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Sugerior Court of Califomia

. of Los Angeles
Navid Cra FF Berpstein 122147 oy °
LAW OFFICE OF DAVID CRAIG BERNSTEIN JAN 2 0 2013
9454 Wilshire Boulevard, Snite M-5

Beverly Hills, Califlurnia 90212

Sherri A. Cal ive Officar/Clerk
Deputy
Telephone: (310) 288-0854 By‘_’_% o

Fax: (310) 288-0157
Email: dcb23@pachell.net

/
Attorney for Plaintiff Robert Biseman ~~ \ )\ 0}‘_9/

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CASE NO.: 50569931':

ROBERT EISEMAN, )
)
Plaintiff, yr—COMPLAINT
}
VS, } "1. Invasion of Privacy
3 2. Int’l Infliction of Emotwnal Distress;
KAISER PERMANENTE; a non-prafithizalth ) 3, Defamation;
insurer; JERRY HAMILTON SPARKS/an ) 5. Negligence
individual; DOES 1 through 25, fnclusive,
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Defendants.

Plairtiff Robert Eiseman (“Plaintiff”) alleges as follows:

1. Plaintiff is an individual who at all times relevant hereto resided in Los Angeles

Cuuuly, California,

o B B
m I I
oo o~
_ 2. Defendant Kaiser Permancnte operates a non-profit health insurer in Los Angelg il
. = — b &)
County, California. /}t all times relevant this the allegations of this Complaint, W%E;i ﬁt&f‘h =
! TELTE e
health insurer, { moo- :‘;l 2
O R
3. Defendant Jerry TTamilton Sparks (“Sparks™) is a Livensed Clinical Social Worker= ';:j
i
(CA License No.: 11751), who, at all times relevant to this Complaint, was employed by o
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Defendant Kaiser Permanente. At all times relevant hereto, Sparks was acting within the course
and scope of his employment as a LCSW by Defendant Kaiser Permanente.

4, The #u: names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associnte, ot otherwise,
of DOES 1 through 25 re unknown to plaintiff, who therefore sues the DOE defendantShy
fictitious names. Plaintiff will amend this complaint to show the DOE defendafits’ trué)names
and capacities after they have been ascertained, Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon
alleges that DOES 1 through 25 are defendants’ partners, joint-venturers, members, owners,
shareholders, officers, directors, and/or managers.

5. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges'that each and all of the acts and
vmissions alleged herein were performed by, and/or attributable to all Defendants, each acting as
agents and/or employees, and/or under the direction @nd contro! of each of the other Defendants,
and that said acts and failures to act were withit the course and scope of said agency,
employment and/or ditection and control. (Piaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges
that at all timea rclevant hereto, Deferidants were and 1eiuuin ihe agents of each other, ‘

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS APPLICABLE TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION

6. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff was employed by the Los Angeles Unified
School District (*LAUSD™).> As an employment benefit, LAUSD provided Plaintiff with health
insurance through Defondant Kaiser Permanentc. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintifl worked '
with a LAUSD employee who is referred to in this Complaint as “John Doe” to protect his
privacy.\ As & LAUSD employee, Jobn Doe al-so received health insurance through Kaiser
Permanente. In Janﬁary 2014, Plaintiff was one of John Doe’s supervisors.

7. At all times refevant hereto, John Doe was a patient of Defendant Sparks, who treated

John Doe for numerous emotional disorders. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon

:|| alleges that during psychotherapy sessions with Sparks, John Doe complained to Sparks about
| Plaintiff’s interactions with him at LAUSD. John Doe falsely reported to Sparks that Plaintiff
| had purposefully caused Sparks to suffer emotional distress. and that John Doe had once heen a

close friend of Plaintiff.

Complaint
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1 8. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that in or about late 2013 to

2 || January 2014, Sparks, who knew that Plaintiff was a Keiser Permanente patient, uniawfully,

2 || unethically, gained access to and read Plaintiff’s private medical records through the Kaiser

4 i| Permanente system, despite the fact that Plaintiff has never been Spark’s patient. Plaigtiff is

s || informed and believes and thereon alleges that in furtherance of his treatment of John Doe, and
6 || in the course and scope of his employment by Kaiser, Sparks decided to inteffore with Plaintiff’s
7 || emplovment relationship at LAUSD in an ill-conceived, mean-spirited, deliberate, and highly

