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"THE LAW OFFICE OF

ELLISON & ASSOCIATES APC
Christopher B. Ellison (SBN: 248545)
8117 W. Manchester Blvd. Suite 158
Playa del Rey, California 90293
Telephone: (310) 882-6239
Facsimile: (310) 882-6237
cellison@eaalawfirm.com
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

}  CASE NGz
)
DEON MARCELIN-JACKSON, an ) B C 5 2 4 7 8 7
individual, ) COMPLAINT FOR:
) ' S
Plaintiff, \ 1. BREACH OF CONTRACT (Against
) LIBERTY AND LLAC);
Vs, ) 2. BREACH OF THE IMPLIED
) COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND
LIBERTY MUTUAL INSURANCE ) FAIR DEALING (INSURANCE BAD
COMPANY; THE LIBERTY LIFE ) FAITH) (against LIBERTY AND
ASSURANCE COMPANY QF-BOSTON; ) - LLAC);
KAISER PERMANENTE; ESTER KIM and ) 3. NEGLIGENCE; (Against KAISER
DOES 1-100, Inclusive, ) AND KIM)
)
Defendants. )
)  DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
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1. Plantiff is an individual, resides now, and at all times relevant to this Complaint, in ,t.hej'JLCounty
of San Bernardino, State of California. I =
g2245 2
28838 ©o

COMPLAINT




woose =)

10
11
12
13
14
15
i6
17
18
19
20
21
22
2
24
25
26
57

Lo

2

2. Defendant LIBERTY MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY (“LIBERTY™) is a Massachusetts
corporation which operates and actually conducts business within the State of California.

3. Defendant THE LIBERTY LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY OF BOSTON ("LLAC”) is a
Massachusetts corporation which operates and actually conducts business within the State of California.
4. Defendant KAISER PERMANENTE (“KAISER™) is a California corporation with its
principal place of business in California, and operates and actually conducts busjness within the State of

California.
5. Defendant ESTHER KIM, M.D. (“KIM”) is an individual erﬁployed by Defendant KAISER
and works and residés within the State of California.

6. Plaintiff is informed, believes and thereon alleges-that Defendant LLAC is part of LIBERTY’s

group of insurers and that the claims director and/orclaivns examiners/adjusters ‘that handled the subject |

claims were employed by LIBERTY. LIBERTY-1s the lead insurer in an intercofmpany reinsurance

agreement with affiliates (the participan{§)which includes LLAC. Under the terms of this agreement, the
participants cede, and LIBERTY assumés, 100% of the participants’ business generated from
underwriting operations. The cessions from the participants are combined with LIBERTY’s business,
resulting in the pooled-balance to be allocated to each participant. LIBERTY receives dividends from
LLAC. The agreement authorizes and empowers LIBERTY to (1) collect and receive all premiums, (2)
adjust and pay-all losses, (3) reinsure or cancel any and all policies and contracts of insurance, and (4) act
as though the policies and contracts of insurance and reinsurance were issued by LIBERTY. It further
provides for the complete sharing of all income and expenses of the pooled business with the exception
of the investment operations, liabilities for federal income tax or other items not relating to the
underwriting operations of the parties.

7. As a result, the conduct, acts, and omissions of LLAC were and, in reality, are the conduct, acts

and omissions of LIBERTY and vice-versa.
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8. Defendants LIBERTY and LLAC are integral parts of a single operating unit, as they function
together to produce income from the sales of insurance policies.

9. Plaintiff is further informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all relevant times there
has existed a unity o.f interest and ownership between LIBERTY and LLAC such that any individuality
and separateness between these entities have ceased.

10. LIBERTY is therefore the alter ego of LLAC and vice versa, each of whick'is and at all
relevant times has been a mere shell, instrumentality, and conduit through which LIBERTY, carries on
the business of insurance in the State of California.

11. Adherence to the fiction of the separate existence of LIBERTY AND LLAC, would permit an

abuse of the corporate privilege, and would promote injustice)by protecting LIBERTY from liability for

the wrongful acts committed by it under the name/6f LEAC, as more fully descrgbed herein. Any

i ;
references or allegations regarding or relatingto-ELAC, apply equally to LIBEI-%TY.

