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Rutan & Tucker, LLP
attorneys at law

Mark J. Austin (State Bar No. 208880)
maustin@rutan.com

Alisha Patterson (State Bar No. 274630)
?a%tterson rutan.com
TAN & TUCKER, LLP
611 Anton Boulevard, Suite 1400
Costa Mesa, California 92626-1931
Telephone: 714-641-5100
Facsimile: 714-546-9035
Attorneys for Defendant
JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
LAURA VASQUEZ, on behalf of Case No.
herself and all other similarly situated,
DEFENDANT
Plaintiff, JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC’S
NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO
VS. FEDERAL COURT PURSUANT TO

28 U.S.C. §§ 1441(a) AND 1331
JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC, a
California limited liability company, and | [FEDERAL QUESTION
DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, RISDICTION]

Defendants. (Los Anégeles Superior Court Case
No. BC689098)

TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT, AND TO
PLAINTIFF LAURA VASQUEZ AND HER ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Defendant JustFoodForDogs, LLC
(“Defendant”) hereby removes the above-captioned action from the Superior Court of
the State of California, County of Los Angeles, to the United States District Court for
the Central District of California, Western Division. This removal is based on federal
question, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1441(a) and 1446.

As required by 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), Defendant will file in Superior Court and
serve upon Plaintiff Laura Vasquez (“Plaintiff””) and her counsel of record a Notice to

State Court and Adverse Party of Removal of Civil Action to Federal Court (with

DEFENDANT JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC’S

?;‘82;0725823,,91‘3’%38,]8 -1- NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
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these removal papers attached).

In support of this Notice of Removal, Defendant states the following:
I. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

1. On January 9, 2018, Plaintiff filed a civil putative class action in the
Superior Court of the State of California, County of Los Angeles, captioned Laura

Vasquez, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated, Plaintiff, v.

JustFoodForDogs, LLC, a California limited liability company, and DOES 1 through

10, inclusive, Defendants, Case No. BC689098 in the Superior Court of the State of

California, County of Orange (the “State Court Action”) . A true and correct copy of
the Complaint is attached as Exhibit A (“Complaint”).

2. The State Court issued Summons in the State Court Action on
January 9, 2018. A true and correct copy of the Summons is attached as Exhibit B
(“Summons”).

3. Pursuant to California Code of Procedure Section 415.30(c), service of
the Summons was deemed complete on February 2, 2018. This is the date counsel
for Defendant (Mark J. Austin) signed the Notice of Acknowledgement of Receipt—
Civil. A true and correct copy of the Notice of Acknowledgement of Receipt—Civil
is attached as Exhibit C (“Acknowledgement”).

4, Defendants DOES 1 through 10 are unnamed and unknown, and,
therefore, have not been served with Plaintiff’s Complaint.

5. To the best of Defendant’s knowledge, no other proceedings related
hereto have been heard in the Los Angeles County Superior Court.

6. The documents attached as Exhibits A through C constitute all process,
pleadings, orders, and other documents served upon the Defendant in this action. See
28 U.S.C. § 1446(a). (Based on the State Court’s docket in the State Court Action,
there appear to be additional orders and documents that have not been served on
Defendant.)

VAN

DEFENDANT JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC’S

2499/028397-0033
12063752.1 202/28/18 -2~ NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
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II. STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION

7. The basis for removal is that this Court has original jurisdiction of this
action under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 and is one which may be removed to this Court by
Defendant pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a).

8. Plaintiff’s Complaint contains a single cause of action that “aris[es]
under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States” (28 U.S.C. § 1331)—
namely, the Fair and Accurate Credit Transaction Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1581c(g)
(“FACTA”). Plaintiff alleges that Defendant printed a credit-card expiration date on
a receipt that she received in June of 2017. (Ex. A, Complaint, § 14.) She seeks to
represent a class of “[a]ll person in the United States to whom, since the date two
years preceding the filing of this Action, Defendant provided an electronically printed
hardcopy receipt at the point of sale or transaction on which was printed the expiration
date of the person’s credit or debit card.” (Ex. A, Complaint, § 15.)

