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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

Margaret Rosenthal, SBN 147501
Shareef S. Farag, SBN 251650 
Vartan S. Madoyan, SBN 279015 
Nicholas D. Poper, SBN 293900 
BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP 
11601 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1400 
Los Angeles, CA  90025-0509 
Telephone: 310.820.8800 
Facsimile: 310.820.8859 
Email: mrosenthal@bakerlaw.com 

sfarag@bakerlaw.com  
vmadoyan@bakerlaw.com 
npoper@bakerlaw.com 

Attorneys for  
HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC.; HMS 
HOST USA, INC.; HMS HOST FAMILY 
RESTAURANTS, INC. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA  

JENNIFER WILSON, an individual, 
on behalf of herself and all others 
similarly situated,  

Plaintiff, 

v.  

HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC., a 
Delaware corporation; HMS HOST 
USA INC., a Delaware corporation; 
HMS HOST FAMILY 
RESTAURANTS, INC., a Maryland 
corporation; and DOES 1 through 50, 
inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No.: 

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF 
ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

[Filed concurrently with Civil Cover 
Sheet; Notice of Interested Persons] 

Action Filed: November 17, 2017 

2:18-cv-00916
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1332, 1441 and 

1446, Host International, Inc. (“Host”), HMS Host USA, Inc., and HMS Host 

Family Restaurants, Inc.1 (together, “Defendants”) remove the action filed by 

Jennifer Wilson (“Plaintiff”) in the Superior Court of the State of California, in and 

for the County of Los Angeles, and captioned Case No. BC684110, to the United 

States District Court for the Central District of California. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. This is a civil action over which this Court has original subject matter 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §1332, and removal is proper under 28 U.S.C. §§ 1441 

and 1446, because it is a civil action that satisfies the requirements stated in the 

Class Action Fairness Act of 2005 (“CAFA”), codified in part at 28 U.S.C. § 

1332(d).  

2. This Court is in the judicial district and division embracing the place 

where the state court case was brought and is pending.  Thus, this Court is the 

proper district court to which this case should be removed.  28 U.S.C. §§ 1441(a) 

and 1446(a). 

THE ACTION & TIMELINESS OF REMOVAL  

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND 

3. On November 17, 2017, Plaintiff, purportedly on behalf of herself and 

all others similarly situated, filed a class action complaint against Defendants in the 

Superior Court of the State of California, in and for the County of Los Angeles, 

Case No. BC684110 (the “State Court Action”).  Plaintiff filed the complaint as a 

putative class action. 

                                                 
1 HMS Host USA, Inc. and HMS Host Family Restaurants, Inc. never employed 
Plaintiff or the putative class members during the relevant time period, and thus are 
improperly joined as a party to this action.  HMS Host USA, Inc. and HMS Host 
Family Restaurants, Inc. join in this removal. 
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 - 3 - 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

4. On January 12, 2018, Defendants were served with a copy of the 

Summons and Complaint. 

5. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(b), this removal is timely because 

Defendants filed this removal within 30 days of their receipt of a copy of the 

Summons and Complaint in the State Court Action. 

6. Exhibit “A” constitutes all process, pleadings, and orders served on 

Defendants in the State Court Action. 

7. Defendants filed their Answer in the State Court Action on February 1, 

2018.  A true and correct copy of Defendants’ Answer is attached as Exhibit “B”. 

CAFA JURISDICTION 

8. Basis of Original Jurisdiction.  This Court has original jurisdiction of 

this action under CAFA.  Section 1332(d)(2) and (4) provide that a district court 

shall have original jurisdiction of a class action with one hundred (100) or more 

putative class members, in which the matter in controversy, in the aggregate, 

exceeds the sum or value of $5 million.  Section 1332(d)(2) further provides that 

any member of the putative class must be a citizen of a state different from any 

defendant. 

9. As set forth below, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a), Defendants may 

remove the State Court Action to federal court under CAFA because: (i) the amount 

in controversy, in the aggregate, exceeds the sum or value of $5,000,000, exclusive 

of interest and costs; (ii) this action is pled as a class action and involves more than 

one hundred (100) putative class plaintiffs; and (iii) members of the putative class 

are citizens of a state different from Defendants. 

DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP 

10. Plaintiff’s Citizenship.  As alleged in the Complaint, Plaintiff a 

resident and citizen of the State of California.  (Complaint ¶ 3).  Defendants are 

informed and believe that Plaintiff was, at the time of the filing of the State Court 

Action, and still is, a resident and citizen of the State of California.  Residence is 
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

also prima facie evidence of domicile.  State Farm Mutual Auto Ins. Co. v. Dyer, 19 

F. 3d 514, 520 (10th Cir. 1994).  Accordingly, Plaintiff is a citizen of the State of 

California. 

11. Defendants’ Citizenship.  Host and HMS Host USA, Inc. are each 

citizens of the states of Delaware and Maryland.  HMS Host Family Restaurants, 

Inc. is a citizen of the state of Maryland.  Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1332(c), “a 

corporation shall be deemed to be a citizen of any State by which it has been 

incorporated and of the State where it has its principal place of business.”   The 

United States Supreme Court has concluded that a corporation’s “principal place of 

business” is “where a corporation’s officers direct, control, and coordinate the 

corporation’s activities,” or its “nerve center.” Hertz Corp. v. Friend, 130 S. Ct. 

1181, 1192 (2010).  “[I]n practice,” a corporation’s “nerve center” should 

“normally be the place where the corporation maintains its headquarters.”  Id.  “The 

public often (though not always) considers it the corporation’s main place of 

business.”  Id. at 1193. 

12. Host and HMS Host USA, Inc. were, at the time the State Court 

Action was commenced in State Court, and still are, each a corporation formed in 

and incorporated under the laws of the State of Delaware.  Pursuant to the Hertz 

nerve center test, Host and HMS Host USA, Inc. each have their principal place of 

business in Maryland.  Host and HMS Host USA, Inc.’s headquarters are each 

located at 6905 Rockledge Drive #1, Bethesda, Maryland 20817-7826.  In addition, 

the majority of Host and HMS Host USA, Inc.’s officers direct, control, and 

coordinate each respective corporation’s activities from that same address – 6905 

Rockledge Drive #1, Bethesda, Maryland 20817-7826.  HMS Host Family 

Restaurants, Inc. is incorporated in Maryland and has its headquarters and principal 

place of business located at 6905 Rockledge Drive #1, Bethesda, Maryland 20817-

7826.   
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

13. Doe Defendants.  Although Plaintiff has also named fictitious 

defendants “Does 1 through 50,” 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a) provides, “[f]or purposes of 

removal under this chapter, the citizenship of defendants sued under fictitious 

names shall be disregarded.”  See also Fristos v. Reynolds Metals Co., 615 F.2d 

1209, 1213 (9th Cir. 1980) (unnamed defendants are not required to join in a 

removal petition). 

14. Minimal Diversity.  Minimal diversity of citizenship is established, 

pursuant to CAFA, inasmuch as Plaintiff (who is a member of the putative class) is 

a citizen of the State of California, and Defendants are citizens of Delaware and 

Maryland. 

15. Size of the Putative Class.  Plaintiff asserted the State Court Action as 

a class action.  While Plaintiff does not allege a specific class size, the relevant 

period for many of the claims made by Plaintiff is four years prior to the filing of 

the State Court Action.  Four years prior to Plaintiff’s filing of the Complaint is 

November 17, 2013.  Between November 17, 2013 and Plaintiff’s filing of her 

Complaint, Host employed approximately 6,513 individuals “as non-exempt 

employees in the State of California” (the putative class definition provided in  

Paragraph 5 of the Complaint).  Therefore, per the allegations of the Complaint, the 

putative class size is 6,513 individuals.   

16. However, in an abundance of caution and to be conservative, Host has 

limited for purposes of this Removal the relevant class period to March 20, 2014 to 

the filing of Plaintiff’s Complaint.2  Between March 20, 2014 and the filing of 

Plaintiff’s Complaint, Host employed 6,302 individuals “as non-exempt employees 

in the State of California.”  Therefore, under Host’s limitation, the putative class 

size is 6,302. 

                                                 
2 This limitation is based on a global settlement of ten class actions filed throughout 
California that Host entered into and that was preliminarily approved by the Court 
in Washington, et al v. Host International, Inc., Case No. CIVRS1205929 (San 
Bernardino Superior Court) on March 19, 2014. The settlement contained a general 
release that applied to all of the claims asserted by Plaintiff here.   
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

AMOUNT IN CONTROVERSY UNDER CAFA 

17. Removal is appropriate when it is more likely than not that the amount 

is controversy exceeds the jurisdictional requirement, which in this case is 

$5,000,000 in the aggregate.  See, e.g., Cohn v. PetSmart, Inc., 281 F.3d 837, 839-

40 (9th Cir. 2002). 

18. This action involves Plaintiff’s alleged claims against Defendants for: 

failure to pay minimum wages, failure to pay overtime, failure to provide meal 

periods, failure to provide rest periods, failure to provide accurate itemized wage 

statements, failure to pay all wages due upon separation of employment, failure to 

maintain required records, failure to indemnify necessary business expenses, unfair 

competition, and penalties under the California Private Attorneys’ General Act 

(“PAGA”).  Plaintiff’s Prayer for Relief seeks an award of compensatory damages, 

including compensation for the claims alleged above, penalties, liquidated damages, 

restitution, prejudgment interest, attorneys’ fees and costs, injunctive and 

declaratory relief, and such other and further relief as the Court deems just and 

proper.  (See Complaint, Prayer for Relief).   

19. Amount in Controversy.  Without conceding that Plaintiff or the 

purported class members are entitled to or could recover damages in any amount, 

the amount in controversy in this putative class action, in the aggregate, is well in 

excess of $5,000,000, exclusive of interest and costs. 

a. Variables.   

 Although Plaintiff alleges that the class period dates back to November 

17, 2013 (four years prior to the filing of the Complaint), to be 

conservative, Host has limited its amount in controversy calculations 

to the time period beginning March 20, 2014 (as discussed above), or 

later depending on the statute of limitations applicable to each claim.   

 During the period of November 17, 2014 to the date Plaintiff filed her 

Complaint, applicable to Plaintiff’s waiting time penalties claim, 
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 - 7 - 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

approximately 3,355 putative class members separated from 

employment with Host.  The average hourly rate of pay among this 

group is approximately $12.67.  

 During the period of November 17, 2016 to the present, applicable to 

Plaintiff’s wage statement claim, Host employed approximately 3,954 

individuals “as non-exempt employees in the State of California.”  

These 3,954 individuals worked a total of 73,769 pay periods between 

November 17, 2016 and the present. 

b. Claim #5: Failure to Timely Pay Wages Upon Separation.  Plaintiff 

alleges that “Defendants willfully failed to pay accrued wages and 

other compensation” to putative class members who separated from 

their employment with Host.  (Complaint ¶¶ 33-39.)  California Labor 

Code Section 203 provides that a former employee shall receive 

regular daily wages for each day they were not paid, at their hourly 

rate, for up to thirty days.  Approximately 3,355 members of the 

proposed class separated from employment during the three-year 

statutory period.  Using the average final hourly rate of pay for these 

3,355 putative class members, and conservatively assuming that the 

class members work only 8 hours per day, the amount in controversy 

for this claim would be approximately $10,201,884 (3,355 separated 

employees x 8 hours x $12.67 average rate x 30 days).   

c. Claim #6: Failure to Provide Accurate, Itemized Wage Statements.  

Plaintiff alleges that “Defendants have 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),” in part because Defendants allegedly provided wage 

statements that were missing or inaccurately stated gross wages and 

net wages earned, total hours worked, all deductions, and all applicable 
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NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

hourly rates in effect during each pay period.  (Complaint ¶¶ 41-42.)  

Labor Code § 226(a) provides penalties of $50 per employee for the 

initial pay period in which a wage statement violation occurred and 

$100 per employee for each violation in a subsequent pay period, not 

exceeding the maximum aggregate penalty of $4,000 per employee. 

Approximately 3,954 members of the proposed class were employed 

by Host during the one-year statutory period.  Using the total number 

of pay periods worked by each of the 3,949 members and the 

minimum statutory penalty of $50 for each violation, the amount in 

controversy for this claim would be approximately $3,688,450 ($50 

penalty for each violation x 73,769 pay periods). 

20. Total Amount in Controversy For Just Two Causes Of Action.  Based 

on just two of Plaintiff’s causes of action, the class-wide amount in controversy, 

conservatively estimated, is at least $13,890,334.  “As specified in § 1446(a), a 

defendant’s notice of removal need include only a plausible allegation that the 

amount in controversy exceeds the jurisdictional threshold; the notice need not 

contain evidentiary submissions.”  Dart Cherokee Basin Operating Co., LLC v. 

Owens, 135 S. Ct. 547, 549 (2014).  A summary of the amount in controversy 

discussed above is as follows: 

Claim Amount in Controversy 

Failure to Timely Pay Wages Upon 

Separation 

$10,201,884 

Failure to Provide Compliant Wage 

Statements   

$3,688,450 

TOTAL: $13,890,334 

21. Amount in Controversy for Remaining Causes of Action.   The above 

amounts exceed the $5 million CAFA minimum before taking into account 

Plaintiff’s additional eight (8) claims detailed above.   

Case 2:18-cv-00916-R-KS   Document 1   Filed 02/05/18   Page 8 of 10   Page ID #:8



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

B
A

K
E

R
 &

 H
O

S
T

E
T

L
E

R
 L

L
P

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S

 A
T

 L
A

W
 

L
O

S
 A

N
G

E
L

E
S
 

 

 - 9 - 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT 

22. Total Amount in Controversy For All Causes of Action.  Based on the 

claims described above, the class-wide amount in controversy, conservatively 

estimated, is well in excess of $5,000,000.  

ATTORNEY’S FEES 

23. When the underlying substantive law provides for the award of 

attorneys’ fees, a party may include that amount in their calculation of the amount 

in controversy.  Galt G/S v. JSS Scandinavia, 142 F.3d 1150, 1156 (9th Cir. 1998).  

Plaintiff has sought attorneys’ fees for the Labor Code violations alleged in the 

Complaint, which should therefore be included in analyzing the amount in 

controversy, if needed.  Conservatively, we do not include them in the above 

calculations.   

NOTICE OF PARTY WITH FINANCIAL INTEREST 

24. Pursuant to Local Rule 7.1-1, a Notice of Interested Person is being 

filed concurrently with this Notice of Removal. 