¢ i| grossly illegal effort to help his patient,

g 9. On January 21, 2014, Sparks wrote a letter to Plain@iff”s immediate supervisor at

1o || LAUSD. I his letter, Sparks fulscly asserted, without ariy-ohjéctive medical or factual basis
11 || whatsoever, that Plaintiff had “bufposely" and iﬁfentionally inflicted “emotional stress™ on John
1z |{ Doe. Sbarks letter further asserted that approximaiely seven (7) years earlier, Plaintiff had

13 |[*begun a regimen of “psychotropic medication,” and that Plaintiff’s condﬁct at that time had

14 || caused John Doe’s “PSA test for prostate pancer” to increase, Sparks [ulsely, without any

15 | medical or factual basis, wrote that as)s result of Plaintiff’s conduet, John Doe suffered from

16 |1 “visual field issues related to his-browtosis (sic), anxiety, depression and other heaith related

17 || issues due to the intentionalinfliction of emotional distress caused by [Plaintiff].”

18 10. In liis letter; Sparks falsely, and without any objective or reasonable Icgal, medical or
1o | factual basis(Supporting his assertions, stated that “In my pro-fes;ional opinion, there is a conflict
7o || of interest for Mr. Eiseman to be supervising {John Doe] considering their long end conflicted
21 |jhistory which leads to the district liability it does not need (sic). Sparks further wrote that

2’2 Plaintiff’s conduct was “impacting the health of [John Doe] and this iz another Bability the

2 3 district does not want to be held responsibie for.” .

2t 11. Sparks’ reference to medication that Plaintiff bad been preseribed by Kaiser

25. || Permanente health care professional years prior to the date he wrotc his letter, and which

o¢"|| Plaintiff was not taking, could only have been obtained by Sparks’ by unlawfully accessing

2+ || Plaintiffs private medical records maintained at Kaiser Permanente, in an outrageous, shocking

Complaint
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and flagrant disregard for Plaintiff's constitutional right to privacy under Art.], §1 of the
California Constitution and under the United States Constitution.
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDA]"#TS FOR INVASION OF
PRIVACY

12. Plaintiff incorporates Paragraphs 1 through 11 as if set forth in full hereto.

13. Plaintiff had a reasonable expectation of privacy in his private medical records. (Art.
1, § 1, CA Constitution; U.S. Constitution).

_ 14, Defendants Kaiser Permanente, Sparks, and Does 1 thiough 2, intentionally and
unlawfully accessed, read, and disseminated Piaintiﬁ" s private-medical information to third
partics, including Plaintifl"s supervisor at LAUSD.

15. Defendants’ deliberate intrusion into Plaipfiff s privacy is outrageons and highly
offensive to any reasonable person, DefendantSparks, a liceﬂsed clinical social worker acting in
the course and scope of his employment by Kaiser Permanente had-actual knowledge that his
conduet was unlawful. Sparks and. Dées 1 through 25 intended (v dunages Plaintiff's career and
reputation in his field, and knew fhat publishing the information to Plaintiff’s employer was
likely to accomplish their pbjective,

16. As a directand proximate result of Defendants’ violation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional
right ta privacy, Plaintiff has suffered emotional distress, embarrassment, anger and frustration.
As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful actions, LAUSD did not renew
Plaintifls employment contract and Plaintiff received a de facto demotion to a lower pay grade
and concomitant substantial reduction in his compensation, prestige and career trajectory.

17. Defendants’ actions were fraudulent, malicious, oppressive and known to be unlawful
at the time they were made and Plaintiff is therefore entitled to recover punitive damages against
Defendants in an amount not yet ascertained but according to proof at the time of trial.

I |
m -
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1 || SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS FOR INTENTIONAL
2 INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

3 18. Plaintiff incorporated by this feference Paragraphs 1 through 11 and 13 through 17 asl
¢ |{if set forth in full hereat.

5 19. The deliberate violation of another person’s constitutional right to privacyis

¢ || outrageous. Here, Defendant Spatks and Does 1 through 10, in the course anid-scope of their

7. || employment by Kaiser Permanente, deliberately embarked on an ill coricgived and Bizarre plan

8 {|to support Sparks’ patient John Doe by brazenly accessing Plainti’s private medical records and
s || publishing those records to Plaintiff's supervisor at LAUSD with the goal of sabotaging '

10 {| Plaintiff’s career and reputation so that Plaintiff would nojonger be assigned to supervise; John
11 || Doe. Without any medical or factual basis whatsoever; Defendant falsely insinuated that

12 || Plaintiff was mentally ill, mean-spirited and was intentionally causing John Doe to suffer stress
13 || and medical complications. Defendants firther threatened LAUSD with civil “Jiability” arising
14 || out of their false and reckless accusativis uyainst Plaintiff.