9. Plaintiff has not asserted any State law claims.

III. TIMELINESS OF REMOVAL

10.  Pursuant to California Code of Procedure Section 415.30(c), service of
the Summons was deemed complete on February 2, 2018. In accordance with
28 U.S.C. § 1446(b), Defendant filed this removal action within 30 days of
February 2", The removal is, therefore, timely. Madren v. Belden, Inc., No. 12-CV-
01706-RMW, 2012 WL 2572040, at *2 (N.D. Cal. July 2, 2012), citing Murphy Bros.,
Inc. v. Mitchetti Pipe Stringing, Inc., 526 U.S. 344, 347-48, 354 (1999) (“Formal

service of process, measured from the service date according to state law, is a

prerequisite for triggering the 30—day removal period because it ‘assures defendants
adequate time to decide whether to remove an action to federal court.’”).
IV. VENUE

11.  Plaintiff originally filed this action in the Superior Court of California,
for the County of Los Angeles. Venue is thus proper in this district, pursuant to

28 U.S.C. § 1441(a), because it encompasses the county in which this action is

DEFENDANT JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC’S

?;32/30725823.(])7;(())20/322/18 -3- NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
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pending.
V. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS

12.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(a), copies of all process, pleadings, and
orders served upon Defendant are attached to this Notice of Removal. Pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), a copy of this Notice of Removal is being served upon counsel
for Plaintiff and a copy is being filed with the Clerk of the Superior Court of
California, for the County of Los Angeles.
VI. DEFENSES

13.  The removal of this action to the Central District of California does not

waive Defendant’s ability to assert any defense to this action.

WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully prays that this Notice of Removal be
deemed good and sufficient, and that Case No. BC689098 be removed from the
Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, to the docket of this Honorable

Court.

Dated: February 28, 2018 RUTAN & TUCKER, LLP
MARK J. AUSTIN
ALISHA PATTERSON

By: /s/

Mark J. Austin
Attorneys for Defendant
JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC

DEFENDANT JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC’S

499/028397-0033
?206372521 202/28/18 -4- NOTICE OF REMOVAL TO FEDERAL COURT
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1 || KENNETH S. GAINES, ESQ. SBN 049045 gees
ken(@gaineslawfirm.com
2 || DANIELF. GAINES, ESQ. SBN 251483 JAN 0 9 2018
aniel@gainestawfirm.com Sharri B, st i
3l ALEXP. KATOFSKY, ESQ. SBN 202754 e B e xeous OlfcerClr
alex@gaineslawfirm.com V' Jenny D. Truong e
4 || SEPIDEH ARDESTANIL, ESQ. SBN 274259
sepidch@gaineslawfirm.com
5 {| GAINES & GAINES, APLC
27200 Agoura Road, Suite 101
6 Calabasag, California 91301
Telephone: (818) 703-8985
7 |l Facsimile: (818) 703-8984
8 | Anomeys for Plaintiff Laura Vasquez, on behalf of herself and others similarly situated
9
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
10
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
11
12 || LAURA VASQUEY, on behalf of herself and | Case No.:
all others similarly situated, BC 68 9 098
13 CLASS ACTION
14 Plaintiff,
V. COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND
15 INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC, a California
16 || limited liability company, and DOES 1 DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
through 10, inclusive,
17
18 Defendants.
19
20 Plaintff LAURA VASQUEZ (“Plaintiff"), on behalf of hexself and all others similarly
21 situated (the “Class™ or “Plainiiff Class™), and on behalf of the general public, complains of
22 i Defendanis, and each of them, s follows:
23 INTRODUCTION
24 1. This is a Class Action, pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure § 382, on behalf of
25 || Plaintiff and other individuals who used credit or debit cards to make purchases from one or
26 || more establishments owned and/or operated by Defendant JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC, a
27 || Califomia limited liability company, and/or any subsidiaries or affiliated companies {hereinafier
78 I referred to as “Defendants™),
.1-
COMPLAINT FORDANTRES A INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Opt-Out: Not Defined

eyurt A paceE 5
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2. In 2003, Congress passed the Fair and Accurate Credit Transaction Act

(“FACTA™) to assist in the prevention of identity theft and credit and debit card fraud.
3 A main provision of FACTA (codified as 15 U.S.C. § 1681c(g) of the Fair Credit

2.