NOTICE 

25. As required by 28 U.S.C. § 1446(d), Defendants are providing written 

notice of the filing of this Notice of Removal to Plaintiff, and are filing a copy of 

this Notice of Removal with the Clerk of the Superior Court of the State of 

California, in and for the County of Los Angeles. 

 
 
Dated:  February 5, 2018 Respectfully submitted, 

 BAKER & HOSTETLER LLP
 

By: /s/ Vartan S. Madoyan  
 Margaret Rosenthal 

Shareef S. Farag  
Vartan S. Madoyan  
Nicholas D. Poper  

 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, Hien Tran, declare: 

I am a citizen of the United States and employed in Los Angeles County, 
California.  I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled 
action.  My business address is 11601 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1400, Los 
Angeles, California 90025-7120.  On February 5, 2018, I served a copy of the 
within document(s):  NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL 
COURT 

 by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope with postage
thereon fully prepaid, the United States mail at Los Angeles, California
addressed as set forth below.  I am readily familiar with the firm’s practice of
collection and processing correspondence for mailing.  Under that practice it
would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same day with
postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business.  I am aware
that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal 
cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of
deposit for mailing in affidavit. 

 by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed envelope and affixing a
pre-paid air bill in the care and custody of Golden State Overnight, and 
causing the envelope to be delivered to a Golden State Overnight agent for 
delivery on the next business day. 

 by placing document(s) listed above in the care and custody of Ace Attorney
Services for personal delivery to the person(s) at the address(es) set forth
below.  Proof of service to be filed after completion of service. 

 by transmitting via e-mail or electronic transmission the document(s) listed
above to the person(s) at the e-mail address(es) set forth below. 

 
Matthew J. Matern 
Matthew W. Gordon 
Braunson C. Virjee 
MATERN LAW GROUP, P.C. 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 
Telephone:  (310) 531-1900  
Facsimile:    (310) 531-1901  
 

Attorney for Plaintiff  
Jennifer Wilson 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of 
America that the above is true and correct. 

Executed on February 5, 2018 at Los Angeles, California. 

        
Hien Tran 
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MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 
MATTHEW J MATERN (SBN 159798) 
MATTHEW W GORDON (SBN 267971) 
BRAUNSON C VIRJEE (SBN 295325) 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200 
Manhattan Beach, California 90266 
Telephone: (310) 531-1900 
Facsimile: (310) 531-1901 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
JENNIFER WILSON, individually, and on 
behalf of all others samilarly situated 

JENNIFER WILSON, an individual, on bellalf 
of herself and all others similarly situated, 

tGONP®PMikt) 60PY 
®Ri®IN/!,4 PIt,f?3O 

8u~oerior Court of Cslifornla 
Countv of Los Anqeles 

NOV 17 2017 

Sherri R. L' ter, cx•r~y 	Gtftcer/Clsrk 

t1eputY 
Mosas Soto 

CASE NO • BC 6 8 4- 1 1 0 

CLASS ACTION 

COMPLAINT FOR: 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Delaward 
corporation; HMS HOST USA, INC., a 
Delaware corporation; HMS HOST FAMILY 
RESTAURANTS, INC., a Maryland 
corporation; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, 

Defendants.  

1. Failure to Provide Required Meal 
Penods 

2. Failure to Provide Required Rest Periods 
3 	Failure to Pay Overtime Wages 
4 	Failure to Pay Minimum Wages 
5 	Failure to Pay All Wages Due to 

Discharged and Quitting Employees 
6 Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized 

Wage Statements 
7 Failure to Maintain Required Records 
8. Failure to Indemnify Employees for 

Necessary Expenditures Incurred in 
Discharge of Duttes 

9 	Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices 

REPRESENTATIVE ACTION: 

10 Penalties under the Labor Code Private 
Attorneys General Act, as 
Representative Action 

DEMAND FOI2 JURY TRIAL 

CLASs Ac rioN AND 
ftI I'RI SI-NTArIvL - AcIIC)N CoNII'l AINI 

EXHIBIT A - Page 1
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1 
	

Plaintiff JENNIFER WILSON ("PLAINTIFF") an individual, demanding a jury tnal, on 

	

2 
	

behalf of herself and other persons similarly situated, hereby alleges as follows: 

	

3 
	 ,JU]R.ISDICTION AND VENUE 

	

4 
	

1. 	The Supenor Court of the State of Califorma has jurisdiction in this matter because 

	

5 
	

PLAINTIFF is a resident and a citizen of the State of California, and Defendants HOST 

	

6 
	

INTERNATIONAL, INC , a Delaware corporation, HMS HOST USA, INC., a DeIaware 

	

7 
	corporation; HMS HOST FAMILY RESTAURANTS, INC , a Maryland corporation; and DOES 1 

	

8 
	

through 50 inclusive (collectively "DEFENDANTS"), are qualified to do business in Califorrua 

	

9 
	and regularly conduct business in California. Further, no federal question is at issue because the 

	

10 
	claims are based solely on California law. 

	

11 
	

2. 	Venue is proper in this judicial distnct and the County of Los Angeles, Califorma 

	

12 
	

because PLAINTIFF, and other persons similarly situated, performed work for DEFENDANTS 

13 ' in the County of Los Angeles, DEFENDANTS maintain offices and facilit2es and transact 

14 ~ business in the County of Los Angeles, and because DEFENDANTS' illegal payroll policies and 

	

15 
	practices which are the subject of this action were applied, at least in part, to PLAINTIFF, and 

	

16 
	other persons similarly situated, in the County of Angeles 

	

17 
	

PLAINTIFF 

	

18 
	

3. 	PLAINTIFF is a resident and a citizen of the State of Califorma and a former 

	

19 
	employee of DEFENDANTS at times material to this complaint 

	

20 
	

4 	PLAINTIFF, on behalf of herself and other similarly situated current and former 

	

21 
	non-exempt employees of DEFENDANTS in the State of Califorma at any time during the four 

	

22 
	years preceding the filing of this action, and continunzg while this action ts pending, brings this 

	

23 
	class action to recover, among other things, wages and penalties from unpaid wages earned and 

24 ' due, including but not limited to unpaid minimum wages, urnpaid and illcgally calculated overtime 

	

25 
	compensation, illegal meal and rest period policies, failuie to pay all wages due to discliarged and 

	

26 
	quitting employees, failure to indemnify eniployees foi necessary expenditures and/or losses 

	

27 
	incurred in disc}harging their duties, failure to piovide accurate itemized wage statements, failure 

	

28 
	to maintain required lecords, and interest, attoi-ncys' fees, costs, and expcnses 
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5 	PLAINTIFF brings this action on behalf of herself and the following similarly 

situated class of individuals ("CLASS MEMBERS") all current and former non-exempt 

employees of DEFENDANTS in the State of Califorma at any time within the period 

beginning four (4) years prior to the filing of this action and ending at the time this action 

settles or proceeds to final judgment (the "CLASS PERIOD"). PLAINTIFF reserves the right 

to name additional class representatives. 

DEFENDANTS 

6. 	PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT 

HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC is, and at all times relevant hereto was, a Delaware corporation 

organized and existzng under the laws of the State of Delaware PLAINTIFF is further informed 

and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT HOST INTERANTIONAL, INC. is 

authonzed to conduct business in the State of California, and does conduct business in the State 

of California. Specifically, DEFENDANT HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC. maintains offices 

and facilities and conducts business in, and engages in illegal payroll practices or policies in, the 

County of Los Angeles, State of California. 

7 	PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT 	; 
, , 

HMS HOST USA, INC. is, and at all times relevant hereto was, a Delaware corporation organized 

and existing under the laws of the State of Delaware PLAINTIFF is further informed and 

believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT HMS HOST USA, INC. is authorized to 

conduct business in the State of California, and does conduct business zn the State of California 

Specifically, DEFENDANT HMS HOST USA, INC mauitains offices and facilities and conducts 

business in, and engages in illegal payroll practices or policies in, the County of Los Angeles, 

State of California 

8 	PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT 

HMS HOST FAMILY RESTAURANTS, INC is, and at all tjmcs relevant herein was, a 

Maryland corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of Maryland 

PLAINTIFF is further nifoinied and believes, and thereon alleges, that DEFENDANT HMS 

HOST FAMILY RESTAURANI S, INC is authorized to conduct business in the State of 
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1 
	

California, and does conduct business in the State of California. Specifically, upon 

	

2 
	

information and belief, Defendant HMS HOST FAMILY RESTAURANTS, INC maintains 

3 11 offices and facilities and conducts business m, and engages in illegal payroll practices or policies 

4 11 in, the County of Los Angeles, State of Califorma. 

	

5 
	

9. 	The true names and capacities of DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, are unknown to 

	

6 
	

PLAINTIFF at this time, and PLAINTIFF therefore sues such DOE Defendants under fictitious 

	

7 
	names PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that each Defendant 

	

8 
	

designated as a DOE is in some manner highly responsible for the occurrences alleged herein, and 

	

9 
	

that PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS' injunes and damages, as alleged herein, were 

	

10 
	proximately caused by the conduct of such DOE Defendants PLAINTIFF will seek leave of the 

	

11 
	court to amend this Complaint to allege their true names and capacities of such DOE Defendants 

	

12 
	when ascertamed. 

	

13 
	

10 	At all relevant times herein, DEFENDANTS were the joint employers of 

	

14 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon allege, 

	

15 
	

that at all times matenal to this complaint DEFENDANTS were the alter egos, divisions, 

	

16 
	affiliates, integrated enterprises, joint employers, subsidiai-ies, parents, pnncipals, related entities, 

	

17 
	co-conspirators, authorized agents, partners, joint venturers, and/or guarantors, actual or 

	

18 
	ostensible, of each other Each Defendant was completely dominated by his, her or its co- 

	

19 
	

Defendant, and each was the alter ego of the other 

	

20 
	

11 	At all relevant times herein, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS were employed 

	

21 
	

by DEFENDANTS under employment agreements tlzat were partly wntten, partly oral, and partly 

	

22 
	implied In perpetrating the acts and omissions alleged herein, DEFENDANTS, and each of them, ' 

	

23 
	acted pursuant to, and in furtherance of, their policLes and practices of not paying PLAINTIFF 

	

24 
	and CLASS MEMBERS all wages earned and due, thiougli methods and schemes which include, 

	

25 
	

but are not limited to, faihng to pay overtime premiums, failing to provide rest and meal periods, 

	

26 
	

failui(y to properly maintain records, failing to provide accurate itemized statements for each pay 

	

27 
	pei-iod, failnig to prope► ly compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for necessary 

28 
	expenditures, and ieduiring, permittmg or suffering the employees to work off'the clock, fn 
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violation of the California Labor Code and the applicable Welfare Commission ("IWC") Orders 

	

2 
	

12 	PLAINTIFF is informed and believes, and thereon allege, that each and every one 

	

3 
	of the acts and omissions alleged herein were performed by, and/or attrlbutable to, all 

	

4 
	

DEFENDANTS, each acting as agents and/or employees, and/or under the direction and control 

	

5 
	of, each of the other DEFENDANTS, and that said acts and failures to act were within the course 

	

6 
	and scope of said agency, employment and/or direction and control 

	

7 
	

13. 	As a direct and proximate result of the unlawful actions of DEFENDANTS, 

	

8 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have suffered, and continue to suffer, from loss of earnings 
~ 

	

9 
	

in amounts as yet unascertained, but subject to proof at tnal, and within the Jurisdiction of this 	; 

10 Court 

	

11 
	

~ 	CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

	

12 
	

14. 	This action is appropriately suited for a class action because. 

	

13 
	 a. 	The potential class a.s a significant number Joinder of all current and 

	

14 
	

former employees individually would be impractical. 

	

15 
	

b 	This action involves common questions of law and fact to the potential 

	

16 
	class because the action focuses on DEFENDANTS' systematic course of illegal payroll practices 

	

17 
	and policies, which was applied to all non-exempt employees in violation of the Labor Code, the 

	

18 
	applicable IWC wage order, and the Business and Professions Code which prohibits unfaa.r 

	

19 
	

business practl.ces arising from such violations. 	 , 

	

20 
	 c 	The claims of PLAINTIFF are typical of the class because DEFENDANTS 

21 
	subjected all non-exempt employees to identical violat;<ons of the Labor Code, the applicable 

I 

	

22 
	

IWC wage order, and the Business and Professions Code 

23 
	

d 	PLAINTIFF is able to fairly and adequately protect the intetests of all 

	

24 
	members of the class because it is >n her best Interests to prosecute the claims alleged herein to 

25 
	obtain filll compensation due to them for all services rendered and hours worked 

26 

27 

28 
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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) 

15. 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the , 

allegations in paragraphs 1 through 14. 

16 	During the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS' illegal payroll policies 

and practices to depnve their non-exempt employees all wages earned and due, DEFENDANTS 

required, permitted or otherwise suffered PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to take less than 

the 30-minute meal period, or to work through them, and have failed to otherwise provide the 

required meal penods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS pursuant to California Labor Code 

§ 226 7, 512 and IWC Order No. 5-2001, § 11. 

17. 	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 applieable wage order, one additional 

hour of compensation at each employee's regular rate of pay for each workday that a meal penod 

was not provided. 

11 8. 	DEFENDANTS further violated Califorma 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 perxods 

19. 	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, mterest, 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 DEFENDANTS) 

20 	PLAINTIFF incorpotates 1lerein by specific ieference, as though fully set fortl7, the 
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1, 	allegations in paragraphs I through 19 

	

2 
	

21 	At all times relevant herein, as part of DEFENDANTS' illcgal payroll policies and 

3 { ~ practices to depnve their non-exempt employees all wages earned and due, DEFENDANTS 

	

4 
	

failed to provide rest penods to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS as required under 

	

5 
	

California Labor Code §§ 226.7 and 512, and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 12 
; 

	

6 
	

22. 	DEFENDANTS further violated California Labor Code § 226.7 and IWC Wage 

	

7 
	

Order No. 5-2001, § 12 by failing to pay PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS who were not 

	

8 
	

' provided with a rest period, in accordance with the applicable wage order, one additional hour of 

	

9 
	compensation at each employee's regular rate of pay for each workday that a rest penod was not 

10 provided. 

	

11 
	

23. 	As a proximate result of the aforementioned violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS 

	

12 
	

MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at trial, and seek all wages 

	

13 
	earned and due, interest, penalties, expenses, and costs of suit. 