15 20. As a direct and proximate'result of Defendants’ violation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional
16 || right to privacy, Plaintiff hassuffered emotional distress, embarrassment, anger and frustration.
17 || As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful actions, LAUSD did not renew
15 || Plaintiff's employment contract and Plaintiff received a dc facto detuotion w 4 lower pay grade
19 || and congcomitant substantial reduction in his compensation, prestige and career trajectory.

20: . 91, Defendants® actions were fraudulent, malicious, oppressive and known to be

21 || uniawiul at the time they were made and Plaintiff is therefore entitled to recover punitive

33 damages against Defendants in an amount not yet ascertained but according to proof at the time

23 || of trial. |

4|l THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS FOR DEFAMATION
2 “PER SE”

241 22. Plaintiff incorporated by this reference Paragraphs 1 through 11, 13 through 17 aod

27 || 19 through 21 as if set forth in full hereat.

Copplaint
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23. Sparks January 21, 2014 Jetter, which was written in the coutse and scope of his
employment by Kaiser Permanente, is defematory per se. Plaintiff never intentionally caused
stress or hatm to John Noe, Piaintiff was prescribed psychotropic medication litcrally years
before Sparks wrote his letter and Plaintiff was not taking such medication at the time ¢f the
Jetter. Nothing Plaintiff did or did not do effected John Doe's PSA to rise, and fiothing Plaintiff
did nor did not do was creating a Hability for LAUSD. Sparks® letter, whichwas based on
obsolete and private medical records vnlawfully accessed by Sparks, craated the false
implication that Plaintiff was unfit for duty at his job, and damaged Plaintiff's career and
standing at LAUSD. '

24. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants' violation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional
right to privacy, Plaintiff has suffered emotional distiass; embarrassment, anger and frustration.
As a further direct and proximate result of Defendanis’ unlawful actions, LAUSD did not renew
Plaintiff*s employment contract and Plaintiff teceived a de facto demotion té a lower pay grade
and concomitent substantial reduction f1rbis compeusation, prestige and career trajectory.

25. Defendants’ actions-were fraudulent, malicious, oppressive and known to be
unlawful at the time they. weére made and Plaintiff is therefore entitled to recover punitive
damages against Defesidants’in an amount not yet ascertained but according to proof at the time
of trial.

FOURTH (CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS FOR INTENTIONAL
INTERFERENCE WITH CONTRACTUAL RELATIONSHIP

26. Plaintiff incorporated by this reference Paragraphs 1 through 11, 13 through 17,19
through 21 and 23 through 25 as if set forth in full hereat.

27. At all times relevant hereto, Defendants werc aware of the fact that Plaintiff was

.|| employed by LAUSD as John Doe’s supervisor.

28. Defendants engaged in the unlawful conduct alleged herein, including but not

-{| limited to, the viclation of Plaintiff's constitutional right to privacy, the dissemination of the

contents of Plaintif"s private medical records, the publication of the defamatory January 21,

Complaint
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.|| through' 21, 23 through 25 and 27 through 30 as if set forth in full hereat.

.|| negligently supervised, trained and disciplined Defendant Sparks such that Sparks was allowed,
Il in the course and scope of his employment to gain sccess to Plaintiff’s confidential medical

| records and was allowed to believe that it was within the scope of his employment to write a

1| letter critical of a paticnt’s vo-worker to a patient’s employer. Plaintiff further alleges that Kaisen
: Permanente negligently compiled, maintained and supervised the confidentiality of Plaintiff’s

p1/20/2015 16:63 + DCB LAW b PAGE

2014 letter to PlaintifPs supervisor at LAUSD, in furtherance of a deliberate, conscious,
intentional and unlawful pian to interfere with Plaintiff's employment relationship with LAUSD
for the misguided purpose of somehow helping John Doe with his anxiety. Defendants, ond cach!
of them, knew or should have known that sending & false letter to Plaintiff's supervisor that‘
insinuated that Plaintiff was mentally unstable and intentionally bullying a subotdinate Would
vause dumages to Plaintiff™s relationship with LAUSL, Defendants knew orshauld have known
that by threatening LAUSD for “liability” for allowing Plaintiff and Joh@ Doeito work together
would interfere with Plaintiff’s relationship with LAUSD.

