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M-1
SUMMONS FOR COURT USE OMLY

(CITACION JUDICIAL) S e AR T
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO):
Nicholas Horbaczewski; Drone Racing League, Inc. ¥

DoeS 1 4 (O ’r TCouaty OFLS
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: o 200
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): L8 g
Justice Laub <" Eaecot U7 wyohy
nee g g
A SR e s u‘ D alhs > i
&ICEIYWMMM The court may decide aganst you withou! your baing heard unless within 30 days. Reac ™a information

Youh:uSOCALENDARDAVSWMWNmmmmmmbin:mmumumommnam
wndmNM.AhﬂuuMeﬂﬁumtmm.Vwmﬂrmmﬂboinmhodlomnmmmmnomum
case. Thare may be & court form that you can use for your resporse. You can find these court forms and more indormation at the Califormia Counts
g:m.mc.x(m,mu.mﬁ.m).mrmwmw.u“coummyw.lyoumnotp.yn'm\ouc.ul
a2 foe walver . If you do not file your response on tme, lcse the case by delault, and . . and
S D o 0 ‘ you may by your wages, money property
Tmnmmmlm.voummbulwmmymuw.lmmmmanm.mmmbcﬂmm
roferral sacvice. If you cannol afford an attomey, you may be eligidie for free legal servicas from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofil groups at the Califomia Legal Services Web site (www.lawheipcaifornia, ong), the California Courts Online Se-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gow'seltheip), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lian for walved fees and
CO5lS On any setement or arbitration award of $10,000 or mare in 8 civil case. The cour's len must be paid before the court will dismiss the case,
JAVISOI Lo han demandado. Sino responde centro de 30 dias, Ia COMe puede decidiv 8n Su conlra sin escuchar su versidn. Lea la informacitn a
continuacitn
MJONASD£CALENDARJO“M“Mbmwmmmnymmmmmmmnwmwommoun
COMe y hacer Que s enlregue ung copde al domandants. Una carta o una Mamade efOnice no 1o prodegen. Su espuests por 83cilo fene gue estar
on farmalo egel COmacto S/ deseR quUe Procesen SU Cas0 & I8 corte. Es posiblo gue haya un farmulano Quo USIed PUEd] USEr PaVe SU MSpUesta
Puede enconirar estos formulanos de la corte y mas informacian en ol Cantro de Ayuda d las Cortes de Calfomia (waw.Sucons.ca.gov), on ls
Bibbaleca do leyes 0@ su Condedo o an 8 corto que lo Guedo Mas corta. Si No PURTS PAGEr Ia CUCIR J0 PrESENtACON, DiIde & SECrelanc de /s cote
que lo dé un fomulano de SxeNcioN Je Pae de Cuslas. SV No presenils Su respuesta 8 lempo, puede perder of caso por incumplmiento v Ia conte ie
podrd guitar su sueldo, dinevo y blenes sin Mas advertencia,

Hay oros requisitos legales. Es recomondable gue Aame 2 un abogado INMeSaaments. Si no conoce @ w1 abogado, puede lamar 8 L SErico de
remisidn s abogedos. Sino puede pagar a un abogado, es Positie QuUE cumple con ks MQUISITCS Pave ablener Servicios legaies grafulas de un
Programa de Senicios legales sin fines de lucro. Pueds encontrar osfos grupos sin fines de o on of sitio web de Calfornia Logal Sevvices,

(www lawheipcalifonia.crg), 60 ol Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de Calfornia, (www.SUComs ca.gov) o poniéndose an contacis con la corte o of
colegio do abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la core 8ene derecho @ eciama (83 CUOMES y oS COSINS BXeNtOs POr IMPCNeY LW gravamen sobre
Cusiquiar recupsracitn de $10,000 6 mas de valor rocibide mediante un SCUENto ¢ UNA CONCESAN de AEIrAle an un CASe de demcho ovil. Tiene Que
Pagar & gravamen ce e corte antes de que la corte pusde desechar & caso.

The name and address of the court is: : 9585 MW?{
(El nombrs y direccién de fa corte es): Superior Court of California e
County of Los Angeles, Stanley Mosk Courthouse

111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

The name, address, and telephene number of plaintif's attorney, or plaintiff without an atlorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccién y el nimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, 0 del demandante que no ftiene abogado, es):
Justice Laub, 2725 Prewett St., Unit B, Los Angeles, CA, 90031, (310) 490-3193

102007
o JULTORT suenmip capren I —
(Fechs) (Secrstario) (Adjunto)
{For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-016).

(Para prueba h dp esta citatidn use of formulano Proof of Service of Sum
s L0s . NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
e o1 [ as an incividual defendant.
3}.‘:] as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify)
32!
" § on benalf of (specify). Drone Racing League, Inc.

