – Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations 

Exhibit D  – ADR Information Packet 

Exhibit E – Notice of Case Assignment 

Exhibit F  -- Minute Order of January 16, 2018 

Exhibit G  – Initial Status Conference Order (Complex) 

Exhibit H  – Proof of Service of Summons 
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Exhibit I  – Answer to Complaint 

27. In accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), a Notice of Filing of Notice 

of Removal is being filed contemporaneously with the Clerk of the Superior Court 

of the State of California in and for the County of Los Angeles, and UtiliQuest will 

provide written notice of the filing of this Notice of Removal to counsel of record 

for Plaintiff.   

28. If any question arises as to the propriety of the removal of this action, 

UtiliQuest respectfully requests the opportunity to present a brief, evidence, and 

oral argument in support of its position that this case is removable. 

For these reasons, the State Court Action is properly removed to this Court. 

 
Dated:  February 27, 2018 
 

DLA PIPER LLP (US)  

By: /s/  Eric S. Beane 
ERIC S. BEANE 
Attorneys for Defendant 
UTILIQUEST, LLC 
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VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS 

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery 

Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are 
Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties 

i 

may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations; 

A however, they may not alter the stipulations as written, 

because thel.  Court Wants to ensure uniformity of application. 
Los Angeles County 
Bar Association These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation 
Litigation Section 

Los Angeles County between thq parties and to assist in resolving issues in a 
Bar Association Labor and 
Employment Law Secflon manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial 

efficiency. 

I !Atha 
I Alfltiilul&  

The following organizations endorse the goal of 
Consumer Attorneys - 

Association of Los Angeles promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel 

consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way to 

promote communications and procedures among counsel 

and with the court to fairly resolve issues in their cases. 

*Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Sectlon• 
Southern California 
Defense Counsel 

4 Los Angeles County Bar Association 

Lbor and Employment Law SectionS 

Association of - 

Business Trial Lawyers •Cons imer Attorneys Assoèiation of Los Angeles'S 

•Southern California Defense Counsel• 

*Association of Business Trial Lawyers* 

California Employment  

Lawyers Association *California Employment Lawyers AssociationS 

LAclV 230 (NE . . 

LASC  
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'Wa &IDAWaSS ATIY OS NRWTICJTATTt STATE SSRiiR Pb SaD 

1E,EPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Opltona* 
E44AJL ADDRESS (O;fteniil) 

ATTOWIEY FOR (itmet 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
cOURTHOUSE AD0S& 

PLAINflFF: 

DEFEND*3ff 

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING 

This stipulation is intended to encourage cooperation among the parties at an early stage In 
the litigation and to assIst the parties In efficient case resolution. 

The parties agree 
 

1. The parties commIt to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or As 
videoconferenCe) wIthin 15 days from the date this stipulatloflis signed, to discuss and consider 
whether there can be agreement op.the following. 

. . 

Are motions to challenge, the pleadings . necessary?, It the Issue can be resolved by 
amendment as of right, or If I the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended 
complaint resolve most or all of the lssuei a deàiuirer mIght otherwise raise? If so, the parties 
agree to work througti pleadIng Issues so that i demurrer need only raise Issues they cannot 
resolve.' Is the Issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenableto resolution an demurrer, or 
would some other type of mdtion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of 
documents or information by ahy party cure an uncertainty In the pleadings? 

Initial mutual exchanges of documents at the "core" of the litigation. (For example, In an 
employment case, the employment records, personnel file and documents relating to the 
conduct in question could be consIdered "core." In a personal injury case, an incident or 
police report, medical records, and 'repair or 'maintenance records could be consIdered 
"core?); 

C. Exchange of narnes'and contact information of Witnesses;' 

Any Insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment or to 
indemnify or reimbursefor payments made to satisfy a judgment' 

Exchange of any other Information that 'mIght be helpful to facilitate understanding, handling, 
or resolution of the case in a manner that preserves objections or privileges by agreement 

Controlling Issues of law that, If resolved early, will promdte efficiency and economy In other 
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues cane presented to the Court 

Whether or whdn the case should be Sdheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or 
court ruling an legal Issues Is reasonably required to make settlement discussIons meaningful, 
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting jude or a private mediator or other options as 

LA0V229 (Rev 02115) 
LASC ApprovS 04111 STIPULATIOP — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING 

o12 ForOptional Use 

I,, - 
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Case 2:18-cv-01594-PA-SK   Document 1-3   Filed 02/27/18   Page 3 of 10   Page ID #:44



- 

CASE 

discussed in the "Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) information PackagV sewed with the 
complaint 

h. Computation of damages, including documents, not privileged or protected from disclosure, on 
which such computation is based; 

I. Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at 
wsw.Iscoun.cnq under "CMI' and then under "General lnfomration'). 

The time for a defending party to respond to a complaint or crnss-complaint will be extended 
to 

(II45ERT DATE) 
for the complaint, and 

(IP ERT DAlE) 
for the cross- 

complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Govemment Code § 68616(b). 
and the 30 days permitted by Code of CMI Procedure section 1054(a), good cause having 
been found by the Civil Supervising Judge due to the case management benefits provided by 
this Stipulation. A copy of the General Order can be found at wv.wiacowtarq under "Civil', 
click on "General lnlbrmetlon", then click on c  Voluntary Efficient litigation Stipulations". 

