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GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS,
LLC, DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually |Case No.
and on behalf of others similarly

situated and aggrieved, DEFENDANTS’ NOTICE OF
REMOVAL OF CIVIL ACTION TO
Plaintiff, FEDERAL COURT

[28 U.S.C. §§ 1332, 1441, & 1446]
Complaint Filed on August 22, 2018

V.

GMRI, INC., A Florida corporation
doing business as Olive Garden
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN
HOLDINGS LLC, a Florida limited
liability company,  OLIVE
GARDEN, LLC, a California limited
liabilit Comé)anl}‘[/\;I DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, C., a Florida
corporation; OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entit
of unknown form; and OLIV

GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON
BEACH, an entity of unknown form;
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.
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1 TO THE CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
2 | THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE
3 || LIGGINS AND HER ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

4 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendants GMRI, Inc. (“GMRI”), Olive
5 | Garden Holdings, LLC (“OGH”), and Darden Restaurants, Inc. (“Darden”)
(collectively “Defendants”) hereby remove the above-entitled action brought by
Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins (“Plaintiff”) in the Superior Court of the State of
8 || California, County of Los Angeles, to the United States District Court for the Central
9 || District of California, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332(d) (Class Action Fairness Act of
10 || 2005 or “CAFA™), and 1446 on the following grounds:

11| L STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION & VENUE

12 1. This Court has original jurisdiction over this action under the Class
13 || Action Fairness Act of 2005. See 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d). In relevant part, CAFA grants
14 || district courts original jurisdiction over civil class actions filed under federal or state
15 || law in which any member of a class of plaintiffs is a citizen of a state different from
16 || any defendant and where the amount in controversy for the putative class members in
17 || the aggregate exceeds the sum or value of $5,000,000.00, exclusive of interest and
18 || costs. CAFA authorizes removal of such actions in accordance with 28 U.S.C. §
19 || 1446.

20 2. This Court has jurisdiction over this case under CAFA, 28 U.S.C.
21 || §1332(d), and this case may be removed pursuant to the provisions of 28 U.S.C. §
22 || 1441(a), in that it is a civil class action wherein: (1) the proposed class contains at
23 || least 100 members; (2) Defendants are not a state, state official or other governmental
24 || entity; (3) the total amount in controversy for all putative class members exceeds
25 || $5,000,000; and, (4) there is diversity between at least one class member and
26 || Defendants.

27 3. CAFA’s diversity requirement is satisfied when at least one plaintiff is a

28 || citizen of a state in which the defendant is not a citizen. See 28 U.S.C. §§
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1332(d)(2)(A), 1453.

4.  As set forth below, this case meets all of CAFA’s requirements for
removal and is timely and properly removed by the filing of this Notice.

5. This action was filed in the Superior Court for the State of California for
the County of Los Angeles. Accordingly, venue properly lies in the United States
District Court for the Central District of California pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 84, 1391,
1441 and 1446.

II. PLEADINGS, PROCESSES & ORDERS

6. On August 22, 2018, an employment action was commenced in Los
Angeles County Superior Court, entitled Adrienne Liggins, an individual, v. GMRI,
Inc., a Florida corporation doing business as Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; Olive
Garden Holdings, LLC, a Florida limited liability company, Olive Garden, LLC, a
California limited liability Company; Darden Restaurants, Inc., a Florida
corporation; Olive Garden Italian Restaurant — Manhattan Beach, an entity of
unknown form; and Olive Garden Italian Restaurant — Huntington Beach, an entity of
unknown form; and Does 1 through 50, inclusive, designated as Case No. BC717321
(the “State Court Action”). Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of
the Complaint.

7. In the Complaint, Plaintiff, a purported former employee of GMRI, Inc.,
alleges causes of action against all Defendants for (1) Failure to Provide Required
Meal Periods; (2) Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods; (3) Failure to Pay
Overtime Wages; (4) Failure to Pay Minimum Wages; (5) Failure to Timely Pay
Wages; (6) Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged and Quitting Employees; (7)
Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage Statements; (8) Failure to Maintain
Required Records; (9) Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary Expenditures
Incurred in Discharge of Duties; (10) Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices; and
(11) Representative Action for Civil Penalties (under Cal. Labor Code sections 2698-

2699.5 (“PAGA™).
3.
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1 8. Plaintift served the Summons and Complaint on Defendant GMRI, Inc.
2 || on September 21, 2018. Along with the Summons and Complaint, Plaintiff also
3 | delivered a Civil Case Cover Sheet, Stipulations and Orders for Early Organizational
4 | Meeting, Informal Discovery Resolution, and Motions in Limine, an Alternative
5 || Dispute Resolution Information Packet, and Notice of Case Assignment. Attached as
Exhibit B are true and correct copies of the foregoing and Proof of Service on GMRI,
Inc.

8 9. Plaintiff served the Summons and Complaint on Defendant Olive Garden
9 | Holdings, LLC on September 21, 2018. Along with the Summons and Complaint,
10 || Plaintiff also delivered a Civil Case Cover Sheet, Stipulations and Orders for Early
11 || Organizational Meeting, Informal Discovery Resolution, and Motions in Limine, an
12 || Alternative Dispute Resolution Information Packet, and Notice of Case Assignment.
13 || Attached as Exhibit C are true and correct copies of the foregoing and Proof of
14 || Service on Olive Garden Holdings, LLC.

15 10.  Plaintiff served the Summons and Complaint on Defendant Darden
16 || Restaurants, Inc. on September 25, 2018. Along with the Summons and Complaint,
17 || Plaintiff also delivered a Civil Case Cover Sheet, Stipulations and Orders for Early
18 || Organizational Meeting, Informal Discovery Resolution, and Motions in Limine, an
19 || Alternative Dispute Resolution Information Packet, and Notice of Case Assignment.
20 || Attached as Exhibit D are true and correct copies of the foregoing and Proof of
21 || Service on Darden Restaurants, Inc.

22 I11. On October 17, 2018, Defendants Darden, GMRI, and OGH filed an
23 || Answer in Superior Court for the County of Los Angeles. Attached hereto as Exhibit
24 || E is a true and correct conformed copy of that Answer.

25 12.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. section 1446(a), the attached exhibits constitute all
26 || process, pleadings and orders served upon Defendants or filed or received in this

27 || action by Defendants.

28 13.  As of the date of this Notice of Removal, and to Defendants knowledge,
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no other parties have been served with the Summons and Complaint in this action.

III. TIMELINESS OF REMOVAL

14.  An action may be removed from state court by filing a notice of removal,
together with a copy of all process, pleadings, and orders served on the defendant,
within 30 days of defendant receiving the initial pleading. See 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b);
Murphy Bros, Inc. v. Mitchetti Pipe Stringing, Inc., 526 U.S. 344, 354 (1999) (the 30-
day removal period runs from the service of the summons and complaint). Defendants
GMRI, OGH, and Darden were served with the Summons and Complaint on
September 21, 2018 (GMRI and OGH) and September 25, 2018 (Darden). This
Notice of Removal is filed within thirty days of September 21, 2018 and is therefore
timely.

IV. DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP

15. CAFA’s minimal diversity requirement is satisfied, inter alia, when “any
member of a class of plaintiffs is a citizen of a State different from any defendant.” 28
U.S.C. §§ 1332(d)(2)(A); 1453(b). In a class action, only the citizenship of the named
parties is considered for diversity purposes and not the citizenship of the class
members. Snyder v. Harris, 394 U.S. 332, 339-40 (1969). Minimal diversity of
citizenship exists here because Plaintiff and Defendants are citizens of different states.

A.  Plaintiff is a citizen of California.

16.  For diversity purposes, a person is a “citizen” of the state in which he or
she is domiciled. See Kantor v. Wellesley Galleries, Ltd., 704 F.2d 1088 (9th Cir.
1983); see also LeBlanc v. Cleveland, 248 F.3d 95, 100 (2d Cir. 2001) (citizenship
determined at the time the lawsuit is filed); see also Lundquist v. Precision Valley
Aviation, Inc., 946 F.2d 8, 10 (1st Cir. 1991). A person’s domicile is the place he or
she resides with the intention to remain, or to which he or she intends to return. See
Kanter v. Warner—Lambert Co., 265 F.3d 853, 857 (9th Cir. 2001). Plaintiff was at the
time of the filing of this action a resident of the State of California. (Compl., 9 2.)

Accordingly, Plaintiff is a citizen of the State of California.
5.
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B. Defendants are Citizens of Florida.

17.  For diversity purposes, a corporation is a citizen of its state of
incorporation and the state where it has its principal place of business. 28 U.S.C. §
1332(c)(1). A corporation’s principal place of business refers to its nerve center or, in
other words, the location where the corporation’s high level officers direct, control
and coordinate the corporation’s activities. See Hertz Corp. v. Friend, 559 U.S. 77,
80-81, 92-95 (2010). Except in unusual circumstances, a corporation’s corporate
headquarters is in its ‘nerve center.” Id.

18.  GMRI is, and was at the time this action was commenced, a corporation
organized and formed under the laws of the State of Florida. See Declaration of
Colleen Lyons (hereafter “Lyons Decl.”), § 2. GMRI’s maintains its corporate
headquarters in Orlando, Florida and its executive director makes the corporation’s
operational, executive, and administrative policy decisions primarily from its
corporate headquarters in Orlando, Florida. (Lyons Decl., 49 8-12); see also Breitman
v. May Co. California, 37 F.3d 562, 564 (9th Cir. 1994) (corporation is citizen of state
in which its corporate headquarters are located and where its executive and
administrative functions are performed.) Orlando, Florida is therefore GMRI’s
principal place of business. Accordingly, GMRI is not a citizen of the State in which
this action is pending and is a citizen of a different State than that of Plaintiff.

19. Darden is, and was at the time this action was commenced, a corporation
organized and formed under the laws of the State of Florida. (Lyons Decl. 9 3.)
Darden has no employees, its corporate headquarters are located in Orlando, Florida
and its executive officers direct, control, and coordinate the corporation’s activities
and executive functions primarily from its corporate headquarters in Orlando, Florida.
(Lyons Decl., 49 13-19); see also Breitman, 37 F.3d at 564. Orlando, Florida is
therefore Darden’s principal place of business. Accordingly, Darden is not a citizen of
the State in which this action is pending and is a citizen of a different State than that of

Plaintifft.
6.
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1 20. The citizenship of a Limited Liability Company is determined by the
2 || citizenship of each member of the company. Johnson v. Columbia Properties
3 || Anchorage, LP, 437 F.3d 894, 899 (9th Cir. 2006).

4 21. OGH is, and was at the time this action was commenced, a limited

5 || liability company with its sole member residing in Florida. (Lyons Decl. q 4.)

6 | Accordingly, OGH is not a citizen of the State in which this action is pending and is a
7 || citizen of a different State than that of Plaintiff.
8 22. Plaintiff is a citizen of California, Defendants Darden, GMRI and OGH

9 || are citizens of Florida, therefore the minimal diversity requirement of 28 U.S.C.
10 || section 1332(d)(2)(A) is satisfied.
11 23. Defendants Does 1 through 50 are fictitious. The Complaint does not set
12 || forth the identity of or any allegations against these Defendants as individuals. Their
13 || citizenship should be disregarded for the purposes of determining diversity
14 || jurisdiction. 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a); see also Fristoe v. Reynolds Metals Co., 615 F.2d
15 || 1209, 1213 (9th Cir. 1980).

16 24. Because the remaining non-moving defendants have not yet been served,
17 || they need not join or consent to Defendants’ Notice of Removal. Destfino v. Reiswig,
18 || 630 F.3d 952, 955 (9th Cir. 2011) (codefendants not properly served need not join in
19 || removal); Cmty. Bldg. Co. v. Md. Cas. Co. 8 F.2d 678, 678-79 (9th Cir. 1925) (named
20 || defendants not yet served in state court action need not join in the notice of removal).

21 | V.  PROPOSED CLASS CONTAINS AT LEAST 100 MEMBERS

22 25. Plaintiff was employed by GMRI from around January 2016 to around
23 || May 2016 in Manhattan Beach, California, then from around April 2017 to mid-2017
24 | in Huntington Beach, California. (Compl., 9 4.) Plaintiff seeks to represent current
25 || and former hourly, non-exempt employees of Defendants in the State of California
26 || during the period of August 22, 2014 until the time it settles or proceeds to final
27 || judgment. (Compl., 4 6.)

28 26. GMRI employed at least 30,390 current and former non-exempt

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C. 7
633 West 5th Street .

63rd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071

2134434300 DEFENDANTS’ NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF CIVIL ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT




28

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
633 West 5th Street
63rd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071
213.443.4300

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1 Filed 10/18/18 Page 8 of 17 Page ID #:8

employees in the State of California between August 22, 2014 and October 11, 2018.
(Declaration of Randolph Babitt (hereafter “Babitt Decl.”), q 4.)

27. GMRI employed at least 26,156 current and former non-exempt
employees in the State of California between August 22, 2014 and October 11, 2018.
(Babitt Decl., 9 6.)

VI. DEFENDANTS ARE NOT GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES

28. Defendants are not states, state officials, or other governmental entities.
Defendants are corporations organized and formed under the laws of the State of
Florida. (Lyons Decl., 99 2-4.)

VII. AMOUNT IN CONTROVERSY EXCEEDS $5.,000,000.00*

29. The CAFA requires the “matter in controversy” to exceed “the sum or
value of $5,000,000 exclusive of interest and costs.” 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2). “The
claims of the individual class members shall be aggregated to determine whether the
matter in controversy exceeds” this amount. 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(6). Here, Plaintiff
does not allege the amount in controversy in the Complaint, but the face of the
Complaint clearly demonstrates that the amount in controversy in this case exceeds
$5,000,000.

30. A defendant seeking to remove a case to federal court need only file “a
notice of removal ‘containing a short and plain statement of the grounds for removal’”
as stated under 28 U.S.C. section 1446(a). Dart Cherokee Basin Operating Co., LLC
v. Owens, 135 S. Ct. at 553. According to the United State Supreme Court, “[b]y

" The alleged damages calculations contained herein are for purposes of removal only.
Defendants deny that Plaintiff is entitled to any relief whatsoever and expressly
reserves the right to challenge Plaintiff’s alleged damages in this case.

? Plaintiff alleges that damages arising from its Sixth Cause of Action for Failure to
Pay All Wages Due to Discharged and Quitting Employees are “not in excess of the
jurisdiction of this Court.” (Compl., 4 48.) Because there is no maximum amount
which may be subject to jurisdiction of the Los Angeles Superior Court, there is
nothing to indicate that total amount in controversy would not be equal to or in excess
of the $5,000,000.00 minimum under CAFA jurisdiction.

8.
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design, §1446(a) tracks the general pleading requirement stated in Rule 8(a) of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure” and thus, on removal, federal courts are to accept
the defendant’s “amount-in-controversy allegation when not contested by the plaintiff
or questioned by the court.” Id. Accordingly, “a defendant’s notice of removal need
include only a plausible allegation that the amount in controversy exceeds the
jurisdictional threshold.” Id. at 554.

31. Defendants expressly deny any liability for the damages alleged in
Plaintiff’s Complaint. However, for purposes of determining whether the minimum
amount in controversy has been satisfied, the Court must presume that Plaintiff will
prevail on his or her claims. Kenneth Rothschild Trust v. Morgan Stanley Dean
Witter, 199 F. Supp. 2d 993, 1001 (C.D. Cal. 2002) (citing Burns v. Windsor Ins. Co.,
31 F.3d 1092, 1096 (11th Cir. 1994) (stating that the amount in controversy analysis
presumes that “plaintiff prevails on liability”). The ultimate inquiry is what amount is
put “in controversy” by plaintiff’s complaint, not what defendant might actually owe.
Rippee v. Boston Market Corp., 408 F. Supp. 2d 982, 986 (S.D. Cal. 2005).

32. By way of her Complaint, Plaintiff seeks to “recover, among other
things: wages and penalties from unpaid wages earned and due, including, but not
limited to, unpaid minimum wages, unpaid and illegally calculated overtime
compensation, illegal meal and rest period policies, failure to pay all wages dues to
discharged and quitting employees, failure to indemnify employees for necessary
expenditures and/or losses incurred in discharging their duties, failure to provide
accurate itemized wage statements, failure to maintain required records, and interest . .
. (Compl., 45.) Plaintiff also seeks to recover on behalf of herself and the putative
class members additional damages arising from this alleged conduct, including:
compensatory damages; restitution and disgorged profits; premiums; liquidated
damages; statutory and civil penalties; interest at 10% per annum; costs; and
attorneys’ fees. (Compl., Prayer for Relief.)

33. Additionally, Plaintiff alleges a cause of action for violation of the Unfair
9.
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Competition Law (“UCL”), Business and Professions Code § 17200, et seq. (Compl.,
99 60-65.) Alleging a UCL violation extends the statute of limitations of several of
Plaintiff’s and the putative class’ wage and hour claims from three to four years from
the filing of the Complaint, which in this case, extends the statute of limitations to
August 22, 2014. See Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17208; Cortez v. Purolater Air
Filtration Products Co., 23 Cal. 4th 163, 178-79 (2000) (four-year statute of
limitations for restitution of wages under the UCL).

34. Finally, Plaintiff alleges that “[t]he potential class is a significant
number,” and that Defendants engaged in a “systematic course of illegal payroll
practices and policies” which “applied to all non-exempt employees.” (Compl., q18a-
b.)

35. Between August 22, 2014 and October 11, 2018, GMRI employed at
least 30,390 current and former hourly, non-exempt employees California. (Babitt
Decl., 4 4.) Based on the available employment records, the time period Plaintiff has
placed at issue, and the number of employees at issue, Plaintiff has placed 1,942,649
workweeks in controversy, based on the hire and termination dates of the putative
class members. (Babitt Decl., 9 5.)

36. Plaintiff was employed from January 2016 until August 2016, then again
from April 2017 through September 2017. (Babitt Decl., § 10.)

A. Failure to Provide Off-Duty Meal and Rest Periods

37. In support of and by way of her first and second causes of action,
Plaintiff alleges that Defendants “failed to otherwise provide the required meal
periods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS,” and “failed to provide rest periods
to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS.” (Compl., 4920, 26.)

38.  Pursuant to the California Court of Appeal’s decision in United Parcel
Service Wage & Hour Cases, 196 Cal. App. 4th 57, 69 (2011), should Plaintiff sustain
her burden of proof, Plaintiff and the putative class members could be entitled to one

hour of premium pay for a missed meal period and one hour of premium pay for a
10.
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missed rest break in a single day.

39. Although Plaintiff does not allege the number of shifts worked per
workweek, the number of shifts in which meal or rest periods were required, the
number of missed meal or rest periods, or any other specific allegations, Plaintiff
alleges that Defendants maintained a “systematic course” of failing to pay employees
for all hours worked, including overtime. (Compl. 49 18b.) Plaintiff also alleges that
“[t]he putative class is a significant number,” and that “DEFENDANTS subjected all
non-exempt employees to identical violations.” (Compl., §918a-c.)

1. Plaintiff’s Meal Period Claim
40. Plaintiff alleges that “[d]Juring the CLASS PERIOD, as part of

DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policies and practices to deprive their non-exempt
employees all wages earned and due, DEFENDANTS required, permitted or
otherwise suffered PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to take less than a 30-minute
meal period, or to work through them, and have failed to otherwise provide the
required meal periods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS. ..” (Compl., 920.)

41. As detailed above, between August 22, 2014 and October 11, 2018,
GMRI employed at least 30,390 current and former hourly, non-exempt employees
California. (Babitt Decl., § 4-5.) Based on the available employment records, the time
period Plaintiff has placed at issue, and the number of employees at issue, Plaintiff has
placed 1,942,649 workweeks in controversy, based on the hire and termination dates
of the putative class members. (Babitt Decl., 4 4-5.)

42. However, contrary to Plaintiff’s allegations, Defendants maintain that
Plaintiff’s meal period claim is subject to a three year statute of limitations. Between
August 22, 2015 and October 11, 2018, GMRI employed at least 26,156 current and
former hourly, non-exempt employees California. (Babitt Decl., § 6-7.) Based on the
available employment records, the time period Plaintiff has placed at issue, and the
number of employees at issue, Plaintiff has conservatively placed a minimum of

1,513,744 workweeks in controversy, based on the hire and termination dates of the
11.
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putative class members during this time period. (Babitt Decl., 9 6-7.)

43.  Applying the shorter three year time period, the conservative amount in
controversy for GMRI’s alleged failure to provide off-duty meal periods would be
approximately $15,137,440.00.  Although Plaintiff maintains that Defendants’
violations were of “systematic course,” (Compl., §18b) this number assumes that that
Plaintiff and each class member missed only one meal period per week during the
shorter limitations period. If the longer limitations period were applied, and we one
meal period is assumed, the amount in controversy would be $19,426,490.00. These

figures are calculated as follows:

Years at | Meal Period
Issue Violations Weeks Hourly Amount in Controversy
Per Week Rate’
3 1 1,513,744 $10.00 $15,137,440.00
4 1 1,942,649 $10.00 $19,426,490.00

2. Plaintiff’s Rest Period Claim

44. Plaintiff alleges that Defendants “failed to provide rest periods to
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS,” and “fail[ed] to pay PLAINITFF and CLASS
MEMBERSs who were not provided with a rest period . . . one additional hour of
compensation at each employee’s regular rate of pay for each workday that a rest
period was not provided.” (Compl., §925-26.)

45.  Accepting the allegations that the putative class members missed a rest
break in the same way that they missed meal breaks as calculated in 943 above, the
amount in controversy for putative class members on this cause of action would equal
$15,137,440.00, assuming one violations per week during the shorter limitations
period, and $19,426,490.00 assuming one violation per week during the longer

limitations period. These figures are calculated as follows:

3 For purposes of this removal, Defendants calculations are based on California’s 2016
state minimum wage rate of $10.00.
12.
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Years at | Rest Break
Issue Violations Weeks Hourly Amount in Controversy
Per Week Rate’
3 1 1,513,744 $10.00 $15,137,440.00
4 1 1,942,649 $10.00 $19,426,490.00

B. Waiting Time Penalties

46. In her sixth cause of action, Plaintiff alleges that “[dJuring the CLASS
PERIOD, DEFENDANTS have willfully failed to pay accrued wages and other
compensation to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS in accordance with California
Labor Code §§ 201 and 202.” (Compl., 946.) Plaintiff also alleges that [a]s a result,
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statuary penalties,
including the waiting time penalties provided in California Labor Code § 203,
together with interest thereon. . .” (Compl., §47.)

47.  Section 203 provides for one-day’s wages for each day an employee who
has separated from his or her employment is not paid all wages owed, up to a total of
30 days’ of wages (“waiting time penalty”). Cal. Lab Code. § 203. California Labor
Code is subject to a three-year statute of limitations. See Pineda v. Bank of America,
50 Cal. 4th 1389 (2010). Thus, the applicable look-back period for purposes of
calculating waiting time penalties dates back to August 22, 2015.

48. Based on GMRI’s payroll data, an estimated 16,247 putative class
members have separated their employment with GMRI since August 22, 2015.
(Babitt Decl., § 8.) Thus, the amount in controversy with respect to Plaintiff’s sixth
cause of action for waiting time penalties is $29,244,600.00, which is calculated as
follows: 16,247 separated putative class members x $10.00 an hour x 6 hours x 30

days.

* For purposes of this removal, Defendants calculations are based on California’s 2016
state minimum wage rate of $10.00.
13.
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C. Wage Statements

49. In her seventh’ cause of action, Plaintiff also alleges that “[d]uring the
CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS routinely failed to provide PLAINTIFF and
CLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and itemized wage statements in writing
showing each employee’s gross wages, total hours worked, all deductions made, net
wages earned, the name of and address of the legal entity or entities employing
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, and all applicable hourly rates in effect during
each pay period and the corresponding number of hours worked at each hourly rate, in
violation of California Labor Code §226 and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001 §7.”
(Compl., 99 53.) The statutory penalty for such a violation is $50 for the first pay
period, and $100 for each subsequent pay period, up to a total maximum of penalty of
$4,000. Cal. Lab. Code §226(e). California Labor Code §226(e) has a one-year
statute of limitations. Blackwell v. SkyWest Airlines, Inc., 245 F.R.D. 453, 462 (S.D.
Cal. 2007).

50. GMRI pays its non-exempt employees on a weekly basis. (Babitt Decl.,
9 3.) Therefore, there are 52 pay periods per year. While Defendants deny the validity
and merit of Plaintiff’s claims, for purposes of removal only, Defendants determine
the amount in controversy by applying the maximum penalty recoverable to
employees that worked more than 41 workweeks. During the one year statute of
limitations period from August 22, 2017 to October 11, 2018, GMRI employed
approximately 16,285 putative class members. (Babitt Decl., 9 9.) Of those 16,285
putative class members, 7,621 putative class members were employed for 41 or more
workweeks based on hire and termination dates. The remaining 8,664 putative class

members were employed for a total of 146,256 workweeks based on hire and

> Although Plaintiff’s seventh cause of action is entitled “Failure to Furnish Accurate
Itemized Wage Statements,” and her eighth cause of action is entitled “Failure to
Maintain Required Records,” the allegations asserted under each heading appears to
correspond with the other claim.

14.
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termination dates. (Babitt Decl., 49.)

51. Based on amount of penalties that Plaintiff would be entitled to recover
under section 226 of the California Labor Code, the fact that employees are paid on a
weekly basis, and that the one-year statute of limitations would permit Plaintiff to
recover penalties for the time period commencing August 22, 2017, the amount in
controversy for this claim is $44,676,400.00. The amount is calculated as follows:
For the 7,621 employees who worked 41 or more workweeks during the statutory
period, their penalties are capped at the statutory dollar amount of $4,000 per
employee, which equals $30,484,000.00. The estimated penalties for the remaining
8,664 employees who worked less than 41 workweeks equals $14,192,400.00 (8,664 x
$50 for the first penalty) + (146,256-8,664 for subsequent violations x $100). Added
together, the potential amount in controversy for Plaintiff’s claim for wage statement
violations is $44,676,400.00.

52. The aggregate amount in controversy exceeds the $5,000,000

jurisdictional minimum:

Plaintiff’s Claims Amount in Controversy
Meal Break Premiums $15,137,440.00 to $19,426,490.00
Rest Break Premiums $15,137,440.00 to $19,426,490.00
Waiting Time Penalties $29.,244,600.00
Inaccurate Wage Statement $44,676,400.00
TOTAL $104,195,880.00 to
(exclusive of any potential damages for $112,773,980.00

Plaintiff’s claims for: (1) Unpaid
Overtime; (2) Unpaid Minimum Wages;
(3) Failure to Timely Pay Wages; (4)

Failure to Maintain Accurate Records;

(5) Failure to Reimburse Business

15.
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Expenses; (6) and attorneys’ fees)

53. Indeed, were damages exposure extended through trial, the totals would
be even higher. Mejia v. DHL Express (USA), Inc., 2015 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 67212, *6,
2015 WL 2452755 (C.D. Cal. May 21, 2015) (where the Complaint does not cut off
class allegations as of the date the complaint was filed, including post-filing time in
removal computations is consistent with the allegations in the complaint and
permissible).

54. Moreover, Plaintiff seeks attorneys’ fees and costs in his Complaint
(Compl., Prayer for Relief.) It is well-settled that claims for statutory attorneys’ fees
are to be included in the amount in controversy. See, e.g., Kroske v. U.S. Bank Corp.,
432 F.3d 976, 980 (9th Cir. 2005), cert. denied, 127 S. Ct. 157 (2006); Galt G/S v. JSS
Scandinavia, 142 F.3d 1150, 1155-1156 (9th Cir. 1998) (attorneys’ fees may be taken
into account to determine jurisdictional amounts). The attorneys’ fees benchmark in
the Ninth Circuit is 25%. Paul, Johnson, Alston & Hunt v. Graulty, 886 F.2d 268, 272
(9th Cir. 1989) (“We note with approval that one court has concluded that the "bench
mark" percentage for the fee award should be 25 percent.”) (citation omitted.); Lo v.
Oxnard Euro. Motors, LLC, 2012 US. Dist. LEXIS 73983 at *9 (“The Ninth Circuit
has accepted as a benchmark for an attorneys' fees awards a twenty-five percent of the
common fund recovery.”)

55. Removal of this action is therefore proper as the aggregate value of
Plaintift’s class causes of action for unpaid overtime and minimum wage, unpaid meal
and rest periods premiums, final wages not timely paid, non-compliant wage
statements, and attorneys’ fees is well in excess of the CAFA jurisdictional

requirement of $5 million. See 28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2).

16.
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VIII. NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF AND STATE COURT

56. Contemporaneously with the filing of this Notice of Removal in the
United States District Court for the Central District of California, written notice of
such filing will be served by the undersigned on Plaintiff’s Counsel of Record and a
copy of the Notice of Removal will be filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court of
California, County of Los Angeles.

Dated:October 18, 2018

/s/ Carlos Jimenez

CARLOS JIMENEZ

PENNY CHEN

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN
HOLDINGS, LLC, DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC.

FIRMWIDE:158321037.4 069299.1178

17.
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CORPORATE CREATIONS®

Registered Agent » Director * Incarporation

Corporate Creations Network Inc.
11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL. 33410

September 24, 2018

Darden Restaurants, inc.

