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Larry Klayman
2020 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20006 0120EC -3 PH 3: 50
Telephone: (310) 595-0800 T
Email: leklayman@yahoo.com ¥ ,“ {T ST IT ,cTL 'Empr
Ligg AHGILES

Pro Per B . .

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

P

MARTIN KEMPE, an individual, qv12—1 0307’ &BK)

Plaintiff,
V. LA COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

LARRY KLAYMAN, an individual; CASE NO. 5C117923

ALICE LEWITZKE, an individual; and

DOES 1 through 10, inclusive,
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION

Defendants.  [UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 14419(b) (DIVERSITY)

TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT Defendant Larry Klayman hereby removes to this
Court the state court action described below.

1. On July 31, 2012 an action was commenced in the Superior Court of the State of
California, County of Los Angeles, entitled Kempe v. Klayman, as Case No. SC117923. A
copy of the complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit A.

2. The first date upon which Plaintiff can attempt to claim that Defendant Larry Klayman

was served with a copy of the said complaint was November 14, 2012. A copy of the summons

is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

1
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 14419(b) (DIVERSITY)
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3. Thisis a civil action over which the Court has original jurisdiction under the provisions
of 28 U.S.C. §1332 and may be removed to this Court by the Defendants pursuant to the
provisions of 28 U.S.C. §1441(a) because it is a civil action between citizens of different states
and the matter in controversy herein exceeds the sum or value of $75,000, exclusive of interest
and costs,

4. Complete diversity of citizenship exists in that: Plaintiff Martin Kempe is a citizen of the
state of California; Defendant Larry Klayman is a citizen of the state of Florida; and Defendant
Alice Lewitzke is a citizen of Florida.

5. Defendant Alice Lewitzke consents to and joins in the removal of this action to federal

court. A copy of the consent is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

Dated: December 3, 2012

Respectfully submitted,

L Klayman

Pro per

2
NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 14419(b) (DIVERSITY)
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C 1
ATYORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY {Vame, Slole Ber nuber ond adtoass). FOR COUAT U5,

Lottie Cohen, Attorney at Law SBN 34674 CONFORNEE‘b COP
Law Offices of Lottie Cohen QFORIGWALELED
3637 Motor Avenue, Suite 360 Los Angeles Supetior Cout
Los Angeles, €CA 90034 - :

' JUL 312612
TELEPHONENO:  (310)204-0099 Faxno: (310 204-0095 ' .
ATTORNEY FOR ey, Martin Kempe lohn A. Clarke, Emuw-OﬂiceﬂCI e
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY o LOS Angeles A WILL]_AMS
- By == DEPUTY

sTreeTaooress: 1725 Main Street

MAILING ADDRESS: .
civanpzipcone Santa Monica, CA 20401
prancHnwve: West District

CASE NAME. KEMPE v. KLAYMAN, et al.

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation CASENMET 1 4 r0) 9
[ X 1uniimited [ |Limited [ counter [ Joinder S)'u b 4
&%ﬁ%‘:‘%d &Ae;n—:g%%ted is Filed with firs{ appearance by defendant | JUDSE:
exceeds $25,000) $25.000 or iess) (Cal. Rules of Courl, rule 3.402) DEPT: L!QA HART FI‘ !f E (
items 1-8 below must be completed {see instructions on page 2).
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:
Auto Tort Contract Provislonally Complex Glyi! Litigation
E Auto (22) [} Breach of contractwarranty (06) {Cal. Rules of Cour, nes 3.400-3 403)
Uninsured motorist {46) [] rule 3.740 collections (09) [ AntitrustTrade regulation (03)
Other PIPD/WD (Personal Injury/Property , [ Caonstruction defact (10)
Damageftrongful Death) Tort | Other collections {09)
[ ] insurance coverage (18} {1 Mass tort (40)
] Asbestos (04) [ | Other contract (37) [ Securities litigation (28)
___J Product liability (24) Real Property [___] EnvisonmentakToxic tort (30)
T ] Medical malpractice (45} [ eminent domainfinverse Insurance eoverage claime arising from the
:] Other PIPDWD (23) condemaation (14) above listed provisionally complex case
Non-PIPDIWD (Other) Tort [} wrongful eviction (33) types (41)
] Business tortfunfair business practice (07) L] Other real property (26) Enforcement of Judgment
[ civirngnts (08) Unlawful Detainer ] Enforcement of judgment (20)
[ pefamation (13) I commercial (31) Miscetianeous Clvil Complaint
[ JFravd (15) [ ] Residentiat (32) (] Rico@n
[ linteltectual praperty (19) I 1 Drugs (38 [ ] other complaint (not specified abovey (42)
Professional negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Givil Petition _
[} Other non-PUPDWD tort (35} [_1 Asset forfeiture {05} [ Pantnership and corporate govemance (21)
Empioyment [ Petition re: arbitration award {11} [ other petition (not specified above) (43)
[ 1Wrongful termination (36 [ ] wiit of mandate (02)
[__] Other employment {15) {___] Cther judicial review (39)
2. Thiscase {_]is js nol  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Gourt. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:
a. [ Large number of separately represented parties  d. [__] Large number of wilnesses
b. [ Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e. [_] Coordination with related actions pending In ane or more courts
issues that will be time-consuming to resolve in other countieg, slates, ar countries, or in a federal court
<. [_"] Substantial amount of dosumentary evidence f. [ ] Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
3. Remedies sought (check all that appiy): a. [ X ] monetary b. [__] nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief ¢. [ X1 punitive
4. Number of causes of action (speciy);. 4 :
5. Thiscase [__]is [Xisnot a class action suil.
6. Ifthere are any known relaled cases, file and serve a nofice of related case. (You may use fo 015.)
Date: 07/27/12 }

Lottie Cohen, Attorney at Law SBN 94674

{SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY FOR PARTY}

{TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

NOTICE
Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims cases or casas filed
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or YWelfare and nstitutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, e 3.220.) Failure to file may result
in sanctions.

File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule. . _
'f this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on al}

other parties to the action or proceeding.
Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes onty. .
) Fage1o0f2

~ Judigial Counclt of California

Gal. Rutes of Gourt, nules 2.30, 3.220, 3.400-5.403, 3.740;

P i Coomn of Cottomis CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Sd'ﬁ:g “Gal Stendands of Judicial Administration, std. 8.10

CMO10 [Rev. July 1, 2007}
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SHORTTILE: Kempe v. Xlayman, et al. CASE NUMBER Qﬁ}"ﬁ ! i UZ‘J
o dad

CiVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND

STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

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

Item 1. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:
JURY TrRiAL? [ ] YES CLass AcTion? [__] YES LMITED cASE? || YES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIALS

[ IHours/ = |DAYS

Item li. Indicate the correct distriet and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked “Limited Case”, skip to liem llI, Pg. 4):

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

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

Step 3: in Column C. circle the reason for the court location choice that applies 1o the typs of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0.

I Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column € below) I

Class actions must be filed in the Stantey Mask Courthouse, central district, €. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.
May be filed in certtral (other county, or no bodily injurypreperty damage). 7. Location where petitionar resides.

Location whera cause of action arose. 8. Location whereln defendant/regpondent functions wholly.
Localion where bodily injury, death or damage aceunad. 9. Location whare one or more of Ogiames reside.
Location where parformance required or defendant resides. 10. Location of Laber Commissioner Office

e

Step 4: Fillin the information requested on page 4 In ltem Ill: complete Item IV, Sign the declaration.

L 5
T ARt .f%,_;. it B RE* F A R TR ey

T i
Fe = e+ vk o s e | Bl Tix 3 ik R a1 i ] 3
—_

o [__] A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal tnjuryfProperty Damage/Wrongful Death 1.2.4.

g }
< Uninsured Motorist (46) } A7110 Persona Injury/Property Damage/VWrongful Death - Uninsured Motorist | 1., 2., 4.

Asbestos (04 | ABD70 Asbestos Property Damage 2.
% ) A7221 Asbestos - Personal Injury/Wrongful Death 2.
=

§- E Preduct Liability {24) A7280 Proeduct Liability (nol asbestos or toxiclenvironmental) 1.2.,3.,4.8
£ w

=38 A edical Malpractice - Physician gons 1.4.
%: 5 Medical Malpractice (45) | === 210 M elpra ysicians & Surgeo '
=3 [:] A7240 Cther Professional Heaith Care Maipractice 1,4
€S

s = o [ A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., stip and fall

& B persona?]rnju,-y (] A7230 intentional Bodily injuryfProperty DamageAVrongful Death (¢.g.,

5 S Property Damage assault, vandatism, elc.)

£ 58 Worongful Death [ ] A7270 Intentional infliction of Emotionat Distress :

° (23)

[ ] A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death
LACIV 109 {Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rula 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1 of 4

LA-C\M08
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SHORTTILE: Kempe v. Klayman, et al.

CASE NUMBER

Business Tort (07)

|:I AB029 Other Commaercigl/Business Tort (not fraud/reach of contract)

£S
§§ Civil Rights (08) [T aspos civit Rights/Discrimination 1.2,3
=8
g5 Defamation (13) [_] A5010 Defamation (slanderfliber) 1.2.3
= 5
_ =
g § Fraud {18) [ 1 A6013 Fraud (no cantract) 1,23
o0 Py
5w
'3—? & Professional Negligence (25) ASDT7 Legal Malpractice
25 E [__1 AS050 Other Professianal Malpractice (net medical or legal) Toy 20y 3.
CQther (35) [ ] AB025 Gther Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage fart 2.3,
e R .
$ Wrongful Termination (36} (] aB037 Wrongful Termination 1.2.3
g .
2 Other Employment (15) | L) /8024 Other Emplayment Gomplaint Case 1243,
E [ 1 A8109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
"] Ae0D4 Braach of Rantal/Lease Contract {not unlawful dotainer or wrongful | 2., 5.
Breach of Contract/ Warranty ) 2., 5.
{08) ABO08 Contract/Warranly Braach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 125
{not insurance) : AE019 Negligent Breach of ContractiWarranty (no fraud) v
|:] AGO28 Other Breach of ContractWarranty (not fraud or negligence) 12,5,
c
4 Collections (09) (] A6002 Coltectiors Case-Setler Plaintiff 2,5.6.
= Giledtions
g ‘ [ 1 A6D12 Other Promissory Note/Collactions Case 2.5,
insurance Coverage (18) [__] AB015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1.2.5.8
[:] ABDOS Contraciual Fraud -1.,2,3,5.
Other Contract (37) [_] A8031 Torticus interference 1,2.,3,5
D AB0Z27 Qlher Gonfract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraucinegligence) 1.,2..3.,8.
- Eméllia:jte?nonrggi’nr{iav‘%rse [:] A7300 Eminsnt Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
£
g Wiongful Eviction (33) (1 A8023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2, 6.
[
o
E l: ABD18 Mortgage Foreclosure 2., 6.
= Other Real Property (26) [ as032 auiet Titie .
f:] ABOE0 OtherReatProperty (noteminentdomain, landlord/tenant, foreclosurej 2., 6.
. Unlawiul Dﬂf%ﬁf@ommerciﬂ' [T A6021 Uniawful Detainer-Commereial (not drugs ar wrongful eviction) 2., 6.
=
“;: Uniawiul Del?:;g?r—Residantial [ ; AB020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential {not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6
= Unlawful Detainer- .
% Post-Foreclosure (34) ("] A6020F Uniawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2.6
e .
= Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) | A6022 Uniawfs) Detainer-Drugs 2.6
LACIV 108 (Rev. 03/11} CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rulg 2.0
Page 2 of 4