The parties will prepare a Joint report hUed "Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference 
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and If desired, a proposed order summarizing 
results of their most and confer and advising the Court of any way It may assist the parties' I 
efficient conduct or resolution of the case. The parties shall attach the Joint Status Report to 
the Case Management Conference statement, and file the documents when the CMC t 
statement Is due. 

References.to  'days" mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 14 
any act pursuant to this stipulation fails on a Saturday, Sundly or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court- day 

The following parties stipulate: . 

Date: 

P. 

Date: 
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) . (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

Data: 
EF (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DENDANT) 

_________ 
4' 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 
Date: 

Date: 
(TYPE OR PRINT (ATTORNEY FOR_______________ 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR_______________ Date:  

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY !0R 
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TELEPHONE Na: FAX NO. (oraiwiL) 
E.MAIL ADDRESS (oplbla* 

ATrORNEV FOR (I 

lWam- Pb smW 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSE ADORESt 

PLAINTIFR 

STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 

ThIs stipulation Is Intended to provide a fast and Informal resolution of discovery issues 
through limIted paperwork and an Informal conference with the Court to aid In the 
resolution of the Issues. 

The parties agree that: 

Prior to the discovery cut-off In this action, no discovery motion shall be filed or heard unlesst-
the moving party first makes a written request for an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant' 
to the terms of this stipulation. 

At the Informal DlscoveryConference the Court will Consider the dispute presented by partlest 
and determIne whether It can be resolved Informally. Nothing set forth herein will preclude a 
party from making .a record at the conclusion of an Informal Discovery Conference, either 
orally or In wrIting. :. ... . 

Following a reasonable and good lIth attempt at an Informal resolution of each Issue to be 
presented, a party may request an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following 
procedures: 

a. The party requesting the Informal Discovery Conference will: 

I. File a Request for Informal Discovery Conference with the clerk's office on the 
approved form (copy attached) and deliver- a. courtesy, conformed copy to the 
assigned department; 

. . ..... 

Include a brief smmary of the dIspute and specify the relief requested; and 

. Serve the opposIng, party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service 
that ensures that the Opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference no later than the ne)t court day following the filIng. 

b. Any Answer to .a Requestjfor lnrmal Discovery Conference must: 

i. Also be filed an the approved form (copy attached); 

II. Include a brief summary of why therequested relIef should be denied; 

vSO4nl 
. STIPULATON — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 

Use Page 1 of 3 

Exhibit C, Page 42

Case 2:18-cv-01594-PA-SK   Document 1-3   Filed 02/27/18   Page 5 of 10   Page ID #:46



ectnt . cAwmna 

iii. Be flied within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request and 

lv. Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed upon 
method of servlce.that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no 
later than the next court day following the filing. 

No other pleadings, including but not limited to exhibits, declarations, or attachments, will 
be accepted. 

If the Court has not granted or denied the Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
within ten (10) days following the filing of the Request, then it shall be deemed to have 
been denied. If the Court acts on the Request, the parties will be notified whether the 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference has been granted or denied and, If granted, 
the date and time of the informal Discovery Conference, which must be within twenty (20) 
days of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference. 

If the conference Is not held within. twenty,  (20) days of the filing of the Request for 
Informal Discovery Conference, unless extended by agreement of the parties and the' 
Court, then the Request for the informal Discovery Conference shall be deemed to have 
been denied at that time. 

If (a) the Court has denied a conference or (b) one of the time deadlines above has expired - 
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference Is concluded without fr 
resolving the dispute, then a party may tile a discovery motion to address unresolved issues. ' 

The parties hereby further agree that the time for making a motion to compel or other 
discovery motion Is tolled from the date of filing of the Request for informal Discovery 
Conference until (a) the request is denied or deemed denied or (b) twenty (20) days after the 
filing of the Request for informal Discovery Conference, whichever is earlier, unless extended 
by Orderof the Court. 

it is the understanding and intent of the parties that this stipulation shall, for each discovery 
dispute to which it applies, constitute a writing memorializing a "specific later date to which 
the propounding. [or demanding or requesting] party and the responding party have agreed In 
writing," within the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030.300(c). 2031.320(c), and 
2033.290(c). 

Nothing herein will preclude any party from applying ox pEte for appropriate relief, Including 
an order shortening time for a motion to be heard concerning discovery. 

Any party may terminate this stipulation by giving twenty-one (21) days notice of Intent to 
terminate the stipulation. 

References to "days' mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 
any act pursuant to this stipulation fails on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for perfomiing that act shall be extended to the next Court day. 

oiiii STiPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For Optional Use 
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The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(YPEORPRINTNAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINTNAME) 

I 

71 
(ATFORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

(ATTORNEY FOR 0EENNT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR 0E9Nfl 

(ATTORNEY FOR OBWANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR______________________ 

(ATTORNEY FOR I 

a 
(ATTORNEY FOR_______________ 

wwI- 
wed 04111 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
Use 3013 
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PAX NO. (OLJ 

This document relates to: 

o Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
o Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference - 

Deadline for Court to decide on Request__ sands 10 calendardapftllowngfllMgof .4- 
UteRequest). 