Terry Carter

Darden Restaurants, Inc.
1000 Darden Center Drive
ORLANDO FL 32837

SERVICE OF PROCESS NOTICE

The following is a courtesy summary of the enclosed document(s). ALL information should be verified by you.

Note: Any questions regarding the substance of the matter described below, including the status or to whom or
where to respond, should be directed to the person set forth in line 12 below or to the court or government

agency where the matter is being heard. ftem: 2018-3014
1. Client Entity: Darden Restaurants, Inc.
2. Title of Action: Adrienne Liggins vs. GMRI, Inc.; Olive Garden Holdings, LLC; et al.
3. Document(s) Served: Summons
Complex - Class Action
Civil Case Cover Sheet
Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location
4. Court/Agency: Los Angeles County Superior Court, California
5. State Served: Florida
6. Case Number: BC717321
7. Case Type: Labor Code Violations
8. Method of Service: Certified Mail
9. Date Received: Monday 9/24/2018
10. Date to Client: Monday 9/24/2018
. CAUTION: Client is sole! ible f ifying th f the estimated A D
11. # Days When Answer Due: 30 Qaie. To ayoitliegilsss;%eaycﬁﬁcs:%?rc‘iséa;incg \\Iigmggmne\ean?%ar%:iateﬁ?;?)nrgram?ng igs;nv/vriet{ngue
Answer Due Date: 10/24/2018 with opposing counsel that the date of service in their records matches the Date Received.
12. SOP Sender: Matern Law Group, PC
(Name, Address and Phone Number) Manhattan Beach, CA
(310) 531-1900
13. Shipped to Client By: Priority Mail and Email with PDF Link
14. Tracking Number: Not Applicable
15. Handled By: 101
16. Notes: Also Attached: *Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations, *Stipulation - Early Organizational Meeting,

*Stipulation - Discovery Resolution, etc.

NOTE: This notice and the information above is provided for general informational purposes only and shouid not be considered a legal opinion. The
client and their leqal counsel are solely responsibie for reviewing the service of process and vert ngt; the accurac¥ of all information. At Corporate
reations, we take pride in developing systems that effectively manage risk so our clients feel comfortable with the reliability of our service. We always

deliver service of process so our clients avoid the risk of a default judgment. As registered agent, our role is to receive and forward service of process.
To decrease risk for our clients, it is not our role to determine the merits of whether service of process is valid and effective. it is the role of legal
counsel to assess whether service of process is invalid or defective. Registered agent services are provided by Corporate Creations Network Inc.

11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410  Tel: (561) 694-8107  Fax: (561) 694-1639

www.CorporateCreations.com
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COPY

SUM-100
summons  BY FAX ol S o
(CITACION JUDICIAL) i
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: N %,} JN,&.L :‘:L ED{ )
{AVISO AL DEMANDADO): ‘{5"‘(‘«’?5?:] f,uns f"fl’fl nis
GMRI, INC,, a Florida corporation doing business as Olive Garden ,
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN Holdings, LLL, a Florida limited AUG 22 2018
YOQU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): sherri &, Carter, executive Diticer/Clerk
ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually and on behalf of others similarly 8y: Rita Nazarvan, Deputy
situated and aggricved

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard uniess you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you lo file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are ather legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California L.egal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selthelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
cosls on any settiement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien mus! be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version, Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta cilacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o0 una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
an formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y mas informacion en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en ia
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en fa corte que /e quede mas cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida al secretario de Ja conte
que le-dé un-formulario de exencién de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder ef caso por incumplimiento y ia corte le
podra quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin més advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogadoe inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisidn a abogados, Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services,
fwww.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, fwww.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 & més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesién de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que

pagar el gravamen de la carte antes de que [a corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is; CASE NUMBER
(Numerc det Caso

(El nombre y direccioén de ia corte es): Los Angeles Superior Court ’ 1
111 North Hill Street-Central District BC71 7321
Los Angeles, California 90012-3014

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccidn y el nimero de teléfono del abogado def demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

Matthew J. Matern, Esq., 1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 (310) 531-1900

DATE; erk, b RIT) , Deputy
rechsy  AUG 2 1 2018 SHERRI R. CARTER (Semerario) ANAZARYAN (Adjunto)

(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons {form P0S-010) )

(Para prueba de enltrega de esta citation use el formuiario Proof of Service of Summons, (FOS-010))
g NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

SEAU 1. [__] as an individual defendant.

2. [} astheperscn sued under the fictitious name of (specify).

3 <! on behalf of (specify): Dﬂfde/h P\\S‘}’QL\&M\\’QI =, U Flo~ida @FF(:*Q‘\" N

under: | CCP 416.10 (corperation) CP 415.80 {mincn
CCP 416 2C (defunct corporation) CCP 4186 70 (conservatee)
CCP 416 4C (association or partnership) [ 1 CCP 416 90 {authorized person}

{ i other (specify):
4 [ by personal delivery on (date)

SUMMONS
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SUM-200(A)

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

__ Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC. et al

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE

-» This form may be used as an attachment to any summons if space does not permit the listing of all parties on the summons.
- If this attachment is used, insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties

Attachment form is attached.”
List additional parties (Check only one box. Use a separate page for each type of party.).

1 Praintiff Defendant [__] Cross-Complainant [ ] Cross-Defendant

liability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability Company; DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC., a Florida corporation; OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT -
HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Page ] of ) ]

Page 1of 1

ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT
Attachment to Summons
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COPY

Matthew J. Matern (SBN 159798) o ts ot rus i s A EY
Joshua D. Boxer (SBN 226712) : _ ORIGINALFiLED
Roy K. Suh (SBN 283988) < vuP?rIOsuRuziJwﬂfJ Horniz
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC e

1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 AUG 2 2 7018

Manhattan Beach, California 90266

Telephone: (310) 531-1900 _ S
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 Sherri #. vartey, execulive Uificer/Clerk
Ry: Rita Nazarvan, Reouty

Attomeys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

ADRIENNE LIGGINS individually and on behalf )} CASE NO.:
of others similarly situated and aggrieved )
) COMPLEX - CLASS ACTION

Plaintiff, )

. Failure to Provide Required Meal Periods
. Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods
. Failure to Pay Overtime Wages

1
v, 2
3
4. Failure to Pay Minimum Wages
5
6

GMR], INC., a Florida corporation doing business
as Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; OLIVE
GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Florida limited
lhability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a
California limited liability Company; DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC,, a Florida corporation;

)

)

)

) 5. Failure to Timely Pay Wages

)

)

)
OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT - )

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

. Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged

and Quitting Employees

7. Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage
Statements

8. Failure to Maintain Required Records

9. Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary
Expenditures Incurred in Discharge of Duties

10. Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices

MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown
form; and OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON BEACH, an
entity of unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,

inclusive, REPRESENTATIVE ACTION

11. Penalties under the [.abor Code Private
Attorneys General Act

Defendants

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

1
TTAsS ACHON AND PAGA REPRESENTATIVE ACTION COMPLAIN
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NATURE OF ACTION

1. PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE LIGGINS (“PLAINTIFF”), bring this class action and
representative action case on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated and aggrieved current and
former non-exempt employees, who worked in the State of California for defendants GMRI, INC.,, a
Florida corporation doing business as The Olive Garden; OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a
Florida limited liability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability company;
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC., a Florida cormporation; OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of unknown form, and DOES 1
through 50 inclusive (collectively, “DEFENDANTS”), against DEFENDANTS to remedy
DEFENDANTS’ illegal wage payment policies and practices during the relevant statutory periods, for
which PLAINTIFF seeks damages, restitution, penalties, injunctive relief, interest, attorneys’ fees and
costs, and all other legal and equitable remedies deemed just and proper under California law.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

2. The Superior Court of the State of California has jurisdiction in this matter because, at all
relevant times, PLAINTIFF is a resident of the State of California and PLAINTIFF is informed and
believes that some of the DEFENDANTS are qualified to do business in California and that all
DEFENDANTS regularly conduct business in California. Furthermore, no federal question is at issue
because PLAINTIFF’S claims are based solely on California law.

3. Venue is proper in this judicial district and the County of Los Angeles, California
because PLAINTIFF and persons similarly situated and aggrieved performed work for DEFENDANTS
in the County of Los Angeles, DEFENDANTS maintain offices and facilities and transact business in
the County of Los Angeles, and because DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policies and practices which
arc the subject of this action were applied to PLAINTIFF and other persons similarly situated and
aggrieved, in the County of Los Angeles.

PLAINTIFF AND CLLASS MEMBERS

4. PLAINTIFF, at all time relcvant to this action, was a resident of the State of California

and an employee of DEFENDANTS. DEFENDANTS employed PLAINTIFF from around January 2016

CrAST ACTION AND PAGA Ripresryrs iyt A v Condpiy v
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to around May 2016 in Manhattan Beach, California and then from around April 2017 to mid-2017 in
Huntington Beach, California.

5. PLAINTIFF, on behalf of herself and other similarly situated and aggrieved current and
former non-exempt employees of DEFENDANTS in the State of California at any time during the four
(4) years preceding the filing of this action, and continuing while this action is pending, bring this class
and representative action to recover, among other things: wages and penalties from unpaid wages earned
and due, including, but not limited to, unpaid minimum wages, unpaid and illegally calculated overtime
compensation, illegal meal and rest period policies, failure to pay all wages due to discharged and
quitting employees, failure to indemnify employees for necessary expenditures and/or losses incurred in
discharging their duties, failure to provide accurate itemized wage statements, failure to maintain
required records, and interest, attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses.

6. PLAINTIFF brings this action on behalf of themselves and the following similarly
situated class of individuals (“CLASS MEMBERS”): all current and former non-exempt employees of
DEFENDANTS in the State of California at any time within the period beginning four (4) years prior to
the filing of this action and until the time it settles or proceeds to final judgment (the “CLASS
PERIOD”).

7. PLAINTIFF reserves the right to name additional class representatives.

DEFENDANTS

8. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant GMRI, INC.
(“DEFENDANT GMRI, INC.”) is, and at all times relevant to this action was, a limited hability
company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida. PLAINTIFF is further informed,
believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant times, the State of California authorized DEFENDANT
GMRI, INC. to conduct and that DEFENDANT GMRI, INC. did conduct business in California under
California entity number: C0753219, doing business as The Olive Garden.

9. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC (*“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC”) is, and at all
times relevant to this action was, a limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of

the State of Florida. PLAINTIFF is further informed, believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant

3]
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times, the State of California authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC to
conduct and that DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC did conduct business in
Californta under California entity number: 201605010264.

10. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN, LLC (“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN, LLC”) is, and at all times relevant to this action
was, a limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of the State of California.
PLAINTIFF is further informed, believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant times, the State of
California authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN, LLC to conduct and that DEFENDANT
OLIVE GARDEN, LLC did conduct business in California under California entity number:
201719110379.

11, PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC. (“DEFENDANT DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.”) is, and at all times
relevant to this action was, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida
with a Florida Divisions of Corporations File Number: P95000025580. PLAINTIFF is further informed
and believes, and thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC., and at all times relevant to this action, to conduct business in the
State of California.

12. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH (“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH?”) is, and at all times relevant to this action was, a
an entity of unknown form and unknown jurisdiction. PLAINTIFF is further informed and believes, and
thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT - MANHATTAN BEACH and at all times relevant to this action, to conduct
business i the State of California including at its 2610 North Sepulveda Boulevard, Manhattan Beach,
California 90266 location.

13, PLAINTIFF is informed and belicves, and thercon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT ~ HUNTINGTON BEACH ("DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT - HUNTINGTON BEACH?™) 1s, and at all times relevant to this action was,

3.
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a an entity of unknown form and unknown jurisdiction. PLAINTIFF is further informed and believes,
and thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT -~ HUNTINGTON BEACH and at all times relevant to this
action, to conduct business in the State of California including at its 16811 Beach Boulevard,
Huntington Beach, California 92647 location.

14. The true names and capacities of DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are unknown to
PLAINTIFF at this time, and PLAINTIFF therefore sues such DOE defendants under fictitious names.
PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that each Defendant designated as a DOE is
in some manner highly responsible for the occurrences alleged herein, and that PLAINTIFF’S and
CLASS MEMBERS’ injuries and damages, as allcged herein, were proximately caused by the conduct
of such DOE defendants. PLAINTIFF will seek leave of court to amend this Complaint to allege the true
names and capacities of such DOE defendants when ascertained.

15, PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANTS, at all
times relevant to this action, committed acts and omissions in concert with each other. PLAINTIFF is
informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times relevant hereto, DEFENDANTS were the
joint employers, alter egos, divisions, affiliates, integrated enterprises, subsidiaries, parents, principals,
sisters, related entities, co-conspirators, agents, partners, joint venturcrs, servants, joint enterprisers,
and/or guarantors, actual or ostensible, of each other. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon
alleges, that each of the DEFENDANTS was completely dominated by his, her or its co-defendant and
had authority, actual or ostensible, to perform the actions alleged herein, unless alleged otherwise.

16. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thercon alleges, that to the extent that certain
actions and omissions were perpetrated by certain DEFENDANTS, the remaining DEFENDANTS
condoned, authorized, and ratified such acts and omissions. Accordingly, whenever PLAINTIFF alleges
that any of the DEFENDANTS or DEFENDANTS’ employees or agents, committed an act or omission,
PLAINTIFF attributes such allcgations to each of thec DEFENDANTS individually, jointly, and
scverally. PLAINTIFF further attributes such allegations to cach DEFENDANTS” employces and agents

because they acted on behalf of DEFENDANTS within the course and scope of their employment and

agency.
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17. As a direct and proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions, PLAINTIFF and
CLASS MEMBERS have suffered, and continue to suffer, from loss of earnings in amounts as yet

unascertained, but subject to proof at trial, and within the jurisdiction of this Court.

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS

18. This action is appropriately suited for a Class Action because:

a. The potential class is a significant number. Joinder of all current and former
employees individually would be impractical.

b. This action involves common questions of law and fact with respect to the
potential class because the action focuses on DEFENDANTS’ systematic course of illegal payroll
practices and policies, which were applied to all non-exempt employees in violation of the California
Labor Code, the applicable IWC Wage Order, and the California Business and Professions Code which
prohibits unfair business practices arising from such violations.

c. PLAINTIFF’S claims are typical of CLASS MEMBERS’ claims because
DEFENDANTS subjected all non-exempt employees to identical violations of the California Labor
Code, the applicable IWC Wage Order, and the California Business and Professions Code.

d. PLAINTIFF is able to fairly and adequately protect the interests of all CLASS
MEMBERS because it is in PLAINTIFF’S best interest to prosecute the claims alleged herein to obtain
full compensation due to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all services rendered and hours

worked.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Provide Required Meal Periods
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226.7, 510, 512, 1194, 1197; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 11]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

19. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

20. During the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policics and
practices to deprive their non-exempt employces all wages carned and due, DEFENDANTS required,
permitted or otherwise suffered PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to take less than a 30-minute meal
period, or to work through them, and have failed to otherwise provide the required meal periods to
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PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §§ 226.7, 512 and IWC Wage
Order No. 5-2001, § 11.

21.  DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code § 226.7 and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 11 by failing to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS who were not provided
with a meal period, in accordance with the applicable wage order, one additional hour of compensation
at each employee’s regular rate of pay for each workday that a meal period was not provided.

22. DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code §§ 226.7, 510, 1194, 1197, and
IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001 by failing to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all
hours worked during their meal periods.

23. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek all wages earned and
due, interest, penalties, expenses, and costs of suit.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226.7, 512; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 12}
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

24, PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

25. At all times relevant herein, as part of DEFENDANTS” illegal payroll policics and
practices to deprive their non-exempt employees all wages eamed and due, DEFENDANTS failed to
provide rest periods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS as required under California Labor Code
§§ 226.7 and 512, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 12.

26. DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code § 226.7 and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 12 by failing to pay PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS who were not provided with a
rest period, in accordance with the applicable wage order, one additional hour of compensation at each
employee’s regular rate of pay for each workday that a rest period was not provided.

27. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and scck all wages earned and
due, interest, penalties, expenses, and costs ot suit.

6
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Overtime Wages
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, 1198; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

28.  PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

29.  Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3,
DEFENDANTS are required to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all overtime,
which is calculated at one and one-half (1 %) times the regular rate of pay for all hours worked in excess
of eight (8) hours per day and/or forty (40) hours per week, and for the first eight (8) hours on the
seventh consecutive workday, with double time for all hours worked in excess of twelve (12) hours in
any workday and for all hours worked in excess of eight (8) hours on the seventh consecutive day of
work in any workweek.

30. PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are current and former non-exempt employees
entitled to the protections of California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001.
During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS failed to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS for all overtime hours worked as required under the foregoing provisions of the California
Labor Code and IWC Wage Order by, among other things: failing to pay overtime at one and one-half (1
4) or double the regular rate of pay as provided by California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage
Order No. 5-2001, § 3; requiring, permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work
off the clock; requiring, permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through
meal and rest breaks; illegally and inaccurately recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS worked; failing to properly maintain PLAINTIFF’S and CLASS MEMBERS’ records;
failing to provide accurate itemized wage statements to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for each
pay period; and by other methods to be discovered.

31. In violation of California law, DEFENDANTS have knowingly and willfully refused to
perform their obligations to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all wages earned and
all hours worked. As a proximatc rcsult, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have suffered, and

continue to suffer, substantial losses related to the use and enjoyment of such wages, lost interest on
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such wages, and expenses and attorneys’ fees in seeking to compel DEFENDANTS to fully perform
their obligations under state law, all to their respective damages in amounts according to proof at time of
trial, and within the jurisdiction of this Court.

32. DEFENDANTS’ conduct described herein violates California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194,
1198 and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3. Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200, 203,
226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, and other applicable provisions under the California Labor Code and IWC
Wage Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages
owed to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest, penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Minimum Wages
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

33. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

34, Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4,
payment to an employee of less than the applicable minimum wage for all hours worked in a payroll
period is unlawful.

35. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS failed to pay PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS minimum wages for all hours worked by, among other things: requiring, permitting or
suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work off the clock; requiring, permitting or suffering
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through meal and rest breaks; illegally and inaccurately
recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS worked; failing to properly maintain
PLAINTIFF’S and CLASS MEMBERS’ records; failing to provide accurate itemized wage statements
to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for each pay period; and other methods to be discovered.

36. DEFENDANTS" conduct described herein violates California Labor Code §§ 1194,
1197, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations,
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial.
Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200, 203, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, and other applicable
provisions under the Labor Code and IWC Wage Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are
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entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages owed to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest,

penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Timely Wages During Employment
[Cal. Labor Code § 204]
(Against All DEFENDANTS)

37. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

38. Pursuant to California Labor Code § 204, for all labor performed between the 1st and
15th days of any calendar month, DEFENDANTS are required to pay their nonexempt employees
between the 16th and 26th day of the month during which the labor was performed. California Labor
Code § 204 also provides that for all labor performed between the 16th and 26th days of any calendar
month, DEFENDANTS are required to pay their nonexempt employees between the 1st and 10th day of
the following calendar month. In addition, California Labor Code § 204 provides that all wages earned
for labor in excess of the normal work period shall be paid no later than the payday of the next regular
payroll period.

39. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and willfully failed to pay
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS all the wages they earned when due as required by California
Labor Codc § 204.

40, Pursuant to California Labor Code § 210, failure to pay the wages of each employee as
provided in California Labor Code § 204 will subject DEFENDANTS to a civil penalty of: (1) one
hundred dollars ($100) for each failure to pay each employee for each initial violation; and (2) two
hundred dollars ($200) for each failure to pay each employee, plus twenty-five percent (25%) of the
amount unlawfully withheld, for cach subsequent violation.

41. DEFENDANTS’ conduct described herein violates California Labor Code § 204. As a
proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CI.LASS MEMBERS have been
damaged in an amount according to proof at trial. Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200,
210, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1 and other applicable provisions under the Labor Code and IWC Wage
Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages owed

9.
U ASS ACTION AND PAGA REPRESLNTALIVE ACTION COMPLANT




10
1
12
13

15
16
17
18
19
20
2]

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-1 Filed 10/18/18 Page 14 of 46 Page ID #:31

to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest, penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged and Quitting Employees
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 203]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)
42, PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.
43, Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 201, 202, and 203, DEFENDANTS are required to
pay all earned and unpaid wages to an employee who is discharged. California Labor Code § 201
mandates that if an employer discharges an employee, the employee’s wages accrued and unpaid at the

time of discharge are due and payable immediately.

44, Furthermore, pursuant to California Labor Code § 202, DEFENDANTS are required to
pay all accrued wages due to an employee no later than 72 hours after the employee quits his or her
employment, unless the employee provided 72 hours previous notice of his or her intention to quit, in
which case the employee is entitled to his or wages at the time of quitting.

45, California Labor Code § 203 provides that if an employer willfully fails to pay, in
accordance with California Labor Code §§ 201 and 202, any wages of an employee who is discharged or
who quits, the employer is liable for waiting time penalties in the form of continued compensation to the
employee at the same rate for up to 30 workdays.

46. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS have willfully failed to pay accrued wages
and other compensation to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS in accordance with California Labor
Code §§ 201 and 202.

47. As a result, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory
penalties, including the waiting time penalties provided in California Labor Code § 203, together with
interest thereon, as well as other available remedies.

48. As a proximatc result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been deprived of compensation in an amount according to proof at the
time of trial, but not in excess of the jurisdiction of this Court, and are entitled to recovery of such
amounts, plus interest thercon, and attorneys’ fees and costs. pursuant to California Labor Code § 1194,

-0 -
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SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage Statements
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226, 1174; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7]
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

49. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

50. During the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policies and
practices to deprive PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS of all wages earned and due, DEFENDANTS
knowingly and intentionally failed to maintain records as required under California Labor Code §§ 226,
1174, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7, including, but not limited to, the following records: total
daily hours worked by each employee; applicable rates of pay; all deductions; meal periods; time
records showing when each employee begins and ends each work period; and accurate itemized
statements.

51. As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and are entitled to
all wages earmned and due, plus interest thereon. Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are
entitled to all available statutory penalties, including, but not limited to, civil penalties pursuant to
California Labor Code §§ 226(c), 226.3, and 1174.5, and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonablc
attorneys’ fees, including, but not limited to, those provided in California Labor Code § 226(e), as well

as other available remedies.

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Maintain Required Records
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7]
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

52. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

53. During the CLLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS routinely failed to provide PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and 1temized wage statements in writing showing each
employee’s gross wages earned, total hours worked, all deductions made, net wages earncd, the name
and address of the legal entity or entities employing PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, and all
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applicable hourly rates in effect during each pay period and the corresponding number of hours worked
at each hourly rate, in violation of California Labor Code § 226 and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7.

54. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and intentionally failed to
provide PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and itemized wage statements in
accordance with California Labor Code § 226(a).

55.  As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek all wages
earned and due, plus interest thereon. Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to
all available statutory penalties, including, but not limited to, civil penalties pursuant to California Labor
Code §§ 226(e), 226.3, and 1174.5, and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ fees,
including, but not limited to, those provided in California Labor Code § 226(e), as well as other

available remedies.

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary Expenditures Incurred in Discharge of Duties
[Cal. Labor Code § 2802]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

56. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

57. California Labor Code § 2802(a) requires an employer to indemnify an employee for all
necessary expenditures or losses incurred by the employee in direct consequence of the discharge of her
his or her duties, or of his or her obedience to the directions of the employer.

58. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and willfully failed to
indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all business expenses and/or losscs incurred in
direct consequence of the discharge of their duties while working under the direction of
DEFENDANTS, including, but not limited to, expenses for cell phone use and other employment-
related expenses, in violation of California Labor Code § 2802.

59. As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek

reimbursement of all necessary expenditures, plus interest thereon pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §
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2802(b). Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory
penalties and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ fees, including those provided in

California Labor Code § 2802(c), as well as other available remedies.

TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices
[Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17200 et. seq.]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

60. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

61. Each and every one of DEFENDANTS’ acts and omissions in violation of the California
Labor Code and/or the applicable IWC Wage Order as alleged herein, including, but not limited to,
DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to provide required meal periods, DEFENDANTS’ failure and
refusal to provide required rest periods, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to pay overtime
compensation, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to pay minimum wages, DEFENDANTS’ failure
and refusal to pay all wages due to discharged or quitting employees, DEFENDANTS’ failure and
refusal to furnish accurate itemized wage statements; DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to maintain
required records, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS for necessary expenditures and/or losses incurring in discharging their duties, constitutes an
unfair and unlawful business practice under California Business and Professions Code §§ 17200, et seq.

62. DEFENDANTS’ violations of California wage and hour laws constitute a business
practice because DEFENDANTS’ aforementioned acts and omissions were done repeatedly over a
significant period of time, and in a systematic manner, to the detriment of PLAINTIFF, CLASS
MEMBERS and the general public.

63. DEFENDANTS have avoided payment of wages, overtime wages, meal periods, rest
periods, and other benefits as required by the California Labor Code, the California Code of
Regulations, and the applicable IWC Wage Order. Further, DEFENDANTS have failed to record,
report, and pay the correct sums of assessment to the state authorities under the California Labor Code

and other applicablc regulations.

64. As a result of DEFENDANTS” unfair and unlawful business practices, DEFENDANTS
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have reaped unfair and illegal profits during the CLASS PERIOD at the expense of PLAINTIFF,
CLASS MEMBERS, and members of the public. DEFENDANTS should be made to disgorge their ill-
gotten gains and to restore them to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS.

65. DEFENDANTS’ unfair and unlawful business practices entitle PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS to seek preliminary and permanent injunctive relief, including, but not limited to, orders
that DEFENDANTS account for, disgorge, and restore to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS the
wages and other compensation unlawfully withheld from them. PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS
are entitled to restitution of all monies to be disgorged from DEFENDANTS in an amount according to
proof at the time of trial, but not in excess of the jurisdiction of this Court.

ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Representative Action for Civil Penalties
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 2698-2699.5]
(Against DEFENDANTS)

66. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

67. PLAINTIFF are an “aggrieved employees” within the meaning of California Labor Code
§ 2699(c), and a proper representative to bring a civil action on behalf of himself and other current and
former employees of DEFENDANTS pursuant to the procedures specified in California Labor Code
§ 2699.3, because PLAINTIFF was employed by DEFENDANTS and the alleged violations of the
California Labor Code were committed against PLAINTIFF.

68. Pursuant to the California Private Attorneys General Act of 2004 (“PAGA”™), Labor Code
§§ 2698, et seq., PLAINTIFF seek to recover civil penalties, including, but not limited to, penalties
under California Labor Code §§ 2699, 210, 225.5, 226.3, 1174.5, 1197.1, 1199, and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 20, from DEFENDANTS in a representative action for the violations set forth above,
including, but not limited to, violations of California Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 203, 204, 226, 226.7,
S10, 512, 1174, 1194, 1197, 1198, and 2802. PLAINTIFF are also entitled to an award of reasonablc
attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 2699(g)(1).

69. Pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 2699.3, PLLAINTIFF gave written notice by online
filing with the California Labor and Workforce Development Agency ("LWDA™) and by certified mail
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to DEFENDANTS of the specific provisions of the California Labor Code and IWC Wage Orders
PLAINTIFF alleges DEFENDANTS have been violated along with the facts and theories supporting the
alleged violations. PLAINTIFF’S notice to the LWDA was accompanied by PLAINTIFF’S payment of
$75.00 filing fee. Because the LWDA did not provide PLAINTIFF with notice of its intent to investigate
the alleged violations in the 65 calendar days that have lapsed, PLAINTIFF have complied with all of
the requirements set forth in California Labor Code § 2699.3 to commence a representative action
against DEFENDANTS on behalf of herself and other similarly aggrieved employees of
DEFENDANTS. Therefore, PLAINTIFF have complied with all of the requirements set forth in
California Labor Code § 2699.3 to commence a representative action under PAGA.,
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF, individually, and on behalf of all other persons similarly situated
and aggrieved, respectfully prays for relief against DEFENDANTS and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,
and each of them, as follows:

1. For compensatory damages in an amount to be ascertained at trial;

2. For restitution of all monies due to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, as well as
disgorged profits from the unfair and unlawful business practices of DEFENDANTS;

3. For meal and rest period compensation pursuant to California Labor Code § 226.7 and
IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001;

4. For liquidated damages pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194.2 and 1197.1;

5. For preliminary and permanent injunctive relief enjoining DEFENDANTS from violating
the relevant provisions of the California Labor Code and the IWC Wage Orders, and from engaging in
the unlawful business practices complained of herein;

6. For waiting time penalties pursuant to California Labor Code § 203;

7. For statutory and civil penalties according to proof, including, but not limited to, all
penalties authorized by the California Labor Code §§ 226(c) and 2699;

8. For interest on the unpaid wages at 10% per annum pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §§
218.6, 1194, 2802, California Civil Code §§ 3287, 3288, and/or any other applicable provision providing
for pre-judgment interest;
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9. For reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194,
2699, 2802, California Civil Code § 1021.5, and/or any other applicable provisions providing for
attorneys’ fees and costs;

10.  For declaratory relief;

I1. For an order certifying the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, and
Ninth Causes of Action as a class action;

12. For an order appointing PLAINTIFF as a class representative and PLAINTIFF’S counsel
as class counsel; and

13.  For such further relief that the Court may deem just and proper.

DATED: August 22, 2018 Respectfully Submitted,
M AW GROUP, PC

nl

IEW J. MATERN
YA D. BOXER
. SUH

Xttorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

PLAINTIFF hereby demands a jury trial with respect to all issues triable by jury as of right.
DATED: August 22, 2018

Atforneys for Plaintiffs ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved
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— Matthew J. Matern (SBN 159798); Joshua D. Boxer (SBf\J 226712)
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

1230 Rosecrans Ave., Suite 200

Manhattan Beach, CA 90266

TELEPHONE NO.: 910) 531-1900 Faxno: (310) 531-1901
attorney For vamey; Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins
SUPERIOR GOURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles .
street aooress: |11 North Hill Street AUG 27 2018
mama aooress: |11 North Hill Street

oy anozpcope: Los Angeles, CA 90012
Central District Sherri 8. Gartos, Execuiive Ulticer/Clerk

BRANCH NAME:
CASE NAME. By: Rita Nazarvan, Beputy
Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation CASE NUMBER
Unlimited  [__] Limited e O goi BC717321
(Amount (Amount ounter Joinder oo
demanded demanded is Fited with first appearance by defendant '
exceeds $25,000) $25,000 or less) (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEPT:

Items 1-6 below must be completed (see instructions on page 2).
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:
Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation
E:] Auto (22) Breach of contractiwarranty (06)  (Cal. Rules of Cour, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46) Rule 3.740 collections {09) Antitrusi/Trade regulation (03)
Other PI/PD/WD {Personal injury/Property Other collections (09) Construction defect (10)
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort Insurance coverage (13) Mass tort (40)
Asbestos (04) Other contract (37) Securities litigation (28)

BEREE
o000

Product liability (24) Real Property Environmental/Toxic tort (30)

Medical malpractice (45) (] Eminent domainfinverse Insurance coverage claims arising from the
(1 other PvPOMD (23) condemnation (14) above listed provisionally complex case
Y D Wrongful eviction (33 types (41)
Non-PHPD/WD (Other) Tort gful eviction (33)
L] Business torvuntair business practice (07) Other reai properly (26) Enforcement of Judgment
L civitrights (08) Unlawful Detainer [ Enforcement of judgment (20)
D Defamation (13) D Commercial (31) Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
(] Fraud (18) [_] Residential (32) C 1 rico@y
[:] Intellectual property (19) [:I Drugs (38) D Other complaint (not specified above) (42)
[_] professiona negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition
(] other non-PUPDMD tort (35) [ assetrorteiture (05) ] Partnership and corporate governance (21)
Employment g Petition re: arbitration award (11) i Other petition (not specified abovej (43)
[ vwrongful termination (36) {71 wweit of mandate (02)
Other employment (15) [___, Other judicial review (39)

2. This case III is D is not  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:

a. D Large number of separately represented parties d. Large number of witnesses
b. D Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e, D Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts

issues that will be time-consuming to resolve in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court
c. EZ! Substantial amount of documentary evidence f. [:] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
3. Remedies sought {check all that apply): a. monetary b /| nonmonetgry: claratory or injunctive relief  C. C lpunitive
4. Number of causes of action (specify): Eleven (11)
i
5 Thiscase [/Jis [__Jisnot aclass action suit. 1
6. If there are any known related cases, file and serve a notice of related cage. U K?y se form CM-Q35 ) .
pate: August 22,2018 —
Joshua D. Boxer ) S
(TYPE OR PRINT MAME } SWGARUAT OF PARTY CRATIORNEY TOR PART V]
~3 1

NOTIC
o Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the actiop or procee'j}ng (except small claims cases or cases fied
under the Probate Cade, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Cogle) (Cal. Rules ¢f Court, rule 3.220 ) Failure o file may result

in sanctions. _
* File this cover sheet in additicn to any cover sheet required by local cour

» |f this case is compiex under rule 3 400 et seq of tre California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or prcceeding

« Unless this is a collections case under rule 3 740 cr a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes onl‘y
age 1 of Z

Form Adopied for Mandalory Use CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ) ‘Cal Ritms of Court ries 2 36 3220 3 400-3 403 3 746

Judgiciat Councit of Cablornia Ca Stancards of juacial Adrunisiralion sid 3 10
CM-010 (Rev Juiy 1 2007) i SOUAUNID CA Yov



Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-1 Filed 10/18/18 Page 23 of 46 Page ID #:40

CM-010
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. [f the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, uniess a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex.

Auto Tort

Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Motorist (46) (if the
case involves an uninsured
motorist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability (not asbestos or
toxic/environmental} (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)

Medical Malpractice—
Physicians & Surgeons

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PI/PD/WD (23)

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.g., assault, vandalism)

Intentionat infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PYPD/WD

Non-PlI/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business
Practice (07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation (e.g., slander, libel)

(13)

Fraud (16)

intellectua! Property (19)

Professional Negligence (25}
Legal Malpraclice
Other Professional Malpractice

(not medical or legal)

Other Non-PYPD/MWD Tort (35)

Employment
Wrongful Termination (36)
Other Employment (15)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/L ease
Contract (not uniawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach—Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections (e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Collection Case—Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Domain/linverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet title) (26)
Writ of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlord/enant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,
report as Commercial or Residential)

Judicial Review

Asset Forfeiture (05)

Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11)

Wit of Mandate (02)
Writ—~Administrative Mandamus
Writ-Mandamus on Limited Court

Case Matter
Writ-Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review (39)

Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor
_Commissioner Appeals

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulalion (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment {non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
{not unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case

Miscelianeous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
(non-tort/non-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
Other Petition (not specified
above) (43)
Civil Harassment
Workplace Violence
Elder/Dependent Adult
Abuse
Election Contest
Petition for Name Change
Pelition for Relief From Late
Claim
Other Civil Petition

" Page 2ol 2
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COPY

SHORY 1TLE

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al,

CASE MUMBER

BC7117821

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION})

This form is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.

ltem I. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:

JURY TRIAL? @ YES CLASS ACTION? EZ? YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 15-20 [] HOURS/ Y] DAYS

BY FAX

Item 1l. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked "Limited Case”, skip to Item i1, Pg. 4):

Step 1: After first completing the Civit Case Cover Sheet form, find the main Civil Case Cover Sheet heading for your
case in the left margin below, and, to the right in Column A, the Civil Casé Cover Sheet case type you selected.

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this caée.

Step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0.

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below) l

1. Class aclions must be filed in the Staniey Mosk Courthouse, central district. 6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed in central (other county, or no bodily injury/property damage). 7. Location where petilioner resides.

3. Locatjon where cause of aclion arose. 8. Location wherein defendant/respondent functions whoily.
4. Location where bodily injury, death or damage occunmed. 9. Location where one or more of the parties reside.

5. Lacalion where performance required or defendant resides. 10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on

page 4 in item HI; complete Item V. Sign the declaration.

Civit Case Cover Sheet Type of Action %1 -Applicable Reasons -
Category No. (Check only one) - |-, See Step 3 Above -
o Auto (22) 0 A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1. 2,4
3
Uninsured Motorist (46) 0O A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motarist | 1, 2., 4.
1 ABQ70 Asbeslos Property Damage 2.
Asbestos (04)
- T A722% Asbeslos - Personal injuryMrongfui Ceath 2
58
g’ ~ Product Liability (24) 01 A7260 Product Ligbiity (not asbeslos or toxic/environmental} 1.2.3..4. 8
o ®
_—
g 9 O A7210 Medical Maipractice - Physicians & Surgeens 1.4,
=2 Medical Maipractice (45;
=2 1 A7240 Other Professicnal Health Care Maipractice 1.4
c g ,
o= . .
& S 3 A7250 Premises Liabiity (e.g.. ship and fali) 1 4
o Other e
c; g F’ersc»Jna.l Irary OAT230 énlenhpna} E’r:cfsy ‘:n;n‘x"ylprope:ty Damageivrongtul Death {e.g . 14
= o Properly Camage assauit, vandalism etc)
o e Wrongfut Death 57576 AT i . 1.3
«2‘ e 0O A727G Intentona: inlichen of Emabional Distress
(23}
{£3) 4
03 A722C Ciher Personal Inury/Property Damage/Wrengfui Death 1.
EACHY 108 tRey CIVIL. CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Locai Rule 2.0
c AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page " of 4

LAST Approved G2 ¢
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SHORT TITLE

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

CASE NUMBER

Non-Personal Injury/ Property
Damage! Wrongful Death Tort

Employment

Contract

Real Property

Uniawful Detainer

Business Tort (07) O A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraud/breach of contract) 1..3.
Civil Rights (08) 0 A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 142.3
Defamation (13) J A86010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1.,2.,3
Fraud (16) 0 A6013 Fraud (no contract) 1.2,3.
[0 A8017 Legal Malpractice 1.2, 3.
Professional Negligence (25)
O A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.,2,3.
Other (35) O A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2,3.
Wrongful Termination (36) O A6037 Wrongful Termination 1.,2.,3.
A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case @ 2.3.
Other Employment (15)
O A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
3 A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful
SO 2. 5.
eviction)
Breach of Contract/ Warrant
(08) y O A6008 Contract/Warranty Breach -Selier Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2. 5.
(not insurance) O A6019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) th 2.5
[0 A6028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 1245
0 AB002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2.,5,6.
Collections (09)
O A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2., 5.
Insurance Coverage (18) O A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1..2.,5,8.
0 A6009 Contractual Fraud 1.2.,3.,5.
Other Contract (37) 0O A6031 Tortious interference 1.2.,3..5.
O A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraud/negligence) 1.,2.,3.,8.
Eminent Domain/inverse . — .
Condemnation (14) O A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
Wrongfu! Eviction (33) 1 A8023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.,6.
{J AB018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2.6
Other Real Property (26) O A6032 Quiel Title 2.6
3 ABOBO Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlcrc/tenant, foraclosure) | 2,6
Untawful De[a(isn;:)rf()ommercxa! T A8021 Unlawiful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6,
Unlawiul De‘?;;f“Res‘dc““a‘ O AG020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6
{
DUanyﬂu! Delaw‘lef— . T ABG20F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2.6
Post-Foreclosure (34)
drilawful Detainer-Dirugs (38) | L AB022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.8

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION
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SHORT TITLE:

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

CASE MUMBER

Asset Forfeiture (05) 0O A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.,86.
% Petition re Arbitration (11) O A6115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2.5
3
o 0 A6151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2.8
©
© Writ of Mandate (02) 0O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2,
©
3 O A6153 Wiit - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
Other Judicial Review (39) O A6150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2,, 8.
P e
5 Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) { @ AB003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.,2..8
®
2 Construction Defect (10) O A6007 Construction Defect 1.,2.3
=
> . .
%_ Ctaims Invoéztg)g Mass Tort [ A6006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1.,2,8
g
(>" Securities Litigation (28) 0O A6035 Securities Litigation Case 1.,2..8
E Toxic Tort |
s oxic Tor . .
& Environmental (30) O A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1.2,3.,8
>
2 Insurance Coverage Clai
& ge Claims .
from Complex Case (41) 0 A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.2.,5..8
| e
O A6141 Sister State Judgment 2,9
g %:-; O A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2., 6.
% g Enforcement 0O A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9
S _-_g; of Judgment (20) 0O A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2..8.
T o
w o 0O A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.8.
O A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,8.,9
” RICO (27) 0O A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2.,8
3 £
3 Lé_ O A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1.2.8.
i
§ 8 Other Complaints O A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2., 8.
-‘é—’ Z (Not Specified Above) (42) | 1 A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1.2, 8.
© 0 A6000 Other Civil Complaint {non-tori/non-complex) 1.2.8
Partnership Corporation : o
Governance (21) O A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2.8
00 A8121 Civil Harassment 2.3.6
)
q.:::.: S 0O A6123 Workplace Harassment 2.3.9
§ B ) 0 A6124 FElder/Uependent Adult Abuse Case Z2.3.9
% o Other Petitions
A (Nol Specified Above) [0 AB6190 Election Contest Z
= O 43
=0 (43 M A6110 Petition for Change of Name 2.7
O AB170 Petition for Relief from 1.ate Claim Law 2,348
0O A6100 Other Civil Pelition 2.6
CACH 108 Rey 031D CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Lecal Rule 2.0
CASG Anproved D53 02 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION e G
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

Iitem Ill. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item 1., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 2610 N. Sepulveda Blvd.
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

1. 02. 33. 4. 05, Oe6. d7. J8. O9. O10.

CITY: STATE: 2I1P CODE:

Manhattan Beach CA 90266

Item IV. Declaration of Assignment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk courthouse in the
Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local

Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, (c} and (d)}.

Dated: 8/22/18 \
ATUI WRNEY/F‘UNG PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY E FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

o

Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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Superior Court of California

County of Los Angeles

Los Angeles County
Bar Assoclation
Litigation Section

Los Angeles County

Bar Association Labor and
Employment Law Section

Consumer Attorneys
Association of Los Angeles

Southern California
Defense Counsel

ASSOCIATION OF BUUNE TS FTIAL Lty

108 AN

Association of
Business Trial Lawyers

California Employment
Lawyers Association

LACIV 230 (NEW)
LASC Approved 4-11
For Optional Use

VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery
Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are
voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties
may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations;
however, they may not alter the stipulations as written,
because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application.
These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation
between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a
manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial

efficiency.

The following organizations endorse the goal of
promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel
consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way fo
promote communications and procedures among counsel

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

®Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section¢

€ Los Angeles County Bar Association

Labor and Employment Law Section ¢

¥ Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles ¢

& Southern California Defense Counsel®

& Association of Business Trial Lawyers ¢

& California Employment Lawyers Association®
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHQUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

CASE NUMBER:

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 that:

1. The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider
whether there can be agreement on the following:

a.

Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by
amendment as of right, or if the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended
complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If so, the parties
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of
documents or information by any 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.”),
Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses;

Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to
indemnify or reimburse for 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 promote efficiency and economy in other
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Coun;

Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful,
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as

LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE:

CASE NUMBER:

discussed in the “Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package” served with the
complaint;

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

Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at
www.lacourt.org under “Civil’ and then under “General Information”).

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

to for the complaint, and for the cross-
{INSERT DATE) (INSERT DATE)

complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Government Code § 68616(b),
and the 30 days permitted by Code of Civil 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 www./acourt.org under “Civil",
click on “General Information”, then click on "Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations”.

The parties will prepare a joint report titled “Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing
results of their meet and confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties’
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
statement is due.

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

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: .
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR }
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Page 2 of 2
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY. STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optionat):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

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:

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

2. Atthe Informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties
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.

3. Following a reasonable and good faith 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;

ii.  Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and

ili.  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 next court day following the filing.

b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must:

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

ii.  Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied;

LACIV 036 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optional Use Page 10of 3
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

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

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

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

d. 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.

e. 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
resolving the dispute, then a party may file 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 Order of 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 ex parte 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 falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day.

LACIV 036 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optiona! Use
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SHORT TITLE:

CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
>
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
‘;
(TYPE CR PRINT NAME} {ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIV 036 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11

For Optional Use

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY:

TELEPHONE NO.:
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name}:

STATE BAR NUMBER

FAX NO. (Optional}):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

Reserved for Clerk's Fis Stamp

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE
{pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)

CASE NUMBER:

1. This document relates to:

] Request for Informal Discovery Conference
OJ Answer to Request for informal Discovery Conference

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request:

the Request).

3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference:

days following filing of the Request).

4. For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the
discovery dispute, including the facts and legal arguments at issue.
Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe why the Court should deny

(insert date 10 calendar days following filing of

.thwe‘wfgquested discovery, including the facts and '993'..?(9?5“9'7#?. 'avt/_iﬁs‘yﬂe“va -

LACIV 094 (new) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE

(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)

LASC Approved 04/11
For Optional Use

(insert date 20 calendar

For an Answer to
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stainp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHQUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINE

This stipulation is intended to provide fast and informal resolution of evidentiary
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 a one 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 meet and confer, either in person or via teleconference or
videoconference, concerning all proposed motions in limine. In that meet and confer, the
parties will determine:

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

b. 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 filed in accordance with the California
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

LACIV 075 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION AND ORDER -~ MOTIONS IN LIMINE

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE-

CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
_ >
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
THE COURT SO ORDERS.
Date:
JUDICIAL OFFICER
LACIV 075 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11

STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE

Page 2 of 2
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Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles

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-complaint.

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes without having to sue
someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as alternative dispute
resolution (ADR).

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes
themselves. These persons are called neutrals. For example, in mediations, the
neutral is the mediator. Neutrals 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 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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Advantages of ADR

s Often faster than going to trial

e Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney’s fees and expert fees.

s May permit more participation, 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 s binding, the parties normally give up most court protections, including a decision by a judge or
jury under formal 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 services.

» |f the dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may then have to face the usual and traditional
costs of trial, such as attorney’s fees and expert fees.

The Most Common Types of ADR

o Mediation

In mediation, a neutral (the mediator) assists the parties in reaching 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 feelings 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 have a history of abuse or victimization.

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

Page 2 of 4
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= Arbitration

In arbitration, a neutral person called an “arbitrator” hears arguments and evidence from each
side and then decides 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 parties 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 evaluating the strengths and weaknesses of the case and in negotiating a
settlement.

The Los Angeles Superior Court 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 judges participating 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 http://www.lacourt.org/. This program is available in general jurisdiction cases with
represented parties from independent calendar (IC) and Centrai 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 Adopted 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:

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

e Contact the local bar association (http://www.lacba.org/) or;

» lookin 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
http://calbar.ca.gov/Attorneys/MemberServices/FeeArbitration/ApprovedPrograms.aspx#19

To request information about, or assistance with, dispute resolution, call the number listed below. Or you may
call a Contract Provider agency directly. A list of current Contract Provider agencies in Los Angeles County is
available at the link below.

http://css.lacounty.gov/programs/dispute-resolution-program-drp/

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resolution Program
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406
Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798
TEL: (213) 738-2621
FAX: (213) 386-3995

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

Page 4 of 4



. Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-1 Filed 10/18/18 Page 41 of 46 Page ID #:58

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
UNLIMITED CIVIL - CLASS ACTION/COMPLEX

Reserved for Clerk’s File Stamp

CONFORMED copy
. ORIGINAL FILED
Supaerio: Coutt of Calitornia

County afl na Ananies

AUG 22 2018

Sherri . Larier, Exequy

tive Oificer/g
By: Rita Nazary ek

an, Deputy

Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicated below.

CASE NUMBER:

BC71%7321

THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM

Hon. Elihu M. Berle 6 211

Hon. William F. Highberger 10 10

Hon. John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 9 9

Hon. Kenneth Freeman 14 14

Hon. Ann Jones 11 11

Hon. Maren E. Nelson 17 17

>< Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl 12 12

* Hon. Brian S. Currey 15 I3
! *Provisional complex (non-class Supervising
% action) case assignment pending 14 Judge
. complex determination 14

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record

. AUG 2 1 2018

SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer'Clerk of Court
Bv RITA NAZARYAN

. Deputy Clerk

LACIV 190 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE

LASC Approved 05/06
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES

The following critical provisions of the California Rules of Court, Title 3, Division 7, as applicable in the Superior Court, are summarized
for your assistance.

APPLICATION
The Division 7 Rules were effective January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases.

PRIOQORITY OVER OTHER RULES
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent.

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

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

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

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.

STATUS CONFERENCE

A status conference will be scheduled by the assigned 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, trial
date, and expert witnesses.

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE

The Court will require the parties to attend a final status conference not more than 10 days before the scheduled trial date. All parties
shall have motions in limine, bifurcation motions, statements of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested form jury
instructions, special jury instructions, and special jury verdicts timely filed and served prior to the conference. These matters may be
heard and resolved at this conference. At least five 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 case to be read to the jury panel as required by Chapter Three
of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

SANCTIONS

The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the failure 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 a party.

This is not a complete delincation of the Division 7 or Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative.

Class Actions

Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Stanley Mosk Courthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex
Jjudge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a class action it will be returned to an Independent Calendar
Courtroom for all purposes.

*Provisionally Complex Cases

Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of complex
status. If the case is deemed to be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court 3.400 ct seq., it will be randomly assigned
to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be returned to an Independent
Calendar Courtroom for all purposes.

LACIV 190 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE

LASC Approved 05/06
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I || MATERN LAW GROUP, PC WOHMED Cypy
MATTHEW J. MATERN (SBN 159798) SUpe;}:)ergor‘{ﬁléf c',ﬁﬁoom,

2 ||JOSHUA D. BOXER (SBN 226712) Gonnn ~er o 0 L2
ROY K. SUH (SBN 283988

3]} 1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Sui)te 200 AUG 312018
Manhattan Beach, California 90266

4 || Telephone: (310) 531-1900 Fherri B. v 1, cxeguy e Uificer/Gie-
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 BRI v T,

5

Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
6 {| individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

7
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
10
11 {| ADRIENNE LIGGINS individually and on Case No. BC717321
behalf of others similarly situated and
12 || aggrieved [Assigned for all purposes to the Honorable
Carolyn B. Kuhl, Dept. 12]
13 Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE
14 Vs. JURY FEE BY PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE
LIGGINS
15 || GMRI, INC., a Florida corporation doing
business as Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; Action Filed: August 22,2018
16 [| OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Trial Date: None Set

Florida limited liability company; OLIVE

17 || GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability
Company; DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC,,
18 || a Florida corporation; OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT —- MANHATTAN
19 || BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and
OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT
20 || - HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,

21 || inclusive,

22
Defendants.

23

24
25
26

!

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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o 0 1 &

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 631(b),
Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS hercby deposits an advance jury fee in the amount of $150.00 in the

above-captioned matter.

Dated: August 28, 2018 MATERN L4&¥W GROUP, PC

ATTAN MAFERN
0S D. BOXER

ROY K. SUH

Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly situated
and aggrieved

By:

2
NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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M S e L"’f’f)gy

[4 iy : JNEA
THmEHAL ELED
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA Siupo(Reserved for Clerk's Stanip
(IR ELAAE R
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
AUG 312018
COURT ADDRESS:
312 N. Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 ) . )
PLAINTIFF: Sperri B. Caiter, txecu‘;wenmncter/(;lerk
. . -1 an, Deputy
Adrienne Liggins 8y: Rita Nazarv
DEFENDANT:
GMRI, Inc. et al.
CASE NUMBER:
CIVIL DEPOSIT BC717321
CLERK: PREPARE A FORM FOR EACH DEPOSITOR PAYING SEPARATELY
PLEASE REPORT TO THE CLERK'S OFFICE/CASHIER: : é 9 /2
E] Room 102, Central Civil D Clerk's Office , Room @\Depadment Number
Distribution Codes Amt Due Distribution Codes Amt Due
D 251 [DAILY JURY FEES D 74 DEPOSIT IN TRUST
Dates:
# of day(s), x$
72 1JURY FEES 101 [FIRST PAPERS-
Tral Date; D GENERAL JURISDICTION
(initial Deposit) $150.00
D 252 REPORTERS FEES D 101 {FIRST PAPERS-LIMITED OVER $10,000
Dates: 141 With declaration Limited to $10,000
] {per B&P §322.1(a))
# of 1/ 2 day(s) x$
Fult Day []| ™0 |Limited to $10,000
[]| 72" |SANCTIONS ORDERED ON (]| 211 |RECLASSIFICATION FEE
Date:
D 213 |MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONT. HEARING D 150 |COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAL/PLAINTIFF
D 200 [MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONT.TRIAL D 151 |COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAL/DEFENDANT
D Other:
Tobepaidvia: [ | Cash  [X]Check [ ]Certified Check/Money Order [] Credit Card
D On or Before D Forthwith
Payment will be made by ] Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins [] Defendant
JOHN A. CLARKE, Executive Officer/Clerk
DATE  August 31,2018 BY:
Depuly Clerk
TO BE COMPLETED BY DEPOSITOR CASHIER'S VALIDATION

Depositor's Name: p 1o Law Group, PC
D Plaintiff in Pro Per D Defendant in Pro Per

Counsel for Plaintiff ~ Adrienne Liggins

Name of Party
D Defendant

Name of Party

1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200

Suger

Manhattan Beach, California 90266

CRYTSWETZID

Address of depositor

2

CIV 083 03-04 (Rev. 05/06) CIVIL DEPOSIT
LASC Approved Distribution: Original - Case File Copy-Customer
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Wk CORPORATE CREATIONS

.'.- Registered Agent * Director » Incorporation

Corporate Creations Network Inc. Sepiember 25, 2018
11380 Prosperily Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410

GMRI, Inc.

Terry Carter

Darden Restaurants, Inc,
1000 Darden Center Drive
ORLANDO FL 32837

SERVICE OF PROCESS NOTICE

The following is a courtesy summary of the enclosed document(s). ALL information should be verified by you.

Note: Any questions regarding the substance of the matter described below, including the status or tc whom or
where to respond, should be directed to the person set forth in line 12 below or to the court or government

agency where the matter is being heard. Item: 2018-3020
1. Client Entity;: GMRI, Inc.
2 Title of Action: Adrienne Liggins Individually and on Behalf of Others Similarly Situated and Aggrieved vs. GMRI,

Inc., a Florida Gorporation Doing Business as Olive Garden ltalian, Et al.

3. Document(s) Served: Summons
Complex-Class Action
Civil Case Cover Sheet
Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement Of Location

4, Court/Agency: Los Angeles County Superior Court
5. State Served: California
6. Case Number: BC717321
7. Case Type: Failure To Provide Required Meal Periods
8. Method of Service: Hand Delivered
9. Date Received: Friday 9/21/2018
10. Date to Client: Tuesday 9/25/2018
11. # Days When Answer Due: 30 SATION, Olert s sl responilie forverying the accurcy of i eslmated Answer Due

Answer Due Date: 10/21/2018 with opposing counsel that the date of service in their records matches the Date Received.

12, SOP Sender: Matthew J. Matern
{Name, Address and Phona Number) \anhattan Beach, CA
310-531-1900

13. Shipped to Client By: Priority Mail and Email with PDF Link

14, Tracking Number: Not Applicable
18. Handled By: 051
16, Notes: Also Attached:

* Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations
* Stipulation- Early Organizational Meeting, Etc,

NOTE: This notice and the information_above is provided for general informational purposes only and should not be considered a legal opinion. The
client and their leqal counsel are solely responsible for reviewing fhe service of process and venwing the accuracy of _aI information. At Corporate
reations, we take pride in developing systems that effectively manage risk so our clients feel comfortable with the reliability of our service. We always

deliver service of process so our clients avoid the risk of a default judgment. As registered agent, our role is to receive and forward service of process.
To decrease risk for our clients, it is not our role to determine the merits of whether service of process is valid and effective. 1t is the role of legal
counsel to assess whether service of process is invalid or defective. Registered agent services are provided by Corporate Creations Network Inc,

11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410  Tel; (561) 694-8107  Fax: (561) 694-1639
www.CorporateCreations.com
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YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFE:
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDQ EL DEMANDANTE):

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-2 Filed 10/18/18 Page 2 of 26 Page ID #:65

o COPY
AMENDED SUM-10D
(c:msglowz\lrw .gglscw_) wsolG ik oo o8 e
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: CONFORME
{AVISO AL DEMANDADO): ‘ Sy °"'GIM2"E:?|L%3" ¥

i s el
SEP 20 2018

Shemi R, Canter, Exegutivg (Ofican/Clark of Court
By: Isaae Lovo, Deputy |

GMRI, INC,, a Florida corpotation doing business as Olive Garden
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Florida

ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually and.on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

.

NOTICEI You have heen cued. The courd may docide Bgainstyou Wlioul your batng heard Uniess you respond within 30 daya. Read the Information

. balow.

