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By Juliet Leftwich

Few provisions of the U.S. Consti-
tution are as controversial — or are 
the subject of more misinformation 
— as the Second Amendment. Ac-
cording to the National Rifle Associ-
ation and other members of the gun 
lobby, the Second Amendment guar-
antees the absolute right of every 
American to own any gun, any place, 
any time, and is therefore an obsta-
cle to laws seeking to reduce the 
senseless gun violence that plagues 
our nation. But that’s not what the 
courts have said.

In 2008, in District of Columbia v. 
Heller, the U.S. Supreme Court held 
for the first time that the Second 
Amendment protects an individual 
right to possess a firearm unrelat-
ed to service in a well-regulated 
state militia. The court struck down 
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State Supreme Court Justice Leondra R. Kruger penned a 14-page opinion handed down Monday that placed limits 
on the state’s Public Utilities Commission to regulate surcharges levied on water suppliers by local governments.

By Saul Sugarman
Daily Journal Staff Writer

SAN FRANCISCO — The Cali-
fornia Public Utilities Commission 
cannot regulate surcharges levied 
on county water suppliers by their lo-
cal governments, the state Supreme 
Court ruled Monday.

The 14-page opinion by Associate 
Justice Leondra R. Kruger has been 
heralded by attorneys for the peti-
tioner, the Monterey Peninsula Wa-
ter Management District, as a “clear 
message” to the PUC about keeping 
its nose out of local utility fees.

“It’s a very short decision, which 
gives one the impression that the 
Supreme Court thought it was an 
easy case,” said Michael G. Colan-
tuono, a Grass Valley-based lawyer 
who represents the district in a relat-
ed matter but is not involved in the 
arguments referenced in Monday’s 
opinion.

“The PUC was way out of their ju-
risdiction. They did not have strong 
arguments for being there, and the 
court said so,” said Colantuono, a 
partner with Colantuono Highsmith 
& Whatley PC.

In the case, the district has levied a 
fee on customers who get their water 
from public utility California Ameri-
can Water Co. since 1983. 

The district applied the revenues 
to research into reducing the neg-
ative effect of drawing so much wa-

ter from Carmel River in Monterey 
County.

In 1991, the district began a five-
year program to mitigate such ef-
fects. It continued the program after 
its term expired in 1996.

The PUC, which carries the job of 
approving rates customers pay for 
utilities, approved an increase in how 
much California American charged 
for its water in 2009.

When they did so, however, PUC 
regulators “raised a number of ques-
tions” about whether the fees levied 
by the Monterey water district were 
valid.

Ultimately, the commission de-
termined there was not enough evi-
dence to justify the fees and ordered 
a halt to them.

“There are alternate processes in 
state law to do [what the PUC did],” 
said David C. Laredo, the general 
counsel for the Monterey Peninsula 
Water Management District.

Laredo, a Pacific Grove-based 
partner with De Lay & Laredo, said 
he felt “vindicated” by Monday’s de-
cision.

“This has been a long, long path,” 
said Laredo, noting the fees have 
been halted since 2011.

In their ruling, the state Supreme 
Court justices agreed with Laredo. 
Monterey Peninsula Water Manage-
ment District v. CPUC et al., 2015 
DJDAR 818.

“PUC regulation is not the only 
mechanism for addressing questions 
about the amount of the user fee or 
the efficiency of the district’s mitiga-
tion work,” Kruger wrote. 

“If [California American] cus-
tomers believe that the district is 
charging excessive and dispropor-
tionate fees, they can bring a legal 
action challenging the district’s ac-
tivities,” she added.

An emailed statement from a Cal-
ifornia American spokeswoman 
stated simply that the utility would 
“abide by the [Supreme Court] deci-
sion and future ones based on it.”

Lawyers for the PUC could not be 
reached.
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High court rules on PUC’s 
authority over water charges

By Lyle Moran
Daily Journal Staff Writer

CORONADO — The chief jus-
tice of the Delaware Supreme 
Court urged securities lawyers 
Monday to conduct substantial due 
diligence before pursuing share-
holder derivative lawsuits and not 
join the growing trend of quick 
filing.

“There should be no improper 
hurry to file a derivative case be-
cause these are usually damages 
cases,” said Justice Leo E. Strine 

Jr., speaking at Northwestern Uni-
versity School of Law’s annual Se-
curities Regulation Institute.

Strine said he is concerned about 
rushed filing and forum shopping 
when it comes to derivative suits 
lodged against company manage-
ment on behalf of shareholders.

He called on federal judges to ap-
ply closer scrutiny to early filings 
of such matters.

“I think our federal courts hon-
estly need to get more understand-
ing that first filing is suspicious,” 
Strine said.

He said if a shareholder’s coun-
sel files a derivative case in a more 
expedited fashion than necessary, 
judges “should instinctively say 
they are not a fit representative.”

“If you are dealing with weak 
lawyers, there is a question of 
whether those people really rep-
resented the class adequately,” he 
said.

Strine was the chief judge of the 
Delaware Court of Chancery be-
fore elevation to his current post on 
the state’s high court in 2014.

He said that on the chancery 

court, he stayed cases so that a 
plaintiff whose counsel was prop-
erly seeking necessary documen-
tation could be the shareholder 
representative.

“I couldn’t figure out for the 
life of me why anyone would file a 
Caremark claim against a majority 
independent board without seek-
ing the books and records,” said 
Strine, while referencing the Del-
aware Court of Chancery’s 1996 
In re Caremark International Inc. 
Derivative Litigation decision.

Strine said he would also like to 

see further consideration of wheth-
er a dismissal of the first derivative 
case filed on a particular matter 
should be given collateral effect.

The securities conference held 
at the Hotel Del Coronado runs 
through Wednesday.

Mary Jo White, chairwoman 
of the U.S. Securities and Ex-
change Commission, was to have 
addressed attendees Monday, but 
was rescheduled to Tuesday at 
12:15 p.m. 
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Top judge urges patience on derivative lawsuits 

By America Hernandez
Daily Journal Staff Writer

A record-breaking $125 million jury verdict 
in a Ventura County drunk driving case, which 
left the plaintiff a quadriplegic, may be tied up 
for years on appeal as a post-trial motion from 
the defense raises questions not yet settled by 
case law.

“This is a case of first impression you’ll see 
go all the way up to the Supreme Court,” said 
Beverly Hills-based plaintiff ’s counsel Gary A. 
Dordick. 

“Right now what we have is a piece of paper 
with a lot of zeros on it that doesn’t pay the bills 
for my client, who was evicted from his house 
during trial,” he added.

About $42.5 million of the award hinges on 
whether an injured driver is prevented from 
collecting general damages if he or she did not 
own the uninsured car.

Twenty-four-year-old plaintiff Francisco 
Briones had borrowed his mother’s car to 
drive to work one morning in March 2013 and 
was struck by an Oxnard man asleep at the 
wheel in the pre-dawn dark. Briones vs. Zink, 
56-2013-00435440-CU-PA-VTA (Ventura Coun-
ty Super. Ct., filed Apr. 25, 2013).

Briones’ neck was broken on impact, leaving 
him paralyzed for life, a jury was told.

After hearing evidence that the oncoming 
driver had more than 17 alcoholic drinks in his 
system, had not slept for 24 hours at the time 
of the 5 a.m. crash, and had previously been 
involved in a car accident while under the influ-
ence, a jury awarded Briones $125 million.

That is thought to be the largest such verdict 
in the county’s history.

Defendant Christoper Zink was represented 
by Bruce A. Finck, partner at Benton, Orr, Du-
val & Buckingham in Ventura. Finck declined 
to comment.

Though jurors only deliberated for one day, 
Dordick said he does not believe the court will 
reduce the award for being excessive.

“When you look at each component of the 
damages, it is not an unreasonable amount, be-
cause half of it is compensatory and half of it is 
punitive,” Dordick explained. 

Still up for debate is the interpretation of 
Proposition 213 — a voter initiative passed in 
1996 that is now enshrined into law as Cali-
fornia Civil Code of Procedure §§ 3333.3 and 
3333.4 — which prohibits owners of uninsured 
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By Amanda Schallert
Daily Journal Staff Writer

T he U.S. Supreme Court 
on Monday reiterated 
the strict standard for 
plaintiffs in Employee 

Retirement Income Security Act 
class action lawsuits, reversing a 
9th U.S.  Circuit Court of Appeals 
decision that said Amgen Inc. was 
not protected from liability to its 
employees after drastic stock loss-
es.

Stockholders filed a class ac-
tion lawsuit against the Thousand 
Oaks-based biotech company after 
company stocks fell in 2007 as a re-
sult of allegations that Amgen had 
misrepresented some of its cancer 
drugs as safe despite concerns. 

Plaintiffs alleged Amgen failed 
in its fiduciary duty under the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act, or ERISA, which establishes 
standards for voluntary pension 
and health plans in an effort to pro-
tect employees affected by them. 
The case has been remanded to 
district court. 

The district court originally dis-
missed the case, but the 9th Circuit 
reversed the decision and found 
that Amgen was not protected un-
der the “presumption of prudence” 
standard, meaning that fiduciaries 
are given the presumption that 
continuing to offer their stocks as 
an investment option is a “prudent” 
decision, unless plaintiffs can plau-
sibly allege that the fiduciary knew 
or should have known the opposite. 

The standard has been used 
broadly to protect companies from 
liability in similar class actions, 
but the U.S. Supreme Court ruled 
in 2014’s Fifth Third Bancorp v. 
Dudenhoeffer that the standard did 
not apply to ERISA fiduciaries.  

The ruling, however, recognized 
that similar claims against com-
panies could be easily made, and 
raised the bar for plaintiffs by say-
ing they “must plausibly allege an 
alternative action...that a prudent fi-
duciary in the same circumstances 
would not have viewed as more like-
ly to harm the fund than to help it.”

Maynard Cooper attorney Chris-
topher J. Rillo said Monday’s deci-
sion reaffirms the standard set by 
Fifth Third.

“It’s overall a good thing because 
a lot of meritless claims have been 
brought and settled based on this 
litigation,” said Rillo, who filed an 
amicus brief on behalf of the Amer-
ican Benefits Council in the case. 

Amgen Inc. v. Harris, 2016 DJDAR 
796.

The Supreme Court’s reversal 
brings into focus the court’s stance 
on the “more harm than good” 
standard being a key aspect of its 
analysis in Fifth Third, said Andrew 
L. Oringer, co-chair of Dechert 
LLP’s ERISA and executive com-
pensation group.

“There’s now a very clear addi-
tional hurdle that may have not 
been obvious before,” he said. “The 
effect on litigation will be, at a min-
imum, to raise the bar for plaintiffs’ 
lawyers on the effect of their plead-
ings.”

Oringer said he thinks it’s too 
early to tell whether this will dimin-
ish the amount of litigation moving 
forward, but it may be challenging 
for plaintiffs to successfully make 
the plausible allegation.

Spokeswoman Kristen Davis 
said in an email to the Daily Jour-
nal that Amgen is pleased with the 
court’s ruling and looks forward to 
presenting its position in district 
court in the Central District of Cal-
ifornia.

Plaintiff’s attorney Mark C. 
Rifkin of Wolf, Haldenstein, Alder, 
Freeman & Herz LLP said he was 
disappointed by the decision and is 
considering what next steps to take 
in the litigation.
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9th Circuit reversed 
again on ERISA case
U.S. Supreme Court 
says standard from 
2014 case must be 
considered on remand 

By Matthew Blake
Daily Journal Staff Writer

A California federal 
court ruling on Fri-
day will either be 
overturned on appeal 

or give plaintiff lawyers the 
argument they need to say em-
ployment arbitration contracts 
prohibiting class action lawsuits 
are against the law.

U.S. District Judge Dolly M. 
Gee denied Kellogg Brown & 
Root LLC’s motion to compel 
individual arbitration in a wage-
and-hour putative class action 
despite named plaintiff David J. 
Totten signing a contract to indi-
vidually arbitrate all grievances. 
David L. Totten, et al. v. Kellogg 
Brown & Root LLC, et al., CV14-
1766 (C.D. Cal., filed July 22, 
2014). 

At least since the 2011 U.S. Su-
preme Court decision in AT&T 
Mobility v. Concepcion, courts 
have found the Federal Arbitra-
tion Act compels enforcement of 
contracts workers sign to indi-
vidually arbitrate claims. How-
ever, Gee cited the 2012 Obama 
administration National Labor 
Relations Board decision in D.R. 
Horton, Inc. that declared class 
actions lawsuits are a protected 
activity under the 1935 Nation-
al Labor Relations Act, akin to 
unionizing.

Citing no precedent outside 

the NLRB, save a lone Western 
District of Wisconsin ruling, 
Gee found Concepcion only ap-
plies to consumer disputes and 
individual worker cases, not em-
ployment class actions.

Appellate specialist Michael 
Rubin of Altshuler Berzon LLP 
who represented Totten with 
Lee R. Feldman of Feldman 
Brown Olivares APC called 
the decision “very gratifying,” 
adding plaintiff lawyers will be 
quick to cite the order. 

The response of defense law-
yers observing the case was 
simple: The U.S. 9th Circuit 
Court of Appeals or perhaps 
U.S. Supreme Court would re-
verse. 

“The vast majority of federal 
courts have rejected the logic of 
D.R. Horton, including the Cal-
ifornia Supreme Court and sev-
eral federal appellate courts,” 
said Felix A. Shafir, an appellate 
defense lawyer at Horvitz & 
Levy LLP. 

“This case is an extreme outli-
er,” added Paul W. Cane of Paul 
Hastings LLP. “The company 
here will likely appeal to obtain 
a definitive 9th Circuit ruling on 
the issue.”

A message left with KBR law-
yer Rachel Linzy of New Or-
leans’ Kullman Law Firm was 
referred to the company, which 
released a statement reading, 
“We respectfully disagree with 
the ruling and are exploring our 
appellate options.” 

A rigging foreman in San Ber-
nardino County, Totten sued 
Houston-headquartered KBR, 
an engineering company and 
prolific government contrac-
tor, for failure to pay minimum 

wage, failure to pay overtime, 
and missed meal periods among 
other alleged state labor code 
violations.

KBR moved to compel arbi-
tration, and Gee took the mat-
ter under submission for 14 
months, opting not to hold oral 
arguments. 

Gee’s ruling quoted Section 7 
of the National Labor Relations 
Act that, “Employees shall have 
the right to engage in concert-
ed activities for the purpose of 
collective bargaining, or other 
mutual aid or protection,” and 
argued taking matters to “judi-
cial forms” was an aspect of mu-
tual aid. 

The judge acknowledged sev-
eral courts contravened Horton 
(NLRB rulings are not bind-
ing on federal courts). But Gee 
wrote the Federal Arbitration 
Act must not run up against an-
other law, and here it conflicted 
with the National Labor Rela-
tions Act. 
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individual arbitration
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Dolly M. Gee’s 
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BRIEFLY
The Commission on Judicial Performance publicly 
admonished San Mateo County Superior Judge Joseph 
E. Bergeron on Monday. The commission found the 
jurist of 18 years in violation of several judicial ethics 
canons for allegedly disrespecting women. The statement 
details three alleged instances of impropriety and 
mentions an incident in 2013 when six female court 
employees complained to the court’s presiding judge 
and court executive officer about Bergeron’s “rude, 
abrasive and condescending manner.” According to the 
admonishment, Bergeron did not work well with clerks not 
regularly assigned to him. In one case, Bergeron asked 
a replacement clerk if she played baseball. Before she 
could respond, a crumpled calendar allegedly hit her in 
the chest and fell to the floor. Bergeron allegedly threw 
another uncaught calendar into the woman’s chest after a 
hearing.  “Judge Bergeron acknowledges that his actions 
… were discourteous and undignified,” the admonishment 
said. During another incident, the admonishment alleges 
Bergeron screamed when a clerk did not call him back. 
The report says the clerk did not return his call because 
he never told the clerk his number. A request for comment 
from San Mateo Superior Court was not immediately 
returned Monday. 

A manhunt spanning Southern California was underway 
Sunday for three inmates described as “very dangerous” 
who escaped from a maximum-security jail in Orange 
County, using tools to cut through steel bars and then 
rappelling from the jail’s roof with makeshift ropes made 
of linens. Authorities said they believed the inmates — 
Hossein Nayeri, 37, Jonathan Tieu, 20, and Bac Duong, 
43 — escaped from the Orange County Central Men’s 
Jail here soon after the 5 a.m. head count Friday. Their 
absence was not discovered until the 8 p.m. head count 
that day, the Orange County Sheriff’s Department said.

cars from recovering noneconomic 
losses in the event of an accident. 

There are two exceptions that 
allow recovery: if the crash was 
caused by a drunk driver, and if 
the injured driver establishes finan-
cial responsibility by depositing 
$35,000 with the Department of 
Motor Vehicles before filing a law-
suit. Briones satisfies both, but he 
did not own the uninsured car he 
was driving. No case law indicates 
how an uninsured, non-owner is 
treated, according to Dordick.

Given the outsized award, Dor-
dick said he expects the insurance 
company to fight on appeal.

He plans on using a constitutional 
argument under the Equal Protec-
tion clause to resolve how owners 
and drivers of uninsured vehicles 
are each treated under the statute.

“If Prop. 213 allows recovery for 
uninsured owners hit by a drunk 
driver, there’s much more incentive 
in logic to extend that exception to 
a driver who has no idea if the car 
he borrowed is insured or not,” 
Dordick said. 

Past and future earnings loss for 
Briones, calculated at minimum 
wage, totaled about $2 million. 
The cost of past medical treatment 
came in just over $740,000 accord-
ing to the special verdict form.

A life care plan prepared by a 
physician, together with an econo-
mist’s tally of the medical costs ad-
justed for inflation through the year 
2058, showed Briones would have 
to pay nearly $18 million for care by 
the time he retired. 

The jury awarded an additional 
for $42.5 million for past and future 
pain and suffering. 

They then matched the total in 
punitive damages, doubling the 
amount.

The judge will rule on whether to 
strike general damages on Thurs-
day.
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By Joshua Sebold
Daily Journal Staff Writer

S idley Austin LLP contin-
ued its big year of lateral 
growth in Southern Cali-
fornia with the addition of 

Manatt, Phelps & Phillips LLP’s 
mergers and acquisitions chair.

David M. Grinberg follows his 
former co-workers — commer-
cial litigator Chad S. Hummel 
and government regulations part-
ner Clayton S. Friedman — who 
made the same jump in July.

Among some of his recent 
deals, Grinberg, who will be 
working out of Sidley’s Centu-
ry City office, advised InvaGen 
Pharmaceuticals Inc. in its $500 
million sale to Cipla Ltd. in Sep-
tember and represented Heritage 
Oaks Bancorp in its $56.4 million 
acquisition of Mission Communi-
ty Bancorp in October.

