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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STANLE Y-MOSK COURTHOUSE

SARA G,; SALLY G.; ROZELLEH ;
individuals and on behalf of themselves and'a
class of others similarly situated;

Plaintiff,
V.

ARTURO VARGAS,M.D.; KAISER
FQUNDATIONM HEALTH PLAN, INC.;
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN-CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1- 50,
inciusive;

Defendants.

COMES NOW the Plaintiffs, SARA G.;
follows:
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an unbelievable amount of trust in the physician in order for the relationship to work. This tragic
case involves the horrific violation of that trust by a physician who manipulated his position of
power to gain access to women’s bodies so that he could molest and sexually assault them while
they were under the false pretense that he was performing a necessary medical examination.

2. This case is even more tragic because the mega-healthcare corporation that the
physician worked for, Kaiser Permanente, could have prevented these sexuallagsaults and
protected their patients, had they simply taken reasonable steps to screeh ‘their physicians, put
necessary safeguards in place to ensure that sexual deviants were néf allowed private access to
patients, and properly trained their staff and patients regarding wiat/was to be expected during
examinations so that no abuse would go unnoticed. By failing to meet these duties to their
members and patients, Kaiser Permanente allowed Several women, including Plaintiffs to this
lawsuit, to be exposed to an entirely preventable sexual assault.

3 . The aftermath of learning_that\they have been sexually assaulted by a physician,
and that the trust in their physician and Kaiser Permanente was misplaced and abused, has been
terrible for each of the Plaintiffg/to-this”lawsuit. To protect the privacy of these victims of sexual
abuse, their fuil names havébeejshortened in this Complaint.

4. The full number of victims of these crimes is not currently known to Plaintiffs, who
reserve the rightlto amend this Complaint to identify additional victims when they have been
ascertained.

PARTIES

5. The true names, identities, or capacities, whether individual, associate, corporate or
otherwise of Defendants, Does 1 to 100, inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiffs who therefore sue
said Defendants by such fictitious names. When the true names, identities or capacities of such
fictitiously designated defendants are ascertained, Plaintiffs will ask leave of Court to assert the
true names, identities and capacities, instead and in place of the fictitious names.

!
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6. Plainuffs are informed and believe and thereon allege, that each of the Defendants
designated herein as DOE is responsible, in some manner, for the events and happenings herein
referred to, thereby proximately causing the injuries and damages to Plaintiffs as hereinafter
alleged. |

7. That all or a majority of the pertinent facts, acts, events and circumstances herein
mentioned and described occurred in the County of Los Angeles, State of Califormia,and Plaintiffs

and Defendants are residents and/or were doing business in said Caun@ and the State of

California.

8. That at all times herein mentioned, DefefidantscKAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS? SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-50\inclusive, were and now are Corparations,
physicians, nurses, technicians, administrators, andsother individuals licensed and registered to do
business in the State of California, Ceunfy~0f Tos Angeles and with their primary place of
business in said County. Among ther enterprises, these defendants are in the business of
providing health care to individuals;

9. That at all €imes herein mentioned, defendants DOES 51-100, inclusive, are
mdividuals, corporations,~er other entities, form unknown, whose identities and capacitieé are
currently unknowinto plaintiffs,

10, That at all times herein mentioned, defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. was a
physidian' Who provided health care to individuals including Plaintiffs.

11. That at all times herein mentioned, Defendants, and each of them, were the agents,
servants, employees and joint venturers of each other and of their co-defendants, and were acting
writhin the course and scope of their employment, agency or jeint venture. Each defendant,
including Does 1 through 100, inclusive, consented, ratified, permitted, encouraged, directed,
and/or approved the acts of each other Defendant. -

12. In particular defendants, KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.

KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE

MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, inclusive, knew or should have known of the actions of

3
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Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, such that they had actual and constructive notice of his
pertinent history and illegal and tortious actions committed against plaintiffs and other patients,
and failed to take any measures to protect their patients from Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
M.D., or to ensure that he was properly investigated, such that these defendants ratified the actions
of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.

i3.  Plaintiff’s full names are not Sara G., Sally G., and Rozelle H., howeter plaintiff’s
use these abbreviated names to protect their privacy as victims of sexual crimes:

GENERAL FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

14, Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., is a physiciandicensed to practice medicine
in the State of California. At all times relevant to this Complaint; Dr. Vargas was employed by
defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH FLAN/ INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES |-
100, to provide medical care to their patients. \Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., worked out
of a medical facility in Montebello, Califorma’ ‘

15, When hiring defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH RLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS,; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, failed to perform an
adequate background check regarding defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, such that they did
not ensure-thatie' was in fact competent to provide medical care to their patients without posing
an undie 15k to their health and safety.

16.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100, did not have adequate policies and procedures in place, and adequate
training on those policies and procedures, to ensure that their patients were not exposed to the
illegal and tortuous actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.

7. Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER

FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOQUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL

GROUP and DOES 1-100 did not adequately review and evaluate the fitness of Defendant

4
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ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D., to ensure that even after his initial hiring, he remained competent to
provide medical care to their patients without posing an undue risk to their health and safety.

18. Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100, and their cmplﬁyees and/or agents, failed to adequately supervise
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, such that they provided him unfettered aecess/to patients
which led o an unreasonable risk that he would be able to manipulate and abuse the physician-
patient relationship so as to convince women to allow him to perfornfphysical examinations and
manipulations of a sexual nature that had no medical purposg? In ¢ther words, their lack of any
reasonable level of oversight allowed Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., to sexually and
physically batter female patients in facilities owned and operated by KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION-HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP andDOES 1-100.

19.  Defendants KAISER—FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC., KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS 7 SGUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 and,their employees and/or agents, failed to adequately train their
employees, staff, physicians/and other individuals regarding proper standards of practice such that
Defendant ARTUROWARGAS, M.D., was thereby allowed to conduct his illegal behévior at
Defendants fasilities without any consequence. These Defendants further failed to educate their
membéts and patients as to what the proper procedures and practices were relative to female
examinations, thus leaving their members and patients, including Plaintiffs, exposed to the fraud
and sexual assaults and crimes of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.

20.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100, were previded notice in the form of multiple patient complaints and
obvious deviations by Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., from accepted medical practices,

such that they knew or should have known, and had actual or constructive knowledge, that

Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., posed a risk to their patients, and in particular their female
5
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patients. These Defendants further failed to take any appropriate measures to prevent these risks
or to put a stop to the illegal conduct for Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, thereby they
consented, ratified, permitted, and encouraged the behavior of defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
.M.D. Thus, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.. KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 are résponsibl_e for all actions of ARTURO VARGAZM:D:

21. By failing to respond in any manner to the complaints and obvious deviations from
the standards of practice by Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, MD., Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATIONCHOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-20, acted with intentional,
reckless and conscious disregard for the rights and\safety of their patients and each of the
Plaintiffs to this Complaint. Their actions left-Plamiiffs, who were vulnerable due to the trust
placed in their physician and healthcare—providers, to be sexually and physically assaulted,
harassed, touched, molested and battered.” Specifically they allowed Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D., isclated accesgfe-patients, and Plaintiffs in particular, so that he could commit

his crimes against them.

FACTUADAVLEGATIONS SPECIFIC TO PLAINTIFF SARA G.