‘Q__i’ under: m CCP 416,10 (comparation) [C] CCP 416.60 (minor)
- ) %4 [[] CCP 416.20 (detunct corporation) [_] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
~J [] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [__] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
v [ other (specify): :
bo 4. I .
- bypononuwmqon(m).w_ -
?)mm'll:'u“y e SUMMONS mucun-::guu::

o
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Mave, Stnle Sav rurmber, and sddrass)- PLD-C-001
Justice Laub (self-represented) FOR COURT WSS DMLY ]
2725 Prewest St, Unit B
Los Angeles, CA 90031
TRAEPHONE MO (310) 450-3193 FAX NO. (Cpsona): oy
E-MAL ADDRESS (Opone CONrUHRMED COFY
ATTORNEY FOR fama): lea NALdPl
SUPERIOR COURT.OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeies ot nf Los Anoeien
srresTAcoRssa: |11 Noth Hill Street
MARNG ADORESS: 111 Noeth Hill Street JUL 10 2017
crry a0 ZPcooe:  Los Angeles, CA 90012
savcnawe:  Staaley Mosk Courthouse &m'w.mm.‘
PLAINTIFF: Justice Laub . ghorieita Robingos, Deputy

DEFENDANT: Nicholas Horbaczewski; Drone Racing League, Inc.

[#]ooes 17010

CONTRACT
[ ] comPLAINT [T AMENDED COMPLAINT (Number):

[ ] CROSS-COMPLAINT ] AMENDED CROSS-COMPLAINT (Number):

&lmm(mum;m): — _
ACTION IS A LIMITE CASE NUMEER:

Amount demanded d not exceed $10,000 7
.::.am.ooobmmmmm.ooo Bcs 6 7 7 9

v | ACTION IS AN UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE (exceeds $25,000)

ACTION IS RECLASSIFIED by this amended complaint or cross-complaint

from limited to unlimited

from unlimited to limited

N

Plaintiff* (name or namas):
Justice Laub
Wmdmwumfnmawmb:

i orbaczewski; Drone Racing League, Inc.
*wg.mmmwmhmmudwmnmmngw 9
a. mwwmmmmt

() except plaintll (name):

(1) DaWWbmmhww
(2) [_Jan unincorporated entity (describe):
(3) [_Jother (specify):

> %@mMNWMnmmwummmnmm(m:

mummnqmm-uswmd(m):
c gjmmmmmameMMthwx

. WIMMMHIMWW!OI\ .
g %‘d:“ﬂm(nm): Drone Racing League [ Jexcept detendant (name):

(ﬂC].WWﬂon.'wnunm ((;))%:ummm.mm
g; :n =z antity (describe): (3) C_] an unincorporated entity (describe).
{4) [ = publc entity (describe): (4) [ a public entity (describe):
specify, other (specify):
i Coce of OV Pracedurs, § G312
Pars Aptrived fv Qg COMPLAINT—Contract
uckicial Counci of Caltormia

‘
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PLD-C-001
SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al,

4, (Continued)
b.mommmdddu\damu\nduooummmmmm.
(1) 2] Doe defendants (specify Doe numbers); 15
m-mammmmumdmaommwwm

(2) 2] Eho‘ogﬂdmm(spodlyooonumbonﬁﬁ-lo are persons whose capacities are unknown 1o
NLE,

e[E5] Information about additional defendants who are not natural persons is contained in Attachment 4c.
V. 1 b | MmummWMrcdeMPmmm:n(ms):

were the agents or employees of the named

5. [_] Plaintff is required to comply with a claims statute, and
a. [_] has complied with appiicable claims statutes, or
b. (] is excused from complying because (specify):

6. [] This action is subjectto  [_J Civil Code section 1812.10 (] Civil Code section 2084 4.
7. This court is the proper court because
a. [#] acefendant entered into the contract here.
. [] adefendant lived here when the contract was entered into.
c. [ adefendant lives here now.
d. the contract was to be performed here.
e. [_] adefendant is a corporation or unincorporated association and its principal place of business is here.
1. [] real property that is the subject of this action is located here.
9. other (specify):
the breach of contract and injuries from wrongful acts cccurred here.

8. mhMmolmmmwmmmmm.ch(nerMMwma
move causes of action attached):

[2] 8reach of Contract
(2] commen Counts
[ Other (specify):
Fraud, Intentional Tort (Breach of Fiduciary Duty)
9. [] Other allegations:

10. Plaintiff prays for judgment for costs of suit; for such relef as is fair, just, and equitable; and for
a. damages of. § according to proof
b. [V] Interest on the damages
(1) (] according to proof
(2) [] atthe rate of (specify): percent per year from (date):
c. [] attorney’s fees
(1)D of: §
(2) (] according o proof.
d. [Z] other (specify):
Injunctive Relief

1. ] The paragraphs of this pleading alleged on information and belief are as follows (specify paragraph numbers):

Date: July 10, 2017

Tstice Laub >
- {TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

St (If you wish o verify this pleading, affix & ion.)