The new partner said the abil-

ity to get in on the ground floor 
of building an office in Century 
City, with the resources of a ma-
jor international law firm, “was an 
opportunity too good to pass up, 
quite frankly.”

Grinberg added that his prac-
tice has been focused on sell-side 
deals and he’s looking forward to 
branching out.

“I would like to make it more 
balanced between buy and sell 
and get more active in the pri-
vate equity arena,” he said. “It’s 
all about being a self-proclaimed 
deal junky.”

Like Grinberg, Hummel was 
a leader at Manatt, who co-
chaired the firm’s trial practice 
and served as chair of firmwide 
strategic development. He’s rep-
resented Roman Polanski and 
sued the NFL’s union on behalf of 
former players.

Dan Clivner, co-managing 
partner of Sidley’s LA office and 
another mergers and acquisi-
tions partner, is himself a recent 
transplant who came over from 
Simpson Thacher & Bartlett LLP 
in March after holding the same 
title there.

In the past year, the firm has 
also added Peter Benudiz, former 

co-head of the gaming and hospi-
tality group for Milbank Tweed 
Hadley & McCloy LLP, and 
Matt Thompson, who previously 
led the entertainment group at 
Stroock & Stroock & Lavan LLP.

Grinberg said Sidley’s focus on 
growth in Southern California 
has been contagious, as one move 
generates excitement for future 
laterals.

“When they make a decision 
like that, they go all out,” he said. 
“They’ve done a very good job of 
selling their story and convincing 
people of their dedication to LA 
and Southern California and it 
shows.”

The firm has also been adding 
to its Northern California offices. 

Intellectual property litigator 
Michael J. Bettinger joined from 
K&L Gates LLP in April, cor-
porate partner Martin A. Wel-
lington came aboard from Davis 
Polk & Wardwell LLP in July and 
mergers and acquisitions partner 
Jennifer F. Fitchen decamped 
from Cooley LLP in February.

Representatives for Manatt 
didn’t respond to a request for 
comment Monday.
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Sidley adds another lateral 
partner from Manatt
LA-based M&A 
chair David 
Grinberg is third 
partner to exit

By Banks Albach
Daily Journal Staff Writer

A second Humboldt Coun-
ty judge in the last four 
months was admon-
ished Friday by the 

state Commission on Judicial Per-
formance for falsifying workload 
reports in order to collect salary.

The public admonishment of Su-
perior Court Judge Christopher G. 
Wilson, on the bench since 1999, 
contends that he “signed and sub-
mitted false salary affidavits on 

eight occasions and received his 
salary for judicial office in violation 
of law on six occasions,” according 
to the commission decision. 

In April 2013, for instance, Wil-
son took a case after both sides had 
filed post-trial briefs and rendered 
a late decision in August — 123 
days after the filing.  

Wilson faced an admonishment 
over similar matters in 2007, ac-
cording to the commission’s re-
port.

The judge could not be reached 
for comment at the Humboldt 
County courthouse, and the Daily 
Journal could not immediately con-
firm if he has retained legal coun-
sel in the matter.

In September, the commission 
also admonished Humboldt Coun-
ty Superior Court Judge Dale A. 
Reinholtsen for similar conduct, 

but on a larger scale, finding that 
he improperly submitted salary 
affadavits 13 times and failed to 
pursue legal matters assigned to 
him on 20 cases, according to a 
commission statement.

Wilson’s latest term started in 
2011, four years after he was sim-
ilarly reprimanded by the state. 
According to a commission docu-
ment, Wilson received private ad-
monishment for handling matters 
in “seven cases between 168 and 
277 days after they were taken un-
der submission.”  

The commission also contends 
that he filed three false salary af-
fidavits and did not disclose his 
negotiations with the district attor-
ney on these matters during crimi-
nal cases he was presiding over. 

banks_albach@dailyjournal.com

Humboldt County judge 
admonished over pay
CJP: Judge 
Christopher 
Wilson falsified 
workload reports 

By Ashley Cullins
Daily Journal Staff Writer

T he Internal Revenue Ser-
vice won the latest round 
of a decades-long tax bat-
tle with the former own-

er of the Oakland Raiders, as a 9th 
Circuit panel on Monday reversed a 
Northern District judge’s finding in 
favor of the late Al Davis.

In 2011 Davis and his wife, Carol, 
sued the United States government 
seeking a refund of income taxes, 
arguing the IRS breached a closing 
agreement with the partnership 
that owned the Raiders and as-
sessed the taxes outside the statute 
of limitations.

The district court granted sum-
mary judgment in favor of Davis, 
holding the breach of contract in-
validated the assessment and enti-
tling plaintiffs to recover $3.7 mil-
lion in tax and deficiency interest 
overpayments plus interest.

Chief Judge Sidney R. Thomas 
and Circuit Judges Sandra S. Ikuta 
and Andrew D. Hurwitz held, how-
ever, that while the IRS admittedly 
breached the agreement the tax as-

sessments are still valid. Allen Da-
vis et al. v. United States of America, 
2015 DJDAR 798.

“The IRS’s failure to perform its 
contract with the Partnership can-
not relieve Davis of his statutory 
obligation to pay taxes,” Hurwitz 
wrote. “Nothing in the Closing 
Agreement provided that any taxes 
assessed on the partners pursuant 
to statute would be rendered inval-
id if the government failed to per-
form.”

According to the opinion, in 2005 
the Raiders partnership and the 
IRS reached a settlement resolving 
tax court litigation over tax years 
1988 through 1994. 

The closing agreement, signed 
by Davis, required the IRS to make 
computational adjustments to cal-
culate each partner’s tax liability 
and gave each partner 90 days to 
review and comment on the pro-
posed adjustments before the IRS 
assessed those amounts. 

“The IRS did not distribute its 
calculations of each partner’s com-
putational adjustments until June 
2007,” Hurwitz wrote. “Davis re-
sponded a few weeks later, but by 
the time the IRS sent revised cal-
culations on August 27, 2007, it had 
no time to wait 60 days for Davis to 
review these calculations because 
the statute of limitations to make 
assessments was about to expire.”

In September 2007, the IRS is-
sued assessments against Davis 

totaling more than $2.4 million for 
1990, 1992 and 1995 and applied a 
portion of refunds otherwise due to 
Davis to satisfy the assessments. 

The panel held that Davis could 
have challenged the assessed 
amounts and then sought conse-
quential damages resulting from 
having challenged the assessments 
“in a more expensive manner than 
that provided for by Paragraph Q” 
— referring to the section of the 
agreement outlining the statute of 
limitations for reviewing and com-
menting on computational adjust-
ments. 

“Instead, he threw a Hail Mary 
and sought a full refund,” Hurwitz 
wrote. “That pass falls incomplete. 
We hold that the IRS’s breach of 
Paragraph Q did not invalidate the 
assessments.”

Defense counsel included As-
sistant Attorney General Kathryn 
Keneally, and Department of Jus-
tice tax division attorneys Richard 
Farber and Andrew M. Weiner. 
When asked for comment Monday, 
government spokeswoman said, 
“We are pleased with the court’s 
decision.” 

A team of Arnold & Porter LLP 
attorneys, including Steven L. May-
er, Kenneth G. Hausman, Stuart S. 
Lipton and Julian Y. Waldo, repre-
sented the Davis estate. Attorneys 
could not be reached for comment.

ashley_cullins@dailyjournal.com

Panel rules against 
late Raiders owner
Tax assessments 
still valid, even if 
IRS agreement was 
breached, court says
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C ENTURY CITY — 
Carla J. Christoffer-
son went from a high 
school class of 13 stu-

dents in a small town in North Da-
kota to become the top legal offi-
cer of the largest publicly traded 
company in Los Angeles, which 
employs about 90,000 people.   

As executive vice president 
and general counsel of AECOM, 
Christofferson spearheads the 
legal team of a global integrated 
infrastructure services firm with 
annual revenue of about $18 bil-
lion. 

AECOM provides services in-
cluding water cleaning and plan-
ning new cities. It also designs 
and builds skyscrapers, arenas, 
bridges, roads, tunnels and tran-
sit systems. The company is 
currently working on 100,000 
projects throughout the world. 
AECOM operates in all 50 states, 
Washington, D.C. and Puerto 
Rico. 

“We’re helping build the re-
placement buildings for the 
World Trade Center,” Christoffer-
son said. “We did the first move-
able science station that they use 
in Antarctica.”  

“We do very large infrastruc-
ture projects of all types,” she 
added. 

Christofferson leads a team of 
more than 100 lawyers but nan-
aging attorneys is not new for 
Christofferson, a Yale Law School 
graduate who began her legal ca-
reer at O’Melveny & Myers LLP. 
There, she worked her way up 
through the ranks and became 
managing partner of the firm’s 
Los Angeles office, the role she 
had immediately prior to coming 
to AECOM. 

“I was very happy being a trial 
lawyer at O’Melveny,” Christof-
ferson said. 

“The projects that AECOM 
does all over the world are really 
life changing,” she said. “To be a 
part of something like that was 
too good of an opportunity to pass 

up.”  
Last year, AECOM bought its 

San Francisco-based rival, URS 
Corp., in a $6 billion deal. 

The merger, said to be the larg-
est in their industry, created one 
of the world’s largest firms in the 
construction and engineering 
sectors.

The company has four operat-
ing groups, the largest of which 
delivers planning, consulting, 
architectural and engineering de-
sign services to commercial and 
government clients. 

Its other groups include con-
struction services, management 
services and AECOM Capital, the 
company’s investment division. A 
fifth group focuses on providing 
solutions for global collaboration 
across the company’s operating 
groups. Attorneys are spread 
across all of AECOM’s groups.

“The legal group is here to 
service the business,” Christof-
ferson said. “We try to help each 
of the groups make better deals, 
help them stay on track and pro-
tect the company from risk.”

Christofferson recently sat 
down with the Daily Journal’s 
Melanie Brisbon in her Century 
City office to discuss sustainabil-
ity, managing relationships with 
outside counsel and more. An 
edited transcript of their conver-
sation is below.  

Daily Journal: What are 
some of the differences be-
tween leading the legal depart-

ment a global company versus 
leading an office of a major law 
firm?

Christofferson: I’ve actually 
been surprised at how much the 
skills have transferred. I knew 
the management side would be 
running an office versus running 
the legal department in a compa-
ny. What I’ve also found is that my 
work is a lot like being in a trial 
every day because I’m largely 
taking information that I’m gath-
ering from all over the world and 
boiling it down to two or three 
salient points to give to my exec-
utives and to give to the board so 
that they know the most import-
ant things. That’s very much like 
trial work. I actually feel like I’m 
in trial everyday here, in a good 
way, because trials are very excit-
ing.   

When you’re a trial lawyer, the 
main thing that you do is dive 
in to a company that’s having a 
problem and you learn every-
thing about the company because 
you’re then going to have to ex-
plain it to jury. For me, coming 
and diving into the company and 
learning everything about what 
we do was sort of a repeat of what 
I felt like I’ve done my whole ca-
reer.  

DJ: How does AECOM pro-
cure its projects? 

Christofferson: In all sorts of 
ways. Usually its contacts and 
it’s a bidding process and you’re 
competing and putting in propos-
als. Or it’s relationships that folks 
have. There are so many ways 
to get business and we try to do 
them all. At the end of the day, it’s 
having the right people with the 
right expertise and the right ex-
perience so that the potential cli-
ent is convinced that you’re going 
to deliver the best project.

DJ: What types of the clients 
does AECOM build projects 
for?  

Christofferson: It can be any-
thing from private individuals 
who are building arenas to com-

panies that are building things 
like the World Trade Center 
buildings to governments or gov-
ernment organizations that are 
building infrastructure. It could 
be the Army Corps of Engineers 
that are building dams or diver-
sion programs. It really runs the 
gamut from private to public. Not 
just public in the United States 
but public around the world.

DJ: Does the company also 
acquire real estate?

Christofferson: Sometimes. 
We have AECOM Capital which 
manages our own money that 
we can put into projects.  We did 
purchase land in downtown Los 
Angeles that we’ll be developing. 
It’s not the majority of our mod-
els but we do have the capacity to 
do that. We really pride ourselves 
on that capacity because having 
your own capital also allows you 
to participate in the public private 
partnerships that are becoming 
the wave of the future. 

DJ: What does the company 
do to stay ahead of the curve 
on energy efficient projects?

Christofferson: We actually 
do a lot of that work. Some for the 
government, and just in general. 
More and more of the develop-
ment that we see, people want 
sustainability and green build-
ings. Our professionals in that 
area are experts in doing that 
type of construction and that type 
of renovation. For us, people are 
the key to our business. Having 
the most talented people that 
are up on the latest technology 
is core to who we are. We also 
have AECOM University where 
our employees can choose from 
thousands of courses online. 
That could include anything from 
water treatment to sustainability. 
It’s really our continuing efforts 
to make sure we provide the best 
value proposition for our employ-
ees so that they can continue to 
lead their fields as well.

DJ: What types of cyberse-
curity risks does the company 

face?
Christofferson: As with all 

companies, we’re very aware of 
the growing threat of cyberse-
curity. We actually are working 
with a law firm and we have a ded-
icated team making sure we have 
the best-in-class cybersecurity 
program. We’re actually working 
on that as a worldwide project. 
We feel like we need to do that in 
order to protect our company, our 
people and our clients.

DJ: Do you often deal with 
international laws? 

Christofferson: We have spe-
cialists that know the laws in all 
the countries. We also tend to 
partner with law firms that have 
an international reach. On the cy-
bersecurity project, we’re work-
ing with Covington because they 
either have similar footprint or 
they can partner with law firms in 
those geographic areas. We have 
to know the laws in all the places 
we’re in, so we make sure that we 
either have it or we partner with 
a law firm that can provide that 
service.

DJ: What other firms are you 
using and what types of mat-
ters do they handle for you?

Christofferson: It really de-
pends on the project and whom 
we think the best attorney is for 
the job. We’re using Covington 
on the cybersecurity project and 
some other international work. 
Gibson has done our corporate 
work for quite a long time. I obvi-
ously respect O’Melveny lawyers 
a great deal and we use O’Mel-
veny for some litigation matters 
where it’s appropriate. We’ve 
been using WilmerHale for some 
of our litigation as well. 

DJ: What do you look for in 
outside counsel?

Christofferson: They have 
to know our business or want to 
know our business.  I really like 
working with attorneys who like 
their job. I really liked my job as 
a trial lawyer, so I like working 
with attorneys who are enthusias-

tic about partnering with us and 
really understanding our busi-
ness and wanting to do the best 
job because they like their work. 
To me it’s all about attitude. I love 
me my job and I want to work with 
others who have that same enthu-
siasm. 

DJ: What are your pet peeves 
with outside counsel?

Christofferson: One of my pet 
peeves is where attorneys don’t 
necessarily want to be strate-
gic partners. It can come out of 
the best intentions. They think 
they’re handling the problem 
when in fact I want a partner to 
collaborate on the problem. That 
probably is my biggest pet peeve.

I like attorneys that come up 
with solutions instead of just pass-
ing information back and forth 
with the other side. I can do my 
own talking but I want someone 
to be an advocate for the com-
pany and come up with creative 
solutions.

DJ: Did you have a role in 
the merger with URS?

Christofferson: We closed that 
deal October 2014. I joined the 
following spring. Over the past 
year, we’ve been doing integra-
tion — integrating two companies 
that were mostly the same size. 
That was an incredible challenge 
which we have officially closed. 
We’re very excited that we were 
able to complete that merger. It 
was a very heavy lift. Now, we feel 
like we’re really moving forward 
as one company.

DJ: What role does the legal 
team have in the company’s 
projects?

Christofferson: Our attorneys 
have roles in the deals, making 
sure that we’re in compliance 
with anything that might be gov-
erning those types of projects or 
in those geographic areas. I defi-
nitely want an attorney on all of 
the projects.

melanie_brisbon@dailyjournal.com

Project Juggler
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Financing

Provider of cancer treatments secures $32M in 
funding with help from Gibson Dunn

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP advised BioTheranostics, a San Di-
ego-based provider of molecular diagnostics for cancer treatment, in its $32 
million round of funding, a financing closing announced  Jan. 21.

MVM Life Science Partners, a venture capital firm with offices in London 
and Boston, led the round with participation from Canepa Advanced Health-
care Fund LP and HealthQuest Capital. As a result of the financing, BioTher-
anostics will spin out from BioMérieux Inc., a biotechnology headquartered 
in France. BioMérieux will remain a minority shareholder and operate as an 
independent company.

BioTheranostics plans to grow its commercial presence and expand its 
clinical development, according to a news release. 

Gibson’s team include San Francisco partner Ryan A. Murr (pictured) and 
associate Henry C. Pruitt. 

Financing

Cooley helps San Francisco-based Splice 
Machine in $9M funding round

Cooley LLP advised Splice Machine Inc., a San Francisco provider of a 
relational database management system, in a$9 million funding round an-
nounced Jan. 21. 

The funds came from existing investors, including Mohr Davidow Ven-
tures, InterWest Partners LLC and Correlation Ventures. Splice Machine 
has received roughly $31 million in funding since its start, including the most 
recent investments.

The company will use the new funding to accelerate product, sales and 
marketing efforts, according to a news release.

Cooley’s team included Eric C. Jensen (pictured), a partner who divides his 
time between the firm’s Palo Alto and San Francisco offices, along with and 
Palo Alto associates Clark Chu and Daniel E. Elefant.

Deals

Seven firms assist in semiconductor acquisition 

Cooley LLP advised the special committee of ChipMOS Technologies 
Bermuda Ltd., a provider of outsourced semiconductor assembly and test 
services, in its merger into its subsidiary, ChipMOS Technologies Inc., a deal 
announced Jan. 21.

Prior to the deal, ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda owned 58.3 percent of 
ChipMOS Technologies. When the deal is completed, ChipMOS Technolo-
gies will be the surviving company. 

ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda shareholders will receive $3.71 in cash 
without interest and 0.9355 American Depository Shares representing 18.71 
shares of ChipMOS Technologies, according to deal terms. Each American 
Depository Share will represent 20 new common shares that will  be issued 
by ChipMOS Technologies in exchange for each ChipMOS Technologies 
Bermuda common share they held, representing about $19.77 in total con-
sideration. 

The merger is a part the ongoing efforts to simplify and streamline the 
group structure to reduce operating costs, enhance operation efficiency and 
achieve a more efficient tax structure, according to a media release. 

Davis Polk & Wardwell LLP served as U.S. counsel to ChipMOS Technologies.  
Lee and Li Attorneys-at-Law served as Taiwan counsel to ChipMOS Technologies with Conyers Dill & Pearman 

serving as the company’s Bermuda counsel. A spokesperson from Lee and Li could not be reached for comment.
The board of directors at ChipMOS Technologies voted to establish a new U.S. American Depositary Receipt pro-

gram to facilitate the merger and to foster ongoing market liquidity of its shares, according to a news release. When 
the deal closes, all common shares that ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda held in both companies will be canceled.