	

14 
	 -T_HIRD-CAUSE_OF-ACTION 

	

15 
	

Failure to Pay Overtime Wages 

	

16, 
	 [Cal. Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, 1198; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 31 

	

17 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) 

	

18 
	

24. 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

19 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 through 23 

	

20 
	

25 	Pursuant to Califorma Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No 5- 

	

21 
	

2001, § 3, DEFENDANTS are required to compeiisate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for 

	

22 
	all overtime, which is calculated at one and one-half (1 '/z) times the regular rate of pay for all 

	

23 
	

hours worked in excess of eight (8) hours per day and/or forty (40) hours per week, and for the 

	

24 
	

first eight (8) hours on the seventh consecutive workday, with double time for all }houi-s woiked )n 

	

25 
	excess of twclve (12) hours in any workday and for all hours worked in excess of e)ght (8) houis 

	

26 
	on the seventh consecutive day of work in any workweek 

	

27 
	

26 	PLA[NT1FF and CLASS MEMBERS are current and former non-caempt 

	

FIE 
	einployces entitled to the protections of California Labor Cocie §§ 510, 1194, and 1WC Wage 
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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 Califorma Labor Code and lWC Wage Order by, among other things: 

failing to pay overtime at one and one-half (1 '/z) or double the regular rate of pay as provided by 

California Labor Code §§ 510, 1194, and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 3, miscalculating the 

regular rate of pay for overtime purposes by failing to include vanous forms of non-discretionary 

incentive pay, such as discounted and/or free meals, as remuneratzon in the calculation, requinng, 

permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work off the clock, requinng, 

permitting or suffenng PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through meal and rest 

breaks, illegally and inaccurately recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS 

worked; enforcing an unlawful rounding policy resulting, in practice over tzme, in the systematic , 

underpayment of overtime wages to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS; failing to properly 

maintain PLAINTIFF's and CLASS MEMBERS' records; failing to provide accurate itemized 

wage statements to PLAINTIFF for each pay penod, and other methods to be discovered 

27 	In violation of Califorma law, DEFENDANTS have knowingly and willfully 

I refused to perfonn their obligations to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all 

wages earned and all hours worked As a proximate result, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS 

have suffered, and continue to suffer, substantial losses related to the use and enjoyment of such 

wages, lost interest on 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 tnal, and within the Jurisd~ction of this Court _  

28 	DEFENDANTS' conduct described herein violates California Labor Code §§ 510, 

1194, 1198 and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 3 Tllerefore, ptursuant to California Labor Code 

§§ 200, 203, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, and other applicable pi-ovisions 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, attoi-neys' 

fees, expenses, and costs of suut 
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~ 

	

1 
	

FOURTI-I CAUSE OF ACTION 

	

2 
	

Failure to Pay Minimuan Wages 

	

3 
	

[Cal Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 41 

	

4 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) , 

	

5 
	

29 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

6 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 through 28 

	

7 
	

30. 	Pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 1194, 1197, and IWC Wage Order No 5- 

	

8 
	

2001, § 4, payment to an employee of less than the applicable minimum wage for all hours 

	

9 
	worked in a payroll period is unlawful. 

	

10 
	

31 	Dunng the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS failed to pay PLAINTIFF and 

	

11 
	

CLASS MEMBERS minimum wages for all hours worked by, among other things: requinng, 

	

12 
	permitting or suffenng PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to woik off the clock; requiring, 

	

13 
	permitting or suffering PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS to work through meal and rest 

14 I breaks; illegally and inaccurately recording time in which PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS 

	

15 
	worked; enforcing an unlawful rounding policy resulting, in practice over time, in the systematic 

	

16 
	

failure to compensate PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all hours worked; failing to 

	

17 
	properly maintain PLAINTIFF's and CLASS MEMBERS' records, failmg to provide accurate 

	

18 
	itemized wage statements to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for each pay period; and other 

	

19 
	methods to be discovered 

	

20 
	

32 	DEFENDANTS' conduct descrtbed herein violates Califorma Labor Code §§ 

	

21 
	

1194, 1197, and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 4 As a proximate result of the aforementioned 

	

22 
	violations, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to 

	

23 
	proof at trial Therefore, pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 200, 203, 226, 558, 1194, 1197.1, 

	

24 
	and other applicable provisions under the Labor Code and IWC Wage Orders, PLAINTIFF and 

	

25 
	

CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to recover the unpaid balance of wages owed to them by 

	

26 
	

DEFENDANTS, plus mterest, penalties, attorneys' fees, expenses, and costs of suit 

27 

28 
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1~ 

FIFT>FI CAUSE OF ACTION 

	

2 
	

Failure to Pay All Wages Due to Discharged and Quitting Employees 

	

3 
	

[Cal. Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 2031 

	

4 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) 

	

5 
	

33 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

6 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 through 32 	 ; 

	

7 
	

34 	Pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 201, 202, and 203, DEFENDANTS are 

	

8 
	

required to pay all earned and unpaid wages to an employee who is discharged California Labor 
, 

	

9 
	

Code § 201 mandates that if an employer discharges an employee, the employee's wages accrued ; 

	

10 
	and unpaid at the time of discharge are due and payable immediately. 	 ; 

~ 

	

11 
	

35. 	Furthermore, pursuant to California Labor Code § 202, DEFENDANTS are 

	

12 
	required to pay all accrued wages due to an employee no later than 72 hours after the employee 

	

13 
	quits his or her employment, unless the employee provided 72 hours previous notice of his or her 

	

14 
	

intention to quit, in which case the employee is entitled to his or wages at the time of quitting 

	

15 
	

36 	California Labor Code § 203 provides that if an employer willfully fails to pay, in ' 

	

16 
	

accordance with California Labor Code §§ 201 and 202, any wages of an employee who ts 

	

17 
	

discharged or who quits, the employer is liable for waiting time penalties in the form of continued , 

	

18 
	compensation to the employee at the same rate for up to 30 workdays 

19 ,. 
	 37 	During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS have willfully failed to pay accrnied 

	

20 
	wages and other compensation to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS in accordance with 

	

21 
	

California Labor Code §§ 201 and 202 
~ 

	

22 
	

38 	As a result, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available 

	

23 
	statutory penalties, including the waiting tzme penalties provided in California Labor Code § 203, 

	

24 
	

together with interest thereon, as well as other available remedies 

	

25 
	

39. 	As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS' unlawful actions and omissions, 

	

26 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been deprived of compensation in an amount 

	

27 
	according to proof at the time of trial, but in excess of the aui isdiction of this Court, and are 

	

28 
	entitled to recovery of such amounts, plus inteiest tllereon, and attorneys' fees and costs, pu► suant 

cI nss ncTioN nND 
10 	 arPrzrsFNIArivL,acTioNcoMPi,aiNr 

EXHIBIT A - Page 10

Case 2:18-cv-00916-R-KS   Document 1-1   Filed 02/05/18   Page 11 of 53   Page ID #:21



t 	 l 

1 11 to California Labor Code §§ 1194 and 2699. 

	

2 
	

SIXTH_CAUSE OF ACTION 

	

3 
	

Failure to Furnish Accurate Itemized Wage Statements 

	

4 
	

[Cal. Labor Code § 226; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 7] 

	

5 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) 

	

6 
	

40. 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

7 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 through 39. 

	

8 
	

41. 	During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS routinely failed to provide 

	

9 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS with timely, accurate, and itemized wage statements in 

	

10 
	wnting showing each employee's gross wages earned, total hours worked, the number of piece- 

	

11 
	rate units earned and any applicable piece rate, all deductions made, net wages earned, the 

	

12 
	inclusive dates of the pay penod, only the last four digits of the employee's social secunty 

13 ' number or an employee identification number, the name and address of the legal entity or entities 

	

14 
	employing PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, and all applicable hourly rates in effect during 

	

15 
	each pay period and the corresponding number of hours worked at each hourly rate, in violation 

	

16 
	of California Labor Code § 226 and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 7 

	

17 
	

42 	During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and intentionally failed 

	

18 
	to provide PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS wzth timely, accurate, and itemrzed wage 

	

19 
	statements in accordance with California Labor Code § 226(a) 

	

20 
	

43 	As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS' unlawful actions and omissions, 

21 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at 

	

22 
	trial, and seek all wages earned and due, plus interest thereon Additionally, PLAINTIFF and 

	

23 
	

CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory penalties, including but not limited to 

24 I civil penalties pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 226(e), 226 3, and 1174 5, and an award of 

25 
	costs, expenses, and ieasonable attorneys' fees, including but not limited to those provided in 

26 
	California Labor Code § 226(e), as well as other available remedies 

27 

28 
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1 
	

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

	

2 
	

Failure to Maintain Required Records 

	

3 
	

[Cal. Labor Code §§ 226, 1174; IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 71 

	

4 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) 

	

5 
	

44. 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

6 
, 	

allegations in paragraphs 1 through 43. 

	

7 
	

45. 	Dunng the CLASS PERIOD, as part of DEFENDANTS' illegal payroll policzes 

	

8 
	and practices to deprive PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS of all wages earned and due, 

91 DEFENDANTS knowingly and intentionally failed to maintain records as required under 

	

10 
	

California Labor Code §§ 226, 1174, and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001, § 7, including but not 

	

11 
	

limited to the following records: total daily hours worked by each employee, applicable rates of 

	

12 
	pay, all deductions, meal penods; time records showing when each employee begins and ends 

	

13 
	each work penod; and accurate itemized statements 

	

14 
	

46. 	As a proxirnate result of DEFENDANTS' unlawful actions and omissions, 

	

15 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at 

	

16 
	

tnal, and are entitled to all wages earned and due, plus interest thereon Additionally, 

	

17 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to all available statutory penalties, including 

	

18 
	

but not limited to civil penalties pursuant to California Labor Code §§ 226 3 and 1174 5, and an 

	

19- 
	award of costs, expenses, and reasonable attorneys' fees, including but not limited to those 

20 I 
 

provided m California Labor Code § 226(e), as well as other available remedies 

	

21 
	

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

	

22 
	

Failure to Indemnify Employees for Necessary Expenditures Incurred in Dischat-ge of 

	

23 
	

Duties 

	

24 
	

[Cal. Labor Code § 2802) 

	

25 
	

(Against all DEFENDANTS) 

	

26 
	

47 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

27 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 thtough 46 

	

28 I 

	
48 	California Labor Code § 2802(a) requires an cmployei to indemnify an employee 

C I nS5 Ac C1QN \XD 
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1 
	

for all necessary expenditures or losses incurred by the employee in direct consequence of the 

	

2 
	

discharge of his or her duties, or of hts or her obedience to the directions of the employer 

	

3 
	

49 	During the CLASS PERIOD, DEFENDANTS knowingly and willfully failed to 

	

4 
	indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for all business expenses and/or losses incurred 

	

5 
	

in direct consequence of the discharge of their duties while work>ng under the direction of 

	

6 
	

DEFENDANTS, including but not limited to expenses for uniforms, and other employment- 

	

7 
	related expenses, in violation of California Labor Code § 2802 

	

8 
	

50. 	As a proximate result of DEFENDANTS' unlawful actions and omissions, 

	

9 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have been damaged in an amount according to proof at 

	

10 
	

tnal, and seek reimbursement of all necessary expenditures, plus interest thereon pursuant to 

	

11 
	

California Labor Code § 2802(b). Additionally, PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are 

	

12 
	entitled to all available statutory penalties and an award of costs, expenses, and reasonable 

	

13 
	attorneys' fees, including those provided in California Labor Code § 2802(c), as well as other 

	

14 
	available remedies. 

	

15 	 ,NINTH CAUSE_OF ACTION_ 

	

16 
	

Unfair and Unlawful Business Practices 

	

17 
	

[Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17200 et. seq.] 

	

18 
	

(Against all 1)EFENDANTS) 

	

19 
	

51 	PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference, as though fully set forth, the 

	

20 
	allegations in paragraphs 1 through 50 

	

21 
	

52 	Each and every one of DEFENDANTS' acts and omissions in violation of the 

	

22 
	

California Labor Code and/or the applicable IWC Wage Order-as allegcd herein, including but 

	

23 
	not limited to DEFENDANTS' fa>lure and reftisal to provide required ineal periods, 

	

24 
	

DEFENDANTS' failure and refiisal to providc required rest pe► iods, DEFENDANTS' failiure and 

	

25 
	refusal to pay overtime compensation, DEFENDANTS' failure and refusal to pay minimum 

	

26 
	wages, DEFENDANTS' failure and reftisal to pay all wages due to d>scharged or quitting 

	

27 
	cmployees, DEFENDANTS' failure and refusal to furnish accui-ate iteinizeci wage statements, 

	

28 
	

DEFENDANTS' failurc and iefusal to maintain required records, DF,FENDANTS' failure and 
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1 
	reftisal to indemnify PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS for necessary expenditures and/or 

a 
2 ; losses incurring in dischargnng their duties, constitutes an unfair and unlawful business practice 

	

3 
	under Califorma Business and Professions Code § 17200 et seq 

	

4 
	j` 	53 	DEFENDANTS' violations of Califorma wage and hour laws constitute a business 

	

5 
	practice because DEFENDANTS' aforementioned acts and omissions were done repeatedly over 

	

6 
	a significant period of time, and in a systematic manner, to the detriment of PLAINTIFF and 

	

7 
	

CLASS MEMBERS. 

	

8 
	

54. 	DEFENDANTS have avoided payment of wages, overt>.me wages, meal penods, 

	

9 
	rest penods, and other benefits as required by the California Labor Code, the Califorma Code of 

	

10 
	

Regulations, and the applicable IWC Wage Order. Further, DEFENDANTS have failed to 

	

11 
	record, report, and pay the correct sums of assessment to the state authonties under the Califorma 

	

12 
	

Labor Code and other applicable regulations 

13' 
	55 	As a result of DEFENDANTS' unfair and unlawful bus>ness practices, 

	

14 
	

DEFENDANTS have reaped unfair and illegal profits during the CLASS PERIOD at the expense 

15 ' of PLAINTIFF, CLASS MEMBERS, and members of the public. DEFENDANTS should be 

	

16 
	made to disgorge their ill-gotten gains and to restore them to PLAINTIFF and CLASS 

17 MEMBERS 

	

18 
	

56 	DEFENDANTS' unfair and unlawful business practices entitle PLAINTIFF and 

	

19 
	

CLASS MEMBERS to seek preliminary and permanent injunctive rellef, including but not 

	

20 
	

limited to orders that DEFENDANTS account for, disgorge, and restore to PLAINTIFF and 

	

21 
	

CLASS MEMBERS the wages and otller compensation unlawfully withheld from them. 