ALO-C-001 (R, Javsary 1. 2007) COMPLAINT—Contract Pageatz
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PLD-C-001(1)

SHORTTITLE ,7:‘:,,’.-‘-):0

Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al

First CAUSE OF ACTION-—Breach of Contract

(™ i |
ATTACHMENT TO L2 compisint [ Cross - Comemint

(Use 8 sepevafe cause of achan form for asch cause of action.)

BC-1, Plaintiff (name): Justice Laub

aleges that on or sbout (dato): January 2015
— T
8 _] wniten v ) omal |__| omer(speciy)
agreament was mace between (Name Panes 20 agreament
Justice Laub, Dan Kanes, and Nicholas Horbaczewsks

A copy of the agreemant is attached as Exhibit A, or
L] Theessensal terms of the agreement [ are staled in Attachment BC-1 v are ss folows (specty)

'hey would be co-founders of and partners in the Drone Racing League, with each owning 1/3
of the company. Mr. Laub and Mr. Kanes would provide ideas for the league, many of which

they had already developed, and services related to marketing, strategy, and competitor and fan
interaction and expenience, among other things. Mr, Horbaczewski would serve as CEO and
work on business development.

BC-2. On or about (dades): November-December 2015
defenciant breached the agreementby [ the acts specified in Attachment BC-2 [ ] the following acts
(spoctly)

Failing to provide Mr. Laub with any ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League

BC-3 Plaintiff has performed all obigations 1o defendant axcap! those obigations plainlilf was prevented or

axcused from performing

w

C-4. Plaintiff suffered camages legally (proximately) caused by defendant's breach of tha agreament

83 sialed in Attachment BC 4 ¥ s follows (specy)

Mr. Laub never received any ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League

BC-5 Plaint is entlled 1o altorney fees by an agreement or 8 siatule
of §
sccocding 1o proof

—

BCS. [ ] Other

Page 3 )
el ooy —— ) . Fage 10
B e CAUSE OF ACTION—Breach of Contract pd gy Mo i

PLDCO0NY) Rew. Javwary |, 2007
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PLD-C-001(1)
SHORT TITLE: CASE NUVBER:
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al.
Second CAUSE OF ACTION—Breach of Contract

(rumber)

ATTACHMENT TO Compiaint [ Cross - Complaint

(Use

BC-1.

B8C-2.

BC-3,

BC4.

a8 separale cause of action form for each cause of action.)

Plaintiff (name): Justice Laub

alleges that on or atout (date): February 2015

a (2] witen [] cal [ other (specity):

agreament was made between (name parties 1o agreement).

Justice Laub, Dan Kanes, and Nicholas Horbaczewski

] A copy of the agreement is attached as Exhibit A, or

The essential terms of the agreement [ | are stated in Attachment 8C-1 are as folows (specify):

They would be co-founders of and partners in the Drone Racing League, with each owning 1/3
of the company. Mr. Laub and Mr. Kanes would provide ideas for the league, many of which
they had already developed, and services related to marketing, strategy, and competitor and fan

interaction and experience, among other things. Mr. Horbaczewski would serve as CEO and
work on business development.

On or about (dates): November-December 2015
defendant breached the agreementby [ the acts specified in Attachment BC-2 the following acts
(specify).

Failing to provide Mr. Laub with any ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League.

Plaintiff has performed all cbligations to defandant except those cbigations plaintiff was prevented
excused from performing. )

Plaintiff suffered damages legally (proximately) caused by defendant’s breach of the agreement
() as stated in Attachment 8C-4 as follows (specify).

Mr. Laub never received any ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League.

BCS. [ ] Plaintif is entitied to attomey fees by an agreement or a statute
C]ors
[] according 1o proof.
BCS. [_] Other
= Page 4
Py Page 1901
O Covn o ot CAUSE OF ACTION—Breach of Contract D s rn
';-»E,Cﬁ'(') PR, Jarvary 1, 2007)
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2 PLD-C-001(2)
SHORT TITLE 7 —1
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al |

L F ALy |

[urd _ CAUSE OF ACTION—Common Counts

Ivartern)

—

&1

ATTACHMENT TO [+ ] Comp Croas - Complaint

(Uso & sapavale cause of action form for sech causeo of action)

CC-1. Plaintiff (name): Justice Laub

#leges that defendant (name): Nicholas Horbaczewski and Drone Racing League, Inc.

bacame Indebted 10 v | plainti# { other (name)

a within the last four years
(1) [_] on an open book account for money due
(2)

CRUSE 8N account was staled in writing by and between plaint® and defendant in which it
was agreed that defendant was inde