The listing of the new American Depository Shares and the merger are subject to customary closing conditions, 
including shareholder and regulatory approval. The deal is expected the third quarter of  this year. 

K&L Gates LLP served as  U.S. counsel to ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda.
Appleby Global Group Services Ltd. was Bermuda counsel to ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda.
Johnson and Partners was Taiwan counsel to ChipMOS Technologies Bermuda.
Cooley’s team included partners Eric C. Jensen who splits his time between Palo Alto and San Francisco, Nancy H. 

Wojtas in Palo Alto and Jamie K. Leigh (pictured) in San Francisco.
The Davis Polk corporate team included partners James C. Lin and Miranda So in Hong Kong  along with John D. 

Paton in London. 
Richard Hall, a partner in Hong Kong, led the Conyers Dill team.

Deals

Ustream sells to IBM with guidance from Fenwick

Fenwick & West LLP advised Ustream Inc., a San Francisco-based provider of live and on-demand video solutions, 
in its sale to International Business Machines Corp. or IBM, a deal announced Jan. 21.  Financial terms of the trans-
action were not disclosed, though media reports estimate the deal is valued around $130 million.

The acquisition will allow incorporation of Ustream’s video streaming capabilities into Bluemix, IBM’s open cloud 
development platform. 

Ustream’s customers are different types of companies, service providers and broadcasters. Ustream reaches 80 
million viewers per month through customers including NASA, Samsung Electronics Co., Facebook Inc., Nike Inc. 
and the Discovery Channel, according to a news release.

A spokesperson from IBM could not be reached for comment. 
Fenwick’s team included Moutain View partners Ted G. Wang, Kris S. Withrow and Larissa B. Neumann along 

with associates Ryan R. Slunaker, Richard C. Sapien, Amanda E. Baratz, Kristin O’Hanlon, Alex Y. Galev, Christo-
pher D. Joslyn, Meng Wu and Ora S. Grinberg.

San Francisco partners Blake W. Martell, Stephen D. Gillespie and Ralph M. Pais also advised along with E. Tracy 
Randall, a senior licensing attorney.

Financing

Davis Polk advises in $300 million notes offering

Davis Polk & Wardwell LLP advised the representatives of the initial purchasers in connection with a $300 million 
offering by TTX Co. The firm disclosed the details of its involvement Jan. 21.

TTX, a privately held provider of railcars, related freight car and freight rail management services headquartered 
in Chicago, offered $300 million aggregate principal amount of its 2.250 percent medium-term notes, Series A due 
in three years.

Proceeds from the notes offering are expected to be used for general corporate purposes.
Davis Polk’s Menlo Park-based team included partners Bruce K. Dallas and Rachel D. Kleinberg along with asso-

ciates Sarah Ahmad, Stephanie W. Lai and Alexander Wu. 
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Financing

Orrick leads LendUp in $150M Series B

Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP helped Flurish Inc., better known as 
LendUp, a San Francisco-based financial technology company, in its raise of 
$150 million through a funding round and an expanded credit facility, a deal 
announced Jan. 20.

Susa Ventures and Data Collective led the Series B round which included 
participation from investors including Google Ventures, Kapor Capital, SV 
Angel and Bronze Investments LLC among others. Funding from the round 
will allow LendUp’s to expand its team and platform, according to a news 
release. 

Victory Park Capital provided a second credit facility to support new prod-
uct growth.

LendUp  provides credit products available online or through a mobile 
phone for people that are unable to get credit from traditional banks. The 
company also has a payday loan alternative available in 23 states and provides 
financial education courses. 

The new funds will allow the company to expand its platform to include national products that it to solve new chal-
lenges and address the needs of more customers, said a LendUp spokesperson in a news release. 

Orrick’s team includes partner John V. Bautista (pictured) and managing associate Joshua R. Pollick, who split 
their time between the firm’s San Francisco and Menlo Park offices.

Financing

Fenwick guides Malwarebytes  
through$50M financing 

Fenwick & West LLP advised Malwarebytes Corp., a San Jose provider of 
solutions that aim to combat computer viruses, spyware, adware and other 
malicious programs, in its $50 million round of funding announced Jan. 21.

Fidelity Management and Research Co., a global investment management 
firm based in Boston, invested in the Series B round. 

Millions of consumers and thousands of businesses use Malwarebytes’ 
products according to a news release. Last year, the company surpassed $100 
million in annualized billings.

Fenwick’s team included partners Kris S. Withrow (pictured), William R. 
Skinner and Steven S. Levine, along with associates Ryan R. Slunaker, Rich-
ard C. Sapien, and Sophia Huang in Mountain View. 

Financing

Cybersecurity services provider secures $76M in 
financing with help from Wilson Sonsini

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC advised ForeScout Technologies 
Inc., a provider of cybersecurity solutions headquartered in Campbell, in its 
$76 financing round, a deal announced Jan 21. Wellington Management Com-
pany LLP led the round. 

The latest funding gives the company a $1 billion value. ForeScout Tech-
nologies has tripled its valuation during the past year and a half according to 
a news release.

The capital will be used to expand global field operations, build a sup-
port organization and increase research and development in the Internet of 
Things security space, according to a news release. 

Wilson’s Palo Alto-based team includes Lawrence W. Sonsini (pictured), 
name partner and chairman of the firm, along with partners Steven E. Boch-
ner, Rachel B. Proffitt and associates Derk N. Lupinek and Lauren B. Licht-
blau.

Financing

Goodwin helps software provider  
gain $20M in financing round

Goodwin Procter LLP advised ScaleArc, a Santa Clara-based provider of 
database load balancing software, in its has completed a $20 million Series 
C-1 financing round, a deal announced Jan. 19. 

Bain Capital Ventures LLC led the round which included participation 
from Accel Partners, Trinity Ventures and Nexus Venture Partners. 

The investment will be used to fund company growth, including hiring 
more employees and sales and marketing initiatives, according to a news 
release. 

Goodwin’s team includes Menlo Park partner Craig M. Schmitz (pictured) 
along with counsel Morgan M. Worth and San Francisco associates Matthew 
G. Flairty and Katherine L. Tyler.

Deals

Wilson Sonsini, Jones Day tapped for $3.56B  
semiconductor company acquisition

Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati PC advised Microchip Technology Inc. a semiconductor company headquar-
tered in Chandler, Ariz. in its $3.56 billion acquisition of San Jose-based Atmel Corp., in a deal announced  Jan. 19.

Jones Day advised Amtel. 
Under the terms, Atmel shareholders, who still have to approve the deal, will receive $7 in cash and $1.15 in Micro-

chip common stock per share. The deal includes a $137.3 million termination fee from Atmel. The deal is expected to 
close in June. The Amtel sale is the fourth-largest transaction in 2016 to date, according to Thomson Reuters.

Atmel and Microchip are both known for making microcontrollers, or tiny computers on a single integrated circuit 
used to control functions in electronics.

San Francisco partner Robert T. Ishii  led Wilson’s team which included partner Mary M. Boshart, along with asso-
ciates C. Derek Liu, A. Jacob Werrett, Brandon M. Gantus. Myra A. Sutanto Shen, an associate in Palo Alto, provided 
additional assistance. 

Khoa D. Do and Daniel R. Mitz in Palo Alto and Kevin B. Espinola in Irvine led Jones Day team. San Francisco 
partners Craig A. Waldman and John C. Tang aided the effort. Palo Alto partners Wendy L.M. Davis, Joseph Melnik 
and Stephen E. Hall provided assistance along with associates David Y. Chen, Ruben A. Garcia, Nicholas M. Janof, 
Adam M. Braun, Benjamin Carson, An P. Doan, Julia R. Weissman, R.E. Scott Syverson, Molly M. Wilkens and Javier 
Oliver-Keymorth.

— Melanie Brisbon 

www.dailyjournal.com/dealmakers
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By David Balto

A s consumers suffer from 
escalating premiums 
and reduced services 
from their health insur-

ers, they face a simple truth — a 
lack of health insurance competi-
tion threatens the delivery of health 
care. Health insurance competition 
in California is fragile at best. Ac-
cording to the California Health-
Care Foundation, insurance mar-
kets are highly concentrated with 
three insurers controlling 83 per-
cent of the small market and 75 per-
cent of small/large group markets. 

Unfortunately, this will get much 
worse unless California regula-
tors act. Along with the recently 
approved merger of Blue Shield 
of California with Care1st Health 
Plan, there are three significant 
pending health insurance mergers: 
Anthem-Cigna, Aetna-Humana, and 
Centene-Health Net. Combining 
all three transactions, the mergers 
will harm over 7 million enrollees 
throughout California in a variety of 
insurance products including com-
mercial, administrative-services 
only plans, Medicare Advantage, 
and Medicaid Managed Care. 

Have no doubt, there will be a 
significant loss of competition from 
these consolidations. As Consum-
er Action informed the California 
Department of Managed Health 
Care, the Aetna-Humana transac-
tion would reduce competition for 
Medicare Advantage plans in eight 
separate counties, including Los 
Angeles and San Diego. A recent re-
port by Health Affairs found that the 
merger of Anthem-Cigna would not 
only diminish competition in certain 
commercial markets but would also 
substantially lessen competition for 
self-insured employers in the admin-
istrative-services only market. The 

ASO market relies on predominant-
ly large employers that assume the 
responsibility for their own employ-
ees’ health care costs, but purchase 
administrative services through an 
insurer. A combined Anthem-Cigna 
would have over a 60 percent market 
share for ASO in California. You do 
not need a Ph.D. in economics to fig-
ure out that a firm of that size can 
significantly increase prices.

So what does a loss of three in-
surers and increased concentration 
mean for Californians? Short an-
swer, nothing good. Evidence from 
past health insurance mergers, eco-
nomic studies, and scholarly reports 
compellingly document that health 
insurance mergers harm consum-
ers. First, health insurance mergers 
hit consumers’ wallets. As stated by 
Erin Trish of the University of South-
ern California’s Schaeffer Center for 
Health Policy and Economics, “[w]

hen insurers merge, there’s almost 
always an increase in premiums.” 

As Yogi Berra once said, “it’s 
tough to make predictions, especial-
ly about the future,” but those pre-
dictions are not tough when it comes 
to health insurance mergers. Every 
economic study has found that in-
surers raise premiums post-merg-
er. A study by health economist 
Leemore Dafny found that the 1999 
Aetna-Prudential merger resulted 
in an additional 7 percent premium 
increase in 139 separate markets 
throughout the United States. An-
other study examining the 2008 
UnitedHealth-Sierra merger found 
that the combined entity was able 
to raise premiums by an additional 
13.7 percent in Nevada. In contrast, 
there is not a single study or scholar-
ly article purporting that insurance 
mergers will drive down consumer 
costs. In fact, Professor Thomas 

Greaney of Saint Louis University 
School of Law, recently wrote that 
insurers have “little incentive to 
pass along [any] savings to its poli-
cyholders.” 

Californians can ill-afford to see 
further increases in health care 
costs. From 2011 to 2014, prior to 
any of the recent proposed mergers, 
the median rate increase in the in-
dividual market was 9.5 percent, ex-
ceeding all other measures of health 
care inflation. 

Next to cost, access to a patient’s 
doctor or hospital is crucial for con-
sumers and these mergers will harm 
access and deny consumers access. 
Health insurance mergers often re-
duce access to providers, a critical 
concern in underserved rural and 
inner city areas. As health insurers 
extinguish competition they drive 
down reimbursement and narrow 
networks. What is the result? Few-

er physicians and other providers 
in underserved areas, longer wait 
times, assembly line medicine, and 
preventing providers from providing 
the full range of services consumers 
need and desire. The motivations 
of insurance companies are to pro-
vide as little service at the highest 
price to increase profits. As Judge 
Richard Posner once observed, an 
insurance company’s “incentive is 
to keep you healthy if it can, but if 
you get very sick, and are unlikely to 
recovery to a healthy state involving 
few medical expenses, to let you die 
as quickly and cheaply as possible.” 

Along with reducing services and 
driving providers out of the market, 
health insurers increasingly coerce 
consumers into narrow networks. 
According to the Leonard Davis In-
stitute of Health Economics and the 
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, 
75 percent of all individual plans 
offered in California use a narrow 
network that only includes 25 per-
cent or fewer of all area providers. 
These mergers would enable even 
less access by eliminating providers 
from a network or cutting off access 
to patients’ preferred health care 
providers. 

Lastly, these mergers can dete-
riorate health care innovation. The 
Patient Protection and Affordable 
Care Act was passed to not only to 
ensure an increase in consumer 
participation in health insurance 
markets, but also to drive provid-
ers and insurers to improve health 
care. However, by eliminating com-
petition in insurance markets and 
driving down reimbursement below 
competitive levels, industry experts 
have noted that the mergers could 
very well undercut this much-need-
ed innovation. 

The parties also claim astronom-
ical benefits from the mergers, but 
none of the previous mergers had 

led to lower premiums. Cutting staff-
ing, reducing services, and coercing 
consumers into more restricted net-
works is no plus for consumers. 

California consumers need the 
strongest response. Fortunately, 
California Insurance Commission-
er Dave Jones has raised concerns 
about the mergers and concentra-
tion within health insurance mar-
kets. Both the California Depart-
ment of Managed Health Care and 
the California Department of Insur-
ance has or will hold hearings on 
each of these three mergers. Most 
importantly, both departments are 
committed to a public, transparent 
process in which consumers can 
voice their concerns. And, Califor-
nia Attorney General Kamala Harris 
is actively involved in a multistate in-
vestigation. 

All of the state regulators and en-
forcers need to take the strongest 
action to protect consumers. The fu-
ture of competitive health insurance 
is at stake. 

David Balto has practiced antitrust 
law for over 20 years and is a program 
fellow at the Health Policy Program of 
the New America Foundation.

Mergers threaten health care delivery
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Protesters outside the offices of Blue Shield of California in El Segundo in 2014.
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By David Kirman 		
and Shara Venezia-Walerstein

D id you know there is a 
publicly accessible web-
site where you can see 
how much money phar-

maceutical and medical device man-
ufacturers pay your doctor and pos-
sibly even your hospital? There is. 
The Physician Payments Sunshine 
Act requires pharmaceutical and 
medical device manufacturers to re-
port to the Centers for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services (CMS) most pay-
ments and transfers of value made to 
physicians and teaching hospitals. 
Congress passed the Sunshine Act 
to encourage financial transparency 
and to reveal relationships between 
the pharmaceutical industry and 
doctors. CMS has an official web-
site for its reporting program called 
Open Payments, available at https://
www.cms.gov/openpayments/. 

Since this data was first published 
in 2014, CMS has documented al-
most $10 billion paid by the pharma-
ceutical industry to physicians. This 
money was paid by 1,617 companies 
and to 683,000 physicians. While 
most of these transfers of value 
were for typical expenses, such as 
research, education and consulting, 
the data has nevertheless resulted 
in striking headlines such as “Lat-
est Sunshine Bombshell: $6.5B in 
doctor-and-hospital payments last 
year,” “Is Your Doctor Taking Bribes 
from Drug Companies,” and “Drug 
Company Enlists Doctors Under 
Scrutiny.” 

To be sure, the Sunshine Act has 
important business and legal ramifi-
cations, and there are several ways 
that consumers, the press, whis-

tleblowers and law enforcement are 
using — or not using — the data.

Under the Sunshine Act, “Applica-
ble Manufacturers” must generally 
report all direct and indirect “value 
transfers” to “covered recipients.” An 
applicable manufacturer is an entity 
operating in the United States that is: 
(i) engaged in the production, prepa-
ration, propagation, compounding or 
conversion of a covered drug, device, 
biological or medical supply, or (ii) is 
under common ownership with an 
entity in paragraph (i) and provides 
assistance or support to such entity 
with respect to the covered prod-
uct. A “covered recipient” includes 
U.S.-licensed physicians and teach-
ing hospitals. Medical students, 
physicians assistants and nurses 
are not “covered recipients” for the 
purpose of the Sunshine Act. The 
act exempts certain value transfers 
from being reported, including cer-
tain educational materials, speaker 
fees for accredited continuing med-
ical education programs, discounts, 
rebates and small payments of less 
than $10 when a covered recipient 
received less than $100 annually. 

Both direct and indirect transfers 
of value must be reported. While 
direct payments to physicians and 
teaching hospitals are typically 
reportable, indirect payments fre-
quently require closer examination. 
Indirect payments are any payment 
made to a third party where the pay-
or directs the third party to provide 
the payment to a covered recipient. 
When an applicable manufacturer 
is unaware that a covered recipient 
will receive payment, the applicable 
manufacturer has no reporting duty, 
because it did not intend or expect 
that a covered recipient would re-

ceive any portion of the payment. 
Whether an applicable manufacturer 
is “unaware,” however, is sometimes 
difficult to determine and requires 
an analysis of the specific facts of 
the transfer of value. A manufactur-
er “knows” of the physician covered 
recipient who receives the indirect 
payment if it has actual knowledge 
of the identity of the recipient or acts 
in deliberate ignorance or reckless 
disregard of the recipient’s identity. 
This “knowledge” standard does not 
create an indefinite obligation on 
manufacturers to ascertain whether 
any doctors or teaching hospitals re-
ceived indirect payments; CMS cre-
ated a clear cut-off date of six months 
into the next reporting year to put an 
end to the applicable manufacturer’s 
duty to identify any potential covered 
recipients for an indirect payment.

While CMS’s guidance is a helpful 
starting point as to when indirect 
payments must be reported, many 
questions remain. A general rule of 
thumb is that payments earmarked 
for use by physicians or teaching 
hospitals — covered recipients — 

need to be reported, while unre-
stricted transfers of value do not. 
Thus, if any portion of the payment 
will be received by a covered recipi-
ent, it must be reported. Similarly, if 
an applicable manufacturer directs 
payments to a discrete set of cov-
ered recipients whose identities the 
manufacturer may not actually know 
but could easily ascertain, then the 
Sunshine Act does not allow the 
manufacturer to turn a blind eye. It 
requires these payments to be re-
ported. 

While the Sunshine Act has in-
creased transparency, it also has 
business and legal ramifications. 
Compliance is a significant burden 
for manufacturers and businesses. 
The cost of collecting, maintaining 
and organizing data for Sunshine 
Act reporting purposes has made 
a noticeable dent in budgets — in-
cluding legal and compliance bud-
gets. And while the Open Payments 
website empowers consumers by 
permitting them to review what 
pharmaceutical and medical device 
manufacturers are paying their doc-

tors and teaching hospitals, this data 
is not easy to unpack. CMS requires 
manufacturers to classify the type of 
data being reported into various “na-
ture of payment” categories, but it is 
difficult to understand the meaning 
behind the types of payments report-
ed under some of these broad cate-
gories, such as “consulting fees” or 
“honoraria.” And while it remains to 
be seen how useful the data will be to 
the typical consumer, it has resulted 
in striking articles and will provide 
additional data for law enforcement 
and whistleblowers to investigate 
kickbacks and bribes. 