29. As adirect and proximate result of Defendants’ vigiation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional
right to privacy, Plaintif{ Lias sulfcred emotional distress, émbarrassment, anger and frustration.
As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful actions, LAUSD did not renew
P]aititiﬁ’s employment contract and Plaintiff recgiveda de facto demotion to a lower pay grade
and concomitant substantial reduction in his compensation, prestige and career trajectory.

30. bef.endants’ actions were froadulent, malicious, oppressive and kuown o be
unlawful at the time they were madz and Plaintiff is therefore entitled to recover punitive
damages against Defendants in-an’amount not yet ascertained but accbrding to proof at the time
of trial,

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS FOR NEGLIGENCE

31, Plaintiff incorporated by this reference Paragraphs 1 through 11, 13 through 17, 19

32. Plaintiff alleges that Detendant Kaiser Permanente and Does 15 through 25

Complaint
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1 || confidentia} medical records that Sparks was allowed access to those records dcépite the fact that
2 || Plaintiff was not Sparks’ patient and Sparks had no lawful reason to have access to the records.
3 33. Asa direct and proximate result of Defendants’ violation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional
a || right to privacy, Plaintiff has suffered emotional diéh'ess, embarrassment, anger and fréstration.
5 {| As a further direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unlawful actions, LAUSD did not rcneﬁ
¢ || Plaintiff’s employment contract and Plaintitt received a de facto demotion toa-lower pay grade
2 || and concomitant substantial reduction in his compensation, prestige and/cateer trajectory.

8 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment against Defendants, and each of them,

9 || jointly and severally, as follows:
10 1 Fox geucrul dumages in an amount not yet ascenained but according to proof and
11 in excess of the limited jurisdiction of this court;
12 2. For special damages, including medical expenses, in an amount not yet
13 ascertained but according 6 praof at the time of trial;
14 3. For costs incurred in an-ampuut according to provf,
15 4, For interest at the legalrate in an amount according to proof, and
16 5. Such other @ad further relief 25 roay be just end proper.
17 |
1e Plaintiff demands a jury trial.
a LAW OFFICE OF DAVID CRAIG BERNSTE -
25
7: Dated: January 20, 2015 u 61
] ‘

David Craig Bernstein
23 Attorney For Plaintiff Robert Eiseman
2
25
28
27
28
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TTORNEY QR PARTY WITKO . " .
: David Cra‘%EeUr;‘g:’;iﬁV 2?152’7&”“& and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY

LAW QFFICE OF DAVID CRAI(?V‘BERNSTEIN

A | FLED

L (310) 2688-0854 ) N Superior Court of California

AWOR:::E:::"-'"&:;: Iain)tiff Robort Eisemn ar?‘x wo: (310) 288-0157 gountv of Los Angales
$ : Los

uv?:c;; izg::s:rﬁa’rnﬁrg% oy or L to.;- Angeles JAN 2 0 2015

MAILING ADDRESS:

i i iR. ive OfficarClerk
oy and or cooc. LOG AnPeIes, California 90012 Sh:"' R Ca e o
sranch uane; Gentra _ y =

CASE NAME: Eiseman vs, Kaiser Permanente. et al.

CIViL. CASE GOVER SHEET Complex Cas: -
o A O s plex Case Designation c.qseuuuﬁc 5 £§99 3 1
(Amount (Amount 2 Counter ] Joinder
demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant | ™°°%
eweaade $26,000) $26,000 or less) (Cal. Rules oep:aun. Il-Iigy?:.d'OZ) DEPT(: j

ltems 1-6 below must be completad (see instruchions of page &)
."Check onie box balow Torf 1he Case type (hal besl describes this case: B2

Auto Tort Contract - Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation

Augo {22) . Breach of contractwarranty (08) Cal. Rules of Court, rulas 3.400-3,403)

WUninsured motorict (48) Rule 3.740 ¢dllections (09) Antitrust/Trade requiation {03)
Other PHRD/WO (Personal injury/Property Other collections (02) Construction defect (10)
DamageMWrongful Death) Tort Insurénce coverage (18) Mass tort (40)

Asbestes (04) Other eontract (37) Sesurities litigatian (28)

Product Ilebil'rty {24) Real Prcpetty EnvironmentalToxic tOI:Q 30 .