22, Plaintiff SARA G., was a member of Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH.PDAN; INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANBNTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, such that they had 2 contractual and legal
obligation to provide SARA G. with healthcare services. SARA G. relied upon these Defendants
to provide these services in a reasonable manner so as to protect her from an unreasonable risk of
harm, including to properly investigate and screen its employees and physicians, put in place the
proper policies, procedures and traming for its employees and physicians, properly -inform its
patients regarding what would take place during examinations, and properly observe and
investigat.e deviations from the standards of practice and complaints so as tc prevent sexual

harassment and abuse in their business.

i
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23, Plaintiff SARA G., was assigned to receive primary care services by defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. at the Montebello medical facility, owned, operated and controlled by
Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-
100.

24 Plamtiff SARA G, presented to Defendant ARTURO VARGAS; MDD with chief
complaints of asthma related feelings of illness and shortness of breath. This\inciuded corﬁpiaints
of chest pain and feeling like she was unable to breathe.

25.  After performing what may have been an appropfigie review of systems and
physical examination regarding these complaints, Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., then told
plaintiff SARA G. that he needed to perform a breast gkamination. SARA G. laid down, pulled up
her shirt and bra, and allowed ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., access to her breasts. Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., placed his hands o both of SARA G.’s breasts and manipulated and
pressed on them, including squeezing the nipples with a significant amount of pressure.
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., thén-told SARA G. that he did not see anything wrong, she got
dressed and left the office \Degpite there being clear rules and standards of practice requiring a
female chaperone.to-be\predent during the examination, at no point in time was there a nurse or
any other personnel present during this interaction.

26, \There was no medical purpose for Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, to
examine SARA G.’s breasts in this manner at this visit and his actions constituted a physical and
séxual/assauit on SARA G,

27. At the time that SARA G. left the offices of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,,
and the Montebcllo medical facilities owned and operated by KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, she trusted ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D.’s,
representations that his manipulation of her breasts had been for the purposes of conducting a

medical examination and she did not realize that she in fact had been sexually and physically
assaulted by ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.
7
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FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS SPECIFIC TQ SALLY G.

28.  Plaintiff SALLY G., was a member of Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, such that they had a contractual and legat
obligation to provide SALLY G. with healthcare services. SALLY G. relied upon these
Defendants to provide these services in a reasonable manner so as to proteet\het’ from an
unreasonable risk of harm, including to properly investigate and scresh s employees and
physicians, put in place the proper policies, procedures and trainiig for its employees and
physicians, properly inform its patients regarding what would paké pidee/during examinations, and
properly observe and investigate deviations from the standards ofpfactice and complaints so as to
prevent sexual harassment and abuse in their business.

29, Plammtff SALLY G., was assigngd-to-receive primary care services by defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. at the MontebeHo medical facibty, owned, operated and controlled by
defendants KAISER FOUNDATION. HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CAVAEQORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-
100.

30.  Plaintiff SALLY G. presented to Defendant ARTURO VIARGAS, M.D., with
complaints includibg pain in her breasts and heavy menstrual pericds. After performing what may
have been an-appropriate review of systems and physical examination of Plaintiff SALLY G.’s
breasis,(Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, instructed SALLY G. that he needed to perform a
viginal/examination because there was a pap smear with a negative result. SALLY G. was aware
of this pap smear because she had previously received a call regarding the results and had an
appointment set up with a nurse practitioner for the following day.

31, At that point in time Plaintiff SALLY G., proceeded to undress in front of
Defendant ARTURC VARGAS, M.D. and then laid back on a table with her feet up. Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., then proceeded to insert multiple fingers into SALLY G.’s vagina
and probed around in a circular fashion. After a signiﬁcar.lt amount of probing, Defendant

ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., said that he was finished, but did not disclose anything about the

8
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results of the purported vaginal examination and left the room. SALLY G. got dressed and left the
office. Despite there being clear rules and standards of practice requiring a female chapefone to

be present during the examination, at no point in time was there a nurse or any other personnel

present during this interaction.

32, There was no medical purpose for Defendant ARTURQO VARGAS, M.D., to

‘examine SALLY G.’s vagina in this manner at this visit and his actions constituted aplysical and

sexual assault on SALLY G.

33, At the time that SALLY G. left the offices of defendant ARTURQ VARGAS,
M.D., and the Montebello medical facilities owned and operated Ey“K AISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, shettusted ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D.’s,
representations that his vaginal examination had-beerifor the purposes of conducting a medical
examination and she did not realize that ghesnifact had been sexuvally and physically assauited by
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D;

34.  The following day, Plamtiff SALLY G. wént back to the Montebello medical
facilities owned and operated by KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES._1>}00 and saw a nurse practitioner for the purpose of addressing the negative
results of herpap-smear. At that time, the nurse practitioner informed SALLY G. that she had to
perforfil a Yaginal examination. SALLY G. toid the nurse practitioner that a vaginal examination
had betn performed the day before by Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., however the nurse
practitioner informed SALLY G. that there was no record of that vaginal examination. SALLY G.
was upset at having to undergo another vaginal examination, however because Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., was her doctor, SALLY G. still trusted him and did not realize that he
had sexually and physically assauited her.

11
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FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS SPECIFIC TO ROZELLE H.

35.  Plaitiff ROZELLE H., was a member of Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-20, such that they had a contractual and legal
obligation to provide ROZELLE H. with healthcare services. ROZELLE H. relied upen these
Defendants to provide these services in a reasonable manner so as to proteet-hey from an
unreasonable risk of harm, including to properly investigate and scregh s employees and
physicians, put in place the proper policies, procedures and trainiilg for its employees and
physicians, properly inform its patients regarding what would take piaes’during examinétions, and
properly observe and investigate deviations from the standards ofpractice and complaints so as to
prevent sexual harassment and abuse in their business,

36.  Planuff ROZELLE H., was assignerd to receive primary care services by Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. at the Montebigllo-tiedical facility, owned, operated and controlled by
Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION, HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CAIJFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES -
100.

37. Plaintift ROZELLE H. presented to Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., with
complaints inclyding ‘thissed menstrual cycles and to obtain a “Plan B” pill because she had
recently had unprotected sex and she believed she might be pregnant. During the initial portion of
the-visit, a)nurse was present, and ROZELLE H. undressed and a pap smear was performed by
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, in the presence of the nurse. This also included a manual
vaginal examination where Defendant Arturo Vargas, M.D., inserted his fingers into ROZELLE
H.’s vagina and used his other hand to press on her abdomen. After the performance of the pap
smear, she was instructed that they were done and to put on her clothes and Defendant ARTUROQ
VARGAS, M.D,, and the nurse left the room. ROZELLE H. put her clothes back on and was

about to leave the examination room when Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. came back into

the room.

10
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES




LAW OFFICES OF JOHN S. HINMAN

3730 E. Broadway, Suite EF

Long Beach, CA 90803
Phone: 562.228.1275 Fax: 562.228.1376

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27
28

33. When Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, came back into the room, he
informed ROZELLE H. that he could tell if she had been pregnant or miscarried. He instructed
her to take off her pants and he would examine her again. ROZELLE H. complied, gat undressed
from the waist down, and laid down on a table for Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, to
perform a vaginal examination. ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. inserted muliiple fingers into
ROZELLE H.'s vagina and began moving them around, asking twice whethes KOZELLE H.
could “feel this.” Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.’s fingers remained dpside ROZELLE H.’s
vagina for a prolonged pericd of time. When he took his fingers out ofhier, he announced that she
was not pregnant and left the room, ROZELLE H. put her glothesback on and left the ofﬁcé.
Despite there being clear rules and standards of practicé requiring a female chaperone to be
present during the examination, at no point in time ¢yas there a nurse or any other personnel
present during this interaction.