. 4 

Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference: gnaeit date 20 OMMU 
or fallontng 51Mg af  the  Request).  

For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the 
discovery dispute, Including the facts and legal_arguments at Issue. For an Answer to 
Request for Informal Discovery  Conference, briefly describe why the Court should deny ' 

the requested discovery, Includlflg the facts and legal arguments at Issue. 

I .. .. l. . .: 

(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties) 
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TaSPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Opllwial) 
EMAIL ADDRESS (Opliwialk 

STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE 

This stipulation Is intended to provide fast and Informal resolution of evldentlary 
Issues through diligent efforts to, define and discuss such Issues and limIt paperwork. - 

The parties agree that: 

1. At least 
____ days before the final status conference, each party will provide all other 

parties with a list containing aone paragraph explanation of each proposed motion In 
limine. Each one paragraph explanation must Identify the substance of a single proposed 
motion In limine and the grounds for the proposed motion. 

2. The parties thereafter will most and confer, either In person or via teleconference or 
videoconference, concerning all proposed motions In limine. In that most and confer, the 
parties will determine: 

Whether the parties can stipulate to any of the proposed motions. If the parties so 
stipulate, they may file a 5t1Pu1ation and proposed order with the Court. 

Whether any of the proposed motions.can be briefed and submitted by means of a 
short joint statement of.issues. For each motion which can be addressed by a short 
joint statement of Issues, a short joint statement of Issues must be filed with the Court 
10 days prior to the final status conference. Each side's portion of the short joint 
statement of issues may not exceed three pages. The parties will meet and confer to 
agree on a date and manner for exchanging the parties' respective portions of the 
short joint statement of Issues and the process for filing the short joint statement of 
Issues. 

3. All proposed motions In limine that are not either the subject of a stipulation or briefed via 
a short joint statement of issues will be briefed and filedin accordance with the California 
Rules of Court and the Los Andeles  Superior Court Rules. 

óiriwii STIPULA11ONANDOROER—MOTIONSINLIMINE 
ForOpifonalUso '. .. 

... .. .. .... 
Pagelof2 
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The following parties stipulate: 

Data: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) - 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT  NAME) 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR_______________ - 

(ATTORNEY FOR_______________ 

(ATTORNEY FOR_______________ 

THE COURT SO ORDERS. 

Date: 
JUDICIAL OFFICER 

LAClVO75(new) STIPULATION AND ORDER— MOTIONS IN UMINE LASCAppiovedD4!ii Page2o12 
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a 

Superior Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 

F 

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) 
INFORMATION. PACKET 

The person who files a civil lawsuit (plaintiff) must include the ADR Information 
Packet with the complaint when serving the defendant. Cross-complainants must 
serve the ADR Information Packet on any new parties named to the action 
together with the cross-compaint. 

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes withouthaving to sue 
someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as altebiative dispute 
resolution (ADR). 

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes 
themselves. These persons are calls neutrals. For example, In mediations, the 
neutral Is the mediator. Neuttls  normally are chosen by the disputing parties or by 
the court. Neutrals can help resolve disputes without having to go to court. 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 1003 
Cal. Rules of Court, ruie 3.221 . . . 
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Advantages of ADR 
• Often faster than going to trial 
• Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney's fees and expert fees. 
• May permit more partidpatlon, allowing parties to have more control over the outcome. 
• Allows for flexibility in choice of ADR processes and resolution of the dispute. 
• Fosters cooperation by allowing parties to work together with the neutral to resolve the dispute and 

mutually agree to remedy. 
• There are fewer, if any, court appearances. Because ADR can be faster and save money, It can reduce 

stress. 

Disadvantages of ADR - ADR may not be suitable for every dispute. 
• if ADR is binding, the parties normally give up most court protections, including a decision by a judge or 

jury under formai rules of evidence and procedure, and review for legal error by an appellate court. 
• ADR may not be effective if it takes place before the parties have sufficient information to resolve the 

dispute. .. 

• The neutral may charge a fee for his or her serviceè.: . . . . 

• if the dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may thin havi to face ihe usual and traditional 
costs of trial, such as attorney's fees and expert fees. 

.

Pp  

The Most Common Types of ADR 

• Mediation 
. 1, . ...... . 

in mediation, a neutral (the mediator) asslststhe parties In reachiflg a mutually acceptable resolution 
of their dispute. Unlike lawsuits or some other types of ADR, the parties, rather than the mediator, 
decide how the dispute is to be resolved. 

. 

• Mediation is particularly effective when the parties have a continuing relationship, like 
neighbors or business people. Mediation is also very effective where personal feelings are 
getting In the way of a resolution. This is because mediation normally gives the parties a chance 
to express their feeilngs and find out how the other sees things. 