	

22 
	

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to restitution of all monies to be disgorged 

	

23- 
	from DEFENDANTS in an aniount accordtng to proof at the time of trial, but in excess of the 

	

24 
	jurisdiction of this Court 

25 

26 

27 

	

28 
	

/// 
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TENTH_CAUSE OF ACTION 

.Etepresentative Action for Civil Penalties 

[Cal. Labor Code §§ 2698-2699.51 

(Against AIl DEFENDANTS) 

57. PLAINTIFF incorporates herein by specific reference as though fully set forth the 

alle ations in all recedm ara ra hs with exce tion of the alle ations in ara a h 14 and the g 	p 	gp g p ~ 	P 	 g 	p in'P 

subparagraphs thereto 

58. PLAINTIFF is an "aggneved employee" within the meaning of California Labor 

Code § 2699(c), and a proper representative to bring a civil action on behalf of herself and other 

; current and former employees of DEFENDANTS pursuant to the procedures specified in 

Califorma Labor Code § 2699 3, because PLAINTIFF and other aggneved employees were 

employed by DEFENDANTS and the alleged violations of the Califorma Labor Code were 

committed against PLAINTIFF and other aggneved employees 

59 	Pursuant to the Cala.fornia Pnvate Attorneys General Act of 2004 ("PAGA"), 

Labor Code §§ 2698-2699 5, PLAINTIFF and other aggneved employees seek to recover civil 

penalties, including but not limited to penalties under Califorma Labor Code §§ 2699, 210, 

226 3, 558, 1174 5,1197 1, and IWC Wage Order No. 5-2001, § 20, from DEFENDANTS in a 

repiesentative action for the violations set forth above, zncluding but not limited to vlolations of 

California Labor Code §§ 201, 202, 203, 204, 226, 226 7, 510, 512, 1174, 1194, 1197, 1198, and 

2802 PLAINTIFF and other aggrieved employees are also entitled to an award of reasonable 

attorneys' fees and costs pursuant to Califorma Labor Code § 2699(g)(1) 

60 	Pursuant to Labor Code $ 2699 3, PLAINTIFF gave notice to the Califorma Labor 

atld Workfoi-ce Development Agency ("LWDA") by filing on the website 

https //dii tfaforms net/128 on August 29, 2017, and to DEFENDANTS by cei-tified mail, 

postmaiked August 29, 2017, of the specific provisions of the Labor Code and applicable wage 

order alleged to have been violated, including the facts and theories to support the alleged 

vlolatlons Witlzin sixty-five (65) calendar of the postmark date of PLAINTIFF s notice letter, 

the LWDA did not plovlde notice to PLAINTIFFS that It intends to investigate the alleged 
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1 11 violations 

	

2 
	

57 	Therefore, PLAINTIFF has complied with all of the requirements set forth in 

	

3 
	

California Labor Code § 2699 3 to commence a representative action under PAGA. 

	

4 
	

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

	

5 
	

WI3EREFORE, PLAINTIFF, indivldually and on behalf of all other persons similarly 

	

6 
	situated, respectfully prays for relief against DEFENDANTS, and each of them, as follows: 

	

7 
	

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

	

8 
	

2. 	For restitution of all monies due to PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, as well 

	

9 
	as disgorged profits from DEFENDANTS' unfair and unlawful business practices; 

	

10 
	

3. 	For meal and rest period compensation pursuant to Californa,a Labor Code § 226.7 

	

11 
	and IWC Wage Order No 5-2001; 

	

12 
	

4 	For liquidated damages pursuant to Callfornia Labor Code §§ 1194.2 and 1197.1, 

	

13 
	

5. 	For prelim><nary and permanent injunctive relief enJoining DEFENDANTS from 

14 ' violat;{ng the relevant provisions of the California Labor Code and the IWC Wage Orders, and 

	

15 
	

from engaging in the unlawful business practices complained of herein; 

	

16 
	

6 	For waiting time penalties pursuant to Californza Labor Code § 203, 

	

17 
	

7 	For statutory and civil penalties according to proof, including but not limited to all 

	

18 
	penalties authorized by the Calzfornia Labor Code §§ 226(e) and §§ 2698-2699 5; 

	

19 
	

8 	For interest on the unpaid wages at 10% per annum pursuant to Califorma Labor 

	

20 
	

Code §§ 218 6, 1194, 2802, Califorma C>vil Code §§ 3287, 3288, and/or any other applicable 

	

21 
	provision providing for pre-ludgment >nterest, 

	

22 
	

9 	For reasonable attoineys' fees and costs pursuant to Califomia Labor Code 

	

23 
	

§§ 1194, 2699, 2802, California C>v>1 Code § 1021 5, and any other applicable provisions 

	

24 
	providiilg for attorneys' fees and costs, 

	

25 
	

10 	For declaratory relief, 

	

26 
	

I I 	For an oider requir>ng and certifying the Frrst, Secotid, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, 

	

27 
	

Seventh, Eighth, and Ninth Causes of Action as a class action, 

	

28 
	

12 	For an order appointing PLAINTIFF as class representative, and PLAINTIFF's 
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MATTHEW W"GORDON 
BRAUNSON C. VIRJEE 
Attoineys for Plaintiff 
JENNIFER WILSON, individually, and on 
behalf of other persons similarly sitUated 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

counsel as class counsel, and 

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

DATED November 17, 2017 
Respectfully submrtted, 

MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 

By:  
MATTHEWJ. ,AT 	 - - 
MATTHEW W. GORDON 
BRAUNSON C. VIRJEE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
JENNIFER WILSON, individually, and on 
behalf of other persons similarly situated 

DEMAND EOR JURY TRIAL 

PLAINTIFF hereby demands a Jury trial with respect to all issues tnable of nght by jury. 

DATED November 17, 2017 
	

Respectfully submitted, 

MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 
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1 rr 

SUM-100 

S U M M O N S 	 FOR COURT USE O/JLY 

(CITACION JUDlCIAL) 	
(SOLO PARA USO DE LA CORTE) 

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: I IOS i' INTERNA"1 [ONAL, INC , a Dclaware 
(AV1S0 AL DEMANDADO): corporation, I,IMS HOST USA, INC , a Delaware 	 CO[1jlw AN160 60py 
corporation, 1-IMS EIOST FAMILY RESTAtJRANTS, 1NC , a Maryland 	 094I0INAL P11j5D 

corporation, and DOES 1 through 50, fnclusfve, 	 superiqr C~urt vf Cfalt9~trnle 
County of Lc,s Anqeles 

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: JENNIF£R WILSON, an individual, - 	 NOV 17 z®'] 
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): on behalf of herself and al I 

sherri R. L'a ler, rx 	Utldear/C1erh otliers similarly sftuated, 
, ~sptt{y 

's►!i!osss Sota 

NOTICEf You have been sued The court may decide agafnst you wfthout your being heard untess you respond wfthin 30 days Read the fnformatfon 
below 

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after thts summons and Iegal papers are served on you to file a wntten response at this court and have a copy 
senred on the plafntlff A letter or phone call wdl not protect you Your wrftten response must be fn proper lega[ form ff 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 fnformatfon at the Calffornfa Courts 
Onlfne Self-Heip Center (www courtinfo ca gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you If you cannot pay the fiifng fee, ask 
the court clerk for a fee wafver form If you do not file your response on tfine, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken wlthout further warning from the court 

There are other legal requlrements You may want to call an attorney rfght away if you do not know an attorney, you may want to cati an attorney 
referral servlce If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be e[fgfble for free [egal servfces from a nonprofit iegal servfces program You can locate 
these nonprofit groups at the Calffornfa Legal Services Web sfte (wwwlawhelpcalifomia org), the Cahfornfa Courts Onifne Self-Heip Center 
(www courtlnfo ca gov/selthelp), or by contacttng your local court or county bar assocfatfon. NOTE: The court has a statutory Ifen for waived fees and 
costs on any settlement or arbftratfon award of $10,000 or more tn a cfvii case The court's iien must be pafd before the court wdl dfsm[ss the case 
1AV1S01 Lo han demandado Sr no responde dentro de 30 dfas, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escucharsu versron Lea la rnfonnaci6n a 
condnuacr6n 

Ttene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARtO despucs de que le entreguen esta cttacr6n y pape/es legales para presentar una respuesta por escnto en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante Una carta o una llamada telef6nrca no lo protegen Su respuesta por escnto tiene que estar 
en formato legal correcto sr desea que procesen su caso en la corte Es posrble que haya un formulano que usted pueda usar para su respuesta 
Puede encontrar estos formulanos de la corte y m6s tnfomzacr6n en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Califomra (www sucorte ca gov), en la 
brbJroteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le cquede m6s cerca Sr no puede pagarla cuota de presentaa6n, prda al secretano dela corte 
que le dr3 un formulano de exenci6n de pago de cuotas Si nopresenta su respuesta a hempo, puede perderel caso porincumplimiento yla corte le 
podr3 quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin m8s adver.'encra. 

hlay otros reqursrtos legales Es recomendable que llame a un abogado rnmedratamente. St no conoce a un abogado, puede Ilamar a un serwcro de 
remrsr6n a abogados Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posrble que-cumpla con /o's requisrtos para obtener servicros /egales graturtos de un 
programa de serwcios legales sin fines de lucro Puede encontrar estos grupos sin frnes de lucro en el sibo web de Calrfomia Legal Services, 
(www tawhe[pcaiffornfa org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Cahfornra, (www sucorte ca gov) o pom6ndose en contacto con la corte o el 
co/egio de abogados locales AV1S0 Porley, la corte tiene derecho a reciamarlas cuotas y los costos exentos porimponer un gravamen sobre 
cua/quierrecuperacr6n de $10,000 6 mds de valorrecrblda mediante un acuerdo o una concesr6n de arbitrafe en un caso de derecho crwl/ Tiene que 
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar e! caso 

The name and address of the court [s 	 CASE NUMBER 

(El nombre y drreccr6n de la corte es) 	
(Numefo def Caso) 

BC 6 84110 
Superioi Court of Calfforn ►a, County of Los Angeles 
1 11 North Hill Street 
Los Angeles, Cahfornia 90012 
The name, address, and telephone number of piainttffs attorney, or pla[nUff without an attorney, is Matthew J Matern 
(El nombre, la drrecci6n y e/ numero de telefono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tlene abogado, es) 

Matern Law Group, PC 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 	 (310) 531-1900 
DATE 	C 	 Clerk, by 	 Deputy 

(Fecha) 6A®V 17 2017 	 St'F1'RI R. CARTER (Secretarro) 	 5M• SOtO 	 (Adfunto) 

(For proof of service of thrs summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010) ) 
(Para prueba de entrega de esta crtatr6n use el formulano Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)) 

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED You are served 
[SEALI 	

1 	as an fndfvidual defendant 
2 0 as the person sued under the ffctftfous name of (specify) 

3 	on behaif of (specrfy) 	r 	 ~~~ C~nJ`' ~j~~ I~-i 

under 	CCP 416 10 (corporatfon) 	 0 CCP 416 60 (minor) 

~ CCP 416 20 (defunct corporatfon) 	0 CCP 416 70 (conservatee) 

0 CCP 416 40 (assocfatfon or partnershfp) 	CCP 416 90 (authorfzed person) 

= other (specify) 

[T,Zby personal delfvery on (date)1  

Form Adopted for Mandatory Use 	 SUMMONS I 	 Code ot Crv-1 Procedure§§ r'12 20 465 
Judiciat Councd of Californra 	 v,t court,n/oca gov 
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SUM-100 

S U M M O N S 	 FOR COURT USE ONLY 

(CITACION JUDICIAL) 	
(SOLO PARA USO DE LA CORTEI 

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: I IOST INTERNA I'fONAL, INC , a Delaware 
(AV1S0 AL DEMANDADO): corporatfon, t,IMS HOST USA, INC , a Delaware 	 CONFOON190 09PY 
corporation, i IMS HOST FAMILY RESTAURANTS INC a Maryland 	 ®NIQI~L Pi~.1io 
corporation, and DOES l through 50, inclusfve, 	 Su~ riqr Caurt ©f Cri{iiornle 

Gounty of Le,s Anqeles 

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF. JENNIFER WILSON, an fndivtdual, 	 NOV 17 2011 
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): on belialf of herself and all 	

SherA R. La ter, ax 	Offiet3r/e4erl; others simtlarly situated, 

Bhoses Sotr 

NOTICE! You have been sued The court may decide against you wfthout your being heard unless you respond wfthfn 30 days Read the fnformatfon 
below 

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after thfs summons and legal papers are served on you to file a wntten response at thrs court and have a copy 
served on the plafntiff A letter or phone cail wdl not protect you Your wntten response must be fn proper legal form ff you want the court to hear your 
case There may be a court form that you can use foryour response You can ffnd these court forms and more fnformatfon at the Callfornfa Courts 
Onlfne Seif-Help Center (www courtinfo ca gov/se/fhelp), your county law Ifbrary, or the courthouse nearest you If you cannot pay the filfng fee, ask 
the court clerk for a fee wafver form lf you do not ffle your response on tfine, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken wfthout further warrnng from the court 

There are other legal requfrements You may want to call an attorney rfght away if you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney 
referral servfce If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be elfgible for free legai servfces from a nonprofft legal servfces program You can locate 
these nonprofft groups at the Calffornfa Legal Services Web sfte (www lawhelpcalffornia org), the Cahfomfa Courts Online Self-Help Center 
(www courtinfo ca gov/selfhelp), or by contactfng your local court or county bar assocfatfon NOTE: The court has a statutory )fen for wafved fees and 
costs on any settlement or arbttratfon award of $10,000 or more in a cfvtl case The court's Ifen must be pafd before the court wfll dfsmfss the case 
lAV1S0! Lo han demandado Sr no responde dentro de 30 d/as, la corte puede decidrr en su contra sin escucharsu versr6n Lea la lnformacibn a 
conhnuacr6n 

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO despucs de que le entreguen esta citacf6n y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escnto en esta 
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante Una can`a o una llemada telefbnrca no lo protegen Su respuesta por escnto tiene que estar 
en fonnato legal conecto sr desea que procesen su caso en la corte Es posrble que haya un fomtu/ano que usted pueda usar para su respuesta 
Puede encontrar estos formu/arros de la corte y mds informaci6n en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Califomia (Www sucorte ca gov), en la 
biblroteca de leyes de su condado o en /a coite que le quede m6s cerca Sr no puede pagarla cuota de presentaci6n, prda al secretano de la corte 
que le dt un fonnularrD de exenobn de pago de cuotas Sr no presenta su respuesta a Uempo, puede perder el caso por incumpUmrento y la corte le 
podrS quitar su sueldo, drnero y bienes sin mas advertencia. 