Moreover, the public’s perception 
of the data could have a chilling ef-
fect on beneficial transactions, such 
as research payments, education 
and charitable contributions. Re-
porting requirements for these types 
of payments have made doctors and 
hospitals hesitant to accept some 
transfers of value from manufactur-
ers, because they fear the potential 
appearance of impropriety that may 
be associated with accepting such 
payments. Such hesitancy could 

stifle many productive and useful 
transfers of value which are made 
to covered recipients for scientific 
advancement, medical research, and 
education.

Regardless of the implications, the 
Sunshine Act or some future version 
of the law appears to be here to stay, 
and its resulting data will remain 
subject to scrutiny. An individual 
at every applicable manufacturer is 
required to attest to the validity of 
their data. Failure to report could 
result in civil penalties and known 
falsification of data could implicate 
a number of criminal laws. As such, 
applicable manufacturers should 
take reporting seriously and invest 
the necessary resources to comply 
with the Sunshine Act, including ap-
propriate legal and factual analysis 
of areas where reporting obligations 
are ambiguous. Applicable manufac-
turers should also proactively ana-
lyze their data through the lens of 
a whistleblower or law enforcement 
investigator to reveal any spending 
that could be perceived — rightly or 
wrongly — as a violation of the feder-
al Anti-Kickback Statute or Foreign 
Corrupt Practices Act. While the 
analysis will vary, it could include 
benchmarking against competi-
tors, analyzing outliers, monitoring 
significant changes in spending, 
looking for unexplained trends or 
anomalies in spending, and evalu-
ating the license and practice areas 
of doctors receiving payments to 
determine their appropriateness to 
receive money or benefits. Applica-
ble manufacturers may also look at 
other applicable manufacturers’ data 
for competitive purposes and assess 
whether their competitors’ spending 
appears appropriate.  

David Kirman (dkirman@omm.
com; (310) 246-6825) is a partner 
in the Century City office of O’Mel-
veny & Myers LLP. He is a former 
assistant U.S. attorney in the Major 
Frauds Section of the U.S. Attorney’s 
Office for the Central District of Cal-
ifornia. Shara Venezia-Walerstein 
(svenezia-walerstein@omm.com; 
(212) 728-5748) is an associate in 
the White Collar Defense and Corpo-
rate Investigations practice in O’Mel-
veny’s New York office. The opinions 
expressed in this article do not neces-
sarily reflect the views of O’Melveny & 
Myers LLP or their clients, and should 
not be relied upon as legal advice.

Transparency comes with costs under the Sunshine Act

A screenshot of information provided on the Open Payments website.
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By Crystal Lopez, 	
Harrison Brown 			
and Joshua Briones

D oes a case become moot, 
and beyond the judicial 
power of Article III of 
the Constitution, when 

a plaintiff receives an offer of com-
plete relief on his claim? Last week, 
the U.S. Supreme Court answered 
“no” to this question, but hinted at a 
road map for defendants to end class 
actions in a cost-effective manner. 
The court will soon decide two more 
cases that may create efficient op-
tions to end no-injury lawsuits before 
they begin.

Shutting the Door on Offers of 
Judgment
In Campbell-Ewald Co. v. Gomez, 

14-857, Campbell-Ewald sent re-
cruiting text messages on behalf of 
the U.S. Navy. Gomez sued Camp-
bell-Ewald under the Telephone 
Consumer Protection Act (TCPA) 
and sought to represent a nationwide 
class of “unconsenting recipients of 
the Navy’s recruiting messages.” 
Prior to the deadline for Gomez to 
file a motion for class certification, 
Campbell-Ewald proposed to settle 
Gomez’s individual claim and filed 
an offer of judgment pursuant to 
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 68. 
Campbell-Ewald offered to pay Go-
mez his costs and $1,503, an amount 
representing more than the maxi-
mum that he could achieve under 
the TCPA. Gomez did not accept the 
offer. The case was subsequently 
dismissed at summary judgment, 
and Gomez appealed.

During the appeal, Camp-
bell-Ewald moved to dismiss the ap-
peal for lack of jurisdiction. Article 
III of the Constitution requires the 
existence of a “case or controversy” 
before a federal court can exercise 
jurisdiction. Campbell-Ewald ar-
gued that its offer to Gomez of ev-
erything he could possibly expect 
to collect under the TCPA rendered 
the case moot because there was 
no longer a real dispute between 
the two sides. The 9th U.S. Circuit 
Court of Appeals denied the motion. 
Campbell-Ewald subsequently filed 
a petition for writ of certiorari to the 
Supreme Court, which the court 
granted.

Upon review, a bare majority of 
the court held that an unaccepted of-
fer of relief was not enough to moot 
Gomez’s claim. The court ruled that 
“[l]ike other unaccepted contract of-
fers, it creates no lasting right or ob-
ligation.” “With the offer off the ta-
ble, and the defendant’s continuing 
denial of liability, adversity between 
the parties persists,” Justice Ruth 
Bader Ginsburg said writing for the 
majority. “[A]n unaccepted offer is a 
legal nullity,” she said.

Opening the Gates to Common 
Law Tenders
The Supreme Court left open wheth-
er a class representative loses stand-
ing to represent the class if the de-
fendants actually pay (as opposed to 
simply offering to pay) the money a 
plaintiff seeks. Indeed, the last two 
sentences of the court’s analysis 
state: “We need not, and do not, now 
decide whether the result would be 
different if a defendant deposits the 
full amount of the plaintiff’s indi-
vidual claim in an account payable 
to the plaintiff, and the court then 
enters judgment for the plaintiff in 
that amount. That question is appro-
priately reserved for a case in which 

it is not hypothetical.”
Notably, the dissent, led by Chief 

Justice John Roberts, indicated that 
they would find that a full payment 
to the plaintiff would moot a class ac-
tion. Justice Clarence Thomas, who 
concurred in the opinion, seemed 
to agree that complete relief would 
divest a federal court of jurisdiction, 
but disagreed that Campbell-Ewald 
had properly made a common law 
tender. Even Justice Stephen Breyer, 
who joined the majority, lauded the 
common law tender theory during 
oral arguments, providing a poten-
tial fifth and deciding vote.

In light of these opinions, it is rea-
sonable to expect that defendants 
will take money which they had 
previously only offered and hand it 
over to the courts. The courts will 
then decide whether a tender of full 
relief moots a claim. Perhaps inevi-
tably, the Supreme Court could soon 
decide whether this strategy moots 
claims once and for all.

The practical lesson for defen-
dants from the Campbell-Ewald opin-
ion is straightforward. Defendants 

seeking to moot consumer lawsuits 
may consider taking funds previous-
ly reserved for offers of judgment 
and depositing them with the court 
when making the offer. If a plain-
tiff rejects the offer, the defendant 
may move for entry of judgment. 
Defendants should note, however, 
that such a strategy is not without 
its drawbacks. The court’s entry 
of judgment in favor of a plaintiff’s 
individual claims in a class action 
could function as an admission of 
wrongdoing and create a collateral 
estoppel effect, meaning that anoth-
er similarly situated consumer that 
decides to sue may not have to prove 
liability. Accordingly, before making 
a Rule 68 offer of judgment, defen-
dants should evaluate the risk that 
other plaintiffs might come along to 
try to collect similar judgments.

Upcoming Cases May Transform 
Consumer Class Actions
Defendants, meanwhile, retain at 
least two arrows in their quivers. 
The Supreme Court’s upcoming 
decisions in Spokeo Inc. v. Robins, 
13-1339, and Tyson Foods Inc. v. 
Bouaphakeo, 14-1146, may prove to 
be critical turning points in class 
actions.

In Spokeo, the 9th Circuit held 
that a plaintiff need not plead actual 
harm to pursue a claim for statutory 
damages under the Fair Credit Re-
porting Act and, in turn, certified an 
FCRA statutory damages class. The 
Supreme Court granted certiorari to 
address whether Congress may con-
fer Article III standing upon a plain-
tiff who suffers no concrete harm by 
authorizing a private right of action 
based on a bare violation of a feder-
al statute. It also granted certiorari 
in Tyson, in which it will address, 
among other issues, whether a class 
action may be certified or main-
tained under Rule 23(b)(3) when the 
class contains hundreds of members 
who were not injured and have no le-
gal right to any damages.

If the Supreme Court determines 
a statutory violation is insufficient 
to confer Article III standing, then 
plaintiffs in FCRA classes will lack 
of standing. The damages provision 
in the FCRA says nothing about 
no-injury suits. Its reference to stat-
utory damages as an alternative to 
actual damages can and should be 

construed as just that — an alter-
native damages remedy that in no 
way seeks to supplant the baseline 
constitutional requirement that a 
plaintiff actually have suffered inju-
ry-in-fact to bring suit. To hold other-
wise would be to endorse transpar-
ent, no-damage results.

The decisions in Spokeo and Ty-
son could send ripples far beyond 
the FCRA litigation context. After 
all, the FCRA is hardly the only law 
that provides for statutory damages 
irrespective of whether a plaintiff 
suffered actual harm. One need look 
no further than the TCPA, under 
which each text message, phone call 
or fax a company sends can lead to 
statutory damages of between $500 
and $1,500.

The plaintiffs’ bar has relentlessly 
pursued a strategy of aggregating 
statutory damages in these sorts of 
cases into huge recoveries through 
class actions. Exposure can quickly 
reach such staggering levels that 
companies doing their best to com-
ply with the law nevertheless face 
enormous pressure to settle merit-
less cases lest they risk bankruptcy. 
The upcoming decisions in Spokeo 
and Tyson, and the common law 
tender strategy outlined in Camp-
bell-Ewald, may level the playing 
field.

Crystal Lopez is an attorney in 
Blank Rome’s Los Angeles office. She 
focuses her practice on class action 
defense, with an emphasis on consum-
er fraud and privacy claims. She can 
be reached at ECLopez@BlankRome.
com.

Harrison Brown is an attorney in 
Blank Rome’s Los Angeles office. His 
practice encompasses a wide range of 
business litigation and class action 
defense, with an emphasis on consum-
er fraud and privacy claims. He can 
be reached at HBrown@BlankRome.
com.

Joshua Briones is a partner in 
Blank Rome’s Los Angeles office. 
He focuses his national practice on 
bet-the-company class actions and has 
participated in the defense of dozens 
of class actions in state and federal 
courts across the country. He can be 
reached at JBriones@BlankRome.
com.

What’s next for class actions at the US Supreme Court?

Washington, D.C.’s handgun ban, 
finding that the Second Amendment 
protects the right of law-abiding, 
responsible citizens to possess an 
operable handgun in the home for 
self-defense.

Heller wasn’t a surprise given the 
conservative makeup of the court, 
but it represented a radical depar-
ture from the court’s prior interpre-
tation of the Second Amendment. In 
a 1939 case, United States v. Miller, 
the court unanimously rejected a 
challenge to a federal law prohibit-
ing the interstate transportation of 
sawed-off shotguns, holding that 
the “obvious purpose” of the Sec-
ond Amendment was to assure the 
effectiveness and continuation of 
the state militia and that the Amend-
ment “must be interpreted and ap-
plied with that end in view.” Miller 
provided clear guidance to lower fed-
eral and state courts and was the law 
of the land for nearly 70 years. 

Although the Heller decision es-
tablished a new individual right to 
“bear arms,” the Supreme Court 
made clear that the Second Amend-
ment should not be understood as 
conferring a “right to keep and car-
ry any weapon whatsoever in any 
manner whatsoever and for whatev-
er purpose.” The court identified a 
nonexhaustive list of “presumptively 
lawful regulatory measures,” includ-
ing longstanding prohibitions on 
firearm possession by felons and the 
mentally ill, as well as laws forbid-
ding firearm possession in sensitive 
places, such as schools and govern-
ment buildings, and imposing condi-
tions on the commercial sale of fire-
arms. The court also noted that the 
Second Amendment is consistent 
with laws banning “dangerous and 
unusual weapons” not in common 
use, such as M-16 rifles and other 
firearms that are most useful in mil-
itary service. In addition, the court 
declared that its analysis should not 

be read to suggest “the invalidity of 
laws regulating the storage of fire-
arms to prevent accidents.”

Whether the Second Amendment 
applied to the states was not at issue 
in Heller since that case involved a 
District of Columbia law. In 2010, 
however, in McDonald v. City of Chi-
cago, the Supreme Court said the 
Second Amendment does apply to 
state and local governments. The 
McDonald court reiterated that the 
Second Amendment right is con-
sistent with a wide range of laws to 
reduce gun violence and stated that 
“experimentation with reasonable 
firearms regulations will continue 
under the Second Amendment.”

Despite the fact that the Heller 
and McDonald decisions created 

a relatively narrow constitutional 
right, they triggered an avalanche 
of costly, time-consuming litigation 
challenging our nation’s gun laws. 
Fortunately, lower federal and state 
courts have overwhelmingly reject-
ed Second Amendment challenges 
to a variety of common sense laws 
to reduce gun violence. A review of 
over 1,000 of those decisions shows 
the laws at issue have been upheld 
94 percent of the time. Among the 
many types of gun safety laws found 
to be consistent with the Second 
Amendment are federal, state and 
local laws that:

• Require gun purchasers to un-
dergo background checks, register 
their firearms, or store their guns 
safely; 

• Prohibit assault weapons and 
large capacity ammunition maga-
zines (the kind of magazines used in 
almost all high-profile mass shoot-
ings);  

• Require “good cause” for the is-
suance of a permit to carry a loaded, 
concealed firearm in public; 

• Prohibit convicted felons, cer-
tain misdemeanants (for example, 
those convicted of domestic vio-
lence) and persons who have been 
involuntarily committed to a mental 
institution from possessing guns; 

• Require gun dealers to obtain a 
permit and operate away from resi-
dential areas and schools; 

• Ban the possession of guns on 
college campuses, in national parks, 
or in places of worship; and 

• Require that handguns sold 
within a state meet certain safety 
requirements, including the incorpo-
ration of chamber load indicators to 
alert a person when a gun is loaded.

Second Amendment challenges 
have succeeded in a small number of 
cases. For example, the 7th U.S. Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals struck down 
Illinois’ ban on carrying concealed 
weapons, where the state also pro-
hibited open carrying, and enjoined 
enforcement of a Chicago ordinance 
banning firing ranges within city 
limits, where range training was a 
condition of lawful handgun owner-
ship. See Moore v. Madigan, 702 F. 3d 
933, 942 (7th Cir. 2012), and Ezell v. 
City of Chicago, 651 F.3d 684 (7th Cir. 
2011). Even those cases were careful 
to note, however, that most laws de-
signed to reduce our nation’s epidem-
ic of gun violence are consistent with 
the Second Amendment.

Because California has the stron-
gest gun laws in the nation, it has 
been the frequent target of the gun 
lobby’s relentless attacks. The 9th 
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals is cur-
rently considering challenges to sev-
eral of the state’s important gun safe-
ty laws, including (in Pena v. Lindley) 
the Unsafe Handgun Act, which re-
quires all handguns to meet certain 
safety requirements before they may 
be sold in California. Another case 
before the 9th Circuit, Bauer v. Har-
ris, involves a challenge to the state’s 
use of the modest $19 Dealer Record 
of Sale fee, imposed on the sale of all 
firearms to help enforce and admin-
ister the state’s gun laws. Fortunate-
ly, the 9th Circuit has already upheld 
a number of gun safety laws, includ-
ing San Francisco’s safe storage or-
dinance and Sunnyvale’s ban on the 
possession of large capacity ammu-
nition magazines. See Jackson v. City 
and County of San Francisco, 746 F.3d 
953 (9th Cir. 2014), and Fyock v. City 
of Sunnyvale, 779 F.3d 991 (9th Cir. 
2015). The 9th Circuit is expected to 

uphold the other sensible laws before 
it, too, since they also do nothing to 
prevent responsible, law-abiding in-
dividuals from possessing a handgun 
in the home for self-defense. 

Significantly, since issuing its 
opinions in Heller and McDonald, 
the Supreme Court has declined to 
hear a single new case raising a Sec-
ond Amendment challenge. The Su-
preme Court has denied cert in over 
70 cases, leaving intact lower court 
decisions upholding an array of laws 
to reduce gun deaths and injuries. 

In short, the Heller decision and 
the avalanche of litigation the deci-
sion triggered, provide absolutely 
no support for the gun lobby’s claim 
that the Second Amendment is an ob-
stacle to common sense gun safety 
laws. Gun lobby rhetoric aside, the 
only real obstacles to the laws our 
country so desperately needs are the 
cowardice of our political leaders and 
the willingness of the American pub-
lic to continue to tolerate it.

Juliet Leftwich is the legal director 
of the Law Center to Prevent Gun Vi-
olence, an organization formed in the 
wake of the 101 California St. assault 
weapons massacre in San Francisco 
that assists legislators with the devel-
opment and defense of gun safety laws 
nationwide.

Separating Second Amendment fact from fiction
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Protestors outside an event on reducing gun violence attended by the president in Fairfax, Va., Jan. 7, 2016.
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it over to the courts. 
The courts will then 

decide whether a  
tender of full relief 

moots a claim.



Torts

Glendale University College of Law, founded in
1967 and accredited by the State Bar of
California, is seeking adjunct faculty (part-time)
for  Torts.

Position requires significant preparation/time
commitment and minimum 5 years relevant
practice as an attorney. Teaching experience not
required. Candidates should live/work within
reasonable proximity to Glendale.

The Torts course meets two nights per week,
Monday and Thursday, 6:30-9:30pm, beginning
March 7th and ending August 5th. Preparing for
a class that meets two nights per week is
demanding. Exceptional opportunity to develop
teaching skills and mastery of subject matter.

Proposals for electives or interest in teaching
different subjects invited.

By email only, cover letter/resume to
faculty@glendalelaw.edu

Attn: Faculty Hiring Committee
Submissions will be acknowledged.

Personal Injury Attorney
The Dominguez Firm, Inc. in Mid-Wilshire seeks
a personal injury attorney with minimum of 7
years of experience either in P.I. defense or plain-
tiff. Spanish speaking is a must. Excellent career
opportunity w/ leading personal injury/Workers
Comp firm. Salary in excess of $150K, depend-
ing on aptitude and experience. Arguably the fast-
est growing plaintiffs firm in California.

Employment Law Attorney
The Dominguez Firm, Inc. in Mid-Wilshire seeks
to hire Plaintiff Employment Law attorneys with
minimum of 7 years of experience. Spanish
speaking is a must. Excellent career opportunity
with leading plaintiff P.I./Workers Comp firm.
Salary in excess of $100K, depending on apti-
tude and experience. Arguably the fastest grow-
ing plaintiffs firm in California.