Reporting Act) provides that:

“No person that accepts credit cards or debit cards for the transaction
of business shall print more than the last five digits of the card
number or the expiration date upon any receipt provided to the

cardholder at the point of sale or transaction.”

4. Defendants have willfully violated this law and failed to protect Plaintiff and
others similarly situated against identity theft and credit card and debit card fraud by printing of

the credit and/or debit card expiration date on receipts provided to cardholders transacting

business with Defendants.

5. Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated, brings this action
against Defendants based on Defendants’ violation of 15 U.S.C. §§ 1681 et seq.

6. Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and the Class, seeks statutory damages, punitive
damages, costs and attorneys’ fees, all of which are expressly made available by statute at 15
U.S.C. §§ 1681 ef seq., and a permanent injunction enjoining Defendants from continuing their

unlawful practice of willfully violating FACTA’s provisions intended to safeguard against

identity theft and credit and debit card fraud.

PARTIES
7. Plaintiff is, and at all times relevant hereto was, a resident of the State of
California.
8. At all times relevant herein, Defendants have been doing business in the County

of Los Angeles, State of California. The violations alleged herein have taken place at
Defendants’ business location within the County of Los Angeles, State of California. Venue as
to each Defendant is therefore proper in this judicial district, pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure
§ 395.

W\

-2

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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9. The true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate, or
otherwise, of Defendant sued herein as DOES 1 to 10, inclusive, are currently unknown to
Plaintiff, who therefore sues Defendant by such fictitious names under Code of Civil Procedure §
474, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based thereon allege, that each of the Defendants
designated herein as a DOE is legally responsible in some manner for the unlawful acts referred
to herein. Plaintiff will seek leave of court to amend this Complaint to reflect the true names and
capacities of the Defendant designated hereinafter as DOES when such identities become known.

10. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based thereon alleges, that each Defendant
acted in all respects pertinent to this action as the agent of the other Defendants, carried out a
joint scheme, business plan or policy in all respects pertinent hereto, and the acts of each
Defendant are legally attributable to the other Defendants.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

11. At times since at least June, 2012, Defendants have owned and/or operated one or

more pet food stores in California.

12. Based on information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants accepted credit

and debit cards from customers to make purchases at its stores.

13. Plaintiff used a credit card to make a purchase at Defendants’ Sherman Oaks,
California store in June, 2017. The expiration date of her credit card was printed on the receipt

generated and provided to her at the point of sale.
14. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based thereon alleges, that Defendants
printed expiration dates on receipts provided to their customers for transactions since at least

June, 2012,
CLASS ALLEGATIONS

15.  Plaintiff brings this class action pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure §

382. Plaintiff seeks to certify a Class composed of and defined as follows:
THE CLASS
All persons in the United States to whom, since the date two years

preceding the filing of this Action, Defendant provided an

-3 -

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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1 electronically printed hardcopy receipt at the point of sale or

2 transaction on which was printed the expiration date of the person’s

3 credit or debit card.

4 I Numerosity

5 16. The Class is so numerous that joinder of all individual members in one action

6 || would be impracticable. The disposition of the individual claims of the respective class members

7 || through this class action will benefit both the parties and this Court.

8 17.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that there are, at minimum,

9 1,000 Class members.
10 18.  The exact size of the Class and the identities of the individual members thereof are
11 ascertainable through Defendants’ records, including, but not limited to, Defendants’ sales and
12 transaction records.
13 Typicality
14 19.  Plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of the Class. The claims of the Plaintiff
15 || and the Class are based on the same legal theories and arise from the same unlawful conduct.
16 20.  Plaintiff and Class members were customers of Defendants, having made a
17 purchase from, or transacted business with, Defendants using a credit card and/or debit card. At
18 || the point of such sale or transaction with Plaintiff and Class members, Defendants provided to
19 Plaintiff and Class members a receipt which violated 15 U.S.C. § 1681c(g).
20 || Common Questions of Fact and Law
21 21.  There is a well-defined community of interest and common questions of fact and
22 law affecting members of the Class.
23 22.  The questions of fact and law common to the Class predominate over questions
24 which may affect individual members and includes the following:
25 a. Whether Defendants’ conduct of providing Plaintiff and Class members with a
26 sales or transaction receipt whereon Defendants printing of the credit and/or
27 debit card expiration date violated FACTA, 15 U.S.C. §§ 1681 et seq.;
28 b. Whether Defendants” conduct was willful;