• Mediation may not be effective when one party is unwilling to cooperate or compromise or 
when one of the parties has a significant advantage In power over the other. Therefore, it may 
not be a good choice if the parties havea history of abuse or victimization. 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 10-03 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221 

Pago2of4 . . 
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Arbitration 

In arbitration, a neutral person called an "arbitrator" hears arguments and evidence from each 
side and then deddes the outcome of the dispute. Arbitration is typically less formal than a 
trial, and the rules of evidence may be relaxed. Arbitration may be either "binding" or "non-
binding." Binding arbitration means the parties waive their right to a trial and agree to accept 
the arbitrator's decision as final. Non-binding arbitration means that the parties are free to 
request a trial If they reject the arbitrator's decision. 

Arbitration Is best for cases where the parties want another person to decide the outcome of 
their dispute for them but would like to avoid the formality, time, and expense of a trial. it may 
also be appropriate for complex matters where the parties want a decision-maker who has 
training or experience In the subject matter of the dispute. 

• Mandatory Settlement Conference (MSC) 

Settlement Conferences are appropriate In any case where settlement Is an option. ' 

Mandatory Settlement Conferences are ordered by the Court and are often held near the date 
a case Is set for trial. The pares and their attorneys meet with a judge who devotes his or her 
time exclusively to preside over the MSC. The Judge does not make a decision in the case but 
assists the parties In evaluati$ the strengths and weaknesses of the case and in negotiating a 
settlement. . ..• 

The Los Angeles Superior Cotirt  Mandatory Settlement Conference (MSC) program is free of 
charge and staffed by experienced sittIng civil judges who devote their time exclusively to 
presiding over MSCs. The judes partidpating in the judicial MSC program and their locations 
are identified In the List of Settlement Officers found on the Los Angeles Superior Court website 
at htto://www.iacourt.prgl. This program is available In general jurisdiction cases with 
represented parties from independent calendar (IC) and Central Civil West (CCW) courtrooms. 
In addition, on an ad hoc basis, personal injury cases may be referred to the program on the 
eve of trial by the personal injury master calendar courts in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse or the 
asbestos calendar court In CCW. 

In order to access the Los Angeles Superior Court MSC Program the judge In the IC courtroom, 
the CCW Courtroom or the personal Injury master calendar courtroom must refer the parties to 
the program. Further, all parties must complete the Information requested in the Settlement 
Conference Intake Form and email the completed form to mscdept18@lacourt.org. 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopts 10-03 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221 
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Additional Information 

To locate a dispute resolution program or neutral In your community: 

• Contact the California Departmentof Consumer Affairs (www.dca.ca.gov) Consumer Information 
Center toll free at 800-952-5210, or; 

• Contact the local bar association (http://www.lacba.org/)  or; 
• Look in a telephone directory or search online for "mediators; or "arbitrators." 

There may be a charge for services provided by private arbitrators and mediators. 

A list of approved State Bar Approved Mandatory Fee Arbitration programs Is available at 
httD://calbar.ca.gov/AttorneysJMemberefvlce5/FeeArbftratjon/ADDrovedprograrn5.a5ftg  

To request information about,•or assistance with, dispute resolution, call the number listed below. Or yourmay 
call a Contract Provider agency directly. A list of currentContrátë Provider agencies in Los Angeles County'I 
available at the link below. . .. 

httD://as.lacountvsov/programs/dIsoute,resolutlon-rogram-drp/ •. . 

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resolution Pçogram a 

3175 West 6th Street, Room 406 
Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798 

TEL: (213) 738-2621...... 
FAX: (213) 386-3995 1 

r 

LAAOR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
IIASC Adopted 10-03 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221. 

Page 414 
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Your case 
ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT. I ROOM 

- 
Judge Elihu M. Berle R j 1707 

- 

Judge William F. Highberger (323/ 1702 

- 

Judge John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 1 I 1408 

- 

Judge Kenneth Freeman 310 1412 

- 

Judge Ann Jones . 308. 141$ 

Judge Maren B. Nelson 307 1402 

- 
Judge Carolyn B. Kuhi 309 1409 

85160 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - CLASS ACTION CASES 

Case Number 

Instructions for handling Class Action Civil Cases 
The following critical provisions of the Chapter Threó Rules, as applicable in the Central District, are summarized for your assistance. 

APPLICATION . 

The Chapter Three Rules were effective January 1, 1994. They, apply to all general civil cases. 

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES 
The Chapter Three Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent. 

CHALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE 
A challenge under Cede of Civil Procedure section 170.6 must be made within IS days after notice of assignment for all purposes to 
ajudge, or if a party has not yet appeared, within 15 4ays of the first appearance. 

TIME STANDARDS 
Cases assigned to the Individual Calendaring Court will be subject to processing under the following time standards: 

COMPLAINTS: All complaints shall be served wiin 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days of filing. 

CROSS-COMPLAINTS: Without leave of court first being obtained, no cross-complaint may be filed by any party after their answer 
is filed. Cross-complaints shall be served within 30 days of the filing date and a proof of service filed within 60 days of the filing 
date. 