Medica! malpractice (45) [ Eminent domaiinveise Insurance coverage claima grising from the

Other PUPDIWD (23) condamnation (14) above Heted provisianslly complex case
Non-PUFDIWD (Cther) Tort Wrangfobeviction (33) tyeee (1)

Business tort/unfalr business practice (07) Other (cel property (26) Enfarcement of Judgment

Givil rights (08) Uniavaoi Ditainer [ Erforcemont of judgment (20)

Dofamation {(13) Cofmimercial (31) . Miscellaneous Civil Complaint

Fraud (18) Residential {32) RICO {27) s

I':te:lectral ﬁmpeln'ﬁy (19 Drugs (38) Other complaint {not specified above) (42)

rotassional negligence (25) . s -
g Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition

Qther non-PUPDWD tort (35} Agset forfeture {05) B Parinerchip ond corporate governance (21)
Employment Petition re: arbitration award (1) Other petition {not speciied sbove) (43)

Wrongful términation {36) Wit of mandate (02)

Other employment (15) Other fudicial review {38)

2. Thiscase [1is XJisnot  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceplions) judicial management:

a Large number of separately represented parties d. Large number of witnesses .
b.-IJ Extensiva molion practice raising difficult ot novel e Coordination with related ections pending in one or more courts
- issues thaiwili be time-consuming to resolve —__ in other counties, states, or countries. or In a federal court |

.-} Substantial amount of documentary evidence f, Substantial pestjudgment judicial superviston

3. Remedies sought (check ail that apply); &. [X]) monetary b. [ nonmonetary: declaratory o injunctive refiefl c. ) punitive

4, Number of causes of action (specify): 5

5. Thiscase [ 8 ts not a class action sult.

6. If there are eny known related cases, file and eerve 8 notice of relged case. {You may useform CM-015.)

vate: “January 20, 2015

e ’ {TYPF NR PRINT NEME) (OIONTURE OF FARTY DR ATTORNEY FOR PARTY)

o NOTICE
+ Pigintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claime casoe or saces filed
under the Probate Gode, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result
in sanctions,
File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet raguirad by Ineal et rule. ’
« i this case is complex under ruie 3.400 et aeq. of the California Rules of Courl, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties 1o the action or proceeding. ’
« Unless thie is @ collections cass under rule 3.740 or & complex case. this cover sheet will be used for stafistical purpnaes only.
Pagetofl

od Uee CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Cal. Rules of 1o% 2.00, 5,220, 3.400.3,40%, 2740,
%Mﬁfﬁg‘@%z @ ﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁw 045' Standd mel ﬁuaiuél Mmuw i ﬁngg‘. ]aﬁﬁao

Fizaman ve Waicor Barmananta ot ol
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_ INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET
To Plaintitts and Others Flitng First Papers. If you are filing 8 first paper (for example, 2 camplalnt) in & civil case, you must

complete and file, along with your first pap
statistics aboul the types and numbers o

aneg ko for the case

er, the Civil Case
cases filed. You must complete ftems 1 throug

| that best deeeribec the case. If the case fits both a general and u more Specific type of case listed In tem 1,
gheck the more specific one, If the case has multiple causes of sction, check the box that best indicates the

ver Shea! contained on

b

age 1, This information will be used {o compile
6 on the sheet. In tem 1, you must

check

primary cause of attion.

To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in ftem 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper, Failure to file 8 cover sheet with the first paper filed in a eivil case may subject a party,

its counsel, or both 10 sanctions under rules 2,30 and 3.220 of the Califarnie Rules of Count.