LASC Approved D3-04

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION
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SHORTTIME Kempe v. Klayman, et al., CASE NUMBER

ST = b i L b b Do
Assel Farfaiture {05) [ ] A3108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.8
z
@ Petition re Arbitration (11} | [_] A6115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2.5.
<
4
= 1 AB151 wwrit - Administrative Mandamus 2,8
& Writ of Mandate {02) (] As152 Writ- Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.
3 "] A8153 Wiil - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
Other Judicia! Review (39) AB150 Other Wit Mudicial Review 2.8
=
(=]
i |AntirustTrade Regulation (03) | [_] A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1,2.,8
5
5 Construction Defect (10} {1 8007 Construction Defect 1..2.,3
<
a2 - .
g Claims !nvo(lxlul}g Mass Tort [ 1 aBoce Claims Involving Mass Tort 1,2.,8
(&7
= Securities Litigation (28) [["] aB035 Securities Litigation Case 1.2.,8
=
[} .
& Enviramenia (30) {1 As036 Toxic Tont/Environmental 1.2.3. 8.
2
I
« Inf?:,: "c‘;’,fm;.;'fg‘:f (1:[:;15 [] A5014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.2.8.8
[ Ag141 Sister State Judgment 2.,9.
‘g = [[] AB180 Abstract of Judgment 2,86
g E, Enforcement [C_1 A61D7 Confecsion of Judgment (non-domastic relstions) 2. 6.
-g _"==_' of Judgment (20) !: AG140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2.8
[-]
« [ AB114 Petition/Centificats for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.8.
| AB112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.8.9
RICO (27) [T AG033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1,2.8
m 2
=
22 {1 AG030 Dedlaratory Relisf Oaly 1.2.,8.
% § Other Gomplaints ] ABO4D Injunctive Relief Only (net domesticiharassment) 2.8
g% (Not Specified Above) {42) | | A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non<tort/non-complex) 1.2. 8.
© (1 AB0OG Other Civil Complaint (non-tortinon-cemplex) 1.2.8.
Partnership Corporation i 2.8
Goverranen 5.1) [ 1 A5113 Partnership and Corporate Govemnance Case
[ Ag124 Civil Harassment : 2.3..9.
0 [T 7] AB123 wWorkplace Harassment 2.3.9.
g3 Other Potitions [~ 1 A6124 EiderDependent Adult Abuse Case 2,3.9
&2 g (Not Specified Above) [ as1ea Etection Contest 2
3 4
é E..’; 3) [T A8140 Pelitien for Change of Name 2.7
[ ] As170 petition for Rellef from Late Claim Law 2.3.4.8
| AB10D Gther Ghvil Petition 2.9,
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 _ AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3 of 4
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CASE NUMBER

Puom--rm.e Kempe v. Klayman, ot a..

Item I1I. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item Il., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected,

ADDRESS. 1581 Oakhurst Drive

REASON: Check the appropriate hoxes for the numbers shown
tunder Column C for the type of action that you have selected for

this case.
&M, K] 2.X:8.[004.0055.006. 7. [TI8. [79. C10.

GiTY: STATE 2P CODE:

Los Angeles CA 290035

Item BV. Decfaration of Assignment: | dectare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Beyverly Hillg courthouse in the
Western District of the Superior Court of California, County of Les Angeles [Code Civ. Prog., § 392 et seq., and Locat

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

Dated: 07/27/12 Q&?é‘%—

{SIGNATURE RNEYFILING PARTY}
LOTTIE COHEN, Attorney at Law

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

Criginal Compilaint or Petition.

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

1

2.

3. Civil Case Caver Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

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

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

A signed order appeinting the Guardian ad Litem, Judisial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or pefitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order o issue a SUMmons.

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

o

LACIV 102 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LocalRule 2.0
LASG Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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Law Offices of Lottie Cohen
3637 Motor Avenue, Suite 360
Los Angeles, California 90034
Telephone: (310) 204-0099
Facsimile: (310) 204-0095
Email: lottie. cohen@hotmail.com

MARTIN KEMPE, an individual,
Plaintiff,

V.

LARRY KLAYMAN, an individual; ALICE
LEWITZKE, an individual; and DOES 1
through 10, inclusive,

Defendants.

}2-cv-102",b7-JFW-VBK Document 1 Filed 12/03/12

Lottie Cohen, Attornay at Law (SBN 094674)

Page 10 of 54 Page ID #:10
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CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE
NOv 18 2012

OPY

Attomey for Plaintiff Martin Kempe
LISA HART COLE O

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Plaintiff Martin Kempe, alleges as follows:

l. First Cause of Action - Professional Negligence

Date

0117943
CASE NO.:

Complaint for:

1. Professional Negligence
2. Breach of Contract

3. Freud and Deceit

4. Equitable Indemnity

Amount demanded exceeds
$10,000.00

26
27
28

(As against Defendant Larry Kiayman and DOES 1 through 5)
1. Plaintiff Martin Kempe (“Plaintiff”) is.an individual disabled resident of Los
Angetes, California and owner of a Beverly Hills jewelry store.
2. Defendant Larry Klayman (“Defendant Klayman”) is an individual attorney
residing in Beverly Hills, California. Defendant Klayman is licensed fo practice law in

Florida. Howaver, Defendant Klayman is nat licensed to practice law in California.

1
OMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

C
Z\Kempe, MartinWLAYMAN LAWSLITWRleadingsi07.30.12 . Complzint - Kempe v. Klayman et al. [FINALLwpd
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Shortly after the events giving rise to the instant action, Defendant Klayman left
California. Specifically, Defendant Klayman was absent from California from
approximately August 1, 2009 through November 18, 2011 and, approximately from
November 19, 2011 through the present.
3. Defendant Alice Lewitzke (“Defendant Lewitzke”) is an individual residing in

Los Angeles. At all relevant times herein, Defendant Lewitzke served as Defendant
Kiayman's secretary. Shortly after the events giving rise to the instant action,
Defendant Lewitzke also left California. Specifically, Defendant Lewitzke was also
absent from California from approximately August 1, 2009 through November 18, 2011,
and approximately from November 19, 2011 through the present.

" 4. On November 18, 2008, Plaintiff Kempe and Defendant Klayman entered into
a retainér agreement for legal services in Los Angeles County. Pursuant to the refainer
agreement, Defendant Klayman was to represent Plaintiff Kempe is two legal matters:
1) a medical maipractice case against Dr. Mark Barak (“the Barak Case’); and 2) a legal
malpractice case against Kempe's former attorney, Mr. James Wohl (“the Wohl Case”).

A true and correct copy of the Kempe/Klayman retainer agreement is hereto attached

as “Exhibit A.”
A. The Barak Case

5. In 1999, Plaintiff Kempe underwent a standard Lasik eye surgery to
permanently correct a nearsighted eye vision condition. Mr. Kempe's Lasik doctqr, Dr.
Mark Barak, failed to recognize that Mr. Kempe suffered from glaucoma. As a result of
Dr. Barak’s failure to diagnose Mr. Kempe's glaucoma, the Lasik procedure aggravated

the undiagnosed glaucoma causing Mr. Kempe’s sight to deteriorate at an expedited

rate. By 2004, Mr. Kempe was legally blind.

2
OMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

7-\Kemna Martin\KI AYMAN [ AWSLUIT\Pleadinas\(7.30.12 - Complaint - Kembe v. Klavman et al. [FINALLwpd
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~ 6. In 2005, Plaintiff Kempe retained California attorney Mr. James Wohl to
represent him in his medical malpractice action against Dr. Barak in Los Angeles

Superior Court Case Number BC329581.

7. Mr. Wohl litigated the Kempe case all the Way to trial. Two weeks into trial,
however, Mr. Wohl suddenly and unexpectedly advised Mr. Kempe to voluntarily
dismiss his case with prejudice. As a layman, Mr. Kempe trusted his attorney was

providing him sound legal advice and filed a request for dismissal with prejudice on

November 27, 2006.

B. The Wohi Case

8. As a result of attorney Wohi’s negligent legal advicé in the Barak case,
Plaintiff Kempe, in pro per, filed a legal malpractice action against his former attorney
on November 27, 2007.

9. In early November, 2008, while the Wohl case was pending, Mr. Kempe was
working when he noticed a man and a woman peering through the window of his
jewelry store admiring two very fine and expensive Versace pieces on display. The
man was Defendant Klayman and the woman was Defendant Lewitzke. The pair very
excitedly entered Mr. Kempe's store, inquired about the pieces, and engaged Plaintiff
Kempe in other small talk.

10. Defendant Lewitzke then informed Plaintiff Kempe that Defendant Klayman
is a famous California attorney and founder of Judicial Watch, a well-known
orgaﬁization intent on tackling fraud and corruption at all levels nationwide. Defendant
Lewitzke further informed Plaintiff Kempe that Judicial Watch alsd dedicates itself to
vigorous‘ly fighting to secure disabled people’s rights.

11. After learning that the jewels in the window cost around $20,000.00,

<
OMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

Z:\Kempe. MartimKLAYMAN LAWSUIT\Pleadinas\07.30.12 - Complaint - Kempe v. Kiayman et al. [FINAL].wpd
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Defendant Klayman indicated that he could not afford them. Shortly thereafter both

Defendants exited Plaintiffs jewelry store.

12. The next day, Defendant Klayman returned to Plaintiff's jewelry store alone.
Defendant Kiayman informed Plaintiff that Defendant Lewitzke was his secreta-ry, but
that he loved and admired her and wished to make her happy. After hearing the story
behind Mr. Kempe’s legally blind condition and Kempe’s claims against Dr. Barak,
Defendant Klayman offered to resurrect Plaintiff's medical malpractice action against
Dr. Barak. Specifically, Defendant Klayman informed Plaintiff Kempe he would
represent Kempe in a new lawsuit to pursue a claim for disabled person’s civil rights. In
addition, Defendant Kiayman advised Plaintiff that he had a meritorious and colorable
claim against his former attorney. Defendant Klayman insisted that he was willing and
able to represent Kempe in a legal malpractice claim against his former attorney, Mr.
James Wohl.

13. On or about November 18, 2008, at 9608 Brighton Way, Beverly Hills,
California 90210, Plaintiff Kempe retained and employed Defendant Klayman to
represent Plaintiff as Plaintiff's attorney at law in litigation concerning one medical and
one legal malpractice action. Defendant Klayman said he would move to set aside Dr.
Barak’s judgment against Kempe in the medical malpractice case, Los Angeles
Superior Court Case Number BC329581. See Exhibit A. At such time and place
Defendant Klayman accepted the employment and agreed to perform such services for
Plaintiff. The express retainer agreement gave rise to the attorney—client relationship
and was thus sufficient to create a duty of care owed by Defendant Klayman to Plaintiff

Kempe.

14. Pursuant to the parties’ retainer agreement, Plaintiff was to immediately,

4
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“provide a retainer in the amount of $20,000.00 by providing title to two pieces of
jewelry to my (Defendant’s) firm, the Versace white gold ring which your (Plaintiff's)
jewelry siore values at $12,500.00 and matching white gold earings (sic) which your
(Plaintiff's) jewelry store values at $7,500.00. See Exhibit A. Moreover, the retainer
agreement required that the jewelry, “be fitted to the person who will wear the jewelry.”
/d. Excited to ‘begin pursuing his cases represented by the famous Defendant
Klayman, Plaintiff performed his obligations under the retainer agreement, and
tendered the $20,000.00 worth of custom-fit Versace jewelry to Defendant Klayman on
November 18, 2008.

