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Jane Doe Nos. 1 - 4 v. GirlsDoporn.Com, et al.

SHORTTITLE:
CÁSE NUMBeRI

I lhþ rorm mav be used i,:l*:¡H., ," 
"r, 

.Hï#rlrT;Ë_:gË i:i-,.r* rhe ris*ns or a, parries m rhe summone.I ltttrts attachment ia used fneert the tofio*rig rüi"rent in the prarnmoic"dno"r,t box on the summone:.Addironal parriesAlaChfngntfOfmfsattâCh'd,,r - ¡¡tey'qil¡ril¡vr (¡erensåmDOXOnüleSUmmOng:' 
.

Ll¡t addrfion¡l partiee (check onty one óor. use a sep amte page for eaeh typo or party)t .

I phhilfi ffi oefendant l--] cross_Complatnant

BLL MEDIA,INC.;

BLL MEDIA HOLDINGS, LLC;

DOI\{I PUBLICATIONS, LLC;

EG PUBUCATIONS,INC.:

I Cros+Debndant

MlM MEDIA, LLC;

BUBBLEGT.IM FTLMS, INC.;

OH IVBIL MEDIA LIMTIED;

MERRO MEDIA,INC,;

MERRO MEDIA HOIÐINGS, LLC; and

ROES 1-500,inclusive.

I

3UM.300(A) lRav. ¡,ür¡ery I , zcûz
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Fôlm Á.lopþd fÐr tlanùlory Usr
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RobertHamparyan (Søte Bar No. 1g1934)
RO-B.ERT HAMPARYAN, APC - ''
215W, Market Sheet
SanDiego, CA 92101
t.619.550,1355
e. robert@halnparyanlaudnn. com

'i.Ë.ILfl.{å Enrui}:ð#

Fl i, ri
fg Jj -llBrien (State Bar No . zs3lgz)
TÏ{E O,BRIEN LAw FIRTiI, APLC
750 B Streer, Suite 3300
San Diego, CA 92101
r,619.535.5151
e. john@theobríenlawflrm.com

P311y Hglm (Srare BarNo. 2ss6sr)
HOLMLAWGROUP, PC
12636 High Bluff Drive, Suire 400
San Diego, CA 92130
t. 858.707.5858
e. brian@holnrlawgroup. com,

Attorneyr for plaintiff¡

SUPERIOR COURT OT''EE STATA OT.CALI¡'ORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
JANE DOE NOS. I - 4, inclusive, índividuals;

PIainriffs,
v.

Clsrk cf ttie,lup+rlor

.rilhl ,ü tt 2ill$
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GIRLSDOPORN.COM, a business organization,
form unknown; MICHAEL J, PRATT, an
individual; ANDRE CARCIA9 an individual;
I\,IATTI{EIV WOLFE, an individual; BLL
IVÍEDIA, INC., a Califomia coqporation; BLL
lvfEDIA HOLDINGS, LLC, a ñevada limiæ¿
|i_ability oornpany; DOMI pUBLrcATroNS,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; Eô
PtrIBLICATIONS, INC., a California
co¡poration; MIM MEDIA, LLC, a Califomia
limited liabiliry company; BUBBLEGUM
FILMS, INC., a business organizatio4 fonn
unknown; OH WELL MEDIA LIMITED, a
busínoss organization, fonn unknown; UÉRRO
I\{EDIA, INC., a Califo¡nia co¡poration; MERRO
MEDIA HOLDINGS, LLC, a ñevada limited
Iiabílity company; andROES I - 500, inclusive,

Defcndants.

I . Intention¿l Misrepresentation
2. Fraudulent Concealment ,

3. Falee Promise
4. Negligent Misrepresurtation :

5. False Imprisonmont
6. Sexual Battory

]. $endqrViolence [Civ. c. $ 52.4] 
,8. Intentional Infliction of Emotional;Di*t 

"r,9. Misappro,priation ofName & Likeriress'- 
--

[Comnon Law] :

1 0._ Misappropriation of Nq.me & Likenpss
[Civ. c. $ 3344]

I l. Negligence
12. Breach ofContact
13. Promissory Esüoppel
14. Unlawful & Fraudulent Business practises

[Bus. &Prof. Code $17200] .

COMPLATNT
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Plaíntifß JANE DOE. Nos. I - 4, incrusive, individuals, (a[ praintiffs collectively, ',The
Plaintiffs') bring this action against defendants GIRLsDoPoRN.co[4 ¿ business o¡ganization fonn
unknoruq MICHAELJ. 

'RATT, 
anindivídr¡¿l; ANDRE GARCIA, an indÍvidual; ¡u¡irrg¡w

wolFg an individual; BLL MEDIA, INC., a california corporation; BLL MEDTA HOLDINGS,
LLC, a Nevada timit€d riability company; ÞoMI puBLIcATIoNS, LLc, a Nevad¿ Iihìted liabiliry
c,ompany; EG PUBLICATIONS, INC.' a Califomia oorporarion; MlM MEDIA, LLC,;a California
limited liability compaüy; BUBBLEGI-IM FILMS, INC., a busiuess organization, ¡snn'nknorïn; OH
WELL MEDIA LIMITED, a business organization, fom unknonm; MERRO MEDIA,INC., A
california corporarion; MERRo MEDIA HoLDINcs, LLcn a Nev¿d¿ rimited liabilÍty Oompany; and
RoEs I - 500, inclusive (alr defendana co[ectiver¡.,The Defe'dauh,).

TITEPARTIES

t' PlaintitrJAllE ÐoE No' I is an indivídual residing in san Diego county, california.
2' PlaintiffJAl'fE DoE No, 2 is an individual residing in san Diego co¡ury, californÍa.
3' PlaintiffJANE DoE No' 3 is an individual residing in san Diego county, califunria-
4' Plaintiff JAI'IE DoE No. 4 is an iudividual residing in Manmouth counf, New Jersey.
5' GIRLSDoPORN'CoM ís a business organization, fonn unknowr¡ with its p'ncipal place of
business in San Diogo County, Calífomia. ,

6' BLL MEDIA, INc' is a california corpor¿tion with its princþl place of business in san Diego
County, Califomia, 

.

:;r-r::t#;iJ:î,î,iL:t"isaNevadarimitedriab'it5'rcompånvwithißprincipprprace

8' DoMI PUBLICATIONS, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company with its principalrplace of
:

business in Cla¡k County, Nevada.

9 ËG PUBLICATIoNS, INC' is a califonria corporation with its principal place of brxinsss in
San Diego County, Califonria.

10' MIM MEDLA 
'LLc is a califomia limited liability company wirh its principal.place of business

in San Diego County, Catifomia. ,

BUBBLEGUM FILMS, INc' is a business orgaaization, foml unknown, with, on information
2
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andbeliet Íte 'þincipar prace of busineÊso' in port vila, vanuatu.

12. oH *ELL MEDIA LIMITED is abusiness organization, form unknown, dùr on informatÍon
and beliet, its 'þncipal place ofbusi'ess'n in port vilq vanuatu

13' MERRo MEÐIA,INC. is a Califomi¿ corporation with its principal place ofbusiness in san
Diego Corurty, Califomia.

14' MERRo MBDIA HoLDINGS, LlÆ is a Nevadå limited liability company wit¡ its principal
place ofbruiness in Clark County, Nevada.

15. on information and berief, GIRLSDopoRN.coM, BLL MEDIA, NC., BLL MEDLA
HoLDINGS, LLc, DoMI PUBLICATIoNS, LLc, EG puBLIcATIoNs, INc,, MIM MEDTA, LLc,
BUBBLEGUM FILMS, N.iC., bH \ryELL MEDIA LIMITED, MERRO MEDTA, INC.; MERRO
MEDIA HOIDINGS 

'LLC4 
and R0ES | - 250 ("TI{E ENTITY DEFENDANTS,,) areientities in the

busiuess of online ponrography produotion, distribution, and sales. On information and beliet THE
ENflTY DEFENDAI\ITs own and/o¡ opeïate nurnerous online pomography websites, includiug,

:

witbout limitation, wwwgirlsdopom.com. 
:16' MICHAEL J' PRATT ('?RATT) is an individual residing in San Diego Counti, Califomia.

on information andbelief, he is a sales agent and representotive, and the rnajority or sole shareholder,

mqt'tq$tg m,errber, and/<¡r chief executive ofEcer of cach of TIIE ENTITY DEFENDANTS.

17' ANDRE GARCIA ("GARCIA") is an individual resÍding in San Diego County, çalifünia. on
information and belief, he is a sales agent and representative for each of THE ENTITY DEFENDAMS

- as well as a participant and .oastor'o iu their ponrography. :

18' MATTHEW lvoLFE f\ryoLFE') is an individuat residing iu San Diego County, Catifomia-
On information and belief, he is a sales agent and representative for each of THE ENTITY
DEFENDANTS - as well as a videographer of theír pornography

19' on inforsration and belief, RoEs 251 - 500 are other shareholders, memberso oflficers, sales

agenß' representatives, videographers, and/or ohctors', of THE ENTITY DEFENDANTS.

20' The Pl¿intiffs are ignorant of the tru€ names, capacities, and/or liabilities of defendants,sued

herein as ROES I - 500, inclusive, and tåerefore sue these defendånts by such fi.ctitious na¡res and

r¡anfler for the occuffences herein alleged. The
3

3

4

5

6

7

I
9

10

11

t2

13

L4

15

16

17

18

19

20

2l

22

23

24

25

26

27

28 allege that ROES 1 - 500 are responsible in some



1

.)

3

4

Plaintiffs will a¡nend this complaint to allege their true names, capacities, and/or tiabilities when
ascertained.

2t' In doing all things alleged herein, including without limitation, conesponding, negotiating, and
contracting with The Plaintiffs, Tte Defeudflrts were agents, selvants, representatives,,partnors, ioint
venturers' affiliates, parents, subsidiaries, and/or empþees of oach other in the acts a¡rd/or omíssions
herein alleged' The Defendants were and are acting within the course and scope of thoir authority as
such ageirts, servants, representatives, partners, joint venturers, affrliates, parents, subsidiaries, and/or
employees and with the permission, authorizatioûn consen{ and ratífication of each other.
22' In doing all things alleged herein, inoluding, without limitration, conesponding, negotiating, and
CONfrACtiNgWith ThE PIA¡NtifTS, TIIE ENTTTY DEFENDANTS, PRATT, GARCIA, WPIr'g, *d
RoEs 251 - 500 actod as altor egos of each other. In partioular, theyr (a) commingled their fi¡nds and
other assets, filed üo segregate fr¡nds between them, and have without authorization divsrted oorporaüe

firnds and assets fo¡ noncorporate uses; (b) freaûed each other's assets as their own; (c) issued sharee of
one other to themselves and third parties haphaeardly $rd without authoríty; (d) held thpmselves out as
beingporsonally liable for tho dEbts of eaoh other; (e) failed to maintain minutes and çogporate re'ords,
and confused of the records of the separate entities; (f¡ used tho sa¡ne business locationq and omployed
the samo employees; (g) failed to adequately capitalizethe urtities; (h) u¡ed each other ps a conduit for
a single veirflre of themsclves; (i) faíted to maintain arm's length relationships arnong tbemselvos; and

fi) divorted aesets without consideration from/to one another to the dehiment of creditor,s, inoluding
The Plaintiffs' Recognition of the privilege of sepa,rate existences between these defendgnts would
prcmote injustioe, unfairnesõ, and ûar¡d, fuiy separateness is to be disregarded. As such, The
Defendane are jointly and severally li¿ble in tlrì¡ action as alter egos. :

JURISDICfiON AND VENUE- ,

23' This Court has jurisdic'tion over The Defendants as they are physically present iû san Diego
county, california and/or beca[se The Defendants com¡nitted the subject acts and omisúons in san
Diego County, California.

24' venue is proper as san Diego county is where 1"he Defonrtqnts reside and have their principal
place of business, the subject conhacts were entered into, and/or the obligations and lia,bllity arose.
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FACTUAI, ALLEGAJIOT{S

25' PRÄTT, GARCIA, woLFE andthe rest of The Defoudants oporate a San Diejo,based
:

pomography business, which inepambly damages the lives of young women from SanÐiego and
across the country.

26' The Defendants collectively run pornography websites, fhe r¡ain websito being:

www'girlsdoponLcom' a subscription-basod am¿tcurpornography websiûe, which gsts;more raffic than
the San Diego Padres website.