To Parties in Rule 3,740 Collections Cases. A "collections case™ under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for racovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is nol mare than $25,000, axelusive of interest and attoney'e feee, aricing from o tranaaction in
which propery, services, or muneg wab acquired on credit, A coliections case does not inciude an action seeking the folfowing: (1) tort

damages, (2) punitive damages,
attachgrnem. )fﬁe get

iitive } recovery of real proparty, (d) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
identification of a case ag a rule 3.740 collectguns case Lyn th?s form mgans {It1yat it 'in?l be e)zemgpt from the general

fime-for-gervice requirements and case management ules, unless u defendant flles a responsive pleading,'A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining & judgment In rute 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In oomﬁ
case is comglex. I @ plaintiff believes

!ax cases only, parties must also use the Ciwil Case %oTer Sheat o designate whether the
¢ s the case 15 complex under rule 3.400 of the Califormia Ry
completing the appropriate boxes in ftems 1and 2. ifa

€s of Gourt, this must be indicaled by

laintiff designates a case as complex. the cover sheet must be served with the

complaint on all parties to the aclion. A defendant may Fﬂe and sefve no later than the timelof s first appesrance a joinder in the

{;lalntiﬂ’s designation, a counter-gesignation that the fase iz not complex, or,

he case is complex.

Auto Tort

Ayl (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death

Uninsured Motorist (48) (7 the
casa involves an uninsured
otorist claim subject fo
arbitration, check this tem
instead of Aulo)

Othar PVPD/WD {Personal [njury/
Property Damage/Wrongtul Desth)
Tort
Asbestos (04)
Asbestos Propenty Damuge
Asbestos Personal inpury
Wrongful Death
Product Liability (not asbestes or
loxig/environmental} (24)
Madica! Maipractice (45) ‘
Medical Malpractioe-
Phyelelans & Surgeons
Other Professional Heallh .Gare
Malpractioe
Other PI/PDAND (23}
Premises Liabilty{e\q., slip
and fatt)
~inientional Bedfly Injury/PDIWD
™ (e.g., assault-vandslism)
E-“trtentional Inflivtion uf
Emotional Distress
"+ Negligent Infiiction of
w5 Emotional Distress
~Other PIPDWD
Non-PUPD/WD (Cther) Tort
Business Tor/Unfair Business
“Pragtice (O7)
Ch:Rights {e.9., discrimination,
falso arrest) (not civil

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contraet
Breach of Contract/Warranty (0€)
Breach of RentalLease
Contract (nol drfelor deluiner
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Waranty Breach-Sellar
Plaintiif (nof iraud or negiigence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warresity
Otrer Bresch of Contract/Warranty
Coliestions (:g., Money ewed, epen
book-accounts) (09)
Collacfion Case-Selier Plaintiff
DtherPromissory NoteiCollections

Case

insurance Coverage (ot provisienally
complex) (18)

Ao Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (3
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Raal Praperty

Eminent Domainfinverse
Condenmualiun (14)

Wrongtul Eviction {33}

Other Rea! Property (e.g.. quiet tiie) (26)
Wit of Pogsession of Real Proparty
Morigage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landiordRanant, or
foraciosure)

Unfawful Datainer

Commercial {31)

Residential (32} ™

Drugs (38) (i the case invoives iliégs!
drugs, check this item; otherwise,

Ll

if the plaintif hae made no deaignation, & designation that

Provisionally Complex Civil Lingation (Gal,
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trado Rogulation (03)
Construction Defect (10}
Claims Involving Mass Tart (40)
Seourities Litipation (28)
EnvitenmentalToxic Tom (30}
Insurance Covarage Claims
{erising trom provisicnally complax
caso fypo ligted above) (A1)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judament (Out of

Caunty
Confession of Judoment {non-
domestic refations)
Sister Btata Judgmant
Administrative Afency Awvard
(not unpakd taxes)
Pefition/Cestification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
OtheéaEnfomemem of Judgment

se
Mizoeliancoua Civil Complaint
RICO (2T
Other Complaint (ro! specified
abova) {42)
Deciaratory Relief Only
Injunetive Refief Only (non-
hargssment)
Machanies Lian
Other Commergial Complaint
Casa (non-tortnon-complex}
- Other Civii Gomplaint
* {romtort/non-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnefship and Corporate
Gavernance {21)
Other Petition (not specified
shove) (43)
Civil Harasament
workplace Viclence
ElderOependent Adutt
Abuse
Election Conleat
Petition for Name Change
Petition for Reliet from Late
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Eiseman vs. Kaiser Permanente, et al.