-4 -
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
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1 c. Whether Plaintiff and Class members are entitled to statutory damages,
punitive damages, costs and/or attorneys’ fees for Defendants’ acts and
conduct; and

d. Whether Plaintiff and Class members are entitled to a permanent injunction

enjoining Defendants from continuing to engage in its unlawful conduct.

23,  Plaintiff is an adequate representative of the Class because her interests do not
conflict with the interests of the Class. Plaintiff will fairly, adequately and vigorously represent
and protect the interests of Class members and has no interests antagonistic to Class members,

2
3
4
5
6 || Adequacy of Representation
7
8
9
O || Plaintiff has retained counsel who are competent and experienced in the prosecution of class

11 action litigation.

12 Superiority

13 24, A class action is superior to other available means for the fair and efficient
14 || adjudication of the Class’ claims. The damages suffered by individual Class members are
15 || relatively small. As a result, the expense and burden of individual litigation makes it
16 || economically infeasible and procedurally impracticable for Class members to individually seek
17 || redress for the wrongs done to them. Plaintiff does not know of any other litigation concerning
18 this controversy already commenced by or against any Class member. The likelihood of the
19 | individual Class members prosecuting separate claims is remote. Individualized litigation would
20 also present the potential for varying, inconsistent or contradictory judgments, and would
21 increase the delay and expense to all parties and the court system resulting from multiple trials of
22 || the same factual issues. In contrast, the conduct of this matter as a class action presents fewer
23 management difficulties, conserves the resources of the parties and the court system, and would
24 protect the rights of members of the Class. Plaintiff does not know of any difficulty to be

25 encountered in the management of this action that would preclude its maintenance as a class

26 || action.
27 11 W
28 || W\

-5
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

A eeEq




Case 2:18-cv-01739-AB-MRW Document 1-1 Filed 02/28/18 Page 6 of 8 Page ID #:10

1 Injunctive Relief

2 25.  Defendants have acted on grounds generally applicable to all Class members,

3 thereby making appropriate final injunctive relief with respect to the Class as a whole.

4 CAUSE OF ACTION

5 PLAINTIFF AND THE CLASS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS FOR

6 VIOLATION OF 15 U.S.C. §§ 1681 ET SEQ.

7 26.  Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference all the allegations contained in

8 || paragraphs 1 through 25, inclusive, of this Complaint as if fully set forth herein.

¢} 27.  Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of herself and the Class against Defendants.
10 28.  Title 15 U.S.C. § 1681Ic(g)(1) provides in relevant part that: “no person that
11 accepts credit cards or debit cards for the transaction of business shall print more than the last
12 five digits of the card number or the expiration date upon any receipt provided to the cardholder
i3 at the point of sale or transaction.”
14 29.  Defendants transact business in California and accept credit cards and debit cards
15 in the course of transacting business with persons such as Plaintiff and Class members. In
16 transacting such business, Defendants use cash registers and/or other machines or devices that
17 i electronically print receipts for credit card and/or debit card transactions.
18 30.  Defendants, at the point of sale or transaction with Plaintiff, provided Plaintiff
19 with one or more electronically printed receipts on each of which Defendants printed the

20 || expiration date of Plaintiff’s credit or debit card.

21 31.  Defendants, at the point of & sale or transaction with Class members, provided,
22 || through use of a machine, Class members with one or more electronically printed receipts, on

23 each of which Defendants printed, for each respective Class member, the expiration date of their

24 credit or debit card.

25 32.  Defendants’ actions were and continue to be willful. Despite having more than 12
26 years to become compliant with FACTA, Defendants have willfully violated this law and failed
27 || to protect Plaintiff and others similarly situated against identity theft and credit card and debit

28 || card fraud by intentionally printing of the credit and/or debit card expiration date on receipts.