39.  There was no medical purpose for Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, MD, to
examine ROZELLE H.’s vagina at this visit and his actions constituted a physical and sexual
assault on ROZELLE H.

40. At the tme that KOZELLE H. left the offices of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
M.D., and the Montebelle_medical facilities owned and operated by KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLANSING.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTEMEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-106, she trusted ARTUROC VARGAS, M.D.’s,
represéatations that his vaginal examination had been for the purposes of conducting a medical
examiration and she did not realize that she in fact had been sexually and physically assaulted by
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

Fraud
(By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)
41, Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-

40 as though set forth fully herein.

i1/
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42, As described in the preceding paragraphs, Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.,
represented to each of the Plaintiffs that it was medically necessary for him to perform certain
physical examinations of their breasts and/or vaginas.

43.  Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.,’s representations were false at the time that
he made the representations because there was no medical reason for him to perform the
examinations on plaintiffs.

44.  Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., knew that his represéntations were false at
the time that he made them and he intended for Plaintiffs to rely on the ¢¥presentations so that they
would provide him access to their breasts and/or vaginas so that he“cdald carry out his physical
and sexual crimes on them.

45.  Plaintiffs did in fact rely on Defendamt ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.’s
misrepresentations and déceptions when they undressed and allowed Defendant ARTUROQ
VARGAS, M.D,, to access their breasts and/ot\vaginas. Their reliance was reasonable because
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., ‘was their physician, and Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAM;INC? KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTEMEDICAL GROUP and DOQES 1-100, are a huge medical
conglomeration with an\excellent reputation in the community, based in large part on their
business practicesSof™Muge expenditures on advertising and public relations, and as such it was
reasonable, fox PRlaintiffs to rely on and trust Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.’s
represeitatipns to them regarding what was medically necessary.

46. Plaintiffs were harmed because they allowed Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
M.D., access to their breasts and/or vaginas and allowed him to manipulate, fondle, probe and
otherwise touch their most private of body parts when there was no medically necessary reason for
him to do so. In other words, they were harmed by their reliance on Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D.’s representations, land by their reliance on the reputation of Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSFITALS, SOUTHERN

CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, because this reliance led
Iy
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to them unwittingly allowing themselves to be molested and sexually and physically assaulted

and battered.

47. Plaintiffs reliance was a substantial factor in their harm, because absent that
reliance they would have never allowed Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., access to their
breasts and/or vaginas and would not have been sexually and physically assaulted and battered by
him,

48. As described more fully herein, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, /wére negligen-t, reckless, wanton,
intentional, and indifferent as to the actions of Defendant ARTERO VARGAS, M.D., especially
in their failures to adequately screen and investigatehim_grior to hiring, adequately investigate
him in an ongoing manner, have adequate po}iciesiand procedures and ensure that they were
followed, adequately train its staff and erﬁployees, and failure 1¢ inform their patients and/or
members. Further, as described more-fully Herein, being on actual and constructive ﬁotice of the
actions of Defendant ARTURO/VARGAS, M.D., they failed to follow their legal obligations to
report his conduct.  All %of this indicates these Defendants consented, ratified, permitted,
encouraged, directed -and/or/approved of the actions of ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., such that they
can be held fullytespansible for ali of his actions.

49, "\ Asa direct and proximate result of Defendants’ fraud, Plaintiffs have and will incur
substaiitial\special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of eamings,
as.well/as other economic damages, in an amount to be proved at trial.

50.  As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ fraud, Plaintiffs have and
will incur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychelogical and
emotiona! suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.

51.  Furthermore, Defendants engaged in their conduct with malice, fraud and/or
impression and with a willful disregard of the likeiihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.

As a resuli, Plamuffs are entitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to punish

13
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Defendants.  Furthermore, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,;
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented to, ratified, permitted, encouraged, directed,
and/or approved the acts of each other Defendant, and in particular Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D., when they were on actual and/or constructive notice of his iflegai actions and
failed to do anything to protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from him

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

Sexual Battery
(By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)

52 Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
51 as though set forth fully herein. |

53.  As discussed in detail in the—preseding paragraphs, Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D,, touched each of the Plaintiffs:ormtheir breasts and/or vaginas, with no medically
necessary reason and with the intent of-sexualiy and physically battering them.

54 Ailthough ARTURO-VARGAS, M.D., obtained the consent of Plaintiffs prior to
committing these intentionaktoughings, such consents were fraudulently obtained, therefore were
meaningless, and therefore Plaintiffs did not provide consent to the battery committed upon them
by Defendant ARTURD VARGAS, M.D.

55, WAwdescribed more fully herein, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH

PLAN/_ INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, were negligent, reckless, wanton,

intentional, and indifferent as to the actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, especially
in their failures fo adequately screen and investigate him prior 1o hiring, adequately investigate

him in an ongoing manner, have adequate policies and procedures and ensure that they were

followed, adequately train its staff and employees, and failure to inform their patients and/or

members. Further, as described more fully herein, being on actual and constructive notice of the
actions of Defendant ARTURG VARGAS, M.D., they failed to follow their legal obligations to

report his conduct. All of this indicates these Defendants consented, ratified, permitted,
14
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encouraged, directed, and/or approved of the actions of ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D., such that they
can be held fully responsible for all of his actions.

56. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ fraud, Plaintiffs have and will incur
substantial special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of garnings,
as well as other economic damages, in an amount to be proved at trial.

57. As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ fraud, Plainiff have and
will meur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain abd“psychological and
emotional suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.

58, Furthermore, Defendants engaged in their ggnduti&ith malice, fraud and/or
impression and with a willful disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicabie conduct was the actyaland-proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
As a result, Plaintiffs are enutied to punitiyssdamages in an amount sufficient to punish
Defendants.  Furthermore, Defendants=KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.;
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;” SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOESI-100; consented to, ratified, permitted, encouraged, directed,
and/or approved the acts Gf ¢ach other Defendant, and in particular Defendant ARTURQ
VARGAS, M.D., whenr they/were on actual and/or constructive netice of his illegal actions and
failed to do anythubg to>protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from him.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

Gender Related Violence (Civil Code section 51.7)
(By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)

59.  Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
58 as though set forth fully herein.

60.  As described in detail mm the preceding paragraphs, Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D., committed a sexual and physical battery against each of the Plaintiffs. Each of
these actions constituted violence as contemplated by Civil Code section 51.7.

61, The motivating reason for Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D..’s illegal actions

was Plaintiffs’ gender and sex.

15
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62.  As described more fully herein, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES -1-100, were neghgent, reckless, wanton,
intentional, and indifferent as to the actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., especially
in their failures to adequately screen and investigate him prior o hiring, adequately investigate
him in an ongoing manner, have adequate policies and procedures and ensyre” that“they were
followed, adequately train its staff and employees, and failure to inforni\their patients and/or
members. Further, as described more fully herein, being on actual and constructive notice of the
actions of Defendant ARTURG VARGAS, M.D., they failed/fo follaw their legal obligations to
report his conduct. Al of this indicates these Defendant$—Consented, ratified, permitted,
encouraged, directed, and/or approved of the actions of ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, such that they
can be held fully responsible for all of his actiong?

63.  As a direct and proximatedesuitdf Defendants’ iliegal actions, Plaintiffs have and
will incur substantial special damagesAithe forr_n of past and future medical expenses and loss of
earnings, as well as other economiic-damages, in an amount to be proved at trial.