A Status Conference will be scheduled by the assièied  Independent Calendar Judge no later than 270 days after the filing of the 
complaint Counsel must be fully prepared to discuss the following issues: alternative dispute resolution, bifurcation, settlement?:tial 
date, and expert witnesses. 

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE 
The Court will require the parties at a status confer6ce not more than IC days before the trial to have timely filed and served all 
motions in limine, bifurcation motions, statements of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested jury instnzctions, and 
special jury instructions and special Jury verdicts. These matters may be heard and resolved at this conference. At least 5 days before 
this conference, counsel must also have exchanged lists of exhibits and witnesses and have submitted to the court a brief statement of 
the ease to be read to the jury panel as required by Chapter Eight of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules. 

SANCTIONS 
The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the feilure or refusal to comply with Chapter Three Rules, orders made by the Court, 
and time standards or deadlines established by the Court or by the Chapter Three Rules. Such sanctions may be on a party or if 
appropriate on counsel for the party. 

This Is not a complete delIneatIon of the Chapter Three Ruler, and adherence only to the above pro'elrjons Is therefore nota guarantee agaInst the ImpositIon 
of sanctions under Trial Court Delay ReductIon. Careful reading and compilinet with the actual Chapter Ruler Is absolutely Imperaitve. 

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross CompininantlAuomey of Record on SHERRI R. CARTER. Executive Officer/Clerk 

BY Deputy Clerk 

LAdy CCW 190 (Rev. 04116) 
LASC Approved 0546 
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SUPERIOR COUPOF CACIFOFNIA, COUNTY 9 LOS ANGELES
DATE: 01/16/18

HONORABLE William F. Highberger JUDGE K. Tapper

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM

R. Sanchez, CA Deputy Sheriff none

BC685160 Plaintiff

Counsel

JESUS GARCIA MUNIZ
VS Defendant

UTILIQUEST LLC Counsel

DEPT. 3 2 2

DEPUTY CLERK

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR

Reporter

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS:

COURT ORDER REGARDING NEWLY FILED CLASS ACTION

By this order, the Court determines this case to
be Complex according to Rule 3.400 of the California
Rules of Court. The Clerk's Office has randomly
assigned this case to this department for all
purposes.

By this order, the Court stays the case, except
for service of the Summons and Complaint. The stay
continues at least until the Initial Status
Conference. Initial Status Conference is set for
9 a.m. 3-20-18 in this department.
At least 10 days prior to the Initial Status
Conference, counsel for all parties must discuss
the issues set forth in the Initial Status Conference
Order issued this date. The Initial Status Conference
Order is to help the Court and the parties manage 

' 
this

complex case by developing an orderly schedule for
briefing, discovery, and court hearings. The parties
are informally encouraged to exchange documents and
information as may be.useful for case evaluation.

Responsive pleadings shall not be filed until further
order of the Court. Parties must file a Notice of
Appearance in lieu of an Answer or other responsive
pleading. The filing of a Notice of Appearance shall
not constitute a waiver of any substantive or
procedural challenge to the Complaint. Nothing in this
order stays the time for filing an Affidavit of

Page 1 of 3 DEPT. 322
MINUTES ENTERED
01/16/18
COUNTY CLERK
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SUPERIOR COUPOF CACIFORNIA, COUNTY (9 LOS ANGELES
DATE: 01/16/18

HONORABLE William F. Highberger JUDGE

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM

R. Sanchez, CA Deputy Sheriff

K. Tapper

none

DEPT. 3 2 2

DEPUTY CLERK

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR

Reporter

BC685160 Plaintiff

Counsel

JESUS GARCIA MUNIZ
VS Defendant

UTILIQUEST LLC Counsel

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS:

Prejudice pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section
170.6.

Counsel are directed to access the following link for
information on procedures in the Complex Litigation
Program courtrooms:

http://www.lacourt.org/division/civil/CIO037.aspx

According to Government Code Section 70616
subdivisions (a) and (b), each party shall pay a fee
of $1,000.00 to the Los Angeles Superior Court within
10 calendar days from this date.

The plaintiff must serve a copy of this*minute order
and the attached Initial Status Conference Order
on all parties forthwith and file a Proof of Service
in this department within seven days of service.

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, the below-named Executive Officer/Clerk of the
above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am
not a party to the cause herein, and that on this
date I served the
INITIAL CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER AND MINUTE ORDER
upon each party or counsel named below by placing
the document for collection and mailing so as to
cause it to be deposited in the United States mail

Page 2 of 3 DEPT. 322
MINUTES ENTERED
01/16/18
COUNTY CLERK
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SUPERIOR COUPOF CALIWORNIA, COUNTY 9 LOS ANGELES

DATE: 01/16/18 DEPT. 3 2 2

HONORABLE William F. Highberger JUDGE K. Tapper DEPUTY CLERK

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR

R. Sanchez, CA Deputy Sheriff none Reporter

BC685160 Plaintiff

Counsel

JESUS GARCIA MUNIZ
VS Defendant

UTILIQUEST LLC Counsel

I

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS:

at the courthouse in Los Angeles,
California, one copy of the original filed/entered
herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address
as shown below with the postage thereon fully prepaid,
in accordance with standard court practices.