10 plaint®¥

b v, winnthe last [¢] moyears [ | four yoars
(1) [ for monay had and received by defendant for the use and benefit of plainti
(2) [7] for work, labor, service
and for which defendant

and materisls renderad at the special Instance and request of defendant
misod o pay plainti®

hesumaol s

(v ] thereasonable value.
3) [ for goods, wares, and merchandise sold and delivered o defendant and for which defendart
promised 1o pay plaint®
] thesumo!$
the reasonable valus
(4) L__ for money lent by plainti™ 1o defendant at cedendant's request

(9) L for money paig, lakd out, and expended %o of for defendant at cefendant's special instance anc
request

(6) ] other (spoaly)

CC-2.$ 33,000,000 which 5 the reasonable value, is dus and unpaid despie plartfr's demand,

PLS prejudgmen! nmerest v |

| at e rate of PRrcHnt Dar year

fom (dade)

Plant# is entitied 10 attomey fees by an agreement or a statute
of §

] accoeding to proct

o4 ,  Other

Page 5

e —— —lNR100
CAUSE OF ACTION—Common Counts e b &
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PLD-C-001(3)

SHORT TITLE:
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al. l

]wemu

Fourth CAUSE OF ACTION—Fraud

rumbaer)

ATTACHMENT TO Complaint [__] Cross-Complaint
(Use a ssparate cause of action form for each cause of action.)

FR- 1. Plaintif (name): Justice Laub
alieges that defendant (name): Nicholas Horbaczewski
on or about (dale). 2015 defrauded plaintf! as follows:

FR-2. (] Intentional or Negligent Misrepresentation
a. Defencant made representations of material fact [ as statedin Attachment FR-2a [~ ] as follows:
Mr. Horbaczewski represented that Mr. Laub would get a one-third ownership stake in the
Drone Racing League if he provided ideas and services described above, and if Mr. Laub
agreed to make Mr. Horbaczewski a co-founder and CEO of the Drone Racing League.

5. These representations were in fact false. The truthwas || as stated in Attachment FR-2b [ v ] as follows:
Mr. Horbaczewski intended to steal Mr. Laub's ideas and the entire Drone Racing League for
himself.

c. When defendant made the represantations,
[¥] defendant knew they were faise, or
[] detendant had no reasonable ground for believing the representations were true.

d. Defendant made the representations with the intent to defraud and induce plaintff to act as described
initem FIR-5. At the time plaintiff acted, plaintiff did not know the representations were false and believed
they were true. Plaintiff acted in justifiable refance upon the truth of the representations.

FR-3. [ ] Concealment '
a, Defendant concealed or suppressed material facts || as stated in Attachment FR-3.2 [~ | as follows:
Mr. Horbaczewski concealed his intent to steal the Drone Racing League, and his incorporation

of the DRL in May 2015 without providing any shares to Mr. Laub, among other things.

b. Defendant concealed or suppressed material facts
defendant was bound to disclose.
T by telling plaintf other facts to misiead piaintiff and prevent plaintiff from discovering the concaaled
or suppressed facts,
¢. Defendant concealed or suppressed these facts with the intent to defraud and induce plaintiff to act
as described in item IFIR-5, Al the time plaintiff acted, plaintiff was unaware of the concealed or supprossed

facts and would not have taken the action if plaint#f had known the facts. 6
Page

i Pagatolz
o Couach & s CAUSE OF ACTION—Fraud e e s o
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PLD-C-001(3)
SHORT TITLE: o
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al.
Fourth CAUSE OF ACTION—Fraud

(rurber)
FR4. Promise Without Intent to Perform
a. Defendant made a promise about a material matter without any intention of performingit [ ] as stated
in Attachment FR4.a [ as follows:
Mr. Horbaczewski promised Mr. Laub a one-third ownership stake in the Drone Racing
League if he provided ideas and services described above, and if Mr. Laub agreed to make
Mr. Horbaczewski a co-founder and CEO of the Drone Racing League.

b. Defendant’s promise without any intention of parformance was made wilh the intent 1o defraud and Induce
plaintiff 1o rely upon # and to act as described in tem FR-5, At the tme plaintiff acted, plaintiff was unaware of
defendant’s intention not to perform the promise, Plaintff acted in justifiable reliance upen the promise.

FR-5. In justifiable reliance upon defendant’s conduct, plaintilf was induced to act || as stated in Attachment FR-5
as follows:
Mr. Laub shared his ideas for the Drone Racing League with Mr. Horbaczewski, rejected an offer to
develop a drone racing TV show that was originated prior to Mr. Horbaczewski's involvement to
allow the Drone Racing League to pursue it instead, and provided substantial services to Mr.
Horbaczewski to get the Drone Racing League started.

FR-6. Because of plaintiff's refance upon defendant's conduct, plaintiff has been damaged [ as stated in
Attachment FR- 6 as follows:
Mr. Laub received no ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League nor any compensation
from Mr. Horbaczewski, and also rejected an offer to develop a drone racing TV show that could
have generated substantial income.