15. On or around November 28, 2008, Defendant Klayman, on Plaintiff Kempe's

behalf, filed an amended legal malpractice complaint against Kempe's former attorney,

Mr. James Wohl for professional negligence.

16. In early January, 2009, the parties were ordered to mandatory binding
arbitration as the resuit of an arbitration clause contained in the Kempe/Wohl! retainer
agreement. At the mid-January 2009 arbitration presiding Judge Curry informed Mr.
Kempe that his attorney, Defendant Klayman, could not represent Mr. Kempe because
Defendant Klayman was not admitted to the State Bar of California and therefore could
not practice law in California.

17. In response, Defendant Klayman produced a pro hac vice application signed
by a California attorney named “Stipkovich.” Judge Curry halted the arbitration and
immediately contacted attorney Stipkovich regarding the pro hac vice application.
Stipkovich informed Judge Curry that she never signed a pro hac vice application for
Defendant Klayman. Stipkovich further iﬁformed Judge Curry that if Defendant
Klayman had a document to the contrary, that it was a fraud.

5 _
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18. Judge Curry declined to hear eirguments from a non-California attorriey and
Plainfiﬁ Kempe therefore was unsuccessful at the arbitration, Case SC096163 was sent
back to the Los Angeles Superior Court - Santa Monica and then dismissed.

19. Despite the foregoing, Defendant Klayman convinced Plaintiff Kempe that
attorney Stipkovich was lying because she had a personal vendetta against Klayman;
and that he was allowed fo practice in California pursuant to the pro hac vice_.
Defendant Klayman pressured Plaintiff Kempe to pursue his previous medical
malpractice action against Dr. Barak. Plaintiff Kempe trusted Defendant Klayman and
agreed.

20. On May 15, 2009, Defendant Klayman, again acting as Plaintiff Kempe's
attorney, made a motion to vacate the voluntary dismissal in Kempe's medical
malpractice case against Dr. Barak. Again, Defendant Klayman presented the pro hac
vice application bearing attorney Stipkovich's signature. Stipkovich then submitted a
declaration in support of her previous assertion. A true and correct copy of Stipkovich's
declaration is hereto attached as Exhibit “B.” When the Court determined Defendant
Klayman was not an attorney licensed to practice law in California the motion to vacate
the dismissal was denied.

21. In mid-June, 2009, Defendant Klayman persuaded Plaintiff Kempe that it
was not he, but attorney Stipkovich, that was lying about the pro hac vice. Defendant
Klayman convinced Plaintiff Kempe that they should jointly sue attorney Stipkovich
seeking $15,000,000.00 based on her misrepresentations amrongst a litany of other
reasons. Again, putting full faith in Defendant Klayman, Plaintiff Kempe agreed to be
co-Plaintiff with Kléyman in an action against attorhey Stipkovich in Los Angeles

Superior Court Case Number SC103561. Plaintiff Kempe and Defendant Klayman's

6
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complaint against attorney Stipkovich was met with a successful Anti-Slapp Motioh

awarding Defendant Stipkovich a $36,102.00 judgment.

" 22. On March 30, 2011 an involuntarily lien was placed against Plaintiff Kempe's
home located at 1561 South Oakhurst Drive Los Angeles, CA 90035. A true and
correct copy of the abstract of judgment is hereto attached as Exhibit “C.”

23. As of June 9, 2012, the total judgment amount due with interest increased to
$44,212.59. A true and correct copy of the June 9, 2012 Judgment Statement is hereto
attached as Exhibit “D.”

24. At all times after Plaintiff tendered the jewelry Defendant failed to exercise

reasonable care and skill in representing Plaintiff Kempe in the legal malpractice action

" and the medical malbractice action. In his greed for the $20,000.00 worth of custom

Versace jewelry to provide to Defendant Lewitzke, Defendant Klayman misled Plaintiff
to believe he could adequately represent Plaintiff's interests in the aforementioned
matters despite the fact that Defendant knew he was not a California-licensed attorney
and that he was attempting to practice pursuant to a forged pro hac vice application.

25. The California Business and Professions Code (Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code)

§ 6125 expressly prohibits any non-member of the State Bar of California from
practicing Iaw; Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 6125 emphatically provides, “No person shall
practice law in California uniess the person is an active member of the State Bar.”

26. As describéd more fully above and in breach of his duty owed to Plaintiff,
Defendant Klayman aétively engaged in litigation as Plaintiff's counsel and on Plaintiff's
behalf without the ability or authority to do so. Specifically, Defendant Klayman
appeared as Plaintiff Kempe's attorney of record in numerous cases and pressured

Plaintiff to file additional cases without the legal authority to do so. The fact that

7
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Defendant Klayman engaged in the practice of iaw without being an attorney admitted
to the State Bar of California in violation of Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 6125 is alone
sufficient to establish a breach of a duty owed to Plaintiff Kempe.

27. Had Defendant been truthful about his lack of ability to engage in the
practice ‘of law in California, Plaintiff would not have tendered $20,000.00 worth of
Versace jewelry. Also, Plaintiff would not have been deprived of the opportunity to
properly litigate his cases including his cléims for medical malpractice against Dr. Barak
and legal malpractice against his former aﬁorney Wohl. Finally, Plaintiff would never
has sought to sue attorney Stipkovich resulting in a $44,212.59 lien recorded against
his home pushing Kempe to the brink of foreclosure

28. As a proximate result of the negligence of Defendant Klayman, Plaintiff
Kempe has been deprived the opportunity to pursue meritorious and colorable legal
clairﬁs,'endures ever intensifying stress and emotional distress as his home faces
immediate foreclosure because the lien makes refinance or loan modification

impossible.

29. Therefore, Plaintiff seeks the following damages against Defendant Klayman
and DOES 1 - & for professional negligence:
a. $500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman's

negligent failure to pursue the medical malpractice claim against Dr.

Barak;
b. $500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman's
negligent failure to pursue the legal malpractice claim against attorney

James Wohl;

$20,000.00 in compensatory damages for the value of the Versace jewels

8
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tendered to Defendant Klayman as an initial retainer payment, plus

interest;

d. $44,212.59 plus interest since March, 2010 in compensatory damages for
the lien recorded against Plaintiff's home;

e. Emotional distress damages in an amount to be proven at trial;

f. Punitive damages based Defendant Klayman's fraudulent rep'resentatidns
in an amount to be proven at trial,

g. Treble Damages to be determined by the trier of fact, pursuant to Civil
Code Section 3345, for acts against disabled persons; and

h. Costs of suit incurred herein.

II. Second Cause of Action - Breach of Contract

(As against Defendant Larry Klayman and DOES 1 - 5)
© 30. Plaintiff realleges paragraphé 1 to 29 of his First Cause of Action and
incorporates those facts intb his Second Cause of Action for Breach of Contract.

31. On or about November 18, 2008 Plaintiff Kempe and Defendant Klayman
entered into a valid and enforceable contract - the retainer agreement. See Ex-hibit ‘A
32. The parties’ respective obligations under the retainer agreement were

simple: Plaintiff Kempe was to deliver an initial retainer payment in the amount of
$20,000.00 in the form of a Versace white gold ring valued at $12,500.00 and matching
Versace white gold earnings valued at $7,500.00; Defendant Klayman was to diligently
énd in accordance with the standard of care represent Plaintiff as Plaintiff's attorney at
law in litigation surrounding one medical and one legal malpractice actioﬁ. -Also,
Defehdant Klayman was to move to set aside Dr. Barak’s judgment in the medical

malpractice case, and initiate a legal malpractice case against Attorney Wohi.

9
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33. Plaintiff Kempe fully performed all conditions, covenants, and promises
under the retainer agreement by providing Defendant Klayman the aforementioned

jewelry on November 18, 2008.

’ 34. Defendant Klayman breached his attorney-client contract because Klayman
was utterly incapable of performing litigation services as Kempe’s attorney. Because
Defendant Klayman was not a California-licensed attorney he breached his duties to
Plaintiff Kempe under the retainer agreement by failing to provide the agreed-upon
representation. As more fully described above, Defendant Klayman could not represent
Plaintiff in his iegal malpractice action against attorney Woh!, and also could not move
the Court to vacate the dismissal in his action against Dr. Barak.

35. As a result of Defendant Klayman’s breach, Plainfiff Kempe was deprived of
the opportunity to pursue the aforementioned cases, each worth $500,000.00. Plaintiff
also lost $20,000.00 worth of Versace jewelry. Also, Defendant Kiayman'’s breach
ultimately caused a $44,212.59 lien to be recorded against Plaintiffs home. The lien
makes it impossible for Plaintiff to refinance or modify his loan. Now, Plaintiff lives in a
constant state of anxiety, fear, and emotional distress as his home faces imminent

foreclosure.

36. Therefore, Plaintiff seeks the following damages against Defendant Klayman

and DOES 1 - 5 for breach of contract:

a. $500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman’s breach

of his contractual obligation to pursue Plaintiff Kempe's medical
malpractice claim against Dr. Barak;

" b. $500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman'’s breach

- of his contractual obligation to pursue Plaintiff Kempe’s legal malpractice

10
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claim against attorney James Wohl;

c. $20,000.00 in compensatory damages for the value of the Versace jewels
tendered to Defendant Klayman as an initial retainer payment;
) $44,212.59 plus interest since March, 2010 in compensatory damages for
the lien recorded against Plaintiff's home;
e. Treble Damages to be determined by the trier of fact, pursuant to Civil
Code Section 3345, for acts against disabled persons; and
f. Costs of suit incurred herein.
lll.” Third Cause of Action - Fraud and Deceit
(As against Defendant Larry Klayman, Defendant Alice Lewitzke, and DOES 5-10)
37. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 38 of his First through Second
Causes of Action and incorporates those facts into this Third Cause of Action for Fraud.
38. The two individual Defendants colluded together to commit actual fraud
upon Plaintiff Kempe, as defined in Civil Code Section 1572. |
39. In their first meeting with Plaintiff Kempe, Defendants Klayman and Lewitzke
conspired to characterize Mr. Klayman as a famous California attorney and relentless
advocate of the disabled in order to induce Plaintiff to retain Defendant Kiayman him as
an attorney.
40. Defendant Kiayman, knowing he was not admitted to practice law in
Callifornia, then made material misrepresentations that he could adequately represent
Plaintiff's interests in multiple legal matters in the State of California in exchange for

$20,000.00 retainer payable in precious Versace jewels, plus the contingent fee

agreement.

41. Defendant Klayman also knew that the pro hac vice application which he

11
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relied upon was a forgery and therefore of no force or effect. Yet, despite the
foregoing, out of greed and a desire to shower Defendant Lewitzke with precious
Versace jewels, Defendant Klayman undertook to represent Plaintiff Kempe in
Califernia courts in two different lawsuits. Uitimately both suits were unsuccessful
because Defendant Klayman was not authorized to practice law in California.