You havs 30 CALERDAR DAYS after Itls summons and kegal papers ste served anyou o flle a writlan responss at this courd and have a copy

1 served on the plalnfiff, A lstleror phone call will not pratect you. Yeur witten response musi be In propar lagal form If ygu want the coul to hear your °
4| ‘case. There may be a court form that you can use for your rasparise, You can find these cour forms and more Information af the Califenla Courts
.| Onlina Self-Halp Cenlor (wivw.courtinfo.cu.gov/selfisip), your county law lierary, or the courlhouse noarest you, If you cennot pay the fiing fee, ask

the courd clork for a fee walverform. )f-you do not file your responsa -ofrilme, yout may loso the case by-dafatll, snd your wages, monay, and property
may be taken wihout frther warning from:ihe court,

There are other legal requiraiments. Yowmay want4o call an alidmey right away. i you do not know an attormey, you myay want {o call an altornay
reforral service, If you cannot afford an altorqey, you may.be efigibks for frae Tegal services from a honprofitlegal services program. You tan locala
tHese nonprofit groups st the Callfornia Lepal Services Wab site {wway.lawhéipcalifornia.org), the Califormla Coutls Cnline Self-Help Cenler
(wiw.courfinfo.ca.goy/ssalffislp), or by cohtatling your lncal court or county bar assoclation. NOTE: The courthas s ataliitory tlen for walved fees and
cotls on any selllement or arbiiralion award of $10,000 or mora in n civil case, The-courts ior musl ba pald befora the court will dismiss the case.
IAVIISOI l;g hen dsmandado. 8lno responda danlro da 30 dles, la conte pieds decldlr an su conira slp escuchar su version, Leg fa Informecién o
conlinuacidn,

Tlene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO daspués de quale enfraguen eslarcitacion y papelis logales pare presentar una resptiosta por escrito en osté
coile y hacer qle se enlregue una copla al demandanle, Una carta.o unaflemads felefdnica no fo profegen, Su respussie por oscrite tene que ealar
e formalo legal vorreclo sf desea que procasen sv ¢aso e fa corle. Es poilble qus haya un formularls qus usted pueda usar para Su frespussiz.
Puada encordrar estos formulaiios ¢o 18 corle y mas Informocion en sl Cenlro de Ayuda de Ins Cortas de* Californla fwww.sutore.ca.gov), en la
biblfotaca da leyes de.su condado o erla cqrie que le queds més cerca. S np pueds pager Ia cuota da presantacion, plda al seerefario o la corte
qua le d un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotes, SIno prasenta su résplissta a lsmpo, pusde perdar & caso porinoumplimiante ¥ fe corte te
podré qulfar sy suslds, dinsm y bienes shr mds advertencia,

Hay atros requisitos izgales, Es.recamandabla que lame s un abogado Inmodiatements. 81 1o eonoge a un abogado, puede lamar & un serviclo de

| remiisién a abogados. S no puede pagar a un abogatp, es pouible qus cumpla con fos raquisiios para oblener serviclos lagalas gratutios da un

programa da servislos lagales sln fines de lucro, Puieds enconlrar estos grupoy sip finas-de lucro en of shifo wab do Culiiomls Legal Services,

1 twwww.lswhelpcatifomia.obg), en ef Cantro do Avudy de les Cortes da Califarnia, (www.sucarla.ca.gov) o pohidndose en cenleclo con fe corla a of

coleglo de abogados.locsles, AVISO: Por lgy, {a corte tlens derecho  reclemer les cuolas ¥ ios ¢ostos exenlos por imponer tin gravamel schie
cuglquler rectiperacin de $10,000 6 mds do valor rectbidy medianle un acuerto o ung concesitn ds arbllrafe en un case de derecho chvl, Tiens yle
pagar af gravamen da la corfe-anlas de que la corle prieda desechar s1casqs

GASE NUMBER:

The nama.and addrass of the.court is: )

(El nombre y direccitn de la corle es): L.0s Angeles Superior Court

111 North Hill Strest-Central District

Los Angeles, California 90012-3014

. HNdmers det Caso):

_BC717321

The nams, address, and telephone number of plainkiifs attomey, or plaintff withaut an attomey, [a;
{E! nombra, la dirageion y ol nilmero ds teléfona del abogado del demandants, o-del demandante que.no tlene abogado, es):

Matthew J. Matern, Esq., 1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 (310) 531-1900

SEP 2 0 2018

DATE:
(Fécha)

SUERR! A. CARTER Clerk, by

(Seocrotario)

py Sane Loe?

-+ Deputy
{Adjunto}

{Farproof oF sarvice of this summons, use Proof of Servicé of Summons (form POS-010)) ™~
{Para prusba da enlrege de esta ditalién use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).

T royny

Jisemy

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You ars served
1. I__T as an individua! defsndant.
2, [::] as the person sued under the lictitious name of (spacify):

Dot EBoswlpsS M5 DLrveE GHRIsA
] TRl sns 1CLY TALRAR)T

CCP 416,10 {corporalion) ["™1 CCP 416.60 {minor}

-7 CCP 416,20 (defunct corporation) CCP 418.70 (consarvatee)

[} GCP 416 40 {association or partnership) [} CCP 416.90 {authorized person)

[ other {spacify):

3. E?.ron behalf of (spacify)!

under:’

=]

R 4. [_] by personal delivery on (date);

GRE! NG, 5 FEorRDS CORPORATas)

Payo 1ol 1.

Fu‘;n‘r,l ol o Mandto s = AM:ENDED SUNMMONS

SUM-100 {Rov July 1 2000)

Coss of O Proneduie 6§ 412 20, 405
Wiy Cal o €a pov



&)

BY FAX

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-2 Filed 10/18/18 Page 3 of 26 Page ID #:66

COPY

«

CM-019

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, Slale Bar number, ond atidre. FOR COURT USE ONLY

[— Matthew J. Matern (SBN 159798); Joshua D. Boxer (SISBSN 226712)
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC
1230 Rosecrans Ave,, Suite 200 .
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
receerioneno: (310) 531-1900 | Raxwo: (310) 531-1901]
artornevFor mame: Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF  1.os Angeles
staeer appRess: [1] North Hill Street
wmawing aoorzss: 111 North Hill Street
arvanoziecooe: Los Angeles, CA 90012

Gﬁ:ﬂ\u povaoisidued a2V F
OHIGISAL BILED
Superior Coutt 6f Californis

ijﬂhh' At e Atois -

AUG 22 2018

ltems 1-6 below fmust.be compleled {see instructions on page 2).

aracHwe: Central District Sherri R, Ganar, Exscutive Olficer/Clerk
CASE NAME: By: hita Nazatyan, Depuly
Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC.,, et al
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET LComplek Case Designation CASE NUMBER: -
Unlimited [ Limited BOw1Y 821
; |:] Counter [::] Jofnder
{Amount (Amotmnt -
demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant )
exgeeds $25,000)  $25,000 or legs) (Cal, Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DERT:

1. Check one box below for the case type that best.describes this case:

Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation:
Ao (22)- Breach of cohlractwarranty (06)  (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured molorist {46) Rulé 3,740 collections {08) D Antitrust/Trade regulation {03)

Construction defect (10)
Mass tort (40)

Other PIPOMWD (Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort.
Asbeslos (94)

Other collections (09)
Insurance coverage (1{3)

Ooaou

Praduct liability (24)
Madical malpractice (45)
L] Giner prpDAND (23)
Non-PUPDAND (Other) Tort )
Business torunfair business practice (07)
C_T civit dahts (o8)
[] pefamation (13)
{1 Fraud (18)
D Intellectual property (19)
{1 Professional negiigence (25)
Dttier non-PIIPDMD tort (35)
Employment
Wrangful termination (36)
Other employraent (15)

Real Property

Eminant domain/inverse
_ condemnalion (14)

Wropgful eviction {33}
Other real property (26)
Unlawful Detainer
Commercial {31)
Residential {32)
Drugs (38)
Judicial Review
Asset forfeiture {05)

{:] Writ of mandate (02}

Other contract (37) [:' Securities litigation {28)

Petition re: arbitration award (11) |:| Other pelition (not specified above) {43)

i | Other judicial review (38)

Environmental/Toxic tort (30)

Insurance, coverage claims, arising from ine,
above listed provisionally complex case
lypes (41)

Enforcement of Judgment

Enforcement of judgment (20)
Miscellanzous Civil Complaint
[ rico2n)

Other complgint (not spacified abova) (42)
Misceilaneous Clvil Petition

Partnership and corporate govesrnance {21)

2 Thiscase Ly lis |_Jisnot complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complek, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management: .
a. |:l Large number of separately represented parties d. Large number of witnesses
b.[_] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e. L___I Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
issues that will be time-consuming to resolve in other counties, states, ar countries, or in a federal court
c. [Y] Substantial amount of documentary evidence f. [__I Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
3. Remedies sought {check ail that apply): a. monelary b. nonmonet claratory or injunclive relief  ©. E:Ipunilive
4, Number of causes of action (specify): Eleven (11)
5. This case is is not  a class action suit,
6. If there are any known related cases, file and serve a notice of related cage.

Date: August 22, 2018

Joshua D. Boxer »

{TYRPE OR PRINT NAME)

—
NOTICE

N
JSRGATDRY OF PARTY OR ATIORNEY FOR PARTY)
s

ng (except small claims cases or cases filed

« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the actiofy or procee
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Coyle} (Cal.

in sanctions. )
* File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local cour

other parties to the action or proceeding
« Unless this is a collections case under rule 3 740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes onb;,
ag

ules of Court, rule 3.220.} Failure to file may result

» If this case is complex under rule 3 400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all

el1of2

Form Adopted for Mandalory Use
Judiaal Counal of Calforria
CM-010 [Rev July t 2007}

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

of Judicial A

Cal Rules of Court ndes 230 3220 3400-3401 3740
Cal sig 310
v Coumnio €A gov
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CM-010

INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This infermation will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 8§ on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. |f the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has muitiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Fazilure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Partles in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3,740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real properly, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the generat
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no [ater than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex,

Auto Tort

Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Motorist (46) {if the
case jnvolves an uninsured
molorist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
Instead of Aulo}

Cther PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability {not asbestos or
toxic/environmental) (24)

Medical Malpraclice (45)

Medical Malpractice—
Physicians & Surgecns

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other P/PD/MWD (23}

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.q., assault, vandalism)

Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PIIPD/WD

Non-PlPD/IWD (Other) Tort
Business TorU/Unfair Business
Practice {07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation (e.g., slander, libel)

13

Fraud (16)

Intelleciuat Properly (19)

Professional Negligence (25)
Legal Malpraclice
Other Professional Malpraclice

{not medical or legal)
Glher Non-PIIPG/WD Tort (35)
Employment
Wrongful Termination (36)
Other Employment (15)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of ContractAWarranty {06)
Breach of Rentall_ease
Contract (not unlawiful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach-Seller
Plaintiff {not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warmanty
Other Breach of Conlract/Wamanty
Collections {e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Caollection Case-Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Colleclions
Case
Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispule

Real Property

Eminent Domain/inverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongfui Eviclion (33)

Other Real Properly (e.g., quiet title) (26)
Wit of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Tille
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlordAenant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residenlial (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves jilegal
drugs, check this itemn; otherwise,
report as Commercial or Residential)

Judicial Review

Assel Forfeiture (05)

Pelilion Re: Arbitration Award (11}

Wit of Mandale {02)
Writ~-Administralive Mandamus
Writ-Mandamus on Limited Court

Case Malter
Writ-Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review {39)

Review of Heallh Officer Order
Nalice of Appeal--Labor
Commissioner Appeals

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation {Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3,400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10}
Claims Inveolving Mass Tort (40}
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxie Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Adminisirative Agency Award
{not unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
O!hec(’ E‘E:;‘nforcement of Judgment
153

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint

RICC (27)
Other Complaint {not specified
above} (42)

Declaratory Relief Only

Injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)

Mechanics Lien

Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tort/non-complex)

Other Civil Complaint
{non-tort/non-complex)

Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
Other Petition {not specified

above) (43)

Civil Harassment

Workplace Viclence

Elder/Dependent Adult
Abuse

Election Conlest

Petition for Name Change

Petition for Relief From Late
Claim

Other Civil Petition

CH-010 [fev July 1 2007

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Page 2 of 2
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1l

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOGATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO, COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

This form ig required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 in all new £ivil case filings: in the l.os Angeles Superior Court.

Iitem I. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case;
JURY TRIAL? YES CLASS ACTION? EZ] YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TiME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 15-20 [ HOURS/ ] DAYS

ltem W, Indicate the correct district and courthouse lecalion (4 steps ~ If'you checked “Limited Case”,.skip to Item Ili, Pg. 4):

Step 1: After first completing the Civil Case-Cover Sheet form, find the main Civil Case Cover Sheet heading far your
case in the left margin below, and, to the right irj Colunin:A, the Civil Gase Cousr Shegt.case type you selected.

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action jn Column B below which best describes the nature of this case.

Step 3: In Coluiin C, circle the reason for Ihe coutt lotation, thoice that appligs. to the type of actioif you have
checked. For any exception to the court locatiop, see Local Rule 2.0.

Applicable Reasons for Chqos‘mg-Cpuﬁ;béusé Logation (see Caolanin C Selow)

1, Class actions must be.filed in (he Staney Mosk Counlfiouse, central district. 6. Loéalion of propérly-of permariéntly daraged véhicle.

2. May be filed in central (ather county, or ne bodily injury/praperty damage). 7. Localion:where pelilioner resides. i i

3. Localion where cause of aclion argse. N T 8; Locat onwheremudefendami'rgs['J‘chenf {funciions wholly.
4, Location where badily Injury, death or damage occuiréd. 8: Localiomwhere one or more-of the parlies reside.

5. Localion where performance retjuired or defendant resides. 10, Location; of Labor Commissioner Cifice

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4.in Item 1li; complete Iteni IV. Sign the declaration.

‘s : < WS Bldaat it
Civil Cdse Cover Shest Type of Action, RN o YAPPICabIS Reasons.
cetogoy __ (Check only on) [ SO eI ieR,
o Aulo (22) O A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Properly Damage/Wrongful Death T 2., 4.
56
b= . . N

< Uninsured Motorist (46) 0 A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Mirongful Dealh— Unjnsured Motopst | 1, 2., 4.

O AB0D70 Asbeslos Property Damage 2.

Asbesios (04) R

- 0 A7221 Asbeslos - Personal Injury/Wrongful Oeatli 2,
+= T
o O
g : Product Liability (24) 1 A7280 Product Liatility {not asbeslas or loxiclenvironmental) 1.,2,3.4.8.
o w
_— O
g’ o O A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1.4,
=2 Medical Malpraclice (45) X
-z 0O A7240 Other Prolessional Heaslih Care Maipraclice 1,4
g g -
b % O A7250 Premises Liabifily (e.g.. slip and fall) 1.4
] y - 4.
'?'_ g P Oms.r‘ 0 A7230 Intenlional Budily lnyury/Property Damage/Wrongtul Death (e.g .
s E ersanal Injury it, vandalism, etc.) b
=8 Property Damage assaull. alism, ele. ‘3
© ‘N‘°"€i'2‘g)0‘fam O A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emohonal Distress .o

0O A7220 Other Parsonal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death L4

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LACIV 108 {Rev G3r11)
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 7 of 4

LASC Approved 03-04
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CASE NUMEER

SHORT TITLE:

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

Business Tort (07) } O A6029 OtherCommercial/Business Tort {not fraud/breach of conlract) 10 3
g F Civil Rights (08) i| O AG6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 142 3.
oL '
&3 I PRV e =
=0 Defamation (13) | O AB010 Defamation (slander/libel 1., 2,3,
: =1 u T -t e e - - = e e ey mis e — _ 2
=% : T e
% 5 Fraud (16) 0O AB013 Fraud {no coniract) 1., 2,3,
= = e e ) PR ]
c=
£ [1 A8017 Legal Malpractice T2, 3.
=y Professional Negligence (25) " i
e E | O A8050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medicat or legal) 12,3 :
é g ] e 1: - = -
Other (35) 3 A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage fort 2,3
IS Wrongful Termination (36) | 01 A8037 Wrongful Termination BT N
E — = — — = == =
o @ A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case @2 3.
g— Other Employment (15} . :
i O A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10,
0 AG6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Coniract (not untawiul detainer or wrongful
eviction) 215 3
Breach of Contract/ Warrant {
reac (08) Y [0 AB00B ContractiWarranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff {no fraudinegligence) 2a5; 1
(not insurance) O A6019 Negligent Breach of Conlract/Warranty (no fraud) 16245 ;
O A6028 Other Breach of ContractWarranty (not fraud or negligence) Tos 2.5 '
§ ; O A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2:.5., 6.
=] : Collections (09) .
8 O A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2.5,
' —— o Py -
Insurance Coverage (18) O A6015 Insurance Coverage (nol complex) 122, 5, 8.
O AB009 Contractual Fraud 1.2, 3., 5.
Other Contract (37) O AB031 Tostious Interference 1.,2.3.5.
O A8027 OtherContract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraudinegligence) 1., 2.,3.,8,
Eminent Domain/inverse e s . . .
Condemnation (14) O A7300 En?ment Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels, 2,
=y o } .
g Wrongful Eviction (33) 1 AB023 Wraongiul Eviction Case 2,6,
5 i
% 0 A6018 Mortgage Foreclesure 2,86,
QD
o Other Real Praperty (26) O A6032 Quiel Title 2. 6.
0 AB0BG OtherReal Property (not eminent domain, landlordftenant, foreclosure) | 2,, 6.
_ Unlawiul Dela(?;a)r-CommerciaL O A6021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongfut eviction) 2.,6.
b+
| o=
2 Unlawiul De‘:(’a”;‘;"Res'de""a' O AG020 Unlawiul Detainer-Residentiat {not drugs ar wrongful eviction) 2.6.
(o
g Unlawful Delainer-
z Posl-Foreclosure (34) [1 AGG20F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2., 6,
j =4
=
Unlawlul Delainer-Drugs (38) | (1 A6022 Unlawful Delainer-Drugs 2., 6.
LAGIV 109 {Rev, 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of 4
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Environmental (30)

SHORTTITLE: L T CASE NUMBER -
Adrienne Liggins v, GMRI, INC., et al.
pe Ep— e e S e R e et
?‘m ] (A\ 2 . ¢ ) ¥ v [B' . q,“: e RN ¢
[ L2
. ac}\ul Caseﬁov rShegt  { - o .- ype'dt Actiog e - c A
TR %Cal ﬁi@gopj b N T ) L (Gheck’or}ly one) v - | SeetSteeéfAbove '_3
! Assel Forfeiture (05) ; 0O A6108 Asset Forfeilure Case 2,,6.
z " Peition re Arbitration (11) | O AB115 Pelition to Compel/ConfirmVacale Asbitration 2,5,
= i - i ‘ - -
[}
ot ; O A8151 Wit - Administrative Mandamus 2, 8.
[
;g Wit of Mandate (02) O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2,
3 o As153 wit- -Other Limiled Court Case Review 2.
3 Frkiie 4 -, e e o . p— _ 3 _
NN o N .
4z Olher Judlmal Review (39) 0 A8150 OtherWiit JJudicial Review 2.,8.
5 ;AntitrusUT rade Reqguiation (03) | O AB003 Antitrust/Trade Regulafion 1, 2,8 )
..g e e = = - =
=2 % Construction Defect (10} O AB007 Consiruction Defect s
5 : i _ e
= P - -
= { Claims Involving Mass Torl [ 3 Ago06 Ciaims Involving Mass Tort 11.2:,.8.
& 1 - — e e - wopun . iy e
(=} P 0 _— PR e— —
g | Securities Lifigation (28) O AB035 Securities Liligation Case 100284
% j_kv S T o s = = =
s )
s | Toxlc Torl 1 A6036 Toxic TorVEnvironmental 14 2.034,8.
.; H
e
o

Enforcement

Miscellaneous

Miscellangous
Civil Petitions

of Judgment

Civil Complaints

Insurance Coverage Claims

Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only)

11y 22p 50081

i from Complex Case (41) B AsD14 N o o B
s S = =
E [0 A6141 Sister State Judgment 2,9,
! [0 A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6,
Enforcement O A68107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9,
of Judgment (20) O A6140 Administrative Agency Award (nol unpaid taxes} 2.,8.
O A6114 Pelilion/Certificale for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.8,
O A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,8,9
RICO (27) [0 A6033 Racketeering (RICQ) Case 1., 2.8,
[0 A6030 Declaratory Reliel Only 1., 2,8,
' Other Gomplaints 1 A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2, 8,
(Mot Specified Above) (42) | 3 AGD11 Other Commercial Complaint Case {non-teri/non-complex) 1,2, 8.
[0 A6000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1., 2.8,
Parinership Corporalion O A6113 Parinership and Corporate Governance Case 2.8
Governance (21} .
0 A6121 Civil Harassment 2.3.9
O AB123 Workplace Harassmenl 2.3.9,
" O AB124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2..3.9
QOther Pelitions
{Not Specified Above} O AB190 Election Conlest 2.
“3) 0 AB110 Petilion for Change of Name 2.7.
0O A6170 Pelilion for Reliel tfrom Lale Claim Law 2., 3,4.,8
0O A8100 Qther Civil Pelition 2. 9.

LACIV 109 {Rev 0311)

LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
Page 3o0f4
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SHORT TITLE: . . CASE NUMBER
Adrienne Liggins v. GMRYI, INC., et al.

Item HI. Statement of Location; Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other

circumstance indicated in ltem Il., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

{| REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 2610 N. Sepulveda Blvd.
under Golumn € for the type of action that you have selected for

|| this case.

@1. 2. O3. O4. O05. O6. O7. O8. 09. 0I10.

CciTY: STATE: Z1° CODE:

Manhattan Beach CA 90266

Item IV. Declaration of Asslgnment: | dectare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and thal the above-entitied matter is properly filed for assignment to the Staniey Mosk, = courthouse in the
Central - District of the Superior Gourt of California, County of Los Angeles [Cede Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local

Ruls 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and (d)].

TTORNEVILING PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY: FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY

COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. I fiing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

C:iivi] Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03M11).

Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

34

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2 0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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®

Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles

Los Angeles County
Bar Association
Litigation Section

Los Angeles County
Bar Association Labor and
Employment Law Section

AsyaTighaa
of tnaAnzalag

S I l " [atrsn Ml

Consumer Attorneys’
Association of Los Angeles

Southern California
Defense Counsel

ASIOCANON K FLINIIS F IR i

10 ANAEH

Association of
Business Trial Lawyers

California Employment
Lawyers Association

LACIV 230 (NEW)
LASC Approved 4-11
For Optional Use

VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery
Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are
voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties
may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations;
however, they may not alter the stipulations as written,
because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application.
These stipulations are meant to éncourage coopeération
between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a
manner that promotes economic case resolution dnd judicial

efficiency.

The following organizations endorse the goal of
promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel
consider using these stipulations as a volunfary way fo
promote communications and procedures among counsel
and with the court fo fairly resolve issues in their cases.

#Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section$

4 Los Angeles County Bar Association
Labor and Employment Law Section$

¥ Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles 4
& Southern California Defense Counsel$
& Association of Business Trial Lawyers4

€ California Employment Lawyers Association$
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o
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE 8AR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
£-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Mame):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

CASE NUMBER!

This stipulation is intended to encourage cooperation among the parties at an early stage in
the litigation and to assist the parties in efficient casé resolution.

The parties agree that:

1. The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconferehce or via
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider
whether there can be agreement on the following:

a.

Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be. resglved by
amendment as of right, or if the Courf would allow leave- to amend, could an amended
complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If so, the parties
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot
resolve. |s the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to reselufion on demurrer, or
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings?

Initial mutual exchangés of documents at the “core” of the litigation. (For exaniple, 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 mainierignce records could be considered
“core.”);

Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses;

Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to
indemnify or reimburse for 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 promote efficiency and economy in other
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Court;

Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make setflement discussions meaningiul,
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as

LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

For Optional Use Page 10of 2
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SHORT TITLE;

CASE NUMBER:

discussed in the “Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package” served with the
complaint;

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

Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at
www.lacourt. org under "Civil” and then under *General Information”).

The time for a defending pafty to respond to & complaint or. cross-complaint will be extended

to for the complaint, and _ 3 for the cross-
{INSERT DATE) ~~ i © {INSERT DATE) i

complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Government Code § 68616(b),
and the 30 days permitted by Gode,.'of-CJ".vil 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 www.lacourt.org under “Civil",
click on *General information”, thén-click on “Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations”.

The parties will prepare a jolrit report titled “Joint Status Report Pursuant fo Initial Conference
and Early Organizational Meetfing Stipulation, and i’ desired; a proposed order summarizing
results of their meef drid confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties’
efficient conduct or resolution of the casé. The: parties shall attach the Joint Status. Report to
the Case Management Conference statement, and file the documents when the CMC
statement is due.

References to "days” mean calendar days,unless otherwise. nated. 1If the date for performing
any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on-a Saturday, Stnday or Court holiday, then the time
for performing that act shall be extended to-the next Court day

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME} (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
5
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: N
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
2 (e oay  STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Page 2012
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATFORNEY OR PARTY ITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATEBARNUMBER . Reserved for Cleck's Fit Stamp
.
TELEPHONE NO.# FAR NO. (Optional):

E-MAIL ADDRESS {Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name);

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT?

CASE NUMBERL

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

This stipulation is intended to provide a fast and: inférmal resolution of dlscovery issues
through limited paperwork and an informal conference ‘with the Court to aid in the
resalution 6f the issues.

The parties agree that:

1. Priorto the discovery cut=off in this action, no distovéry motion shall be filed or heard unless
the moving party first makes a-written request for an Informal Discovery. Conference pursuant
to the terms of this stipalafion.

2. Atthe Informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider: the dispute presented by parties
and determirie whether it cén be resolved mformally Nothing set forth herein wilk preclude a

party from making a record at the conclusion of an Informal Discovery Conference, either
orally or in wWiiting.

3. Following a reasonable and geod faith attempt at an informal resolution of each issue to be
presented; a party may request.an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following
pfocedures:

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;

ii. Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and

iii. 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 next court day following the filing.

b. Any Answer o a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must:

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

ii.  Include a brief summary of why the requested refief should be denied;

LACIV 036 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optional Use Page 10f 3
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¥

SHORT THTLE; CASE NUMBER:

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

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

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

d. If the Court has riot granted or deniéd 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
Requiest for Informal Discovery Conferefice has been granted or denied and, if granted,

- the date and time of the Ihformal Discovery Conference, which must be within twenty (20)
days of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Gonference.

e. If the canference is not held within twenty (20) days of the filing of the Request for
Informal Discovery Conference, uless extended by agreement of the parties and the
Court, then the Request for the Informal Discovery Conference shall be deemed io have
been denied at that time.

. I (8) the Court has denied a cenference or (b) one of the time deadiines: above has expired
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference is concluded without
resolving the dispute, then a party may file a discovery miotion to address unresalved issues.

. The parties hereby further agree that thé 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 Qrder of 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 ex parte 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 falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day.

LACIV 036 {new)

LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optional Use

Page 2 of 3
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SHORT TITLE:

CASE NUMBER:

The following parties, stipulate:

Date:
‘}
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME} (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date;
1
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) o {ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR }
Date:
oy
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) [ATIORNEY FOR ]
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME} (ATTORNEY FOR ]
LACIV 036 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Oplional Use

Page 30of 3
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o i3
NAME AND ADCRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEYZ STATE BAR NUMBER Resarved for Clesk's Fito Stamp
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. {Optional);
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:
PLAINTIFF:
DEFENDANT; B

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE CASE NUMBEE:
(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties) .

1. This document relates to:

] Request for Informal Discovery Conference
Ol Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request: (inserl date 10 calendar days following fling, of
the Request). 2
3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conferenge: [insertdate 20* calendar’

days following filing of the Request).

4. 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, including the facts and legal arguments at issue.

o e e Yo e

LACIV 094 (new) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE

1 . - - ; .
|E;\;s 8,,’;‘;‘,’{;}“5590"“ (pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)
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£ 4 -
NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTGRNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's Fle Stomp
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. {Optional);

E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional};
ATTORNEY FOR {Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF;

BEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE

This stipulation is intended to provide fast and informal reésolution of evidentiary
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 pravide all other
parties with a list containing a one paragraph explanation of edch proposed motion in
liminé. Each one paragraph explanation must identify the substance of a single proppsed
motion in limine and the grounds for the proposed motion.

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

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

b. Whether any of the proposed motions can be briefed and submitted by means of g
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 filed in accordance with the California
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

LACIV 075 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE: 4

CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
] »
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) ’ (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
}
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
. > - . .
(TYPE CR PRINT NAME) . (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: 5
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
- > - e . o
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME). (ATTORNEY FOR . )
Date:
5
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date;
X >
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
THE COURT SO ORDERS.
Date:
JUDICIAL OFFICER
L s e s STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Page 2012
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ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR)
INFORMATION PACKET

The person who files a civil lawsit (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-complaint.

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes without having to sue
someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as alternative dispute
resolution (ADR).

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes
themselves. These persons are called neutrals. For example, in mediations, the

" neutral is the mediator. Neutrals 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 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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Advantages of ADR

e Often faster than going to trial

» QOften less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney’s fees and expert fees.

s May permit more participation, allowing partiés to have more control over the outcome.

o Allows for flexibility in choice of ADR processes and resolution of the dispute.

» Fasters cooperation by allowing: parties to work together with the neutral to resolve the dispute and
mutually agree to remedy.

» Thereare 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 s binding, the parties normally give up most court protections, including a decision by a judge or
jury under formal rules of evidence and procedure, and review for legal error by an appellate court.

» ADR may not be effectivé if it takes place beforé the parties have sufficient information to resolve the
dispute.
Thé neutial inay charge a fee for his or her services.

» if thie dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may then have to face the usual and traditional
costs of trial, suchi as attorpey’s fees and expert.fees.

. " The Most Common Types of ADR
s Mediatioki

In mediation, a neutral (the mediator} assists the parties in reaching a mutually acceptable resolution
N of their dispute. Unlike lawsuits or some other types of ADR, the parties, rather than the mediator,
decide how the dispute is tc 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 feelings and find out how the other sees things.

»  Mediation may not be effective when one party is unwilling to cooperate or compremise 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 have a history of abuse or victimization.