FIR - 7. Other:

o

i Page 7

WP S—— Y, S CAUSE OF ACTION—Fraud Ll

-
bt
v
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- - - e u PLD-PI-001(3)
| SHORT TITLE CASE NUMBER |
Laub v, Horbaczewski, et al

Fifth __ CAUSE OF ACTION—Intentional Tort

Page 8
\wmber)

ATTACHMENTTO (7] Complaint —J Cross - Complain

(Use a separate cauvse of action form for aach cause of action.)
T-1, Plainti®t (name). Justice Laub

alieges that dafendant (mame): Nicholas Horbaczewski

Does

[+

was Ihe legal (proximals) cause of damages 1o plainsr Sy the lowing acts or omis:
Caused the damage 1o plaimi®

on (date)Nov.-Dec, 2015

SONS 10 &, defendant intentionally

at (piscellos Angeles, California
(Gescrption of masons for Aabity)

Mr. Horbaczewski was partners with Mr. Laub in the Drone Racing League and owed fiduciary
duties to Mr. Laub. Mr, Horbaczewski breached his fiduciary duties to Mr. Laub by not providing
him with any ownership stake or shares in the Drone Racing League, and by stealing Mr. Laub's
ideas and the entire Drone Racing League for himself. As a result, Mr. Laub was damaged in an
amount 10 l‘L‘ proven at :n;ll

o Aproeec b Cotoral CAUSE OF ACTION-Intentional Tort

PLOMOSNN Pev. Jerwery 1, 2007
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SHORT TITLE: TASE MAMBCR
Laub v. Horbaczewski, et al,

PLD-PI-001(6

Exemplary Damages Attachment Page 9
ATTACHMENT TO [¥] Complaint [_] Cross - Complaint

EX-1. As additional damages against defendant (name):
Nicholas Horbaczewski

Plaintif alleges cefendant was guilty of

(] malice

(¥] fraud

(7] oppression

as defined in Civil Cede section 3284, and plaintf sheuld recover, in addition to actual damages, damages
1o make an example of and %o punish defendant.

EX-2, The facts supporting plaintiffs claim are as follows:

Mr. Horbaczewski always intended and planned to defraud Mr. Laub and steal his ideas and the
entire Drone Racing League. In the Spring and Summer of 2015, Mr. Horbaczewski fabricated a
series of excuses to avoid Mr. Laub's requests for documentation of his ownership stake in the
Drone Racing League. Later that year, Mr. Horbaczewski threatened to cut Mr. Laub out of the
company entirely, and to ruin his life and outspend him in litigation if he ever challenged Mr,
Horbaczewski's being the sole founder and owner of most of the Drone Racing League.

EX-3. The amount of exemplary damages sought is
a. E:] not shown, pursuant 1o Code of Civil Procedure section 425,10,

i LS

-;; Page 1401
—— P Procesure, § €25.12
plaryees o Pmandeyb ] se—sabogg Exemplary Damages Attachment e ]

W8] Mev. Jenuary 1, 2007
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE (NON-CLASS ACTION)

Case Number
v
Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judge indicated below. There is more information on the reverse side of this form.

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ROOM ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT | ROOM
Hon. Debre K. Weintraubd I 534 Hon. Elizabeth Allen White 48 06
Hon. Barbara A. Meiers 12 636 Hon. Deirdre Hill 4 509
Hoa. Terry A. Green 14 300 Hon. Teresa A. Beaudet 50 <08
Hon. Richard Fruin 15 307 Hon. Michael J. Raphael 51 si
Hon. Rita Miller 16 kL Hon, Susan Bryant-Deason 52 510
Hon. Richard E. Rico 17 309 Hon. Howard L. Halm 53 513
Hon. Stephanie Bowick 19 n Hon. Ernest M. Hiroshige 54 s12
Hon. Dalila Corral Lyons 20 31 Hon. Malcolm H. Mackey 55 s15
Hon, Robert L. Hess | 24 34 Hon. Michael Johnson 56 514
Hog, Yvette M. Palazuclos 28 318 Hon. John P. Doyle 516
Hon. Barbara Scheper 3 . 400 Hon. Gregory Keosian ’G-I )\ 32
Hon. Samantha Jessner 31 407 Hon. Michael L. Stern \6-2/ 600
Hon. Daniel S. Murphy 2 406 Hon. Mark Mooney 68 617
Hoa. Michael P. Linfield 34 408 Hon. William F. Fahey 69 621
Hon. Gregory Alarcon 36 410 Hon. Monica Bachner 71 29
Hon. Marc Marmaro 37 413 Hon. Ruth Ann Kwan n 31
Hon. Maureen Duffy-Lewis 38 412 Hon. Rafael Ongkeko 3 733
Hon. Elizabeth Feffer 39 415 Hon. Joseph R. Kalin 74 735
Hon. David Sotelo 40 414 Hon. Gail Ruderman Feuer 78 730
Hon, Holly E. Kendig 42 416