64, As a further diredPand proximate result of Defendants’ illegal actions, Plaintiffs

have and will incur_suhstantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychological

-and emotional spftering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.

65 “furthermore, Defendants engaged in their conduct with malice, fraud and/or
impreskion)and with a wiliful disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
As a result, Plaintiffs are entitied to pumitive damages m a‘n amount sufficient te punish
Defendants.  Furthermore, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-20, consented to, ratified, permitted, encouraged, directed,
and/or approved the acts of each other Defendant, and in particular Defendant ARTURO

VARGAS, M.D., when they were on actual and/or constructive notice of his illegal actions and

failed to do anything to protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from him.
16
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FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Sexual Harassment in o Defined Relationship (Civil Code section 51.9)
(By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)
66.  Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
65 as though set forth fully herein.
67, As described in detail in the preceding paragraphs, Defendants had ‘abisiness and
professional relationship with Plaintiffs where they were obligated to prayide medical care and
services’ to Plaintiffs and established physician-patient and hedlth care provider-patient

relationships with each of the Plaintiffs.

68.  Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., committed sexual battery against each of
the Plaintiffs.

69.  Defendant ARTURO VARGAS M DY's battery was unwelcome and was severe
because it resulted in actual sexual touching-and\battery of each of the Plaintiffs.

70.  Plaintiffs were unablesto edsily terminate their relationships with Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., beqduse.fre'was the primary care physician they had been assigned by
Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.,; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERMN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-
100.  Further, Plaintiffs were unable to easily terminate their relationships with Defendants.
KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, as it is very
difficult for lay individuals to navigate the healthcare mnsurance/provider industry and to obtain
new or different insurance and/or heaithcare providers. ‘

71.  As described more fully herein, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, were negligent, reckless, wanton,
intentional, and indifferent as to the actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., especially
in their failures to adequétely screen and investigate him prior to hiring, adequately investigate

him in an ongoing manner, have adequate policies and procedures and ensure that they were
17

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES




LAW OFFICES OF JOHN S. HINMAN

1730 E. Broadway, Suite EF

Eong Beach, CA 90803
Phone: 562.228.1375 Fax: 562.228.1376

10
11
12
13
14
I5
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27
28

followed, adequately train its staff and employees, ‘and failure to inform their patients and/or
members. Further, as described more fully herein, being on actual and constructive notice of the
actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, they failed to follow their legal obligations to
report his conduct. All of this indicates these Defendants consented, ratified, permitted,
encouraged, directed, and/or approved of the actions of ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., such that they
can be held fully responsible for all of his actions.

72, As adirect and proximate result of Defendants’ illegal actiodhs) Plaintiffs have and
will incur substantial special damages in the form of past and future middical’expenses and loss of
eamings, as well as other economic damages, in an amount to b proved at trial.

73, As a further direct and proximate result of Deféndants’ illegal actions, Plaintiffs
have and will incur substantial general damages in the, fori of physical pain and psychological
and emotional suffering in an amount to be provedatthe time of trial.

74, Furthermore, Defendantscengaged 1n their conduct with malice, fraud and/or
impression and with a willful disregard-of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicable gonduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
As a resuit, Plamtiffs areCentitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to punish
Defendants.  Fupthermare)/ Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,;
KAISER FOURNDATION HOSPITALS, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented to, ratified, permitted, encouraged, directed,
andior{(approved the acts of each other Defendant, and in particular Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D,, when they were on actual and/or constructive notice of his illegal actions and
failed to do anything to protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from him.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Unlawful Business Practices (Business & Professions Code section 17200, et seq.)
(By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)
75, Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
74 as though set forth fully herein.

i
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76. At all times herein mentioned, Defendants conducted and continue through the
present to conduct their respective business affairs as set forth in such a manner as to willfully and
negligently allow an environment for sexual assaults to occur at its facilities, concealing from the
general public the fact that it employed physicians who sexually assaulted patients, represented to
the public that @t provided care for patients in a safe environment, and protected Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, from criminal prosecution despite having actual-and-constructive
knowledge of his sexual deviancies. As described in aetail in in the (preceding paragraphs,
Defendants’ conduct, and in particular the conduct of its employee Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D., was unlawful. Included among the laws/tHat \eete violated are Civil Code
sections 51.7, 51.9, 1708.5 and Penal Code section 243 4. These illegal actions arose within the

business and professional relationship between Defendants-a#td Plaintiffs and Plaintiffs were in the

class of persons these laws were designed to profect) Defendants all conducted their business
gactivities in such a way that members of-thespublic are likely to be deceived regarding those
| business activities,

77.  As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ illegal actions, Piaintiffs have and
will incur substantial finanéial harm that was reasonably foreseeable at the time of Defendants’
illegal actions. Plaintiffsyequest restitution in an amount to be proved at trial.

78.  Plaintiffs also request a civil penalty of $2,500.00 for the illegal business practices
of defendants.

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress

{By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)
79.  Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs !-
! 78 as though set forth fully herein.
1 : 80.  As described in detail in the preceding paragraphs, Defendants’ conduct, and in
particular the conduct of Defendant ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D., was outrageous. Defendant

ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., exploited his position of trust and power with Plaintiffs for the

i
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purpose of gaining access to their bodies and fondling, groping, and otherwise touching their
private body parts where there was no medically necessary purpose.

81.  Defendants’ conduct was directed at Plaintiffs becanse they knew that Plaintiffs
would suffer harm from these offensive touchings.

82, Defendants” conduct was done with intent, or reckless disregard, of the fact that it
would cause severe emotional distress from Plaintiffs.

83, Plaintiffs did, in fact, suffer from severe emotional distbéss as a result of
Defendants’ actions, manifested by anxiety and depression, loss of §leep, Headaches, and other
physical manifestations as a result of the knowledge that Defefidants Had sexually and physically
abused and battercd them and had abused the trust of the 4physician-patient and healthcare
provider-patient relationships. These damages are alleged in/an amount to be proved at the time of
tria.

84.  Defendants’ conduct wascthe actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ emotional
distress, which would not have occupred, had Defendani ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., not sexually
and physically battered them.

85, As described\mone fully herein, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC. KAISER/ FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE-MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, were negligent, reckless, wanton,
intentional, ang indifferent as to the actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., especially
i theid failures to adequately screen and investigate him prior to hiring, adequately investigate
him 10//an ongoing manner, have adequate policies and procedures and ensure that they were
followed, adequately train its staff and employees, and failure to inform their patients and/or

members. Further, as described more fully herein, being on actual and constructive notice of the

| actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., they failed to follow their legal obligations to

report his conduct. All of this indicates these Defendants consented, ratified, permitted,
encouraged, directed, and/or approved of the actions of ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, such that they
can be held fully responsible for all of his actions.

i
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86.  Furthermore, Defendants engaged in their conduct with malice, fraud and/or
oppression and with a willful disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
As a result, Plaintiffs are also entitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to punish
defendants and deter others from similér conduct.  Furthermore, Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITAES:SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented. to, ratified,
permitted, encouraged, directed, and/or approved the acts of eack'(other Defendant, and in
particular Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., when they were\dnzactual and/or constructive

notice of his illegal actions and failed to do anything to proteet=their patients, and in particular

Plaintiffs, from him.

SEVENTH CAUSE-QF ACTION
| Negligent-Hiring
(By All Plaintiffs Against Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.:
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100)
87.  Plaintiffs wcorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-

&6 as though set fdrth fully herein.