Dated: 1-16-18

Sherri R. Carter, Execqr.-~ve Officer/Clerk

By:  I /' ~k~
K.~-T*pfer

GALLENBERG P.C.
800 S. VICTORY BLVD., #203
BURBANK, CA 91502

Page
MINUTES ENTERED

3 of 3 DEPT. 322 01/16/18
COUNTY CLERK
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1
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3
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5
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7
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15

16
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19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

FILED
Vlar court of Calitomia

pt 0$ Angeles

JAN 16 7018 OTW
Shertri S. Cgirler

. By

ive officer/Clerk

Deputy
apper

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CENTRAL DISTRICT

JESUS GARCIA MUNIZ Case No.: BC685160

Plaintiff, INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE ORDER
(COMPLEX LITIGATION PROGRAM)

vs.
Case Assigned for All Purposes to

UTILIQUEST, LLC Judge William F. Highberger

Defendants. Department: 322
Date: March 20, 2018
Time: 9:00 a.m.

This case has been assigned for all purposes to Judge William F. Highberger in the

Complex Litigation Program. An Initial Status Conference is set for March 20, 2018 at 9:00 a.m.

in Department 322 located in the Central Civil West Courthouse at 600 South Commonwealth

Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90005. Counsel for all parties are ordered to attend.

The court orders counsel to prepare for the Initial Status Conference by identifying and

discussing the central legal and factual issues in the case. Counsel for plaintiff is ordered to

initiate contact with counsel for defense to begin this process. Counsel then must negotiate and

agree, as much as possible, on a case management plan. To this end, counsel must file a Joint

Initial Status Conference Class Action Response Statement five court days before the Initial Status

INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE ORDER (CLASS ACTION)
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1

2

3

4

5

i 6

7

8

9

10

11
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Conference. The Joint Response Statement must be filed on line-numbered pleading paper and

must specifically answer each of the' below-numbered questions. Do not use the use the Judicial

Council Form CM-110 (Case Management Statement).

1. PARTIES AND COUNSEL: Please list all presently-named class representatives and

presently-named defendants, together with all counsel of record, including counsel's contact and

email information.

2. POTENTIAL ADDITIONAL PARTIES: Indicate whether any plaintiff presently

intends to add additional class representatives, and, if so, the name(s) and date by which these

class representatives will be added. Indicate whether any plaintiff presently intends to name

additional defendants, and, if so, the name(s) and date by which the defendant(s) will be added.

Indicate whether any appearing defendant presently intends to file a cross-complaint and, if so, the

names of cross-defendants and the date by which the cross-complaint will be filed.

3. IMPROPERLY NAMED DEFENDANT(S): If the complaint names the wrong

person or entity, please explain why the named defendant is improperly named and the proposed

procedure to correct this error..

4. ADEQUACY OF PROPOSED CLASS REPRESENTATIVE(S): If any party

believes one or more named plaintiffs might not be an adequate class representative, including

reasons of conflict of interest as described in Apple Computer v. The Superior Court of Los

Angeles County (2005) 126 Cal.App.4 1h 1253, please explain. No prejudice will attach to these

responses.

5. ESTIMATED CLASS SIZE: Please discuss and indicate the estimated class size.

6. OTHER ACTIONS WITH OVERLAPPING CLASS DEFINITIONS: Please list

other cases with overlapping class definitions. Please identify the court, the short caption title, the

docket number, and the case status.
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7. POTENTIALLY RELEVANT ARBITRATION AND/OR CLASS ACTION

WAIVER CLAUSES: Please state whether arbitration is an issue in this case and attach a

sample of any relevant clause of this sort. Opposing parties must summarize their views on this

issue.

8. POTENTIAL EARLY CRUCIAL MOTIONS: Opposing counsel should identify

and describe the significant core issues in the case, and then identify efficient ways to resolve

those issues, including one or more of the following:

• Motion to Compel Arbitration,

• Early motions in limine,

• Early motions about particular jury instructions and verdict forms,

• Demurrers,

• Motions to strike,

• Motions for judgment on the pleadings, and

• Motions for summary judgment and summary adjudication.

9. CLASS CONTACT INFORMATION: Counsel should discuss whether obtaining

class contact information from defendant' s records is necessary in this case and, if so, whether

the parties consent to an "opt-out" notice process (as approved in Belaire- West Landscape, Inc. v.

Superior Court (2007) 149 Cal.App.4" 554, 561).. Counsel should address timing and procedure,

including allocation of cost and the necessity of a third party administrator.

10. PROTECTIVE ORDERS: Parties considering an order to protect confidential

information from general disclosure should begin with the model protective orders found on the

Los Angeles Superior Court Website under "Civil Tools for Litigators."

11. DISCOVERY: Please discuss a discovery plan. If the parties cannot agree on a plan,

summarize each.side's views on discovery. The court generally allows discovery on matters

-3-
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relevant to class certification, which (depending on circumstances) may include factual issues also

touching the merits. The court generally does not permit extensive or expensive discovery

relevant only to the merits (for example, detailed damages discovery) at the initial stage unless a

persuasive showing establishes early need. If any party seeks discovery from absent class

members, please estimate how many, and also state the kind of discovery you propose'.