42. The individual Defendants intended to and did defraud Plaintiff Kempe.
Defendant Lewitzke wanted the expensive Versace diamonds in Plaintiff Kempe's
jewelry store and Defendant Klayman wanted to give them Alice Lewitzke. Neither
Defendant Klayman nor Defendant Lewitzke could not afford to purchase the
diamonds. So, Defendants Kiayman and Lewitzke conspired to induce a legally blind
Plaintiff seeking redress to retain Defendant Klayman as his aftorney by playing on

Kempe’s hopes to be compensated for his disability.r All the while, the individual

H Defendants knew Defendant Kiayman could not practirce law in California. Defendants’
conduct was despicable and fraudulent. As such, Defendants were jointly guilty of
oppressibn, fraud, or malice towards Kempe warranting the impositions of punitive

L damages for sake of example and by way of punishing Defendants.

43. Plaintiff Kempe's reliance on the Defendants’ representations was justifiable.
Based on Defendants’ representations, Plaintiff understood Defendant Klayman to be a
fambus California attorney and advocate of the disabled. When Plaintiff Kempe signed
the retainer agreement and tendered the Versace jewels, Plaintiff justifiably relied upon

the words, legal advice, and litigation strategies of a “famous” attorney with vast

experience representing disabled persons. Also, Mr. Kempe sought to preserve and

assert his legal rights in two lawsuits by his attorney/client relationship with Defendant

Klayman.

12 ‘
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44. As a result of Plaintiff Kempe's justified reliance, he has been deprived of

the opportunity to pursue the two aforementioned cases. Also, Kempe has endured

severe emotional distress at the hands of both Defendants. Finally, Defendants’ fraud

and deceit ultimately caused a $44,212.59 lien to be recorded against Plaintiff's home.

The lien makes it impossible for Plaintiff to refinance or modify his loan. Now, Plaintiff

endures ever increase stress and emotional distress as his home is encumbered.

45. Therefore, Plaintiff seeks the following damages against Defendant

Klayman, Defendant Lewitzke, and DOES 5 - 10 for fraud and deceit:

a.

$500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman's fraud
related to pursuing Kempe's medical malpractice claim against Dr. Barak;
$500,000.00 in compensatory damages for Defendant Klayman's fraud
related to pursuing Kempe's legal malpractice claim against attorney
James Wohi;

$20,000.00 in compensatory damages for the value of the Versace j'ewets

tendered to Defendant Klayman as an initial retainer payment;

$44,212.59 plus interest since March, 2010 in compensatory damages for
the fraud leading to the lien recorded against Plaintiff's home;

Emotional distress damages in an amount to be proven at trial;

Punitive damages against Defendant Klayman and Defendant Lewitzke’s
fraudulent representations in an amount to be proven at trial;

Treble Damages to be determined by the trier of fact, pursuant to Civil
Code Section 3345, for acts againét disabled persons; and

Costs of suit incurred herein.

13
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IV. Fourth Cause of Action - Equitable Indemnity

As against Defendant Larry Klayman and DOES 1 - 5)

~46. Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 through 45 of his First through Third Causes
of Action and incorporates those facts into this Fourth Cause of Action for Equitable
Indemnity.

47. Plaintiff Kempe contends that he is in no way legally responsible for the
events that gave rise to attorney Stipkovich'’s judgment. Defendant Klayman' is the
proximate cause of Stipkovich’s judgment against Kempe and the corresponding
encumbrance on Kempe's house. As more fully described above, by assuring Kempe
that the pro hac vice application was legitimate and that attorney Stipkovich was lying to
the courts based on a personal vendetta against Klayman, Defendant Klayman
fraudulently induced Plaintiff Kempe to co-plaintiff a $15,000,000.00 (fifteen miltion
dollar) lawsuit against attorney Stipkovich. |

' 48. As a result of Stipkovich's success on an anti-Slapp motion, a $36,102.00

judgment was entered jointly and severally against Plaintiffs Kempe and Klayman on

March 15, 2011.
49. On or around March 30, 2011, a $36,102.00 Abstract of Judgment lien was

recorded against Plaintiffs home as a result of the judgment. See Exhibit C. As of
June 9, 2012 the total amount due on the judgment, with interest, is $44,212.68. See
Exhibit D.

50. While Stipkovich asserted that she thought Kempe was victimized by

Defendant Klayman, she also thought Kempe should be liable because his name was

on the lawsuit against her.

- 51. Plaintiff alleges that Defendant Klayman is the actual and proximate cause

14
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of the judgment rendered against Defendant Kempe. Plaintiff Kempe would have never

filed suit against attorney Stipkovich but for the fraudulent representations of Defendant

Klayman.

52. By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff Kempe is entitied to indemnity from
Defendant Klayman for all costs, fees, expenses, and judgments incurred by Plaintiff

Kempe in connection with the lawsuit filed against Stipkovich.

53. Therefore, Plaintiff seeks the following damages against Defendant Klayman

and DOES 1 - & for equitable indemnity as follows:

a. $44,212 .59 plus interest since March, 2011 in compensatory'damages for

the fraud leading to the lien recorded against Plaintiff's home; and
b. Costs of suit incurred herein.
PRAYER:
ON HIS FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION FOR PROFESSIONAL NEGLIGENCE

AGAINST DEFENDANT KLAYMAN AND DOES 1 - 5 PLAINTIFF SEEKS THE

FOLLOWING RELIEF:

1. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for the lost opportunity
to pursue his medical malpractice case against Dr. Barak is approximately $500,000.00.
Kempe is legally blind because of Dr. Barak’s failure to recognize glaucoma before
performing Lasik eye surgery. Now, because' Defendant Klayman negligently failed to
pursue Kempe's claim against Dr. Barak, Kempe has been deprived of his opportunity
I to be compensated for his legally blind condition.

2. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for the lost opportunity
to pursue a legal malpractice claim agaiﬁst Mr. James Wohi is equal to the value of the

underlying medical malpractice case giving rise to the legal malpractice case:

15
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$500,000.00. Again, because Defendant Klayman negligently failed to pursue Kempe's
legal malpractice case against attorney Wohl, Kempe has been deprived of his '

opportunity to be compensated for attorney Wohl's negligence in the medical

malpractice case.

3. Plaintiff Kempe seeks $20,000.00 plus interest since November 18, 2008, in

compensatory damages for the value of the Versace jewelry tendered to Defendant

Klayman as an initial retainer,;

4. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for negligently luring him
into an unwarranted and meritless lawsuit against attorney Stipkovich is $44,212.59
plus interest accrued since March, 2011. Specifically, Defendant Klayman tricked
Kempe into believing that attorney Stipkovich was lying to the judiciary with regard to
the pro hac vice application. Klayman induced Kempe to co-plaintiff with him to sue
Stipkovich for $15,000,000.00 based her misrepresentations to the courts regarding the
pro hac vice application. As a result, Stipkovich was able to secure a $36,102.00
judgr;lent against Kempe on March 15, 2012. The judgment was then recorded as lien

against Plaintiffs home. Now, the amount of the judgment and corresponding lien

exceeds $44,212.59.

5. As a proximate result of Klayman's negligence, Plaintiff Kempe was injured in
his health, strength, and activity, and sustained shock and mental anguish, pain and

suffering, all to is general damage in an amount to be proven at trial.

6. Because Defendant Klayman is guilty of fraud, malice, and opression, Plaintiff

Kempe is entitled to punitive damages in an amount to be proven at trial.

7. Plaintiff Kempe seeks up to three times and amounts awarded in this cause of

action pursuant to Civil Code Section 3345.

16
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8. Plaintiff Kempe seeks costs of suit.

ON HIS SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT

AGAINST DEFENDANT KLAYMAN AND DOES 1 - 5 PLAINTIFF SEEKS THE

FOLLOWING RELIEF:

9. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for Defendant Klayman
breach of his contractual duty to pursue Kempe’s medical malpractice case against Dr.
Barak is approximately $500,000.00. Kempe is legally blind because of Dr. Barak’s
failure to recognize glaucoma before performing Lasik eye surgery. Now, because
Defendant Kiayman breached the retainer agreement with Kempe, Kempe has been
deprived of his opportunity to be compensated for his legally blind condition.

10. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for Defendant
Kiayman'’s breach of his contractual obligation to pursue Plaintiff Kempe's legal
malpractice claim against Mr. James Wohl is equal to the value of the underlying
medical malpractice case giving rise to the legal malpractice case: $500,000.00. Again,
because Defendant Klayman breached the retainer agreement, Kémpe has been
deprived of his opportunity to be compensated for attorney Wohl's negligence in the
medical malpractice case.

11. Plaintiff Kempe seeks $20,000.00 plus interest since November 18, 2008 in
compensatory damages for the value of the Versace jewelry tendered to Defendant
Klayman as an initial retainer

12. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for Defendant
Klayman'’s breach of his contractual duty to adequately serve as Plaintiff Kempe's
counse! is $44,212.59 plus interest accrued since March, 2011. Specifically, in breach

of hié contractual duty, Defendant Klayman tricked Kempe into believing that attorney

17
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Stipkovich was lying to the judiciary with regard to the pro hac vice application. Also,
Klayman induced Kempe to co-plaintiff with him to sue Stipkovich for $15,000,000.00
based her misrepresentations to the courts regarding the pro hac vice application. As a
result, Stipkovich was able to secure a $36,102.00 judgment against Kempe on March
15, 2012. The judgment was then recorded as lien against Plaintiff's home. Now, the
amount of the judgment exceeds $44,212.59.

13. Plaintiff Kempe seeks up to three times and amounts awarded in this cause
of action pursuant to Civil Code Section 3345.

14. Plaintiff Kempe seeks costs of suit.

ON HIS THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION FOR FRAUD AND-DECEIT AGAINST

DEFENDANT KLAYMAN, DEFENDANT LEWITZKE, AND DOES 1 - 5 PLAINTIFF

SEEKS THE FOLLOWING RELIEF:

15. Defendants’ fraud cost Plaintiff Kempe for the opportunity to pursue his
$500},000.00 medical malpractice case against Dr. Barak. Thus, the amount required to
compensate Plaintiff fraud is $500,000.00.

- 16. Defendants’ fraud cost Plaintiff Kempe for the opportunity to pursue his
$500,000.00 legal malpractice claim against Mr. James Wohl. Thus, the amount

required to compensate Plaintiff fraud is $500,000.00.
17. Defendants’ fraud cost Plaintiff kempe $20,000.00 in Versace jewels.