27' The yot'ng wotnen appearing in The Defendants' amatreur pornography come ûom good

frmilies,lave nevçr appe¿red in pornography before, are ofren p¿yrng tbeÍr way through sohool, and
are just beginning their csroers and adulthood. So, there is only way The Defendants cån convince
these women to have sex on fïr¡n: The Defendaûts lie to them. 

l28' The Defondants advertise themselves across the county as a legitimate soutåern califomia
modeling agency, directíng applicants to a shanr website, e.g., www.beginemodelling.com. The
website oontains an "Apply Now" form on every page tb¿t asks for the nålne, &ge, heþht, weight, state,

city' emaif and phone number of each applicant. It also contains an attachment where prospective

models can upload pholos. once obtaining the information, The Defendants reach out to tho w.omen by
phone or email in order to feel the rvomen out. Eventually, The Defendants offer the yo'ag \'omen
tbor¡sands of dollars for adult film work

29' When the young women ask The Defendants where they will disfribute the videq, The

Defendanß &ssule them that they witl not post the video onliue, they will not distribute ühe video in the
uuited states, and tbeywill keep eachwoman anonJmous. The Defendants representthe videos will
be on D\IDs overseas and for private use. If needed for convincing, The Defendants p¡oyide a

reference womüt' who previously shot a video (bu! whose vídeo is not yet released), to vouch for Tho
Defendana and promise the same securíty, limit€d distribution, and anonymity

30' After The Defend¿nts lie to the !o'ng women, they book rooms (usually under pRATT?S

27 name) at upscale San Diego County hotels, most ofren at major higb-end chains in downtown San

Diego (e.g., Hilt'on,HYafr,Marriot). If the yo'ng women are not in Southem Caffiomia,,fne
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Defendants pay for their airfare to San Diego (again, usually using PRATT'S name / credit card).

31. Then, rvithout hotel knowledge atrd consentn and, on information and belief, without any license

or pemit, The Defendants sneak videography equipment into the hotel - hiding the equipment in large

suitcases * in order to prcduce the amateur pornography.

32. Once the young wornen are confined to the hotel room, The Defendants present them with

doouments to sign: (a) under duress and coercion (often yelling at them and saying there is no time to

read); and (b) while continuing to orally misrepresent their intent for the video's eventual distribution.

33. After the filming begins, and/or when the young women are told what to do, if they refuse or

say they ¿re uncomfortable or in pain, The Defend¿nts often yell at them, saying it is too late to change

their minds and they cannot leave the hotel room. Further, the filming often takes much longer than the

promised- often, the young women are confined in the hotel room and forced to film and have sex for

many hours. Even worse, the young women are sometirnes forced to have sex when not filming - to

appease the "actor," most often GARCIA,

34, Around one month after filming, things get unimaginably worse for the young women. Despite

their earlier representations, The Defendants release the videos on, at least, www,girlsdoporn.com (their

monthly subscription website) ond www.girls-do-porn.com (a free website with clips of the videos that

then directs the user to www.girlsdoporn.com). The Defendants also release/license all or part of the

videos all over the intemet on a multiple of free pomography websites - in p.L to advertise

www.girlsdoporn,com with the irnages and likenesses of the young women. (Interesfingly, and by no

accident, GARCIA'S (and any other male parti.cipant's) face is never shown in any video.) Soon

thereafter, somoone who knows one of the young women will noti$r them the video is online, This

becomes the first time the young women have ever hea¡d of The Defendants' website:

www,girlsdopom.com.

35. When the young women reach out to The Defendants, they discover The Defendants have

changed their phone numbers (they use disposable phones and/or changeable Internet phone numbers).

Later, tl.e young \ryomen discover The Defendants have also used fbke namos (e.g., PRATT often uses

"Matko" GARCIA often uses'oJonathan," and V/OLFE often uses "Ben" of "Isaac").

6
COMPLAINT
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36. Finally, to furttrer iqiure the young rromen, The Dofendants release thoir feal:np.mes snline,
usually on blogs followod by "fans" of www,girlsdoponr.oom, who then stalk, harass, bull¡ and
bl¿ckmail the young women and their families - onlif,e, by üeþhone, and in-person. 

,

37' As a result, these young women lose relationships with friends, significant others, and family.
some lose or change jobs, and some are forced to leave their school. Months to yea¡s afrer the videos,
many young worneri are still barassed by shangers on the Intemet. An4 many havo suffffed severe
psychological damage, necessitatÍng medical, aud professíonal treatnent. some have consulted rape

counselors, Some have atternpt€d suicide,

38' Below, are specific fects and cl¿ims of four (4) plaifüfryo'ng women.
'JAI'IE DOE ¡.{e, I 
:39' In July 2015, The Defendants posted an advertisement on Craigslist.com in the gigs/modeling

section for the Las vegas area, seeking young women for adultmodeling,

40' That same month' JAI'{E DoE No. 1 responded to the advertisement and correqponded with
GARCIA (goine by his alias f'Jon¿than") by email, text message, and telephone. GAR.ÇIA eventually
offered her $9,200.00 for 3 vídeos.

4l' That sarnn month, in Juty 2015, GARCIA üold JAÀÏE DoE No. 1 on the phone that ttrey would
not post the videos online, they would not distribute the videos in the united States, and. they would not
release her name. GARCIA told her the video would go to one 'þrivate buyero, ove$aa$ in Austr¿lia -
and would oniy be ín D\lD format,

42. onAugust 3,z}ls,september r4,zols,andseptønber22,ZLls,JANEDoBNo. l nnade

adult videos for The Defendants at The Palomar in downtown San Diego ,707 l¡úAveuue in
downtown San Díego, and at the Coronado Isiand Marriott, respectively. Before each shooto GARCIA
and woLFE (going by his alias "Ben"), again, assured JANE DoE No, I they would noJ pos.t the

videos online, they would not dishibute the videos in the United States, and they would not release her
uame,

43' During the flbning on September 22,20ts at the Coronado Island Maniott t*E DOE NO. I
expressod physical and mental discomfort. GARCIA and WOLFE would not allow her to leave.
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44' In october 2015, The Defendnnb ¡oletsed JANE DoE No. I 's vidoos on theiriwebsite,

www'girlsdoporn'com' and other websites, whioh we¡e the,n discovered by her hígh school, college, and
graúrate school ftiends and acquaintanc,es * as well her family. Also around October 2015, The
Defendanre leaked JANE No. DoE 1's roal nanre and her cont¿ct information (social media, phone,

email, et!) on other websites, inclur{ing, at least, the btog www.pomwikilealß.com. ¡iternet stangers
then h¿rassed JANE DoE No. I through social media, text nessage, and phone. îhey also ernailed

and c¿lled JANE DoE No. l ns college and graduate school students, faculty, and deans, calliqg her a

'Vhore, slut disgraoe, etc.,' sent links to or sor€elshots of her videos, and later taggod¡her new
boy&iend on social media with the video, She considered droppiug out of sohool. when JANE DoE
NO' I goes to her hometowun she often cannot leave tåe house due to the hr¡miliation anl
enrbarrassment.

JA¡IE ÐOE NO..¿

45' ln April2015, rhe Defendants posted au advertisement on Craigslist.com in thc gigs/modeling

section for san Diego, cA, seeking young women for fashion modeling. 
, .46' That same moûth, JANE DoENo. 2 reqpondedto fte advertisemelrt and conesponded wíth

GARCIA (going by his ali¿s "Jonathan') by email, text messagg and ûeþhone. GARCIA asked her ûo

come his condo in downtoqm san Diego to discuss the modoling shoot. At the condo, JANE DoE No.
2 rnet GARCIA and WOLFE (going by his alias .Tsaac"). 

:

47 ' At GARCIA's condo in April 2015, GARCIA and WOLFE surprised JAI{E DOB No. 2 ü,irh
the news tb¿t the modeling shoot was actually an adult film, and offered her g5,000 cash. They told
JAI'{E DoE No. 2 they woutd not post the vidoo online, they would not diskibutE the video in the

United States, and they would not release her uarne. They told hø the video would goto .þrivate

buyers" oveñ¡eås and would only be in DVD format. They further told her the .þrivate 
liuyers;, had

contraots, whichpreventedthern from sharing or distibuting the videos, GARCIA and woLFE had.

JANE DoE No. 2 call another young woman ruuned.,T&ylor," ïvho assurcd JANE DoE No. 2 the

video would remain private. 
i

48 ' In April 20 I 5, JANE DoE NO. 2 made an adutt video for The Defendants at tho Ha¡d Rock
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28 Hotel in downtown sau Diego. There, GARCIA aad woLFE, again, asswed JANE DoE No. 2 they
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,
would not post the video online, they would not dishibute the video in the united Statps, and they
would not release her name. when providing her with a written agreementn GARCIA.and woLFE
would not allow JANE DoE No. 2 to read it, and told her it was merely a ..tax form,,turd.þrivacy
agreement."

49' During the shoot, JANE DOE No. 2 expressed physical and mental discomfort. GARCIA and
wotFE ûoldher she courd not reave. she w¿s afraíd to leave.

50. On o¡ about April 10, 2015, The Defendants reloased JANE DOB No, 2,s video on

ururw'gírlsdopoill.com and other websites, which was discovered by her fríends una a.iuaintances - as

well her fa,mily. Also a¡ound April 10, 2015, The Defend¿nts leaked JANE DOE NO. i,, ,r*1o*r,
and her oontast infomation (social media, phone, email, etc.) on other websites, ínc6ing, at leasf the
blog wwwpomwiHleaks.com. The users of that blog then harassed JANE DoE No. 2 tbrough social
media" text message, aod phone, cailing her a .khore, slut, d,isgraca, etc.,,, serrt her ûicnds and

acquainances links to or screenshots of her video, and later tagged her new boyfriend on social media
withthevideo.

JA¡IE.DOE No. 3

51. In March 2014, The Defondants posted an advertisement on exploretalent.com, Èeeking fo,rng
women for adult modeling in San Diego, CA.

52' Th¿t sa¡ne month, JANE DoE No. 3 respondedto the advertisement and conespoudod with
GARCIA Going by his alias "Jon¿than') by em¿il and text mess¿ge. GARCIA offered.her $3;000.00

to do an adult video. JAI{E DoE No. 3 asked GARCIA where the video would be dishibuted.

GARCTA totd bsr they would not post the video online, they would not disüibute the video in the

united States, and they would not release her nemc. GARCIA told her the video wouldbe on DVD
and only distributed ove$eas ín South Amerioa.

53' on March 23,2014, JANE DoE No. 3 m¿de an adult video for The Defendants nt the Llilton
San Diego Bayftont. Before the shoot, GARCIA and WOLFE (going by his alias .,Ben 

), êg&itr,

assurgd JANE DoE No' 3 they would not post thE video online, they would not distibute the video in
the United States, and they wouid not release her nnme,
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54. Aror¡ud July 4, 2014, The Defendants releesed JANE DoE No. 3's video on

www.girlsdoporn.com and other websites, which were then discovered by her family, fríends, co-

wofkers, and employer, Also around July 4, Zal4,T\eDefendants leaked JANE DoE No. 3,s real

name and her contact informstion (social media, phone, email, etc,) on other websitÊs,,including, at
I

least, tho blog wunrr'pornwikileaks.com. The users of that btog then harassed JANE DOE NO. 3

tbrougb social rnedi¿, text m€Ësage, and phone. she has been shunned and blackm¿ilod by friends and

coworkers.

JANE DOE NO.4

55. In April 2013, The Defendsub, going by theír alias "Bubblegum Castiug,n, postþd an

advertissm€nt on Craigslist,com in the gigs/modeling section for Eastern, North Ca¡olina, s€eking

young women for modeling

56' That sarne montþ JAI'IE DoE No. 4 reqponded to the advertisement and corresponded with
\ryOLFE by emaíl and text message. JANE DOE NO. 4 also Fa,ceTimed with WoLFE nnd GARCIA.