Hay otros reqursitos /ega/es Es recomendable que Ilame a un abogado inmedratamente. Sr no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicro de I 
remi.v6n a abogados Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es postble que cump/a con los reqursrtos para obtener servictos legales gratultos de un 
programa de servrclos legales sin fines de lucro Puede encontrar estos gnipos sin fines de lucro en el sltlo web de Califomra Legal Serwces, 
(www lawhelpcaltfornfa org), en e/ Centro de Ayuda de /as Cortes de Califomia, (www sucorte ca gov) o pomcndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales AVISO Porley, la corte trene derecho a reclamarlas cuotas y los costos exentos porrmponer un gravamen sobre 
cualqulerrecuperacr6n de $10,000 6 mds de valorreciblda mediante un acuerdo o una concesr6n de arbrtrale en un caso de derecho crwl Tiene que 
pagar e/ gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso 

The name and address of the court is 	 CASE NUMBER 

(El nombre y d:reccr6n de /a corte es) 	
(Numero dd Caso) 

Be 6 84 i 10 
Supertor Court of Californta, County of Los Angeles 
111 North Hill Street 
Los Angeles, Caltfornta 90012 
The name, address, and telephone number of plainUffs attorney, or plainUff without an attorney, is Matthew J. Matern 
(El nombre, la drreccton y el numero de telefono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no Gene abogado, es) 

Matern Law Group, PC 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 	 (310) 531-1900 
DATE 	p~ 	 Clerk, by 	 Deputy 
(Fecha) !y®~ ~ 7 2017 	 St"ERRI A. C~'R"ER (Secretano) 	 K SOtO 	(Adlunto) 

(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010) ) 
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citati6n use e/ formulario Proof of Servfce of Summons, (POS-010)) 

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED You are served 
1 0 as an fndfvfdual defendant 
2 	as the person sued under the ffctftious ame of (speclfy) 

~~ ~ ~S ~m , ~  
3 	on b half of (specdy) ~/1~,~ ~ f~n/1 ~'n ~ ~y~o C~(~07'~A'✓~~~ 

under 	CCP 416 10 (corporatfon) 	~~, ~~J CCP 416 60 (mfn(lor) 

CCP 416 20 (defunct corporatfon) 	0 CCP 416 70 (conservatee) 

~ CCP 416 40 (assocfation or partnershfp) 0 CCP 416 90 (authorfzed person) 

= other (specrfy) 

by personal delfvery on (date) 

Form Adopted fof Mandatory Use 	 S U MM ONS 	1 	b v 	 Code o' Crvd Prccetlure §§ 412 20 465 
Judicual Councd of Caldornra 	 ,,,, ~~ [ourt,nlocagov 
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S 	 rnn-ni n 
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Namr Staie 8arnumber endaddress) FOR COURT USE ONLY 

Matthew 1 Matern, Matihew W Gordan, Braunson C Vlrlee 	SBN 159793; 267971, 290376 
Matern Law Group, PC 

1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Suite 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 CONFOF;fWED COPV 

TELEPHONE NO (31 0) 53 1-1900 	 FAx NO (310) 531-1901 
ORIC3INAL PILED 

8uperfor Court of Caltfornfa 
ATTORNEYFOR(Narne) PlatntlffJennlfCr Wilson County of Los Anoetes 

NOV 17 2017 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

STREETADDRESS I 1 1 North H111 Street 
MAILING ADDRESS I 1 I North I f I ll Street 

CITY AND ZIP CODE Los Angeles, 90012 
ghgyri R. va 	rr, sX 	uPtiCerllatrM 

BRANCH NAMEStanley Mosk Courthouse on Hill St. oy: 	 f]>ipfuty 
SOtn CASE NAME Jenntfer Wtlson v [lost InternatTonal, Inc , et a] 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Destgnation 
CASENUMBER 

0 Unlimited 	 Limited 
~ Counter 	~ Jotnder 

B 0 ~ t̀j ~ 1 1 0 
(Amount 	 (Amount 
demanded 	demanded Is F(led wlth f(rst appearance by defendant JUDGE 

exceeds $25,000) 	$25,000 or less) (Cal Rules of Court, rule 3 402) DEPT 

nCTr7b 1-0 uCTuw riTuSl uC c;ur(rl,ACteu (sCC 11151ruc[ILns u!1 PtiyC z) 

Check one box below for the case type that best descrlbes thts case 
Auto Tort 

0 

Contract 

F I Breach Auto (22) of contract/warranty (06) 

0 Unlnsured motorlst (46) 0 Rule 3.740 collectlons (09) 

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/Property F-1 Othercollectlons (09) 
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort 
~ 

= Insurance coverage (18) 
Asbestos (04) 

~ Product Ilabdlty 
Q Other contract (37) 

(24) 

~ 
Real Property 

Medlcal malpractice (45) Q Eminent domaln/inverse 
0 Other PI/PD/WD (23) 

E=1 

condemnatlon (14) 

Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort Wrongful evlctlon (33) 

L-J Buslness toNunfalr buslness practice (07) = Other real property (26) 

0 Clvd nghts (08) Unlawful Detatner 

0 Defamallon (13) 0 Commerclal (31) 

0 Fraud (16) 0 Restdentlal (32) 

0 Intellectual property (19) 0 Drugs (38) 

0 Professtonal negltgence (25) Judicial Review 

E-1 ~ Other non-PI/PD/WD tort (35) Asset forfedure (05) 

Employment 
	

0 Petltlon re arbltratlon award (11) 
= Wrongfui terminatlon (36) 

	
Q Wrlt of mandate (02) 

OX 	Other emp(oyment (15) 
	

Other (udlclal revlew 

Provislonally Complex Civ(I Litigation 
(Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403) 

~ AntltrustCfrade regulatlon (03) 

0 Constructlon defect (10) 

~ Mass tort (40) 

~ Securltles Ittlgatlon (28) 

~ EnvtronmentaUToxtc tort (30) 

~ Insurance coverage ctalms ar(stng from the 
above Ilsted provlslonally complex case 
types (41) 

Enforcement of Judgment 

0 Enforcement of Judgment (20) 

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint 

0 RICO (27) 

~ Other complalnt (not specified above) (42) 

Mlsceltaneous Ctvtl Pet(t(on 

~ Partnershtp and corporate governance (21) 
0 Other petltlon (not specdied above) (43) 

2 	Th(s case I A I Is 
	

(s not 	complex under rule 3 400 of the Cal(fornla Rules of Court If the case Is comr)lex. mark the 
factors requlr(ng exceptlonal )ud(cial management 
a 	Large number of separately represented part(es 	d ~ Large number of wltnesses 

b 	Extens(ve mot(on practice rals(ng d(fflcult or novel e 0 Coord(nat(on w(th related act(ons pend(ng (n one or more courts 
(ssues that w(II be tlme-consuming to resolve 	 In other count(es, states, or countrles, or In a federal court 

c 	Substantlal amount of documentary ev(dence 	f 	Substant(al postjudgment jud(c(ai supervls(on 

3 	Remedles sought (check all that apply) a 0 monetary b ~X nonmonetary, declaratory or (n)unctive rel(ef c Opunitive 
4 	Number of causes of actlon (specrfy) Ten (10) 

5 Thls case 0(s [] Is not a class act(on swt  
6 	If there are any known related cases, flle and serve a notice of relate case ou a 	e r M 0 ) /~- 

Date Nove(nber 17, 2017 

Matthew J Matern 
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 	 (SIGNATURE 

• Plalnttff must flle thls cover sheet wlth the flrst paper flled In the actton or proceeding (except small clalms cases or cases fded 
under the Probate Code, Famlly Code, or Welfare and Instltutlons Code) (Cal Rules of Court, rule 3 220 ) Fallure to flle may result 
In sanctions 

• Flle thls cover sheet in addltion to any cover sheet requlred by local court rule 
• If thls case Is complex under rule 3 400 et seq of the Callfornla Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of thls cover sheet on all 

other partles to the act(on or proceed(ng 
• Unless thls is a collectlons case under rule 3 740 or a complex case, this cover sheet wdl be used for statls[Ucal purposes onl~r 

aoe t ol 

rorrn Advpletl lor Manoatory Use 	 Cai RuWes ol Coun rules 2 30 3 220 3 400-3 403 3 740 
JudioaiCounalolCantorma 	 CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET 	

Cat SlantlardsolJUbrUdlAclnunryiralon Sto 3 10 
CM OI O(Rev Ju1y 1 20071 	 wnv, courtmlo c3 yuv 
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Auto Tort 
Auto (22)-Personal 

Physicrans & Surgeons 
OtheryProfessiondl Health Care 

Mai'p~=aclica 
Oihet f'lIPD(1,NL~,(23) 

PromiSe~ l,fabritf}~"(e g , slrp 
'and' f~ill) 

Inientronal Boddy Iniury/PD/WD 
(e g , assault, vandalrsm) 

Intentronal Inflrctron of 
Emotronal Distress 

Neghgent Infhctron of 
Emotronal Distress 

Other P,I/PDM/D, 
Non-PI/PDJWD (Other) Tort 

Busrness TorUUnfarr Busrness 
Practrce (07) 

Civil Rrghts (e g , drscrrminatron, 
161se ar(sl) (no('crvrl 
hrtrassment) (08) 

Defamalion (e g , slander, hbei) 
(13) 

f=raud (16) 
Inlellectuil Properly ,( 19) 
F'rofessronal Negirgence (25) 

Leqal Malpraclice 
Ottier Profess"sonal Malpract,ce 

(not medreal or legal) 
Other Non PI/PD/WD Torl (35) 

Employment 
Wrongful Termrnatron (36) 
Otlier Employment (15) 

CM-010 
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET 

To Plalntiffs and Others Filing Ftrst Papers. If you are ftling a flrst paper (for example, a complalnt) In a clvll case, you must 
complete and itle, along wlth your flrst paper, the Ctvtl Case Cover Sheetcontalned on page 1 Thts tnformatton wlll be used to complle 
stattstics about the types and numbers of cases fded You must complete Items 1 through 6 on the sheet In Item 1, you must check 
one box for the case type that best descrlbes the case If the case flts both a general and a more speclftc type of case Ilsted in item 1, 
check the more spectftc one. If the case has multtple causes of actlon, check the box that best indtcates the prtmary cause of actton 
To asstst you In completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type In Item 1 are provtded below A cover 
sheet must be flled only wlth your inttlal paper Fallure to fde a cover sheet wtth the ftrst paper flled In a clvll case may sub)ect a party, 
tts counsel, or both to sancttons under rules 2 30 and 3 220 of the Callfornta Rules of Court 
To Partibs in Rule 3.740 Collecttons Cases A"collectlons case" under rule 3 740 Is deflned as an actfon for recovery of money 
owed ln a sum stated to be certaln that ts not more than $25,000, exclustve of Interest and attorney's fees, arlstng from a transactton tn 
whtch property, servtces, or money was acqulred on credlt A collectfons case does not tnclude an actlon seektng the followtng (1) tort 
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a pre)udgment wrlt of 
attachment The Identlflcatton of a case as a rule 3 740 collecttons case on thls form means that it wtll be exempt from the general 
ttme-for-servtce requtrements and case management rules, unless a defendant flles a responslve pleadtng A rule 3 740 collecttons 
case wlll be sub)ect to the requtrements for servtce and obtalning a)udgment In rule 3 740 - 
To Parttes in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parttes must also use the Ctvtl Case Cover Sheet to destgnate whether the 
case Is complex If a piaintlff belleves the case ts complex under rule 3 400 of the Callfornla Rules of Court, thts must be Indlcated by 
completing the approprfate boxes In ltems 1 and 2 If a plalnttff deslgnates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served wlth the 
complalnt on all partles to the actton A defendant may flle and serve no later than the tfine of Its flrst appearance a jolnder In the 
plafntiff's deslgnatfon, a counter-deslgnatlon that the case Is not complex, or, If the plalnttff has made no destgnatlon, a destgnatton that 
the case Is complex 	 CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES 

Provlslonally Complex Civrl Lltrgatron (Cal. 
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3 403) 

AntitrustlTrade.Regulation (03) 
Cons'Wclionrb,efect (10) _ 
Clauns involving 'f~iass~t"ort (40) 
Securdies

_ 
Lrtrgattori (28) 

EnvrronmentallToxtc Tort (30) 
Insurance Coverage Clarms 

(arising from provisionally complex 
case type hsted above) (41) 

Enforcement of Judgment 
Enforcement of Judgment (20) 

Atistr'actof Judgmenl-(Out of 
. Count~) 

Confossion of Judgment,(non- 
domestrc relahons) 

Srster Siate Judgment 
Admrnrstratrve Agency Award 

(not unpard taxes) 
Petrtron/Certrfrcatron of Entry of 

Judgment on,Unpard Taxes 
Other Enforcement of Judgment 

,'Case 
Mlscelianeous Civil Complaint 

R1G0 (21f 
Oher Complainl (not spec?fied 

above) (42Y 
Declaratory Relref'Only 
Jnlunctrve Relief Only ,(non- 

harassrment j 
Mechariics Lien 
Olher Commercrai Complarnt 

Case (non-torUnori-complex) 
Other Civii Complarnt 

(non-tort/non complex) 
Mlscellaneous Clvrl Petrtron 

Partnershrp and Corporate 
Governance (21) 

Other Pelrluon (nol specrhed 
above) (43) 
Crvrl Harassmeni 
Workplace Vrolence 
Elder/Dependenl Adull 

Abuse 
Elechon Contesl 
PelUlion for N[une Change 
Petlltion for Relref From Late 

Claim 
Other Civrl Petitron 

Other Judrercd Revrew (39) 
Revrew of Fie'dth Oilicer Order 
Notice of Appeal-Labor 

Commissioner Aoneals  

Contract 
Breach of Contracl/Warranty (06) 

Breach of RenMl/Lease 
Coniract (n"ol ilrilaiir`fttl detainer 

or wrorigtut evtctiort) 
Co111;ract(War~,arity Breacli-Seller 

f'iatnlitf. (nqt fraud or negligence) 
Neg((ient Brefieh of Contract/ 

of ,ContractNllarranty 
Tioney owed, open 

Instlr,ai'rce Co'verage, (not provisronally 
,complex) (18) 
,Aufo`Snbrogatfon 
Ottier C9verage 

Other Contract (37) 
Contractual Fraud 
Other' Cortiiract' Drspute 

Real Ptoperty 
Eminent Domailillnverse 
- Cohdemnatlon, (14) 

Wrongful Evictron (33) 

Other Real Properly,(eg., o,uiel'trfle) (26) 
Wrrt of Possession of Real I?roporty 
Mortgage Forec(osure 
Quret Trtle 
Olher Real Property (not eminent 
domain, landlord/tenant, or 
foreclosur e) 

Unlawful Detarner 
Commercial (31) 

Resrdentral (32) 
Drugs (38) (rf the case rnvolves rllegal 

drugs, check thrs ilem, otherwise, 
report as Cornrnercial or Residential) 

Judrerai Revtew 
Asset Forfeilure (05) 
Petrtron He, Arbrlratron Award (11) 
Writ of Mandale (02) 

Wr,l-Admmrslralrve Mandanws 
Wrrl-Mandamus on Limtled Couri 

Case Matter 
Wrd-0ther Limited Court Case 

Revrew 

C,Mrr10la ev Julv r 20071 	 ~ 	 ~ 	
Page2ol2 
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SHORTTITLE WIIS011 V I-iost Intelnatlonal, Inc , et al 	 CASENUMBER  

- 	 ~~ ~ t~ ~T 

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 2.3 tn all new clvll case filings In the Los Angeles Superlor Court 

Step 1: After complettng the Ctvtl Case Cover Sheet (ludlcial Councll form CM-010), flnd the exact case type tn 
Column A that corresponds to the case type indtcated in the Ctvll Case Cover Sheet 

Step 2: In Column B, check the box for the type of action that best descrlbes the nature of the case 

Step 3: In Column C, clrcle the number whlch explains the reason for the court filtng locatton you have 
chosen. 