12. The true names or capacities\whether individual, corporate, associate, or otherwise, of
Defendants DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiff , who therefore sues said
Defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiff is informed, believes and thereon alleges, that each of the
Defendants sued herginasa DOE is legally responsible in some manner for the events and happenings
referred to herein, Blaintiff will ask leave of this court to amend this Compliant to insert their true names
and capacitigs-in place and instead of the fictitious names when the same become known to Plaintiff.

13. At all relevant times, Defendants LIBERTY AND LLAC, and each of them, were the agents
and employees of each other, and were at all times acting within the purpose and scope of said agency
and employment, and each Defendant has ratified and approved the acts of his agent.

14. At all relevant times, Defendants KAISER AND KIM, and each of them, were the agents and
employees of each other, and were at all times acting within the purpose and scope of said agency and
employment, and each Defendant has ratified and approved the acts of each.
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BACKGROUND FACTS

15.  Plaintiff was employed as an administrative assistant by the University of California at
Los Angeles (UCLA) for approximately 23 years. Plaintiff was insured by the University of California
Group Disability Income policy provided by Defendants Liberty Mutual and LLAC. There are two
separate policy numbers which govern this matter: GD3-860-037972-01 and GF3-860-037972-1. On
October 17, 2001, Defendants Liberty and LLAC denied Plaintiff’s claims for Long Term Disability
benefits.

16.  Inor about July 2007 (and before), Plaintiff sustained-injuries in the course of her

employment with UCLA. Plaintiff’s injuries included neck and spinal pain, which required several

surgeries. In or about 2009, during a workmen’s compensation)evaluation, Plaintiff’s injuries were

determined to be total and permanent disability duety adegenerative disc diseas;e of the cervical spine, |

myelopathy of the C5 and C6 and Plaintiff had tmdergone a discectomy of C5 apd C6 and previously

undergone hemilaminectomy.

17.  Plaintiff was evaluated-by muitiple doctors regarding her injuries and total and permanent
disabilities beginning in or atiout)2009 and continuing to the present. In or about July 2009, Plaintiff’s
Primary Treating Physician; Dr. Richard Emmanuel, in the Primary Treating Physician’s Orthpaedic
Permanent and Statipnary [MMI] Evaluation, determined that “On the basis of my prior examination and
findinggfoday-Yconsider the patient’s work related condition to be permanent and stationary [Maximum
Medical Improvement] for rating purposes]”.

18.  From July 2009, and continuing until on or about January 2011, Plaintiff was treated and
evaluated by several doctors and partook in physical therapy; however, was never taken off of permanent
and total disability restr_ictions issued by Dr. Richard Emmanuel, Plaintiff’s Primary Physician.

19.  On January 1, 2011, Defendant Kaiser Permanente became the new medical facility for
which Plaintiff was to be treated and evaluated. In February 2011, Dr. Duane Collins became Plaintiff’s

4
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new primary physician. Plaintiff was evaluated by Dr. Collins for her permanent and total disabilities.
Thereafter, Dr. Collins referred Plaintiff to Kaiser Permanente Pain management Clinic where Plaintiff
was assigned to Dr. Esther Kim, who was consulted solely for pain management and medications, but
whom had no role in the evaluation and restrictions regarding Plaintiff’s total and permanent disébilities.
20. Inorabout] uné 2011, Defendant Dr. Esther Kim, reported to Dr. Gale Brown
(designated by Defendants Liberty and LLAC), that Plaintiff had no major functional restrictions from
her perspective and agreed with Dr. Brown that Plaintiff could resume to fulll time work. However, Dr.
Kim is not a disability evaluator, and subsequently reported in a corpespendence dated July 18, 2011, that
she had no authority to make this decision or report her opinioito Dr. Brown regarding disability and

work status, because “it is out of {her] scope of practice ati’we do not make work disability

determinations here in the pain clinic.” However, Defendants Liberty and LLA@ relied on Defendant Dr

Kim and Kaiser Pain Management’s opiniofirin-denying Plaintiff’s long term disability benefits.

21. On or about April 28, 201, Plaintiff was re-evaluated by Dr. Emmanuel, Primary
Treating Physician’ Orthopedic Reevaluation Post Permanent and Stationary (MMI) Evaluation, Dr.
Emmanuel based his opiniof} that plaintiff was still permanently disabled per his July 7, 2009, evaluation.