Thus, Plaintiff Kempe seeks $20,000.00 plus interest since November 18, 2008 in
compensatory damages for the value of the Versace jewelry tendered to Defendant
Klayman as an initial retainer,

18. The amount required to compensate Plaintiff Kempe for Defendants

fraudulently luring him into an unwarranted and meritless lawsuit against attorney

18
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1 I Stipkovich is $44,212.59 plus interest accrued since March, 2011. Specifically, '
2 Defendant Klayman tricked Kempe into believing that attorney Stipkovich was lying to
j the judiciary with regard to the pro hac vice application. Klayman induced Kempe to co-
5 plaintiff with him to sue Stipkovich for $15,000,000.00 based her misrepresentations to
g || the courts regarding the pro hac vice application. As a result, Stipkovich was able to
7 || secure a $36,102.00 judgment against Kempe on March 15, 2012. The abstract of
8 judgment was then recorded as lien against Plaintiffs home. Now, the amount of the
9 judgment and corresponding lien exceeds $44,212.59.
:(1) 19. As a proximate result of Defendants’ fraud Plaintiff Kempe was injured in his
12 health, strength, and activity, and sustained shock and mental anguish, pain and
13 ‘suffering, all to is general damage in an amount to be proven at trial.
14 20. Because Defendants are guilty of fraud, malice, and oppression, Plaintiff
15 Kempe is entitled to punitive damages in an amount to be proven at frial.
16 It 21. Plaintiff Kempe seeks up to three times and amounts awarded in this cause
:; of action pursuant to Civil Code Section 3345.
19 22. Plaintiff Kempe seeks costs of suit.
20 | 23. P!aihtiff seeks such other and further relief as the court deems just and
21 | proper.
22 | Dated: July 30, 2012 LAW OFFICES OF LOTTIE COHEN
23| ‘A Professional Law Corporation
24 :
25 -
26 By:% %""
27 | Lottie Cohen, Attorney for Plaintiff
28 : Martin Kempe
COMPLAII"111$‘3 FOR DAMAGES

ZiKamna MarinKl AYMAN I AWSI IMPieadinas\07.30.12 - Complaint - Kempe v. Kiayman et &, [FINAL].wpd
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601 Brickell Key Drive, Snitc-404, Miami, FL
‘Tclephonte: (305) 579-3455 - Facsimile: (305) 579-3454

cilayman@hcllsouthi.net

‘November 18, 2008

To: Mr: Martin Kempe :
¢/o Rodeo Fine Jewelry
9608 Brighton Way : o
Beverly Hills, Californja 90210 .~ -~ .' N

From: Larty Klayman, Esg-

Dear Martin:

It would he our pleasure to’ represent you in the. a;bov&referenced matter. To
ensure your complete understanding and approval, this letter will serve to memorialize
the agreement by which you will pay: the Iega:l fees to 1ne to undertake this matter on your

behalf.

We will represent-you on a eentmgency ‘basis on any recovery whether by way of
settlement or litigated decision, based upon the following schedule

a. Forty Percent (40%) of - any and ail amounts recovered up to Fifty

Thonsand Dellars ($50; 000,0@!) _~
b. Thirty-three and one-third percant (33 1/3) of the next Fifty Thousand

Dollars (850, 000.00) recavered;
c. Twenty-Five percent (25&) of the next Five Hundred Thousand Daﬂars

($500,000.00);: .
d. Twenty percent of zmy amowt by which recovery exceeds Six Hundred

Thousand Dollars ($600,GBG 00).

Fr—atitior = ent 10 1he amaunt of

$20,000.00 by pmvxdmg tftle o two pmass o:t‘ Jewclxy to my , the
Versace white gold ring which your jewelry stoie values at 12, 590 00
and matching white gold eatings which your jewelry store values at
$7,500.00. This jewelty shall be fitted to the person who will wear the
jewelry. This is a noﬁ—feihﬁdabie retainer but $20,000.00 wﬂ} be

-
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repayable to you should we obtam a recovery of $50,000.00 or more by
way of setﬂement or Imgated decision.

This retamer:s payable‘ to the law firm today, so that we can begin work
immediately, as there are pleading which must be prepared and filed in the
next week.

In addition any expenses, whxch we incur on your behalf, will be itemized in our
invoices. If appropriate, these expenses may include such items as copy and facsimile
charges, extraordmary document production (i.e. printing and related costs and machine
time and. producmg exiromely velﬁnnnous or formal documents) travel expenses, expert
witness and related fees’ and expenises, exiraordinary long-distance telephone or mailing,
deposition fees, transcri

suppliers can be paid timely. Otherwise, your cases will be compromised as we need
these suppliers to maximize our chances of success.

If the foregomg terms of our engagement are satlsfacmry, please indicate your
consent by signing in the space provided for your signature below. Kindly, retuen the
original with your sxgnatur&to us at youi ¢arliest convenience. The copy may be keep for
your recerds. If-you should have any questions or comiments concermng this
representation agreemeni, please do not hesﬁate to contact us.

7 . .. courier.charges.-These-expenses-will-be- - -~
payable in additien to the conungangy fc&s and retainer must be paid timely so the
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JO ANN D, STIé’deJ:cH

1
LYNCH g STIPKOVICH, ATTORNEYS AT LAW
2 20826 TRIBUNE STREET, SUITE 212
3 CHATSWORTH, CALIFORNIA 91311
072827 .
4 (818} 718-8440
5 Attomey(s} for MARTTN KEMPE (NOT THE ATTORNEY
5 _
7
8 LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR GCOURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OFT,08 ANGELES
9
10 | MARTIN KEMPE } No. Bc 3295871
) NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF
11 Plaintiff(s) ; ATTORNEY' OF RECORD
VS,
12 o) o
€
13 MARK BARAK, M.D. aN INDIVIDUAL; g ’
EMPIRE LASER EYE CENTER, ET AT1, ] )
14 Defendant(s) )
151 70 aLyL PARTIES OF RECORD:
16 I, JO ANN p. STIPKOVICH, am an attorney at law, duly licensed to
17 pPractice in and for the State of California and the County of Los
18 Angeles, and do hereby state, under penalty of Perjury, that I am not
19 the attorney of record in this matter. This is not my signature. I am
20 not the attorney in this matter, nor do I__ac:cept any liability in this
21 matter. I believe that LARRY KLAYMAN's office signed my name without
22 4 My knowlege or approwval. In withdrawing from this matter, LARRY
23 | KLAYMAN may complete the application for Pro Hac Vice.
24
25 1 Executed May 21, 2009 \5
R 1 N B
26 JO ANN D. STIPKOVICH
27 | GOOD CAUSE APPEARING IT s SO ORDERED
28
799

Sojl%%élg
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ATTORNEY OFt PARTTY VATHOUT AFTORNEY (Mo, Stete Bar rusbor md

1 twsiwon# riombor)

Recording requasted by, and rehm 0

Jonathan B. Cole, Esq. (70460}

Mark Schaeffer, Esq. (126303) : :

EMECEK & COLE, A.Professional Corp. N

15260 Ventura Blvd,, Suite 920 e ey

Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 ' .S

{818) 788-9500 . T ' P

B Y

X arorey [X | Sooer | ] sssiieeor , \

SUPERIDI COURT OF CALIFORNIA, counTy o L:08 BAnigeles ‘ \ \
sTReETADDRESS 1725 Main Street *

‘ﬁ

\A\

MALNG ADORESS, 1725 Main Street
crrvanpzie cooe Santa Monlca, CA 90401
srancH s West District ‘ .y

PLAINTIFF: Larry Klayman and Martin Kempe ‘u:’gg\éeuwaen

e

ri rd
DEFENDANT: Terri G, Lynch and Joann D. Stipkoﬁ.,g‘l‘l‘*: 48C103561

RAGT OF JUDGMENT—GNVIL ~ ——] amso 7 | FOR GOIRT st .Y
AND SMALL CLAIMS —-} Amdnded .

1. The { X | judgment creditor i __| assignee of record
applies for an abstract of judgment and represents the following:

a. Judgmentdabtor‘: P
amg and Iestlcnownaddmss P N
‘Martin Keuwpe |_“"*-._’
1561 Oakhurst Drive ¥ 7
Los Angeles, CA 90035 N

b. Driver's license no. flas! 4 digits] and state: 50 1% Unknown
¢. Social security no. [last 4 digits]: ~ |.X | Unknown

d. Summons or notice of entry of sister-state ]udgmqntv?as personally served or
maded to (name and address): j udgment giebtpr ia plaintiff

'l
P 3

2. 1%} information on edditionat judgment |,/ } 4. 1] information on additional judgment
debtors is shown on page 2. s o creditors is shown on page 2,
3. Judgment creditor (name and address): __ 6. [_] Orginal abstract recorded in this county:
Terri G. Lynch, ¢/o Nemecek & Cole, 15260 a Date;

Ventura Blvd., #920, Sher(nan Oaks CA 91403 b. tnstrument No.:

Date: March 21, 2011 ¢~ =7 MW
Mark Schaeffer N A }

{TYPE OR PRITT-NAME) (SIGRATURE G APpTIEANT CRATTORAEY)
8. Total amount of judgment as entered or last renewed: 10.1  An [ _] executiontien [ attactment lien
$ 36,102.00 H ' is endorsed on the judgment as follows:
7. All judgment crediors and ¢ datnom are listed on this abstmct. a. Amount: §

8. a. Judgment entared or{{daf): 03 /15/1.1 b. In favor of (name and address):

b. Renewal entgted on (ttald):
et n{{s an installment judgment. 11. A stay of enforcement has

2.{X ] not been ordered by the court.
- . [} been ordersd by the court effective unti
JOHN A, CLARKE (date):
This abstract issued on (date): 12. 3. [T ' the ] gﬁgz?“e;g&?ggm abstract of
MAR 25 201 b ad G
' Clerk, by

ABSTRACT OF JUDGMENT--CIVIL
AND SMALL CLAIMS
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“ o ”, £J-001
ATTORNEY ORPARTYWWATTORNEY {Neme, Wosﬂ’m and
tobahans oumbar)

.| Recordng requosted by and rem to
Jonathan B. Cole, Esg. (70460)
ark Schaeffer, Esq. (126303)

NEMECEK & COLE, A, Professional Corp. . N
15260 Ventura Blvd,, Suite 920 S
Sherman Oaks, CA 81403 : TN
{818) 788-9500 ) _ PR
X ATTosgeY {:jmm [} assioneeor '.___.\:\\
AUPERIOR GOURT OF CALIFORNA, CONTY OF L.OS Bngeles R v

sTreev opgss 1725 Main Street - ' o)

FDRMGOB@ER‘S_USEOMV

MAILING aporess. 1725 Main Street

cryanp zecope Santa Monlca, CA 90401
srancHname West District , Yy
PLAINTIFF: Larry Klaywman and Martin Kempe *Joade numeen

-

-

DEFENDANT:Terri G, Lynch and Joann D. Stipkou.ighf»’._) 8C103561
ABSTRACT OF JUDGMENT—CVIL ~ ~ 7 A ordod

AND SMALL CLAIMS _  — Amdnsled /

1. The [ X ] judgment creditor i __| assignee of record
applies for an abstract of }udgment and rapresents the following: RO

FOR COURT USE ONLY

a. Judgment debtor’s - ¢
Nama and last knawn address P )
N
IMaxtin Kempe I_ T
1561 Oakhurst Drive %ﬂ A
_Los Angeles, CA 90035 vy
b. Drivers license no, {last 4 digits] and state: 0 [ %] unknown
L
c. Social security no. {las! 4 digits]; S [.X | Unknown

d. Summons or notice of entry of sister-state judgmqm Was persenany served or
mailed to (name and address): judgment qlehtkor ig plaintiff

1
heS
-

—_ - " - : . '
2.1 X} Information on additional judgment £ / } 4. [ X] Information on additional judgment

debtors Is shown on page 2. \ et ., Oreditors is shawn on page 2.
3. Judgment creditor (neme and address): _ 6. (] Original abstract recorded in this county:
Terri G. Lynch, ¢/o Nemecek & Cole, 15260 a. Date:

Ventura Blvd., $920, Sherfian'Oaks, CA 91403 b. tnstrument No.