88, \Defendanis KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
EFOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
| GROUP and DOES 1-100 assumed a duty as the health care plan, hospital, and other healthcare
providers to Plaintiffs fo ensure that they hired quahfied employees and healthcare providers,
including staff physicians, to ensure that Plaintiffs did not suffer the type of sexual and physical
battery that they suffered at the hands of Defendant ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D. (See Elam v.
College Park Hospital (1982) 132 Cal. App.3d 332)) This included the duty to do full and
reasonable background checks and investigations into their potential hires so as to identify all

reasonably available information that would inform them of the fitness of potential hires to

1

21
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES




LAW OFFICES OF JOHN S. HINMAN
373 E. Broadway, Suile EF

Lang Beach, CA 90803
Phone: 562.228.1375 Fax: 562.228.1376

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

provide medical care and treatment to their patients without posing an unreasonable risk to their
patients.

89.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.. KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 negligently hired and granted staff privileges to Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D,, by failing to do a reasonable and full background check and inveStigation into
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. At all times mentioned herein, KAISER FOUNDATION
HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS: SQUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100 knew or shollld have known based on
information that would have been readily available to them had tiéy been reasonably diligent that
by allowing ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., to see and tfsar théir members and/or patients of their
facilities, they were exposing those patients to-unressonable risk of harm. These Defendants
failed to perform a reasonable inquiry—and investigation regarding Defendant ARTURO
VARGAS, M.D.

90, As a direct and prigximate result of Defendénts’ negligence, Plaintiffs have and will
incur substantial special dafbagey in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of
eamnings, as well ag otherzconomic damages, in an émount to be proved at trial,

91.  Asa further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have

and will incod sibstantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychological and

emotioffal suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.

92, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 were so wanton, reckless and indifferent in their lack of investigation
into Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, that it amounted to malice, fraud and/or oppression
and with a willful disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs their injuries,
Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries. As a result,
Plamtiffs are also entitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to punish defendants and

deter others from similar conduct. Furthermore, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
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PLAN, INC; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented to, ratified, permitted,

encouraged, directed, and/or approved the acts of each other Defendant, and in particular
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., when they were on actual and/or constructive notice of his
illegal actions and failed to do anything to protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from

him.

EIGTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Negligent Retention
(By All Plaintiffs Against Defendants KAISER FOUNDAFIONHEALTH PLAN, INC.;
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDIZAL GROUP and DOES 1-100)

93.  Plaintiffs incorporate herein by refetence the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
92 as though set forth fully herein.

94, Defendants KAISER—FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES i-100 @ssumed a duty as the health care plan, hospital, and other healthcare
providers to Plaintiffs-totensure that they retained qualified employees and healthcare providers,
including staff piysicians, to ensure that Plaintiffs did not suffer the type of sexual and physical
battery that theyvsuffered at the hands of Deféndant ARTURQO VARGAS, M.D. (See Elam v.
College Park Hospital (1982) 132 Cal.App.3d 332} This included the duty to perform routine
perfortnance evaluations, monitoring, and other evaluations to ensure that retention of Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M:D., did not place their patients, and Plaintiffs in particular, at an
unreasonable risk of harm.

95.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 negligently allowed Defendant ARTURC VARGAS, M.D., to retain
staff privileges and see their patients. At all times mentioned herein, KAISER FOUNDATION

HEALTH PLAN, INC.,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
23

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES




LAW OFFICES OF JOHN S. HINMAN

31730 E. Broadway, Sune EF

Leng Beach, CA 90803
Phone: $62.228.1375 Fax; 562.228.1376

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known, had they
performed reasonable ongoing evaluvations of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, that by
allowing ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., to see and treat their members and/or patients of their
facilities, they were exposing those patients to unreasonable risk of harm. These Defendants
failed to perform any level of ongoing reasonable inquiry and investigation regarding Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.

96, Plaintffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, thatoDefendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 12400/ had advance knowledge,
or constructive knowledge through information that would havé been identified through the
exercise of reasonable care, of the unfitness of Defendatts ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., to provide -
pattent care (o their members and patients, syehias\Plaintiffs. Despite this advance notice,
Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP émd DQOES 1-
100 continued to retain Defendarfs ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, thus placing their members and
patients, such as Plaintiffs, afan ypreasonable risk of harm.

97.  Asgdirecvand proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have and will
incur substantial special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of
earnings, ag weil as other economic damages, 1n an amount to be proved at trial.

88\) As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have
and will incur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychological and
emotional suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of tal. _

99.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC; KAISER
| FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA  PERMANENTE MEDICAL

:GROUP and DOES 1-100 were so wanton, reckless and indifferent in their lack of ongoing
investigation into Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D, that it amounted to malice, fraud and/or
 oppression and with a willfu} disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs

| their injuries. Their despicabie conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
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As a result, Plaintiffs are also entitled to punitive damages in an am'ount sufficient to punish
defendants and deter others from similar conduct. Furthermore, Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented to, ratified,
permitted, encouraged, directed, and/or approved the acts of each other Defepdant, and in
particular Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., when they were on actual and/orc@nstructive

notice of his illegal actions and failed to do anything to protect their patients;,and in particular

Plaintiffs, from him.

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Negligent Supervision
(By All Plaintiffs Against Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.;
KAISER FOUNDATIONHOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100)

100, Plaintiffs incorporate hersin by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs |-
99 as though set forth fully hereig]

101, Defendants AISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 100 assumed a duty as the health care plan, hospital, and other healthcare
;providers to ‘Plainitiffs to ensure that they properly supervised their employees and healthcare

providéts, inchuding staff physicians, to ensure that Plamtiffs did not suffer the type of sexual and

5physical battery that they suffered at the hands of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. This
ginc[uded the duty to have appropriate policies and procedures in place, énd ensure that those
policies and procedures were maintained and followed by their employees and staff, such that
jinteractions with members and patients were supervised .so as not to place their members and
patients, and Plaintiffs in particular, at an unreasonable risk of harm.

102.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL

GROUP and DOES 1-100 negligently failed tc have proper supervision of its employees, staff,

25
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and staff physicians, such that improper unsupervised contact was allowed in a continuous and

ongoing manner. At all times mentioned herein, KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN,
INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100 knew or should have known, had they had the proper
policies and procedures in place, and had they properly ensured that these policies and procedures
were being effectuated, that Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., was havinganadthorized and
unsupervised contact with their members and/or patients at their facilitieg, thus exposing those
patients, and Plaimntiffs in particular, to unreasonabie risk of harm.

103, Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and theregn allege/that Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS: SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100 had advance knowledge,
or constructive knowledge through informatiopstiat would have been identified through the
exercise of reasonable care, of the inapprobtiate nature of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
M.D.,’s contact with their members gag patiénts, such as Plaintiffs. Despite this advance notice,
Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CAJMFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-
100 continued tosallow~Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,, aceess to their patients and
members, thus pladingthose members and patients, such as Plaintiffs, at an unreasonable risk of
harm.

104) As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have and will
insur_gnbstantial special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of
earnings, as well as other economic damages, in an amount to be proved at trial.

105,  As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have

;and will incur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychological and
i

Semotional suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of tral.
106,  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, .INC.; KAISER

FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL

GROUP and DOES 1-100 were so wanton, reckless and indifferent in their lack of proper

20
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supervision of Defendant ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D., that it amounted to malice, fraud and/ar
oppression and with a willful disregard of the likelihood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs
their injuries. Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries.
As a result, Plaintiffs are also entitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to punish
defendants and deter others from similar conduct. Furthermore, Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER FOUN]jATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, gonsented to, ratified,
permuitted, encouraged, directed, and/cr approved the acts of each(other Defendant, and in
particular Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., when they, were-6n/actual and/or constructive

notice of his illegal actions and failed to do anything to proteet-their patients, and in particular

i Plamntiffs, from him.