22 Plaintiff has complied with all state statutory requirements regarding denial of her long
term disability benefits. Moreover, Plaintiff has engaged in the appeal and reconsideration process.
Defendants Liberty and LLAC denied the appeal and reconsideration on October 17, 2011.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

BREACH OF CONTRACT
(Against Liberty and LLAC Including Does 1 Through 100, Inclusive)
23.  Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 though 22 inclusive, of this Complaint as though fully set
forth herein.
24. Defendan_ts Liberty and LLAC were paid consideration in the form of premiums for the

5
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policies at issue in this action, which covered plaintiff for the long term disability benefits alleged herein.

Plaintiff faithfully performed all obligations required to be performed under the terms of the insurance
contract, except to the extent performance may have been excused by, among o_ther things, defendant’s
bad faith conduct and breach of the insurance ﬁolicy.

25.  Plaintiff was insured under a valid insurance policy issued by defendants Liberty and-
LLAC which was in effect on the date the loss alleged herein occurred, which 1oss Was/covered under the
policy.

26.  Defendants Liberty and LLAC, and Does 1 through 100, breached the terms of the
contract by failing té timely pay benefits under the contract, failing to properly investigate and adjust tﬁe
claims described herein, delaying payment of policy benefits;and by forcing plaintiff to institute this

litigation, Defendants’ breaches of contract occurred ingonnection with the claim alleged in this

complaint.

27.  As adirect, proximate and Jégal result of defendants’ breach(es) of the contract, plaintiff
has been, and continue to be, damaged-in an amount in excess of the jurisdictional limits of this Court,
including but not limited to: loss jof timely use of benefits, consequential damages including interest on
monies plaintiff could-andshould have received promptly, but which they did not receive in a timely
fashion as a resuit of.defendants’ breach of contract, and other fees, expenses and costs to be proven at
trial. Plaintiffthas also sustained other economic.losses as a direct, proximate and legal result of
defendants” conduct, in an amount to be proven at trial.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
TORTIOUS BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING
(Plaintiff Against Liberty and LLAC Including Does 1 Through 100, Inclusive)

28.  Plaintiff realleges paragraphs | though 27 inclusive, of this Complaint as though fully set

forth herein.

6
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79.  The Policies were issued and entered into with Defendant Liberty and LLAC with the
understanding and expectation, which was clearly understood by Defendant Liberty and LLAC, that
Defendant Liberty and LLAC would act in good faith and deal fairly pursuant to the insurance contract.

30.  Defendant Liberty and LLAC has tortuously breached its implied covenant of good faith
and fair dealing arising from the insurance contract by unreasonably withholding benefits due under The
Policies, by denying the claim, and by other condqct, including that set forth belesv,after accepting
insurance premiums for The Policies.

3].  Despite Plaintiff’s repeated demands for payment forfongterm disability benefits
pursuant to The Policies, Defendant Liberty and LLAC unreasonably denied the benefits, and engaged in

unlawful insurance practices. Such bad faith conduct constifafes a continuing tort which is causing

Plaintiff’s continued damages. |

i H
]

32, In the absence of a reasonable basia for doing so, and with full k%lowledge and/or recklesé

disregard of the consequences, Defendant'Liberty and LLAC failed to provide Plaintiff with long term
disability benefits. Plaintiff is informed’and believes that Defendant Liberty and LLAC denied plaintiff’s
claim pursuant to its bad faith pattern and practice of failing to reasonably pay the long term benefits, in
an effort to force insureds to take less than the reasonable value of their claims.

33.  <Defendant Liberty and LLAC engaged and continues to engage in a pattern and practice
and co(rse ofconduct to further its own economic interests and in violation of its obligations to Ms.
Marcelin. This conduct includes, but is not limited to:

a. Unreasonably and unjustifiably denying long term disability benefits to Ms.
Marcelin’s for permanent and total disability under The Policies;
b Uﬁreasonably refusing payments to Ms. Marcelin in bad faith, knowing Ms.

Marcelin’s claim for benefits under The Policies to be valid, in an attempt to

coerce Ms. Marcelin into accepting less than the fair value of her claim;

7
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c. Not attempting in good faith to effectuate prompt, fair and equitable settlement of
Ms. Marcelin’s claim for benefits where the obligation to pay had become
reasonably clear,

d. Failing to thoroughly investigate Ms. Marcelin’s claim;

€. Handling Ms. Marcelin’s claim in a dilatory manner, which resulted in
unnecessary delay in processing Ms. Marcelin’s claim;

f  Failing to objectively evaluate Ms. Marcelin’s claim;

2. Failing to acknowledge and act reasonably prgmpily upon communications with
respect to the claim asserted by Ms. Marcélin) arising under The Policies ; and

h. Ms. Marcelin is informed, believes ‘anid)thereon alleges, that Defendant Liberty and

LLAC has breached its duty-ot good faith and fair dealing owed to Ms. Marcelin |
|
by other acts or omisSfors-of which Ms. Marcelin is presently unaware and which

will be shown acterding to proof at the time of trial.