WOLFË and GARCIA offored her $2,000.00 to do an adult vídoo. JANB DOE NO. 4 4sked \4/OLFE

and GARCIA where the video would be distribuæd. WOLFE and GARCIA told ber thgy would not
post the video ouling they would not distibute the video in the United States, and they would not

release her name. 14/OLFE and GARCIA told her the video would be on DVD and would go only to a

video store in Aushalia,

57' On April 9,20t3,JANE DOE No.4 made an aûrlt video for The Defendants at,the downtown

San Dicgo Marriot. The Defendaots booked the room under WOLFE'S na¡ne. Before lle shoot,
'GARCIA and WOLFE, s€lgi,i, assr¡rod JANE DOE NO. 4 they would not post the video,online, they

would not dishibute the video in the United Staæq and they would not telease her na¡ne:

58' During the shoof JANE DOE NO. 4 became soared and in extreme pain, so she esked GARCIA
aud WOLFE to leave. They told her she could not leave until they were finished.

59. GARCIA and rvvoLFE then reneged on their promise to pay JANE DoE No. 4 the g2,000 and

only paid her $400 (they gave her stack of cash with twenty dolta¡ bills on top, but clandBstiuely filled
the middle wifh one dollar bills). They also locked JANB DOE NO. 4 out of the hotel room, forcing

her to find other hotel accommod¿tions alone.
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60. Around June 2013, The Defendants relsased JAÌ,{E DoE No. 4,s videos on

www,girlsdoporn.com and other websites, including urunv.pornhub.com, which were þen discovered
by her farrily ar¡d tiends. Also around June 2013, The Defondanb leaked JANE DoE No. 4,s ¡eal
name and her contact information (social media, phone, emaíI, etc.) on other websites; including, at
Ieast, the blog www.pornwikileaks.com. Later, the users of that blog tben harassed J4¡[E DoE No. 4
ttuougb social media, text message, andphone. JANE DoE No. 4 bocame depressed, couldnot leave
tho house, was bulliod, was blackmailed, and her oar wæ vand¿lized.

causEs gF Á.CTIOJI

T,IRST CAUFE OF,ACTION :

(All The Pt¡inftff¡ against All The Defendants)

6l ' The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding paragraphs cont¿ined in this
complaint as though set forth herein, íncluding, without limitation, the age,ncy and aIæ¡ ,* ,ìnu"o*r.
62' During The Plaintíffs' discussions and negotiations with The Defendants bsfors each madE an
adult vídÊo for The Defendants, The Defendants represe,núed tbey would not post the videos oaline,
they would not disfribute the videos in the united states, and they would not release Thþ plaiúiffs,
nalnes.

63.

M. The Defendants intended that rhe Plaintiffs rely on the abovo represeirtations when eachyoung
Tsomån decided to make an adult video.

65. The Plaintitrs reasonably relied on tle represenbtions.

66' The Plaintiffs have beeû harnred by their reasonable reliance in that The Defendants published

released The ptaintitrs, real names.
67 ' The Plaintiffs' reliapce on tåese false represetrtstions was a substantial factor in causing their
harm' The Plaintifrs have been ha,rmed in an anrount to be proven at ftial, but that is, at least, $s0qggg
per plaintifl and consists of, at least, financial rqiury, loss of income, and serious emotional d.isü.ess,

including, but not limited to, bullying, blachnail, loss of eating, loss of sleep, enduring fright, shock,
,'ervor¡.sness, anxiet5r, dçression, embarraesmen! mortification, shame, and fear.
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68' Thc Defendants were acting individually and on behalf of each other whsn they made each of
these representntionð aûd, when one of them made a reprosentation, the othe¡s ratified the

rspresentation and/or knew of the misropresenúation and failed to correct it
69. The Defendânts also acted in a conspiraoy when they committed th;.q fraud as: (l) each of rhe
Defendants had knowledge of and agreod úo both the objoctive and course of action to idue The

Plaintiffs; (2) pwsuant ûo their agrseffrent, The Defendants intentionally mislead The plaintiffs at the

time and place and via the rnannor sot forth above; and (3) pursuant to their agreement ;The Þefendants

injurod The Plaintiff$, as set forth above. 
.

70' The Defendants' actions were ûaudulent, oppressive, and malicious and therefore waffant a¡l

award of punitive danrages pt¡rsr¡alrt to Sçction 3294 of the California Civil Code. l

SECOIIID CAUSE OF ACTIOI{

F&{,UDULE¡-{T CONCEALMENT

(AIt The Plaintiffs against Att The Defendants)

7l- The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding paragraphs contÊined in thie

complaint as though set fotth herein, inoluding, wittrout limitation, the agency and altoriego allogations.

72. During The Plaintiffs' disousgions and negotiations with Tho Defendants before,each made an

adult video for The Deferrdants, The Defendants actively conoealed rheir truc identities (their indívidual

narnes and, mote irnportantly, the ideutify of www.girlsdoporn.con¡ on which they intended to publish

The Plaintiffs nude photos and sex acts). They activoly concealed the fact their fiue inæntion was to

post the videos online, disÉibute them in the United States, and release The plaintiffs, namos.

73, The Defendants owed The Plaintiffs duties to disclose this information as, a¡nong other reasons,

they provided some inform¿tion to The Plaintiffs druiug oorrespondence, and during conlract and

business negotiations

74. The Defendants knew o[, but knowingly ooncealed the tnrç facts regarding theirfdentifies, their

website, their busine¡s, their video dishibution, and their release of The plaintiff s nâmes.

75. The Defendants concealed these facts with the intent to induce The plaintiffs to rn¿ke the adult

videos.
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76' The concealed information wa$ objectively material to any reasonable person and caused The
Pl¿intiffs to make the adult videos. 

,

77 ' The Plaintiffs justifiably relied on The Defendants' false representations. 
:

78' The Defendants' failure to disoiose these material frcts to The plaintifß was $jbshûtíal faotor
in causing their ha¡n' Had The Plaintiffs known ofthe undisolosed facts, they wo'ld not have made

the adult videos.

79' The Plaintitrs have been harmed ùn an anrount to be proven at ilia! but that is, at leas! $s00,000
pø plaintíff, and consists o{, at least, fïnancial injury, loss of income, and serious emoti.onal dishess,

including, butnot limiæd to,loss of eating, loss of sleep, endudng fiight shock, nervou$nesg, anxiety,
dopression, embarrassment, mortification, sb$ne, and fear.

80' ' The Defendants were acting individualty and on behalf of each other when the¡lmade each of
these omissions and, when one of them rnade an omissior¡ the othe¡s ratified the omission and/or knew
ofthe omiseion and failed to correct it.

81' The Defendants also acted in a conspiracy when they committed this ûaud. as: (l) each of The
Defendants had' knowledge of and agreed to both the objective and course of action to i{fgre The

Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their agreement, The Defend¿nts intentionally mislead The plaintiffs at the

time and place aod via thE rnaruer set forth above; and (3) pursuant to thei¡ agreement, jthe Defendan*
injured The Plaíntíffs, as set fortå above.

82, The Defcndants' actions were ûaudulent, oppressive, aad malicious and therefore waffant au

award of punitive darnages pur$uant to Section 3294 of the Califonria Civil Code. :

THIRD CAUSE OF ACrroN

I,AL$E PROII{IÉ¡E

(ÄIl The Plalnüfrs agalnst AII The Defendants)

83' The Plaintíffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding paragraphs contained,io thi,
complaint as though set forth herein, including, without limitatíon, the agency and alter ego allegations.

84' The Defendânts made promises to The Plaintiffs thaf they would not post the videos onling
they would not distribute the videos in the United Súates, and tbey would not release The plaintiffs,

ûünes,

l3

L4

15

t6

l7

18

19

20

21

22

23

u
25

26

2t

28



I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

8s The Defsndants' afñrmative promises were of maûorial fact and important as The plaintiffs

would not have otherwiss mado the adult vidEos.

86' The Defendants did not inûend ûo perform these promises at the times they made them, and have
not perforrred as promised. The Defendants knew their promises $'ere false and mere.ly wanted The
Plaintitrs to make tåe vidsos for The Dofendants, benefit.

87' The Defendants intended to induce The Plaiutiffs to alter their positíons in roliance on the
promises by qakíng the adult videos.

88' The Plaintiffs justifia,bly and reasonably relied. on The Defend¿nts, promises ond The
Defendants' ¿fürmative promises were an immediate cause of The plaintiffs, conduot,,

89, The Defendants did not perform the promises.

90' As au actual and proximate ca¡¡se of The Defendants' false promíses and The ptaintiffs,
justifiable reliance, The Plaintiffs were darnaged in that The DefEndants postod the vidços online,
disfibuted the vídeos in the united states, and reloased The plaintiffs, nam's. .

91' The Plaintiffs have been hamed in an amount to bo proven at trial, but that is, at leasq $s00,000
pe'r plaiútifl and consists of, at leas! financial injury, loss of income, and serious emotÍonûl ¡listess,
including, but not límitsd to, loss of eating, loss of sloep, enduring fright, shock, nervousness ,:anxietyt,
deptession, ennbarrasstne,nt, mortification, sham€, and fear. 

,92' The Defendants were aoting individually and on behalf of each othe¡ when they¡nade pach of
these omissions an4 whsn one of them mads a false promise, the otåers ratified i! and/or knew of the
false promise and faited to correct it. :

93' The Defendants also acted in a conqpiracy whon they committed this fraud as: (tr) each of The
Defendants had knowledge of and agreed to both the ou¡-ective and course ofaction to i4j're The
Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their agreement, The Defendants intentionally misiead The plajntifß at the
time andplaoe and via the nrånner set forth above; and (3) pureuant to their agreement, rhc nerendants
injured The Ptaintitrs, as set forth above.

94' The Defendanß' actions were fraudulent, oppressive, and malicious aud therefore wa¡Tant an
:

award ofpunitive danages pursuânt to section 3294 of the c¿lifornia civil code.
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FOURTTI C4USE OF,ACTION :

(AIl The Plaintiffs agatnst All The Defendants)

95' Tho Pl¿intiffs incorporato by refereuce all of the preceding paragraphs contained in this

complaint as though set forth hereþ including, witåout limitation, the agency and alte,r ego allegations.
96. During their negotiations, contactirrg, und dealings with The plaíntiffs, The Dçfendeûts made

i

ths above representations: they would not post the videos online, they nould not distribute the videos in
the united staúes, and they would not releeso The plaintiffs, namss.

9? ' The representåtions were false and although The Defendarits may have hones¡y believed that
the represeirtations were ùue, they had no reasonable grounds for believing the repmsenlations were
true when thay made them.

98. The Defendants intended that The Plaintiffs would rely on the above representations in their
decisions to make tho adult vídeos.

99' The Plaintiffs reasonably relied on The Defendants' misrcpresentations in their decisions to
make the adult videos

100' The Plaintiffs' roliance on The Defendants' false represeartatiüN was a substantial factor in
causing their harm in tlat The Defendants posted their vid€os online, published their videos in.the
Uníted States, and ¡eleased The plaiutiffs' names. i

101' The Pl¿intiffs have been h¿rmed in an amount to be proven at trial, but th¿t is, a(leas! $s00,000
perplaintifi and consists o{ at leas! finaaoial uür¡ry, Ioss of income, and serious ornotional disftoss,
incfuding but not limited to, loss of eating, loss of sleep, enduring fright" shock, nervousless, anxiety,
depressio4 embanassment, mortifìcation, shatrle, and fear.

FIFTH CAUqE OF'ACrroN 
l

I,aL$E,rMP4ISONMDNT 
.

(All The PtaiutlfT¡ against Ail The Defendants)

102' The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding paragraphs contained in this
complaint as though set forth herein, includingn without limitation, the agency and alær ego allegations,

103' The Defendants intentionâlly deprived The Plaintiffs of their freedom of movementbyuse of
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2

I fraud, deceit, and/or uûreasonable duress.

r04' The Defendants' conduct compolledrhe Pleintitrõ to stay u their respective hgtsl rooms dr¡ring
the video slroots for an appreciable period of time.

105. The Plaintiffs did not voluntarily consent,

106' Tho Plaintiffs were harmed by The Defendants' oondust in an au¡ount to be prqven attrial, but
is believed to be, at least, $500,000 per plaintifl, and consists of, at leas! financial inj'ry, loss of
income, and serious emotion¿l dishess, including, but not timited û0, loss of eating, loss of sloep,

enduring frisht' shoclç trervouÍ¡ness, anxiety, depression, embarr¿ssment, mortification, shame, and
fear.

t07 ' The Defendants also acted in a conspiracy when they comn¡itted this ûort ¿s; (l)ieact sf The
Defendsnts had knowledge of and ¿greed to both tho objective and cou¡se of a¿tion to injr*e The
Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their agreemeul rhe Ðefsndânts intentionally held ïhe plaÍntiffs at.the tÍme
and place and via the rnânnsr set forth above; and (3) pursuant úo theÍr agreement, The Ðefendants
injured The Plaintiffr, aß set forth above,

108' The Defendants' actions were ûaudulent, oppressive, and malicious and thorefofe warrant an
award of punitive damages pursuant to Section 32g4 af ¡heC¿lifornia Civil Code. 