TENTH CAUSEGRACTION

Negligent-Fraining
(By All Plaintiffs Against Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.;
KAJSER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFQRNJA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GRQUP and DOES 1-100)

107, Plaintffs \ncoyporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-

106 as though set-fertivfully herein.

108, \Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1.—500 assumed a duty as the health care plan, hospital, and other healthcare
providers to Plaintiffs to ensure that they properly trained their employees and healthcare
providers, including staff physicians, to ensure that Plaintiffs did not suffer the type of sexuval and
physical battery that thev suffered at the hands of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. This
included the duty to have properly train their staff, employees and physicians as to the proper
standards for patient interactions, including when it was appropriate for physicians to have private
access to patients, what tvpe of examinations required supervision, what types of conduct or

behavior would raise suspicion of deviation from accepted practices, and other policies and

27
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procedures that would have identified Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.’s behavior placed
its members and patients, including Plaintiffs, at an unreasonable risk of harm. Further, these
Defendants had a duty to provide appropriate information to their patients regarding what to
expect during appropriate examinations, including importantly what type of examinations would
be conducted without a witness present and what would be done during standard_breast and
vaginal examinations,

109, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLANNINC.. KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-160 negligently failed to have proper taining-6f its employees, staff, and
staff physicians, such that improper unsupervised contact by Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,
M.D., with female members and patients, including Plainiiffs, was allowed in a continuous and
ongoing manner. At all times mentioned hergin; KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN,
INC.; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS: SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE
MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-188 knew or should have known, had they had the proper
training m place, that DefendaiC ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., was having unauthorized and
unsupervised contact with their jjnembers and/or patients at their facilities, thus exposing those
patients, and Plaingiffs-in‘\particular, to unreasonable risk of harm. Further, their failure to properly
inform their patigits and members, exposed their uninformed patients and members to Defendant
ARTURQ VARGAS, M.D.’s fraud, and providing unwitting consent to sexual assault.

110)) Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants KAISER
FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100 had advance knowledge,

or constructive knowledge threugh information that would have been identified through the

exercise of reascnable care, of the inappropriate nature of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS,

it M.D.,’s contact with their members and patients, such as Plaintiffs. Despite this advance notice,

Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER FOUNDATION

HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-

100 continued to allow Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., access to their patients and

28
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members, thus placing those members and patients, such as Plaintiffs, at an unreascnable risk of
harm,

IT1. Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have and will
icur substantial special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of
earnings, as wetl as other economic damages, in an amount to be proved at trial,

112, As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence; Blaintiffs have
and will incur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain énd psychological and
emotional suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.

113.  Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEATTHCALAN, INC.. KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIAZPERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 were so wanton, reckless anth\inidifferent in their lack of proper training
of their employees, staff and physicians that it amounted to malice, fraud and/or oppression and
with a willful disregard of the likelihoodthat\thelr actions would cause Plaintiffs their injuries.
Their despicable conduct was the actal and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries. As a result,
Plaintiffs are also entitled to punifive damages in an amount sufficient to punish defendants and
deter others from similar cofiducty Furthermeore, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, INC; KAISER/J FOUNDATION HGQSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

PERMANENTE-MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100, consented to, ratified, permitFed,

cencouraged, divected, and/or approved the acts of cach other Defendant, and in particular
]

 Defendant WRTURO VARGAS, M.D., when they were on actual and/or constructive notice of his

22

23

24
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26
27
28

illggal actions and failed to do anything to protect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from

him.

{
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ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Negligence Per Se
(By All Plaintiffs Against Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC ;
KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS;
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-100)

14, Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing aliegatiopssin-patagraphs 1-
113 as though set forth fully herein.

15, During the several year period in which Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D,,
was allowed by Defendants, and each of them, to perpetrate/fhe cGndict identified herein, they

failed and refused to properly report his behavior in violation of Cade of Federal Regulations Title

45 § 164.512, Penal Code sections 11160, et seq., and Other Atatutes and regulations which govern

» mandatory reporting of sexual assaults and related-crimes.

116, Asa result of these violations, there was no outside investigation performed of the
actions of Defendant ARTURO VARGAS; M.D. Had such an outside investigation been
performed, it wonld have revedled.Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D.’s crimes, and the
members and patients of Défendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC.: KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 19100 would have been protected from further sexual abuses by Defendant
ARTURO VARGAS, M.D. Thus, these statutes that were designed to protect the patients and
membéts 6f Defendants were rendered useless by their intentional and reckless failures to comply
with thieir statutory obligations. |

117.  Asa direct and proximate result of Defendants” negligence, Plaintiffs have and will
incur substantial special damages in the form of past and future medical expenses and loss of
earnings, as well as other economic damages, in an amount to be proved at trial.

118, As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ negligence, Plaintiffs have
and will mcur substantial general damages in the form of physical pain and psychological and

emotional suffering in an amount to be proved at the time of trial.
1
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119, Defendants KAISER FOUNDATION HEALTH PLAN, INC,; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS; SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL
GROUP and DOES 1-100 were so wanton, reckless and indifferent in their lack of proper
compliance with the above entitled statutes that it amounted to malice, fraud and/or oppression
and with a willful disregard of the likelthood that their actions would cause Plaintiffs their injuries.
Their despicable conduct was the actual and proximate cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries:=As a result,
Plaintiffs are also entitled to punitive damages in an amount sufficient to Qunish defendants and
deter others from similar conduct. Furthermore, Defendants KAISERVEOUNDATION HEALTH
PLAN, 1INC, KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS,” SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP and DOES 1-i00, céasented to, ratified, permitted,
encouraged, directed, and/or approved the acts of (sach’other Defendant, and in particular
Defendant ARTURO VARGAS, M.D., when theyzwer on actual and/or constructive notice of his

illegal actions and failed to do anything £o-prosect their patients, and in particular Plaintiffs, from

him.

TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

\ Viglation of Civil Code section ]1708.5

{By All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)
120.  Plalnuffs incorporate herein by reference the foregoing allegations in paragraphs 1-
1 119 as thoughsetforth fuIIy herein,

121} Defendants and each of them as described above acted with the intent to cause a
harmful or offensive contact with an intimate part of the Plaintiffs, and a sexually offensive
contact with Plaintiffs directly or indirectly resulted. Defendants and each of them as described in
this Complaint ratified the behavior of the other Defendants.

122, Defendants and each of them as described above acted with the intent to cause an
umminent zpprehension of the conduct describgd in this Complaint and a sexually offensive
contact directly ot indirectly resulted,

Iy

Iy
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123.

Because of the behavior of Defendants, including the ratifying behavier described

in this Complaint, the Defendants and each of them are liable for general, special and punitive

damages pursuant to Civif Code section 1708.5 in an amount to be proven at trial,

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plainuffs SARA G., SALLY G., and ROZELLE H., pray for judgment

against the DEFENDANTS, and each of them, as follows:

ON THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:

1.
2.
3.

4.

For general damages, according to proof;
For special damages, according to proof;
For other compensatory damages, according 1o peoct,

For punitive damages according to prodf;

ON THE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:

L.
2.
3.

4.