Send resume with salary history to HR
 francisco.frias@dominguezfirm.com

TRIAL ATTORNEY
Nationwide Insurance Company Trial Division,
is seeking a Trial Attorney in the Glendale, CA
office. This is a litigation intensive position re-
quiring considerable initiative, legal creativity
and the ability to relate with business clientele.
This position involves handling litigation files
that will include both personal line and commer-
cial claims. This position will require first chair
trial experience along with California licensure.
Ten or more years of civil litigation experience
preferred. The successful candidate must possess
excellent verbal and written communication
skills, ability to interpret and apply statutes, regu-
lations and appellate decisions. Resumes can be
submitted to Yatesm5@nationwide.com for
consideration.

LITIGATION ATTORNEY
Encino law firm specializing in employment liti-
gation and tort liability defense is seeking a full
time attorney. At least three-to-ten years of em-
ployment law litigation experience required.
(Public entity experience preferred, but not re-
quired.) Applicants must have excellent re-
search, writing and communication skills as well
as demonstrate the ability to assume immediate
responsibility on litigation matters. Competitive
salary and benefits based upon experience.

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 902

ATTORNEY
We are a small but growing defense litigation
firm defending nursing homes in elder abuse and
medicare fraud claims, in immediate need of a
highly seasoned and sharp litigator with strong re-
search, law & motion and litigation skills, includ-
ing all aspects of discovery and trial preparation.
We have cases throughout the state. We are locat-
ed at the Pacific Corporate Towers in El Segun-
do. Salary is negotiable.  Email resume to:

classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 936

ATTORNEY
Established 11 attorney firm in downtown Los
Angeles looking for associate from top tier law
school with 3-5 years’ experience in the follow-
ing areas: (1) Estate planning and probate; (2)
Business entities; (3) Real estate; and (4) M&A.
Significant client contact and opportunity to
grow practice. May consider part time/flex time
candidates.  Applicants only.

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 948

Plaintiff Associate Attorney
Plaintiff’s class action empl. firm in DTLA seeks
0-3 yr atty interested in wage & hr law. Excellent
academic credentials (law review highly de-
sired). Salary DOE & academic quals. ($80-110k
incl bonuses) Cover ltr & resume (w/rank/GPA)
in PDF to nhernandez@yoonlaw.com

Workers’ Comp/General Liability Atty
Busy, well established Downtown L.A. Insur-
ance Defense Firm seeks attorney with minimum
5 years Workers’Compensation and General Lia-
bility experience. Send resume, writing sample
and salary history/requirements to:

 admin@applyatlawfirm.com

ASSOCIATE ATTORNEY
Established Plaintiff class action and product
firm in Ontario looking for 1-3 year associate.
Experience in class actions and federal cases de-
sired. Strong legal research and writing skills re-
quired.  Competitive salary and benefits.

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 917

COLLECTION ATTORNEY 
Downtown L.A. employee benefits and labor law
firm (union side) seeks well organized lawyer to
assume caseload of ERISA trust fund collection
cases. Must be admitted in federal court (Los An-
geles - Central District). Please email your re-
sume to nwoods@deconsel.com

LITIGATION/TRIAL ATTORNEY
Law Office of H. Chopurian has an opening for
litigation/trial attorney. Excellent salary & bene-
fits
E-mail resume with salary requirements to:

chopurianlaw@gmail.com

FAMILY  LAW
 ATTORNEY

Westwood attorney seeks family law attorney.
Must have 4 yrs exp. & have made court appear-
ances. Salary open, future options available.
Email resumes to: pwhite@wzwlh.com

LITIGATION ATTORNEY
Pasadena firm seeks litigation attorney with 1-4
years exp handling all aspects of cases including
trial. Email resume, salary history & samples of
work product to: classifieds@dailyjournal.com -
job # 895

ATTORNEY
Ventura County firm with statewide healthcare
defense practice seeks 5+ year associate with ex-
cellent writing skills & litigation experience.

Resume/writing sample to: 
wendy@beachcowdrey.com

ATTORNEY
Busy San Fernando Valley Plaintiff’sPersonal In-
jury Firm seeks attorney with 3+ years practice
in this field. Trial experience is required for the
position.  Please send resume to:

cduffy@swlegalgrp.com

BRENTWOOD
Med Mal Insurance Defense firm needs 1-3 yrs
attorney. Excellent working conditions, salary
and benefits. Immediate responsibilities and
learning experiences. Please email resume to

janet.trapp@dbtlaw.org

LITIGATION ATTORNEY
Civil Lit firm seeks 1-3yrs Lit Attorney for LAX
office managing defense of PI cases. Strong
writing/analytical skills w/exp taking depos,
mediations & case work up to trials.

eResume: employment@pettitkohn.com

     ATTORNEY
AV-rated downtown L.A. firm seeks Family Law
attorney with minimum of 2+ years’ experience.
Please e-mail resume and cover letter with salary
requirements to

classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 923

ATTORNEY
Downtown LA Pltf/Def employment law firm
seeks associate attorney with at least 2-4 years
exp. with employment law, particularly wage and
hour class actions. Big firm exp. a plus. Email
resume to attorneyresumes2014@gmail.com

ATTORNEY
AV-rated firm seeks insurance defense attorney
with excellent academic credentials.

Email resume to
Jay.McClaugherty@mcctrials.com

INSURANCE DEFENSE ATTORNEY
Small in-house insurance defense firm seeks asso-
ciate 5+yrs & able to work remotely. PI/CD exp
prefd. Email cover letter, resume, salary reqmts.

  classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 947

Appellate Attorney
Westside complex litigation firm seeks appellate
specialist for appellate and law and motion work.
Resume and salary sought to

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 968

PLAINTIFF ATTORNEY
Anaheim law firm seeks attorney with exp. in PI.
Able to manage high volume & fast paced envi-
ronment. Trial, Depos, arbs, discovery, demands,
law & motion. Must be able to handle multiple
tasks. Email: oclaw07@yahoo.com

IN-HOUSE ATTORNEY
Orange County commercial real estate develop-
ment and asset management firm is seeking In-
House Counsel to assist in the management of le-
gal activities associated with it business, includ-
ing matters related to retail leasing, acquisition
and disposition, litigation management, and gen-
eral commercial real estate activities. The ideal
candidate will have a minimum of five years of
commercial real estate transactional legal experi-
ence, preferably with a recognized commercial re-
al estate law firm (or practice group) or real es-
tate development company; the ability to work in-
dependently; excellent attention to detail; apti-
tude to advance the business agenda, and strong
problem-solving skills. Admission to the State
Bar of California is required.

Email resume to croude@rmrginc.com

P.I. ATTORNEY
Newport Beach Auto Product Liability and Cata-
strophic Injury (AV Rated) firm seeks experi-
enced trial attorney who is a top-notch litigator
with significant auto products liability and cata-
strophic injury trial experience. Preferably an
ABOTA member. Must have strong writing and
research skills, excellent independent case man-
agement capabilities, and superior evaluation and
negotiation skills. Must be strongly self-
motivated, hard-working and highly organized.
Good working environment, competitive salary
and benefits.

Please email resume and salary history to
sbarker@bisnarchase.com

Business Litigation Attorney
Nationally respected and aggressive law firm is
hiring associate attorneys with a minimum of 7
years’ experience in business litigation. Trial ex-
perience is a plus. We offer a competitive salary
and benefits package. We are a state bar certified
MCLE provider. Send resume & writing sample
to: Laurali Kobal at lkobal@callahan-law.com.
No phone calls please. For further firm informa-
tion, visit us online at www.callahan-law.com

ATTORNEY
Mid-size law firm seeks 1-3 year associate for its
Newport Beach office with general civil
litigation skills and the ability to handle cases
independently. The firm offers a competitive
compensation package, including medical/dental,
paid vacation/holidays/sick time and 401-K.

Please submit resume and salary
requirements to the managing partner 

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 847

INSURANCE COVERAGE
Smith Smith & Feeley LLP seeks 3-5 year attor-
ney with experience in property and liability in-
surance coverage and related litigation. Will con-
sider full-time, part-time, independent contractor,
etc. Must have exceptional analytical and writing
skills.
Submit resume, two writing samples and sal-

ary history to psmith@insurlaw.com

ATTORNEY
International law firm, Brown Rudnick, is seek-
ing a bankruptcy associate with three to five
years’ experience in the claims resolution proc-
ess, representing chapter 11 debtors, and official
and ad hoc creditors, to join OC office. Litigation
experience a plus. Please email resume to

 sbarker@brownrudnick.com

LITIGATION ATTORNEY
AV Rated Firm located in Santa Barbara is cur-
rently seeking a motivated attorney with strong
litigation background in employment law. The
ideal candidate must be a self-starter who per-
forms well under pressure, can work independent-
ly, and can conduct all aspects of pre-trial and tri-
al litigation. Candidate must also have excellent
written, verbal, analytical and interpersonal
skills. Must have a minimum of 5 year litigation
experience. Please submit resume with cover let-
ter, salary requirements and writing samples to

lbaker@snyderlaw.com

LITIGATION & TRANSACTIONAL
ATTORNEYS 

Santa Barbara: A long-established 23-attorney
firm seeks both a litigation associate and a trans-
actional associate with superior credentials from
a major law school and 2-5 years of significant
experience. Qualified applicants who will appre-
ciate the opportunity to live in a beautiful coastal
community and yet engage in a sophisticated
practice should submit their resume to:

Craig A. Parton - cap@ppplaw.com

ATTORNEY
Established San Diego creditor firm has immedi-
ate opening for full time associate with at least 3-
4 years experience, particularly in law and mo-
tion work. Real estate litigation and transactional
experience a plus. Position includes complete
benefits package. Salary commensurate with ex-
perience and qualifications. Please fax or email
resume and writing sample to

 susan@sgswlaw.com. Fax - 858-793-8263

PARTNER / OF COUNSEL
Small, AV bi-coastal litigation law firm seeks to
add a partner/of counsel for mutual growth and
benefit. We offer an excellent reputation and
profitable platform from which to service and
grow your practice. Impressive downtown view
offices and competent, pleasant support staff.
Looking for compatible or complimentary prac-
tice area. Reply in confidence to

 managingpartner619@gmail.com

San Diego Associate
5 to 10 year insurance defense attorney, with
emphasis on personal injury. Full case handling
responsibilities, travel in CA required.

Resumes to KPimley@TysonMendes.com

PARALEGAL/EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT
Established Plaintiff class action and product
firm in Ontario looking for paralegal/executive
assistant. Must have experience handling federal
district court cases (class action/MDL preferred)
with strong skills in reviewing/editing/proofing
filings. Competitive salary and benefits.

 classifieds@dailyjournal.com - job # 916

Legal Assistant/Secretary
SF Valley law firm seeks experienced litigation
secretary. We represent plaintiffs in ERISA and
insurance bad faith cases, mostly in federal court.
Must be organized and detail oriented, have a
strong knowledge of federal court rules, and be
proficient in Word. Knowledge of Excel & Time
Matters is helpful. Salary commensurate with ex-
perience. E-mail or fax resume, cover letter to:

mkassan@kantorlaw.net  fax: 818-350-6271

OFC MANAGER/LIT. SECRETARY
Nationally acclaimed South Bay plaintiffs’ law
firm seeks office manager/litigation secretary

with 3-5 years experience.
Send resume and salary history to

kabaker@rpjlawcorp.com

LEGAL SECRETARY
Pasadena firm seeking secretary or legal assistant
with 3+ years experience. Must be familiar with
state and federal court procedures for motions
and trials. Full benefits.

Email to resume@vrlawyers.com

Criminal Defense Legal Assistant
Partner of prestigious criminal law firm in down-
town Los Angeles looking for legal assistant.
Candidates must have extensive experience work-
ing with (criminal) state and federal courts.

Email ELerner@WerksmanJackson.com

BEVERLY HILLS PENTHOUSE OFFICE
Corner office w/secretarial in long-established
law suite with law library, Westlaw, 2 conf
rooms, kitchen, receptionist, phone system, cop-
ier. Stable and friendly environment. Call Joan
Jaffe, 310 550-0600 or visit Lawoffices1250.com

W. LA - BRENTWOOD - WILSHIRE BLVD
Premium high-rise. Full-service window offices.
Attractive layout, bright & airy, must see.
Underground parking. Conference room, Wi-Fi,
law library, kitchen.

310.444.7750

HIGH-END OFFICES
in Sherman Oaks Galleria immediately available
for sublease (windows, interiors and sec. bays).
Top floor of the Comerica Bank Bldg, best loca-
tion in SF Valley. Adjacent to both 405 and 101
fwy on/off ramps. Would be leasing from AV rat-
ed law firm, Levinson Arshonsky & Kurtz, LLP.
Offices offer reception, library, conference
rooms + kitchen & amenities.

Please contact Lissa at 818.382.3434.

WARNER CENTER TOWERS
1-2 NEW OFFICE(S), 24x15, 15x15,

SECRETARIAL,
CONFERENCE ROOM, KITCHEN, COPIER.

AVAILABLE IMMEDIATELY
(818) 719-8000
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CRIMINAL/CIVIL TRIAL
ATTORNEY

Experienced trial attorney available as your lead
or co-counsel in State and Federal cases. Over
30 years in practice representing plaintiffs and
defendants in criminal, civil, and probate matters.

Contact:
 Paul W. Blake, Attorney-at-Law

(213) 215-1820
paulwblake@att.net

DESIGNATED HITTER
11TH HOUR TRIAL COUNSEL

It’s the bottom of the ninth, your case won’t
settle, and trial is imminent.

With more than 100 jury trials and over 30 years
in the trenches, I am available to step in and try
your case on short notice as lead or co counsel.

Ernest J. Franceshi, Jr.
 TE: (213) 622-0835

Email: ejf@franceschilaw.com

Joel Tamraz
Dreading Trials? Complex Cases? 

AV-rated litigator with 36 yrs. experience will as-
sist or step in to try the case for you.
Don’t delay! Call Joel F. Tamraz

(310) 475-4579 or fax (310) 394-0832

BRIEF WRITING
 Asher D. Isaacs, Esq.

UCLA Law Review, Articles Editor
Former Ninth Circuit and U.S. District Court

Law Clerk. 15+ Years of Experience.
asherdisaacs@yahoo.com * (310) 645-1682
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800/487-8262

Specializing in Intellectual Property

• IP Litigation
• Registration Patents
• Copyrights
• Trademarks
• Trade Secrets

Phone/Fax: 1-888-888-1340
gregoryrichardsonesq@gmail.com
www.gregoryrichardsonesq.com

TRIAL LAWYER
  AV rated trial lawyer available 
on short notice to try your civil, 

criminal or family law case. 
 38 years of trial experience.

Call (562) 439-9001
wde@ebslaw.net
www.ebslaw.net

William D. Evans
Evans & Silver

 
 

 

 

 

  

  

Civil Rights Victories 
(Last Five Years)
•   30 Seven-Figure Verdicts/Settlements
•   Prevailed in 30 Jury Trials

                   
 

                                 
                      

•  $2.4 Million Settlement (Shooting Case) 

  

  

• $4.7 Million Settlement (Shooting Case)

• $600,000 Settlement (Shooting Case)

 

•  $1.035 Million Jury Verdict (Shooting Case) 
•  $2.576 Million Settlement (Shooting Case)
•  $535,000 Jury Verdict (Shooting Case)

Co-Lead Trial Counsel
In the Kelly Thomas Case      

(Settled: $4.9 million settlement)

EAGLE ACCIDENT RECONSTRUCTION
Rick Carpenter, PhD
Accident Analysis
5255 E. Pomona Blvd #11
Los Angeles CA 90022
T: (323) 727-0509
F: (323) 727-9432

RSM US LLP (formerly McGladrey LLP)
Financial Investigations and Dispute
Advisory Services
Los Angeles:  213.330.4605
San Francisco:  415.848.5332
Email:  Patrick.Chylinski@rsmus.com
Website:  www.rsmus.com/litigation

Terry M. Hargrave, CPA/ABV/CFF, CFE
HARGRAVE & HARGRAVE, AAC
12121 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 700
Los Angeles, CA 90025
P: 310/576-1090
F: 310/576-1080
E: Terry@hargraveandhargrave.com
W: www.hargraveandhargrave.com

Thomas M. Neches
Thomas Neches & Company LLP
633 West 5th Street, Suite 2800
Los Angeles, CA  90071
T: 213-624-8150
F: 805-969-2964
E: tmn@thomasneches.com
W: http://thomasneches.com

Appraisal & Valuation / Real Estate
Michael V. Sanders
Coastline Realty Advisors
3020 Old Ranch Pakway #300
Seal Beach, CA 90740
T: (562) 598-2402 • F: (562) 598-9097
Mike@CoastlineRealtyAdvisors.com
www.CoastlineRealtyAdvisors.com

Eric L. Risberg, MAI,ASA,SRA
Advanced Appraisal, Intl. Inc.
268 Bush Street, #2100
San Francisco, CA 94101-3503
T: 415-531-1414
F: 415-449-3906
eric.risberg@advanced-appraisal.com
www.advanced-appraisal.com

Andre E. Jardini
KPC LEGAL AUDIT SERVICES, INC.
550 North Brand Boulevard
Glendale, CA 91203-1922
T:(818)547-5178:(818)547-2900
E:aej@kpclegal.com
W: www.kpclegal.com

Gary Greenfield
LITIGATION COST MANAGEMENT
1814 Franklin Street, Suite 720
Oakland, CA 94612
P: 510/834-1555
F: 510/217-9700
E: ggreenfield@litcost.com
W: www.litcost.com

Joel Mark
Norman Dowler LLP
840 County Square Drive, Third Floor
Ventura, California 93003
T: 805-654-0911
F: 805-654-1902
E: jmark@normandowler.com
W: www.normandowler.com

Alexander W. LaRiviere
Bicycle Accident Investigation
11842 Diggles Street, P.O. Box 130
Fort Jones,  CA 96032
(408) 294-2412
E: alex@bikexpert.com
W: BikeXpert.com

Institute of Risk and Safety Analyses
Phone: 818-348-1133
E-mail kennethsolomon@mac.com
Website: www.irsa.us
5324 Canoga Avenue
Woodland Hills, CA 91364

RSM US LLP (formerly McGladrey LLP)
Financial Investigations and Dispute
Advisory Services
Los Angeles:  213.330.4605
San Francisco:  415.848.5332
Email:  Patrick.Chylinski@rsmus.com
Website:  www.rsmus.com/litigation

Lola Hogan, CPCU ARM ARe
Lola Hogan Insurance Consulting, LLC
1149 Seaview Ave.
Pacific Grove, CA.  93950
(831)402-4069
E:lolahogan@gmail.com
W:www.lolahogan.com

PHILLIP R. DEVORE, D.D.S.
201 Luxaire Court
Las Vegas, NV 8914
P: 702/497-7076
F: 702/804-8700
E: devoredds@aol.com

Economic Damages Expert Witness
Wages, Contract and Tort Damages
Certified Public Accountant and Attorney
Mark L. VanBuskirk, $250 per hour
www.EconomicDamagesExpert.com
Mark@EconomicDamagesExpert.com
Phone: (213) 438-9999