12. INSURANCE COVERAGE: Please state if (1) there is insurance for indemnity or

reimbursement, and (2) whether there are any insurance coverage issues which might affect

settlement.

13. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Please discuss ADR and state each

party's position about it. If pertinent, how can the court help identify the correct neutral and

prepare the case for a successful settlement negotiation?

14. TIMELINE FOR CASE MANAGEMENT: Please recommend dates and times for

the following:

0 The next status conference,

0 A schedule for alternative dispute resolution, if it is relevant,

0 A filing deadline for the motion for class certification, and

E Filing deadlines and descriptions for 'other anticipated non-discovery motions.

15. ELECTRONIC SERVICE OF PAPERS: For efficiency the complex program

requires the parties in every new case to use a third-party cloud service.

Please agree on one and submit the parties' choice when filing the Joint Initial Status

Conference Class Action Response Statement. If there is agreement, please identify the vendor. If

parties cannot agree, the court will select the vendor at the Initial Status Conference. Electronic

service is not the same as electronic filing. Only traditional methods of filing by physical delivery

1 
See California Rule of Court, Rule 3.768.
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of original papers or by fax filing are presently acceptable.

Reminder When Seeking To Dismiss Or To Obtain Settlement Approval:

"A dismissal of an entire class action, or of any party or cause of action in a class action, requires

court approval... . . Requests for dismissal must be accompanied by a declaration setting forth the

facts on which the party relies. The declaration must clearly state whether consideration, direct or

,,2indirect, is being given for the dismissal and must describe the consideration in detail. If the

parties have settled the class action, that too will require judicial approval based on a noticed

motion (although it may be possible to shorten time by consent for good cause shown).

Reminder When Seeking Approval of a Settlement— Plaintiff(s) must address the issue

of any fee splitting agreement in their motion for preliminary approval and demonstrate

compliance with California Rule of Court 3.769, and the Rules of Professional Conduct 2-200(a)

as required by Mark v. Spencer (2008) 166 Cal.App.4 1h 219.

Pending further order of this Court, and except as otherwise provided in this Initial Status

Conference Order, these proceedinas are staved in their entiretv. This stay precludes the filing of

any answer, demurrer, motion to strike, or motions challenging the jurisdiction of the Court;

however, any defendant may file a Notice of Appearance for purposes of identification of counsel

and preparation of a service list. The filing of such a Notice of Appearance is without prejudice to

any challenge to the jurisdiction of the Court, substantive or procedural challenges to the

Complaint, without prejudice to any affirmative defense, and without prejudice to the filing of any

cross-complaint in this action. This stay is issued to assist the Court and the parties in managing

this "complex" case through the development of an orderly schedule for briefing and hearings on

procedural and substantive challenges to the complaint and other issues that may assist in the

orderly management of these cases. This stay does not preclude the parties from informally

2 
California Rule of Court, Rule 3.770(a)

INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE ORDER(CLASS ACTION)

Exhibit G, Page 60

Case 2:18-cv-01594-PA-SK   Document 1-7   Filed 02/27/18   Page 6 of 7   Page ID #:68



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

r,4

exchanging documents that may assist in their initial evaluation of the issues presented in this

case, however it stays all outstanding discovery requests.

Plaintiff's counsel is directed to serve a copy of this Initial Status Conference Order along

with a copy of the attached Guidelines for Motions for Preliminary and Final Approval of Class

Settlement on counsel for all parties, or if counsel has not been identified, on all parties, within

five (5) days of service of this order. If any defendant has not been served in this action, service is

to be completed within twenty (20) days of the date of this order.

If all parties have been served, have conducted the required meet and confer, and are ready

to fully participate in the status conference prior to the assigned date, counsel may contact the

clerk of Department 322 and request an earlier date for the Initial Status Conference.

Dated:

Judge 'llliamF. jghberger
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY VIATHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number. one ad(Iress):
Ro~a Vigil -Gal lenberg (SB'N 251872)
Gallenberg PC
800 S. Victory Blvd.., Suite 203
Burbank, Ca 91502

TELEPHONENO.: 818-237-5267 FAX NO. (Optional):

E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):

ATTORNEY FOR (Name): Plaintiff: Jesus Garcia-Muniz

FOR COURT USE ONLY 

FILED
Superior Court of California

Countv of Los A neele!c

FEB 0 2 2018
Sherri R. tartei,, Li xecuLive (&icerjCj

By 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA COUNTY OF Los Angeles
STREET ADDRESS: I I I N. Hill Street
MAILING ADDRESS.