:

srKTH CAUSE O[,AçTroIf

SDXUA{., BAmERY

(AIt The Plrintlffs againstAll The Defendante)

109' The Plaintiffs incorporate by referenoe all of the preceding paragrapbs contained¡in this
complaint as though set forth herein, including without limítation, the agency and alter ego allegations.
I 10' The Defçnd¿nts int€nded to cause a harmfirl and/or offensive cont¿ct with The plaintiffs, sexu¿l
olgåns, grofuq buttocks, and breasts, and a sexually hannfr¡t and/or offensive contact wíttir the same

resulted direotþ.

1 I I ' The Plaintiffs' consent was obtained by ftaud (i.e., they would not have consented to the sexual
contoct but for The Defendants' above.referenced deceit). 

.

7T2' The Defmdants' conduct har¡¡ed Thç Plaintiffs in an amount to be proven at hiaf but is
believed to be, at loast, $500,000 per plaintiff, and consists of, at least, financial injr¡ry, loss of income,
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I and serious emotional di8üess' inoluding, but trot limitsd to, loss of eating, loss of sleep, euduring
) fright, shock' üervousness, anxiety, depressio4 embarrassment, mortification, sharue, ând fear
3 t 13' The Defendants also acted in a conspiracy when they oommitted this tort as: (1) oach of rhe
4 Defendants had knowledge of and agreed to both the objeotive and coure€ of action to ir¡jure The

Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their agreement, The Defendants intentionally battered The Rlaintiffs at the
time and place and via the maûler set fo¡th above; and (3) pursusnt to their agreemenl The Defendånß
tqjured The Plaintiffs, as set forth above,

114' The Defendants' actions were fraudulenÇ oppressive, and malicious and therofqrc wa,ffaüt an
award ofpunitive damages pursu¡rnt ûo section 329¿l of the califomia civil code.

SEVENIH CAUSE OF,ACTI9N '

;

(AIl The Plalntlfrs agalnrt AÌ The Defendants)

115' rhe Pl¿intitrs íncorporate byreferenoe all of the precoding paragraphs containetl in this
complaint as though set forth herein, inoluding, without limitatio,r¡ the agency and alter;ego allogations.
I 16' The Dcfendants subjected The Ptaintiffs to physical inûusions and physical invasions of a
sexual nature under coercive and fraudt¡lent conditions,

117' Tte Defendants condt¡ct caused The Plaintiffs hnrm in as amount to be proven at trial, but is
beliEved to be, at least, $500,000 per plaintiff, and consists ot, at loast, financial injr¡ry, loss of income,
and serious emotional disffess, inoluding, butnot limited to, loss of eating, loss of sleopjenduring

frighU shock, nervousnË8s, arxiety, depression, embarassmen! mortific¿tion, shame, and fear.
I118' Pt¡¡suantto civil Code $ 52.4, The Plaintiffs are entitled to actual and compensafory damages,

injunctive relie{, attorney fees, and punitive damages.

119' ThE Defendants also acted in a conspiracy when they committed this wrongfrrt cgnduot as: (l)
each of The Defendants had knowledge of and agreed to both the objective and course of action to
iqiue ]he Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their agreement, The Defendants intention¿lly hanned The
Plaitrtiffs at the time and place and via the manner set forth above; and (3) pursuant to thèir agreement,

The Defendåne injured The plaintiffs, a$ set forth a,bove.

/t/

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

L2

13

t4

15

l6

t7

18

19

20

2l

22

23

24

25

26

n
28

1.7



I

2

3

4

5

6

7

I
9

l0

11

r2

120' The Defendants' açtions were ftaudulent, oppressive, a^ud. malicious and thsrefore also warrant
an award ofpunitive damages pursuant to section 3294 of the c¿lifomia civil code. 

'

ETGHTH CAUSE pF., ACrroN

(AII The Plaintiffr agalnst All The Defendants) 
,

121' The Plaintiffs incorporato by reforence all of the preceding paragraphs con+eined in this

complaint as though set forth herein, inclurling, without limitation, the agency and alter ego allegations.

122' The Defend¿nts used The Plaintiffs' names, likenesses, and/or identities withorlt The plaintiffs,

permission, including, without limit¿tioru on The Deferidânts' websites (e.g., www.girlbdopour.com),

social mediao and advertising.

123' The Defendants' gained a commercial benefit by using The plaintifß, names, likenesses, and/or
identitíes.

124' The Defondants conduct caused The Plaintiffs harm in an amount to be pmven at bial, but is
believed úo be, at least, $500,000 per plaiutif{, and consisß of, at least, financial injury, ¡loss of income,

and scrious emotional dishess, including, but not limitçd too loss of eating, loss of sleep, enúrring
fright, shocþ nsrvousnesñ, anxiety, depression, embarrassment, mortification, shame, agd fea¡.

125' The Defendants also acted ín a conspiraoy when they committed this tort as: (l) bacb of ïhe
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18 Defendants had knowledge of and agreed to both the objective and course of action to i4iure The

t9 Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant to their a8¡eement, The Defendants intentionally misappropri¿ted Tbe plaintiffs,

20 names, likenesses, and/or identities at the time and place and via the menn€f, set forth above; and (3)
pursuant to their agreement' The Defendants injrued The Plaíntiffs, âs set forth above,

126' The Defendants' actions were fraudulent, oppressive, andmalicious and thereforp aho wanant
an award of punitíve daurages pulsuant to Soction 3294 of theCalifornia Civil Code.

NU{TH pApsE oF acTroN

(AIt The Plaintiffs agalnst AII The Defendants) :

127 ' The Plaintiffs incorporate by refere,nce all of the p,receding paragraphs contained in thi$
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28 complaint as though set forth herein, including, without limitation, the agency and alter ego allegations.
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L28' on their websites (e.g,, www.girlsdoporn,com), social media, and other advertising The

Defendants knowingly used The Plaintiffs' nÊrnes, voices, photographs, video, and likenesses to

advertise or sell subscriptions !o Thc Defendants' businessEs.

rz9. The Defendants' use did not occur in connection with a news, public affairs, o¡ sports broadcast

or account, or with a political campaign. , ¡

130. The Defend¡nts did not havo The plaintiffs, consent

13l' The Defendants use of The Plaintiffs' n&rnes, voÍces, photographs, video, a¡rd likenesses was
directly connected üo The Defendants' commercial purpose.

132' The Defendants coaduct caused The Plaintiffs harrr iu an amount to be proven at tial, but is
believed to be, at least, $500,000 per plaintiff, and consists oÇ at least, financial injury, loss of income,

aud serious emotional distess, includíng but not lirnited too loss of eating, loss of sleep, end¡ring
fright, shock, neryougues¡¡, anxiety, depression, embarrassment, mortificatíon, shame, and fear.

133' The Defendants also acted iu a conspiracy when they committed this tort as: (l):each sf The

Defendants had knowledge of and agteod to both the objeotive and couse of action ro iprjrue Tto
Plaintiffs; (2) pursuant Ûo their agreemÊnt, The Defeudants intention¿lly misappropriated The plaintiffs,

naüles, voicos, phot'ographs, video, and likenesses at the time and place and via the rnaqrer set forth
above; and (3) pursuart úo their agreemeul Ïbe Defendants i{ured The plaintiffs, as sef forth abovo.

134' The Defend¿ntg' actions were fraudulent, çpressive, and malicious and therefoie also wauant
an ¿wa.rd ofpunitíve damages pursuant to Section 3294 of theCalifomia Civil Code.

TENTH CAUSE OF 4,CTION

:

(All The Plaintiffs against AII The Defendants) 
'

135. The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference alt of the preceding paragraphs contained:in this

complaint as though set forth hetein, including, without limiüation, the agency and alter ggo allegations,

136, The Defendants concealed the fact they run an online ponrography website. In oqder to get The

Plaintiffs to make adult videos, The Defendante lied to The Plaintiffs about the diskibution. The4 after
publishing thc videos online, to fr¡rther and perrranently injrre The Pl¿intiffs, The Defenilants released

The Plaintiffs' name$, all conhary to their representations and promises. The Dsfendans then used the
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I videos and names üo commorciany promote their websitss. This conduct was ouhage'us as it exceoded
2 ¿11 bor¡uds of common decency usually tolerated by a civilized society

3 137 ' The Defendants inÙended to inflict the injuries stÐted he¡ein upon The plaíntifrç, or the injuries
4 were subst¿ntially cerúain to rosult &om The Defendanß, conduct.

5 138' The Defendants'outrageous condust actually andproxirnaæly caused ïhe plaihtitrs to suffer
6

7

serious emotional dishess, inol¡ding, but not limitedto, loss of eating, loss of sleep, endruing frighl
shooþ nefvousness, anxiety, depressiono eûrbarrasnmenl mortification, shamê, and fear. The plaintiffs
have been hanned in an anrount to be proven at frial, but th¿t is, at least, $500,000 per plaíntiff,
139' Thc Defendants also acted in a conspíraoy when they oonunitted this tort as: (1) each of The
Defendants h¿d knowledge of and agreed to both the objective and course of action to iqjuro The
Plaíntiffs; (2) pwruant úo their agr€ement, with their outrageous conduct, The Defendants intentionally
inflicted scvere emotion¿l distress upon The Plaintiffs at the time and place and via theimanner set forth
above; and (3) pursuant to their agreement, The Dsfendants injrued The plaintiffs, as set fo¡h above.
140' The Defendants' ac'tions were fiaudulent, oppressive, and malicious and therefore wa¡rant an
award ofpunitive damages pursuant to Section 3294 of ¡he Californifl Civil Code, 

.

ELEVEryTH CAUSE OFACTT0N 
l

NEGLIGENCE

(All The Ptaintlffs agahst AII The Defendants)

141' The Plaintiffs incorporate by teferenoe all of the precedíng paragraphs contained in this
complaint æ though set forlü herein, including, without ümitatioru the agency and alto¡ ego allegations.
142' In their fiansactions and dealings with The Plaintiff, The Defendants had a duty to use ordinary
care and Úo prevent injury to The Plaintiffs based on the forcseeability of harm to The Flaintiffs, the
degree of cerxainty The Plaintiffwould suffer injuries, the closenees of connection between The
Defendants' aetions and rhe Plaintiffs' injuries, the moral blame attached to The Defendants, conduog
the policy of preventing firture hann, and the extent of rhe Defeud¿nts' bruden and the qonsequences to
the community of inryosing duty and liabüity. :

143' The Defendants' above-described actions and omissions (e.g., lyiag about and coupealing the
fact they run an online pornography website, publishing the videos online, releasing The plaintiffs, real
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I

I

3

4

5

6

names' using the videos ¿nd na¡nes üo commeroially promote their websites, falsely irqprisoning The
Plaintiffs, and sexually battering The plaintiffs) broaohed the duty of care.

144' The Defendants' breach of the duty of csrt actually and proximately caused Tlie plaintiffs,

harnr in an amount to be proven at tial, but tbat is, at least, $500,000 per plaintiff, and consists o{, at
least, financial injury, loss of income, and eerious emotionsl distess, including, but not limiûed to, loss
of eating, loss of sleep, enduring fright, shock, ûeryousness, aruciety, depressionn embagassmeut,

TWDLTIT CAUSE O[' AçTrON

BREACH OT.CoNTRAü

(AJl The Ptalnrtfrs againct AIt The Defendants)

t45' The Pleitrtiffs incorporate by referørce all ofthe preceding parag¡aphs contained in this
complaínt as though set forth herein, including, without limitation, the agency and altet ego allegations.
146. The Plaintifß entered inúo orar agresments with rhe Defendants whareby The Bl¿intiffs agreed
to make their respoctive videos with the conditions: they would not post tåe videos onlçe, they would
not disfib'ute the videos in ttre united states, and they would not releaee The plaíntift,,nanres.

147 ' The Plaintiffs perfonned all of their obligations under the agreements; in particula,r, they
participated in the video shoots.

148' All conditions required for The Defmdants' performances occurrod, but they breached the

confraot by dishibuting the videos onrine and in the united states, and by releasiqg The,plaintiffs,

naÍnes.