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Court Filing Location (Column C) 

1 Class actions must be fited in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, Central Dlstnct 	7 Locatlon where petltloner resldes 

2, Permisslve filing in central dlstnct 	 8 Locatlon whereln defendant/respondent functlons wholly 

3 Locatlon where cause of action arose 

4 Mandatory personal In)ury rihng In North Dlstrict 

5. Locatlon where performance requlred or defendant resldes 

6 Locatlon of property or permanently garaged vehicle 

9 Location where one or more of the parties reslde 

10 Locatlon of Labor Commissloner Office 

11 Mandatory fibng locatlon (Hub Cases — unlawful detainer, hmited 
non-collectlon, limited collectlon, or personal Injury) 

A B C 
Clvll Case Cover Sheet Type of Actlon Appllcable Reasons - 

Category No (Check only one) See Step 3 Above 

Auto (22) ❑ A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal In)ury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1, 4, 11 

Uninsured Motorlst (46) ❑ A7110 Personal In)ury/Property DamageM/rongful Death — Unlnsured Motonst 1, 4, 	11 

❑ A6070 Asbestos Property Damage  
Asbestos (04) 

❑ A7221 	Asbestos - Personallnjury/WrongfulDeath  

Product Liability (24) ❑ A7260 Product Liablllty (not asbestos or toxlc/environmental) 1, 4 	11 

❑ A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physiclans & Surgeons 1, 4, 11 
Medical Malpractice (45) 

1,4 	11  ❑ A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 

❑ A7250 	Premises Llabdity (e g, slip and fall) 
1 	4 	11 

Other Personal 
In}ury Property ❑ A7230 Intentlonal Boddy Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death (e g, 1 	4 	11 

Damage Wrongful assault, vandaltsm, etc ) 

Death (23) ❑ A7270 	Intentlonal Inflictlon of Emotional Distress 7 	4 	11 

❑ A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongfut Death 1 	4 	11 

LACIV 109 (Rev 2/16) 	 CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM 	 Local Rule 2 3 

LASC Approved 03-04 	 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION 	 Page 1 of 4 
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SHORTTITLE `11/11Son v HOst InterrlatlonaJ, Inc , et al. 	 CASE NUMBER 

A B C- Applica ble 
Civd Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Reasons - See Step 3 

Category No (Check only one) i 	Above 

Bustness Tort (07) ❑ A6029 Other Commercial/BusinessTort (not fraud/breach of contract) i 1, 2, 3 
~ 

Ctvtl Rights (08) ❑ A6005 Civd Rights/Discriminatton 1, 2, 3 

Defamation (13) ❑ A6010 	Defamation (slander/libel) 1,1, 2, 3 

Fraud (16) ❑ A6013 Fraud (no contract) 1, 2, 3 

❑ A6017 Legal Malpractice 	 } i 1, 2, 3 
Professtonal Neghgence (25) 

❑ A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1, 2, 3 

Other (35) ❑ A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 	 , 1, 2, 3 

Wrongful Termtnatton (36) ❑ A6037 Wrongful Termtnatton 	 ; 
t _ 	 - 

1, 2, 3 

© 	A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case 	 i Q2, 3 
Other Employment (15) 

❑ A6109 Labor CommtsstonerAppeals 10 

❑ A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 
2, 5 

eviction) 
Breach of Contract/ Warranty y#2, 5 

(06) ❑ A6008 	ContractlWarranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) ; 

not insurance 	i ( 	 ) 	̀❑ A6019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) 	
1 ' 1, 2. 5 

❑ A6028 Other Breach of ContractNNarranty (not fraud or negligence) 
1' 2' 5 

❑ A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff " 5, 6, 11 
Collecttons (09) 	- 

❑ A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 1 5,11 

❑ A6034 Collecttons Case-Purchased Debt (Charged Off Consumer Debt 15, 6, 11 
_ 	Purchased on or after January 1, 2014 

Insurance Coverage (18) ❑ A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1, 2, 5, 8 

❑ A6009 Contractual Fraud 1, 2, 3, 5 

Other Contract (37) ❑ A6031 	Torttous Interference 1, 2, 3, 5 

❑ A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/msurance/fraud/negligence) 1, 2, 3, 8, 9 

Eminent Domain/Inverse 
❑ A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation 	Number of parcels 2,6 

Condemnation (14) 

Wrongful Eviction (33) ❑ A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2,6 

❑ A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2,6 

Other Real Property (26) ❑ A6032 Quiet Titie 2, 6 

❑ A6060 	Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure) 2, 6 

Unlawful Detainer-Commerciai 
❑ A6021 	Unlawfui Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 6, 11 

(31) 

Unlawful Detainer-Residential 
❑ A6020 	Unlawful Detainer-Residentiai (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 6, 11 

(32) 

Unlawful Detainer- 
❑ A6020F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2, 6,11 

Post-Foreclosure 34 

Unlawfui Detainer-Drugs (38) ❑ A6022 	Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2 6 11 

LACIV 109 (Rev 2/16) 	 CIV1L CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM 	 Local Rule 2 3 
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A B C Applicable 

Civd Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Reasons - See Step 3 
Category No (Check onty one) Above 

Asset Forfeiture (05) ❑ A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2, 3, 6 

Petdion re Arbitration (11) 
- 	 - 	- 	 - 	~ 

❑ A6115 	Petition to Compel/Confirm/VacateArbitration 
-- 

2,5 

❑ A6151 	Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2,8 

Writ of Mandate (02) ❑ A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2 

❑ A6153 Writ - Other Limited Court Case Review 2 

Other Judicial Review (39) ❑ A6150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2,8 

Antdrust/Trade Regulation (03) ❑ A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1, 2, 8 

Construction Defect (10) ❑ A6007 Construction Defect 1, 2, 3 

Claims Involving Mass Tort p 	A6006 Claims lnvolving Mass Tort 1, 2, 8 
(40) ~ 

Securities Litigation (28) ❑ A6035 Securittes Litigation Case 1, 2, 8 

Toxic Tort 
Environmental (30) 

❑ A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1, 2, 3, 8 

Insurance Coverage Claims 
❑ A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1, 2, 5, 8 

from Complex Case (41) , 

❑ A6141 	Sister State Judgment 2, 5, 11 

❑ A6160 Abstract of Judgment 	 ~ 2,6 

Enforcement ❑ A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9 

of Judgment (20) ❑ A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2,8 

❑ A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2,8 

❑ A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2, 8, 9 

RICO (27) ❑ A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1, 2, 8 

❑ A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1, 2, 8 

Other Complaints d 	A6040 	Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2,8 

(Not Specified Above) (42) ❑ A6011 	Other Commercral Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1, 2, 8 

❑ A6000 Other Civd Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1, 2, 8 

Partnership Corporation p 	A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2, 8 
Governance (21) 

❑ A6121 	Civil Harassment 2, 3, 9 

❑ A6123 Workplace Harassment 2, 3, 9 

❑ A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2, 3, 9 
Other Petitions (Not 

Specified Above) (43) ❑ A6190 	Election Contest 2 

❑ A6110 	Petition for Change of Name/Change of Gender 2 7 

❑ A6170 	Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 9 3, 8 

❑ A6100 	Other Civil Petition 2 9 

3 
a> .~ 

o: 
~a .~ 

'v 
~ 
~ 

r.O 

a U 

SHORT TITLE Wilson v Host International, Inc , et al 	 ; CASE NUMBER 
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SHORTTITLE WiIson v Host International, Inc, et al. 	 CASENUMBER 

Step 4: Statement of Reason and Address. Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown under Column C for the 
type of action that you have selected. Enter the address which is the basis for the filing location, incfuding zip code 
(No address required for class action cases) 

ADDRESS 

REAsoN 	 201 World Way 

®1 112 03 ❑ 4 115 06 07 ❑ 8 ❑ 9 1110 011. 

CfTY 	 STATE. 	ZIP CODE 	 ry 	 rv 

Los Angeles 	 ICA 	90045 

Step 5: Certification of Assignment: I certify that this case is properly filed in the Central 	 District of 
the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., §392 et seq , and Local Rule 2 3(a)(1)(E)]. 

Dated 11/17/2017 
(SIGNATURE OF A~ Ylr"ILING PARTY) 

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY 
COMMENCEYOUR NEW COURTCASE: 

1 	Onginal Complaint or Petition 

2 	If filing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk 

3 	Civd 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 
02/16) 

5 	Payment in full of the filing fee, unless there is court order ,  forwaiver, partial or scheduled payments 

6 	A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judiciai Council form CIV-010, if the pfaintiff or petitioner is a 
minor under 18 years of age w►II 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 2/16) 	 CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM 	 Local Rule 2 3 
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- 	' 	 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 	 . 
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - CLASS ACTION CASES 	 ' 

~ 
Case Number 

THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITH THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 
Your case is assi ned for all purRoses to the 'udtcial officer indicated below Local Rule 3.3 (c)). 

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT. ROOM 

Jud e Elihu M. Berle 323 1707 

Judge William F. Highberger 322 1702 

Judge John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 311 1408 

Judge Kenneth Freeman 310 14,12 

Judge Ann Jones 308 1415 

Judge Maren E. Nelson 307 1402 

Jud e Carol n B. Kuhl 309 1409 

Instructiops for handling Class Action Civil Cases 	 -' 
The following,crittcal provlslons of the Chapter Three Rules, as appltcable m the Central District, are summartzed for your assistance 

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

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES 
The Chapter Three Rules shall have prtority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconststent 

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

TIME STANDARDS 
Cases assigned to the Individual Calendartng Court will be subject to processing under the followtng time standards• 

COMPLAINTS: All complatnts shall be served within 60 days of fihng and proof of servtce shall be flled withtn 90 days of filing 

CROSS-COMPLAINTS: W tthout leave of court first being obtatned, no cross-complaint may be filed by any party after their answer 
ts filed Cross-complatnts shall be served within 30 days of the filtng date and a proof of servtce filed withtn 60 days of the filtng 
date 

A Status Conference wtll be scheduled by the asstgned Independent Calendar Judge no later than 270 days after the filing of the 
complatnt Counsel must be fully prepared to dtscuss the followtng tssues- altemattve dlspute resolutton, btfurcatton, settlement, trtal 
date, and expert wttnesses. 

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE 
The Court wtll requtre the parttes at a status conference not more than 10 days before the trlal to have ttmely filed and served all 
mqttons tn Itmtne, bifurcatton motions, statements of major evtdenttary tssues, dtspostttve mottons, requested jury tnstructtons, and 
special Jury tnstructtons and spectaljury verdicts These matters may be heard and resolved at thts conference At least 5 days before 
thts conference, counsel must also have exchanged lists of exhibtts and wttnesses and have submttted to the court a brtef statement of 
the case to be read to thejury panel as requtred by Chapter Etght of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules 

SANCTIONS 
The court wtll tmpose approprtate sanctions for the failure or refusal to comply wtth Chapter Three Rules, orders made by the Court, 
and ttme standards or deadltnes establtshed by the Court or by the Chapter Three Rules Such sancttons may be on a party or tf 
approprtate on counsel for the party 

This is not a complete deiineation of the Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is therefore not a guarantee against the imposition 
of sanct►ons under Trial Court Delay Reduction Careful reading and compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is absolutely imperative 

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross Complainant/Attorney of Record on 	 SHERRI R CARTER, Execuuve Ofticer/Clerk 

f:31 
	

Deputy Clerk 

tACIV CCW 190 (Rev 04/16) 
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Superior Court of California 

County of Los Angeles 
•W' 

, 	, 
~ '~~~F~~ ~'~i' 1►':•'t.h, 	r 

~~ 	~~~.✓ ~ l;lcs 

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 neutrafs 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 

• Often faster than going to trial 

• Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney's fees and expert fees. 

• 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 is 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. 

• If 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 efPective 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 
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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 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 mscdeptl8@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: 

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

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

Look in a telephone directory or search online for "mediators; or "arbitrators." 