Hon. Mel Red Recana 45 529 Hoa. Steven J. Kleifleld 324 cCcw
Hon. Frederick C. Shaller 4% s00 e gt s

Hon. Randolph Hammock 47 s07 a'_?k";‘m;f_;e 8 | ccw

*Complex

All non-class action cases designated as provisionally complex are forwarded to the Supervising Judge of the Complex Litigation Program
located in the Central Civil West Courthouse (600 S. Commonwealth Ave., Los Angeles 90005), for complex/non-complex determination
pursuant to Local Rule 3.3(K). This procedure is for the purpose of assessing whether or not the case is complex within the meaning of
California Rules of Court, rule 3.400. Depending on the outcome of that assessment, the case may be reassigned to one of the judges of the
Complex Litigation Program or reassigned randomly to a court in the Central District.

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record on SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer/Clerk
By , Deputy Clerk
LACIV CCH 190 (Rev.12/16) - NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - Page 1 o2

LASC Appeoved 0506 UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES

The following critical provisions of the Chapter Three Rules, as applicable in the Central District, are summarized for your assistance.
ICA

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

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

CHALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE

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

TIME STANDARDS
Cases assigned to the Individual Calendaring Court will be subject to processing under the following time standards:
COMPLAINTS: All complaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days of filing.

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

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

K S CONFE

The‘Counwillreqmntbopmiesulsunuconfcmnccno(mthm 10 days before the trial to have timely filed and served all motions
plmhe,bihmbnmtbngmmennofmajawidmﬁuyisﬂm,diwinmoﬁmroquemdjuyilmwions.mdspecialjwy
instructions and special jury verdicts. These matters may be heard and resolved at this conference. At least § days before this conference,
counsel must also have exchanged lists of exhibits and witnesses and have submitted to the court a brief statement of the case to be read to
the jury panel as required by Chapter Eight of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules.

SANCTIONS

Mcounwillimposcappmmnemcﬁomfwd\cﬁilunamﬁsalwconplywiﬂl(,‘luptu‘l‘lvoeRula.ordu’snndebylbchmd

mm«w:mmuwwmm«wmwmua Such sanctions may be on a party or if appropriate on
counsel for the party.

This is not a complete delineation of the Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is therefore not a

guarantee against the imposition of sanctions under Trial Court Dela Reduction. Careful reading and compliance with th
actual Chapter Rules is absolutely imperative. ' ’ ’

LACIV CCH 190 (Rav.12/16) - NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - Page 2 of
LASC Approved 05-06 UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE ‘
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B @  FILED
Superior Court of California
NOTICE SENT TO: Eeunt Los Angeies
5?\211;, Justice JUL 17 2017
Prewett St., Unit B Officer/Clerk
Los Angeles CA 90031 Sheri R. e
By Deputy
Norma Alvarado
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
CASE NUMBER
JUSTICE LAUB
Plaintifi(s), BC667779
VS.
NICHOLAS HORBACZEWSKI ET AL NOTICE OF CASE
Defendant(s). MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE

TO THE PLAINTIFF(S)/ATTORNEY(S) FOR PLAINTIFF(S) OF RECORD:

You are ordered to serve this notice of hearing on all parties/attorneys of record forthwith, and meet and confer with all parties/
attorneys of record about the matters 10 be discussed no ‘ater than 30 days before the Case Management Conference.

Your Case Management Conference has been scheduled for QOgtober 4, 2017 at _$:00 am in Dept 61
at 111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, California 90012

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: THE SETTING OF THE CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE DOES NOT EXEMPT THE
DEFENDANT FROM FILING A RESPONSIVE PLEADING AS REQUIRED BY LAW.

Pursuant to Caifornia Rules of Count, ndes 3,720-3,730, a completed Case Management Statement (Judicial Council form #
CM-110) must be filed at least 15 calendar days prior 1o the Case Management Conference. The Case Management Statement
may be filed jointly by all parties/atiorneys of record or individually by each party/attorney of record. You must be famiiar with the
case and be fully prepared to participate effectively in the Case Management Conferenca.

At the Case Management Conference, the Court may make pretrial orders including the following, but not limited to, an order
establishing a discovery schedule, an order referring the case to Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR); an order reclassifying the
case, an order setting subsequent conference and the trial date; or other orders to achieve the goals of the Trial Court Delay
Reduction Act (Gov. Code, section 68600 et seq.)

Notice is heraby given that if you do not file the Case Management Statement or appear and effectively participate at the Case

Management Conference, the Court may impose sanctions pursuant to LASC Local Rule 3.37, Code of Civil Precedure sections
177.5, 575.2, 583.150, 583.360 and 583.410, Government Code Section 68608 (b), !m rt 2.2 et seq.