149' As an actual and proxiutLate carue of The Defendants' breaoh, Tbe ptaintiffe were damaged in an
amount üo be provelr athial, but believed to be, at least, 9500000 per plaintitr.

THTRTEENTH çAUSE OF ACTIOJI

PROMISS9RY ESTOPPEIT

(AlI Tho Ptalntitrs agalnst Alt The Defendantc)

150' The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding paregraphs contained in this
complaint as though set forth herein, including, without limitation, the agency and alter ego allegations.
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151' The Dcfendants madç clear and r¡rasrbiguous promises to The plaÍntiffs t¡aÍ ú,hey would not
post the videos online, they would not distribute tåe vidsos in the united States, and they would not
release The Pl¿intiffs, natrnes,

152. The Plaintiffs relied on these promises in that they made the videos. 
'

153. The Plaintiffs' reliance was both reasonable and fores€eable. 
,

154' The Plaintiffs were i4iured as a result in thet The Defmdants distributed the viileos online and

in the United States, and released Tbe plaintiffs' nanes.

155' lnjustice can be ¡voided only by an award of oompensatory and consequential damages in the

amount of, at least, $500,000 per plaintiff.

FqURTEENTH CAUSE O.F ACTTqN

VIOTATION OFBUSINESS

(AII The Platntiffs against AII The Defendaúts)

156, The Plaintiffs incorporate by reference all of the preceding p¿¡sg.aphs contained in this

complaint as though set forth hereir¡ including, without límitation, the agency and alterrego allegations.

157' Tho Defendants' conduct constitutes a "business practice'o under Business & professions Code,

Section lÏ2l},et seq. ('section l7ZO0-). '

I58. The Defendants' "busíness practice" constirutos '1¡nlawflrl'n conduct under Sectipn 17200, ¿s it
violafes conuson and California statutory law. The Defeudants' ',businEss practice,,constitutes

'nfraudulent" conduct rurder Section L'7200, as it deceives - and is likely to deceive - megrbers of the

public.

159' The Defendants intended their conduct to ceuse - and it did so cause - Trre H¿infitrs to suffer
economic injury iu fact and caused The Defendants üo receive ill-gotten gains. The plairhtiffs were

damaged-and rhe Defend¿nts @ustly enriched - in an amount to be proven at trial, but believed to
be, at least $500,000 per plaintiff. As such, The Plaintiffs have individu¿l standing under Section

17200.

160' Pusuant to tbe remedies provisions of Section 17200:The Defendånts owe The pl¿intiffs

restitutíon of The Plaintiffs' property (e,g,, videos and images); the Court should e4joih The

Defendants' violative conduct; and the Court should issue the mærimun civil penalties.permitted
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IRAYERI9RRELIET 
:

WHEREFORE, The plaintiffs pray for judgment against The Defendants as follows:
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A.

B.

c

D.

tr

F.

c.

H.

I

Date: Jr¡De L2016

For compensaú0ry damages in an a,mount of, at leæt, $2,000,000;

For restitution;

For civil penalties;

For an injunotion;

For punitive rlamages;

For attomey fees;

For prejudgrnent interest;

For coets of suit; and

For such other ard further rclief as the cout deoms just and proper.

BrianM. Holm
Attorneys for Plalnfifts
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, GOUNTY OF S,AN ÐIEGO
STREETAODRESST 33,0WBroadway

MAILINçADDRESS: 33OWBrædMy

CITYAND ZIPCODE San Dl6go, CA 92101-3827

BRANCH NAME: C8rltral

TETEPHONE NUMBER: (6le) 46G7071

PI-AINTIFF(S) / PETITIONER(S): Jane Doe 1 et.al

DEFENDANT(S) / RESPONDENT(S): GIRLSDOpORN.GoM et,al,

DOE VS GIRLSDOPORNGOM IIMAGEDI

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
ANd CASE MANAGËMENT CONFERENCE

CASE NUMBER:

37-20 1 6-000 1 9027-CU-FR-CTL

CASE ASSIGNMENÏ

Judge: Gregory W Pollack

GoMPLAINTIPETITION FILED: 06/06/2016

Department C-71

TYPE OF HEARING SCHEDULED
Clvil Case Management Conference

DATE

1111812016

TIME

01:00 pm

DEPT

c-71

JUDGE

Gregory W Pollack

A case mqnagoment statement rnust be completed by counsel for all partles or self-represented litlgants and timely filed with the court
at least 15 days prior to the lnttlal caso management conference. (San Diego Local Rules, Divlslonll, CRC Rule 3;725).

All counsel of record or pårtles ln pro.per shall appear at the Gase.Management Confsrence, be familiar with the câse, and be fully
prepared to participate effectively in the hearing, including discussions of ADR- opt¡ons.

IT IS THE DUTY OF EACH PLAINTIFF (AND CROSS.COMPLAINANT) TO SERVE A COPY OF THIS NOTICE WITH THE
COMPLA¡NT (AND CROSS.COMPLAINÐ, THE ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) INFORMATION FORM (SDSC

tQEM.49!Y:i30), A SJTPULATTON TO USE ALTERNATTVE DTSPUTE RESOLUTTON (ADR) (SbSC FORM #Ctv-3se), AND OTHER
DOCUMENTS AS SET OUT IN SDSC LOCAL RULE 2.1.5.

ALL COUNSEL WILL BE EXPECTED TO BE FAMILIAR WITH SUPERIOR COURT RULES WHICH HAVE BEEN PUBLISHED AS
DIVISION II, AND WILI BE STRICTLY ENFORCED,

TIME STANDARDS: The following timeframes apply
been granted an extenslon of time. General
clvll petitions, unfawful detainer proceedings,
appeals, and family law proceedings.

to general civil cases and must be adhered to unless you have requested and
civll cases consist of all civil cases exceot: small clairñs oroceedinos.
probale, guardianship, conservatorshíp, juvenile, parkirig öitation "

COMPLAINTS: Complaints and all othsr documents listed in SDSC Local Rule 2.1.5 must be served on all named defendants.

DEFENDANT'S APPEARANCE: Defendant must generally appear within 30 days of service of the complaint. (Plaintiff may
stlpulale to no more than 15 day extenslon which must be in writing and filed with the Court.) (SDSÇ Lbcal Rule 2.'1.6)

JURY FEES: ln order to praserv€ ttrg.J'Shl !p a jyly]4gl, one party for each side demandìng .a 
jqry-lrial shall pay an advance Jury fee in

the amount of one hundred fifly dollars ($150) on or befo're the date scheduled for thé ir,iitial case manâgement conferénco in
the action,

*ALTERNATIVE D¡SPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR): THE COURT ENCOURAGES YOU TO CONSIDER UTlLlZlNc VARTOUS
ALTERNATIVES TO TRIAL, INCLUDING MEDIATION AND ARBITRATION, PRIOR TO THE CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE.
PARTIES MAY FILE THE ATTACHED STIPULATION TO USE ALTERNATTVE DTSPUTE RESOLUTTON (SDSC FORM #ClV-359).

SDSC Clv.7zl (Rev. 08-12)

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT
Page! I



suPERtoR couRT oF cALtFoRNtA,, COUNTY OF sAN DtEcO

ALTERNATTVE D|SPUTE RESOLUTTON (ADR) TNFORMATTON

CASE NUMBER:37-2016-00019027-CU-FR-CTL cAsETITLE: DoE vs GIRLSDOPORNCOM flMAGEDI

WE': All plalntlffs/cross-complainants in a general civll cass are requlred to serve a copy of the following
three forms on each defendanUcross-defendant, together with the complalnt/cross-complaint:

(1) this Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) lnformation form (SDSC form #GlV-730),
(2) the Stlpulation to Use Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) form (SDSC form #G1V,359), and
(3) the Notlce of Case Asslgnment form (SDSC form #GlV-721).

Most civil disputes are resolved without filing a lawsuit, and most civil lawsuits are resolved without a trial. The courts,
comrnunity organizations, and prívate provlders offer a variety of Altemative Dispute Resolution (ADR) processes to help
people resolvo disputos without a trial. The San Diego Superior CouÉ expects that litigants will utilize some form of ADR
as a mechanism for case settlement before trial, and it may be beneficial to do this early ín the case.

Below is some information about the potential advantages and disadvantages of ADR, the most common types of ADR,
and how to flnd a local ADR program or neutral. A form for agroeing to use ADR is attached (SDSC form #ClV-359).

Potentlal Advantaqes and Dlsadvanteses of ADR
ADR rnay have a variety of advantages or disadvantages over a trial, depending on the type of ADR prooess used and the
particular case:

Potential Advantages. Saves time. Saves money. Gives parties more control over the díspute
resolution process and outcome. Preserves or improves relationships

Potential Disadvantages
. May take more time and money if ADR does not

resolve the dispute
. Procedures to leam about the other side's case (discovery),

jury trial, appeal, and other court protections may be limited
or unavailable

Most Common Tvpes of ADR
You can read rnore information about these ADR processes and watch videos that demonstrate them on the court's ADR
webpage at http://www,sdcourt.çA.gov/adr.

Mediation: A neutral person called a "mediator" helps the partÍes communicate in an effective and constructive manner
so they can try to set{le their dispute. The mediator does not decide the outcome, but helps the parties to do so.
Mediation is usually confidential, and may be particularly useful when parties want or need to have an ongoing
relationship, such as in disputes between family members, neighbors, co-workers, or business par{ners, or when parties
want to discuss non-legal concerns or creative resolutions that could not be ordered at a trial.

Settlement Gonference; A judge or another neutral person called a "settlement officer" helps the parties to understand
the strengths and weaknesses of iheir case and to discuss settlement. The judge or settlement officer does not make a
decision in the case but helps the parties to negotiate a settlement, Settlement conferences may be particularly helpful
when the parties have very different ideas about the likely outcome of a trial and would like an experienced neutral to help
guide them toward a rosolution,

Arbltration: A neutral person called an "arbitrator" considers arguments and evidence presented by each side and then
decides the outcome of the dispute. ArbitratÍon is less formal than a trial, and the rules of evidence are usually relaxed. lf
the parties agree to binding arbitration, they waive their right to a trÍal and agree to accept the arbitrator's decísion as final
With nonbinding arbitration, any party may reject the arbitrato/s decision and request a trial. Arbitration may bo
appropriate when the parties want another p€rson to decide the outcome of thelr dispute but would like to avoid the
formality, time, and expense of a trial.

$DSC CIV-7go (Rêv 12-10) ALTERNATTVE DISPUTE RESOLUTTON (ADR) TNFORMATTON Pagê: I



Other ADR Processes: There are several other types of ADR which are not offered through the court but which may be
obtained privately, íncluding nêutral evaluation, conciliation, fact finding, minl-trials, and summary jury trials. Sometimes
parties will try a combination of ADR processes. The important thing is to try to find the type or types of ADR that are
most likoly lo resolve your disputo, Be sure to learn about the rules of any ADR program and the qualifications of any
neutral you are considering, and about their fees.

Local ADR Programs for Givil Cases

Medlation: The San Diego Superior Gourt maíntains a Civil Modiation Panel of approved mediators who have met
certain minimum qualifications and have agreed to charge $150 per hour for each of the first two (2) hours of mediation
and their regular hourly rate thereafter in court-referred mediations.

On-lilgmediator search and selectlon: Go to the court's ADR webpage at www.sdcourt.ca.g.gvladr and click on the
"Mediator Search" to review individual medìator profiles contaînlng detalled information about each mediator including
their dispute resolution training, relevant experience, ADR specialty, education and employment history, mediation styte,
and fees and to submit an on-line Mediator Selection Form (SDSC form #ClV-005). The Civíl Mediation Panel List, the
Avallable Mediator List, individual Mediator Profiles, and Mediator Selection Form (ClV-005) can also be printed from the
court's ADR webpage and are available at the Mediation Program Office or Civil Business Office at each court locatlon.

Settlement Conference: The judge may order your case to a mandatory settlement conference, or voluntary settlement
conferences may be requested frorn the court if the parties certify that (1) settlement negotiations between the parties
have been pursued, demands and offers have been tendered in good faith, and rasolution has failed; (2) a judicially
supervised settlement conference presents a subst¡antial opportunfiy for settlement; and (3)the case has developed to a
point where all parties are legally and factually prepared to present the issues for settloment consideration and further
discovery for settlement purposes is not required. Refer to SDSC Local Rule 2.2.1 for more information. To schedule a
settlement conferencê, contact the department to which your case is assigned.