-6 -

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF A.
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Defendants knew of, or should have known of, and were informed about the law, including
specifically FACTA’s requirements concerning the prohibition on printing of the credit and/or
debit card expiration date on receipts.

33.  In addition, on information and belief, many companies such as VISA and
MasterCard devised and implemented policies well before the operative date of FACTA’s
requirements, wherein such companies as VISA and MasterCard and others required Defendants

(and informed Defendants of the FACTA requirements) to prevent the printing the credit and/or

debit card expiration date on receipts.

34, Despite knowing and being repeatedly informed about FACTA and the

R > S T = W V. S SO VS T 6 N

importance of preventing the printing of the credit and/or debit card expiration date on receipts,
11 Defendants willfully violated and continue to violate FACTA’s requirements by printing the
12 | printing of the credit and/or debit card expiration date on the receipts provided to Class members

13 || - persons with whom Defendants transact business.
14 35.  Defendants willfully violated FACTA in conscious disregard of the rights of

15 Plaintiff and Class members thereby exposing Plaintiff and Class members to an increased risk of

16 || identity theft and credit and/or debit card fraud.

17 36.  As a result of Defendants” willful violations of FACTA, Defendants are liable to

18 || Plaintiff and each Class member in the statutory damage amount of “not less than $100 and not
19 || more than $1000” for each violation. 15 U.S.C. 1681n(a)(1)(A).

20 37.  As a result of Defendants’ willful violations of FACTA, Plaintiff and Class

21 members are entitled to recover costs of suit and their reasonable attorneys” fees. 15 U.S.C.
22 1681n(a)(3).
23 38.  As a result of Defendants’ willful violations of FACTA, Plaintiff and Class
24 || members are entitled to punitive damages, 15 U.S.C. 1681n(a)(2).

25 39.  Defendants’ conduct is continuing and, unless restrained, Defendants will

26 || continue to engage in its unlawful conduct.

27 PRAYER FOR RELIEF
28 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and each Class member, pray for:
-7-
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1. An order certifying the Class and appointing Plaintiff as representative of the
Class, and appointing Gaines & Gaines, APLC as counsel for the Class;

2. An award to Plaintiff and Class members of statutory damages pursuant to 15
U.S.C. § 1681n(a)(1)(A) for Defendants’ willful violations of FACTA,

3. An award to Plaintiff and Class members of punitive damages pursuant to 15

U.S.C. § 1681n(a)(2);

4. Payment of costs of suit herein incurred pursuant to, infer alia, 15 U.S.C. §
1681n(a)(3);

5. Payment of reasonable attorneys’ fees pursuant to, imter alia, 15 U.S.C. §
1681n(a)(3);

6. A permanent injunction enjoining Defendants from continuing to engage in their
violations of FACTA; and

7. For other and further relief as the Court deems proper.
Dated: January 9, 2018 Respectfully submitted,

GAINES & GAINES, APLC

By: %/7/——«\

DANEL F. GAINES }
ALEX P. KATOFSKY
Attorneys for Plaintiff

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff, on behalf of herself and the putative Class members, demands a trial by jury on
all claims and causes of action to which she is entitled to a jury trial.

Dated: January 9, 2018 Respectfully submitted,
GAINES & GAINES, APLC

o

DANIEL F. GAINES \
ALEX P. KATOFSKY
Attorneys for Plaintiff

-8-
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NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC, a F“—ED
(AVISO AL DEMANDADOQ): California limited liability Superior C L
company, and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive ggﬁg{y o‘}“ggk%g’éﬁg’s‘“a

JAN 0 8 2018

Sherri R. r, Executive OtficeriClark
By, Deputy

v Jenny D. Truong

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: LAURA VASQUEZ, on

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): behalf of herself
and all others similarly situated

ggg!CE! You heve been susd, The court may decide against you without your being heard unless you respong within 30 days, Read the information
W,

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this swmmans and legal papers ara senved on you to file a writlen responae at this court and have 3 copy
sarved an the plaintiff, A letier or phone call will not protect yoo. Your witten response must be in proper legal form iF yau want the court to hear your
cask, Thers niay he 8 couft form ihat you can use for your response. You can find thase court forms and mote infermation at the Calfomiz Coung
Ontine SclHelp Center (www.courlinfoca. 8o}, your county law brary, or the courthouse mearest you, if you cannot pay the filing fes, sk
the court clerk for a foe walvar form. if you do not file your response on tima, you masy loge the case by default, and your wages, maney, 8nd proparty
may be taken without futher waraing fram the soun.