RSM US LLP (formerly McGladrey LLP)
Financial Investigations and Dispute
Advisory Services
Los Angeles:  213.330.4605
San Francisco:  415.848.5332
Email:  Patrick.Chylinski@rsmus.com
Website:  www.rsmus.com/litigation

Brian H. Kleiner, PhD, MBA
551 Santa Barbara Avenue
Fullerton, California 92835-2463
T: (714) 879-9705
F: (714) 879-5600
E: bkleinerphdmba@gmail.com

Owen J. Sloane, Esq
Eisner Jaffe,  A Professional Corporation
9601 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 700
Beverly Hills, CA 90210
P:  310.855.3200
F:  310.855.3201
E: osloane@eisnerlaw.com
W: www.eisnerlaw.com

RSM US LLP (formerly McGladrey LLP)
Financial Investigations and Dispute
Advisory Services
Los Angeles:  213.330.4605
San Francisco:  415.848.5332
Email:  Patrick.Chylinski@rsmus.com
Website:  www.rsmus.com/litigation

Karl J. Schulze
SCHULZE HAYNES LOEVENGUTH & CO.
660 S. Figueroa St., Suite 1280
Los Angeles, CA 90017
P: 213.627.8280
F: 213.627.8301
kschulze@schulzehaynes.com
www.schulzehaynes.com

Kenneth C. Free
Straightline Hospitality, Inc.
2808 Ashworth Circle
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107
T: 888.616.8222; 805-373-6840
kfree@straightline-advisors.com
www.hotelexpertwitnesses.com

Jonathan S. Rutchik MD,MPH,QME
20 Sunnyside Avenue,#321
Mill Valley, CA 94941
P: 415-381-3133
F: 415-381-3131
E: jsrutch@neoma.com
W: www.neoma.com

AMERICAN MEDICAL
FORENSIC SPECIALISTS
6425 Christie Avenue, Suite 260
Emeryville, CA 94608
P: (800) 275-8903
F: (510) 985-7383
E: medicalexperts@amfs.com
W: www.amfs.com

Dr. Richard K. Skala
6616 D Clark Road #330
Paradise, CA 95969
(510)657-6366;(866)887-8107
dr.rick.skala.dc.qme@gmail.com
www.drskalachiroexpert.com

Hampton Health, LTD.
JOHN H. FULLERTON, MD, MRO,
CMD, CFP, FACP, AGSF, FAAHPM
1700 California Street #470
San Francisco, CA 94109
P: 415/370-3974
E: minooparsa@gmail.com
W: hamptonhealthltd.com

CRAIG P. CHERNEY,  ESQ
14300 N. Northsight Blvd. #129
Scottsdale, AZ 85260
P: 480-240-0040
F: 480-656-5966
E: ccherney@clgaz.com
W: www.canterburylawgroup.com

LAWRENCE H. JACOBSON, ESQ.
9401 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1250
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
P: (310) 271.0747
F: (310) 271.0757
E: Law.Jac@LHJPC.com
W: www.LawrenceJacobson.com

Opine Experts
Full-Service talent agency focused on
Real Estate Expertise
Cathleen Higgins
415-267-0262
cathleen@opinexperts.com
opinexperts.com

Robert A. Gardner, CPP
590 West Main Street, Suite 101
Santa Paula CA 93060
Phone: 805-659-4294
cpp@crimewise.com | www.crimewise.com/expert

Dr. Alon Konchitsky
3453 Wheeling Drive
Santa Clara, CA 95051
T: (408)480-3186
E: alon.konchitsky@gmail.com
W: http://IP-Consult.net/
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!!TRIALS, WRITS, APPEALS, LAW
& MOTION!!

Full-service contract atty firm for all of your liti-
gation needs. No project too big or too small. Re-
liable, dependable, superior work at reasonable
prices. David Brand & Associates  310-387-0724

STANFORD TRAINED
 ATTORNEY

with 29 yrs exp. available for rendition of legal
services in the areas of civil and business
litigation, civil appeals & family law.

Call (310) 447-1212  •  Fax (310) 447-6100

CONTRACT ATTORNEY
Experienced Tulane grad. Law & motion, writs,
appeals, appearances, research & writing, mo-
tions, briefs, pleadings, discovery, trial prep,
transactional. State/federal. $60/hr and up

(714) 968-7560  sayreesq@aol.com

** SHARE **
L.A. DODGERS 

Season Tickets
4 seats Infield Box + 2 VIP parking

I can’t use them all and will sell up to 40 games!

Serious inquiries only
dde90272@gmail.com

www.seldeen.com/CLE
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CITY OF 
LOS ANGELES

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Hearing: Office of Zoning Administration
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016
Time: 9:30 a.m.
Place: Los Angeles City Hall, 200 North 
Spring Street, Room 1020, (Enter from 
Main Street)
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Staff Contact: Michael Sin 
Phone No.: (213) 978-1345, Michael.
Sin@lacity.org 
Case No.: ZA 2015-3108(CUB)(CUX)(ZV)
CEQA No.: ENV 2015-3109-MND
Council No.: 14
Plan Area: Central City 
Zone: C2-4D
Applicant: Turquoise Room, LLC 
Representative: Veronica Becerra 
PROJECT LOCATION:  910 South 
Broadway 
REQUESTED ACTION: The Zoning 
Administrator will consider:
1. Pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal 
Code Section 12.24-W,1, a Conditional 
Use to allow the sale and dispensing of a 
full line of alcoholic beverages for on-site 
consumption; Pursuant to Los Angeles 
Municipal Code Section 12.24-W,18, a 
Conditional Use to permit pubic dancing 
and, pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal 
Code Section 12.27-B, a Variance from 
Section 12.21-A,4 to permit 0 vehicle 
parking stalls and 0 bicycle parking spaces 
in lieu of the 5 vehicle parking spaces and 
1 bicycle parking space required by Code, 
all in conjunction with a proposed 3,033 
square-foot bar located in the basement of 
an existing six-story building with seating 
for 127 patrons and hours of operation 
from 4 p.m. to 2 a.m., daily, within the [Q]
C2-4D-CDO Zone. 
2. Pursuant to Section 21082.1(c)(3) of the 
California Public Resources Code, adopt 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 
for the above referenced project. 
The purpose of the hearing is to obtain 
testimony from affected and/or interested 
persons regarding this project. The 
environmental document will be among 
the matters considered at the hearing. 
The decision maker will consider all the 
testimony presented at the hearing, written 
communication received prior to or at the 
hearing, and the merits of the project as it 
relates to existing environmental and land 
use regulations.
Exhaus t ion  Of  Admin is t ra t i ve 
Remedies : If you challenge a City action 
in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised 
at the public hearing described in this 
notice, or in written correspondence on 
these matters delivered to the Department 
before the action on this matter will 
become a part of the administrative record. 
Note: This may not be the last hearing on 
this matter.
Advice To Public : The exact time 
this report will be considered during the 
meeting is uncertain since there may be 
several other items on the agenda. Written 
communications may be mailed to the Los 
Angeles City Planning Department, Office 
of Zoning Administration, 200 N. Spring 
Street, Room 763, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(attention: Michael Sin).
Review Of File : The file, including 
the application and the environmental 
assessment, are available for public 
inspection at this location between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. Please call (213) 978-1318 
several days in advance to assure that 
the files will be available. The files are not 
available for review the day of the hearing. 
Accommodations: As a covered entity 
under Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate on the basis 
of disability. The hearing facility and its 
parking are wheelchair accessible. Sign 
language interpreters, assistive listening 
devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or 
services may be provided upon request. 
Other services, such as translation 
between English and other languages, may 
also be provided upon request. 
To ensure availabil ity or services, 
please make your request no later than 
three working days (72 hours) prior to 
the hearing by calling the staff person 
referenced in this notice. 
Como entidad cubierta bajo el Título II del 
Acto de los Americanos con Desabilidades, 
la Ciudad de Los Angeles no discrimina. 
La facilidad donde la junta se llevará a 
cabo y su estacionamiento son accesibles 
para sillas de ruedas. Traductores de 
Lengua de Muestra, dispositivos de oído, 
u otras ayudas auxiliaries se pueden hacer 
disponibles si usted las pide en avance. 
Otros servicios, como traducción de Inglés 
a otros idiomas, también pueden hacerse 
disponibles si usted los pide en avance.
Para asegurar la disponibilidad de éstos 
servicios, por favor haga su petición al 
mínimo de tres días (72 horas) antes de 
la reunión, llamando a la persona del 
personal mencionada en este aviso.
1/26/16

DJ-2838181#

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Hearing: Office of Zoning Administration
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Place: West Los Angeles Municipal 
Building, Second Floor Hearing Room, 
1645 Corinth Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90025
Staff Contact: Kenton Trinh 
Phone No.: (213) 978-1290, Kenton.
Trinh@lacity.org 
Case No.: ZA 2015-3040(CUB)
CEQA No.: ENV 2015-3041-CE
Council No.: 11
Plan Area: Venice 
Zone: C4-1
Applicant: Superba Rose, LLC 
Representative: Eddie Navarrette 
PROJECT LOCATION: 533 East Rose 
Avenue 
REQUESTED ACTION: The Zoning 
Administrator will consider:
1. Pursuant to the provisions of Section 
12.24-W,1 of the Los Angeles Municipal 
Code, a Conditional Use to permit the 
continued sale and dispensing of a full 
line of alcoholic beverages for on-site 
consumption in conjunction with an existing 
1,264 square-foot restaurant with 32 
interior and 13 patio seats within a 100 
square-foot patio operating between 9 a.m. 
and 11 p.m. Sunday through Thursday 
and 9 a.m. and 12 midnight Friday and 
Saturday. 
2. Pursuant to Section 21084 of the 
California Public Resources Code, 
the above referenced project has been 
determined not to have a significant 
effect on the environment and which shall 
therefore be exempt from the provisions 
of CEQA.
The purpose of the hearing is to obtain 
testimony from affected and/or interested 
persons regarding this project. The 
environmental document will be among 
the matters considered at the hearing. 
The decision maker will consider all the 
testimony presented at the hearing, written 
communication received prior to or at the 
hearing, and the merits of the project as it 
relates to existing environmental and land 
use regulations.
Exhaus t ion  Of  Admin is t ra t i ve 
Remedies : If you challenge a City action 
in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised 
at the public hearing described in this 
notice, or in written correspondence on 
these matters delivered to the Department 
before the action on this matter will 
become a part of the administrative record. 
Note: This may not be the last hearing on 
this matter.
Advice To Public : The exact time 
this report will be considered during the 
meeting is uncertain since there may be 
several other items on the agenda. Written 
communications may be mailed to the Los 
Angeles City Planning Department, Office 
of Zoning Administration, 200 N. Spring 
Street, Room 763, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(attention: Kenton Trinh).
Review Of File : The file, including 
the application and the environmental 
assessment, are available for public 
inspection at this location between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. Please call (213) 978-1318 
several days in advance to assure that 
the files will be available. The files are not 
available for review the day of the hearing. 
Accommodations: As a covered entity 
under Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate on the basis 
of disability. The hearing facility and its 
parking are wheelchair accessible. Sign 
language interpreters, assistive listening 
devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or 
services may be provided upon request. 
Other services, such as translation 
between English and other languages, may 
also be provided upon request. 
To ensure availabil ity or services, 
please make your request no later than 
three working days (72 hours) prior to 
the hearing by calling the staff person 
referenced in this notice. 
Como entidad cubierta bajo el Título II del 
Acto de los Americanos con Desabilidades, 
la Ciudad de Los Angeles no discrimina. 
La facilidad donde la junta se llevará a 
cabo y su estacionamiento son accesibles 
para sillas de ruedas. Traductores de 
Lengua de Muestra, dispositivos de oído, 
u otras ayudas auxiliaries se pueden hacer 
disponibles si usted las pide en avance. 

Otros servicios, como traducción de Inglés 
a otros idiomas, también pueden hacerse 
disponibles si usted los pide en avance.
Para asegurar la disponibilidad de éstos 
servicios, por favor haga su petición al 
mínimo de tres días (72 horas) antes de 
la reunión, llamando a la persona del 
personal mencionada en este aviso.
1/26/16

DJ-2838180#

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
Hearing: Office of Zoning Administration
Date: Thursday, February 18, 2016
Time: 9:00 a.m.
Place: Los Angeles City Hall, 200 North 
Spring Street, Room 1020, (Enter from 
Main Street), Los Angeles, CA 90012
Staff Contact: Azeen Khanmalek 
Phone No.: (213) 978-1336, Azeen.
Khanmalek@lacity.org 
Case No.: ZA 2015-1525(CUW)
CEQA No.: ENV 2015-1526-MND
Council No.: 1
Plan Area: Westlake
Zone: CR-1-HPOZ
Applicant: Verizon Wireless 
Representative: Albert Sandoval
PROJECT LOCATION: 1809 West 11th 
Street
REQUESTED ACTION: The Zoning 
Administrator will consider:
1. Pursuant to Los Angeles Municipal 
Code Section 12.24-W,49, a Conditional 
Use to permit the installation, use, and 
maintenance of a new rooftop wireless 
telecommunications facility comprised of 
12 panel antennas, 12 remote radio units, 
3 ray-caps, and 1 natural gas stand-by 
generator, all located on an existing 49-foot 
in height building in the CR-1-HPOZ Zone.
2. Pursuant to Section 21082.1(c)(3) of the 
California Public Resources Code, adopt 
the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) 
for the above referenced project. 
The purpose of the hearing is to obtain 
testimony from affected and/or interested 
persons regarding this project. The 
environmental document will be among 
the matters considered at the hearing. 
The decision maker will consider all the 
testimony presented at the hearing, written 
communication received prior to or at the 
hearing, and the merits of the project as it 
relates to existing environmental and land 
use regulations.
Exhaus t ion  Of  Admin is t ra t i ve 
Remedies : If you challenge a City action 
in court, you may be limited to raising only 
those issues you or someone else raised 
at the public hearing described in this 
notice, or in written correspondence on 
these matters delivered to the Department 
before the action on this matter will 
become a part of the administrative record. 
Note: This may not be the last hearing on 
this matter.
Section 704 of Title 7 of the Federal 
Telecommunicat ions Act  of  1996 
(effective February 8, 1996), contains the 
following language: “IV. No State or local 
government or instrumentality thereof may 
regulate the placement, construction, and 
modification of personal wireless service 
facilities on the basis of the environmental 
effects of radio frequency emissions to the 
extent that such facilities comply with the 
Commission’s regulations concerning such 
emissions.”
Any concerns regarding health risks from 
this proposed facility should be directed to 
the Federal Communications Commission, 
Office of Engineering and Technology, 445 
12th Street S.W., Washington, DC 20554, 
toll-free telephone: 1-888-CALL-FCC 
(1-888-225-5322), website: http://www.fcc.
gov/oet/rsafety, or e-mail: rfsafety@fcc.gov.
Advice To Public : The exact time 
this report will be considered during the 
meeting is uncertain since there may be 
several other items on the agenda. Written 
communications may be mailed to the Los 
Angeles City Planning Department, Office 
of Zoning Administration, 200 N. Spring 
Street, Room 763, Los Angeles, CA 90012 
(attention: Azeen Khanmalek).
Review Of File : The file, including 
the application and the environmental 
assessment, are available for public 
inspection at this location between the 
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday 
through Friday. Please call (213) 978-1318 
several days in advance to assure that 
the files will be available. The files are not 
available for review the day of the hearing. 
Accommodations: As a covered entity 
under Title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, the City of Los Angeles 
does not discriminate on the basis 
of disability. The hearing facility and its 
parking are wheelchair accessible. Sign 
language interpreters, assistive listening 
devices, or other auxiliary aids and/or 
services may be provided upon request. 
Other services, such as translation 
between English and other languages, may 
also be provided upon request. 
To ensure availabil ity or services, 
please make your request no later than 
three working days (72 hours) prior to 
the hearing by calling the staff person 
referenced in this notice. 
Como entidad cubierta bajo el Título II del 
Acto de los Americanos con Desabilidades, 
la Ciudad de Los Angeles no discrimina. 
La facilidad donde la junta se llevará a 
cabo y su estacionamiento son accesibles 
para sillas de ruedas. Traductores de 
Lengua de Muestra, dispositivos de oído, 
u otras ayudas auxiliaries se pueden hacer 
disponibles si usted las pide en avance. 
Otros servicios, como traducción de Inglés 
a otros idiomas, también pueden hacerse 
disponibles si usted los pide en avance.
Para asegurar la disponibilidad de éstos 
servicios, por favor haga su petición al 
mínimo de tres días (72 horas) antes de 
la reunión, llamando a la persona del 
personal mencionada en este aviso.
1/26/16

DJ-2838179#

CIVIL

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 

Case No. LS027468
Superior Court of California, County of 
LOS ANGELES 
Petition of: Robert Anthony Jackson for 
Change of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Robert Anthony Jackson filed 
a petition with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:
Robert Anthony Jackson to Robert Anthony 
Garnhardt
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing. 
Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/19/2016, Time: 8:30 am, Dept.: I, 
Room: 520
The address of the court is 6230 Sylmar 
Avenue van nuys, ca, 91401
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed 
in this county: LOS ANGELES DAILY 
JOURNAL 
Date: 02/19/2016
Huey P.Cotton
Judge of the Superior Court
1/26, 2/2, 2/9, 2/16/16

DJ-2839148#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. ES019591
Superior Court of California, County of Los 
Angeles
Petition of: Elizabeth Mozilo Fitzpatrick for 
Change of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Elizabeth Mozilo Fitzpatrick 
filed a petition with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:
Elizabeth Mozilo Fitzpatrick to Elizabeth 
Ann Mozilo 
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing.
Notice of Hearing:
Date: April 26, 2016, Time: 8:30 am, Dept.: 
E
The address of the court is 600 E. 
Broadway, Glendale, CA 91206-4395
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed in 
this county: Los Aneles Daily Journal
Date: Jan. 21, 2016
Mary Thornton House

Judge of the Superior Court
1/26, 2/2, 2/9, 2/16/16

DJ-2838806#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. YS028085
Superior Court of California, County of Los 
Angeles
Petition of: Jin Soo Kim and Ji Yoon Jung 
for Change of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Jin Soo Kim and Ji Yoon Jung 
filed a petition with this court for a decree 
changing names as follows:
Ryun Ha Kim to Lillian Ryunha Kim
Sun Kyung Kim to Vivian Sunkyung Kim
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing.
Notice of Hearing:
Date: 3-11-16, Time: 8:30, Dept.: M
The address of the court is 825 Maple 
Ave., Torrance, CA 90503
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed in 
this county: Daily Journal
Date: Jan. 8, 2016
Steven R. Van Sicklen
Judge of the Superior Court
1/26, 2/2, 2/9, 2/16/16