Arbitration: The San Diego Superior Court maintains a panel of approved judicial arbitrators who have practiced law for
a minimum of five yoars and who have a certain amount of trial and/or arbitration experience, Refer to SDSC Local
Rules Ðigiqn]I-&heplellll and Code Civ. Proc. $ 1141.10 el--s-eS or contact the Arbitration Program Office at (619)
450-7300 for rnore information.

More information.aþ-gul court-connected ADR: Visit the court's ADR webpage at www.sdcourt.ca.gov/adr or contact the
court's Mediation/Arbitration Office at (619) 450-7300.

Dispute Resolution Programs Act (DRPA) funded ADR Programs: The following community dispute resolution
programs are funded under DRPA (Bus. and Prof. Code $S 465 et seq.):. ln Central, East, and South San Diego County, contact the National Conflict Resolution Centor (NCRC) at

www. ncrconline,corn or (6 1 9) 238-2400.
. ln North $an Diego County, contaot North County Lifefine, lnc, at www.nclifelin_e.org or (760) 7264900.

Prlvate ADR: To find a private ADR program or neutral, search the lntornet, your local telephone or business directory,
or legal newspaper for dispute resolution, mediation, settlement, or arbitration services.

Leqal Reoresentatlon and l\dvlce

To participate effectively in ADR, lt is generally ímportant to understand your legal rights and responsibilities and the
likely outcomes if you went to trial, ADR neutrals are not allowed to represent or to give legal advice fo the participants in
the ADR process. lf you do not already have an attorney, the California State Bar or your local County Bar Association
can assist you in finding an attomey. lnformation about obtaining free and low cost legal assistance is also available on
th e Ca liforn ia courts webs ite at www.co u rti nfo. ca. g ov/ self h el p/l owcost.

SDSC CIV-730 (Rev 1?-10) ALTERNATTVE D¡SPUTE RESOLUT¡ON (ADR) INFORMATTON Page:2



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

STREETADDRESS; g30WestBroadway

MAILING ADDRE$S; 330 West BroadWay

cny,srATË,ezrpooor: San Diego, CA 92101-3827

BRANOH NAME CENITAI

FOR COURT USEONLY

PLAINTIFF(S): Jane Þoe 1 et,al.

DEFENDANT(S): GIRLSDOPORN.COM et.al.

SHORT TITLE: DOE VS GIRLSDOPSRNCOM I¡MA6EDI

STIPULATION TO USE ALTERNATIVE
DTSPUTE RESOLUTTON (ADR)

CASE NUMBER:

37-201 6-000 1 9027-CU-FR-CTL

Judg€: Gregory W Pollack Depártment G7l

The parlies.and their attorneys^stþulate that the matter is at issue and the clalms in this action shall be submltted to the following
alternative dispute resolutlon (ADR) procese. Seleçlion of any of these optlons will not delay any case management tlmelines,

n Medlatlon (court-connected) ! Non-bindlng pdvate srbltratlon

il Mediation (private) [ atnOtng prlvale arbltratlon

X Voluntary settlement conference (prlvate) ! Non-blndlng Judicial aÈitrat¡on (diacovery untll 15 days before bial)

tr Neutral evaluation (prlvate) E Non-blnd¡ng judicial arbitration (dlscovery untll 30 da¡æ before kial)

I Other (specify e.g., prívate mini-trial, private ludge, etc.):

It is also stlpulated lhat the following shall serve as arbltrator, mediator or other neutral: (Name)

Altemate neutral (for court Civil Medlatlon Program and arbltratlon only)i

Dâtê: Date:

Name of Plalntiff Name of Defendant

Slgnalure Slgnature

Name of Plaintiff's Attorney Name of Defendant's Attorney

Slgnature Slgnature

lf there are more partles and/or attorneys, please attach additional completed and fully exeøted sheets.

ItistheduÇ.ofthepartiestonoflfythecourtofanysettlernentpursuanttoCal.RulesofCourt,rule3.l3Es. Uponnotiflcationofthesettlement,
the court will place thls matlÉr on â 45-dey dismisáal calandar.'

No new parties rnay be added wlthout leave of court,

IT I$ SO ORDERED.

Dated: O6|07EA16 JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

sDsc CIV-359 (Rev l2l0)
STIPULATION TO USE OF ALTERNAT¡VE DISPUTE RESOLUT¡ON Page:1



Superior Court of California
County of San Diego

NOTICE OF ELIGIBILITY TO eFILE
AND ASSIGNMENT TO IMAGING DEPARTMENT

This case is eligible for eFiling, Should you prefer to electronically Íile documents, refer to
General Order 05L414 at wrvw.sdcourt.ca.gov for rules and procedures or contact the Courtrs
eF'iling vendor at www.onelegal.com for information.

This case has been assigned to an Imaging
pleadings filed wÍth the court will be imaged and
fïled with pleadings. If necessary, they should be
Court, rule 3.1302(b).

Department and origínal documents attached to
destroyed. Original documents should not be
lodged with the court under California Rules of

On August L,2011 the San Diego Superior Court began the Elecfronic Filing and Imaging Pilot
Program ("Prograrn"). As of August 1,2011 in all new cases assigned to an Imaging Deparfinent all
filings will be imaged electronically and the electronic version of the document will be the official
court file. The official court file will be electronic and accessible at one of the kiosks located in the
Civil Business Office and on the Intemet through the court's website.

You should be aware that the elecffonic copy of the filed docurnent(s) will be the offïcial court
recordpursuant to Govemment Code section 68150. The paper filing will be imaged and held for
30 days. After that time it will be destroyed and reoyclod. Thus, you should not attach any
original documents to pleadings lïled with the San Diego Superior Court. Original docurnents
filed with the court will be imaged and destroyed except those documents specified in
CalifornÍa Rules of Court, rule 3.1806. Any original documents necessary for a motion hearing or
trial shall be lodged in advance of the hearing pursuant to Califomia Rules of Court, rule 3.1302þ).

It is the duty of each piaintiff, cross-complainant or petitioner to serve a copy of this notice with
the complainto cross-complaint or petition on all parties in the action.

On all pleadings filed after the initiai case originating filing, all parties must, to the extent it is
feasible to do so, place the words '6IMAGED FILE' in all caps immediately under the title of the
pleading on all subsequent pleadings filed in the action.

Please refer to the General Order - Imaging located on the
San Diego Superior Court website at:

http;/iwww. sd cou rt. ca. gov/Civi I I mag i n g G en era I Order

Paggr'2
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JAN 0 I 20ß

By: ELAINE SABLAÌI, Depr¡ry

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF GALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

IN RE PROCEDURES REGARDING
ELECTRONICALLY IMAGED GOURT
RECORDS, ELECTRONTC FtLtNG, AND
ACCESS TO ELECTRONIC COURT
RECORDS IN CIVIL AND PROBATE
CASES

GENERAL ORDER OF THE
PRES¡DING DEPARTMENT

ORDER NO.: 010915

THIS COURT FINDS AND ORDERS AS FOLLOWS:

1, E|..E9TRONTC Flf-lNG AND IMAGING PROGRAM

On August 1, 2011, the San Diego Superior Court ("court") began an Electronic

Filing and lmaging Pilot Program (the "Programn or "lmaged Program") designed to

reduce paper filings and storage, facilitate electronic access to civil court files, and allow

remote electronic filing ("E-File" or "E-Filing') of papers in civil cases. The ultimate goal

of the Program is to create a paperless or electronic file in all civil cases, as well as in

other case categories. The Program has since been expanded to other divisions as well

as to probate cases.

The Program was implemented in two main phases:

Phase One: The court began scanning all papers in newly filed cases in

designated divisions and departments. The imaged documents are stored in an

electronic court file that can be viewed in the Business Offices and are accessible



)

I

2

J

5

6

7

I

9

l0

il

t2

13

t4

l5

t6

t7

18

l9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

)

remotely through the Register of Actions on the court's website as set forth below.

lmaged Program cases that are reassigned or transferred to a department outside

of the Prograrn may be removed from the Program and converted to a paperfiling system.

Phase Two: E-Filing access was implemented to allow E-Filing by counsel and

parties through the court's E-File Service Provider in designated case types.

2. TrJtr trr trnTÞrìNtn nrìl lÞT trll tr lN il\r^êtrn 
^^atrQ 

lQ Tutr ôtrtrlnlÂl

COURT RECORD

Pursuant to Government Code section 68150 and California Rules of Court

("CRC'), rule 2.504, the electronic court file in lmaged Program cases is certified as the

official record of the court. The paper filings that are imaged and stored electronically will

be physically stored by the court for 30 days after filing, after which time they will be

shredded and recycled, except for originalwills and bonds in probate cases, which will be

physically retained by the court for the period required by law. During this 30 day period,

these documents will not be stored in a manner that will allow a party or its attorney to

access them,

3. CIVIL AND PROBATE CASES INCLUDED IN THE PROGRAM

The following cases have been or will be imaged and stored in an electronic court

file, and are considered lmaged Program cases:

a. Civil cases initiated after a particular department or division began

participating in the imaging program;

b. Civil class actions, construction defect cases, JCCP cases, consolidated

and coordinated actions where all cases involved are imaged cases, and actions that are

provisionally complex under CRC, rule 3.40-3.403 (as set forth in the Civil Case Cover

Sheet). 'Complex cases" include antitrust/trade regulation, mass tort,

environmental/toxic tort, and securities litigation cases, as well as insurance coverage

claims arising from these case types; Probate cases filed on or after March 1,2012;

c. All probate cases initiated prior to March 1,2012 in which the Court has

notified the parties that the case has been backscanned; and
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d. All new civil and probate cases, with the exception of small claims cases.

4.' MANDATORY AND PERMISSIVE ELECTRONIC FILING

Mandatory electronic filing through the court E-File Service Provider One Legal is

required for all case types listed in paragraph 3.b. above, including construction defect

and other cases previously filed through File&Serve Xpress (fka LexisNexis File&Serve).

Further information can be found on the court's website, at www.sdcourt.ca.qov.

Electronic filing is encouraged in all other imaged cases,

5. GENERAL E-FILING REQUIREMENTS

Documents can only be electronically filed through the court's electronic service

provider One Legal (the "Provider"). E-file Provider informatíon is available on the court's

website.

All E-filers shall comply with CRC, rules 2.250-2.261. All documents E-filed with

the court must be in a text searchable format, i.e., OCR. The court is unable to accept

documents that do not comply with these requirements, or documents that include but

are not limited to: digitized signatures, fillable forms, or a negative image. E-filers are

required to comply with the provisions of the E-Filing Requirements Documents, located

on the Court's website at www,sdcourt.ca.qov, Civil E-Filing Requirements can be found

on the Civil Divisíon's E-Filing page; Probate E-Filing Requirements can be found on the

Probate Division's E-Filing page.

The receipt and filing of documents submitted electronically is governed by CRC,

rule 2.259. The Court's filing deadline is 5:00 p.m. (Pacific Time) on court days, The

electronic transmission of a document to the Court can take time, so waiting until shortly

before the deadline to electronically transmit a filing is not advised, as it could be received

by the court after 5:00 p.m. and deemed filed the next court day. Per CRC, rule

2.259(a'lØ), the filer is responsible for verifying that the court received and filed any

document submitted electronically. Please see One Legal's website for filing instructions.

Additional and more specific information on electronic filing can be found on the

court's website at www. sdcourt. ca.qov.
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d. All new civil and probate cases, with the exception of small claims cases.

4. MANDATORY AND PERMTSSTVE ELECJBONTC FTLING

Mandatory electronic filing through the court E-File Service Prpvider One Legal is

required for all case types listed in paragraph 3.b. above, including construction defect

and other cases previously filed through File&Serve Xpress (fka LexisNexis File&Serve).

Further information can be found on the court's website, at www.sdcourt.ca.qov.

Electronic filing is encouraged in all other imaged cases.

5. GENERAL E-FILING REQUIREMENTS

Documents can only be electronically filed through the court's electronic service

provider One Legal (the "Provide/'). E-file Provider information is available on the court's

website.