Date: March 21, 2011 ;°~ & ~°° | > MW
[ LA
D, Y

Mark Schaeffer
{TYPE OR FRINTNAME) anmemen _ _
8. Total amount of judgment as entered or iast renewed: 0. | T An [T __I execuﬂon fen L aﬂadmlentllen
$ 36,102.00 ! i is endorsed on the judgment as follows:
7. Afl judgment creditors and deblors are listed on this abstract. a. Amount: $
judg “ de‘bl r ¢ b. Infavor of (name and address):

8. a. Judgment entered or((datg) 03/15/11
b. Renewal entefed on (Hatd):
9. Cli g enus an mstallment;udgment 11. A stay of enfo At has
J a. (X3 not been ordered by the courl,
b. [} been ordered by the court effective until

JOWA.GI.AH&E 7 {date):
This abstract issuad on (date): 12.8.1%. ' mtmwe;temdha hﬁeﬁf oormutabsttact s
MAR 25 2011 od somy f o judg
P —r e ' ARSTRACT OF JUDGMENT—CIVIL
Jadersl Councd of CaMormsa AND SMALL CLAIMS
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. - . .« L3 .

‘PLAINTIFF: Larry Klayman and Martin Kempe GASE HUMEER L{
DEFENDANT: Terri G. Lynch and Joann D. Stipkovich 5C103561
R \\
: by
NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ADDITIONAL JUDGMENT CREDITORS: e, T 3\
s kY
13. Judgment creditor {rame and addrass): 14, Judgment creditor (nafme qrfo‘ addrass).
Jo Ann D. Stipkovieh, c/o Nemecek & Cole _ oy .
15260 Ventura Blvd., #920 \ %
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 Mot
15,7 ] Gontinued on Attachment 15. '
INFORMATION OM ADDITIONAL JUDGMENT DEBTORS: (" :? ,
. -
16. Name and last known addross 17 P -~ Nama and last known address

S LT 4
[—— ——I I'——‘ ‘-..,_b - . ’
Larry Klayman . ™, .
230 S. Hamilton Dr., #4078 RO '

Beverly Hills, CA 90211 e

Driver's license no. [last 4 digits] o Dfivét's license no. [last 4 digits)
and state: + X 'Unknown santkstate: [™ 1unknown
Social secuity no. [last 4 digits): X WUnknown ~“Gguial security no. last4 digits]: [ Tunknown
Summons was personally served ator mailed to (address): - ~ y Jummons was personally served at or malled to (address):
: v s -
judgment debtor is plaintiff .- Sy
o“\ ‘."
Fa '-._‘
.‘t
\\\ .
'I - ~u - R
18. ‘Name and last known address . 19. Name and last known address
r Y .
s‘\
[ VO , ]
[
L Fi
R \{. 7
\‘ ) . N
l A s - l I __J
Driver’s license no. [last 4 digits] PN Driver's license no. flast 4 digits] L
and state: L '\-»: T JuUnknown and state: . L, Unknown
Social security no: [last4 digitsfk > " lunknown  Social security no. st 4 digits]: " Unknown
. ' h ) b .
Summons was personally served-at or roailed to (address): Summons was personally served at or malled to (address):
1
\‘\\
;. :‘.. o f:
, :
R {\\ ’)
20. T . Continued' ‘on Attachment 20.
E4001 (Rev Jaay 1.2008] ABSTRACT OF JUDGMENT—CIVIL Pegaots

AND SMALL CLAIMS



Case 2:12-cv-10307- J@ZW -VBK

LARRY KLAYMAN
MARTIN KEMPE
1561 OAKHURST DRIVE
LOS ANGELES CA 90035

‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ§1NE?W@EH2KE¢QFEP§ge 5.0f 54 Page ID #:36
P. O. BOX 940730 o

TSIMI VALLEY, CA 93094 y
(805) 522-3718 EXT.25

FAX (805) 522-3748

Date: 06/09/12

LYN10Q
MCC# 0005321821 036 03

FOR: TERRI G. LYNCH/STIPKOVICH
JUDGMENT SC103561

AMOUNT: $ 36,102.00
INTEREST: $ 8,110.59
TOTAL: $ 44,212.59

TIME IS5 RUNNING QUT !

OUR PREVIOUSVDEMANDS FOR PAYMENT IN FULL HAVE BEEN IGNORED.

SEND YOUR PAYMENT IN FULL DIRECT TO THIS OFFICE. FULL PAYMENT NOW WILL

CLEAR YOUR RECORD IN THIS OFFICE.

YOUR CONTINUED FAILURE TO CO-OPERATE CAN ONLY MAKE MATTERS WORSE.

THIS IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL

BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.

PLEASE CONTACT THE UNDERSIGNED IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS OR IF YOU WISH

TO DISCUSS THIS MATTER.

NOTICE: PAYMENT MUST BE MADE DIRECTLY TO OUR OFFICE ONLY.

**WE ACCEPT VISA & MASTERCARD** **FEE APPLIES**

***WE ALSO ACCEPT CHECK BY PHONE **NO FEE** SAVE POSTAGE!

012758-000002

I

EXHIBIT D
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CASENO, S0F17023 l

1 L A 1Y,

TO PLAINTIFFS AND PLAINTIFFS’ ATTORNEYS OF RECORD or PLAINTIFFS

IN PRO PER:
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that this action shall |
“be assigned to a3 Judge for all purposes, including trial, as follows: |
SAMART OO = '
1IBAMART COLE peparmenss ()
x Santa Monica Courthouse o Judge Richard A. Stone
1725 Main Street Beverly Hills Courthouse
Santa Monica, CA 90401 Department WE-X

9355 Burton Way
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Summons and Complaint within 60 days after filing the Complaint (CRC 3.1 10) may result in an

Order to Show Cause re sanctions being issued, (CRC 3.110(f).)
It a case is assigned to Department X, located in the Beverly Hills Courthouse, alt

documents, pleadings, motions, and papers filed subsequent to the original Complaint shall be filed
directly in the courtroom stamped upon the Complaint.
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Pursuant to CRC 3.725, no later than 15 calendar days before the date set for the Case

Management Conference or Review, each party must file a Casc Management Staternent and serve
it on all other parties in the case, In lieu of each party’s filing a separate Case Management

Statement, any two or more parties may file a joint Statement.

The subjects 10 be considered at the Case Management Conference shall include the
following (CRC Rule 3.727):

)] Whether there are any related cases:

(2) Whether all parties named in the Complaint or Cross-Complaint have been served,
have appeared, or have been dismissed;

3) Whether any additicnal parties may be added or the pleadings may be amended;

@) Whether, if the case is a limited civil case, the economic litigation procedures under
Code of Civil Procedure Section 90 et seq. will apply to it or the party intends to
bring a motion to exempt the case from these procedures;

5) Whether any other matters (e.g., the bankruptcy of'a party} may affect the Court’s
Jurisdiction or processing of the case:

()] Whether the parties have stipulated to, or the case should be referred to, judicial
arbitration in courts having a judicial arbitration program or to any other form of
alternative dispute resolution (ADR) process and, if so, the date by which the judicial
arbitration or other ADR process must be completed; ‘

(7)  Whether an carly settlement conference should be scheduled and, if so, on what date;

(8)  Whether discovery has been completed and, if not, the date by which it will be
completed;

(§))] What discovery issues are anticipated,

(10)  Whether the case should be bifurcated or a hearing should be set for a motjon to
bifurcate under Code of Civil Procedure Section 598:

(11)  Whether there are any Cross-Complaints that are not ready to be set for trial and, if
so, whether they should be severed;

(R2)  Whether the case is entitled to any statutory preference and, if so, the statute granting
the preference;

(13)  Whether a jury trial is demanded and, if so, the identity of each party requesting a
jury trial:
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NAME, ADDRESS NUMBER
"OF ATTORNEYS mpmons FILE STAME
Attomiey(s) for:

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CASE NUMBER
PLAINTIFK(S). [
vE. : STIPULATION AND ORDER
RE BINDING ARBITRATION
DEFENDANT{(s).

Status Conference Date:

The parties and their attomeys, hereby stipulate as follows:

1. mmmdunbesubnﬁuedto indi i i i |
adermyd I b Coaeofﬁ!):&dmgﬁbiﬂahme:ﬂdﬁ\:f;;bﬁwa.wetheirriglutoam'a.ldenovoas }

2. L -
,amemberdﬂneSnpuwrCumArhimmnpand,MSérwasarﬁhntor.
3. All gross complaints have been filed,
4. Aﬂf'u:ﬁtiousmdmmgd defendants/ evoes-defendants who have not filed an answer are dismissed
cour mmmdachmowrmodmtomfmﬂwmbimmawardudoﬂmpm-arbim
Pxecutedthis ___ day of LA
) , Attorney for Plamtiftf
Defendant Attorney
for Defendant
ORDER :
It is so ordered:;

DATE;
JUDGE
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) INFORMATION PACKAGE
[CRC 3221 Infarmation abmanemaﬁvg Dispute Reselution}

be settled in court. ADR processes, such as arbitration, mediation, neutrai evaluaticn {NE), and settiement confarences, are lass farmal
than a court process and provide Oppartunities for parties to reach an agreement using a problem-solving approach,

In mediation, a neutral person called a “mediator” halps the parties iry to reach a Imutually acceptable resolution of the dispute. Tha
mediator does not decids the dispute but helps the parties camimunicate 3o they can try to settie the dispute themselves, Mediation
leaves control of the autcomes with the partias,

Cases for Which Medtation May Be Appropriate
Mediation may be particularly usefuf when parties have a dispute between or among family members, naighbora, or business I
ol

partners. Mediation is also affective when emotions are getting in the way of resalution, An effective mediator can haar tha
partias out and help them eommunicale with sach other in a2n effactive and nondestructive manner,

ArbHration:

In arbitration, a neutral Périan calied an “arbitrator” hears arguments and avidence from each Sitke and then decides tha outeome of the

dispute. Arbitration is lags formal than o tria), and the ndes of evidence ane often rataxed, Arbilration may ba either "binding® or

‘nanbinding.” Binding arbitration Means that the parties waive thair night 1o a trial and agree to accept the arbitraters decigion as final,
frachi a:bﬂmﬂunmeammatmeparﬁanaraﬁ'eatnmquu:auiammeydumtammthearbitmwrsdaﬁalon. f

Cases for Which Arbitration May Be Appropriate i
Arbmaimisbutformsu&tmﬂumﬂaa want anottier parson to decide the outeoma of their dispute for them but would Eka

mavaidmefonmay. fime, and expense of a trial. it may aiso b appropriate for Lomplex matierg where the parties want a
decislon-maker who hay training or experience in the subjact matter of the dispute,

Cases for Which Arbitratian May Not Be Approprists

If partics want to retain control over how their dispute is resolyay, arbitration, particularly binding arbitration, is not approprate. In
binding arbsitration, the partias ganerally cannal appeal the abitrator's award, evan it it is not supportod by the avidence or the
law. Evanin nenbinding arbitration, jf g party requasts a trial and does not naceive a more favorabie reaulf at trial than in

arbitration, tharg May be panaltiss.

In neutral evakiation, sach PatY gels a chance 1o prasent the case to a neutral person cafied an “svaluator.” The evaluatar then gives an

_ opinion on tha strangths and weasknesses of each panty's evidence and argumants and sbout how the dispute could ba rescivad. The
i 3 tan ks not binding, tha parties typically use it

Cases for Which Neutrs] Evaluation May Be Appropriate
Neutral evalustion may be most appropriate in Cases in which thers are tachnical issuss that requice special expertise t¢ rasova
ormoonryaigniﬁmuiauuhmcmiathaﬂmuumofd&mgaa.