DJ-2838161#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC587970

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): HADI KAZEM; AND 
DOES 1 THROUGH 25
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): SIMONI PLASTIC 
SURGERY INC.
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is (El 
nombre y dirección de la corte es): Stanley 
Mosk, 111 N. Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 
90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Benjamin Fenton, 1990 S. Bundy Drive, 
Suite 777, Los Angeles, CA 90025; Tel. 
(310) 444-5244
DATE (Fecha): Jul 14, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Shaunya Bolden, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/19, 1/26, 2/2, 2/9/16

DJ-2835812#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME 

Case No. MS011851
Superior Court of California, County of 
LOS ANGELES 
Petition of: Sushiel Kangakar for Change 
of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Sushiel Kangakar filed a petition 
with this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:
Sushiel Kangakar to Nathan Sushiel 
Kangakar
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing. 
Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/16/2016, Time: 8:30AM, Dept.: 
A-11, Room: 3rd floor
The address of the court is 42011 4th 
Street West Lancaster, California, 93534
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed 
in this county: LOS ANGELES DAILY 
JOURNAL 
Date: 01/13/2016
Lisa M. Chung
Judge of the Superior Court
1/19, 1/26, 2/2, 2/9/16

DJ-2835622#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
NC060100

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): INSURANCE WORKS, 
INC. DBA STAR ALLIANCE INSURANCE 
SERVICES, INC.; LEE ANTHONY 
CORLETTE; MARK ENDO; AND DOES 1 
TO 10, INCLUSIVE,
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE) :  ANIMAS VALLEY 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC.
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 

Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, LOS 
ANGELES, LONG BEACH, MAGNOLIA, 
275 Magnolia Avenue, Long Beach, CA 
90802
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Gary A. Bemis 92508, Law Offices of Gary 
A. Bemis, 3870 La Sierra Ave., Suite 239, 
Riverside, CA 92505; (951) 588-2080
DATE (Fecha): Jun 2, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Illegible, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: 
You are served as an individual defendant.
1/12, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833668#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC580129

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO 
A L D E M A N D A D O ) :  B R O K E A S S 
FILMMAKERS, LLC, a California limited 
liability company, THOMAS PHILLIPS, an 
individual; and DOES 1-50
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): JONATHAN FARROW, 
an individual
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, County of Los 
Angeles, 111 N. Hill St., Los Angeles, CA 
90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Elliot S. Blut, esq., Blut Law Group, APC, 
10100 Santa Monica Blvd., Ste. 300, Los 
Angeles, CA 90067
DATE (Fecha): Apr 28, 2015

Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Cristina Grijalva, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/12, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833639#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso):
14A13443

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): GINA NICHOLS; CITY 1st 
MORTGAGE SERVICES; and DOES 1 to 
25 inclusive
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): Kathy Kadish, dba 
Marketing Creatively
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
Los Angeles Superior Court, Chatsworth 
Courthouse,  9425 Penf ie ld Ave. , 
Chatsworth, CA 91311
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Law Office of Gary Kurtz, APLC, 20335 
Ventura Blvd., Ste. 200, Woodland Hills, 
CA 91364, 818-884-8400
DATE (Fecha): May 23, 2014
SHERRI R. CARTER, Clerk (Secretario), 
by MONICA LERMA Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/12, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833631#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. VS028198
Superior Court of California, County of 
LOS ANGELES 
Petition of: Maritza Lopez and Gabriel 
Anthony Castaneda-Lopez for Change of 
Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Maritza Lopez and Gabriel 
Anthony Castaneda-Lopez filed a petition 
with this court for a decree changing 
names as follows:
Gabriel Anthony Castaneda-Lopez to 
Gabriel Anthony Lopez 
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing. 
Notice of Hearing:
Date: 03/02/2016, Time: 1:30PM, Dept.: C, 
Room: 312
The address of the court is 12720 
NORWALK BOULEVARD NORWALK, CA 
90650
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed 
in this county: LOS ANGELES DAILY 
JOURNAL 
Date: 12/29/2015
MARGARET M. BERNAL
Judge of the Superior Court
1/11, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833486#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. KS019549
Superior Court of California, County of 
LOS ANGELES 
Petition of: Lihua Su (Mother of minor 
Anthony Tak-Chi Su ) for Change of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Lihua Su (Mother of minor 
Anthony Tak-Chi Su ) filed a petition with 
this court for a decree changing names 
as follows:
Anthony Tak-Chi su to Anthony Tak-Yuan 
Tan
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing. 
Notice of Hearing:
Date: 02/05/16, Time: 8:30, Dept.: O
The address of the court is 400 Civic 
Center Plaza Pomona, California 91766
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed 
in this county: LOS ANGELES DAILY 
JOURNAL 
Date: 12/30/15
Robert A Dukes
Judge of the Superior Court
1/11, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833439#

SUMMONS (FAMILY LAW)
CITACIÓN (DERECHO FAMILIAR)

CASE NUMBER (NÚMERO DE CASO): 
PD059640 

NOTICE TO RESPONDENT (Name) 
AVISO AL DEMANDADO (Nombre): 
Antonio S. Tantamco, Jr. 

You  a re  be ing  sued .  Lo  es tán 
demandando.
Peti t ioner ’s name is Nombre del 
demandante: Simonette Tantamco 
You have 30 calendar days after this 
Summons and Petition are served on you 
to file a Response (form FL-120 or FL-123) 
at the court and have a copy served on 
the petitioner. A letter or phone call will not 
protect you. 
If you do not file your Response on time, 
the court may make orders affecting your 
marriage or domestic partnership, your 
property, and custody of your children. 
You may be ordered to pay support and 
attorney fees and costs. If you cannot pay 
the filing fee, ask the clerk for a fee waiver 
form. 
If you want legal advice, contact a lawyer 
immediately. You can get information about 
finding lawyers at the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), at the California Legal 
Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), or by contacting your local county bar 
association. 
Tiene 30 días corridos después de haber 
recibido la entrega legal de esta Citación 
y Petición para presentar una Respuesta 
(formulario FL-120 ó FL-123) ante la corte 
y efectuar la entrega legal de una copia 
al demandante. Una carta o llamada 
telefónica no basta para protegerlo.
Si no presenta su Respuesta a tiempo, la 
corte puede dar órdenes que afecten su 
matrimonio o pareja de hecho, sus bienes 
y la custodia de sus hijos. La corte también 
le puede ordenar que pague manutención, 
y honorarios y costos legales. Si no puede 
pagar la cuota de presentación, pida al 
secretario un formulario de exención de 
cuotas.
Si desea obtener asesoramiento legal, 
póngase en contacto de inmediato con 
un abogado. Puede obtener información 
para encontrar a un abogado en el Centro 
de Ayuda de las Cortes de California 
(www.sucorte.ca.gov), en el sitio Web de 
los Servicios Legales de California (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org) o poniéndose en 
contacto con el colegio de abogados de 
su condado.
NOTICE: The restraining orders on page 
2 are effective against both spouses or 
domestic partners until the petition is 
dismissed, a judgment is entered, or the 
court makes further orders. These orders 
are enforceable anywhere in California 
by any law enforcement officer who has 
received or seen a copy of them. 
AVISO: Las órdenes de restricción que 
figuran en la página 2 valen para ambos 
cónyuges o pareja de hecho hasta que 
se despida la petición, se emita un fallo 
o la corte dé otras órdenes. Cualquier 
autoridad de la ley que haya recibido o 
visto una copia de estas órdenes puede 
hacerlas acatar en cualquier lugar de 
California.
NOTE: If a judgment or support order is 
entered, the court may order you to pay all 
or part of the fees and costs that the court 
waived for yourself or for the other party. If 
this happens, the party ordered to pay fees 
shall be given notice and an opportunity to 
request a hearing to set aside the order to 
pay waived court fees. 
AVISO: Si se emite un fallo u orden de 
manutención, la corte puede ordenar que 
usted pague parte de, o todas las cuotas 
y costos de la corte previamente exentas a 
petición de usted o de la otra parte. Si esto 
ocurre, la parte ordenada a pagar estas 
cuotas debe recibir
aviso y la oportunidad de solicitar una 
audiencia para anular la orden de pagar 
las cuotas exentas.
1. The name and address of the court 
are (El nombre y dirección de la corte 
son) :Los Angeles Superior Court 
Chatsworth Courthouse 9425 Penfield 
Avenue Chatsworth, CA 91311 
2. The name, address, and telephone 
number of the petitioner’s attorney, or 
the petitioner without an attorney, are 
(El nombre, dirección y número de 
teléfono del abogado del demandante, 
o  de l  demandan te  s i  no  t i ene 
abogado, son):Simonette Tantamco
17720 Super ior  Street,  Uni t  103
N o r t h r i d g e ,  C A  9 1 3 2 5
P h o n e :  ( 8 1 8 )  2 5 9 - 5 9 0 0
Petitioner In Pro Per 
Date (Fecha):07/29/2015 
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk, by (Secretario, por) 
E. Flores, Deputy (Asistente)
(SEAL)
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You 
are served AVISO A LA PERSONA QUE 
RECIBIÓ LA ENTREGA: Esta entrega 
se realizaas an individual. (a usted como 
individuo.)
1/11, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16

DJ-2833249#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC572692

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Sebban Eliyohu, DOES 1 
to 25 inclusive
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): Karren Kalaw Trinidad
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, County of Los 
Angeles, Stanley Mosk Courthouse, 111 N. 
Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Frank G. Piazza, Jr. SBN: 103782 THE 
PIAZZA LAW FIRM, 444 W. Ocean Blvd., 
Suite 777 Long Beach, CA 90802. (562) 
437-8955 (562) 472-2365
DATE (Fecha): Feb. 19, 2015
---, Clerk (Secretario), by Cristina Grijalva, 
Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)

1/11, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16
DJ-2833145#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
SC124630

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Meryl Parr, aka Meryl 
Anne Parr, an individual; Does 1 through 
20, inclusive.
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): American Express 
Centurion Bank, a Utah state chartered 
bank
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 1725 Main 
Street, Santa Monica, CA 90401
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Lina M. Michael (Bar #237842) MICHAEL 
& ASSOCIATES, PC 555 St. Charles 
Drive, Suite 204, Thousand Oaks, CA 
91360 Fax No.: (805) 379-8525 Phone 
No.: (805) 379-8505
DATE (Fecha): Aug 19, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by M. 
Kurihara, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831539#

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
FOR CHANGE OF NAME

Case No. NS031494
Superior Court of California, County of 
LOS ANGELES 
Petition of: Ayman Ansari and Tonya Marie 
Hubbard for Change of Name
TO ALL INTERESTED PERSONS:
Petitioner Ayman Ansari and Tonya Marie 
Hubbard filed a petition with this court for a 
decree changing names as follows:
Eman Marie Hubbard to Eman Ayman 
Ansari
The Court orders that all persons 
interested in this matter appear before 
this court at the hearing indicated below 
to show cause, if any, why the petition for 
change of name should not be granted. 
Any person objecting to the name changes 
described above must file a written 
objection that includes the reasons for the 
objection at least two court days before the 
matter is scheduled to be heard and must 
appear at the hearing to show cause why 
the petition should not be granted. If no 
written objection is timely filed, the court 
may grant the petition without a hearing. 
Notice of Hearing:
Date: Febreary 9, 2016, Time: 8:30 a.m., 
Dept.: 26
The address of the court is 275 Magnolia 
Avenue Long Beach, CA 90802
A copy of this Order to Show Cause shall 
be published at least once each week for 
four successive weeks prior to the date set 
for hearing on the petition in the following 
newspaper of general circulation, printed in 
this county: Daily Journal 
Date: December 29, 2015
Michael P. Vicencia
Judge of the Superior Court
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831529#

REQUEST FOR ORDER
ATTORNEY FEES AND COSTS

OTHER See Attachment
Case Number: ED010680

Superior Court of California, County of 
Los Angeles, 300 East Walnut Street, 
Pasadena, CA 91101
Petitioner/Plaintiff: Morris Shikman
Respondent/Defendant: Maria J. Hahn 
Shikman
1. TO: Morris Shikman and his attorney 
of record
2. A hearing on this Request for Order 
will be held as follows: If child custody or 
visitation is an issue in this proceeding, 
Family Code section 3170 requires 
mediation before or at the same time as 
the hearing (see item 7.)
a. Date: Feb. 2, 2016 Time: 8:30 a.m. 
Dept.: K
b. Address of court: 300 East Walnut 
Street, Pasadena, CA 91101
3. Attachments to be served with this 
Request for Order:
a. A blank Responsive Declaration (form 
FL-320)
Date: June 25, 2015
S/ Yvonne D’Saachs, Esq.

NOTICE OF CONTINUANCE
CASE: ED 010680

MORRIS SHIKMAN, Petitioner
VS
MARIA J. HAHN SHIKMAN, Respondent
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the order 
to Show Cause/Request for Order set 
for December 14, 2015 at 8:30 AM in 
Department K is continued to February 2, 
2016 at 8:30 AM in Department K held at 
the above captioned court located at 300 
E. Walnut Street, in the City of Pasadena, 
CA 91101.
Executed on December 15, 2015 at the 
Law Offices of Yvonne D’Saachs in the City 
of Los Angeles, California.
/s/ Yvonne D’Saachs, Esq.
Attorney for Respondent
Maria J. Hahn Shikman
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831335#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
KC067924

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Arevik Malkhasyan, an 
individual; Does 1 through 20, inclusive.

LEGAL NOTICES
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YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): American Express Bank, 
FSB, a federal savings bank
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 400 Civic 
Center Plaza, Room 101, Pomona, CA 
91766
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Lina M. Michael (Bar #237842); Christina 
L. Rymsza (Bar #233631) MICHAEL & 
ASSOCIATES, PC 555 St. Charles Drive, 
Suite 204, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360 Fax 
No.: (805) 379-8525 Phone No.: (805) 379-
8505
DATE (Fecha): Sep 21, 2015
SHERRI R. CARTER, Clerk (Secretario), 
by J. GONZALEZ, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: 
You are served as an individual defendant.
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831317#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
LC103169

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO 
AL DEMANDADO): Christine Holifield, 
aka Christine E. Holifield, aka Christine 
Douglas, an individual; Does 1 through 
20, inclusive
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): American Express Bank, 
FSB, a federal savings bank American 
Express Centurion Bank, a Utah state 
chartered Bank
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, Van Nuys, 
6230 Sylmar Ave., Van Nuys, CA 91401
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 

la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Lina M. Michael, Esq. SBN: 237842; 
Christina Rymsza, Esq. SBN: 233631, 
MICHAEL & ASSOCIATES, PC, 555 St. 
Charles Drive, Suite 204, Thousand Oaks, 
CA 91360 Fax No.: (805) 379-8525. Phone 
No.: (855) 785-4705
DATE (Fecha): Jul 16, 2015
/s/ Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/
Clerk (Secretario), by /s/ Illegible, Deputy 
(Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831308#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC593474

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Nathaniel Freeman Does 
1-10
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): Pedro Roberto Lopez, 
Alejandra Martinez
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is (El 
nombre y dirección de la corte es): Stanley 
Mosk Courthouse, 111 N Hill Street, Los 
Angeles, CA 90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Willard Bakeman, 515 S. Euclid Street, 
Anaheim, CA 92802
DATE (Fecha): 9/9/15
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Dawn Alexander, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831287#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC571258

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Clifford A. Cunningham, 
Ulises S. De La Torre, and Does 1 to 100
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): Juan M. Ramirez, 
Maricela Ramirez
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 

de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is (El 
nombre y dirección de la corte es): Los 
Angeles Superior Court, 111 N. Hill Street, 
Los Angeles, CA 90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Adam Rose, Law Office of Robert Starr, 
23277 Ventura Blvd., Woodland Hills, CA 
91364; (818) 225-9040
DATE (Fecha): Feb 2, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Cristina Grijalva, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831276#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
BC597298

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Mohammed A Hassouni, 
aka Mohammedachraf Hassouni, aka 
Mohammed Achraf Hassouni, aka 
Ohammed Hassouni, an Individual; Does 1 
through 20, inclusive
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): American Express 
Centurion Bank, a Utah State Chartered 
bank
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
Superior Court of California, County of 
Los Angeles, 111 North Hill Street, Los 
Angeles, CA 90012
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Lina M. Michael (Bar #237842), Michael 
& Associates, PC 555 St. Charles Drive, 
Suite 204, Thousand Oaks, CA 91360; 
Fax No.: (805) 379-8525; Phone No.: (805) 
379-8505
DATE (Fecha): October 9, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk (Secretario), by 
Kristina Vargas, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: 
You are served as an individual defendant.
1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2831155#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
SC124138

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Beverly Hills Dermatology 
Center, a Medical Corporation; Glenn N. 
Ledesma, M.D., an Individual; Does 1 to 
5, Inclusive
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): 416 Bedford LLC, a 
Delaware Limited Liability Company
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 

remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
Superior Court of Los Angeles County, 
1725 Main Street, Santa Monica, CA 90401
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Eric Meller (BN 54123) Meller & Floyd, 
2001 Wilshire Blvd., #200, Santa Monica, 
CA 90403-5789; 310-829-0945 Fax: 310 
829-0469
DATE (Fecha): May 7, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/Clerk 
(Secretario), by Illegible, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)

1/5, 1/12, 1/19, 1/26/16
DJ-2831148#

SUMMONS
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

CASE NUMBER (Número del Caso): 
LC103170

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT (AVISO AL 
DEMANDADO): Fadi Saad, aka Fadi 
F. Saad, individually and DBA Tobacco 
Cheaper 6; Does 1 through 20, Inclusive.
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF 
( L O  E S T Á  D E M A N D A N D O  E L 
DEMANDANTE): American Express Bank, 
FSB, a federal savings bank
NOTICE! You have been sued. The court 
may decide against you without your being 
heard unless you respond within 30 days. 
Read the information below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this 
summons and legal papers are served on 
you to file a written response at this court 
and have a copy served on the plaintiff. 
A letter or phone call will not protect you. 
Your written response must be in proper 
legal form if you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you 
can use for your response. You can find 
these court forms and more information 
at the California Courts Online Self-Help 
Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), 
your county law library, or the courthouse 
nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing 
fee, ask the court clerk for a fee waiver 
form. If you do not file your response on 
time, you may lose the case by default, 
and your wages, money, and property may 
be taken without further warning from the 
court.
There are other legal requirements. You 
may want to call an attorney right away. 
If you do not know an attorney, you may 
want to call an attorney referral service. 
If you cannot afford an attorney, you may 
be eligible for free legal services from 
a nonprofit legal services program. You 
can locate these nonprofit groups at the 
California Legal Services Web site (www.
lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts 
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.
ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local 
court or county bar association. NOTE: 
The court has a statutory lien for waived 
fees and costs on any settlement or 
arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a 
civil case. The court’s lien must be paid 
before the court will dismiss the case.
¡AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no 
responde dentro de 30 días, la corte 
puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su 
versión. Lea la información a continuación.
Tiene 30 DÍAS DE CALENDARIO 
después de que le entreguen esta citación 
y papeles legales para presentar una 
respuesta por escrito en esta corte y hacer 
que se entregue una copia al demandante. 
Una carta o una llamada telefónica no lo 
protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene 
que estar en formato legal correcto si 
desea que procesen su caso en la corte. 
Es posible que haya un formulario que 
usted pueda usar para su respuesta. 
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la 
corte y más información en el Centro de 
Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.
sucorte.ca.gov), en la biblioteca de leyes 
de su condado o en la corte que le quede 
más cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota 
de presentación, pida al secretario de la 
corte que le dé un formulario de exención 
de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su 
respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso 
por incumplimiento y la corte le podrá 
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin más 
advertencia.
Hay otros requis i tos legales.  Es 
recomendable que llame a un abogado 
inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un 
abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de 
remisión a abogados. Si no puede pagar 
a un abogado, es posible que cumpla 
con los requisitos para obtener servicios 
legales gratuitos de un programa de 
servicios legales sin fines de lucro. 
Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines 
de lucro en el sitio web de California 
Legal Services, (www.lawhelpcalifornia.
org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes 
de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o 
poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el 
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por 
ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las 
cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer 
un gravamen sobre cualquier recuperación 
de $10,000 ó más de valor recibida 
mediante un acuerdo o una concesión de 
arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene 
que pagar el gravamen de la corte antes 
de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.
The name and address of the court is 
(El nombre y dirección de la corte es): 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 6230 
Sylmar Avenue, Room 107, Van Nuys CA 
91401
The name, address, and telephone 
number of plaintiff’s attorney, or plaintiff 
without an attorney, is (El nombre, 
la dirección y el número de teléfono 
del abogado del demandante, o del 
demandante que no tiene abogado, es): 
Lina M. Michael, Esq. SBN: 237842; 
Christina Rymsza, Esq. SBN: 233631, 
MICHAEL & ASSOCIATES, PC, 555 St. 
Charles Drive, Suite 204, Thousand Oaks, 
CA 91360; Fax No.: (805) 379-8525 Phone 
No.: (855) 785-4705
DATE (Fecha): Jul 16, 2015
Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/, Clerk 
(Secretario), by Illegible, Deputy (Adjunto)
(SEAL)

1/11, 1/19, 1/26, 2/2/16
DJ-2826356#

GOVERNMENT

BIDDING OPPORTUNITY WITH 
LACCD

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the 
Los Angeles Community College District 
(“District”) invites contractors to submit 
PROPOSALS for the following project:

STAND BY EMERGENCY MOISTURE 
INTRUSION MITIGATION SERVICES.