For general damages, accordingo proof;
For spectal damages, zesording to proof,
For other compevigatory damages, according to preof;

For punitive’damsges according to proof;

ON THE THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION:

4.

5.

Fer gederal damages, according to proof;
Far special damages, according to proof;
For other compensatory damages, according to proof;
For punitive damages according to proof;

For attorneys’ fees and costs;

ON THE FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1.

For general damages, according to proef;
For special damages, according to proof;
For other compensatory damages, according to proof}
For punitive damages according to proof;

For attorneys’ fees and costs;
' 32
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ON THE FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

l. For restitution, according to proof;

2. For civil pehalties in the amount of $2,500.00;
3. For equitable and injunctive relief;

4, For attorneys’ fees pursvant to CCP 1021.5;
ON THE SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

l. For general damages, according to proof;
2. For special damages, according to proof;
3. For other compensatory damages, according to froof:
4. For punitive damages according to proof;

ON THE SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. Fo.r general damages, acclording L ProoL
2, For special damages, accotding to\proof;
3. For other compensatopydamages, according to proof;
4, For punitive damdgesaccording to proof;

ON THE EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. Forgensrahdamages, according to proof,
2. Forspeeial damages, according to proof,
3 For other compensatory damages, according to proof;
4. For punitive damages according to preof;

ON THE NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. For general damages, according ta proof;
2. For special damages, according to proof,
3. For other compensatory damages, according to proof;
4. Forrpunitive damages according to proof;

ON THE TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1, For general damages, according to proof;
2, For special damages, according to proof;
33
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3. For other compensatory damages, according ta proof;
4. For punitive damages according to proof;

ON THE ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. For general damages, according to proof}
2. For special damages, according to proof;
3. For other compensatory damages, according to proef;
4. For punitive damages according to proof;

ON THE TWELFTH CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. For general damages, according to proof;

2. For special damages, according to proof;

3. For other compensatory damages, accofding 4o proof;

4. For punitive damages according toproof;

5. For attorneys’ fees and costs;

ON ALL CAUSES OF ACTION:

l. For costs of suit fircered herein;

2. For interest and prejudgment interest according to law;

3. For such\pther and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

PLAINTIFFS HEREBY DEMAND A JURY TRIAL.

DATED: January 22, 2013 LAW OFFICES OF JOHN S. HINMAN

o

Johyy S. Hinman
Attdmey for Plaintiff
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Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice
Cther PKPD/WD (23)
Premises Liability {e.g., slip
and fall)
Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WR
{e.q., assault, vandalism}
intentional Inflicticn of
Emotionat Diglress
Negligent infliction of
EmotighatDistiess
T Other PYRD/WD
Nan-PI/PD/WD (QOther) Tobt
i~ Business Tor/Unfair Business
Practice {07)
"~ Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
12 false arrest) {not civil
’ harassment} (08)
i Defamation {e.q., slander, libel}
(13)
Fraud {16)
i Intellectual Propery {19)
" Professional Negligence (25)
Legal Malpraclice
Other Professional Malpractice
i {not medical or legal)
, r Other Non-PI/POMD Tort (35)
Employment
Wrongful Termination {38)
Other Employment (15)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of ContractWarranly {08)
Breach of Rental/Lease
Contract (not unfawfid detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach-Seilan
Plaintiff (ne! fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Cantréct/Warranty
Collections {e.g., moneyowed-4pen
book accounte e}
Collection Case<Seller Piaintifi
Other Promissory Nete/Collections
Cagg
Insurance (o¥earade (not provisionally
complex) 8]
Aule-Subrogation
QtherCoverage

OtherContract (37)
Conlractual Fraud
{Other Contract Dispule
Real Property
Eminent Domainfinverse
Condemnation {14)
Wrongful Eviction {33}

Other Real Property {e.q., quiet title) (26}
Writ of Pogsession of Real Proparty
tortgage Foreclosure
Quiel Titie
Other Real Property (nat aminent
damain, fandlord/tenant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31}

Residential {32)

Drugs (38} (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this tem; otherwise,
report as Commoercial or Residentizi)

Judicial Review

Asset Forfeiture {05)

Pelition Re: Arbitration Award {11)

Writ of Mandate (02)
Wril-Administrative Mandamus
Writ~-Mandamus on Ltimited Court

Case Matter
Wieit-Other Limited Court Case
Review

QOther Judicial Review {38}

Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor
Commissioner Appeals

Provigtandtly Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rutes of Court Rudes 3.400-3,403)
AnlitrustTrade Regulation {03}
Construction Defect {10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40}
Securilies Litigation {28}
EnvironmentalToxic Torl (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type lisled above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcernent of Judgment (20}
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Conlession of Judgment {non-
domestic refations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
{nof unparid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judament on Unpaid Taxes
Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case
Misce!laneous Civil Comptaint
RICO (27)
Other Complzint (net spacifed
above) (42)
Dectaratory Relief Only
injunctive Reltef Only {non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-lott/non-compiex)
QOther Civil Complaint
{non-tort/non-complex)
Miscellanecus Civil Petition
Parinership and Corporate
Governance (21}
Other Petition {(not specified
above) (43)
Civil Harassment
Woarkplace Violence
Elder/Dependent Adult
Abuse
Election Conlest
Petlition for Name Change
Petition for Relief From Late
Claim
Other Civil Petition
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SHORT TITLE:
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CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND BY FAX

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

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

ltem |. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:

JURY TRIAL? m YES CLASS ACTION? D YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 15 () Hourst ¥) Davs

tem ll. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps - If you checked “Limited Case”, skip 1¢-4&m HI, Pg. 4):

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

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which be&t deszibes the nature of this case.

Step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court lozation choice that pplies (o the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Ruie 2.0.

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Laeation (see Column C below) J '

1. Class actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, central districl 6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed in central {plher county, or no bedily injury/property dandage- 7. Localion where petitioner resides,

3. Location where cause of action arase. 8. Logation wherein defendantrespondent functions wholly.
4. Location where bedily injury, death or damage occurred. 9. Location where cne or more of the parties reside.

5. Location where performance required or defendant resices. 10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office

Step 4: Fill in the information reguested on gage44n ltem Iil; complete ftem V. Sign the declaration.

A O B AR | c
Civii Case Cover Sheet . . Type of Action : : Applicable Reasons -
Calegory No. . {Check only onel See Step 3'Above
o Auto (22) O A7100 Motar Vehicle - Parsonal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Daath 1.,2.,4.
g5
< Uninsured Molbiist-{46) [0 A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist § 1., 2., 4.
- ——
O AB070 Asbesios Property Damage 2.
Asbestos {04) .
b O A7221 Asbestos - Personat InjuryfWrongful Death 2.
£ =
. & C
& '; Product Liability (24) 0 A7280 Product Liability {nol asbestos or loxicienvironmental} 1.2.,3.,4.,8.
Pl E
FoE 2 O A7210 Medical Malpraciice - Physicians & Surgeons 1,4
= 2 Medical Malpractice {45) ) i
=2 [0 A7240 Ofther Professional Health Care Malpractice 1,4
5 8
ez 0 A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., sfip and fall) 14
P T ) th &
ﬁg.: g Persgnarlrnjury AT230 Intentionai Bodily Injury/Property Damage/\Wrongful Death (e.g., 1.
E-wg § Property Damage assault, vandalism, etc.) 1 \g/
119 WFO”%UB’)DEE”‘ 0O A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress
0 A7220 Otrer Persenal Injury/Property DamageMvrongful Death B4
LAGIV 108 {Rev. 03111} CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Lecal Rule 2.0
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SHORT TITLE

Sara G, et al. v. Vargas, et al.