All E-filers shall comply wíth CRC, rules 2.250-2.261. All documents E-filed with

the court must be in a text searchable format, i.e., OCR. The court is unable to accept

documents that do not comply with these requirements, or documents that include but

are not limited to: digitized signatures, fillable forms, or a negative image. E-filers are

required to co.mply with the provisions of the E-Filing Requirements Documents, located

on the Court's website at www.sdcourt.ca.qov. Civil E-Filing Requirements can be found

on the Civil Division's E-Filing page; Probate E-Fiiing Requirements can be found on the

Probate Division's E-Filing page.

The receipt and filing of documents submitted electronically is governed by CRC,

rule 2.259. The Court's filing deadline is 5:00 p.m. (Pacific Time) on court days. The

electronic transmission of a document to the Court can take time, so waiting until shortly

before the deadline to electronically transmit a filing is not advised, as it could be received

by the court after 5:00 p.m. and deemed filed the next court day. Per CRC, rule

2.259(al(4), the filer is responsible for verifying that the court received and filed any

document submitted electronically. Please see One Legal's website for filing instructions.

Additional and more specific information on electronic filing can be found on the

court's website at Wrnryy,sdcou rt.ca.qov.
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6. FILIN-ç_AND SERVICE REQUIREMENTS-I|| ¡MAGED CASES

a. Service of Notice: All parties filing new actions assigned to the imaging program

shall serve on all parties a copy of the "Notice of Assignment to lmaging Department'

(attached hereto as Exhibit "A'for civil cases, and Exhibit "B'for probate cases) with the

complaint, cross-complaint, petition or other case initiating pleading. A copy of this notice

will be provided to the filing party by the court clerk when case originating filings are

processed.

b. "lmaged" ldentifier: On all pleadings filed after the initial case originating filing,

all parties must, to the extent it is feasible to do so, place the words "IMAGED FILE" in all

caps immediately under the title of the pleading on all subsequent pleadings filed in the

action.

c. Original Documents: Original underlying documents, other than wills and bonds

in probate cases, that are relevant to a case should not be attached as exhibits to filed

documents or filed in any other manner, as these documents will be imaged and the paper

filings destroyed in accordance with this Order (except for those documents set forth in

paragraph 6.d. below). Any original document, other than a will or bond in a probate case,

that is included in a filed document in a case within the Program will be imaged and

destroyed in accordance with this Order. Original documents may be lodged with the

court, as necessary, under the procedures set forth in paragraphs 6.9. and 6.h. below.

d. Proposed Orders: Proposed orders should only be submitted with initial

pleadings for an ex parte hearing, and should not be submitted for a law and motion

hearing until after the hearing is completed.

e. Exhibits: Any exhibits attached to a pleading presented forfiling must have the

exhibit tabs located at the bottom of the respective documents, in accordance with

California Rules of Court, rule 3.1110(f), and eacir exhibit must be preceded by a cover

page that contains solely the word "Exhibit" and the exhibit's identifying number or letter.

f. Confidential Documents: Any documents classified or considered confidential

pursuant to statute, rule of court or local rule shall be filed with the court and will be imaged
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and destroyed in accordance with this order. Access to the imaged confidential

document(s) shall be as set forth in paragraph 7.d. below.

g. Civil Cases Other Than Probate:

(1) Lodged Documents:

The Notice of Lodgment itself must be filed with the court. ln accordance with

California Rules of Court, rule 3.1302(b), the documents submitted with the notice must

be lodged and not filed. The lodged documents will not be imaged, will not be part of the

official court file, and will be returned in the manner requested or recycled if no manner

of return is specified.

(2) Documents in Support of Judgments:

Applications for entry of a judgment that include an instrument, contract, or written

obligation will have the relevant document(s) cancelled and merged if the judgment is

entered, in accordance with California Rules of Court, rule 3,1806, after which the

document will then be imaged and maintained in the electronic court record. The

submitted document(s) will then be returned to the proffering party for safe-keeping.

Parties must provide a suitable method of return along with the submitted document(s).

lf no method of return is included, the document(s) will be shredded and recycled.

h. Probate Cases:

(1) Lodged Documents:

(a) The Notice of Lodgment itself must be filed with the court. ln accordance with

California Rules of Court, rule 3.1302(b) and San Diego Superior Court Rule 4.3.2 (F),

the documents submitted with the notice must be lodged and not filed. The lodged

documents will not be imaged, will not be part of the official court file, and will be returned

in the manner requested or recycled if no manner of return is specified.

(b) A party filing a motion or other paperwork that refers to a trust orwill document

that was previously lodged with the petition must separately lodge the trust or will with

these later-filed papers, in accordance with the procedures in paragraph 6.h.(1)(a) above.

(c) ln support of an accounting of assets as required by Probate Code Section
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2620 or an interim accounting required by San Diego Superior Court Rule 4.15.2, the

originals of account statements, closing escrow statements, and bill statements for a

residential or long-term care facility shall be lodged with the court, in accordance with the

procedures in paragraph 6.h.(1)(a) above. The lodged documents will not be imaged, will

not be part of the official court file, and will be returned in the manner requested after the

court's determination of the accounting has become final.

(2) lnclusion of Petition's ROA Number on All Pleadings:

Parties are ordered to comply with San Diego Superior Court Rule 4.3.1(B) and

include the Petition's Register of Action (ROA) number directly below the case number

on all subsequently filed pleadings related to that Petition.

7. ENHANCED ELECTRONIC ACCESS TO OFFICIAL COURT FILE AND

COURT DOCUMENTS

a. Access in Clerk's Business Offices: Public kiosks providing free access to the

official electronic record of the court files for cases being handled under the Program are

available in the below Business Offices:

. Hall of Justice Civil Business Office, located at 330 West Broadway, San Diego,

California 92101;

. East Gounty Family Business Office, located at 250 E. Main Street, El Cajon,

California, 92020;

. South County Family Business Office, located at 500 Third Avenue, Chula Vista,

California, 91910;

o Central Probate Division Business Office, located at 1409 Fourth Avenue, San

Diego, California, 92101; and

¡ North County Civil Business Office, located at 325 S. Melrose Drive, Vista,

California 92081.

The public may access these files and view all public portions of the files just as they

currently can in the paper court files. lf there are people waiting to use the kiosks, a time

limit of 20 minutes will be imposed. Additional time will be permitted after waiting in line
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to use one of the kiosks again. Any changes to this policy will be made by the Civil

Supervising Judge and the new policy will be posted in the applicable Business Offices.

b. Notice Regarding Electronic Access: ln accordance with California Rules of

Court, rule 2.504(d), the public accessing court records electronically, are advised that

the Manager of Civil Operations, Summer Travis is the court staff member who may be

contacted about the requirements for accessing the court's records electronically in all

divisions of the court supporting imaging and E-filing.

c. Copyright and other proprietary rights may apply to information in a case file,

absent express grant of additional rights by the holder of the copyright or other proprietary

right. ln this regard, you are advised:

(1) Use of such information in a case file is permissible only to the extent permitted

by law or court order; and

(2) Any use inconsistent with proprietary rights is prohibited.

d. Access to Confidential Documents: Court documents classified or considered

confidential pursuant to statute or rule of court shall remain confidential and may not be

released except to the extent necessary to comply with the law.

e. The electronic records of cases within the Program available for viewíng in the

Business Offices are the official records of the court. There is no charge for accessing or

viewing court files in the Business Offices. Copies of any documents in an electronic court

file may be obtained by paying the copy fees of $0.50 per page (Govt. Code $ 70627(a)).

Certified copies may be obtained by payment of a $25,00 fee (Govt. Code $ 70626(a)(4)).

Additional instructions about obtaining printed copies of records from the electronic court

file will be provided at the kiosk locations in the applicable Business Offices.

f. Any person who willfully destroys or alters any court record maintained in

electronic form is subject to the penalties imposed by Government Code section 6201.

g. No person shall photograph orothenryise record any digital images of documents

displayed on the kiosk screens in the Business Offices.

ilt
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h. Remote,Electronic Access of Program Cases: Court documents from records

of cases within the Program are available in electronic format for viewing and printing

remotely to the extent permitted by California Law and/or California Rules of Court, rule

2.503(b), by visiting the court's website at www.sdcourt,ca.gov and paying the required

fees.

This Order shall expire on December 31, 2015, unless othenryise ordered by this

court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

o

Dated: January 8, 2015
J

PRESI JUDGE
N
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Superior Cornt of California
County of San Diego

. Thls case ls ellgible for etrTling. Should you prefer toelectronlcatty ffIe documents refer to
Gener¡t tir¿eiOit¿f? ¡t www.¡dcoîrt.ca.gov for-rules and proceduret or contact the Courtrs
eFillng vendor ¡t wvvw.onelegal.com for lnformation.

Thl¡ case has been arslgned to an ImaglngDeparfinent and original documents attached to
nle¡dlnss filed wlth the couriwill be lmaged-and deitroyed. Origtnafdocumenß ¡hould not be

hte¿ øin pleaeings. If necessar¡ they sñoutd be lodgeri wittr the court under Californla Rules of
Court, rule 3.1302(b).

NOTICE OF ELIGIBILITY TO EFILE
ANTD ASSIGNMENT TO II\4AGING DEPARTMENT

OnAuguet 2011 the San
As of

bs
The court file be eleotronic and accessible at one of the kiosks looatod in the

Program

Civil Business Office and on the Internet tfuough the court's websitp.

You should bo oware that tho electronio copy of the filed document(s) will bs the offïcial court
recordpursuant to Covernment Code section 6S150. The paper filing will be ímaged and held for
i0 datË. Áter ttrattime it will be destoyed and recyclod,- Thus, y9u slould ryt a{tagh-any

ãrfstñaf document¡ to pleadings filed with the S¡i¡ Diego Supeiior Court. Original documents
nteä wit¡ the court wiU ne fuã'ged and destroyed except those documents speclfled in
õãlitoüia-nuiõ¡ of Coort ru1e3.1806. Any oiiginal documents neoessaryfor a motionheggg gr
nial shall be lodged in advánce of the hoarinf pursuant to Califomia Rules of CouÇ rule 3.1302(b).

It is the duty of each plaintiff, cross-complainpnt 9r petitioner to serve a oopy of this notice with
the complaint, croés-complaint or petitíon on all parties in the action,

On all pleadines fïled after the initial case originating frling, all parties must, to the extent it is
feasibdto do^ro.'ptuõu the words T3IMAGED FILEÏ in alliaps fmmediatelyunder the title of the
pleading on all subsequentpleadings filed in the action.

Please refer to the General Order - Imaging located on the
San Diego Superior Court websÍte at:

http//www.sdcourt.ca.gov/Civill maglngGeneralO rder
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EXHIBIT ¡úB''



Superior Court of California
County of San Diego

NOTICE OF ETIGIBILITY TO EFILE
A}{D ASSIGNMENT TO IMAGING DEPARTMENT

Thls ca¡e ls eligible for eI'lllng. Should you prefer to_electronlcalþ ftle documcntq refe¡ to
General Order 090513 at www.sdco:urt.ca.gov foriules and procedures or contact tho Courtfs
eI'lllngvendor atwww.onelegal.com for lnformatlon' '

Thts cs¡s has been asslgued to an Imaglng llepartment nnd origlnal docu,menús ¡ttached to
pleadtngs flted rvtth the courí, other than wflls ãnd bonds, wtil^ be_fJnaged and destroyed..Original

wttts anõtonds wlll be ret¡tnéd by the court for the tlme requlred by [aw. No other original
documents ¡hould be filed rvlth plêadlngs. Rother, they should be lodged wlth the court under
Catlfornla Rules of Court, ruh 3.1302(ti') and San Diegb Superior Coult Rule 4.3.2 (X').

A party filing a pleading that refers to I üust or will must separately lodge tl¡e trust or will.

In support of an accormting of assets as requiredby Probaûe Code $ 2620 or an intedm
acoountinslèquired by San Diegõ Supedor Court nule 4. tS.Z, the originals of account süatements, 

-

closing esõrow stateménts, and bIl sta:tements for a residential'or long-1e¡1¡ care facilíty shall be lodged
ratherthan filedwith the court.

On March l,20l2,the San Diego Superior Court expanded its Ëlecüonio Filingand l.-ugtg.g
PilotProgpm (?roeram'). As of Marih !,'2ll2,in all new cases filed inthe ProbatcDivision, ¿ll
filinss wÏú beìmasãd eleAronioally and the elecûonio vercion of the document will be the official
óõiif nte, fne õffõiat oourt file wiil be eleotronic and accessible at one of the kíosks located in the
Central and Nortþ County Probate Business Offices, as well as at other panicipating Business Offices,

and on the Internet through tho court's websiæ.