Cases for Which Neutral Evaluation May Not Be Appropriste -
Newral avaiuation may not ba appropriate when thers ars significant personal or ermotional barriars to resalving the dispute,

Ssttfement Confarences:
Sattlemant confersnces may ba elther mandatory ar vatuntary. in both types of sattiament conferences, the pariiss and their atiorneys

LAADR 035 (05-03)
LASC Approvedt Pagaiol2
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Superior Court of Califomia
County of Las Angeles

l.os Angefes County
Bar Agsocziation
Litigatian Secilon

Los Angelas County
Bar Association Labor and
Employment Law Section

i

Consumar Attorneys
Assoclation of Los Angeles

SRMAT IO
- oo N

Corts dy Kl a g agirdn]a
LR S S T

Southern California
Befense Counsel

W b Eimar Laraa

0L amctrit

Assoclation of
Businass Trial Lawyeors

T AN RS ki

California Employment
Lawyers Assoclation

—

—

—

VOLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

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

efficiency.

The following organizations endorse the goal of
promoting efficiency in liigation and ask that counsel
consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way to
promole communications and procedures among counsef
and with the court to fairly resoive issues in their £ases,

#L0s Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Section¢

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

®Consumer Attorneys Assoclation of Los Angeles¢
4 Southern California Defense Counsel®

®Association of Business Trial Lawyers ¢

$California Employment Lawyers Association ¢

i -
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’ HAME AND ADORESS OF ATTGRNEY OR PARYY WiTHOUY ATTORNEY- STATE BAR NLsaSER: R-m.dhu-rn'-ﬂ-m
TELEPHONE N().: FAX NO, (Optional);
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Qntional):
ATTORNEY FOR (Nama}:

SUPERICR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

PLAINTIFF:
EEFENDAM’:

CASE NUNVBERE

L STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION

This stipulation is intended o provide a fast and informal resolution of discovery issues
through limited paperwork and an informal conference with the Court 1o aid in the

resolution of the issueg,

The parties agree that:

' and determine whether it can be resolved informaily. Nothing set forth herein will preclude a

‘ presented, a party may request an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following

At the Informal Discovery Conferencs the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties

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

Foliowing a reasonable and good faith attempt at an informal resolution of each issue to be
procedures:
a. The party requesting the informal Discovary Conference will;

i.  File a Request for Informal Discovery Conference directly in the Courtroom on the
approved form (copy attached;

if.  Include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and
i..  Serve the Opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service
that ensures that the opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing.

b. Any Answer fo a Request for informal Discovery Conference must;

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

if.  Include a brief summary of why the requested rolicf should be desnieq;

LASC Apdned) STIPULATION ~ BISCOVERY RESOLUTION
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The following parties stipuiate:
Date:
>
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)
Date: {ATTORNEY FOR PLARTIER)
{TYPE DR PRINT NAME] > |
Date: _ (RTTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) |
I
(FYPE OR PRI TS > |
Date: {ATTORNEY FOR DEFENGANT)
(TYPEOR PRINT NANE) —— —————— >
Date: {ATTCRNEY FOR DEFENDANT) '
{TYPE OR PRINT NAME] > ——
Date: (ATTORNEY FOR : 7
>
(TVAE OR PRINT NAME] — ———— S
Date: {ATTORNEY FOR 3
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) > —_—
(ATTORNEY FOR )
LAGIV 036 [new) sSTIP l
ULATION — DISCOVERY RESOLUTION i
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HALIE AND ADDAXSS OF ATTORNEY OR PARTY W}THDWA‘I‘I’OIINEY: LSTATEIMNL“M mnmrusm
EMAIL AD;EREES;»,:%L?; FAXNO. (Cutina:
ATTORMEY FOR (Name}:
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
COURTHOUSE ADDRES S;
PLAINTIFF:
CASE NUMBER:

STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING

i

This stipulation is intended to encourage cooparation among the parties at an early staga in
the litigation and to assist the partioe in officient case resolution,

The parties agree that:

1.

The parties commit to conduct an initial conference {in-person or via teleconference or vig
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider

whether there can be agresment on the following;

a. Are motions to challange the pleadin

would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings?

b. Initisl mutual exchanges of documents at the “core” of the liigation. (For example, in an
employment casa, the employment records, personne! file and documents relating to the
conduct in question could be considered “coras.” In a persanal injury case, an incident or
police report, medicat records, and repair or maintenance rocords could be considered

¢. Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses;

d. Any insurance agreement that may be available o safisfy part or all of a judgment, or to
indemnify or reimburse for Payments made to satisfy a judgment:

f.  Controlling issues of law that, if resolved early, will promote efficiency and economy in other

phases of the case, Aiso, when and how sueh issues can be presented to the Court:

court ruling on legal issyes s reasonably required to make settiement discussions meaningful,
and whether the parties wish 1o use a sitting judge or a private mediator ar other options as

LACIV 226 (aew) STIPULATION - EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING .

LASC Approved 04/11
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HAME AMD ADORESS OF ATTOANEY GR P.Iﬁh;' WITHOUY ATTORME tmﬂzm HMEER Fevervnd for Curk's Fie Blarrp
TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optianal);
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Cotionary:
ATTORNEY FOR (Name)-
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALEFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
COURTHOUSE ADDRES S

PLAINTIFE:

[ DEFENDANT:

L

STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINE |

The parties agree that-

1. Atleast

- The parties thereafter will meet and confer, either in person or via teleconference or

‘a. Whether the parties can stipulate to any of the proposed motions, If the parties so

3. Al proposed motions in limine that are not either the subject of 3 stipulation or briefed via

days befare the finaf status conference, each party will provide all other
parties with a list contain; i
limine. Each one Paragraph explanation must identify the substance of a single proposed
motion in limine and the grounds for the Proposed motion.

videoconference, concerning all proposed motions in limine. In that meet and confer, the
stipulate, they may fila a stipulation and Proposed order with the Court.

joint statement of issues, a short joint statement of issues must be filed with the Court
10 days prior to the final status conference. Each side’s portion of the short joint
statement of Issues may not exceed three Pages. The parties will mest and confer to

a short joint statement of Issues will be briefed and filed in accordance with the California
Rules of Court and the Los Angeies Superior Court Rules,

fggmggggggw STIPULATION AND ORDER — MOTIONS IN LIMINE Bana 1 mi 2
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AME AN ADORESS OF ATIORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORMET: l STATE BAR barnaBER Fesurvod for Ciock's Fiée Storp
E-MAIL Augﬁgémi?gﬁ FAXNC. (OMJ:
L ATTORNEY FOR {Namel);
| SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
COURTHOUSE ADORESST —
PLAINTIFFE,
DEFENDANT-
INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENGE CREENUNEERE
(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)
1. This document relates 1o
Request for Informal Discovery Conference
Answer to Request for Infarmal Discovery Conference

2. Deadline for Court to decide on Request: {insert date 10 catendar days following filing of
the Request). .

3. Deadline for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conferance: (insert date 20 calendar
days following filing of the Request).

4. For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the
discovery dispute, including the facts and legal arguments at issue. This description
shauld not exceed the space below and one additional Page. For an Answer to Request
for Informal Discovery CGanference, briefly descriha why the Court should deny the
requested discovery, including the facts and legal arguments at Issua.

LACIV 094 [naw) INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE

LASC Approved D4/11 {pursuant to the Discavery Resolution Stipulation of the parties)
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s

) SUM.100

SUMMONS
{CITACION JUDICIAL) (SOLO AARA USO 55 L CORTE)

T D COPY

"NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: e AN e L B,
(AVISO AL REMANDADO): ALICE LEWITZKE, an individual; NFO-RMEFHED
and DOES 1 threugh 10, inclusive. C RIGINAL X ot
OF Q lessupm
Los _
TR Ll
ive OfficesCl
on A Clarke S -

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: MZRTIN KEMPE . an ‘ By A WILLlAl\I&)E?

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL. DEMANDANTE): individual

NOTICEl You have been sued, The court may decide against you without your being hearg unless you respend within 30 days. Reed the information

below.
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file & wriiten response at this court and have a copy

served on the plaintiff. A tetter or phone call will not protect you, Your written response must be in proper legal form if you wanl
case. There may be a court form that you can use for YOur responss, i the California Courts

may be taken without further warning fram the court. )
y. If you do not know an attorney, you mey want to call an attorney

There are other logal requirements. You may want to call an attomey right awa: >
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible far frae lagal sarvices from a nonproft legal services progﬁmk.) W(I}t;u 'can lecate
1] nter

these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Wab site {www.lawhalpcelifornia.org), the California Caurls Online Sek- 1
nty bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory Yien for waived fees and

(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), ar by contacling your local court or cou = Jor wi
costs on any seftlement or arbiration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the cour will dismiss the case,
AVISO! Lo han demandada. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, ia corte puade decidir en su contre sin escuchar su version. Lea la Informacion g

continuacion .
Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO despuds de qua le entreguen esta citacion ¥ papeles legafes para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
conte y hacer que se entrague una copia al demandante. Una carta o una Nemada telefdnica ne fo protegen. Su respuesta por escrila tiene Que estar
posible que haya un formtdario que uslted pueda usar para su respuesta

refmision a abogados. Sino puede pagar a un abogado, isi

programa de serviclos logales sin fines de luero. Pusde onconlrar ostos grupos sin fines da lucro en ef sitic web de California Legal Services,
rwmu.lawhelpmlifornia.org), &n e Conlro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucernte.ca.gov) a ponidndose en cantecto cen la corte o gl
colegio de abogados focalos. AVISO: Per ley, la corte tiane derecha a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exenlos par imponer un gravamen sobre
© una concestdn da arbitrafe en un caso de derecho oivil, Tiane que

cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 & més de valor recibida mediante vn acverdo

Ragar ef gravamen de la corie antes de que Ja corte pueds desechar ef caso.
The name and address of he OO 5. GASE NUMBER: T
(Ef nombre y direccion de la corte es); {Vmero del Casa;;qn-ég_ 1{1(} ‘f)‘
Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles witftd § Uk
West District
1725 Main Street

santa Monica, CA 90401
The name, address, and telephone number of plainiiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an atlorney, is:
{El nombre, ia diroecion ¥ 8! nimero de teléfono def abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

Lottie Cohen, Attorney a&at Law (SBN 24674 Ph: 310-204-0099 Fx: 320-204-0095
Law Offices of Lottie Cohen

3637 Motor Avenu{-.gz, Suite 3860 hﬁlﬁ _
Los Angeles, CA 580034 A . ;
DATE: pry Ou.*;!; %_Q Clerk, by mlws , Deputy
Fecha} ; M7 3o {Secretario) (Adjunto)
(For proof of 8, thes SUMmons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-070).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use ef formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)}.
. NOTIC JO THE.PERSON SERVED: You are served -
(SEAL] R el e 1 :
as the person sued under the fictitious ‘name of (specify):
3. [__] onbehalf of (specify):
under: CCP 416.10 (comporation) {__]CCP 416.60 (minor)
| CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [C_]¢CP 416.70 (conservatee)
[ CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [ ] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
L {1 other (specify):
4. [ 1 by personal delivery on fdate); Page 10f 1
Forr i = {a . of Ci [B]
Td%q;mn;{mmgm SUMMONS S uﬁa] ¢ Code of Civil Precedure §§ 412.20 485
SUM-105 [Rev. July 1. 2009] Y I%s
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Renee' Daughetee, Esq. SBN.: 257018
THE DAUGHETEE LAW FIRM
18881 Von Karman Ave., 16th Floor
Irvine, CA 9261

Telephone: (949) 608-0832

Fax: (949) 681-8065

Email: rdaughetee@hotmail.com

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MARTIN KEMPE, an individual,

Plaintiff,
V. LA COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT

LARRY KLAYMAN, an individual; CASE NO. 8C117923
ALICE LEWITZKE, an individual; and

DOES 1 through 10, inclusive,
JOINDER IN NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF

Defendants. ACTION

With full reservation of all rights with regard to service of process issues, Defendant
Alice Lewitzke, hereby consents to and thus joins in Defendant Larry Klayman's Notice of
Removal to this Court of the state court action described in the said Notice of Removal.