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

A list of approved State Bar Approved Mandatory Fee Arbitration programs is available at 

http://calbar.ca.Rov/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.lacountV.gov/programs/dispute-resolution-proRram-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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V®LIJNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATI®N STIPlJLATI®NS 

~~?~ 
~~~ 	The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery 

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

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

A 
	

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

because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application. 
Los Angeles County 
BarAssociation 	 These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation 
Litigatton Section 

Los Angeles County 	
between the parties and to assist in resolving issues in a 

Bar Assoclation Labor and 
Employment Law Section 	manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial 

efficiency. 
I~ ~;747tztw`.k'c;. 

The following organizations endorse the goal of 
Consumer Attorneys 
Association of Los Angetes promoting efficiency in litigation and ask that counsel 

consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way to 

promote communications and procedures among counsel 
97 ;, 	and with fhe courf to fairly resolve issues in their cases. ~ 

A~rx~e_Cqcx:qc . 

♦Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section♦ 
Southern California 
Defense Counsel 

♦ Los Angeles County Bar Association 

Labor and Employment Law Section♦ 
AM. ~,,, 

Association of 
Business Trial Lawyers 	 ♦Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles♦ 

♦Southern California Defense Counsel♦ 
s _ 	s  

♦Association of Business Trial Lawyers♦ 
~ ;,' CELA <{~w 

California Employment 
LawyersAssociat7on 	 ♦California Employment Lawyers Association♦ 

IACIV 230 (NEVV) 
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NAME AND AODRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUr ATTORNEY 	 STATE BAR NUMBER Reeened 1w derk . Fle Stnmp 

TELEPHONE NO 	 FAX NO (Optional) 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (OpUonal) 

ATTORNEY FOR Name 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSEADDRESS 

PLAINTIFF 

DEFENDANT 

CASE NUMBER 

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING 

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

The parties agree 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 rtght, or tf the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended 
complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwlse raise? If so, the parties 
agree to work through pleadtng issues so that a demurrer need only raise tssues they cannot 
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or 
would some other type of motton be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of 
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadtngs? 

b Initial mutual exchanges of documents at the "core" of the ittigatton (For example, In an 
employment case, the employment records, personnel file and documents relattng to the 
conduct in questton could be considered "core." In a personal tnjury case, an tncldent or 
police report, medical records, and repatr or malntenance records could be considered 
"core."); 

c. 	Exchange of names and contact tnformatton of wttnesses, 

d Any-tnsurance agreement that may be avatlable to sattsfy part or all of a judgment, or to 
Indemnify or reimburse for payments made to sattsfy a judgment, 

e Exchange of any other tnformatton that mtght be helpful to facllttate understandtng, handitng, 
or resolutlon of the case tn a manner that preserves objecttons or prtvlleges by agreement, 

f. Controlltng tssues of law that, tf resolved early, wlll promote efficlency and economy In other 
phases of the case Also, when and how such tssues can be presented to the Court, 

g Whether or when the case should be scheduled wtth a settlement officer, what dlscovery or 
court ruling on legal issues Is reasonably requlred to make settlement dtscusslons meantngful, 
and whether the parttes wish to use a sltting judge or a prlvate medtator or other optlons 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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SMORT TITLE 	 CASE NUMBER 

~ 

discussed in the "Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package" served with the 
complaint, 	' 

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

i. Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see information at 
www.lacourt org under °CiviP' and then under "General lnfonnation"). 

2. 	The time for a defending parry to respond to a comp{aint 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 Supenrising Judge due to the case management benefits provided by 
this Stipul'ation. A copy of the General Order can be found at www lacourt orp under "CivrP', 
click on "General InformatPon", then click on "Voluntary Effcient Litigation Stipulations" 

3, 	The parties,wdl prepare a joint report titled "Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference 
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing 
rosults of their meet and confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties' 
eff,cient 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 

4. 	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 
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NAMEAND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY VYffHOUT ATTORNEY 	 STATE BAR NUMBF.R Reserved for Clerk s File Stamp 

TELEPHONE NO 	 FAX NO (Ophonal) 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Ophonal) 

ATTORNEY FOR Name 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSE ADDRESS 

Pl.A1NTIFF 

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 infonnal 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. At the Informal Discovery Conference the Court wdl consider the dispute presented by partles 
and determine whether it can be resolved informally. Nothing set forth hereln wdl 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 falth attempt at an informal resolutlon 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 wlll• 

File a Request for Informal Dlscovery Conference with the clerk's office on the 
approved form (copy attached) and deliver a courtesy, conformed copy to the 
asslgned department, 

Include a brlef summary of the dispute and speclfy the relief requested, and 

itl 	Serve the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of servtce 
that ensures that the opposing party recelves the Request for Informal Dlscovery 
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing 

b Any Answer to a Request for Informal Dlscovery Conference must 

Also be filed on the approved form (copy attached), 

Include a brlef summary of why the requested relief should be denled, 

LACIV 036 (new) 
LASC Approved 04/11 	 STIPULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For Opdonal Use 	 Page 1 of 3 
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SHORT TITLE 	 CASE NUTABER 

iii 	Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request, and 
\ 

iv. 	Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authortzed 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, tncluding 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' Dtscovery 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 maktng a motton 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, whtchever is earlier, unless extended 
by Order of the Court 

It is the understandtng and intent of the parties that this sttpulatton shall, for each discovery 
dispute to which it applies, constitute a wnting memorializing a"specific later date to which 
the propounding [or demanding or requesttng] party and the responding party have agreed in 
wnting," within the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030 300(c), 2031.320(c), and 
2033 290(c) 

6 Nothtng herein wtll preclude any party from applying ex parte for appropriate relief, including 
an order shortening time for a motion to be heard concerning dtscovery 

7 Any party may termtnate thts stipulation by givtng twenty-one (21) days nottce of intent to 
termtnate the stipulation 

8 References to "days" mean calendar days, unless otherwtse noted if the date for performing 
any act pursuant to thts stipulatton falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holyday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day 

LACIV 036 (new) 
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s 

0 
	

SHORT TITLE. 	 CASE NUMBER 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date. 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(fYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date• 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

: 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR 	 )  

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR 	 )  

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR 	 ) 

IACIV 036 (new) 
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S 

NPAIE AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PAATY WnHOUf ATTORNEY 	 STATE 6AR NUMBER Reserved lor Gvke F1e Stamp 

TELEPHONE NO 	 FAX NO (Opttonal) 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Ophonal) 

ATTORNEY FOR Name 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSEADDRESS 

PLAINTIFF 

DEFENDANT 

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE 
CASENUMBER 

(pursuant to the Dlscovery Resolution Sttpulatton of the parties) 

1 	This document relates to 

❑ Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
❑ Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference 

2. 	Deadltne for Court to decide on Request: 	 (insert date 10 calendar days follownng fihng of 
the Request) 

3 	Deadline for Court to hold Informal Dlscovery Conference: 	 (mserc,date zo calendar 
days follovnng filing of the Request) 

4 For a Request for Informal Discoaery Conference, brief(y describe the nature of the 
discovery dispute, including the-facts and legal arguments at issue. For an Answer to 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference, brieflv describe why the Court should deny 
the requested discovery, including the facts and legal arguments at issue. 

N 

I 	 ~ 
I 

~-------- - - -- - — - --- -- ---- ------ -- - - - - ---- - 	 ~ 

LACIv 094 (new) 	 INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE 
LASC Approved 04/11 
For Opttonal Use 	 (pursuant to the Dlscovery Resolutton Sttpulatlon of the partles) 
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NAME AND ADDRESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY V4fTHOUT ATiORNEY 	 STATE BAR NUh1BER Reserved fa Clerk e File Stamp 

TELEPHONE NO , 	 FAX NO (Ophonal) 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (OpUonal) 

ATTORNEY FOR Name 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURTHOUSE 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 wdl 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. AII proposed motions in limine that are not elther the subject of a stipulation or briefed vla 
a short joint statement of issues will be briefed and filed in accordance with the California 
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superlor Court Rules 

LACIV 075 (new) 
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SNORT TITLE. 	 CASE NUMBER. 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date-  

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

➢ 
(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

➢ 
(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 
(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

➢ 
(ATTORNEY FOR 	 ) 

E 
(ATTORNEY FOR 	 )  

➢ 
(ATTORNEY FOR 	 ) 

THE COURT SO ORDERS. 

Date: 
JUDICIAL OFFICER 

LACN 075 (new) 
LASC Approved 04111 	STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Page 2 of 2 
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NAME, ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY 	I STATE 13AR NUMF3Ef2, Reseived lorCletk s FJo Slarrp 
Matthew J. Matern, Matthew W. Gordon, Braunson C VirJee 	

159798; 267971; 290376 
Matern Law Group, PC CONF®lqMEr„3 COPY 
1230 Rosecrans Avenue, Sutte 200, Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 OFi1GINB,L FOLED 

e-mail ^upertor Court of Caltfornia 

ph 	(310) 531- ] 900 	 fax 	(310) 531-190 I 
rr,nriV nf I n. Anoeles 

ATTORNEYFOR Name PlaintiffJennifer Wtlson 
KIOV 212017 SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS 

600 South Commonwealth Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90005 	 St erri R. Cartor, Executivo oNicer/Clerk 
Dy Pobin Sanchoz, DepUty PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER Jerinlfer W11Son 

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT HOSt Internatlonal, Inc , et al. 

PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE TO JUDICIAL OFFICER CASENUMBER 

Code Civ. Proc., § 170.6) BC684110 

Name of Judiclal Offlcer (PR1NT) 

Hon. William F Htghberger 

Dept Number. 

322 

~~ Judge 	 0 Commissioner 	 D Referee 

I am a party (or attorney for a party) to thls action or special proceeding. The judlcial officer named 
above, before whom the trlal of, or a hearing ln, this case is pending, or to whom lt has been 
assigned, ls prejudlced agalnst the party (or hls or her attomey) or the interest of the party (or hls or 
her attorney), so that declarant cannot, or belleves that he or she cannot, have a fair and impartlal 
trial or hearing before the judlclal ofFlcer 

3 

DECLARATION 

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the 
information entered on this form is true and correct. 

Flled on behalf of Jennifer Wilson 

- - Name of Party 

Dated Hoveirnber 21 2017 _ 

❑x Platntiff/Petlttoner 	❑ Cross Complatnant 

❑ DefendanURespondent 	❑ Cross Defendant 

❑ Other 
- 	~---- -- --- -~ -- -- — 

'ignature ot —elzfrant  ~ 

Llat
-
hewJ !vlatetn  

Pnnted Name 

L^`='`` 01i(P..' ''''') 	 PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE TO JUDICIAL OFFICER 	 C°'"'` °"` " '0° Lnsc a f,pi,, ,•,i 01 04 	
(Code Ctv Proc r ~f o--~~~, i i usf 	 , § 170 6)  
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE 12/14/17 
	

DEPT. 3 2 2 

HONORABLE William F. Highberger 	JUDGEI M. FREGOSO 	 DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 	 JUDGE PRO TEMI 
	

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE 	 Deputy 
	NONE 
	

Reporter 

BC 6 8 4110 	 Plaintiff 

Counsel 

JENNIFER WILSON 	 NO APPEARANCES 
vS 	 Defendant 

HOST INTERNATIONAL INC ET AL 	Counsel 

170.6/HIGHBERGER BY PLTFF 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

A peremptory Challenge under Section 170.6 of the 
Code of Civil Procedure was filed against Judge 
William F. Highberger by Plaintiff on November 21, 
2017. 

The Court finds that it was timely filed, in proper 
format and is accepted. 

At the direction of the Supervising Judge of Civil, 
Hon. Debre K. Weintraub, the case is reassigned for 
all purposes to Judge Elihu Berle in Department 323, 
located in the Central Civil West Courthouse. 

-ounsel for plaintiff shall give notice. 

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, the below-named Executive Officer/Clerk of the 
above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am 
not a--party to the cause herein, and that on thi.s 
iate I served the 
AINUTE ORDER 
upon each party or counsel named below by placing 
the document for collection and mailing so as to 
cause it to be deposited in the United Statea mail 
at the courthouse in LOS ANGELES, 
-alifornia, one copy of the original filed/entered 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 	1 of 2 	DEPT. 322 	12/14/17 

COUN`I'Y CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE 12/14/17 
	

DEPT. 3 2 2 

HONORABLE William F. Highberger 	JUDGE M . FREGOSO 	 DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 
	

JUDGE PRO TEM 
	

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE 
	

Deputy Shertff NONE 	 Reporter 

B C 6 8 4110 	 Piatntiff 

Counsel 

JENNIFER WILSON 	 NO APPEARANCES 
VS 	 Defendant 

HOST INTERNATIONAL INC ET AL 	Counsel 

170.6/HIGHBERGER BY PLTFF 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address 
as shown below with the postage thereon fully prepaid, 
in accordance with standard court pract.ices. 

Dated: 12/14/17 

Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/Clerk 

By: 
M. 

MATHEW J. MATERN, ESQ. 
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 
1230 ROSECRANS AVENUE, SUITE 200 
MANHATTAN BEACH, CA 90266 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 	2 of 2 	DEPT. 322 
	

12/14/17 
COTJNTY CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 	- L:Resdrvedtar.ofetflrss 