CASE NUM| y : ‘
BC569931
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)
This form is required pursuant Lo Local Rule 2.0 In all new Civil case tiings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.
Item ). Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this cese;
wrytRa  (XBves cuassacmowr (3 ves uwmencassr [} vES TME ESTIMATED FOR TR 6 [ vours: (X oavs.
ttem Il. Indicate the eorvedt district and courthouse lacafion (4 steps « If vou checked "lehecf"t‘,ase", skip 1o ltem (I Py 4):

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

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

Step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of aciian you have
checked. For any excaption to the court location, sae Local Rule 2.0,

Applicable Reasons for Chmsinggghﬂhouse Location{see Column C below}) l

1. Class actions must be filed In the Stantey Mosk Courthsuse, central distriet, 5\ Lozation of property or parmanently garaged vehicle.
2. May be filed in cantral {sther county, or ne bedily injury/property damage). ¥ Location where petitioner resides.
cation where cause of action arose, ) 8. Location wherein defendant/respondent functions whelly,
4. Location where bodlly injuty, death or damage occurred. R 8. Location where ane or more of the parties reslde.
5. Location where performance requitad or defendant resides. 10. Logation of Laber Commicelaner Office,

Step 4: Filt in the information requested on page 4 in Item IIT;(€0rplete hem IV. Sign the declaration.

[52) s Vo

A ‘ B ¢
Civll Cace Caver Type of Action Applieahia Reasons -
Sheet Catagory Ne. {Check only ane) A Seo Stop 3 Above
Auto (22) ) A7100 \MétorVehicle - Personat Injury/Proparty Damage/Mrongtul Daath 1.2.4.
Uninsured Motorist (46)] [ AT310 “Ratsenal Injury/Property DamageArongful Death - Uninsured Motodst | 4,2, 4.
). A6070  Asbestos Property Damage 2
Asbastee (04} (0, A7221_Asbestos - Personal InjuryMronghul Death 2.
Progquct Liebility (24) [:] A7260 Product Liabliity (not asbestos or toxic/anvironmental 1.,2,5,4.,8.
Medical Maipmciics [0 A7210 Medical Malpraclice - Physiciens & Surgeons 1.8
o) () AT240_Other Profossionsi Health Care Malpractie 1.4,
bot
., Oher 0 A7250 Premises Liability (e.9.. siip and fal) 1.4
Pérsonal injury 0 A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damaganrangfu! Diesth
Prapenly Damnugs {e.9., asasult, vandalism, etc.) 1ud
Wrangful Desth (X} A7270 Intentionsi Inflition of Emotional Distress 1.3
I @) () A7z20 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/rongtul Ueath 1.4
{_..'-.
LAGHY 108 (Rev. 031 1) CIViL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Lo’e:lgﬂl%l 20
LASC Approved 08.04

iseman vs. Kaiser Permanente, et al.
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sﬁpa'r TMLE: ) CASE NUMBER
Eiseman vs, Kaiser Permanente, el al.
A B c
Civil Case Cover ‘Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Sheel Categary No. {Chack anly one} £90 Step 3 Abave
Business Tort (07} 1 As029 Other CommercialBusiness Tort {not fraud/breach of contract) 1.3
Civil Rights {08) D AGDDS  Civil Riphts/Diserimination 1.,2,3
Defomation (13) ] AG010 Defamalion (slanderfiibel) 1..2.8
Fraud {16) ) As013 Fraud {no contract) 2278
i
'::f e‘?s:::i 3 Ac017 Lepal Malpractice 1, 2.3
9(22)“ D Ae050 Other Professional Malpautive (nat medical or legal) 1.,2.3,
Other (35) [ AB025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.3 ‘
wm“gf"g:)"“'“m" X As037 Wrongful Temination .23
Cther Empleyment -1 48024 Other Employment Compisint Case 1.2.3
{15) [] A8109 Labor Gommissioner Appeals 10.
l AG0OD4 Breach of Rental/bease ContractinotUimawtul Detainer or 2,5
rescnot Connet | ) wrangful eviction) ‘
W“&:"‘V ) Asoos ContractWarranty BreachsSelier Plgintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2.8
(05) G0 Ac0te Negiigent Breach of ContrciNarmanty {no fraud) 1.2.5
{not insurance) ] AG0z8 Other Bremch of ClfacyWarnanty (not raud of negligence) 1.2.5
Collections AG002 Callections Cene-Setier Plalntiff 2.5,8
{09) AS012 Other Promisory Note/Coliections Case 2.8
|nsumnﬁ:’wemga D AB015. Insurancs Coveraga (nol comphsx) LI A
L) 6000 Centractusi Fravd 1.,2,3.8
Other Cantract () ABR31 Tortious Interferance 1,2.,3.8
@7 (2 Asc27  Other Contract Dispute (not breach/finsurance/fraudinagligence) 1.,2,3.8
Eminent [} A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of paroels 2
Domain/inverse
Condemnation {14)
W",’___’,‘QI“SL)E""“” [} A8023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.8
e L3 As018 Mortgage Fereclosure 2.6
OtherReal Propefty | ™) ago3z Quiet Title 2,6
. @8 ) A0060 Other Keal Property (not eminent domain, landiordAenant, foreclosure) 2.6
Unlawhul Detainer- [ AG021 Unlawhul Detainer-Comercial {not druns or wrangful evietion) 2.8
Cemmersial (31}
Unigwlul Delpiner- [T} A6020 Uniawiul Detainer-Residentiai (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6
Residential (32)
Unlawful Detainer- | ) a5000F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreciosure 2.6
Post-Foreolosure {34) :
Uniawful Detainat- AG022 Unlawful Detainer-Drigs 2.8
Drugs (38) D , o e ¢
LACIV 109 {Rov. 03/H) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Lo::é g% 20
LAEC Appraved 03-04