CASE NUMBER

Civil Case Cover Sheet. Type of Action Appiicable Reasons -
- CategoryNow " [Check oty one)” " See Step:3 Above
Business Torl (07) 0 AB028 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fravdibreach of contract) 1.3
>t
T o
2 ; Civil Rights (08) O A8008 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1.2.3
2%
a o
‘E, (=] Defamation (13) 0 AB010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1.,2.,3
22
L ED
= 5 Fraud {16) 0O A8013 Fraud (no contract} 2wl
82
S =
=@ ABO1Y Legel Maipraclice M, 2. 3.
&2 Professional Negligence (25)
g g ABDSC Qther Professional Maipraclice (not medical or legal) 1.2.3.
=
Cther {35) O A8025 Olher Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tor 2.3
E Wrongful Termination {36} O ABC37 Wrongful Termination 1.,2.,3
£
=
o 1 AB024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1.,2.3
g' Olher Employment (15)
w [1 A8Y09 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10
——
b ABOC4 Breach of RentalfLease Conbaci {nabhnlawful detainer or wrongful 2 5
eviction) T
Breach of Contract/ Warranty L ) 2.5
(08) AB008 Conlract/Warranty Bréack “&eller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) T
{not insurance) O ABO19 Negligert BreacRefGomtract/Warranty (no fraud) 12,5
3O AB028 Other Breach of Conttact/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 125
a
o O AB002 Colleclions Case-Seller Piaintiff 2,5.6.
= Collections {09} .
8 0 AG6012 Qer Promissery Note/Collections Case 2.5
Insurance Coverage (18) 1 ABDAS [hsirance Coverage (not complex) 1.,2.,5.,8
O NAGDCS Contractual Fraud 1.,2.,3,5
Qther Contract (37} DIOAB031 Torious Interference 1,2.3,5
O A8027 Other Coniract Dispute{not breach/insurancelfraud/negligence) 1,2,3.,8
Eminent Domaig/Myerst O A7300 Emmnent Demain/Candemnation Number of parcels 2
Condermiiation {14)
.,.g: Wrongful Eviction (33) 0 A8023 Wrongfui Eviction Case 2,6
g
1"“% {0 AB018 Morigage Foreclosure 2,8
[+ 0] i
A Other Real Property {28) (1 A6032 Quiet Title ) 2.8
g 0 AB0SD Other Real Property (Aot eminent domain, landlordftenant, foreclosure) | 2., 6.
i — —
[ —— -
Uniawful De“"(;‘f)"commm'm 0 AB0Z1 Unlawlul Detainer-Commercial {not drigs or wrangful eviction) 2.8
“ry e
i g - . .
- % Unlawiul Del?ér;rﬂesudennal [0 AB020 Unlawiul Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction} 2.,6.
o =
=] )
=g Uriawful Detainer- O AS020F Unlawiul Delainer-Post-Foreclosure 2,86
i Post-Foreclosure (34)
e
=1
Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38} | O A6022 Unlawful Delainer-Orugs 2., 6.
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM tocal Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04
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SHORT TITLE:

Sara G., et al. v. Vargas, et al.

CASE NUMBER

A

Civil Case Cover Sheet

. B
Type of Aclion

c

Applicable Reasons -

Category No. {Check only cne) See Step 3 Above
Asset Forfeiture (05) O AG108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2,6
g Petition re Arbilration (11) O AB115 Petition lo CompeliConfirmfVacate Arbitration 2.5
£ '
o + O ABtH1 Wit - Administrative Mandamus 2.8
(1]
% Wit of Mandate (02) [1 AB152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.
3 O AB153 Wit - Other Limited Court Case Review 2
Cther Judicial Review (39} O A§150 Cther Writ JJudicial Review 2.8
——
E Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) | O A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.2,8
= .
e Construction Defect (10) ' O A6007 Construction Defect 1.2.3
] ;
= - ;
2 clame IS Ve Tt 10 4606 Claims Involing Mass Tor 1,2.8
g !
[=]
L; Securities Litigation (28) T AB035 Securities Litigalion Case 1.2.8
3 Toxic T !
£ oxic Tort i . .
£ Environmental {30) ID ABD36 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1,2.3.8
-
E Insurance Coverage Claims n:l ABO14  Insur Coverage/Shbregalion {complex case only) 1,2,5,8
from Complex Case {(41) . surance g & P ¥ e
| O A8141 Sister State Jucgmens 2.9,
‘é ‘s' L 0O AB160 Abstract ¢l dudgment 2.6
qE’ ,:E’) Enforcement : O AB107 Coniessian of Judgment (non-domaestic relations) 2., 8.
(&)
53 of Judgment (20) | 0 AB140_ Anininisirative Agancy Award {nol unpaid taxes) 2,8
£ 5 i
[ = .
(i {1 ABTM4 Retition/Cenificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2., 8.
| B~ AG112/ Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.,8.,9.
}
RICO (27) 9, A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.,2.8
w 2 h
S = :
§ 2 .0 AB030 Declaratory Refief Only 1.,72.8.
o E L ) .
= [ 2.8
E 8 Other Gomiaing | 1 A8040 Injunctive Relief Only {not domestictharassment)
a3 (Not Spegified ADQve) (42) 1 0 ag011 Other Commergial Complaint Case {non-tort/non-complex) 1.2.8
= = :
hd iD ABOOO Other Civil Complaint (non-tertinon-complex) 1.,2., 8.
\ — =
Partnership Corporation ‘ [l AB113 Parlnership and Corporate Governance Case 2,8
- Governance {21) -
b , {1 AB121 Civil Harassment 2.3.9
W o :
g § '3 As123 wWorkplace Harassment 2.3.,9.
& 5 " 11 AB124 ElderDependent Adult Abuse Case 2,3.9.
T o Other Petitions
Png w2 (Not Specified Above) O AS180 Eiection Contest 2
3 43 -
E e “3) 11 AB110 Pelition for Change of Name 2.7
- O AB170 Pelition for Refief fram Late Claim Law 2.3.4.8.
L 0 AG6100 Other Civil Petilion 2.9
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Locai Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04
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SHORT FITLE:

CASE NUMBER
Sara G, etal. v. Vargas, et al.

ltem [Il. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party s residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in item 1., Step 3 on Page 1, &s the proper reason for filing in the court Iocation you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown 1550 Town Cenler Drive

under Column C for the type of action that you have seiected for
this case.

0. 02 03. 4. 05. 06 O7. 08. 09 010

CITY: STATE: ZIF CORE:

Montebello CA 90649

ftem IV. Declaration of Assignment: 1 delare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of CaliféTta-that the foregoing is true

and correct and that fhe above-entitied matier is properly filed for assignment to tns Stanley Mask

courthouse in the
Central

District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angelas [26de \Civ.Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, (c) and (d)].

Dated: January 22, 2015 M ﬂ#‘

IIGNATURE (# ATTGRNEYJFILING PARTY}

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

1. Criginal Complaint or Petiticn,

If filing @ Complaint, a comeleted Summons form far issuance by the Clerk.

2
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Souncil form CM-010.
4

Civil Case Cover Sheet fddendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

o

Payment in full of thefiling fee, unless fees have been waived.

6. Asigned ordefappointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or patitioneris a
minor upder \8.yegars of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summaons.

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

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL. CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Paged of 4