0R

I
GINA

~' y_=~~~ COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES il1QG'I'IOr l.Jai C ut'r.rdlliUl nld 
~,t-tPiiti r` I,n; 	:ABrst;lr+g 

DEC Z D 2017 
COURT ADDRESS; 

600 S Commonwealth Avenue, Los Angeles, Californfa 90005 

PLAINTIFF 	 ` 

Jenntfer Wtlson -- 	--- 	---- 	---`----___ 
rttticer/Cierl , 

	

Sh~~ftfl{ 	'~t'Irr,f':r~aa~': ~ 

	

~>)r 	t)f'tf# llb~ 	i"ills'4C;, 2t5:(itit~' DEFENDANT 	 -----____ 	— 	- 	--- _ 	= ---------_ - -_ 	__ 	__ 	_ 

Host Internatlonal, Inc , et al., 

CASE NUMBER 

CIVIL DEPOSIT BC684110 

CLERK PREPARE A FORM FOR EACH DEPOStTOR PAYING SEPARATELY 

PLEASE REPORT TO THE CLERK'S OFFICE/CASHIER 
Fx-1 Room 102, Central Clvtl n Clerk's Office , Room 	 F] Department Number 

Distrtbutton'Codes - 	"- - "-- -` 	- _— Amt Due 	~, ' Drstrrbutton Codes Aml Due ` 

❑ 251 DAILY JURY FEES i' i~ t 	74 DEPOS T IN TRUST 
Dates.  t 

# of day(s) 	x$ ; 

0 72 JURY FEES ' f f ~"'~ 101 FIRST PAPERS- 
Trial Date i GENERAL JURISDICTION 

Inrttat Depostt $150 00 	 _~ 150  

❑ 252 
REPORTERS+FEES 	 ; ;' 

I; 
i ❑ 101 	i FIRST PAPERS-LIMITED OVER $10,000 

DateS 	 ~ ~~ Wi th declarahon Lrmtted to $10,000 

i~ ❑ 
141 

; (per B8P 6322 1(a)) I 
# of 1/ 2 day(s) 	x$ 	 ~ 

Full Day ~ I 	130 Ltmded lo $10,000 

❑ 
~ 721 SANCTIONS ORDERED ON 

' 	 ~ ,I 
v 

~I❑ I 	211 RECLASSIFICATION FEE ~ 

Date 
- 	- 	- 	- j 

I 1 

❑ 213 MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONT HF_ARING 7;Q 150 COMPLEX LITIGATION TRIAUPLAINTIFF 

❑ 200 MOTIONS/APPLICATION TO CONTTRIAL  
I 

151 
' 
COMPLEX LITIGATION TRtAUDEFENDANT 

❑ Other 

To be paid vra 	❑ Cash 	QCheck ❑Certlfied Check/Money Order 	Credtt Card 

❑ On or Before 	 a Forthwith 

Paymenl wdl be made by ~ Plafnt)ff Jenntfer_ Wilson 	n Defendarlt 

SHRRMRlCARt iERicerJClerk 

DATE 	®EC 2 0wl 	BY 	VERONICA HILLARD 
epu y C er 

TO BE COMPLETED BY DEPOSITOR 

Depositor's Name 
i'vlatern Ldw Group, PC 

❑ Plainttff in Pro Per ❑ Defendant in Pro Per 

Q Counsel for 	I—x] Plalnttff Jennlfer Wllson 
Narta of Pmty 

❑ Defendant  
Name of Party 

Address of deposdor 
1230 Rosectans Avenue Sutte 200 
c. 	 — 

Vlanhattan Beach Caltfornla 90266 

CASHIER'S VALIDATION 

CV 083 03-04 (Rev 05/06) 	 CIVIL DEPOSIT 
LASC Approvecf Distnbution Ongtnal - Case File Copy-Customer 

~ 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE 01/02/18 	 DEPT. 323 

HONORABLE ELIHU M. BERLE 	 JUDGE K. JAMESON 	 DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 	

J7Dpury 

E PRO TEM 	 ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE 	Shertff NONE 	 Reporter 

11:45 am BC684110 	 Platntiff 

Counsel 

JENNIFER WILSON 	 NO APPEARANCES 
VS 	 Defendant 

HOST INTERNATIONAL INC ET AL 	Counsel 

170.6/HIGHBERGER BY PLTFF 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

COURT ORDER REGARDING NEWLY FILED CLASS ACTION 

By this order, the Court determines this case to 
be Complex according to Rule 3:400 of the California 
Rules of Court. The Clerk's Office has randomly 
assigned this case to this department for all 
purposes. 

By this order, the Court stays the case, except 
for service of the Summons and Complaint. The stay 
continues at least until the Initial Status 
Conference. Initial Status Conference is set for 
March 1, 2018, at 2:15 p.m. in Department 323. 
At least 10 days prior to the Initial Status 
Conference, counsel for all parties must discuss 
the issues set forth in the Initial Status Conference 
Order issued this date. The Initial Status Conference 
Order is to help the Court and the parties manage this 
complex case by developing an orderly schedule for 
briefing, discovery, and court hearings. The parties 
are informally encouraged to exchange documents and 
information as may be useful for case evaluation. 

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

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 	1 of 3 	DEPT. 323 	01/02/18 

COUNTY CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE, O 1/ 0 2/ 18 	 DEPT. 3 2 3 

HONORABLE ELIHU M. BERLE 	 JUDGE K. JAMESON 	 DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 	 JUDGE PRO TEM 

NONE 	 Deputy Shertff 

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE 	 Reporter 

11:45 am BC684110 	 Platntiff 

Counsel 

JENNIFER WILSON 	 NO APPEARANCES 
VS 	 Defendant 

HOST INTERNATIONAL INC ET AL 	Counsel 

170.6/HIGHBERGER BY PLTFF 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

Prejudice pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 
170.6. 

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

http://www.lacourt.org/division/civil/CI0037.aspx  

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

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

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I, the below-named Executive Officer/Clerk of the 
above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am 
not a party to the cause herein, and that on thi.s 
date I served the Initial Status Conference Order and 
Minute Order dated 01-02-18 
upon each party or counsel named below by placing 
the document for collection and maili.ng  so as to 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 	2 of 	3 	DEPT. 	323 01/02/18 

COUNTY CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE 01/02 /18 
	

DEPT. 3 2 3 

HONORABLE ELIHU M . BERLE 
	

K. JAMESON 
	

D[:PUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE 
	

]UDGE PRO TEM 
	

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE 
	

Deputy Shertff NONE 
	

Reporter 

11:45 am BC684110 

JENNIFER WILSON 
vS 
HOST INTERNATIONAL INC ET AL 

Platnttff 

Counsei 

Defendant 

Counsel 

NO APPEARANCES 

170.6/HIGHBERGER BY PLTFF 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 

cause it to be deposited in the United States mail 
~aic the courthouse in Los Angeles, 
California, one copy of the original fiied/cntered 
herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address 
as shown below with the postage thereon fully prepaid, 
in accordance with standard court practices. 

Dated: January 2, 2018 

Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/Clerk 

By: 
KELLY JAMESON, JUDICIAL ASSISTANT 

Matthew J. Matern 
MATERN LAW GROUP, PC 
1230 Rosecrans Ave., Suite 200 
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 	3 of 3 	DEPT. 323 	01/02/18 

COUNTY CLERK 
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ORiGINAL IRIL t) 
Superior Court of Californla 

County of Los Angeles 

JAN 0 2 2018 
5herri R. Carte • Executive Utficer/ 

By 	 , D~ 
Kel ; meson 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

JENNIFER WILSON, an individual, on behalf of 
herself and all others similarly situated, 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

HOST INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Delaware 
corporation; HMS HOST USA, INC., a Delaware 
corporation; HMS HOST FAMILY 
RESTAURANTS, INC , a Maryland corporation, 
and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive, 

Department 323 

Date• March 1, 2018 

Time; 2 15 p.m. 

This case has been assigned for all purposes to Judge Elihu M. Berle in the 

Complex Litigation Program. An Initial Status Conference is set for March 1, 2018, at 

2- 15 p.m. in Department 323 located in the Central Civil West Courthouse at 600 South 

Commonwealth Avenue, Los Angeles, California 90005. Counsel for all parties are 

ordered to attend. 

Plaintiff s counsel is directed to serve a copy of this Init>al Status Conference Order , 

on all parties, w>thin five (5) days of service of this order If any defendant has not yet 

been served >n this action, servlce >s to be completed w>thin twenty (20) days of the date of 

this order 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

61 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 ' 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Case No.: BC684110 
INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE 

ORDER 
(COMPLEX LITIGATION 

PROGRAM—CLASS ACTIONS) 

Case Assigned for All purposes to 
Judge Elihu M. Berle 

Defendant(s). 

INITIAL STATUS CONFERENCE ORDER (COMPLEX LITIGATION PROGRAM) 
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1 
	

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

	

2 
	

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

	

3 
	

ordered to initiate contact with counsel for defense to begin this process. Counsel then 

4 I must negotiate and agree, as possible, on a case management plan. 

	

5 
	

Counsel must file a Joint Initial Status Statement five (5) court days before the 

	

6 
	

Initial Status Conference. The Joint Response Statement must be filed on line-numbered 

	

7 
	pleading paper and must specifically answer each of the below numbered items. Do not 

	

8 
	use the Judicial Council Form CM-110 (Case Management Statement). 

	

9 i 	1. PARTIES AND COUNSEL: Please list all presently-named Plaintiff class 

	

10 I I 
	

representatives and presently-named defendants, together with all counsel of 

	

11 
	 record, including counsel's contact and email information. 

	

12' 
	

2. ELECTRONIC SERVICE OF PAPERS: For efficiency, the complex 

	

13 
	 program requires the parties in every new case to use a third party cloud service, 

	

14 
	

such as: 

	

15 
	

■ Case Anywhere (www.caseanywhere.com), 

	

16 
	

■ CaseHomePage (www.casehomepag_e,com), or 

	

17 
	

■ File&ServeXpress (www.lexisnexis.com/fileandserve).  

	

18 
	

The parties are to select one of these vendors and submit the parties' choice 

	

19 
	 when filing the Joint Initial Status Conference Class Action Response Statement.i  

	

20 
	

If the parties cannot agree, the court will select the vendor at the Initial Status 	I 

	

21 
	

Conference. Electronic service is not the same as electronic filing. Only 

	

22 
	

traditional inethods of filing by physical delivery of original papers or by fax 

	

23 
	

filing are presently acceptable. 

	

24 
	

3. CLAIMS AND DEFENSES: Set forth a brief description of the core factual 

	

25 
	 and legal issues, derived from Plaintiff's claims and defendant's defenses. 

	

26 
	

4. POTENTIAL ADDITIONAL PARTIES: Does any plaintiff presently 

	

27 
	intend to add more class representatives? If so, and if known, by what date and by what 

28 

-2- 
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1 
	

name? Does any plaintiff presently intend to name more defendants? If so, and if known 

	

2 
	

by what date and by what naine? Does any appeanng defendant presently intend to file a 

	

3 
	

cross-complaint? If so, wlio will be named? 

	

4 
	

5. IMPROPERLY NAMED DEFENDANT(S): Does any party contend that 

	

5 
	

the complaint names the wrong person or entity, please explain. 

	

6 
	

6. ADEQUACY OF PROPOSED CLASS REPRESENTATIVE(S): Does 

	

7 
	

any party contend one or more named plaintiffs might not be an adequate class 

	

8 
	

representative. If so, please explain. 

	

9 
	

7. ESTIMATED CLASS SIZE: What is the estimated size of the putative 

10 I class? 

	

11 
	

8. OTHER ACTIONS WITH OVERLAPPING CLASS DEFINITIONS: 

	

12 
	

Are there other cases with overlapping class definitions? If so, please identify the court, 

	

13 
	

short caption title, the docket number, and the case status. 

	

14 
	

9. ARBITRATION AND/OR CLASS ACTION WAIVER CLAUSES: 

	

15 
	

Does any party contend there is an arbitration and/or class action waiver If so, please 

16 discuss. 

	

17 
	

10. POTENTIAL EARLY CRUCIAL MOTIONS: Are there any issues that 

18 I  can be identified and resolved early. If so, please identify and set forth proposed vehicles 

	

19 
	

for resolution. 

	

20 
	

PLEASE NOTE: By stipulation a party may move for summary adjudication 

	

21 
	

of a legal issues or a claim for damages that does not completely dispose of a cause of 

	

22 
	action, an affirmative defense, or an issue of duty. (C.C.P. § 437c(t)). 

	

23 
	

11. PROTECTIVE ORDERS: Parties considering an order to protect 

	

24 
	

confidential information from general disclosure should begin with the inodel protective 

	

25 
	

orders found on the Los Angeles Superior Court Website under "Civil Tools for 

26 Litigators." 

	

27 
	

12. DISCOVERY: Counsel are to discuss a plan of discovery Prior to 

28 
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I I  certification, the court generally allows discovery on matters relevant to class certification, 

	

2 
	

which depending on circumstances, sometimes may include some factual issues also 

	

3 
	

touching the merits. 

	

4 
	

13. INSURANCE COVERAGE: Please state (1) if there is insurance for 

	

5 
	

indemnity or reimbursement, and (2) whether there are any insurance coverage issues 

	

6 
	

which might affect settlement. 

	

7 
	

14. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION: Counsel are requested to 

	

8 
	

discuss ADR and proposed neutrals to conduct such proceedings. 

	

9 
	

15. TIMELINE FOR CASE MANAGEMENT: Counsel to propose future 

10 dates for: 

	

11 
	

■ The next status conference, 

	

12 
	

■ A schedule for alternative dispute resolutioii, 	 - 

	

13 
	

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

	

14 
	

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

	

15 
	

PENDING FURTHER ORDERS OF THIS COURT, and except as otherwise 

	

16 
	

provided in this Initial Status Conference Order,  these nroceedin,as are stayed, except for 

	

17 
	

service ofsuntmorns and coarrptaint and fctinw ofNotice ofAppearance.  This stay shall 

	

18 
	

preclude the filing of any answer, demurrer, motion to strike, or motions challenging the 

	

19 
	

junsdiction of the Court. Any defendant may file a Notice of Appearance for purposes of 

	

20 
	

identification of counsel and preparation of a service list. The filing such a Notice of 

	

21 
	

Appearance shall be without prejudice to any challenge to the jurisdiction of the Court, 

	

22 
	

substantive or procedural challenges to the Complaint, any affirmative defense, and the 

	

23 
	

filing of any cross-complaint in this action This stay is issued to assist the Court and the 

24 parties in managing this "complex" case. Although the stay applied to discovery, this stay 

	

25 
	shall not preclude the parties from informally exchanging'documents that may assist in 

26 

27 

28 
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' 	1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

their initial evaluation of the issues presented in this case. 

l 	
ELIHU M. BERLE 

iz`~D 
HON. ELIHU M. BERLE 
JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT 

Dated: 

-5- 
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NOTICF3 SEN'1`TO• 

Matern, Matthew J., 
Matern Law Group 
1230 ROSECWS AVF ., 
MANHATTAN BEACH 

Esq. 

SLTITE 200 
CA 90.266 

r+Orar~t~t~¢~~Y 
Su ~e Ir or Caurf of Catifomia 

~ounly oi Loa Angelea 

JAP! 05 2fl 'lq 
Sherrf R. Garter, Executive C3filcer/Clerlc 

r3y 

SUPERIOR C(7URT OF CALIFORNIA, CC3UNTY OF LOS ANOELES 

CA&B NUMBEIi 

JENNIP`ER, wTLSON 
Plaintiff(s), 	 BC684110 

vs , 

HOST xNTERNAT20NAL INC 'ET AL 	
I 

NOTICE RE: CONTINUANCE 
Defendant(s), 	 OF HEARTNG 

TO TI-TE PI.AINI'I + 1 (S) AND ATTORNEY(S) OF RECORD and/or PAnTIES IN PRO PER: 

You are hereby notified that the Initial Status Conference previously set for hearing on 
March 1. 2018 in Dent. 323 - Central Civil West has been reset for hearing on March 20. 2018 

at 2:30 pm in the sanie Department located at the Central Civil `S7Vest Courthouso, 600 S. Conirnonwealth 
Avenue, Los Angeles California 90005. 

You are ordered to give notice of the new heat3ng date by Inail or by electt<onac service if the Court has issued 
an Qrder Authorizing Electronic Service, Notice Is to be served on all parties and Proof of Service is to be 
filed, forthwith, in the assigned court.room. Notwithstanding any Court order requiring electronic service of 
all documents, the orlginal documents must be i~iled wZth the Court. 

CERTIFI!CATE OF MAILING 

T, the below named Executive Officer/Clerlc of the above-entitled court, do hereby certify that I am not a 
party to the cause herein, and that on this date X served the Notice Re: Continuance of plearing upon each 
party or counsel named above by by placing thhe document for collection and mailing so as to cause it to 
be deposited in the United States mail at the courthouse in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the original 
filed/entered herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address as shown below with the postage thereon 
fully prepaid in accordance with standard court practices. 

Date: Januaiy & 2018 	 Sherri R. Carter, EXECUTIVE O)YFICER/CLERK 

By 	.~~'.~ihmar 	 ,Deputy Clerk 
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