You should be aware that tho electronic copy of the filed dooument(s) will be the offtcial court
record pursuant to Covu*ment Codo section 68150. Thepaper filing willbe imaged and held for 30
days. After that time it ll/ill be destroyed and recycled. Thus, you ¡hqyld qot atQgh any orlginal. ..
doõuments to pleadings ftled Ìyith tlie San Diqþ S_uperlor C_ôurþ gther than wills and bonds. All
other ortglnaläocumõnts filed with the cgu$-wi[ !ê fryr.agcd anddestroyed. .tuiy originll.
documenË nec€ssary for a hearing or trial shall be lofued in-advance of the-hear_in^g pursuant to
Californía Rules of ôourt, rule 3.i302(b) and San Diego Superior Cor¡rt Rule 4.3.2(F).

It is the duty of each petitioner to serve a copy of this notioe with the petition on all parties in
the action.



On all ploadines filed aftsi the initial caso originating filing, all parties must, to the extont it is
feasibls to doio,phcõ the words 6IMAGED X'ILE"in alt ðaps imrnediately undor tþe title of the
oleadine on a[ sübsequent pleadinss fited in the action. Parties are ordered to comply with San Diego
^Superioi Court Rule 4'.3.1(È) an¿ include the Petition's Register gf Actíon (ROA) numbor directþ
below the case number on'ali subsequentþ filed pleadings related üo that Petition.

Please refer to the General Order - Probate Imaging located on
the San Diego Superior Court website at:

http://www.sdcou rt.ca.gov/Probate I magingGeneralOrdor

... )



ETECTRONIC FITING REQUIREMENTS OF THE

SAN D¡EGO SUPERIOR COURT - CIVIT DIVISION

These requirements ore issued pursuont to Colifornio Rules of Court ("CRC", rules 2.250

ef SeQ., Code of Civil Procedure S 
,l0,l0.ó, 

ond Sqn Diego Superior Court Generol Order:

ln Re Procedures Regording Electronic Filing.

Effective November 1, 2013, document thot ore determined to be unocceptoble for

eFiling by the Court due to eFiling system restrictions or for foilure to comply with these

requirements will be rejected subject to being ollowed to be filed nunc pro tunc to ihe

originol submittol dote upon ex-porte opplicotion to the court ond upon good couse

shown.

It ís the duty of ihe ploiniiff (ond cross-comploinont) to serve o copy of the Generol

Order of the Presiding Deportment, Order No. 0l O214-24A, ond Electronic Filing

Requirements of the Son Diego Superior Court wiih the comploini (ond cross-

cornploint).

PERMISSIVE eFIUNG

Effective Morch 4,2013, documents moy be filed eleclronicolly in non-mondoted civil

coses in the Centrol Division where either: (l ) the cose is first initioted on or ofter Morch

4,2013: or (2) the cose is olreody pending qs of Morch 4,2013 ond hos been imoged

by the court. Effeclive June 30,2014, documents moy be filed eleclronicolly in non-

mondoied cívil coses in the North County Division where either: (i) the cose is first

initioted on or ofter June 30, 201 4; or (2) the cose is olreody pending os of Jvne 29,

2014 ond hos been imoged by the court.

Revised August 28,2014
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MANDATORY eFltlNG

The cqse types thot sholl be subject to mondotory eFiling ore: civil closs octions;

consolidoted ond coordinoted octions where oll coses involved ore imoged coses;

ond octions thot ore provisionolly complex under CRC 3.40 - 3.403 (os set forth in the

Civil Cose Cover Sheet, Judiciol Council form CM-O,l0 - including Construction Defect

octions). "Complex coses" included in mondotory eFiling include Antitrust/Trode

Regulotion, Moss Tort, Environmentol/Toxic Tort, ond Securities Litigotion coses, os well

os insuronce coveroge cloims orising from these cqse types.

Effective Jvne 2, 2O14 Construction Defect qnd other coses, currently being

electronicolly filed through File&Serve Xpress (fko LexisNexis File&Serve), must be

electronicolly filed through the court's Electronic Filing ond Service Provider, One

Legol. Documents electronicolly filed in Construction Defect ond other coses prior to

Jvne 2,2O14 will be mointoined in the File&Serve Xpress system ond con be viewed vio

o File&Serve Xpress subscription or on the Court's internol CD/JCCP Document viewer

kiosk locoted in the Civil Business Office, Room 225 of the Holl of Justice (2nd floor).

For coses of the iype subject to mondotory eFiling thot ore initioied on or ofter Morch

4,2013, oll documents musl be filed eleclronicolly, subject to the exceptions set forth

below. All documents electronicolly filed in o mondotory eFile Construction Defect /
JCCP cose must be electronicolly served on qll porties in the cqse pursuont to CRC

2.251(c).

The court will mointoin ond moke ovoiloble on officiol electronic service list in

Conslruction Defect / JCCP coses through One Legol. This is the service list thot the

court will use to serve documents on the porties. (See CRC 2.251(dl.) lt is the

responsibility of the porties to provide One Legol their correct contoct informotion for

the service list in eoch eFiled cose in which they ore involved no loter thon July 7 ,2O14.

Revised August 28,2O14
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New porties who enter o cose must provide One Legol wiih their electronic service

oddress for fhot cose within 7 doys of joining the cose. All porties must notify One Legol

of ony chonges to thot oddress, within 7 doys of the chonge, should o chonge occur

during the pendency of the ociion. (See CRC 2.25ì (f) (l ).) Foilure to keep the officiol

list updoted moy result in the court being unoble io provide noiice to o non-complying

porfy of upcoming heorings, orders, ond other proceedings.

For cqses of the type subject to mondotory eFiling thot ore olreody pending os of

Morch 3, 2013, ond provided thol the cose hos been imoged by the court, oll

documents filed on or ofter Morch 4,20,l3 must be filed eleclronicolly, subject to the

exceptions set forth below.

A porty moy request io be excused from mondotory electronic filing ond/or service

requirements. This request must be in writing ond moy be mode by ex-porte

opplicotion to the judge or deportment to whom the cose is ossigned. The clerk will

not occept or file ony documents in poper form ihot ore required to be filed

electronicolly, obsent o court order ollowing the filing.

Self-represented litigonts ore not required to eFile or electronicolly serve documents in

o mondotory eFile cose; however, they moy eFile ond electronicolly serve documents

if they choose to do so ond/or ore otherwise ordered to eFile ond/or electronicolly

serve documents by the court.

REQUIREMENTS FOR Att eFlIERS

eFile documents con only be filed through the court's Electronic Filing ond Service

Provider (the "Provider"). See www.oneleçal.com.

Revised August 28,2O14
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eFilers must comply with CRC 2.250 - 2.261. Also, oll documents electronicolly filed

must be in o text seorchoble formot, i.e., OCR. The court is unoble to occept

documents thof do not comply with these requirements, or documents thot include

but ore not limited to: digitized signotures, filloble forms, or o negotive imoge.

eFilers ore required to enter oll porties listed on the document being filed, if the porty

is not olreody o port of the cose. (lf the filer is submitting o new comploint, ALL porties

must be entered.) lf oll porties ore not entered, fhe tronsoction will be rejected.

Documents thot contoin exhibits must be bookmqrked, os set forth on the Provider's

site. Documents not so bookmqrked ore subject to rejection. Moving popers with

exhibiis thot ore noi bookmorked will be rejected. (See CRC 3.,l,l10(f) with

bookmorking being the substitute for plostic tobs in electronicolly filed documents.)

Exhibits to be considered vio o Notice of Lodgment shqll not be ottoched to the

electronicolly filed Notice of Lodgment; insteod, the submitting porty must provide the

ossigned deportment with hord copies of the exhibits with o copy of the Notice of

Lodgmeni ihot includes the eFiling Tronsoction lD # noted in the upper right hond

corner

Alldocuments must be uplooded os individuol documents within the some tronsoction,

unless filing o Motion. [Exomple: A Requesi to Woive Court Fees must be uplooded

seporotely from the document to which it opplies, i.e. comploint, onswer or other

responsive pleoding, motion, etc...l lf filing o notice of motion, oll documents con be

scqnned ond uplooded os one document under o filing thot most closely coptures the

type of motion. All filings ond exhibits within these filings must be bookmorked.
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Unless otherwise required by low, per CRC 
,l.20(b) 

only the losi four digits of o sociol

securiiy or finonciql qccount number moy be reflected in court cqse filings. Exclusion

or redoction is the responsibility of the filer, not the clerk, CRC 1.20(b)(3). Foilure to

comply with this requirement moy result in monetory sonctions, CRC 2.30(b).

Proposed filings, such os proposed court orders ond qmended comploints, should be

submitted os qn exhibit ond then re-submitted os o seporote ond new eFiling

tronsoction ofter the Court hos ruled on the motter to which the proposed document

opplies. See olso CRC 3.1312.

Any document filed electronicolly sholl be considered os filed wiih the Clerk of the

Superior Court when it is first tronsmiited to the vendor ond the tronsmission is

completed, except thot ony document filed on o doy thot the couri is not open for

business, or ofter 5:00 p.m. (Pocific Time) on o doy the court is open for business, sholl

be deemed lo hove been filed on lhe nexl courl doy.

Electronicolly filed documents must be correctly nomed ond/or cotegorized by

Document Type. The leod document must olso be designoted oppropriotely, os the

leod document determines how the tronsoction will be prioritized in the work queue.

Foilure to correctly nome ihe document ond/or designote the leod document

oppropriotely moy result in o detrimentol deloy in processing of the tronsoction.

Pleose be odvised thot you must schedule o motion heoring dote directly with the

lndependent Colendor Deportment. A motion filed without on oppointment, even

when o conformed copy of the filing is provided by the court, is not scheduled ond

the heoring will not occur.
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lf o heoring is set within 2 courl doys of the time documents ore electronicolly filed,

liiigoni(s) must provide hord copies of the documents to the court. Tronsoction lD

numbers must be noted on the documents to the extent it is feosible to do so. Hord

copies for Ex Porte heorings must be delivered directly to ihe deportment on or before

l2 Noon the court doy immediotely preceding the heoring dote.

An originol of oll documents filed electronicolly, including originol signotures, sholl be

mointoined by the poriy filing the document, pursuont to CRC 2.257.

DOCUMENTS INETIGIBTE FOR EI.ECTRONIC FITING

The following documents ore not eligible for eFiling in coses subject to either

mondoiory or permissive filing, ond sholl be filed in poper form:

. Sofe of Home Nome Chonge Petitions

. Civil Horossment TRO / RO

o Workplqce Violence TRO / RO

. Elder Abuse TRO / RO

. ïronsitionol Housing Progrom Misconduct TRO / RO

. School Violence Prevention TRO / RO

. Out-of-Stole Commission Subpoeno

o Undertoking / Surety Bonds

. Request for Poyment of Trust Funds

o Notice of Appeol of Lobor Commissioner

o Abstrocts

o Worronts

. Settlement Conference Briefs (to be lodged)

. Confidentiol documents lodged conditionolly under seol

. lnterpleoder octions pursuont to CC 92924j
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The following documents moy be filed in poper form, unless the court expressly directs

otherwise

Documents filed under seql or provisionolly under seol pursuont io CRC 2.SSl

(olthough the motion to file under seol îtself must be electronicolly filed)

Exhibits to declorotions thot ore reol objects, i.e. construction moteriols, core
somples, etc. or other documents, i.e. plons, monuols, eic., which otherwise moy
not be comprehensibly viewed in on elecironic formot moy be filed in pqper
form

DOCUMENTS DISPTAYED ON THE PUBTIC.FACING REGISTER OF ACT¡ONS

Any documents submitted for eFiling (ond occepted) will be filed ond disployed on

the Son Diego Superior Court's public-focing Register of Actions with the exception of
the following documents:

. CASp lnspection Report

. Confidentiol Cover Sheet Fqlse Cloims Action

. confidentiol Stotement of Debtor's Sociol security Number

o Finonciol Stotement

. Request for Accommodotions by Persons with Disobilities ond Court's Response

o Defendoni/Respondent lnformotion for Order Appointing Attorney Under

Service Members Civil Relief Aci
. Request to Woive Court Fees

. Request to Woive Additionol Court Fees

Documents not included in the list obove, thot ore intended to be kept confidentiol,
should NOT be eFiled with the court.

o

o
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