Contractors will provide emergency 
moisture intrusion mitigation (due to 
inclement weather) at each of the 
District Campus locations if requested 
by the District. RFP documents including 
instructions to Applicants, will be available 
to Applicants at the On-line Vendor Portal 
h t t p s : / / w w w . p l a n e t b i d s .
c o m / p o r t a l / p o r t a l .
cfm?companyID=21372&bidID=24243
Applicants must resister at the Online 
Vendor Portal  in order download 
documents and upload Proposal response.

All Proposals must be uploaded to the 
Online Vendor Portal before 2:00 PM on 
February 9, 2016.

The Applicant assumes full and sole 
responsibility for timely receipt of its 
Proposal and any other documents 
required to be submitted by the District. 
The District will have no responsibility 
for Proposals not submitted in a timely 
manner, no matter the reason. 

Questions shall be directed to the Online 
Vendor Portal.
1/26, 1/27/16

DJ-2839106#

Public Notice
T‐Mobile West, LLC proposes the 
installation of top-mounted antennas on 
a new 80’—0” monopole at 1000 East 
Victoria Street, Carson, CA 90747, 33-52-
00.13 N, 118-15-36.66 W, FCC ASR file# 
A0995414. In accordance with the FCC’s 
rule 47 CFR §14.4(c), T‐Mobile hereby 
solicits public comment concerning its 
proposed site and any impacts it may have 
upon migratory birds. Requests for Further 
Environmental Review can be submitted 
via the internet at https://wireless2.fcc.
gov/UlsEntry/pleadings/pleadingsType.jsp 
or sent to: Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary, 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Office of the Secretary, 445 12th Street, 
SW, Washington, DC 20554. Requests 
should also be sent to: T‐Mobile, 
ATTENTION: FCC Regulatory Compliance 
Contact, 12920 SE 38th St., Bellevue, 
WA 98006. In order for your comments to 
receive full and timely consideration, they 
should be received at addresses above 
within 30 days of the date of this notice and 
reference FCC ASR file# A0995414.
1/26, 1/27/16

DJ-2838603#

NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS

B I D D E R S  A R E  C A U T I O N E D 
T O  E X A M I N E  C A R E F U L L Y 
SPECIFICATIONS AND BID FORMS 
BEFORE BIDDING.

Notice is hereby given that the Board of 
Education of the City of Los Angeles will 
receive bids from the District’s list of pre-
qualified contractors to furnish all labor and 
material for the following:

THE FOLLOWING PROJECT(S) ARE 
FUNDED BY PROPOSITIONS WHICH 
WERE APPROVED BY THE VOTERS 
AND IS SUBJECT TO THE PROJECT 
STABILIZATION AGREEMENT.

DATE OF BID OPENING: February 16, 
2016 ( Tuesday @ 10:00 AM )

BID NUMBER: 1610032
REPAIR CAMPUS WATER DAMAGE 
PHASE I at LEXINGTON AVENUE 
PRIMARY CENTER ( 47L02702 ) . 
Mandatory Pre-bid Meeting: 2/3/2016 
(Wednesday @ 10:00 AM). Prime 
contractor shall hold license in the following 
classification(s): “ B “ license required. 
Contractor Caused Compensable Delay 
(L.D.): $250.00 per calendar day. The 
anticipated construction range for the 
Work of this Project is $15,000.00 to 
$87,800.00.

Bidder should note that OWNER’s 
p r e q u a l i f i c a t i o n  p r o g r a m  h a s 
been expanded pursuant to Public 
Contract Code 20111.6 to include 
mechanical, electrical and plumbing 
subcontractors, holding C-4, C-7, 
C-10, C-16, C-20, C-34, C-36, C-38, 
C-42,  C-43,  and C-46 l icenses. 
Bidders who will be utilizing a first-
t ie r  subcontractor  to  per form 
such specialty work must select a 
subcontractor from the OWNER’s List 
of Prequalified Subcontractors.

Effective March 1, 2015, a contractor 
or subcontractor shall not be qualified 
to bid on or be listed in a bid proposal 
unless currently registered with the 
California Department of Industrial 
Relations (DIR).

For any contract awarded on or 
after April 1, 2015, a contractor or 
subcontractor shall not engage in the 
performance of any contract unless 
currently registered with the DIR.

For Bids with a Mandatory Pre-Bid 
Meeting, Bidders who have not signed 
in on the attendance sheet will be 
nonresponsive.

The Los Angeles Unified School District 
has a Labor Compliance Program 
as approved by the Director of the 
Department of Industrial relations and the 
Board of Education in compliance with 
Section 1771.5 of the California Labor 
Code.

Copies of the prevailing rate of per diem 
wages are on file at the following District 
office and shall be made available to any 
interested party on request: Facilities 
Support Services/Labor Compliance 
Program

333 S. Beaudry Avenue,

19th Floor,
Los Angeles, CA 90017

(213) 241-4665

Each bid shall be in accordance with 
drawings, specifications and other 
contract documents now on file at 
Facilities Construction Contracts, 333 S. 
Beaudry Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90017. 
Bidding documents are available online 
at www.crplanwell.com in the “Public 
Planroom” and will be available Monday 
through Friday on 1/27/2016 at American 
Reprographics Company, LLC, 934 W 
Venice Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90015 from 
7:00 a.m. through 12:00 a.m. A fee will be 
charged for plans and specifications.

On February 25, 2003, the Board of 
Education adopted a twenty-five (25%) 
participation goal for Small Business 
Enterprise (SBE), per contract, based 
on the basis of award amount of funds 
allocated to the school construction and 
modernization program. This goal will be 
included in each construction contract.

Each bid shall be made out on a form 
to be obtained in Facilities Construction 
Contracts; shall be sealed and filed with 
the Facilities Construction Contracts, 333 
S. Beaudry Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90017, 
before said time and on the date shown 
above; opened and read aloud in public at 
or about said time at said address.

Attention of bidders is called to the 
provisions concerning bid guarantee 
in the Bid Form and contract bonds 
requirements in the General Conditions of 
the specifications.

The Board reserves the right to reject any 
or all bids, and to waive any informality in 
any bid.
DATED: 1/21/16
BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY 
OF LOS ANGELES by Facilities Services 
Division.
1/26, 2/1/16

DJ-2838514#

LOS ANGELES COUNTY BOARD OF 
EDUCATION

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON 
TEXTBOOKS/INSTRUCTIONAL 

MATERIALS DISPOSAL FOR THE 
LOS ANGELES COUNTY OFFICE 
OF EDUCATION, EDUCATIONAL 

PROGRAMS

The California Department of Education, 
Educational code (EC) Section 60510.5 
(a) states “prior to the disposition by a 
school district of any instructional materials 
pursuant to EC Section 60510, the school 
district’s governing body is encouraged, not 
mandated, to do both of the following:
(1) No later than sixty days prior to the 
disposal, notification to the public of its 
intention to dispose of these materials 
through a public service announcement on 
a television station in the county in which 
the district is located, a public notice in a 
newspaper of general circulation published 
in that County or any other means that 
the governing board determines to reach 
most effectively the entities described in 
EC Section 60510.

(2) Permit representatives of the entities 
described in…EC Section 60510 and 
members of the public to address the 
governing board regarding that disposition” 
[disposal of instructional materials].
In acknowledgement of the Education 
Code, the Los Angeles County Board of 
Education will conduct a public hearing on 
the disposal of textbooks and instructional 
materials provided by the Assistant 
Superintendent of Education Programs. 
The instructional materials that are to 
be disposed of are materials that are no 
longer usable at the Education Programs 
school sites (Division of Student Programs 
and Division Special Education).
DATE: February 16, 2016
TIME: 3:00 p.m.
LOCATION: Los Angeles County Office 
of Education
9300 Imperial Highway, Board Room
Downey, CA 90242

Note: Language translation services 
and American Sign Language (ASL) 
interpreters will be provided with a 
minimum notice of three (3) business days 
prior to the public hearing.

Posting or distribution of banners, 
leaflets, handouts or other media or 
communications, which serve to promote 
or discourage specific points of view, are 
prohibited inside the hearing room. 

For additional information call (562) 803-
8215
1/26/16

DJ-2837222#

NOTICE TO CONTRACTORS

B I D D E R S  A R E  C A U T I O N E D 
T O  E X A M I N E  C A R E F U L L Y 
SPECIFICATIONS AND BID FORMS 
BEFORE BIDDING.

Notice is hereby given that the Board of 
Education of the City of Los Angeles will 
receive bids from the District’s list of pre-
qualified contractors to furnish all labor and 
material for the following:

THE FOLLOWING PROJECT(S) ARE 
FUNDED BY PROPOSITIONS WHICH 
WERE APPROVED BY THE VOTERS 
AND IS SUBJECT TO THE PROJECT 
STABILIZATION AGREEMENT.

DATE OF BID OPENING: February 12, 
2016 ( Friday @ 10:00 AM )

BID NUMBER: 1610033
S C E  AT T  R E L O C AT I O N S  A N D 
OU4 RAW (PSA) at LEGACY HIGH 
SCHOOL ( 56K40059 ). Mandatory Pre-
bid Meeting: 2/2/2016 (Tuesday @ 10:00 
AM). Contractors are required to meet 
the 3% Disabled Veterans Business 
Enterprise (DVBE) participation goal 
set forth in the bidding documents. 
Prime contractor shall hold license in the 
following classification(s): “ A WITH HAZ 
“ license required. Contractor Caused 
Compensable Delay (L.D.): $500.00 per 
calendar day. The anticipated construction 
range for the Work of this Project is 
$500,001.00 to $1,000,000.00.

Bidder should note that OWNER’s 
p r e q u a l i f i c a t i o n  p r o g r a m  h a s 
been expanded pursuant to Public 
Contract Code 20111.6 to include 
mechanical, electrical and plumbing 
subcontractors, holding C-4, C-7, 
C-10, C-16, C-20, C-34, C-36, C-38, 
C-42,  C-43,  and C-46 l icenses. 

Bidders who will be utilizing a first-
t ie r  subcontractor  to  per form 
such specialty work must select a 
subcontractor from the OWNER’s List 
of Prequalified Subcontractors.

Effective March 1, 2015, a contractor 
or subcontractor shall not be qualified 
to bid on or be listed in a bid proposal 
unless currently registered with the 
California Department of Industrial 
Relations (DIR).

For any contract awarded on or 
after April 1, 2015, a contractor or 
subcontractor shall not engage in the 
performance of any contract unless 
currently registered with the DIR.

For Bids with a Mandatory Pre-Bid 
Meeting, Bidders who have not signed 
in on the attendance sheet will be 
nonresponsive.

The Los Angeles Unified School District 
has a Labor Compliance Program 
as approved by the Director of the 
Department of Industrial relations and the 
Board of Education in compliance with 
Section 1771.5 of the California Labor 
Code.

Copies of the prevailing rate of per diem 
wages are on file at the following District 
office and shall be made available to any 
interested party on request: Facilities 
Support Services/Labor Compliance 
Program

333 S. Beaudry Avenue,
19th Floor,

Los Angeles, CA 90017
(213) 241-4665

Each bid shall be in accordance with 
drawings, specifications and other 
contract documents now on file at 
Facilities Construction Contracts, 333 S. 
Beaudry Ave. Los Angeles, CA 90017. 
Bidding documents are available online 
at www.crplanwell.com in the “Public 
Planroom” and will be available Monday 
through Friday on 1/23/2016 at American 
Reprographics Company, LLC, 934 W 
Venice Blvd, Los Angeles, CA 90015 from 
7:00 a.m. through 12:00 a.m. A fee will be 
charged for plans and specifications.

On February 25, 2003, the Board of 
Education adopted a twenty-five (25%) 
participation goal for Small Business 
Enterprise (SBE), per contract, based 
on the basis of award amount of funds 
allocated to the school construction and 
modernization program. This goal will be 
included in each construction contract.

Each bid shall be made out on a form 
to be obtained in Facilities Construction 
Contracts; shall be sealed and filed with 
the Facilities Construction Contracts, 333 
S. Beaudry Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90017, 
before said time and on the date shown 
above; opened and read aloud in public at 
or about said time at said address.

Attention of bidders is called to the 
provisions concerning bid guarantee 
in the Bid Form and contract bonds 
requirements in the General Conditions of 
the specifications.

The Board reserves the right to reject any 
or all bids, and to waive any informality in 
any bid.
DATED: 1/15/16
BOARD OF EDUCATION OF THE CITY 
OF LOS ANGELES by Facilities Services 
Division.
1/22, 1/26/16

DJ-2836623#

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO LICENSE 
DISTRICT OWNED PROPERTY

Notice is hereby given that the Board 
of Education of the Los Angeles Unified 
School District will accept bids for 
the License of a portion of District 
owned property at King Middle School, 
4201 Fountain Ave., Los Angeles CA 
90029. DESCRIPTION: License of One 
(1) Classroom or as designated by the 
Principal for an Afterschool Enrichment 
Afterschool Program. TERM AND TIME: 
For the initial term commencing from 
3/1/2016 and terminating on 6/10/2016. 
District, in its sole and absolute discretion, 
may grant four (4) options to extend, each 
option being for a period of one (1) year, as 
approved by the Principal and authorized 
in writing by the Director of Leasing and 
Space Utilization. MINIMUM RENTAL: The 
minimum license fee shall be $677.00 per 
month which includes District portion of 
rent, custodial fees, utilities and supplies 
based on rates in effect at time of use; said 
license fee payable at the office of Leasing 
and Space Utilization. City of Los Angeles 
Commercial Tenants Occupancy Tax is 
included in the license fee, if applicable. 
Licensee may request the use of other 
facilities on additional days and times. 
Licensee shall submit a request in writing 
to this office, for any additional days and 
times of use. Fees for the additional dates 
of use will be assessed and shall be due 
payable upon ten (10) days of receipt of 
invoice. Licensee shall not be entitled 
to any reimbursement or other recourse 
for any loss or damages incurred as the 
result of the termination of this Agreement. 
The charges for the minimum license 
fee is an estimate based upon the use 
described in the application and the current 
rates incurred by DISTRICT. DISTRICT 
shall review the actual cost incurred for 
utilities, custodial, and supplies under this 
Agreement. If the actual cost incurred 
exceeds the estimate, DISTRICT shall 
provide Licensee with a written notice 
of the actual costs and within thirty (30) 
days of Licensee’s receipt of said written 
notice, Licensee shall pay the difference 
between the estimated charges and the 
actual costs. DATE AND PLACE TO BE 
CONSIDERED: This bid is to be sealed 
and filed with the Leasing & Space 
Utilization, Los Angeles Unified School 
District, 333 S. Beaudry Ave., 23 rd Floor, 
Los Angeles, CA 90017, ATTN: IRMA 
VELA or Irma.vela@lausd.net no later 
than 8:30am Thursday, February 11, 2016 
and this bid, together with any others that 
may be submitted, will be considered in 
public at or about 9:00am of said Thursday, 
February 11, 2016. Any responsible person 
present at said meeting shall be given an 
opportunity to raise the bids, orally after 
the sealed bids are opened; any oral bid 
shall exceed by at least 5 percent (5%) the 
highest of any written bid received; and 
the Board of Education or its Designee, 
reserves the right to reject any bid or all 
bids if it deems such action for the best 
public interest, and to withdraw said 
property from license.
1/11, 1/19, 1/26/16

DJ-2833463#

LEGAL NOTICES
Continued from Page 11

We place over 4,000 DBA’s (doing business as) each month and provide professional 
legal advertising placement services to government agencies, attorneys and private 
companies in all 58 California counties. Our service is designed to provide profes-
sional new business registration filing and publishing services at a low, reasonable 
price.

We can assist you with the filing of your new business name so that you can avoid 
having to take time from your busy schedule to do it yourself. Once your Fictitious 
Business Name (also known as DBA) Statement is filed we will publish a legal 
notice in a qualified newspaper once a week for four weeks. The law requires that 
publication begin within 30 days after your statement is filed.

Simply use this web site to request any of the following services: 
• DBA name search 
• FREE Advance Price Quote 
• File DBA statement with your county agency and publish 
• Publish the notice four times as required by law 
• Confirmation Letter for the bank and others 
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Fictitious Business Name Filing  and Publishing Services
An Online Service of the Daily Journal Corporation
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