risemnan vs, Kaiser Permanente, et al.
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S Qann Cover TYp® AF Adtitn Applicabio Heasong «
Birnwl Catugory No. (Clisch unly one) Soc £10p 3 Anave
At Forfehumn (D) B Auvwuu  asest Fuilsiluse Ganc - Y
Téntion re Arordration . "
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129)
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it (P L] Aso0> APt Trads Ragoletion i, R A
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Toce (11) .
H 26141 Sivler Btole Judgmant’ Z. 8
Bnforcenmwil AR Apstract ot Judgment =, G.
uf Judgment e AUTGY Yenfeselon U Judynunt (ron domantin mmwiens) | =, B
o E Astan Admintyirative Agendy Award (aol unpaid tuage) 2R
anta PalithnuCwtificots for @ntry of Judgmont of LinpAlD ¢ ww K., B,
Ld ASt12 Onhar Entarmamant of Judamen Case 2.8, 8
RICO (20} LA accss Ruvhelusing (RIS} Ennn 1.3.8
Other Complaints LB anoan Peoclarotony Refic? Only 1.2.,8.
(Not Bposiles Above) ) Adden Injunmivn AWa? DAl (Not dormertchiarassment) 2., 8.
. (&} : 3 ausutr exher Gammervia Cunmpluint Sask (nonortman-Anmpieg 1,2, 0
[RA_As000 st tivil Cumplaint (non satEnd-compiag 1. %.0,
»,
":;::'::::“:::"“" ) ausizn Parirmnehiz und Sorpadete, Snvnmanas fass =, 8.
Ia AR O HAMSEment a.a.n
(N:i au;ﬁr::\‘amwa) Asi2s  vweknioea MoEpmant ENE IS
" el AB124 BrnrDapnndnit AMin-Anuss Gase 2.3%.8.
fa% 8 AGIER t Wi Qonte st 2.
AB110 Pulitivopfor. Chonge’ af Namn w7
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{HINATURE O ORANEY/FILING FARTY)

Pl FAGE HAVE THE FJLLUWING 11 bMY COMPLETED ANDY READY TO DL FILED N URRER TO PROPERIY
[ COMMENCE YOUR NEW CEHIRT CASE:

1, Originel Complaint or Faetitan.

" -] if fllinn 8 Complaint, @ campleted Bummone 1o S Iuunmne hy thie Glerk.

3. Civil Cunt Gaver Shnnt, Judizie Council ferm CM-UIU. )

4. Civil Cups Cuven Bl Aduondim nnd STEI2MEnt o LOCREN 1erm. LACIV 108, LASCG Approvan 03-04 (Rev.
oMY

&, Puymunt in fufi of tha fillng fee, untess feet Lve been waved.

L 8. A ulgriod vndor gpeeinting the SGuardinn ad Ham, Judicial Councit 1o G1ved1 0. IF U siaindlfT w petiiunoe iIn
minnr indar 18 yeats of age will be redui by Cault In ordyr lw huiue @ mmona

7. Addifional rapion of doguments 1o be canfarmed by the Glem, Uaples ol Lhe wvar nhiont nAnd thin atdendum
mutt De seNveda afong wilh Hie uuinmgnn 1nr nomplAint, or other InRiating pleading in the casa.