Date: July 17,2017,

Seddicial Officer
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
|, the below named Executive Officer/Clerk of the above-entitled court, do hereby certify that | am not a party to the cause herein,
and that on this date | served the Notice of Case Management Conference upon each party or counsel named above:

[ depositing in the United States mal at the courthouse in Los Angeles, California, one copy of the original filed herein in a
separate sealed envelope to each address as shown above with postage thereon fully prepaid.

[ ] by personally giving the party notice upon filing the complaint.

Date: uly 17, 2017 SNWA‘A Executive Officer/Clerk

by l L ¥ , Deputy Clerk
LACIF]32 (Rev. 07/13) . Cal, Aules of Court, rule 3.720-3.730
LASC-Approved 1003 : LASC Local Rules, Chapter Three

L3917
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Superior Court of California
County of Los Angeles

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR)
INFORMATION PACKET

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

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

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

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

Advantages of ADR

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.

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

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

Page 2ot 4
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Arbitration

In arbitration, a neutral person called an »arbitrator” hears arguments and evidence from each
side and then decides the outcome of the dispute. Arbitration Is typically less formal than a
trial, and the rules of evidence may be relaxed. Arbitration may be either “binding” or “non-
binding.” Binding arbitration means the parties walve their righttoa 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 Settiement 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

settiement.

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 Iinjury 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 Settiement
Conference Intake Form and email the completed form to mscdept18@lacourt.org.

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

Page 3 of4
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additional Information

1o 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.gov/Attorn mberServices/F itration/ApprovedProgr 5.

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.| nty.gov, ms/dis -resplution-pr m-dr;

County of Los Angeles Dispute Resolution Program
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406
Los Angeles, CA 50020-1758
TEL: (213) 738-2621
FAX: (213) 386-3995

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

Pagedof 4
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LACIV 230 (NEW)

VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

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

efficiency.

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

#Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section®

# Los Angeles County Bar Association
Labor and Employment Law Section®

# Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles
# Southern California Defense Counsel ¢

# Association of Business Trial Lawyers ¢

#California Employment Lawyers Association®
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NAME ADD ACCREES CF ATTCMMEY OM FARTY WITHEUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NASEN = -
Memarcad T [

TELEPHONE NO FAX NO. (Optiora
E-MALL ADORESS (Optonal):
ATTORNEY FOR (Name)
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
- GOURTHOUSE ADORESS:

ADORESS:

TPLANTIFF.
| DEFENDANT

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

This stipulation is intended to provide a fast and informal resolution of discovery issues
through limited paperwork and an informal conference with the Court to aid in the

resolution of the issues.
The parties agree that:

1. Prior to the discovery cut-off in this action, no discovery motion shall be filed or heard uniess
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 will consider the dispute presented by parties
and determine whether it can be resolved informally. Nothing set forth herein will preclude a
party from making a record at the conclusion of an Informal Discovery Conference, either

orally or in writing.

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

procedures:
a. The party requesting the Informal Discovery Conference will:

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

ii. Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and
ii. Serve the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service
that ensures that the opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing.
b. Any Answer to a Request for Informal Discovery Conference must:
i. Also be filed on the approved form (copy attached),
ii. Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied;
LACIV 036 (new)

LASC Approved 04111 STIPULATION - DISCOVER
LAS ok Y RESOLUTION RS
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iii. Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request; and

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

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

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

days of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference.

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

4. If (a) the Court has denied a conference or (b) one of the time deadlines above has expired
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference is concluded without

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

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

by Order of the Court.

It is the understanding and intent of the parties that this stipulation shall, for each discovery

dispute to which it applies, constitute a writing memorializing a “specific later date to which

the propounding [or demanding or requesting] party and the responding party have agreed in

;vongggzgo(mmm the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030.300(c), 2031.320(c), and
. c).

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

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

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

LACIV 035 (m)w STIP
" -
uscm Wm ULATION ~ DISCOVERY RESOLUTION _—
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SONT TS LA T
The following parties stipulate:
Date: »
L (). TRTTORREV FOR PUURTE®)
Date: »
— VPl R T PTTORET FORTRROTM
Date: »
————W ST (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: »
— e ORPNT TATTORIEY FOR DEPEsOANT)
Date: »
—TVPECR PRNT NS —ATTORNEY FOR )
Date: »
—rL ORBRNT WM —{ATTORNEY FOR ___ =3
Date: »
————— R TATTORNEY FOR =
TAGIV 036 (new)
LASC Appraved 04/1 ¢ STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

For Opsional Use Page 3 of 3
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[ WAME AND ATCRISES CF ATTCRMEY OR PARTY WTHOUT ATTORNEY, FTATE QAR MU 0 Awsarred o Gart's Tie Sy
TELEPHONE NO. FAX NO. {Optional):
E-MAL ADORESS '

|___ATTORNEY FOR (Namek p—
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
TCOURTHOUSE ADORESS:

PLANTEF-
" DEFENDANT:

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, fo discuss and consider
whether there can be agreement on the following:

a. Are motions to challenge the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by
amendment as of right, or if the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended

complaint resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If so, the parties
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot
resolve. Is the issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of

documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings?
b. Initial mutual exchanges of documents at the “core” of the litigation. (For example, in an
employment case, the employment records, personnel file and documents relating to the

conduct in question could be considered “core.” In a personal injury case, an incident or
police report, medical records, and repair or maintenance records could be considered

“core.”);
¢. Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses;

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

e. Exchange of any other information that might be helpful to facilitate understanding, handli
or resolution of the case in a manner that preserves objections or privileges by agkllgémmt;mg.

f. Controlling issues of law that if resolved early, will
. ' promote efficiency and economy in other
phases of the case. Also.whenandbowsuchiswescanbepmsenmdwme()ourt;y
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diswsslpn: in the "Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package” served with the

h. Computation of damages, including documents, not privileged or protected from disclosu
which such computation is basod;g o et

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

2. mt'meforadefendingpanytorespondtoacomplalnlormmpbinmlbeextmded

to for the complaint, and for the cross-
(INSERT DATE) T |, B

complaint, which iscomprisedofme:wdayatompmdunderqunmntCode§68616(b),
andlhe30dayspamittedbyoodeotCMIPmeoduresewon1054(3).goodcaueehaving
beenfoundbthCMSupervishaJudgeduetomecasemanagmmbeneﬂtSpmvidodhy
misSﬁwlaﬂm.AoopyofmererdOrdefcmbohundathgmunda'avr.
click on *General Information®, then click on *Voluntary Efficient Litigation Stipulations”.

3. The parties will prepare a joint report titied *Joint Status Report Pursuant to Initial Conference
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing
resultsofwmeelandconferandadvislngtheCounofanywayitmayassistmepames'
efficient conduct or resolution of the case. The parties shall attach the Joint Status Report to
meCaseMamgecMMConferencemtematmdﬂemedomewheanCMC

statement is due. '
4. Refaances!o'days'nnmealendardays.mlessoum\ﬁse noted. If the date for performing

anyac!purwamwmiswpuhﬁmfalsonasuurday. Sunday or Court holiday, then the time
fofpetfanﬂngthatadshallbeextmdodtothenenCwnday

The following parties stipulate:
Date:
) o — ——
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Data:
>
ey (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
. » R ey~ o el ot i i
7 (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
) »
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date;
>
PE OR PRI ME) —IATTORNEYFOR __
e (T NT NAME) (A NEY FOR 3)
CASNO AT R k) »
Dake: (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR )
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) T(ATTORNEY FOR )
LACTY 229 on
LASC ij w,;" STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Page20f2
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AN AND ACORESS OF ATTCRMEY O PARTY WITHOUT ArTomery
STATE AR R Rwvarad o Cark's Fim Bavg
TELEPHONE NO.; FAX NO "
E-MAIL ADORESS (Optional) vy
ATTORNEY

<:SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

“PLANTIFE:
| DEFENDANT:

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

1. This document relates to:

B Request for Informal Discovery Conference
Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference
{insert date 10 calendar days fllowing filng of

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

3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference: (insert date 20 calendar
days folowing fling of the Request).

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

i
‘
1

'
|
| |

|
|

CACIV 04 {new)
LASO A - INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENC
For Optione! Use Wmmmnmsumawium)
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oSS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORMEY
{f STATE bW huassen Rt bor s Mie Sy
'l
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional):
gams%fwux
A

| ATTORNEY FOR (Nama)
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
= OURTHOUSE ACORESS:

FPLANTRFE:
~DEFENDANT

STIPULATION AND ORDER ~ MOTIONS IN LIMINE

fast and Informal resolution of evidentiary

This stipulation is intended to provide
d discuss such issues and limit paperwork.

issues through diligent efforts to define an

The parties agree that:

1. At least days before the final status conference, each party will provide all-other
parties with a list containing a one paragraph explanation of each proposed motion in
limine. Each one paragraph explanation must identify the substance of a single proposed

motion in limine and the grounds for the proposed motion. ,

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

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

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

issues.

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

gl
LASO Arwrowed 84711 STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE -



W«H-CV-OGHO-JAK-KS Document 1-1 Filed 08/22/17 Page 27 of 27 Page ID #:31

- -

The following parties stipulate:

Date: &
R T o S e SRR
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF)
Date: .
(TYPEOR PRINT NAME) (A EY DEFENDANT)
Date: 5
GRS e i
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT)
Date: >
—IYPE OR PRINT NAME) ———Wuﬁ_‘—_—owm
: >
OR NAME) A NEY FOR )
Date: - :
~———YPEOR PRINT NAME] (ATTORNEY FOR
Date: >
——ATTORNEY FOR _ )
———YPEOR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR
THE COURT SO ORDERS.
Date: ——
prrisd v STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Pege2of 2

LASC Approved 04/11