Respectfully submitted,

Renee' Daughetee, Esq.
THE DAUGHETEE LAW FIRM

1

L

JOINDER IN NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION
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18881 Von Karman Ave., 16th Floor
Irvine, CA 9261

Telephone: (949) 608-0832

Fax: (949) 681-8065

Email: rdaughetee@hotmail.com

Attorney for Defendant Alice Lewitzke

JOINDER IN NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge John F. Walter and the assigned discovery
Magistrate Judge is Victor B. Kenton.

The case number on all documents filed with the Court should read as follows:

CV12- 10307 JFW (VBKx)

Pursuant to General Order 05-07 of the United States District Court for the Central
District of California, the Magistrate Judge has been designated to hear discovery related
motions.

All discovery related motions should be noticed on the calendar of the Magistrate Judge

NOTICE TO COUNSEL

A copy of this notice must be served with the summons and complaint on all defendants (if a removal action is
fited, a copy of this notice must be served on all plaintiffs).

Subsequent documents must be filed at the following location:

Western Division 1 Southern Division Eastern Division
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-8 411 West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053 3470 Twelfth St., Rm. 134
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516 Riverside, CA 92501

Failure to file at the proper location will result in your documents being returned to you.

CV-18 (03/06) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

CIVIL COVER SHEET
I (a) PLANNTIFFS (Check box if you are representing yourself [1) DEFENDANTS
Martin Kempe Larry Klayman, Alice Lewitzke

(b) Attomneys (Firm Name, Address and Telephone Number. If you are representing
yourself, provide same.)
Lottie Cohen
3637 Motor Ave, Suite 360
Los Angeles, CA 90034

Attomneys (If Known)

IL. BASIS OF JURISPICTION (Piace an X in one box only.} Ill. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES - For Diversity Cases Only
(Place an X in one box for plaintiff and one for defendant )
01 U8, Government Plaintiff (33 Federal Question (U.S. gF DEF PTF DEF
Government Not a Party) Citizen of This State I 01  Incorporated or Principal Place 014 (14
of Business in this State
O 2US. Government Defendant 4 Diversity (Indicate Citizenship [ Citizen of Another State 02 |{2 Incorporated and Principal Place 05 D5
of Parties in Item IIT} of Business in Another State
Citizen or Subject of a Foreign Country 03 03 Foreign Nation 06 0Oé6

IV. ORIGIN (Place an X in one box only.}

01 Original #2 Removed from O3 Remanded from (14 Reinstatedor 05 Transferred from another district (specify): D6 Multi- 07 Appeal to District
Proceeding State Court Appellate Court Reopened District Judge from
Litigation Magistrate Judge

V. REQUESTED IN COMPLAINT: JURY DEMAND: & Yes [ No (Chock ‘Yes' only if demanded in complaint.)
CLASS ACTION under F.R.C.P.23: I Yes No EJMONEY DEMANDED IN COMPLAINT: § In ¢xcess of $500,000

VL CAUSE OF ACTION (Cite the £.8. Civil Statute under which you are filing and write a brief statement of cause. Do not cite Jurisdictional statutes unless diversity,)
28 U.S.C. § 1332 - Diversity of citizens
VIL NATURE OF SUIT (Place an X in one box only.)

OTHER STATUTES CONTRACT TORTS TORTS PRISONER LABOR
03 400 State Reapportionment {{J 110 Insyrance PERSONAL INJURY PERSONAL PETITIONS C1 710 Fair Labor Standards
2410 Antitrust 03120 Matine 0310 Airplane PROPERTY 1510 Motions to Act
0 430 Banks and Banking 0O 130 Miller Act 1315 Airplane Product  |3370 Other Fraud Vacate Sentence hEI 720 Labor/Mgmt.
00450 Commerce/ICC [0 140 Negotiable Instrument Liability 01371 Truth in Lending Habeas Corpus Relations
Rates/ete. 0150 Recovery of 00320 gm;!t Libel& 107380 Other Personal |01 530 General £1730 Labor/Mgmt.
ion n ancer Proj e |0 535 Death Pe; ing &
gf;g Pnchfg: Influenced gr‘:fm;tto'% L1330 Fed Employers’ | 3g5 pmﬁﬁyy DamageDamag O 533 Mandamun;‘! Y g?s}:;?;lnlfe Act
and Corrupt Judgment 0340 Liability . Product Liability Other [1740 Railway Labor Act
Organizations 0O 151 Medicare Act 0345 Man].m'mn: Product BANKRUPTCY 3 550 Civil Rights 0790 Other Labor
8480 Consumer Credit 0 152 Recovery of Defaulted Liability (0422 Appeal 28USC |0 555 Prison Condition Litigation
5490 Cable{Sat ™ ) Student Loan (Excl. 1350 Motor Vehicle 15? FORFEITURE / 01791 Empl. Ret. Inc.
810 Select.l\:'e Service N Veterans) 1355 Motor Vehicle 00423 Withdrawal 28 PENALTY Security Act
L1850 Securities/Commodities/ |1 153 Recovery of Product Liability USC 157 _ 0610 Agriculture PROPERTY RIGHTS
Exchange Overpayment of 360 Other Personal CIVIL RIGHTS (0620 Other Food & |01 820 Copyrights
1875 Customer Challenge 12 Veteran’s Beneﬁ!_s Tnjury C1441 Voting Drug [ 830 Patent
USC 3410 0 160 Stockholders” Suits [1362 Personal Injury- [0 442 Emplpyment (1625 Drug Related (1840 Trademark
0 8% Other Statutory Actions |[J 190 Other Contract Med Malpractice |[J443 Housing/Acco- Seizure of SOCIAL SECURITY
0891 Agricultural Act 0195 Contract Product 0365 Personal Injury- mmodations Property 21 USC |C1861 HIA (1395ff)
(0892 Economic Stabilization Liabitity Product Liability [[1444 Welfare 881 1862 Black Lung (923)
Act 0 196 Franchise 1368 Asbestos Personal {[1445 American with |0 630 Liquor Laws 0863 DIWC/DIWW
0893 Environmental Matters REAL PROPERTY Injury Product Disabilities - [(1640 RR. & Truck (405(g))
{1894 Energy Allocation Act |[1210 Land Condemnation Liability Employment 0650 Airline Regs 0 864 SSID Title XVI
0895 Freedem of Info. Act  [(1220 Foreclosure WGMTIQN 0446 American with | 660 Occupational 0 865 RS1(405(g))
D900 Appeal of Fee Determi- |[1230 Rent Lease & Ejectment [0 462 Naturatization Disabilities - Safety /Health FEDERAL TAX SUITS
nation Under Equal 1240 Torts to Land Application Cther 1690 Other ) 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff
Access to Justice 0245 Tort Product Liability [7463 Habeas Compus- 15440 Other Civil or Defendant)
0950 Constitutionality of 02290 Ali Other Real Property Alien Detainee Rights 0871 IRS-Third Party 26
State Statutes 1465 ,‘32";.”5 n‘:lmmm USC 7609

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY:  Case Numbe'mm

AFTER COMPLETING THE FRONT SIDE OF FORM CV-71, COMPLETE THE INFORMATION REQUESTED BELOW.

CV-71 (05/08) CIVIL, COVER SHEET Page 1 of 2
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' UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
CIVIL COVER SHEET

VIII(a). IDENTICAL CASES: Has this action been previously filed in this court and dismissed, remanded or closed? ®No O Yes
If yes, list case number{s):

VII{b). RELATED CASES: Have any cases been previously filed in this court that are related to the present case? #No O Yes
If ves, list case number(s):

Civil cases are deemed related if a previously filed case and the present case:
{Check all boxes that apply) 0O A. Arise from the same or closely related transactions, happenings, or events; or
D B. Call for determination of the same or substantially related or similar questions of law and fact; or
O C. For other reasons would entail substantial duplication of labor if heard by different judges; or
OD. Involve the same patent, trademark or copyright, and one of the factors identified above in a, b or ¢ also is present,

IX. VENUE: (When completing the following information, use an additional sheet if necessary.)

(a) List the County in this District; California County outside of this District, State if other than California; or Foreign Country, in which EACH named plaintiff resides,
0 Check here if the government, its agencies or eraployees is a named plaintiff. If this box is checked, 20 to item (b).
County in this District:* California County outside of this District; State, if other than California; or Foreign Country

Los Angeles

(b) List the County in this District; California County outside of this District; State if other than Califomia; or Foreign Couniry, in which EACH named defendant resides.
0O Check here if the government, its agencies or employees is a named defendant. If this box is checked, go to item (c).

County in this District;* California County outside of this District; State, if other than California; ot Foreign Country
Florida

{¢) List the County in this District; California County outside of this District, State if other than California; or Foreign Country, in which EACH claim arose,
Note: In land condemnation cases, use the location of the tract of land involved.

County in this District:* California County outside of this District; State, if other than California; or Foreign Country

Complaint claims Los Angeles

* Los Angeles, Orange, San Bernardino, Riverside, Ven
Note: In land condemnation cases, use the location of the

Date /2/’/1

Notice to Counsel/Parties: The CV-71(J5-44) CiviCoter Sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings
or other papers as required by law. This form, approy€d by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required pursuant to Local Rule 3-1 is not filed
but is used by the Clerk of the Court for the purpese of statistics, venue and initiating the civil docket sheet. (For more detailed instructions, see separate instructions sheet.)

Key to Statistical codes relating to Social Security Cases:
Nature of Suit Code  Abbreviation Substantive Statement of Cause of Action

861 HIA All ¢laims for health insurance benefits (Medicare) under Title 18, Part A, of the Social Security Act, as amended.
Also, include claims by hospitals, skilled nursing facilities, etc., for certification as providers of services under the
program. (42 U.S8.C. 1935FF(b))

862 BL All claims for “Black Lung” benefits under Title 4, Part B, of the Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969.
(30U.8.C. 923}

863 DIWC All claims filed by insured workers for disability insurance benefits under Title 2 of the Social Security Act, as
amended; plus all claims filed for child’s insurance benefits based on disability. (42 U.8.C. 405(g))

863 DIwWwW All claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits based on disability under Title 2 of the Social Security
Act, as amended. (42 U.S.C. 405(g))

864 SSID All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed under Title 16 of the Social Security
Act, as amended.

865 RSI All claims for retirement {old age) and survivors benefits under Title 2 of the Social Security Act, as amended. (42
USs.C.(g)

CV-71(05/08) CIVIL COVER SHEET . Page 2 of 2