CITYANDZIPCODE, Los Angeles, CA 90012
BRANCH NAME: Stanley Mosk Courthouse

D,.
Rita N,>~-Prvar,

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: Jesus Garcia-Muniz

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Utiliquest. LLC, et a]

CASE NUMBER:

BC685160

PROOF-OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS
Rot. No of File No:

(Separate proof of service is required for each party served.)
I . At the time of service I was at least 18 years of age and not a party to this action
2. 1 served copies of'.

a. summons

b. complaint

C. V Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) package

d. Civil Case Cover Sheet (served in complex cases only)
e. cross-complaint

f. L other (specify documents): See Attachment:

3. a. Party served (specify name of party as shown on documents served):

UtiliqUest, LLC

I/

13 q FA)z

b. Person (other than the party in itefn 3a) served on behalf of an entity or as an authorized agent (and not a person
under item 5b on whom substituted service was made) (specify name and relationship to the party named in item 3a):

Daisy Montenegro, Authorized to Accept Service of Process
4. Address where the party was served:

C.T. Corporation System, 818 W. 7th Street, #930, los angeles, CA 90017
5. 1 served the party (check proper box)

a r___j by personal service. I personally delivered the documents listed in item 2 to the party or person authorized to
receive service of process for the party (1) on (date). 0 1/29/2018 (2) at (time): 10:35am.

b. = by substituted service. On (date): at (time): I left the documents listed in item 2 with or
in the presence of (name and title or retationsbip toporson indicated in item 3):

(5)

(business) a person at least 18 years of age apparently in charge at the office or usual place of business
of the person to be served. I informed him or her of the general nature of the papers.

(home) a competent member of the household (at least 18 years of age) at the dwelling house or usual
place of abode of the party.- I informed him or her of the general nature of the papers.

(physical address unknown) a person at least 18 years of age apparently in charge at the usual mailing
address of the person to be served, other than a United States Postal Service post office box. I informed
him or her of the general nature ot the papers.

I thereafter mailed (by first-class, postage prepaid) copies of the documents to the person to be served
at the place where the copies were left (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.20). 1 mailed the documents on
(date): from (city): or I  I a declaration of mailing is attached.
I attach a declaration of diligence' stating actions taken first to attempt personal service.

Form Adopled for Mandatory Use
Judicial Council of Califoi nia

POS-010 (Rev. January 1, 20071

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS

Page I of 2

Coda Of Cjyj) Procedure, § 417.10
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C.I:i

.-A

A

PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: Jesus Garcia-Muniz

EFENDANTIRESPONDENT: Utiliquest, LLC, et al

CASE NUMBER:

BC685160

5. c.

d.

by mail and acknowledgment of receipt of service. I mailed the documents listed in Rem 2 to the party, to the
address shown in item 4, by first-class mail, postage prepaid,

(1) on (date): (2) from (city):
(3) r7 with two copies of the Notice and Acknowledgment of Receipt and a postage-paid return envelope addressed

to me. (Attach completed Notice and Acknowledgement of Receipt.) (Code Civ. Pmc., § 415.30.)
(4) = to an address outside California with return receipt requested. (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.40.)

by other means (specify means of service and authorizing code section):

= Additional page describing service is attached.

6. The "Notice to the Person Served" (on the summons) was completed as follows:
a. = as an individual defendant.
b.

C.

d. F-*~

as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):
as occupant.

On behalf of (specify): Utiliquest. LLC
under the following Code of Civil Procedure section:

416.10 (corporation)

416.20 (defunct corporation)

416.30 ljoint stock company/association)
416.40 (association or partnership)

416.50 (public entity)

7. Person who served papers

Name: George Todd
Address: 645 W9th street, #110-302, Los Angeles, CA 90017
Telephone number 21.3-308-1759
The fee for service was: $ 30.60
1 am:

(1)   not a registered California process server.
(2) exempt from registration under Business a
(3)   a registered California process server.

W F-1 owner F-1 employee F~
00 Registration No.: 2016159739
(iii) County: Los Angeles

8. F-1 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

a.
b.

C.

d.

e.

415.95 (business organization, form unknown)
416.60 (minor)

416.70 (ward or conservatee)
ED 416.90 (authorized person)
F-1 415.46 (occupant)
FLI other Limited Liability Corporation

nd Professions Code secfion 22350(b).

independent contractor.

or
9. F-1 I am a California sheriff or marshal and I certify that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date: 01/29/2018

George Todd
(NAME OF PERSON WHO SERVED PAPERSISHERIFF OR MARSHAL)

POS-010 fRev Janua- 1 20071
soPROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS
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POS440(D)

SHORT TITLE: Jesus Garcia-Muniz VS
Utiliquest, LLC, et al

CASE NUMBER:

BC685160

ATTACHMENT TO PROOF OF SERVICE--CIVIL (DOCUMENTS SERVED)
(This Attachment is~fb~r use, with~fbnrn POS-040)

The documents that were served are as follows (describe each document specifically):

Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum And Statement Of Location

Notice Of Case Assignment

Initial Status Conference Order (Complex Litigation.Program)

Form Approved for Optional Use
Judic4al Council ofCalifornia ATTACHMENT TO PROOF OF SERVICE--CIVIL (DOCUMENTS SERVED)

POS-OMD) (New January 1, 20051 (Proof of Service)
Page 3 of-L
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This complaint is part of ClassAction.org's searchable class action lawsuit database and can be found in this 
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