L AADR 005 {Rev. 03/17)
LASC Adopted 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221

Page 2 of 4
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= Arhitration

In arbitration, a neutral person called an “arbitrator” hears arguments and evidence from each
side and then decides 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 andther person to decide the outcaome 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 parties and their attorneys meet with a judge who devotes his or her
time exclusively to preside overthe MSC. The judge does not make a decision in the case but
assists the parties in evaluating the strengths and weaknesses of the case and in negotiating a
settlemerit.

The Los Angelés Superior Court Mandatory Settlement Conference {MSC) program is free of
charge and staffed by experienced sitting civil judges who devote their time exclusively to
prasidirnig over MSCs. The judges participating 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.lacourt.org/. 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 Adopted 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221

Page 3 of4
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£ o

Additional Information ‘

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

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

e Contact the local bar association {http://www.lacba.org/) or;

* Lookin a telephone directory or search online for “mediators; or “arbitrators.”

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

Alist of approved State Bar Approved Mandatory Fee Arbitration programs is available at
http://calbar.ca.gov/Attorneys/MemberServices/FeeArbitration/ApprovedPrograms.aspxi#19

To request information about, or assistance with, dispute resolution;, &all the number listed below. Oryou may
call a Contract Provider agency directly. A list of current Contract Provider agencies in Los Angeles County is
available at the link below.

hitp://css.lacounty.gov/programs/dispute-resolution-program-dro/

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resalution Program
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406
Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798
TEL: (213) 738-2621
FAX: (213} 386-3995

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

Page 4 of 4
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“SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Reserved for Clerk's Fila Stamp

CONFORMED copy

OBIGINALFILED
Upatiar Gourt of Calltornia
County af .o« Anuaelas

AUG 22 2018
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
Sherri R, Carler, Executiy
UNLIMITED CIVIL — CLASS ACTION/COMPLEX By: Bita Nezaryan, Depu "
CASE NUMBER:
Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicafed below, BC 7 1 7 3 2 1
THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM ‘fg ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM
Hon. Elihu M. Berle 6 M E
Hon. William F. Highberger 10 o |3
Hon. John Shepard Wiley, Jr, 9 9 |@
Hon. Kenneth Freeman 14 14 2-5
Hon. Ann Jones 11 11 "*E‘Jf
53
Hon. Maren E, Nelson 17 17 :;3
>( Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl 12 12 "‘i
23
X
&
5o
Hon. Brian S. Currey 15 i3
*Provisional complex (non-class Supervising
action) case assignment pending 14 Judge
complex determination 14

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record

N AUG 2 1 2018

LACIV 190 (Rev 12/17)
LASC Approved 05/06

SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer/Clerk of Court
By RITANAZARYAN

. Deputy Clerk

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE
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INSTRUC'}'IONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES

i The following critical provisions of the Califoarnia Rules of Court, Tiile 3, Diyision 7, as applicable in"the Superior Court, are sumnmarized
for your assistance.

x

APPLICATION !
The Division 7 Rules were efféctive January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases,

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES ) . _
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the pthers are inconsistent.

CHALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE: )
A challenge under Code of Civil Rrocedure Section 170.6 must be-made within IS days after notice of assignment for all purposes to
a judge, or if a party has not yetappeared, within 15 days of the first appearance.

TIME STANDARDS . _
Cases assigned to the Independent Caléndaring Courfs will. be subject to processing under the following time standards:

COVPLAINTS _ -
All complaifits shall be served within 60 days of filirigiand proof of service shill be filed;within 90 days.

CROSS-COMPLAINTS o )
Without leave of court first being p_htgi_ggd,nq cross-complaint may be filed by any-party after, their answer is filed. Gross-complaints
shall be served withia 30 days of the filing:ddfe.and a proof of service filed within. 60-days of the filing date.

STATUS CONFERENCE _ o,

A status conference wil) be scheduled by the assigned Independent Calendar Judge no later than 270 days after the filing of the
complaint, Counsel must be fully prepared o discuss:the following issues: alternative.dispute resolution, bifurcation, settlement, trial
date,-and expért witnesses;

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE ) _

The Céurt will require the partieso attehd i firiaf s‘.fzi_tt‘ijs;c:“pﬁf‘f:rénqe not more-than 10. days before the scheduled-trial date, All parties
shall have motions in liming, bifiircation motions, stétéierits of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested form jury
instructions, special jury instriictions, afid Special jury verdicts fimely filed and served prior tp the conference. These matters may be
heard and resolved at this conference: .At least five days before this conference, counsel must also have exchanged lists of exhibits
and witnesses, and have submitted fo the court a brief statemenf of the caseto be read to the jury panel as required by Chapter Three
of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

SANCTIONS

The court will impose appropriate sanctions fof the failure 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 ona party, or if
appropriate, on counsel for a party.

This is not a complete delineatioi ’oi‘thg Division 7 or Chapter Thrée Rules, and adherence only fo the above provisions is
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative.

Class Actions

Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Stanley Mosk Coufthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex
Jjudge at the designated corplex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a class action it will be retumed to an Independent Calendar
Courtroom for all purposes.

*Provisionally Complex Cases

Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of complex
status. Ifthe case is deemed 1o be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court3.400 ct seq., it will be randomly assigned
to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be returned to an Independent
Calendar Courtroom for all purposes.

LACIV 190 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE
LASC Approved 05/08
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v « Is »
' - GLNECRMED G
1 | MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 8y QRY
MATTHEW 1. MATERN (SBN 159798) Superior Goutol AoeD
2 | JOSHUA; D. BOXER (SBN 226712) GOty Al e i
ROY K. SUH (SBN 283988) ;
3111230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 AUG 31720 18
_ || Manhdttan Beacli, Galifornia 90266 o
4 || Telephone: {310) 531-1900 Fherr B, e, executive utficer/gler
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 Av: Rita Nezaruan Ranen
5
Attortieys forPlaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
G || individually-and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved.
7
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
10
11 || ADRIENNE LIGGINS-individually and on Case No. BC717321
behalf of others similarly situated and
12 || aggrieved [Assigned for all purposes to the Honorable
) - . Carolyn B. Kuhl, Dept. 12]
13 Plaintiff,
NOTICE O¥ DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE
14 Vs, JURY FEE BY PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE
LD o ‘ LIGGINS
15 || GMR], INC., a Florida corporation doing
business as Olive Garden Jfalian Restaurant; Action Filed: August 22, 2018
16 [} OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Tral Date: None Set
|| Florida limited Jiability company; OLIVE
17 || GARDEN,;, LLC, a California limited liability
Company; DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC,,
18 || a Flotida corporatiori; OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN
19 || BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and
OLIVE GARDEN JTALIAN RESTAURANT
20 {| - HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,
21 || inclusive,
22
Defendants.
23
24
25
26
27
28

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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|
121
13

15

17
18
19
20|
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

14 |{

»

1| TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 631(b),
Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS hereby deposits an advance jury fee in the amount of $150.00 in the

above-captioned matter.

It Dated: August 28, 2018 MATERN L% GROTUP;

By:

ROY K. SUH
Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly situated
and aggrieved

2

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE




Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-2 Filed 10/18/18 Page 26 of 26 Page ID #:89

R T
£
-~ - v
G ‘;-ugyl-ﬂi-v,‘:i’lfm
‘%‘é;am% BILED
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA Sug&t; ﬁ%\?’fﬁ‘{*ﬁﬁﬁ"ﬂ’iﬂsﬁiﬂp
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES ©
COURT ADDRESS: AUG 31 2018
312N, Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 )
E'LAINTIFFf ) 2 - - sherri R, Carter, Exgcutive Oiffcer/Cletk
Adﬁeﬁne Liggins By: Rita Nazarvan, Deputy
DEFENDANT: i
GMRI, Inc. et al.
— CASE NUMBER:
CIVIL DEPOSIT BC71732]

CLERK! PREPARE A.FORM FOR EACH DEPOSITOR PAYING SEPARATELY

PLEASE REPORT TO THE CLERK'S.OFFICE/CASHIER;
D Room 102, Cehtral Ciil D Cleik's Dfficé , Roofm;

[%;Department Number_‘__é‘_gj_w /2
4

Distriblition ques~

<Aml Due -

Distribution Codes ‘Amt Due

[ | 2 [PALYJURY FEES C] | 7% [ oeFosTNTRUST
Dates:
# of day(s)_. g
72 |JURYFEES ] 101 |FIRSTPAPERS-
Trial Dale; GENERAL JURISDICTION
(Initial Deposit) $j50'00
0 2= REPORTERS FEES C] | ™ [T PAPERSIIMITED OVER 10,000
" |Dates; 147 |With declaration Lirted to $10,000
| {per B&P 6322.1{a))
#of 142 day(s) X3, .
Full Day ] D 130 |Limited to $10,000
M 721 [SANCTIQNS QRDERED ON [J| 21 |recLassiFiéamon FEE
Date:
0z MOTIONSIAPELICATION 7O CONT. HEARING [J | 750 [COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIALIPLAINTIFF
[7]] 200 [MOTIONSIAPPLICATION TO CONT.TRIAL ]| 151 |COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAL/DEFENDANT
D Other:
Tobepaigviar { | Cash  [X]Check [ |Gertified Check/Money Order [ ] Credit Card

D On or Before,

D Forthwith

Payment will be made by 3{_| PlaintifAdrienne Liggins

D Defendant

JOHN A. CLARKE, Execulive Officer/Clerk

DATE August 31,2018 BY:

Tepuiy Clerk.

TO BE COMPLETED BY DEPOSITOR

Depositor's NamE:Matem Law Group, PC

CASHIER'S VALIDATION

[:] Plaintiff in Pro Per D Defendant in Pro Per

Counsel for Plaintif  Adrienne Liggins

Name of Party
D Defendant

Name ef Party
Address of depositor

1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200
StUEer

Manhattan Beach, California 90266

CRyrSuRiZy

2

CIV 083 03-04 (Rev. 05/06)
LASC Approved

CIVIL DEPOSIT

Distribution: Original - Case File Copy-Customer

SEP 2 1 2018
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Registered Agent« Director « Incorporation

Corporate Creations Network Inc.
11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410

September 25, 2018

Olive Garden Holdings, LLC

Terry Carter

Darden Restaurants, Inc.
1000 Darden Center Drive
ORLANDO FL 32837

SERVICE OF PROCESS NOTICE

The following is a courtesy summary of the enclosed document(s). ALL information should be verified by you.

Note: Any questions regarding the substance of the matter described below, including the status or to whom or
where to respond, should be directed to the person set forth in line 12 below or to the court or government

agency where the matter is being heard. Item: 2018-3019
1, Client Entity: Olive Garden Holdings, LL.C
2. Title of Action: Adrienne Liggins Individually and on Behalf of Others Similarly Situated and Aggrieved vs. GMR,
Inc., a Florida Corporation Doing Business as Olive Garden ltalian, Et al.
3. Document(s) Served: Summons
Complex-Class Action
Civil Case Cover Sheet
Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement Of Location
4. Court/Agency: Los Angeles County Superior Court
5. State Served: California
6. Case Number: BC717321
7. Case Type: Failure To Provide Required Meal Periods
8. Method of Service: Hand Delivered
9, Date Received: Friday 9/21/2018
10. Date to Client: Tuesday 9/25/2018
. CAUTION: Client is solely responsible for verifying th acy of the estimated A D
1. # Days When Answer Due: 30 Dg{e. To avoiderr:llsss%%eaycrﬁglpal deadline, wélfl?'enugmrﬁeea}l%c%n%é%atea?:%;lrt":ram?ng igi‘yriei'i.ngue
Answer Due Date: 10/21/2018 with opposing counsel that the date of service in their records matches the Date Received.
12. SOP Sender: Matthew J, Matern
{Name, Address and Phone Number) Manhattan Beach, CA
310-531-1900
13. Shipped to Client By: Priority Mail and Email with PDF Link
14, Tracking Number: Not Applicable
18. Handled By: 051
186. Notes: Also Attached:
* Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations
* Stipulation- Early Organizational Meeting, Etc.
NOTE: This notice and the Information above is provided for general informational purposes only and should not be considered a legal opinion. The
client and their leqal counsel are solely responsible jor_reviewing the service of process and verifying the accuracy of all information. At Corporate
Creations, we take pride in developing systems that effectively manage risk so our clients feel com or'a%!e_wnﬁ the relfability of our service. We always
deliver service of process so our clients avoid the risk of a default Judgment. As registered agent, our role is to receive and forward service of process.
To decrease risk for our clients, it is not our role to determine the merits of whether service of process Is valid and effective. It is the role of legal
counsel to assess whether service of process is invalid or defective. Registered agent services are provided by Corporate Creations Network Inc.

41380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410 Tel: (561) 694-8107  Fax: (561) 694-1639

www.CorporateCreations.com




BY FAX

, Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-3 Filed 10/18/18 Page 2 of 25 Page ID #:91

COPY

CM-010

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Namo, State Bar aumbar and adre.
~ Matthew J, Matern (SBN 1357987 Toshu B Bar (58K 226712)
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC ..
1230 Rosecrans Ave., Suite 200 .
Manhattan Bedch, CA 90266
reeeroneNo: (310) 531-1900 . kaxwo: (310) 531-1901
atTorneyFormamey: Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins.

FOR COURT USE ONLY

GUi\.‘a P LT T ORAPEINY al |
ORIEIRAL, FlLED
Superior Court &1 Californir
Cotinte AT re Anyde e

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 1,08 Afigeles
streeraooress; ['T1 North Hill Street '
maing acosess: 111 North Flill Street

cire anoziP cooe: Los Arigeles, CA 90012

sratcH ane, Central District

AUG 222018

Sligrri B. Ganiar, Executive Otficer/Clerk

CASE NAME;, ] ]
Adrienne Ligging y. GMRI, INC., et af

By: Alta Nazatvas, Depuly

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Comiplex Case Desighation CASE NUMBER:
Uniiited [ Limited. - . O ? BC717321
{Amount (Amount Counter Joinder
demandéd demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant JUDGE:
. exceeds $25,000)  $25,000 or fess) {Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEeT:

ltems =6 bglow riust.be completed (see instructions orr page 2.

1,- Check oné boy 'below for the case type-that best.describes this cdse?
Aiito Tart. Contract
[ Auvta (22

Uninsured molorist, (48) Rul& 3.740 gollections {09)

RENNE

Breach of coh[rac[]warr‘angy’([)s) {Cal. Rules of Court, rufes ‘3.400:,—3.403)

Othiar PHPD/WD {Personal Injury/Froperty Other collections (09), Construction defect {10)
Damage/Wrongful Death} Tort | Insurance coverage (18) Mass tort {40y
AsbestQS_(Df) . Other contracl:(37) Securities litigation (28)
Product lizbility (24) Real Proparty EnvironmentaliToxic tort, (30)
MSdIQG[mﬁIg{E(}ﬁFE‘@@Z L] Eminen! dgmain/inverse Insurance. coverage claims arising from fhe
[__1 Gtner PirrDAMD (23) . contiemnalion (14) above listed provisionally complex case
Hon-PUBDWD (Otfior) Tort [ wrongfil eviction (33) ypes (41)
[T Busiriess tortiunfair businiess practice (07). ‘Ofier real propery (26) Enfarcement of Judgment
C_T o izgnis oy " Unlawfui Datainer Enforcement of judgment (20)
[ ] Defaination (3 [] Commerciay 3h Miscellaneous Civil Complalnt
L] Fraud 16) Residential (32) [ rica@n
C T inteliectuar property {19) D Drugs (38) Othercomplaifit {not spacified abovs) (42)
L] Pprotessional negiigence (25) Judicial Review Miscellanaous Clvil Petition
I: Othef ston-PPD/WD tort (35) . Ass..e'l f"”e“yref’ (0-5_) Parinership ‘and corporale governance (21)
Empleyment Pelition je: atbitration award (1) ™ ] ey pelition (mot specified above) (43)
Wrongful terination (36) [ it of mandate (02) .
Other employment {15} [__] otherjudicial review (39)

Provisionally Complex Clvil Litigation

D Arititrys¥Trade regulation 03)

2. Thiscase L¥]lis L|_Jisnat ‘complex under rule 3.400 of thie Caiifornia Rules of Court, If the case is complek, mark the

factars requiring exceptional judicial management:

a. [ ] Large number of separately represented parties d. Large numbéer of witnesses

b. |:| Extensive molion practlice raising difficult ornovel e, [ Coordination with refated actions pending in one or more courts
issues that wilj be time-consuming to résolve in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court

c. [:Z] Substantial dmount of documeritafy evidence f. [:] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision

. Remedies sought (check ail that apply): a.[ /] monetary  b.[/] nonmonet
Number of causes of action (specify): Eleven (11)

. This case is D isnot  aclass action suit.
. If there are any knaown related cases, file and serve a notice of related chse,

Date: August 22,2018
Joshua D. Boxer }

oo h W

claratory or injunclive relief  c. f::lpunilive

sg form CM-035.)

(TYPE OR PRINT MANE) e

L,
SRYATUAT OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY FOR PARTT]
W

under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Gayie). (Cal.

in sanctions. . o .
* File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local cour!

other parties to the action or proceeding

» Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the actioh or procee

» If this case is complex under rule 3 400 et seq, of the California Rules of Court,

* Unless this is a coliections case under rule 3 740 or a camplex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purpeses ongy.
ag

ng (except small claims cases or cases filed
ules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result

you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all

e 10l 2

Form Adopled for Mandalory Use CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET
Judicral Council of Calforria
CM.010{Rev July 1 2007)

Cal Rules of Count ndes 230 3220 3 400-3403 3740
C2 Slangards of Jucicial Admirisiralion sid 3 10
wiviy SONMNID CA 40V
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INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET CM-010

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must

- complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile

statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the shest. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case fisted in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Partles in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3,740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, servicas, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not includa an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3} recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Givil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex. CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES

Auto Tort Contract
Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)

Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Molorist (46} (if the
case involves an uninsured
motorist claim subject lo
arbitration, check this item
Instead of Auto)

Other PliPD/WD (Personal Injury!
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability (not asbestos or
ftoxic/environmental) (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)
Medical Malpractice~

Physicians & Surgeons
Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PVPD/WD (23)

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.q., assaull, vandalism}

Intentionat Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PIIPD/WD

Non-PIIPD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business
Praclice (07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest} (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation {e.g., slander, libe})

(13)

Fraud (16)

Intellectual Property (19)

Professional Negligence (25)
Legal Malpraclice
Other Professional Malpraclice

{not medical or legal)

Other Non-PI/PD/WD Torl (35)

Employment
Wrongful Termination (36)
Other Employment (15)

Breach of Rental/t ease
Contract (not unfawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
ContractWarranly Breach-Seller
Plaintiff {not fraud or negfigence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections (e.9., money owed, open
book accounts} (09)
Coilection Case~Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
Insurance Coverage {not provisionally
complex) {18)
Auto Subrogation
Cther Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Demain/inverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet tille) (26)
Writ of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Tille
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landifordtenant, or
foreclosure}

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residentiat (32)

Drugs (38) (i the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,
report as Commercial or Residential)

Judicial Review

Assel Forfeilure (05)

Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11)

Writ of Mandate (02}
Writ-Administralive Mandamus
Writ-Mandamus on Limited Court

Case Maller
Writ—Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review {39)

Review of Health Officer Order
Motice of Appeal-lL.abor
Commissioner Appeals

Antitrust/Trade Regulalion (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Liligation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
(not unpaid taxes}
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case
Miscellaneous Civil Compiaint
RICC (27)
Other Complaint (nof specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case {non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
{non-tort/non-compiex)
Misceilaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Carporale
Governance {21)
Other Pelition {not specified
above) (43)
Civil Harassment
Woeorkplace Violence
Eidei/Dependent Adult
Abuse
Election Contest
Pelition for Name Change
Pelition {or Relief From Late
Claim
Other Civit Petihon

CM-01G ey July 1 2007}

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Page 2of 2
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- ' COPY

SHORT TITLE. £ MUMBE
PRTITE: adrienne Liggins v, GMRI, INC:, et al. - ' SsEn RBC 71738 i

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

This form Is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court..

ltem . Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:
JURY TRIAL? @ YES CLASS AGTION? E YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 15-20 [0 Hours! Fl pays

Item . Indicate the correct disfrict and courthouse: location (4 steps — if you checked "Limited Case”, skip to Item I, Pg. 4):

Step 1: Afer first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet form, find the main Civil Case Caover Sheet heading for your
case in thie left margin below, and, 1o the right i Column A, the Civii Case Cover Sheet case type you sélected.

BY FAX

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case.

Step 3; In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court logation, see Local Rule 2.0.

Applicable Reasoris for Choosing Courthouse Location {see Cojlumn C belowﬂ

1. Ciass aclions'must be.filed it {he Stanley Mosk Courtfiouse, ceniral district. 6. Lacation of properly or permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed In ceniral (ather county, oPne bodlly injury/propesty damage). 7. Localion where pelilioner resides. .

4. Logation where-cause of aclion argse. L 8, Localion wherein defendamlrgs%ondent functions wholly.
4. Localion where bodily Injury, death or dama'ge gccuiréd, 9. Uocalionrwhere oné ar more 6f he parties reside.

5. Location where pedormance required or defgndant resides. 10, Location, of Labor Commissioner Office

-

. Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in item 1lI; complete ltem V. Sign the declaration.

R A E Y ey
r

L. B JEANE W Lhr s
Civil Case Cover Shest Type of Action .l :&fzﬁf 'Qppljgabi% Beasgns;:
Category No. (Check only one) i o k.2See Siep.3'Abovel
o Auto (22) 0 A7100 Molor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1., 2., 4.
5 o
= N . . .
< Uninsured Motoris{ (46) 0 A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motadist | 1., 2., 4.
O AB070 Asbeslos Properly Damage 2,
Asbestos (04)
- 8 A7221 Asbeslos - Personal InuryMronglul Death 2,
=T
@ O
g ; Product Liability {24) 0O A7260 Producl Liability (no! asbesles or loxic/environmental) 1.,2.,3..4,, 8.
o ®
-~
g‘ a 0O A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1, 4.
2 Medicat Malpraclice (45) A .
=2 3 A7240 Other Prolessional Health Care Malpractice 1.4
E s ‘
o E 0O A7250 Premises Liability {2.g . slip and fall) 1.4
@ a o B
Lz p Omer. €3 A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Vrangiul Dealh {e.g ,
5 E ersonal Injury : dali a6 § 1.4,
= 3 Properly Damage assault, vandalism. elc ' 3
e Wrongg;)ﬂealh O A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emoticnal [Distress o
( 1, 4.

O A722C Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wionglul Death

LACIV 109 {Rev 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 20
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page - af 4
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L]

SHORT TITLE;

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

CASE NUMBER

T T
FCvlliCase,Covar S{hﬁ’e%ﬁ; 2
4! oo T NI |
Business Tort (07) 3 AB029 Other Commercial/Business Tort {not fraud/breach of coniract) 1.3
3 — e
g_'; Civil Rights (08) 3 A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 14425 3.
6: -os- e — — - srirs
=0 Defamation (13) 01 A8010 Defamation (slander/libel} 1.2.,3; i
= 3 - = P L
£% -
= s Fraud (16) 0O A6013 Fraud {no contract) 1.,2,,3.
e X . = i o
= \
] O A6D17 Legal Malpraclice -
a2 Professional Negligence (25) 9 M g
g g [0 AGDS0 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 14 2,3, f
Zz 0 2 ) 2
Other (35) [0 AB025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2,35
E Wrongful Termination (36) |0 AG037 Wrongful Termination R EPCRE Y |
| i
2 @ A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case @2., 3. ‘
£ Other Employment (15) i "
5] [0 A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
. A - — o
0 AB004 Breach of RentaliLease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful :
P 21.- 5: 1
eviclion) - f
Breach of Contract! Warrant:
(08) ¥ AB008 Contract/Warranly Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2%
(not insurance) O AB019 Negligent Breach of ContractWarranty {no fraud) a2 5 )
0O A6028 Other Breach of Contract\Warranly {not fraud or negligence) 1.4 2.65¢ }
@ O A6002 Colfections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2:.5, 4.
b= Collections {09) . .
S OO0 A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 255, .
s R : - ——= _‘}
Insurance Coverage (18) 00 A6015 Insurance Coverage {not complex) 1:2,58,8., i
O A6009 Contractual Fraud 1.2,3.,5, '
Other Contract (37) Ol A6031 Torlious Interference 1,2..3,5, :
O AG027 Other Conlract Dispute(not breachfinsurance/fraud/negligehce) 1., 2., 3., 8. i
Eminent Domain/lnverse . . . ; - o
Condemnation (14) O A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels ) 2,
g_ Wrongful Eviction (33) {1 AB023 Wrongiul Eviction Case 246,
o
rm
% 0O AS018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2., 6.
D
o Other Real Property (26) O A8032 Quiel Title 2., 6,
00 AB080 Other Real Property (nol eminenl domain, landlordftenant, foreclosure) | 2., 6.
N Unlawful Delfzi:;e)r—()om mercial 1 A6021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial {(not drugs or wrongiul eviclion) 2.6
1)
=
% Unlawful Del?;g?r-ReSIdenllaF 0 A6020 Unlawiul Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2., 6.
o
=l
Uanlawiul Detainer- _— .
E Post-Foreclosure (34) O AB020F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2,6
=
>
Untawlul Detainer-Drugs {38) | O A8022 Unfawful Delainer-Drugs 2.6,

LACIV 109 (Rev 03/11)
LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL. CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
Page 2 of 4
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Eald

SHORT TITLE: . L. = i [CASE NUMBER e — .
Adrienne Liggins v. GMR], INC., et al. {
_ N B o R A i . t
Ilgxg:“*“p--“«‘ﬁ —".:.r‘:‘..._'*.! ‘hjh e, hE "‘F“"«“T*‘ U ey i‘f'?a—:“’-.‘:. - :‘:_:A — .T-. ; =z “Cm*w T T r 'w'"-—-?w + -«y.a = i
!é RS fA‘ 4 . o P !BI 2, R ;' E o :}r\
., \C]vu Case’ CoVer«Gheet' i, p Type ofActIou . ) o zApp}icable«Reasops f
P o'zCaleg afy.N o f L ___ l(Gheckionly one) L o ’SeeEStepG;iqbove“ .
Assel Forfeiture (05) | O AG108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2,,6. :
. = s
% Petition re Arbitration (11) 0O ABt15 Pelilion to Compel/ConfirmMacale Arbitration Zin5s ;
2 \
& - o - k
e 0 A8151 Wil - Administrative Mandamus 2.,.8. ] :
= :
% Writ of Mandate (02) O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Maller 2. l ;
3 O A8153 Wil - Other Limited Court Case Review 2. 1
. P e N . i
Other Judicial Review (39) | O A6150 Other Wril IJudlcral Review 2.8,
5 Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03} [ @ A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regufation 1.',,2‘,,,8.: ;
= ¢ Construction Defect (10) 0O A6007 Construction Defect T 243
= ey
> - . - - : * - - " ‘
5 Claims '"V(’:X'O")Q MassTorl | o agoo6 Claims Involving Mass Tort g, 2r B 1
E L wer o f A
(=} — Ll JEE o o - T - _— =
‘;‘ Securities Litigation (28) 3 AB035 Securities ngaﬁon Case T 8s -
% - o L Ll - - - e - o e i‘
< Toxic Tort ; :
o [0 NN O - I H
a Environmental (30) O A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1.7 24p3,,8: ]
> e s i
2 Insurance Covera i i
ge Claims . i
o from Complex Case {(41) 0O A6014 Insurance Cuveragfﬁuf:o_gfort (c‘omplex.cat:,e only) ) o 1.2 5...8 :
1o A6141 Sister State Judgment 2.9, i
]
-'E-; E:; O A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2,.8, i
g _%, Enforcement 0O A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9. g
83 of Judgment (20) O A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid laxes) 2.:8. H
C o
uw c [3 AB114 Petition/Cerlificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2, 8. i
0O A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.,8..9. *
@ RICO (27) O A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2.,8, v
e -g;_ O A6030 Oeclaratory Relief Only 1. 2., 8,
% 3 Other Complaints T A6040 Injunctive Relief Only {not domestic/harassment) 2,8,
23 (Not Specified Above) (42) | ;7 Ag011 Other Commercial Gomplaint Case (non-lortinon-complex) 1, 2. 8.
© 0 A8000 Other Civil Complaint {non-fort/non-complex) 1., 2.. 8.
Partnership Corporation "
Governance (21) 3 AB6113 Parnership and Corporate Governance Case 2., 8.
O A6121 Civil Harassment 2.3.,89
w un
§ S O AB123 Workplace Harassmenl 2.3, 9.
535 - O AB124 ElderiDependent Adult Abuse Case 2.,3.9.
Do Other Pelilions
g = {Not Specified Above) O A6190 Election Contest 2
=0 “3) [ AG110 Pelilion for Ghange of Name 2.7
O AB170 Pelilion for Reliefl fram Late Claim Law 2.3,4.,8.
0O A6100 Qther Civil Pelilion 2.8,
LACIV 109 {Rev 03111 CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03 04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3of 4
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER

Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

Item JIl. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other

circumstance indicated in Item 1., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court lacation you selected.