There are other tegat requirements. You may want to call an attomey right gway. If you do not know an attornay, you may want to calf an atomey
retarst gawvice, i you cannat afferd an atlomay, you rvay be aligible for free legal services from o nonprofit legal services program. You can localo
these nonprofit groups o the California Legal Senvices Web site (www, fawhslpealifornia,org), the Califoria Courts Grline Self-Help Centes
{www.cotrtinfo.ce. gowselalp), ar by contacting your et court or oounty bar association. NOTIE: The cour has a stetutory lien for walved lees and
costs on eny satfemant or arbitrelion award of $10,000 of mare 1 & civil case, The court’s lien must ba paid bafora the court wil dismiss tha case,
%O! dLg han demandado. S7 no responde denir de 30 dias, fa corte puede decidlr 8n su conlfa Sin 8scuchar sp versien, Lea Ja Informacidn a

uacién

Tiana 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después do que ls entraguen esta citocidn v papales lagales pera presentar una respussia por escrilo en asta
corts v hacer que 38 antregue una copla ai demendante. Una certa o una Hameda taleldnica no lo n. Sy respuesta por agonio ena que eslar
& formato laget comecto Si desea que procasett SU €asy en la carte. B posibia qua heys un formulano que usted pueda USar pars su respuests,
Pusde encantrar estos famulaios de 18 ¢ofe y mas informacion en ol Centro da Ayuda d las Corles de Califomig {www.sugone.ca.gov), on &
biblisteta de layes de su condado o en 1 cone que o queds mds terca, ST no puste pagar (8 cunts de presendacitn, pida al secrelaro de la corfe
que I8 dé ur formuiario de exencion do pegn ds cuales, Sl no pregents 3U respuesta & Vempo, pueds perder of casu por incunmpimisnin i & corte lo
pockd quiter 3u suekdo, dinem y blenss sia mis advertencia. .

Hay obros requisitos legelas, s recomandabis qus fame & un ebogads inmedials te. Sing < a un sbogada, puede llamsr a un servicio de
vamisidn & abogedas. St ha pusde pagar & un abogado, 63 posible que curmpla aon fos requisitas psra obfanar servicios fegqales gratuiloe da bin
programa de sarviclos lageles sin finas de lucro, Pusds encontrar 6s(os grupos sin fines da kv an al silio web de Californis Legel Sarvices,

{werw lawhelpcalifornia.org), en &l Cenfro de Ayutla de fas Corles de California, frww.suconie.ca.gov) o poniéndoss en contacto con ls core o &f
solagio da abogados facates, AVISO: Por fay. Is conts tiene derecho & reclamer [as cuolas y 103 CaStos exantes per impaner U gravamen sobra
cualquier recuparacitn de $10,000 & mas de valor recibidy mediants un acusrdo o una contesidn de arbitrsfe e un caso de dsrecho oivit. Tiene que

#gar ol gravaman de a cone antes o8 que la corfe pusda dagechar 61 cas0.

8 NaIma Bnd Adaress o1 Ihe Caun 15 CASEN

{El nombire y direcciin de fa corte esh; W%JC 6 89 0 9 8
Superior Court of the State of California :

111 North Hill Street

Tos Angeles, California 90012 )
The nama, address, and telephane number of plaintiffs attomey, or plaintiff without an atiomey, ls:
(&1 nombrs, la direcci6n y el numero de leléfono det sbogado del demandante, o del demandante qus no tiene abogado, es):

Alex P. Katofsky, Esqg. (SBN 202754) 81§7703-8385 818-703~8984
§3306 Adouss Boad. Guite 101

Agoura Road, Suite
Calabasas, CA 91301 / / LJennyTruong
DATE: B g Z{NB Clark, by <7 « Deputy
{Facha} JAN SHERRI R, CARTER (Secrefalo) [/ & (Adfunto)