ADDRESS:

'| REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 261 N, Sepulveda Blvd.
under Column C for the type of action that you hava selected for
this case.

@1. 02. (03. O4. Os. Ose. O7. O8. [19. [J10.

CITY: STATE: 2P CODE:
Manhatlan Beach CA 90266

Item V. Declaration of Assignment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk —  courhouse in the
Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq,, and Local

hRule 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and {d}}.

‘-)--—,“ e -
TTORNEY/EILING PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY:"FQ-BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY

COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. Iffiling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010,

4. Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 108, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.

N

03/11). .
Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2,0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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Superior Caurt of California
County of Los Angeles:

Los Angsles County
Bar Asscciation
Litigation Section

Los Afigeles Cotinty
Bar Association Labor and
Employment Law Section

Lgremiradal
ASYAETERA R
ot bikAnanlaz

m

Consumer Attorneys
Assoclation of Los Angeles.

Southern California
Defense Counsel

ASSOCANON OF lwrlw [T

103 ANCTLES

Association of
Business Trial Lawyers

California Employment
Lawyers Association

LACIV 230 {NEW)
LASC Approved 4-11
For Optional Use

VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery
Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are
voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties
may" enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations:
however, they may not alter the stipulations as written,
because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application.

These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation

between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a
manner that promotes: economic case resolution and judicial

efficiency.

The following organizations endorse the goal of
promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel
'consider usihg these stipulations as a voluntary way fo
promote communications and procedures among counsel
and with the court to fairly resolve issues in their cases.

" #Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section$

% Los Angeles County Bar Association
Labor and Employment Law Section$

¥ Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles ¢
# Southern California Defense Counsel$
#Association of Business Trial Lawyers¢

¥ California Employment Lawyers Association
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY:

TELEPHONE NO.; FAX NO, {Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

STATE BAR MUMBER. T ot Reserved for Clerk's Fie Stamp

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE-ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF;

DEFENDANT:

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

CASE NUMBER:

This stipulation is iniendgd 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 that*

1. The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via
videcconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, fo discuss and consider
whether there can be agreement on the following:

a.

Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resalved by
amendment as. of right, or if the Courf would allow leave. to amend, could an amended
complaint resolve most or all of the issués a demurrer might otherwise raise? If s0, the parties
:agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings?

Initial mutual exchangés 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 mainteriance records could be considered
“core.”);

Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses:

Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to
indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy a judgment;

Exchange of any other information that might be helpful to facifitate 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 promote efficiency and economy in other
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Court:

Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful,
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as

LACIV 228 (Rev 02/15)

LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

For Optional Use

Page 1 of 2
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SHORY TILE:

CASE NUMBER:

discussed in the “Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package” served with the
complaint;

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

Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at
www.lacourt.org under *Civil" and then under *General Information”).

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

to for the complaint, and for the cross-
INSERT DATE} (INSERT DATE)

complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days fo respond under Government Code § 68616(b),
and the 30 days permitted by Code of Civil 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 www.lacourt.org under “Civif",
click on "General Information”, then click 6n “Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations”.

The parties will prepare a joint report titled “Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference
and Early Organizational Meefing Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing
results of their meet and confeér and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties’
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 CMG
gtatement s due,

References to “days” mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the dafe for performing
any act pursuant to this stiputation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day

The following parfies stipulate:

Date:
»
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME} (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: .
b
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
[TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIY 228 (Rev 02115) - gp ATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Page2f2

LASC Approved 04/11
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Z

NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATYORMEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BARNUMBER i Reseqved or Clerk's F2e Slamp

TELEPHONE NO.; FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT!

CASE NUMBER!

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

This stipulation is intended to provide a fast and- informal resolution of di'séo\zery issues
through limited paperwork and an informal conference ‘with the Court to. aid i the
resclution of the issues.

The parties agree that:

1. Priorto the discovery cut-off in this action, no discovery motiéh shall be filed or heard unless
the moving party first makes a written request for an Informal Discovery Cofiference pursuant
to the terms of this stipuiatior.

2. Atthe informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties
and determine Whether it can be resolved informally. Nothing set forth- herein wifl preclude a
party from making a record at the conclusion of an Informal Discovery Confergnce, either
orally or in writing.

3. Following a reasonable and good faith attempt at an informal resplution of each issue fo 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 clerié's office on the
approved form (copy attached) and deliver a courtesy, conformed copy to the
assigned department;

ii.  Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and
iii.  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 next court day foliowing the filing.
b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must:

I.  Also be filed on the approved form (copy attached);

ii. Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied:;

LASC Arerovad bai 11 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optional Use

Page 10f3
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£Z

SHORT'TITLE:

CASE NUMBER:

ji. Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request; and

Be served on the opposing party pursuant fo any authorized or agreed upon
method of service that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no
later than the néxt court day following the filing.

¢. No other pleadin

gs, including but not limited to exhibits,.
be accepted,

declarations, or attachments, will

. If the Court has not granted or denied the Request for Informal Discovery Conference
within ten (10) days following the filing. of the Request, thien 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 Confefericé has been granted or denied and, if granted,

" the date and time of the Informal Distovery Gonference, which must be withir twenty (20)

days of the filing of the Request for Informal| Discovery Gonference.

e. if the conference is not held wit

hin twenty (20) days of the. filing. of the Request for
Informal Discovery Conference, ur

unléss 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.

4. I (a) the Court has denied a conference or {b) one of ther time deadiines: above has expired

without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference is concluded without

resolving the dispute, then a party may file a discovery motion to address:unresolved issues.

5. 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 Iriformal 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 Order of 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).

6. Nothing herein will preclude any party from applying ex parte for appropriate relief, including
an order shortening time for a mation to be heard concerning discovery.

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

terminate the stipulation.

8. References to “days” mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the Qate far perforn?ing
any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day.

TASC Amrane a1 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

Page 2 of 3
For Optional Use
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X

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
The foliowing parties, stipulate: )
Date:
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
{TYFE OR PRINT NAME} (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME] T " {ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT}
Date:
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME] (ATTORNEYFOR___. )
Date:
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) [ATTORNEY FOR j
Date:
{TYPE.OR PRINT NAME) {ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIV 036 (new)
LASC Apprc()ved 04111 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION Page 30f 3

For Optionai Use
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e

NAME AND ADORESS OF ATTORNEY ‘OR PARTY WITHGUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Resarved iol Cledk’s Fily Stamp
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NG, (Optional);
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Nama)!

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DERENDANT: ~ i - - -

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE. ' CASE NUMBER:
(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulalion of the paifies)

;l, This document relates to:

[J  RequestforInformai Discovety Conference
[ Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request:
the Request).

(insert date 10 calendar days foliowing filing of

3, Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Cohference: (insert date 20 calendar

days following filing of the Requaest),

4. For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the
discovery disputé, 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, including the facts and legal arguments at issue.

Bty

LACIY 094 {new) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE
,Eﬁ,‘f 8@%2{“&;"“’“ (pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)
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»

NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved fos Cierk's Fite Stamg

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Oplional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optionalj:
ATTORNEY FOR {Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHCUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

-DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER!

STIPULATION AND ORDER ~ MOTIONS IN LIMINE

This stipulation is intended to provide fast and informal résolution 6f evidentiary
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 .a one paragraph explanation of each proposed motion in
limine. Each ohe paragraph explanatiory must identify the substance of a single proposed
motion in limine and the grounds for the proposed motion.

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

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

b. 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 filed in accordance with the California
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

A s st STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
¥
. {TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
. > .
) {TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: »
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
N . ) - - .
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME), (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
> _
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR }
Dater
. >
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
THE COURT SO ORDERS.
Date:
JUDICIAL OFFICER
7S e wn  STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Page 2.0f2
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Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles

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-complaint.

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes without having to sue
someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as alterpative dispute
resolution (ADR}.

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes
themselves. These persons are called neutrals. For example, in mediations, the
neutral is the mediator. Neutrals 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 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221




€

i, Jcase 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-3 Filed 10/18/18 Page 18 of 25 Page ID #:107

Advantages of ADR

s Dften faster than going to trial

s Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney’s fees and expett fees.

s« May permit more participation, allowing partiées to have more control over the outcome.

» Allows for flexibility in choice of ADR processes and resolution of the dispute.

e Fosters cooperation by allowing parties to work together with the neutral to resolve the dispute and
mutually agree to remedy.

e 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 pafties normally give Up rmost caurt protections, including a decision by.a judge or
jury under farmal rules of evidence and procedure, and review for legal error by an appellate court.

s ADR may not be effective if it takes plate befofé the pdtties have sufficient informationto resolve the
dispute.

s The neutral may charge a fee for his or her services.

» [f the dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may then have to face the usual and traditional
costs of trial, such as attorney’s fees and expert fees,,

The Most Common Types of ADR

» Mediation

In mediation, a neutral {the mediator) assists the parties in reaching 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 feelings 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 have a history of abuse or victimization.

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

Page 2 of 4
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= Arbitration
in arbitration, a neutral person called an “arbitrator” hears arguments and evidence from esach
side and then decides 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.

Arbitratioris best for cases where the parties want ansther 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 apprapriate for complex matters where the parties want a decision-maker wha has
training or experience in the subject matter of the dispute.

* Mandatory Settlement Cdriference (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 parties and their attorneys meet with a judge who devotes his or her
time exclusively to preside overthe MSC. The judge does not make a decision in the case but
assists the parties in-evaluating thestrengths and weaknesses of the case and in negotiating a
settlement,

The Los Angeles Superior Court Mandatory Settlement Conference {MSC) program is free of
charge and staffed by expérienced sitting civil judges who devote their time exclusively to
presiding over MSCs. The judges participating 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 http://www.lacourt.org/. This program is available in general jurisdiction cases with
represented parties from independent calendar (IC) and Centra! 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
ashestos calendar caurt 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 Adopted 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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45,

v

Additional Information .

-

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

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

* Contact the jocal bar association (http://www.lacba.org/) or;

* Lookin a telephone directory or search online for “mediators; or “arbitrators.”

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

f Alist o'f-appr.ov_ed State Bar Approved. Mandatory Fee Arbitration programs is available at
htf:p://caibar.ca.'gov_/A’ttornevs/MemberServices/FeeArbitration/App‘rOVedPrbgrams.aspx#lg

To reguest information about, or assistance with, dispute resolution, &all the number listed below. Or you may
call a Contract Provider agency directly. A list of current Contract Provider agencies in Los Angeles County is
available at the link below.

http://css.lacounty.gov/ programs/dispute-resolution-prograi-drp/

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resolution Program
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406
Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798
TEL: (213) 738-2621
FAX: (213) 386-3995

LAADR 005 {Rev. 03/17)
LASC Adopted 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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w SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA Resarved for Clerk's File Slamp
COUNTY OF LLOS ANGELES 6o - .
COURTHOUSE ADDRESS! Ohléfé’lgi.ﬁf ?!&éaﬂp‘r'

111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 80012

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
UNLIMITED CIVIL - CLASS ACTION/COMPLEX

Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicated below,

Superiar Court of Gallfornia
County aof Lo Anasles

AUG 22 2018

Sherri R, Cayier, Executive Oificer/Clerk
By: Rita Nazaryan, Depuiy

CASE NUMBER:

BC717321

THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUVMMONS AND COMPLAINT

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM |3} ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ;| ROOM
“Hon. Elihu M. Berle 6 2 |
Hon. William F. Highberger 10 10 &
Hon. John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 9 9 ?th
Hon. Kenneth Freeman 14 14 5
Hon. Ann Jones 1 it 2
Hon: Maren E. Nelson 17 17 '::i
. oy
T
>( Hon. Carolyn B, Kuht 12 iz &
L s,
7t
\:-’;
E'Ef
Hon. Brian S. Currey 15 i5
*Provisional complex (non-class Supervising
action) case assignment pending 14 Judge
complex determination 1d

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record

on AUG 2 1 2018

LACH 190 (Rev 12/17)
LASC Approved 05/06

SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer/Clerk of Court
Bv RITA NAZARYAN

. Deputy Clerk

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE
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»

INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES

The following critical provisions of the California Rules of Court, Title 3, Division 7, as applicable in the Superior Coust, are summarized

for your assistance.

r

APPLICATION '
The Division 7 Rules were effective January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases.

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent.

CHALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE
A challenge under Code of. Civil Brocedure Section 170,6 must be made within 15 days after notice of assignment for all purposes to
a judge, or if a party has not yet-appeared, within 15 days of the first appearance.

TIME STANDARDS )
Cases assigned to thé Independent Calendaring Courfs will be subject to processing under the following time standards;

COMPLAINTS ,
All comptaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed-within 90 days.

CROSS-COMPLAINTS
Without leave ofcourt first being obtained, no cross-complaintmay be filed by any party after their answer is filed. Gross-complairits
shall be served within 30 days of the filing date-and a proof of service filed within 60 days of the filing date.

STATUS CONFERENCE

A, status conference wil| be scheduled by the assigned 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 resofution, bifurcation, settlement, trial
date, arid expért witnesses;

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE

The Court will requiré the parties-to.attend a final status conference not more than 10 days before the scheduled trial date. All parties
shall haye motions in liming, bifurcation motlons, statements of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested form jury
instrictions, special jury instructions, and spécial jury verdicts timely filed and served prior to the conference. These matters may be
heard and resolved at this conference. At least five 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 case to be read to the jury panel as required by Chapter Three
of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules,

SANCTIONS
The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the failure o refusal to comply with Chapter Three Rules, orders made by the Caurt,
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 counse] for a party.

This is not a complete delineation of the Division 7 or Chapter Thrée Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative.

Class Actions

Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Stanley Mosk Coufthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex
Jjudge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a class action it will be returned to an Independent Calendar
Courtroom for all purposes.

*Provisionally Complex Cases .

Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of complex
status. Ifthe case is deemed to be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court 3.400 ct seq., it will be randomly assigned
to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be returned to an Independent

Calendar Courtroom for all purposes.

LACIV 180 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE
LASC Approved 05/06
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CRUEQRMED G
1 || MATERN LAW GROUP, PC B Qey
MATTHEW J. MATERN (SBN 159798) Supe%rﬁégﬁ’gf aLED
2 |{JOSHUA D. BOXER (SBN 226712) Conntr ~fnm grnine ™
ROY K. SUH (SBN 283988) ; .
3 |} 1230-Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 AUG 31 20]8
_|[Manhattan Beach, California 90266 e o
4 || Telephone: (310} 531-1900 Sherti . varei, txecufve utficer/Cler
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 Ru: Rita Nzzarvan Donu,
5
Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
6 || individually-and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved
7
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES '
10
11 || ADRIENNE LIGGINS individually and on Case No. BC717321
behalf of others similarly situated and
12 {| aggrieved [Assigned for dll purposes to the Honorable
Carolyn B. Kihl , Dept, 12]
13 Plaintiff;
NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE
14 Vs. JURY FEE BY PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE
_ LIGGINS
15 || GMRI, INC., a Florida corporation doing )
business as Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; Action Filed: August 22,2018
16 || OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Trial Date: None. Set-

Florida limited liability company; OLIVE

17 |l GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability
Company; DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.,
18 {| a Florida corporation; OLIVE GARDEN
ITALTIAN RESTAURANT -~ MANHATTAN
19 || BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and
OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT
20 || - HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,

21 || inclusive,

22
Defendants.

23

24
25
26
27

28
1

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 631(b),

Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS hereby deposits an advance jury fee in the amount of $150.00 in the

above-captioned matter.

Dated: August 28, 2018

Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly situated
and aggrieved

2

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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SOPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA SupbrReEEro: SR -
COUNTY OF LQS ANGELES °
COURT ADDRESS:! AUG 3 1 2018
312 N. Spring Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 .
LA — <honi B. Carter, Execuiive Otficer/Glerk
Adﬁeﬁne Liggins By: Hita Nazaryan, Deputly
DEFENDANT::
GMRI, Inc. etal.
. R CASE NUMBER:
CIVIL DEPGSIT, BC717321

CLERK: PREPAREA.FORM FOR EACH DEPOSITOR PAYING SEPARATELY
PLEASE REPORT TO THE CLERK'S.OFFICE/CASHIER:

@lDepa.rfmentNumbg{___‘, éé / 2z
oo

D Roof 102, Centrai Civil D Cleik's Offi¢é., Roof_.
Disbution Codes: . T AmiDuw “Disirbution Codes Ami Due
[ | 5 [PAILY JURVFEES []| 7 | PePoSTWTRUST
Dates:
#ofday(s) .o ... X6 _. ..
72 |[JURY FEES ] 101 |FIRSTPAPERS~
Trial Date; - GENERALJURISDIGTION
(initial Depasiy $130.00
252 |REPORTERS FEES. CJ [ [[PRST PAPERS-IMITED OVER $10,000
Dales: 141 With declaration Lirited t0510,000
4 of 112 days) s J (per B&P 6322.1(a))
of 112 day{s) * 4 N .
Full Dy, “ ) I:] 130 |Limited to $10,000
O 721 |SANCTIONS ORDERED'ON I a1 |RecLAsSiFicaTIoNFEE
Daté; :
O 713 |MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONT, HEARING - D 150 |COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAL/PLATNGIEF
(]| 200 |MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONT.TRIAL []] 18t [cOMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAL/DEFENDANT
L__] Ciher:
Tobepaidvia: [_] Cash Check [cerified ChecidMoney Order [ ] Credit Card

D On or Before D Forthwith

Payment wil be made by }[_] Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins [] Defendant

JOHN A, CLARKE, Execttive Officer/Clerk

DATE _August 31,2018 BY:

gputy Clerl

TO BE COMPLETED BY DEPOSITOR

Deposilor's NamezMatem Law Group, PC
[] Piaintiff in Pro Per  [] Defendant in Pro Per

Counsel for

Plaintiff  Adrienne Liggins
Name of Party

D Defendant

Name of Party
deposi .
Address of depositer ;55 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200

Manhattan Beach, California 90266
CryrSTrIE

L]

CIV 083 03-04 (Rev. 05/06) CIVIL DEPOSIT

LASC Approved

CASHIER'S VALIDATION

Distribution: Original - Case File Copy-Customer

SEP 2 1 2018
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CORPORATE CREATIONS®

Registered Agent » Director * Incarporation

Corporate Creations Network Inc.
11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL. 33410

September 24, 2018

Darden Restaurants, inc.

Terry Carter

Darden Restaurants, Inc.
1000 Darden Center Drive
ORLANDO FL 32837

SERVICE OF PROCESS NOTICE

The following is a courtesy summary of the enclosed document(s). ALL information should be verified by you.

Note: Any questions regarding the substance of the matter described below, including the status or to whom or
where to respond, should be directed to the person set forth in line 12 below or to the court or government

agency where the matter is being heard. ftem: 2018-3014
1. Client Entity: Darden Restaurants, Inc.
2. Title of Action: Adrienne Liggins vs. GMRI, Inc.; Olive Garden Holdings, LLC; et al.
3. Document(s) Served: Summons
Complex - Class Action
Civil Case Cover Sheet
Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location
4. Court/Agency: Los Angeles County Superior Court, California
5. State Served: Florida
6. Case Number: BC717321
7. Case Type: Labor Code Violations
8. Method of Service: Certified Mail
9. Date Received: Monday 9/24/2018
10. Date to Client: Monday 9/24/2018
. CAUTION: Client is sole! ible f ifying th f the estimated A D
11. # Days When Answer Due: 30 Qaie. To ayoitliegilsss;%eaycﬁﬁcs:%?rc‘iséa;incg \\Iigmggmne\ean?%ar%:iateﬁ?;?)nrgram?ng igs;nv/vriet{ngue
Answer Due Date: 10/24/2018 with opposing counsel that the date of service in their records matches the Date Received.
12. SOP Sender: Matern Law Group, PC
(Name, Address and Phone Number) Manhattan Beach, CA
(310) 531-1900
13. Shipped to Client By: Priority Mail and Email with PDF Link
14. Tracking Number: Not Applicable
15. Handled By: 101
16. Notes: Also Attached: *Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations, *Stipulation - Early Organizational Meeting,

*Stipulation - Discovery Resolution, etc.

NOTE: This notice and the information above is provided for general informational purposes only and shouid not be considered a legal opinion. The
client and their leqal counsel are solely responsibie for reviewing the service of process and vert ngt; the accurac¥ of all information. At Corporate
reations, we take pride in developing systems that effectively manage risk so our clients feel comfortable with the reliability of our service. We always

deliver service of process so our clients avoid the risk of a default judgment. As registered agent, our role is to receive and forward service of process.
To decrease risk for our clients, it is not our role to determine the merits of whether service of process is valid and effective. it is the role of legal
counsel to assess whether service of process is invalid or defective. Registered agent services are provided by Corporate Creations Network Inc.

11380 Prosperity Farms Road #221E, Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410  Tel: (561) 694-8107  Fax: (561) 694-1639

www.CorporateCreations.com
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COPY

SUM-100
summons  BY FAX ol S o
(CITACION JUDICIAL) i
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: N %,} JN,&.L :‘:L ED{ )
{AVISO AL DEMANDADO): ‘{5"‘(‘«’?5?:] f,uns f"fl’fl nis
GMRI, INC,, a Florida corporation doing business as Olive Garden ,
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN Holdings, LLL, a Florida limited AUG 22 2018
YOQU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): sherri &, Carter, executive Diticer/Clerk
ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually and on behalf of others similarly 8y: Rita Nazarvan, Deputy
situated and aggricved

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard uniess you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you lo file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are ather legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California L.egal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selthelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
cosls on any settiement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien mus! be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version, Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta cilacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o0 una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
an formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y mas informacion en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en ia
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en fa corte que /e quede mas cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida al secretario de Ja conte
que le-dé un-formulario de exencién de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder ef caso por incumplimiento y ia corte le
podra quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin més advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogadoe inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisidn a abogados, Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services,
fwww.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, fwww.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 & més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesién de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que

pagar el gravamen de la carte antes de que [a corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is; CASE NUMBER
(Numerc det Caso

(El nombre y direccioén de ia corte es): Los Angeles Superior Court ’ 1
111 North Hill Street-Central District BC71 7321
Los Angeles, California 90012-3014

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccidn y el nimero de teléfono del abogado def demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

Matthew J. Matern, Esq., 1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 (310) 531-1900

DATE; erk, b RIT) , Deputy
rechsy  AUG 2 1 2018 SHERRI R. CARTER (Semerario) ANAZARYAN (Adjunto)

(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons {form P0S-010) )

(Para prueba de enltrega de esta citation use el formuiario Proof of Service of Summons, (FOS-010))
g NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

SEAU 1. [__] as an individual defendant.

2. [} astheperscn sued under the fictitious name of (specify).

3 <! on behalf of (specify): Dﬂfde/h P\\S‘}’QL\&M\\’QI =, U Flo~ida @FF(:*Q‘\" N

under: | CCP 416.10 (corperation) CP 415.80 {mincn
CCP 416 2C (defunct corporation) CCP 4186 70 (conservatee)
CCP 416 4C (association or partnership) [ 1 CCP 416 90 {authorized person}

{ i other (specify):
4 [ by personal delivery on (date)

SUMMONS




™
™

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-4 Filed 10/18/18 Page 3 of 46 Page ID #:117

SUM-200(A)

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

__ Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC. et al

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE

-» This form may be used as an attachment to any summons if space does not permit the listing of all parties on the summons.
- If this attachment is used, insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties

Attachment form is attached.”
List additional parties (Check only one box. Use a separate page for each type of party.).

1 Praintiff Defendant [__] Cross-Complainant [ ] Cross-Defendant

liability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability Company; DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC., a Florida corporation; OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT -
HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Page ] of ) ]

Page 1of 1

ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT
Attachment to Summons
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COPY

1 {{Matthew J. Matern (SBN 159798) o ts ot rus i s A EY
Joshua D. Boxer (SBN 226712) . ORIGINAL FILED

2 l{Roy K. Suh {(SBN 283988) « SugerIOsuRuziJwﬂfJ Horniz
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC e

3 J{1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 Y

Manhattan Beach, California 90266 AUG 24 2018

4 ||Telephone: (310) 531-1900 o
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 Sherri 8. varier, kxeculive Uilicer/Clerk
5 8y: Rita Nazarvan. Deauty
Attomeys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS

6 |lindividually and on behalf of others similarly

situated and aggrieved

7
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

10 ||JADRIENNE LIGGINS individually and on behalf ) CASE NO.:

of others similarly situated and aggrieved )
11 ) COMPLEX - CLASS ACTION
Plaintiff, )
12 . Failure to Provide Required Meal Periods
v, . Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods
13 . Failure to Pay Overtime Wages

GMR], INC., a Florida corporation doing business
14 |jas Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; OLIVE
GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Florida limited
15 {{liability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a
California limited liability Company; DARDEN
16 {IRESTAURANTS, INC,, a Florida corporation;

)

)

)

) 5. Failure to Timely Pay Wages

)

)

)
OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT - )

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

. Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged

and Quitting Employees

7. Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage
Statements

8. Failure to Maintain Required Records

9. Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary
Expenditures Incurred in Discharge of Duties

10. Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices

1
2
3
4. Failure to Pay Minimum Wages
5
6

17 IMANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown
form; and OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN

18 ||[RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON BEACH, an
entity of unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,

19 ljinclusive, REPRESENTATIVE ACTION

11. Penalties under the [.abor Code Private
Attorneys General Act

20 Defendants

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

1
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NATURE OF ACTION

1. PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE LIGGINS (“PLAINTIFF”), bring this class action and
representative action case on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated and aggrieved current and
former non-exempt employees, who worked in the State of California for defendants GMRI, INC.,, a
Florida corporation doing business as The Olive Garden; OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a
Florida limited liability company; OLIVE GARDEN, LLC, a California limited liability company;
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC., a Florida cormporation; OLIVE GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of unknown form; and OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of unknown form, and DOES 1
through 50 inclusive (collectively, “DEFENDANTS”), against DEFENDANTS to remedy
DEFENDANTS’ illegal wage payment policies and practices during the relevant statutory periods, for
which PLAINTIFF seeks damages, restitution, penalties, injunctive relief, interest, attorneys’ fees and
costs, and all other legal and equitable remedies deemed just and proper under California law.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

2. The Superior Court of the State of California has jurisdiction in this matter because, at all
relevant times, PLAINTIFF is a resident of the State of California and PLAINTIFF is informed and
believes that some of the DEFENDANTS are qualified to do business in California and that all
DEFENDANTS regularly conduct business in California. Furthermore, no federal question is at issue
because PLAINTIFF’S claims are based solely on California law.

3. Venue is proper in this judicial district and the County of Los Angeles, California
because PLAINTIFF and persons similarly situated and aggrieved performed work for DEFENDANTS
in the County of Los Angeles, DEFENDANTS maintain offices and facilities and transact business in
the County of Los Angeles, and because DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policies and practices which
arc the subject of this action were applied to PLAINTIFF and other persons similarly situated and
aggrieved, in the County of Los Angeles.

PLAINTIFF AND CLLASS MEMBERS

4. PLAINTIFF, at all time relcvant to this action, was a resident of the State of California

and an employee of DEFENDANTS. DEFENDANTS employed PLAINTIFF from around January 2016
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to around May 2016 in Manhattan Beach, California and then from around April 2017 to mid-2017 in
Huntington Beach, California.

5. PLAINTIFF, on behalf of herself and other similarly situated and aggrieved current and
former non-exempt employees of DEFENDANTS in the State of California at any time during the four
(4) years preceding the filing of this action, and continuing while this action is pending, bring this class
and representative action to recover, among other things: wages and penalties from unpaid wages earned
and due, including, but not limited to, unpaid minimum wages, unpaid and illegally calculated overtime
compensation, illegal meal and rest period policies, failure to pay all wages due to discharged and
quitting employees, failure to indemnify employees for necessary expenditures and/or losses incurred in
discharging their duties, failure to provide accurate itemized wage statements, failure to maintain
required records, and interest, attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses.

6. PLAINTIFF brings this action on behalf of themselves and the following similarly
situated class of individuals (“CLASS MEMBERS”): all current and former non-exempt employees of
DEFENDANTS in the State of California at any time within the period beginning four (4) years prior to
the filing of this action and until the time it settles or proceeds to final judgment (the “CLASS
PERIOD”).

7. PLAINTIFF reserves the right to name additional class representatives.

DEFENDANTS

8. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant GMRI, INC.
(“DEFENDANT GMRI, INC.”) is, and at all times relevant to this action was, a limited hability
company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida. PLAINTIFF is further informed,
believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant times, the State of California authorized DEFENDANT
GMRI, INC. to conduct and that DEFENDANT GMRI, INC. did conduct business in California under
California entity number: C0753219, doing business as The Olive Garden.

9. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC (*“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC”) is, and at all
times relevant to this action was, a limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of

the State of Florida. PLAINTIFF is further informed, believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant

3]
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times, the State of California authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC to
conduct and that DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC did conduct business in
Californta under California entity number: 201605010264.

10. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN, LLC (“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN, LLC”) is, and at all times relevant to this action
was, a limited liability company organized and existing under the laws of the State of California.
PLAINTIFF is further informed, believes and thereon alleges that, at all relevant times, the State of
California authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN, LLC to conduct and that DEFENDANT
OLIVE GARDEN, LLC did conduct business in California under California entity number:
201719110379.

11, PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, INC. (“DEFENDANT DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.”) is, and at all times
relevant to this action was, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Florida
with a Florida Divisions of Corporations File Number: P95000025580. PLAINTIFF is further informed
and believes, and thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC., and at all times relevant to this action, to conduct business in the
State of California.

12. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH (“DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT — MANHATTAN BEACH?”) is, and at all times relevant to this action was, a
an entity of unknown form and unknown jurisdiction. PLAINTIFF is further informed and believes, and
thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT - MANHATTAN BEACH and at all times relevant to this action, to conduct
business i the State of California including at its 2610 North Sepulveda Boulevard, Manhattan Beach,
California 90266 location.

13, PLAINTIFF is informed and belicves, and thercon alleges, that defendant OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT ~ HUNTINGTON BEACH ("DEFENDANT OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT - HUNTINGTON BEACH?™) 1s, and at all times relevant to this action was,

3.
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a an entity of unknown form and unknown jurisdiction. PLAINTIFF is further informed and believes,
and thereon alleges, that the State of California may not have authorized DEFENDANT OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT -~ HUNTINGTON BEACH and at all times relevant to this
action, to conduct business in the State of California including at its 16811 Beach Boulevard,
Huntington Beach, California 92647 location.

14. The true names and capacities of DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are unknown to
PLAINTIFF at this time, and PLAINTIFF therefore sues such DOE defendants under fictitious names.
PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that each Defendant designated as a DOE is
in some manner highly responsible for the occurrences alleged herein, and that PLAINTIFF’S and
CLASS MEMBERS’ injuries and damages, as allcged herein, were proximately caused by the conduct
of such DOE defendants. PLAINTIFF will seek leave of court to amend this Complaint to allege the true
names and capacities of such DOE defendants when ascertained.

15, PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANTS, at all
times relevant to this action, committed acts and omissions in concert with each other. PLAINTIFF is
informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times relevant hereto, DEFENDANTS were the
joint employers, alter egos, divisions, affiliates, integrated enterprises, subsidiaries, parents, principals,
sisters, related entities, co-conspirators, agents, partners, joint venturcrs, servants, joint enterprisers,
and/or guarantors, actual or ostensible, of each other. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon
alleges, that each of the DEFENDANTS was completely dominated by his, her or its co-defendant and
had authority, actual or ostensible, to perform the actions alleged herein, unless alleged otherwise.

16. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thercon alleges, that to the extent that certain
actions and omissions were perpetrated by certain DEFENDANTS, the remaining DEFENDANTS
condoned, authorized, and ratified such acts and omissions. Accordingly, whenever PLAINTIFF alleges
that any of the DEFENDANTS or DEFENDANTS’ employees or agents, committed an act or omission,
PLAINTIFF attributes such allcgations to each of thec DEFENDANTS individually, jointly, and
scverally. PLAINTIFF further attributes such allegations to cach DEFENDANTS” employces and agents

because they acted on behalf of DEFENDANTS within the course and scope of their employment and

agency.

4.
CEASS ACTION AND PAGA REPRESENTATIVE A T ioN CTongpPo vy




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

26
27

28

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-4 Filed 10/18/18 Page 9 of 46 Page ID #:123

17. As a direct and proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions, PLAINTIFF and
CLASS MEMBERS have suffered, and continue to suffer, from loss of earnings in amounts as yet

unascertained, but subject to proof at trial, and within the jurisdiction of this Court.

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS

18. This action is appropriately suited for a Class Action because:

a. The potential class is a significant number. Joinder of all current and former
employees individually would be impractical.

b. This action involves common questions of law and fact with respect to the
potential class because the action focuses on DEFENDANTS’ systematic course of illegal payroll
practices and policies, which were applied to all non-exempt employees in violation of the California
Labor Code, the applicable IWC Wage Order, and the California Business and Professions Code which
prohibits unfair business practices arising from such violations.

c. PLAINTIFF’S claims are typical of CLASS MEMBERS’ claims because
DEFENDANTS subjected all non-exempt employees to identical violations of the California Labor
Code, the applicable IWC Wage Order, and the California Business and Professions Code.

d. PLAINTIFF is able to fairly and adequately protect the interests of all CLASS
MEMBERS because it is in PLAINTIFF’S best interest to prosecute the claims alleged herein to obtain
full compensation due to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all services rendered and hours

worked.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Provide Required Meal Periods
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226.7, 510, 512, 1194, 1197; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 11]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

19. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

20. During the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policics and
practices to deprive their non-exempt employces all wages carned and due, DEFENDANTS required,
permitted or otherwise suffered PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to take less than a 30-minute meal
period, or to work through them, and have failed to otherwise provide the required meal periods to

S8
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PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §§ 226.7, 512 and IWC Wage
Order No. 5-2001, § 11.

21.  DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code § 226.7 and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 11 by failing to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS who were not provided
with a meal period, in accordance with the applicable wage order, one additional hour of compensation
at each employee’s regular rate of pay for each workday that a meal period was not provided.

22. DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code §§ 226.7, 510, 1194, 1197, and
IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001 by failing to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all
hours worked during their meal periods.

23. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek all wages earned and
due, interest, penalties, expenses, and costs of suit.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226.7, 512; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 12}
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

24, PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

25. At all times relevant herein, as part of DEFENDANTS” illegal payroll policics and
practices to deprive their non-exempt employees all wages eamed and due, DEFENDANTS failed to
provide rest periods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS as required under California Labor Code
§§ 226.7 and 512, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 12.

26. DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code § 226.7 and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 12 by failing to pay PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS who were not provided with a
rest period, in accordance with the applicable wage order, one additional hour of compensation at each
employee’s regular rate of pay for each workday that a rest period was not provided.

27. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and scck all wages earned and
due, interest, penalties, expenses, and costs ot suit.

6
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Overtime Wages
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, 1198; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

28.  PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

29.  Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3,
DEFENDANTS are required to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all overtime,
which is calculated at one and one-half (1 %) times the regular rate of pay for all hours worked in excess
of eight (8) hours per day and/or forty (40) hours per week, and for the first eight (8) hours on the
seventh consecutive workday, with double time for all hours worked in excess of twelve (12) hours in
any workday and for all hours worked in excess of eight (8) hours on the seventh consecutive day of
work in any workweek.

30. PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are current and former non-exempt employees
entitled to the protections of California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001.
During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS failed to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS for all overtime hours worked as required under the foregoing provisions of the California
Labor Code and IWC Wage Order by, among other things: failing to pay overtime at one and one-half (1
4) or double the regular rate of pay as provided by California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage
Order No. 5-2001, § 3; requiring, permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work
off the clock; requiring, permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through
meal and rest breaks; illegally and inaccurately recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS worked; failing to properly maintain PLAINTIFF’S and CLASS MEMBERS’ records;
failing to provide accurate itemized wage statements to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for each
pay period; and by other methods to be discovered.

31. In violation of California law, DEFENDANTS have knowingly and willfully refused to
perform their obligations to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all wages earned and
all hours worked. As a proximatc rcsult, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have suffered, and

continue to suffer, substantial losses related to the use and enjoyment of such wages, lost interest on
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such wages, and expenses and attorneys’ fees in seeking to compel DEFENDANTS to fully perform
their obligations under state law, all to their respective damages in amounts according to proof at time of
trial, and within the jurisdiction of this Court.

32. DEFENDANTS’ conduct described herein violates California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194,
1198 and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 3. Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200, 203,
226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, and other applicable provisions under the California Labor Code and IWC
Wage Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages
owed to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest, penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Minimum Wages
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

33. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

34, Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4,
payment to an employee of less than the applicable minimum wage for all hours worked in a payroll
period is unlawful.

35. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS failed to pay PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS minimum wages for all hours worked by, among other things: requiring, permitting or
suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work off the clock; requiring, permitting or suffering
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through meal and rest breaks; illegally and inaccurately
recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS worked; failing to properly maintain
PLAINTIFF’S and CLASS MEMBERS’ records; failing to provide accurate itemized wage statements
to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for each pay period; and other methods to be discovered.

36. DEFENDANTS" conduct described herein violates California Labor Code §§ 1194,
1197, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 4. As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations,
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial.
Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200, 203, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, and other applicable
provisions under the Labor Code and IWC Wage Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are

S
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entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages owed to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest,

penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay Timely Wages During Employment
[Cal. Labor Code § 204]
(Against All DEFENDANTS)

37. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

38. Pursuant to California Labor Code § 204, for all labor performed between the 1st and
15th days of any calendar month, DEFENDANTS are required to pay their nonexempt employees
between the 16th and 26th day of the month during which the labor was performed. California Labor
Code § 204 also provides that for all labor performed between the 16th and 26th days of any calendar
month, DEFENDANTS are required to pay their nonexempt employees between the 1st and 10th day of
the following calendar month. In addition, California Labor Code § 204 provides that all wages earned
for labor in excess of the normal work period shall be paid no later than the payday of the next regular
payroll period.

39. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and willfully failed to pay
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS all the wages they earned when due as required by California
Labor Codc § 204.

40, Pursuant to California Labor Code § 210, failure to pay the wages of each employee as
provided in California Labor Code § 204 will subject DEFENDANTS to a civil penalty of: (1) one
hundred dollars ($100) for each failure to pay each employee for each initial violation; and (2) two
hundred dollars ($200) for each failure to pay each employee, plus twenty-five percent (25%) of the
amount unlawfully withheld, for cach subsequent violation.

41. DEFENDANTS’ conduct described herein violates California Labor Code § 204. As a
proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CI.LASS MEMBERS have been
damaged in an amount according to proof at trial. Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200,
210, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1 and other applicable provisions under the Labor Code and IWC Wage
Orders, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages owed

9.
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to them by DEFENDANTS, plus interest, penalties, attorneys’ fees, expenses, and costs of suit.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged and Quitting Employees
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 203]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)
42, PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.
43, Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 201, 202, and 203, DEFENDANTS are required to
pay all earned and unpaid wages to an employee who is discharged. California Labor Code § 201
mandates that if an employer discharges an employee, the employee’s wages accrued and unpaid at the

time of discharge are due and payable immediately.

44, Furthermore, pursuant to California Labor Code § 202, DEFENDANTS are required to
pay all accrued wages due to an employee no later than 72 hours after the employee quits his or her
employment, unless the employee provided 72 hours previous notice of his or her intention to quit, in
which case the employee is entitled to his or wages at the time of quitting.

45, California Labor Code § 203 provides that if an employer willfully fails to pay, in
accordance with California Labor Code §§ 201 and 202, any wages of an employee who is discharged or
who quits, the employer is liable for waiting time penalties in the form of continued compensation to the
employee at the same rate for up to 30 workdays.

46. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS have willfully failed to pay accrued wages
and other compensation to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS in accordance with California Labor
Code §§ 201 and 202.

47. As a result, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory
penalties, including the waiting time penalties provided in California Labor Code § 203, together with
interest thereon, as well as other available remedies.

48. As a proximatc result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been deprived of compensation in an amount according to proof at the
time of trial, but not in excess of the jurisdiction of this Court, and are entitled to recovery of such
amounts, plus interest thercon, and attorneys’ fees and costs. pursuant to California Labor Code § 1194,

-0 -
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SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage Statements
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226, 1174; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7]
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

49. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

50. During the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS’ illegal payroll policies and
practices to deprive PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS of all wages earned and due, DEFENDANTS
knowingly and intentionally failed to maintain records as required under California Labor Code §§ 226,
1174, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7, including, but not limited to, the following records: total
daily hours worked by each employee; applicable rates of pay; all deductions; meal periods; time
records showing when each employee begins and ends each work period; and accurate itemized
statements.

51. As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and are entitled to
all wages earmned and due, plus interest thereon. Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are
entitled to all available statutory penalties, including, but not limited to, civil penalties pursuant to
California Labor Code §§ 226(c), 226.3, and 1174.5, and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonablc
attorneys’ fees, including, but not limited to, those provided in California Labor Code § 226(e), as well

as other available remedies.

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Maintain Required Records
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7]
(Against all DEFENDANTYS)

52. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

53. During the CLLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS routinely failed to provide PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and 1temized wage statements in writing showing each
employee’s gross wages earned, total hours worked, all deductions made, net wages earncd, the name
and address of the legal entity or entities employing PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, and all
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applicable hourly rates in effect during each pay period and the corresponding number of hours worked
at each hourly rate, in violation of California Labor Code § 226 and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7.

54. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and intentionally failed to
provide PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and itemized wage statements in
accordance with California Labor Code § 226(a).

55.  As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek all wages
earned and due, plus interest thereon. Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to
all available statutory penalties, including, but not limited to, civil penalties pursuant to California Labor
Code §§ 226(e), 226.3, and 1174.5, and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ fees,
including, but not limited to, those provided in California Labor Code § 226(e), as well as other

available remedies.

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary Expenditures Incurred in Discharge of Duties
[Cal. Labor Code § 2802]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

56. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

57. California Labor Code § 2802(a) requires an employer to indemnify an employee for all
necessary expenditures or losses incurred by the employee in direct consequence of the discharge of her
his or her duties, or of his or her obedience to the directions of the employer.

58. During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and willfully failed to
indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all business expenses and/or losscs incurred in
direct consequence of the discharge of their duties while working under the direction of
DEFENDANTS, including, but not limited to, expenses for cell phone use and other employment-
related expenses, in violation of California Labor Code § 2802.

59. As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS’ unlawful actions and omissions, PLAINTIFF
and CLLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek

reimbursement of all necessary expenditures, plus interest thereon pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §
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2802(b). Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory
penalties and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys’ fees, including those provided in

California Labor Code § 2802(c), as well as other available remedies.

TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices
[Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17200 et. seq.]
(Against all DEFENDANTS)

60. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

61. Each and every one of DEFENDANTS’ acts and omissions in violation of the California
Labor Code and/or the applicable IWC Wage Order as alleged herein, including, but not limited to,
DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to provide required meal periods, DEFENDANTS’ failure and
refusal to provide required rest periods, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to pay overtime
compensation, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to pay minimum wages, DEFENDANTS’ failure
and refusal to pay all wages due to discharged or quitting employees, DEFENDANTS’ failure and
refusal to furnish accurate itemized wage statements; DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to maintain
required records, DEFENDANTS’ failure and refusal to indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS for necessary expenditures and/or losses incurring in discharging their duties, constitutes an
unfair and unlawful business practice under California Business and Professions Code §§ 17200, et seq.

62. DEFENDANTS’ violations of California wage and hour laws constitute a business
practice because DEFENDANTS’ aforementioned acts and omissions were done repeatedly over a
significant period of time, and in a systematic manner, to the detriment of PLAINTIFF, CLASS
MEMBERS and the general public.

63. DEFENDANTS have avoided payment of wages, overtime wages, meal periods, rest
periods, and other benefits as required by the California Labor Code, the California Code of
Regulations, and the applicable IWC Wage Order. Further, DEFENDANTS have failed to record,
report, and pay the correct sums of assessment to the state authorities under the California Labor Code

and other applicablc regulations.

64. As a result of DEFENDANTS” unfair and unlawful business practices, DEFENDANTS
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have reaped unfair and illegal profits during the CLASS PERIOD at the expense of PLAINTIFF,
CLASS MEMBERS, and members of the public. DEFENDANTS should be made to disgorge their ill-
gotten gains and to restore them to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS.

65. DEFENDANTS’ unfair and unlawful business practices entitle PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS to seek preliminary and permanent injunctive relief, including, but not limited to, orders
that DEFENDANTS account for, disgorge, and restore to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS the
wages and other compensation unlawfully withheld from them. PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS
are entitled to restitution of all monies to be disgorged from DEFENDANTS in an amount according to
proof at the time of trial, but not in excess of the jurisdiction of this Court.

ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Representative Action for Civil Penalties
[Cal. Labor Code §§ 2698-2699.5]
(Against DEFENDANTS)

66. PLAINTIFF incorporates all facts alleged in paragraphs 1-18 as if fully set forth herein.

67. PLAINTIFF are an “aggrieved employees” within the meaning of California Labor Code
§ 2699(c), and a proper representative to bring a civil action on behalf of himself and other current and
former employees of DEFENDANTS pursuant to the procedures specified in California Labor Code
§ 2699.3, because PLAINTIFF was employed by DEFENDANTS and the alleged violations of the
California Labor Code were committed against PLAINTIFF.

68. Pursuant to the California Private Attorneys General Act of 2004 (“PAGA”™), Labor Code
§§ 2698, et seq., PLAINTIFF seek to recover civil penalties, including, but not limited to, penalties
under California Labor Code §§ 2699, 210, 225.5, 226.3, 1174.5, 1197.1, 1199, and IWC Wage Order
No. 5-2001, § 20, from DEFENDANTS in a representative action for the violations set forth above,
including, but not limited to, violations of California Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 203, 204, 226, 226.7,
S10, 512, 1174, 1194, 1197, 1198, and 2802. PLAINTIFF are also entitled to an award of reasonablc
attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 2699(g)(1).

69. Pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 2699.3, PLLAINTIFF gave written notice by online
filing with the California Labor and Workforce Development Agency ("LWDA™) and by certified mail
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Crass ACTION AND PAGA RIPRESENTATIVE ACTION COMPLAINT




o0 3 ™

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

26

23

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-4 Filed 10/18/18 Page 19 of 46 Page ID #:133

to DEFENDANTS of the specific provisions of the California Labor Code and IWC Wage Orders
PLAINTIFF alleges DEFENDANTS have been violated along with the facts and theories supporting the
alleged violations. PLAINTIFF’S notice to the LWDA was accompanied by PLAINTIFF’S payment of
$75.00 filing fee. Because the LWDA did not provide PLAINTIFF with notice of its intent to investigate
the alleged violations in the 65 calendar days that have lapsed, PLAINTIFF have complied with all of
the requirements set forth in California Labor Code § 2699.3 to commence a representative action
against DEFENDANTS on behalf of herself and other similarly aggrieved employees of
DEFENDANTS. Therefore, PLAINTIFF have complied with all of the requirements set forth in
California Labor Code § 2699.3 to commence a representative action under PAGA.,
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF, individually, and on behalf of all other persons similarly situated
and aggrieved, respectfully prays for relief against DEFENDANTS and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,
and each of them, as follows:

1. For compensatory damages in an amount to be ascertained at trial;

2. For restitution of all monies due to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, as well as
disgorged profits from the unfair and unlawful business practices of DEFENDANTS;

3. For meal and rest period compensation pursuant to California Labor Code § 226.7 and
IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001;

4. For liquidated damages pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194.2 and 1197.1;

5. For preliminary and permanent injunctive relief enjoining DEFENDANTS from violating
the relevant provisions of the California Labor Code and the IWC Wage Orders, and from engaging in
the unlawful business practices complained of herein;

6. For waiting time penalties pursuant to California Labor Code § 203;

7. For statutory and civil penalties according to proof, including, but not limited to, all
penalties authorized by the California Labor Code §§ 226(c) and 2699;

8. For interest on the unpaid wages at 10% per annum pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §§
218.6, 1194, 2802, California Civil Code §§ 3287, 3288, and/or any other applicable provision providing
for pre-judgment interest;
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9. For reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194,
2699, 2802, California Civil Code § 1021.5, and/or any other applicable provisions providing for
attorneys’ fees and costs;

10.  For declaratory relief;

I1. For an order certifying the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, Eighth, and
Ninth Causes of Action as a class action;

12. For an order appointing PLAINTIFF as a class representative and PLAINTIFF’S counsel
as class counsel; and

13.  For such further relief that the Court may deem just and proper.

DATED: August 22, 2018 Respectfully Submitted,
M AW GROUP, PC

nl

IEW J. MATERN
YA D. BOXER
. SUH

Xttorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

-16-
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

PLAINTIFF hereby demands a jury trial with respect to all issues triable by jury as of right.
DATED: August 22, 2018

Atforneys for Plaintiffs ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

17-
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g' Other Employment (15)
] O A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
3 A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 2
s WO,
eviction)
Breach of Contract/ Warrant
(08) y O A6008 Contract/Warranty Breach -Selier Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2. 5.
(not insurance) O A6019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) [EERE
[0 A6028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 1245
§ 00 A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2.,5,86.
< Collections (09) .
8 O A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2., 5.
Insurance Coverage (18) O A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1..2.,5,8.
0 A6009 Contractual Fraud 1.2.,3.,5.
Other Contract (37) 0O A6031 Tortious interference 1.2.,3..5.
O A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraud/negligence) 1.,2.,3.,8.
Eminent Domain/inverse . — .
Condemnation (14) O A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
&
9 Wrongfu! Eviction (33) 1 A8023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.,6.
(o]
a
= {J AB018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2.6
L
o Other Real Property (26) O A86032 Quiet Title 2.6,
3 ABOBO Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlcrc/tenant, foraclosure) | 2,6
= Unfawiul De[a(isn;:)rf()ommercxa! I A8021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrengful eviction) 2.6
£
g Unlaveful Det?é;‘“:r‘Res'dcmla‘ O A6020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential {(not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6
[ {
2 Unlawiul Detain
= _ Unlawidl Lelainer- T ABG20F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2.6
5 Post-Foreclosure (34)
5
drilawful Detainer-Dirugs (38) | L AB022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.8
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Asset Forfeiture (05) 0O A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.,86.
% Petition re Arbitration (11) O A6115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2.5
3
o 0 A6151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2.8
©
© Writ of Mandate (02) 0O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2,
©
3 O A6153 Wiit - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
Other Judicial Review (39) O A6150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2,, 8.
P e
5 Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) { @ AB003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.,2..8
®
2 Construction Defect (10) O A6007 Construction Defect 1.,2.3
=
> . .
%_ Ctaims Invoéztg)g Mass Tort [ A6006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1.,2,8
g
(>" Securities Litigation (28) 0O A6035 Securities Litigation Case 1.,2..8
E Toxic Tort |
s oxic Tor . .
& Environmental (30) O A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1.2,3.,8
>
2 Insurance Coverage Clai
& ge Claims .
from Complex Case (41) 0 A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.2.,5..8
| e
O A6141 Sister State Judgment 2,9
g %:-; O A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2., 6.
% g Enforcement 0O A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9
S _-_g; of Judgment (20) 0O A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2..8.
T o
w o 0O A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.8.
O A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,8.,9
” RICO (27) 0O A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2.,8
3 £
3 Lé_ O A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1.2.8.
i
§ 8 Other Complaints O A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2., 8.
-‘é—’ Z (Not Specified Above) (42) | 1 A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1.2, 8.
© 0 A6000 Other Civil Complaint {non-tori/non-complex) 1.2.8
Partnership Corporation : o
Governance (21) O A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2.8
00 A8121 Civil Harassment 2.3.6
)
q.:::.: S 0O A6123 Workplace Harassment 2.3.9
§ B ) 0 A6124 FElder/Uependent Adult Abuse Case Z2.3.9
% o Other Petitions
A (Nol Specified Above) [0 AB6190 Election Contest Z
= O 43
=0 (43 M A6110 Petition for Change of Name 2.7
O AB170 Petition for Relief from 1.ate Claim Law 2,348
0O A6100 Other Civil Pelition 2.6
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Adrienne Liggins v. GMRI, INC., et al.

Iitem Ill. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item 1., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 2610 N. Sepulveda Blvd.
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

1. 02. 33. 4. 05, Oe6. d7. J8. O9. O10.

CITY: STATE: 2I1P CODE:

Manhattan Beach CA 90266

Item IV. Declaration of Assignment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk courthouse in the
Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local

Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, (c} and (d)}.

Dated: 8/22/18 \
ATUI WRNEY/F‘UNG PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY E FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

o

Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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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 H H . . .
Connty of Los Angeles voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. The parties

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

however, they may not alter the stipulations as written,

because the 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 the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a

Bar Association Labor and R . . . .
Employment Law Section manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial

efficiency.

X The following organizations endorse the goal of
Consu.m?r Attorneys . . . . .
Association of Los Angeles | hromoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel
consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way fo
promote communications and procedures among counsel

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

®Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section¢

Southern California
Defense Counsel

€ Los Angeles County Bar Association

Labor and Employment Law Section ¢

ASSOCIATION OF BUUNE TS FTIAL Lty

prey o
Association of

Business Trial Lawyers ¥ Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles ¢

& Southern California Defense Counsel®

& Association of Business Trial Lawyers ¢

California Employment

Lawyers Association & California Employment Lawyers Association®

LACIV 230 (NEW)
LASC Approved 4-11
For Optional Use
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHQUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

CASE NUMBER:

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 that:

1. The parties commit to conduct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider
whether there can be agreement on the following:

a.

Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by
amendment as of right, or if the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended
complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If so, the parties
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of
documents or information by any 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.”),
Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses;

Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to
indemnify or reimburse for 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 promote efficiency and economy in other
phases of the case. Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Coun;

Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery or
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful,
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as

LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE:

CASE NUMBER:

discussed in the “Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package” served with the
complaint;

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

Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at
www.lacourt.org under “Civil’ and then under “General Information”).

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

to for the complaint, and for the cross-
{INSERT DATE) (INSERT DATE)

complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Government Code § 68616(b),
and the 30 days permitted by Code of Civil 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 www./acourt.org under “Civil",
click on “General Information”, then click on "Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations”.

The parties will prepare a joint report titled “Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing
results of their meet and confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties’
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
statement is due.

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

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: .
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR }
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIV 229 (Rev 02/15)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Page 2 of 2
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY. STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optionat):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

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:

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

2. Atthe Informal Discovery Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties
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.

3. Following a reasonable and good faith 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;

ii.  Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and

ili.  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 next court day following the filing.

b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must:

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

ii.  Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied;

LACIV 036 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optional Use Page 10of 3
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

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

iv. Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed upon
method of service that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no

later than the next court day following the filing.

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

be accepted.

d. 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.

e. 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.

4. 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

resolving the dispute, then a party may file a discovery motion to address unresolved issues.

5. 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 Order of 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).

6. Nothing herein will preclude any party from applying ex parte for appropriate relief, including

an order shortening time for a motion to be heard concerning discovery.

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

terminate the stipulation.

8. References to “days” mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing
~any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time

for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day.

LACIV 036 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Optiona! Use

Page 2 of 3
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CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
>
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
‘;
(TYPE CR PRINT NAME} {ATTORNEY FOR )
LACIV 036 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11

For Optional Use

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

Page 3 0f 3
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk’s Fie Stamp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name}:

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE
{pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)

1. This document relates to:

] Request for Informal Discovery Conference
OJ Answer to Request for informal Discovery Conference

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request: (insert date 10 calendar days following filing of
the Request).

3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference: (insert date 20 calendar
days following filing of the Request).

4. 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
.thmewfgquested discovery, including the facts and '993'..?(9?5“9'7#?. atissue.

LACIV 094 (new) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE

ASC A d 04/11 . ; . . :
EO, Opﬁgﬁg\ﬁse {pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY: STATE BAR NUMBER Reserved for Clerk's File Stainp

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name):

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHQUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:

DEFENDANT:

CASE NUMBER:

STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINE

This stipulation is intended to provide fast and informal resolution of evidentiary
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 a one 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 meet and confer, either in person or via teleconference or
videoconference, concerning all proposed motions in limine. In that meet and confer, the
parties will determine:

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

b. 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 filed in accordance with the California
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

LACIV 075 (new)
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION AND ORDER -~ MOTIONS IN LIMINE

For Optional Use Page 1 of 2
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SHORT TITLE-

CASE NUMBER:

The following parties stipulate:

Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
»
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
Date:
_ >
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
THE COURT SO ORDERS.
Date:
JUDICIAL OFFICER
LACIV 075 (new)

LASC Approved 04/11

STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE

Page 2 of 2
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Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles

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-complaint.

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes without having to sue
someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as alternative dispute
resolution (ADR).

In ADR, trained, impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes
themselves. These persons are called neutrals. For example, in mediations, the
neutral is the mediator. Neutrals 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 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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Advantages of ADR

s Often faster than going to trial

e Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney’s fees and expert fees.

s May permit more participation, 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 s binding, the parties normally give up most court protections, including a decision by a judge or
jury under formal 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 services.

» |f the dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may then have to face the usual and traditional
costs of trial, such as attorney’s fees and expert fees.

The Most Common Types of ADR

o Mediation

In mediation, a neutral (the mediator) assists the parties in reaching 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 feelings 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 have a history of abuse or victimization.

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

Page 2 of 4
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= Arbitration

In arbitration, a neutral person called an “arbitrator” hears arguments and evidence from each
side and then decides 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 parties 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 evaluating the strengths and weaknesses of the case and in negotiating a
settlement.

The Los Angeles Superior Court 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 judges participating 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 http://www.lacourt.org/. This program is available in general jurisdiction cases with
represented parties from independent calendar (IC) and Centrai 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 Adopted 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:

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

e Contact the local bar association (http://www.lacba.org/) or;

» lookin 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
http://calbar.ca.gov/Attorneys/MemberServices/FeeArbitration/ApprovedPrograms.aspx#19

To request information about, or assistance with, dispute resolution, call the number listed below. Or you may
call a Contract Provider agency directly. A list of current Contract Provider agencies in Los Angeles County is
available at the link below.

http://css.lacounty.gov/programs/dispute-resolution-program-drp/

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resolution Program
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406
Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798
TEL: (213) 738-2621
FAX: (213) 386-3995

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17)
LASC Adopted 10-03
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221
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' SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA Resseg orGencs e Siame
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES N
COURTHOUSE ADDRESS: C%?\éi‘:; 2;{*5 ?ICGPY
i A SILE
111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 Suparior Court o Cantormia
County oft ne A noales
AUG 22 2018
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Oifi
/€ h N 1cer/Clerk
UNLIMITED CIVIL - CLASS ACTION/COMPLEX By: Rita Nazaryan, Deputy
CASE NUMBER.
Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicated below. BC- '7 1 7 3 2 1,
THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM | % ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM
Hon. Elihu M. Berle 6 211
Hon. William F. Highberger 10 10
Hon. John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 9 9
Hon. Kenneth Freeman 14 14
Hon. Ann Jones 11 11
Hon. Maren E. Nelson 17 17
>< Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl 12 12
* Hon. Brian S. Currey 15 I3
! *Provisional complex (non-class Supervising
% action) case assignment pending 14 Judge
. complex determination 14
Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer'Clerk of Court
o AUG 2 1 2018 By RITANAZARYAN  peputy Clerk
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES

The following critical provisions of the California Rules of Court, Title 3, Division 7, as applicable in the Superior Court, are summarized
for your assistance.

APPLICATION
The Division 7 Rules were effective January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases.

PRIOQORITY OVER OTHER RULES
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent.

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

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

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

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.

STATUS CONFERENCE

A status conference will be scheduled by the assigned 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, trial
date, and expert witnesses.

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE

The Court will require the parties to attend a final status conference not more than 10 days before the scheduled trial date. All parties
shall have motions in limine, bifurcation motions, statements of major evidentiary issues, dispositive motions, requested form jury
instructions, special jury instructions, and special jury verdicts timely filed and served prior to the conference. These matters may be
heard and resolved at this conference. At least five 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 case to be read to the jury panel as required by Chapter Three
of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

SANCTIONS

The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the failure 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 a party.

This is not a complete delincation of the Division 7 or Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative.

Class Actions

Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Stanley Mosk Courthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex
Jjudge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a class action it will be returned to an Independent Calendar
Courtroom for all purposes.

*Provisionally Complex Cases

Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of complex
status. If the case is deemed to be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court 3.400 ct seq., it will be randomly assigned
to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be returned to an Independent
Calendar Courtroom for all purposes.

LACIV 190 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT — UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE

LASC Approved 05/06
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Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
ADRIENNE LIGGINS individually and on Case No. BC717321
behalf of others similarly situated and
aggrieved [Assigned for all purposes to the Honorable
Carolyn B. Kuhl, Dept. 12]
Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE
Vs. JURY FEE BY PLAINTIFF ADRIENNE
LIGGINS
GMRI, INC., a Florida corporation doing
business as Olive Garden Italian Restaurant; Action Filed: August 22,2018
OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC, a Trial Date: None Set

Florida limited liability company; OLIVE
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unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,
inclusive,

Defendants.

!

NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE




o 0 1 &

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

Case 2:18-cv-09000 Document 1-4 Filed 10/18/18 Page 44 of 46 Page ID #:158

TO THE COURT, ALL PARTIES, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure § 631(b),
Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS hercby deposits an advance jury fee in the amount of $150.00 in the

above-captioned matter.

Dated: August 28, 2018 MATERN L4&¥W GROUP, PC

ATTAN MAFERN
0S D. BOXER

ROY K. SUH

Attorneys for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
individually and on behalf of others similarly situated
and aggrieved

By:

2
NOTICE OF DEPOSIT OF ADVANCE JURY FEE
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JULIE A. DUNNE , Bar No. 160544
jdunne@littler.com
LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
501 W. Broadway, Suite 900
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone:  619.232.0441
Fax No.: 619.232.4302

CARLOS JIMENEZ, Bar No. 227534
cajimenez@littler.com

PENNY CHEN, Bar No. 280706
pchen@littler.com

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.

633 West 5th Street, 63rd Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Telephone: 213.443.4300

Fax No.: 213.443.4299

Attorneys for Defendants
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Sherrj
iR, Carler, Executive O!!icer/CIerk of Court

By: Steven Drew, Deputy

GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC

AND DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - SPRING STREET COURTHOUSE

ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually and
on behalf of others similarly situated and
aggrieved,

Plaintiff,
V.

GMRI, INC., A Florida corporation doing
business as Olive Garden Italian
Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN
HOLDINGS LLC, a Florida limited
liability company; OLIVE GARDEN,
LLC, a California limited liability
Company; DARDEN RESTAURANTS,
INC., a Florida corporation; OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and OLIVE GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
HUNTINGTON BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and DOES 1 through 50,
inclusive,

Defendants.

Case No. BC717321 4
ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO,HON.
JUDGE CAROLYN B. KUHL, DEPT. 12

DEFENDANTS GMRI, INC., OLIVE
GARDEN HOLDINGS, LL.C AND
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.’S
ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION
COMPLAINT

Complaint Filed on August 22, 2018

1.

DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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Defendants GMRI, INC. (“GMRI”), OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC (“OGH”),
DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC. (“Darden”) (collectively “Defendants™) for themselves only,
answer the unverified Class Action Complaint (“Complaint”) filed by Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins
(“Plaintiff”) as follows.

GENERAL DENIAL

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure section 431.30, Defendants generally deny
each and every allegation contained in the Complaint. Defendants further deny that Plaintiff has
been damaged in any sum, or at all, by reason of any act or omission on the part of Defendants or
any of its representatives, agents, servants, or employees.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Defendants have not completed their investigation of the facts and circumstances raised in
the Complaint. As such, Defendants reserve the right to amend or supplement their Answer and to
plead further defenses. Defendants assert the following separate and distinct affirmative or other
defenses. In so doing, however, Defendants do not concede that they have the burden of production
or proof as to any defense asserted below.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Failure To State A Claim)
1. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff’s
and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims in the Complaint, and each cause of action therein,

fail to state a claim sufficient to constitute a cause of action upon which relief can be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Arbitration)

2. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff’s
and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims may be subject to binding arbitration of the
claims, which cannot be brought on a collective or representative basis and/or that each purported
cause of action therein cannot be maintained because Plaintiff has failed to pursue the arbitration

remedies by filing the instant action.

2.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Equitable Defenses)
3. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff’s
and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims are barred, in whole or in part, by the doctrines of

waiver, estoppel, laches, consent and/or unclean hands.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Federal Preemption)

4. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that to the extent
Plaintiff’s and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims involve conduct that is, or seek
remedies that are, governed or preempted by federal laws, such claims are preempted and the Court
lacks subject matter jurisdiction over them.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Exemption)

5. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff’s
and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims are barred, in whole or in part, because, Plaintiff
and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims were exempt from overtime, including pursuant to
the California Wage Orders.

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Exemption — No Performance)

6. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants are informed and believes
that a reasonable opportunity for investigation and discovery will reveal, and on that basis allege,
that the Complaint, and each cause of action set forth therein, or some of them, are barred to the
extent that Plaintiff and/or the putative class members she seeks to represent, or some of them, did
not perform their duties in accordance with the reasonable expectations of Defendants and/or in the
manner directed by Defendants, and accordingly such acts or omissions cannot deprive Defendants
the benefit of the exemption from overtime consistent with Ramirez v. Yosemite Water Co., 20 Cal.

4th 785 (2000).

3.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Exhaustion)
7. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint
and each cause of action set forth therein are barred because Plaintiff failed to timely, properly
and/or completely exhaust all of the applicable contractual, administrative and/or statutorily required

remedies available to her, and that such failure bars this suit in whole or in part.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Statute Of Limitations)

8. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that each purported
cause of action set forth in the Complaint may be barred, in whole or in part, by the applicable
statute(s) of limitation, including but not limited to, California Code of Civil Procedure sections 337,
338 and 340, Labor Code Section 203, and/or Business and Professions Code section 17208.

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Breach Of Duties)

9. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense to the Complaint, Defendants allege
that Plaintiff and/or putative class member claims are barred by their own breach of duties owed to
Defendants, including but not limited to those under California Labor Code sections 2853, 2854 and
2856.

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Bona Fide Dispute)
10.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense to the Complaint, Defendants allege
there exists a bona fide dispute as to whether any additional compensation is actually due to Plaintiff

or to any putative class member, and if so, the amount thereof.

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Class Action — Certification Prerequisites)
11.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintift’s
Complaint, and each cause of action therein, fails to state a cognizable class under Section 382 of the

California Rules of Civil Procedure, or any other applicable rule or law regulating the maintenance
4.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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of class actions, because: (a) Plaintiff cannot establish the necessary elements for class treatment; (b)
a class action is not an appropriate method for the fair and efficient adjudication of the class claims
described in the Complaint; (¢c) common issues of fact or law do not predominate, rather, to the
contrary, individual issues predominate; (d) Plaintiff’s claims are not typical of the claims of the
alleged putative class; (e) Plaintiff cannot fairly and adequately represent the interests of the alleged
putative class; (f) class treatment is neither appropriate nor constitutional under the circumstances in
this case; and/or (g) a well-defined community of interest in the questions of law and/or fact
affecting Plaintiff and the members of the alleged putative class does not exist.

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Class Action — Standing)
12.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense to the Complaint, and each cause of
action therein, Defendants allege that Plaintiff lacks standing to assert the legal rights or interests of

others.

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Class Action — Lack Of Manageability)
13.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint,
and each cause of action therein, cannot proceed as a purported class action because of difficulties

that render the action unmanageable.

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Class Action — Violation Of Due Process)
14.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that certification of
a class and/or allowing the action to proceed with Plaintiff as a representative, as applied to the facts
and circumstances of this case, would constitute a denial of Defendants’ due process rights, both
substantive and procedural, in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States

Constitution and the California Constitution.

5.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Class Action — No Damages)

15.  As aseparate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that this case cannot
be tried on a representative basis or with the use of statistical sampling because the use of
representative evidence or statistical sampling could/would result in damages being awarded to those
who have suffered no injury and have no legal right to damages.

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(No Wage Violation — “Hours Worked”)

16.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that some or all of
the hours claimed by Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative class members are not “hours worked”
within the meaning of any Wage Order(s) issued by the California Industrial Welfare Commission
and/or under applicable California law and, thus, do not require minimum wage compensation, or
any compensation at all.

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(De Minimis)
17.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint,
and each cause of action therein, are barred, in whole or in part, because some or all of the disputed
time for which Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative class members seek to recover wages purportedly

owed is not compensable pursuant to the de minimis doctrine.

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Secreted Or Absented)

18.  Plaintiff’s and/or the alleged putative class members’ claims for alleged failure to pay
wages are barred to the extent that Defendants did not reasonably know hours were worked by
Plaintiff and/or the putative class members Plaintiff seeks to represent, to the extent Plaintiff or the
putative class members Plaintiff seeks to represent deliberately prevented Defendants from acquiring
knowledge of the hours worked and/or to the extent Plaintiff and/or the putative class she seeks to

represent secreted or absented themselves to avoid payment of wages.

6.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Meal Periods — Waiver)

19.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff and/or
the alleged putative class members waived their meal periods, including but not limited to: 1) any
day in which their total work period was no more than six hours; 2) any day in which the total work
period was between ten and twelve hours and Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative class members
waived their second meal period and did not waive their first meal period; and 3) any day in which a
meal period was provided by Defendants but not taken or otherwise voluntarily waived by Plaintiff
and/or the alleged putative class members, as a result of the exercise of discretion, independent
judgment, and self-determination.

TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Meal Breaks And Rest Periods Provided)
20. The meal period and rest breaks claims of Plaintiff and the putative class members
Plaintiff seeks to represent fail, in whole or in part, because Defendants provided meal periods and
rest breaks in compliance with California law and did not prevent Plaintiff or the putative class

members from taking such meal periods and rest breaks.

TWENTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Wage Statements — No “Knowing And Intentional Failure”)

22. As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that even assuming
Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative class members were not provided with a proper itemized
statement of wages and deductions, which Defendants deny, Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative
class members are not entitled to recover any damages or penalties because, pursuant to Labor Code
section 226(e) and/or other applicable California law, any alleged non-compliance was not a
“knowing and intentional failure” by Defendants and, instead, was inadvertent and not willful.

TWENTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Labor Code Section 203)
23.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that any claims

pursuant to or related to Labor Code section 203 are barred to the extent that Plaintiff or putative
7.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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class members secreted or absented themselves to avoid payment of wages, thereby relieving
Defendants of liability for waiting time penalties.

TWENTY-THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Labor Code Sections 201-203 — Payment Of All Wages)

24.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that while
Defendants dispute any discharge of Plaintiff or putative class members, Defendants paid all wages
due to Plaintiff and/or the alleged putative class members when their employment with Defendants
ended.

TWENTY-FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Labor Code Section 203 — No Willful Or Intentional Violation)
25.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint
fails to state a claim for penalties under California Labor Code section 203 because Defendants did

not willfully or intentionally violate Labor Code sections 201 or 202.

TWENTY-FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Labor Code Sections 201 And 202 — Good Faith Dispute)

26.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint
fails to state a claim for penalties under the California Labor Code because (1) there are bona fide
good faith disputes as to whether further compensation is due to Plaintiff and/or the putative class
members, and if so, as to the amount of such further compensation; (2) Defendants have not willfully
failed to pay such additional compensation, if any is owed; and (3) to impose penalties in this case
would be inequitable and unjust.

TWENTY-SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Business And Professions Code §§ 17200 Ez Seq. — Violates Due Process)

27.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Unfair
Competition Law, Business and Professions Code section 17200, et seq., is vague and overbroad,
and that prosecution of a representative action under said statute, as applied to the facts and
circumstances of this case, would constitute a denial of Defendants’ due process rights, both

substantive and procedural, in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States
8.
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Constitution and the California Constitution.

TWENTY-SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Adequate Remedy At Law — No Declaratory/Injunctive Relief)

28.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff and/or
the alleged putative class members are not entitled to equitable relief insofar as they have an
adequate remedy at law. Defendants further allege that Plaintiff has no standing to seek injunctive
relief or assert claims on behalf of others currently employed.

TWENTY-EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Actions Qutside Scope Of Employment)

29.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that if Plaintiff
and/or the alleged putative class members suffered any damages that were proximately or legally
caused by the actions of Defendants’ employees, which Defendants deny, such actions were
committed outside the course and scope of such employees’ employment and were not authorized,
adopted or ratified by Defendants and/or Defendants neither knew of nor should it have known of
such conduct.

TWENTY-NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Good Faith)

30.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint,
and each cause of action therein, cannot be maintained because, without admitting that any violation
took place, Defendants allege that any violation of the Labor Code and/or of any order of the
Industrial Welfare Commission was an act or omission made in good faith, and that Defendants, in
any participation in such acts, had reasonable grounds for believing that the act or omission was not
a violation of the Labor Code and/or any order of the Industrial Welfare Commission.

THIRTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Substantial Compliance)
31.  Defendants allege that, even assuming, arguendo, that Defendants failed to comply
with any provision of the Labor Code, including Labor Code sections 226.7 and 512, Defendants

substantially complied with the Labor Code and or any applicable Wage Orders and Regulations,
9.
DEFENDANTS’ ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
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thus rendering an award of civil penalties inappropriate under the circumstances.

THIRTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(No Basis For Attorneys’ Fees And Costs)
32.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that Plaintiff failed
to state facts sufficient to constitute a claim for which attorneys’ fees and costs may be awarded.

THIRTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Interest)
33.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint
fails to properly state a claim upon which interest may be awarded, as the damages claimed are not

sufficiently certain to allow an award of interest.

THIRTY-THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(No Imposition Of Penalties)

34.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that, as applied to
this putative class action, imposition of penalties would result in the imposition of excessive fines in
violation of Article I, section 17 of the California Constitution and the Eighth Amendment to the
United States Constitution, as made applicable to the states under the Fourteenth Amendment to the
United States Constitution.

THIRTY-FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Unconstitutional Penalties)

35.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the imposition
of replicating individual penalties would deprive Defendants of its fundamental constitutional rights
to due process under the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Constitution and under the
Constitution and laws of the State of California. See State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance
Company v. Campbell, 538 U.S. 408 (2003); People ex. rel. Lockyer v. R.J. Reynolds, 37 Cal. 4th
707 (2005); Ratner v. Chemical Bank New York Trust Co., 54 F.R.D. 412 (S.D.N.Y. 1972).

10.
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THIRTY-FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Claims Discharged)

36.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint,
and each cause of action therein, are barred, in whole or in part, because all or a portion of the
wages, premium pay, interest, attorneys’ fees, penalties and/or other relief sought by Plaintiff on his
own behalf and/or the alleged putative class members, were, or will be before the conclusion of this
action, paid or collected, and, therefore, Plaintiff’s claims and/or the claims of the alleged putative

class members have been partially or completely discharged.

THIRTY-SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Avoidable Consequences)

37.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants are informed and believe
that a reasonable opportunity for investigation and discovery will reveal, and on that basis alleges
that any recovery sought by way of Plaintiff’s Complaint by Plaintiff and/or any putative class
members is barred in whole or in part by the avoidable consequences doctrine. More specifically,
Defendants are informed and believe that a reasonable opportunity for investigation and discovery
will reveal that Plaintiff and/or any putative class members could have taken reasonable steps to
avoid or mitigate the damages they now seek to recover.

THIRTY-SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Labor Code Sections And IWC Orders — Unconstitutionally Vague)

38.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that the Complaint
and each cause of action therein, or some of them, are barred because the applicable wage order(s) of
the Industrial Welfare Commission is unconstitutionally vague and ambiguous and violates
Defendants’ rights under the United States Constitution and the California Constitution as to, among

other things, due process of law.

THIRTY-NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(No Employment Relationship)

39.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that there was no

employment relationship between one or all of them and Plaintiff or any putative class member;

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C. 1 1
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therefore, the Complaint, and each of its purported claims, fails to state a claim upon which relief
can be granted as to Defendants, which never employed Plaintiff or any putative class member.

FORTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

(Collateral Estopple/Res Judicata)

40.  As a separate and distinct affirmative defense, Defendants allege that such claims are
barred by collateral estoppel and/or res judicata insofar as Plaintiff and/or individual putative class
members have litigated or will litigate issues raised by the Complaint prior to adjudication of those
issues in the instant action.

11
11
11
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1 ADDITIONAL DEFENSES

2 42.  Defendants presently have insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form
3 || a belief as to whether there may be additional, as yet unstated, defenses and reserves the right to

4 || assert additional defenses or defenses in the event discovery indicates such defenses are appropriate.

5 PRAYER FOR RELIEF

6 WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for relief as follows:

7 1. Plaintiff takes nothing by way of the Complaint;

8 2. Plaintiff’s Complaint be dismissed in its entirety with prejudice;

9 3. Judgment be entered against Plaintiff and in favor of Defendants on all of
10 Plaintiff’s causes of action;
11 4. Defendants be awarded its costs of suit and attorneys’ fees incurred as provided
12 by law and/or contract; and
13 5. For such other and further relief as the Court deems fair and just.

14 1 Dated: October 17,2018

) (/-

16
JULIE DUNNE
17 CARLOS JIMENEZ
PENNY CHEN
18 LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
Attorneys for Defendants
19 GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS,
20 LLC, DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.
21
22
FIRMWIDE:158321100.2 069299.1178
23
24
25
26
27
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PROOF OF SERVICE

At the time of service, I was over the age of eighteen years, and not a party to the
within action. I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. My business
address is 633 West Fifth Street, 63rd Floor, Los Angeles, California 90071.

On October 17, 2018, I served true copies(y) of the following document(s) described
as DEFENDANTS GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS, LLC AND DARDEN

RESTAURANTS, INC.’S ANSWER TO CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT on the
interested parties in this action as follows:

Matthew J. Matern, Esq. Attorney for Plaintiff ADRIENNE LIGGINS
Joshua D. Boxer, Esq.

Roy K. Suh, Esq.

MATERN LAW GROUP, PC

1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200

Manhattan Beach, California 90266

Telephone: (310) 531-1900

Facsimile: (310) 531-1901

Emails: mmatern@maternlawgroup.com
jboxer@maternlawgroup.com
rsuh@maternlawgroup.com

(BY U.S. MAIL) I enclosed the document(s) in a sealed envelope or package addressed to
the persons at the addresses listed above or on the attached Service List and placed the envelope for
collection and mailing, following Littler Mendelson’s ordinary business practices. I am readily
familiar with Littler Mendelson’s practice for collecting and processing correspondence for mailing.
On the same day that the correspondence is placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the
ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service, in a sealed envelope with postage
fully prepaid.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is
true and correct.

I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court at whose
direction the service was made. Executed on October 17, 2018 at Los Angeles, California.

-

Venus Bernardo

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C. 14

633 West 5th Street
63rd Floor
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JULIE A. DUNNE , Bar No. 160544
jdunne@littler.com
ITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
501 W. Broadway, Suite 900
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619.232.0441
Fax No.: 619. 232.4302

CARLOS JIMENEZ, Bar No. 227534

cajimenez(@littler.com
PENNY CHEN, Bar No. 280706
chen@littler.com
ITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
633 West 5th Street, 63rd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone: 213.443.4300
Fax No.: 213.443.4299

Attorneys for Defendants

GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS,
LLC, DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually
and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved,

Plaintiff,
V.

GMRI, INC., A Florida corporation
doing business as Olive Garden
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN
HOLDINGS LLC, a Florida limited
liability company; OLIVE
GARDEN, LLC, a California limited
liabilit Comgaan ; DARDEN
RESTAURANTS, l{\IC., a Florida
corporation, OLIVE = GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT =
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT — HUNTINGTON
BEACH, an entity of unknown form,;
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.

333333333333333

Case No.
DECLARATION OF RANDOLPH
BABITT SUPPORT OF NOTICE OF
REMOVAL OF CIVIL ACTIONTO
FEDERAL COURT

[28 U.S.C. §§ 1332, 1441, & 1446]

Complaint Filed on August 22, 2018
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DECLARATION OF RANDOLPH BABITT
I, Randolph Babitt, hereby declare and state as follows:

1. I am the Vice President of Human Resources Shared Services for GMRI,
Inc. in the above-entitled matter. I am an authorized custodian of GMRI’s records
pertaining to human resources practices and policies. Except where otherwise
indicated, I have personal knowledge, or knowledge base on my review of corporate
records that are within my custody and control, of the facts set forth herein, and if called
as a witness, could competently testify thereto.

2. As a result of my job duties, I have read and am intimately familiar with
human resources documents that GMRI, Inc. collects and maintains in the regular
course of its business operations.

3. GMRI, Inc. pays its non-exempt, hourly employees in California on a
weekly basis, resulting in 52 pay periods per year. This practice has been consistent at
least since August 22, 2014.

4, Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.,
which is created in the course of GMRI’s regularly-conducted business operations,
GMRI, Inc. employed more than 30,390 employees in Olive Garden Restaurants in
California in non-exempt, hourly positions between August 22, 2014 and approximately
October 11, 2018.

5. Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.,
which is created in the course of GMRI’s regularly-conducted business operations, the
aforementioned 30,390 employees in Olive Garden Restaurants in California worked at
least 1,942,649 workweeks between August 22, 2014 and October 11 2018, based on
the hire and termination dates of these employees.

6. Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.,
which is created in the course of GMRI’s regularly-conducted business operations,
GMRI, Inc. employed more than 26,156 employees in Olive Garden Restaurants in

California in non-exempt, hourly positions between August 22, 2015 and approximately
1.
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October 11, 2018.

7. Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.,
which is created in the course of GMRI’s regularly-conducted business operations, the
aforementioned 26,156 employees in Olive Garden Restaurants in California worked at
least 1,513,744 workweeks between August 22, 2015 and October 11 2018, based on
the hire and termination dates of these employees.

8. Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.
which is created in the course of GMRI Inc.’s regularly-conducted business operations,
an estimated 16,247 putative class members have separated their employment with
GMRI since August 22, 2015.

9. Based on my review of the human resources data available to GMRI, Inc.
which is created in the course of GMRI Inc.’s regularly-conducted business operations,
between August 22, 2017 to October 11, 2018, GMRI employed approximately 16,285
putative class members. Of these 16,285 putative class members, 7,621 putative class
members were employed for 41 or more workweeks based on hire and termination
dates. The remaining 8,664 putative class members were employed for a total of
146,256 workweeks based on hire and termination dates.

10. Based on my review of the human resources data and documents available
to GMRI, Inc. which is created in the course of GMRI Inc.’s regularly-conducted
business operations, Plaintiff Adrienne Liggins was employed from January 2016 until
August 2016, then again from April 2017 through September 2017.

11.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I hereby declare under penalty of perjury,
under the laws of the United States of America and the State of California, that the
foregoing is true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on October 18,

2018,at (Dr lande  Florida.

(RM&Z///’Z C- 73%,&

RANDOLPH BABITT

FIRMWIDE:158503792.1 069299.1178
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JULIE A. DUNNE , Bar No. 160544
jdunne@littler.com
ITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
501 W. Broadway, Suite 900
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: 619. 232.0441
Fax No.: 619.232.4302

CARLOS JIMENEZ, Bar No. 227534

cajimenez@littler.com
PENNY CHEN, Bar No. 280706
chen@littler.com
ITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
633 West 5th Street, 63rd Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone: 213.443.4300
Fax No.: 213.443.4299

Attorneys for Defendants

GMRI, INC., OLIVE GARDEN HOLDINGS,
LLC, DARDEN RESTAURANTS, INC.

- UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ADRIENNE LIGGINS, individually
and on behalf of others similarly
situated and aggrieved,

Plaintiff,
V.

GMRI, INC., A Florida corporation
doing business as Olive Garden
Italian Restaurant; OLIVE GARDEN
HOLDINGS LLC, a Florida limited
liability company; OLIVE
GARDEN, LLC, a California limited
liabilit Company; DARDEN
REST URANTé), 1¥\IC., a Florida
corporation, OLIVE = GARDEN
ITALIAN RESTAURANT —
MANHATTAN BEACH, an entity of
unknown form; and OLIVE
GARDEN ITALIAN
RESTAURANT - HUNTINGTON
BEACH, an entity of unknown form;
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive,

Defendants.
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1 DECLARATION OF COLLEEN H. LYONS
2 I, Colleen H. Lyons, hereby declare and state as follows:
3 1. I am the Assistant Secretary of GMRI, Inc. (“GMRI”), a Defendant in the
4 || above-entitled matter. Except where otherwise indicated, I have personal knowledge,
5 || or knowledge based on my review of corporate records that are within my custody
6 || and/or control, of the facts set forth herein, and if called as a witness, could competently
7 || testify thereto.
8 2, GMRI, Inc. (“GMRI”) is incorporated under the laws of the State of
9 || Florida and maintains its headquarters in Orlando, Florida.
10 3. Darden Restaurants, Inc. (“Darden”) is incorporated under the laws of the
11 || State of Florida and maintains its headquarters in Orlando, Florida.
12 4. Olive Garden Holdings, LLC (OGH) is a limited liability company with its
13 || sole member residing in Florida.
14 - Darden is the sole shareholder of GMRI; GMRI is a wholly-owned
15 || subsidiary of Darden.
16 6. GMRI is the sole member of OGH.
17 7. In lieu of GMRI shareholder meetings, Darden takes actions as the sole
18 || shareholder of GMRI pursuant to written consents executed in the State of Florida.
19 8. GMRI has only one director and he resides in the State of Florida.
20 0. In lieu of GMRI director meetings, GMRI’s director takes actions as the
21 || sole director of GMRI pursuant to written consents executed in the State of Florida.
22 10. A substantial majority of GMRI, Inc.’s current corporate officers reside in
23 || 'the State of Florida.
24 11.  GMRI's primary administrative and financial offices are located in the
25 || State of Florida, which is also where it maintains a substantial majority of its records.
26 12. A substantial majority of the corporate policy decisions of GMRI—
27 | including operational, executive, and administrative policy decisions, including human
28 || resources, benefits and payroll—are made at its Orlando, Florida headquarters.

LITTLER MENDELSON, P.C.
533 West 5th Street 1
631d Floor
Los Angeles, CA 80071
213 443 4300
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13. Inrecent years, all of Darden’s shareholder meetings have been held in the
State of Florida.

14. Inrecent years, a majority of the meetings of Darden’s Board of Directors
have been held in the State of Florida.

15.  All of Darden’s current executive officers reside in the State of Florida.

16. Darden’s current general counsel resides and maintains an office in the
State of Florida.

17. Darden has no employees; no individuals draw a paycheck from Darden.

18. Darden’s administrative and financial offices are located in the State of
Florida, which is also where it maintains a substantial majority of its records.

19. A substantial majority of the corporate policy decisions of Darden —
including operational, executive, administrative policy decisions—are made at its
Orlando, Florida headquarters.

20. OGH has no employees; no individuals draw a paycheck from OGH.

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I hereby declare under penalty of perjury, under
the laws of the United States of America and the State of California, that the foregoing

is true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on October / 9, 2018, at

D v / an do , Florida.

FIRMWIDE:158503172.2 069299.1178
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