(For proof of service of 1his summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form PO ),
{Para prueba dg gnirega de esta cifaiidn uss ef formularo Proof of Service of Sum {POS-010)).
A NOTIGE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are se

1, [ as anindividual defendant,
2. 7] asthe person sued under the fictiious name of (specify):

E 3. [T on behalf of {specify):
i

under: {7} CCP 418,10 {corporation) [TT)CCP 416.80 {minor)
{_] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [ceP 416.70 (conservates)
[} CCP 418.40 (association or partnership) [ CCP 416,80 (authorized person)
[ otner (specifyi:
4. [ ] by personal delivery on (dara): Page 1 of 4
Farm Adoptedt fi Kardialoty Use SUMMONS : Gotte of Chil Procedurs B§412 20, 488
e peigiie 13:46:11 2018-01-09 50&‘?‘%_{

£-Out: Not Defined R @ I
® i}{,géggé ; Bf‘%a
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POS-015

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY
Alex P. Katofsky, Esg. (SBN 202754)
Gaines & Gaines, APLC

27200 Agoura Road, Suite 101

Calabasas, CA 91301

TELEPHONENO: 818-703-8985 FAX NO. (optional; ~ 818-703-8984
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optioraly @ lex@gaineslawfirm. com
ATTORNEY FOR (vame): Plaintiff Laura Vasquez

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles
sTREETADDRESs: 111 North Hill Street
MAILING ADDRESS:
cmyanpzipcone: Los Angeles, California 90012
BrRANGH NAME: Stanley Mosk

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER; Laura Vasquez, et al.

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Justfoodfordogs, LLC, et al.

CASE NUMBER:

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT—CIVIL BCE89098

TO (insert name of party being served): JUSTFOODFORDOGS, LLC, a California limited liabilitv company

NOTICE
The summons and other documents identified below are being served pursuant to section 415.30 of the California Code of Civil
Procedure. Your failure to complete this form and return it within 20 days from the date of mailing shown below may subject you
(or the party on whose behalf you are being served) to liability for the payment of any expenses incurred in serving a summons
on you in any other manner permitted by law.

If you are being served on behalf of a corporation, an unincorporated association (including a parinership), or other entity, this
form must be signed by you in the name of such entity or by a person authorized to receive service of process on behalf of such
entity. In all other cases, this form must be signed by you personally or by a person authorized by you to acknowledge receipt of
summons. If you return this form to the sender, service of a summons is deemed complete on the day you sign the
acknowledgment of receipt below.

Date of mailing: 1/12/2018 W
Carole Thompson ,0 2 j v ﬁ # % J
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF SENDER—MUST NOT BE A PART‘( IN THIS CASE)

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT

This acknowledges receipt of (to be completed by sender before mailing):
1. .x_| A copy of the summons and of the complaint.
2. ] Other: (specify): Civil Cover Sheet and Civil Cover Sheet Addendum

(To be completed by recipient): /!
Date this form is signed: Jca@uﬂéwﬁs gi 2018 /
Fe B gy
Mark J. Bustin, Esg. 4 £ fﬁ xj%‘/ﬁ /
(TYPE OR PRINT YOUR NAME AND NAME OF ENTITY, IF ANY, (SIGNATURE O ERS‘ON ACKNOWLEDGING RECEIPT, WITH TITLE IF
ON WHOSE BEHALF THIS FORM IS SIGNED) ACKNOWLEDGMEN JSWIADE ON BEHALF OF ANOTHER PERSON OR ENTITY)

Attorney for Defendant

Page 1 of 1

Judicial Council of California

POS-016 [Rev. January 1, 2005} gxﬁgg §=§a m&@y ?A@E_ﬂéﬁw

Form Ac?opted for_Mandatory pse NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT — CIVIL %e%al Code of Civil Procedure,
Solutions

§§ 415.30, 417.10



ClassAction.org

This complaint is part of ClassAction.org's searchable class action lawsuit database and can be found in this
post: Woman Claims JustFoodForDaogs Printed Too Much Information on Receipt



https://www.classaction.org/news/woman-claims-justfoodfordogs-printed-too-much-information-on-receipt
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