34.  Defendant Liberty-and-LLAC’s conduct described herein constitutes part of Defendant
Liberty and LLAC’s overall schéme to reduce the costs of legitimate insurance claims. Defendant
Liberty and LLAC s conduct as described herein constitutes an illegal pattern and practice so pervasive
as to amount to'a general unfair and unlawful business practice.

35. ““Defendant Liberty and LLAC’s conduct described herein was done with a conscious
disregard of Ms. Marcelin’s rights and constitutes despicable conduct, and was done with the intent to
vex, injure or annoy Ms. Marcelin such as to constitute oppression, fraud or malice under Civil Code
Section 3294, entitling Ms. Marcelin to punitive damages in an amount appropriate to punish or set an
example of Defendant Liberty and LLAC.

36.  Defendant Liberty and LLAC’s conduct described herein was undertaken by Defendant
Liberty and LLAC’s officers or managing agents, identified herein as DOES 1 through 100, who were

8
COMPLAINT




[V T UV N

OO0 1

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

responsible for supervision and operation, reports, bommunications and/or decisions. The afore-
described conduct of said managing agents and individuals was therefore undertaken on behalf of
Defendant Liberty and LLAC. Defendant Liberty and LLAC further had advance knowledge of the
action and conduct of said individuals whose actions and conduct were ratified, authorized, and approved
by managing agents whose precise identities are unknown to Ms. Marcelin at this time and are therefore
identified and designated herein as DOES 1 through 100, inclusive.

37.  As aproximate result of the afc;reméntioned wrongful coriduct of Defendant Liberty and
LLAC, Ms. Marcelin has suffered, and will 6ontinue to suffer in the futurs, damages under The Policies,
plus interest, in an amount to be shown at the time of trial.

38,  As adirect and proximate result of the action9pf Defendant Liberty and LLAC, Ms.

Marcelin has incurred substantial damages, including but not limited to, ﬁnancieil hardship and attomey’s::

fees and costs.

39.  As a further direct and progimate result of the conduct of Defendant Liberty and LLAC,
Ms. Marcelin has been obligated fo:expénd and incur liability for costs of suit, attorneys’ fees and related

expenses in an amount not yet filly ascertained, but which will be submitted at the time of trial.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

NEGLIGENCE
{Against Defendants Kaiser and Kim and DOES 1through 100, inclusive)
40.  Plaintiff realleges paragraphs 1 though 39 inclusive, of this Complaint as though fully set
forth herein.
4]. By undertaking the responsibility of providing pain management for Plaintiff, Plaintiff
assumed a duty to use reasonable care to properly evaluate and report Plaintiff’s treatment for her total

and permanent disability.

42.  Plaintiff is informed, believes and thereon alleges that one of the reasons that Defendants

9
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Liberty and LLAC denied Plaintiff her long term disability benefits is because Defendants Kaiser and

Kim negligently breach their duty of care by inaccurately reporting that Plaintiff was not disabled.

43. By placing reporting on Plaintiff’s total and permanent disability, which as outside of the
scope of Defendants Kaiser and Kim’s practice, Defendants Liberty and LLAC relied on these findings

in denying Plaintiff her long term disability benefits.
44,  Asadirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of Defendants Kaiser and Kim,

Plaintiff has suffered, and continue to suffer, damages, including in/the form of lost benefits under the
Policy and lost monies she has had to expend to replace the monies'that would have been received under

the Policy.

u
45. By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiffis’entitled to judgment against Defendants Kaiser and

Kim, for her general, special, actual, consequential and compensatory damages as proven at time of triaf
JURY TRIAL DEMAND
Plaintiff demands a jury-friakon all issues so triable.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendants, and each of them, as follows:

AS TO THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. For an award of Plaintiff’s general, special, actual and compensatory damages as proven at

time of trial;

2. For an award of interest on that amount according to law;

10
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AS TO THE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:

3. For an award of Plaintiffs general, special, actual and compensatory damages as proven at

time of trial;
4. For an award of interest on that amount according to law;
5. For an award of appropriate exemplary and punitive damages;
6. For an award of reasonablé attorney’s fees;
7. For an award of damages under Civil Code Section 3345;

AS TO THE THIRD CAUSE OEACTTION:

8. For an award of Plaintiff's general, special, actua))and compensatory damages as proven at

tirne of trial;

9. For an award of interest on that amisuntdccording to law; ]

DATED: October 16, 2013 : ELLISON & ASSOCIATE

By: Christopher B. Elson
Attorney for Plaintiff

11
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Case Matter
Writ=Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review {39)

Review of Heatth Officer Qrder
Notice of Appeat-Labor
Commissioner Appeals

Rrovisionally Complex Civil Litigation {Cal.
fiules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Reguiation (03)
Construction Defect (10}
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort {30)
insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type fisted above) (41}
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment {20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
ot unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
OtheéaEsréforcemem of Judgment

Misceltaneous Civil Complaint
RICC (27)
Other Complaint (not specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
injunctive Relief Only {non-
harassment}
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tertmon-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
{non-tortmon-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Govermnance (21)
Other Pelition {rotf specified
above) (43}
Civil Harassment
Workplace Viclence
Elder/Dependent Adult
Abuse
Election Contest
Petition for Name Change
Petition for Relief From Late
Claim
Other Civil Petition
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Marcetin v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Compary, ét.al. _ _CASE NUMBE? B C 5 2 4 7 6 A‘ ?

SHORT TITLE:

" CIVIL CASE CdVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION : _
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

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

item |. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:
JURY TRIAL? Eﬂ YES CLASS ACTION? D YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 24 [ HOURS/ ) DAYS

{tem I1. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps ~ If you checked “Limited Casg™; skipito ltem ill, Pg. 4):

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

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

_Step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice thatapplies to the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court focation, see Local Rule 2.0

Upplicable Reasons for Choosing CourthouseLocation {see Column C betow) I

1. Ciass actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, central distrct. 8:-Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed in central (other county, or no podily injury/property-daniags). © 7. Location where pettioner resides.

3. Location where cause of action arose. . 8. Location wherein defendant/respondent functions whotly.
4, Location where bodily injury, death or damage occurred. ) 9. Location where one or more of the g_arties reside.

5. Location where perfarmance required or defendant resides; 10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on.page’d in ltem IIt; complete item IV. Sign the declaration.

. Auto {22} O A7i00 Motor Vehide - Personal injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1.2, 4.
S S
—
< Uninsured-Taotorisl {46) O A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist | 1., 2., 4.
—_— I ——— "
O ABO70 Ashestos Property Damage 2.
Adbeslos (04) o
2 O A7221 Asbestos - Personal InjusyWrongful Death 2
£s . — _
____\§' = Product Liability {24) O A7260 Product Liability (not asbestos or toxiclenvirenmental) 1,2.3.4.8
a s
e 2 . .
8 2 O A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1.4.
B Medicai Malpractice (45) . ]
= B O A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 1., 4.
,_sg 2 —
= . . .
,,._,;OE) 5 O A7250 Premises Liabflity (e.g., slip and fall) 1.4
Ry Other ‘ ) n
. i..' g Personal Injury O A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property DamageiWrongful Death (e.g., 1 4
-2 § Property Damage assault, vandalism, etc.) -
1P WfONQ(QJQ)Deafh O A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 1.3
: O A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/wrongful Death 1.4
P _'W—-_ﬂ
EACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
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SHORT TITLE: . . CASE NUMBER
Marcelin v. Liberty Mutual insurance Company, et.al. .

Business Tort (07} 0O As6029 -Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraud/breach of contract) 1.3
25
3 = " Civil Rights (08) O As005 Civil Rights/Discrimination ' 1,2.,3.
== .
E 5 ‘ '
=B Defamation (13) 0 A8010 Defamation (siander/libel) 1,2.,3.
S=
£,
% g Fraud {16) O A80M3 Fraud (no contract) . 1.2, 3.
= L=
52 . ‘
a1 1 ABO17 Legal Malpraciice 1,23
&9 Professional Negligence (25} k ] )
c £ O A8050 Other Professional Malpractice (not mediczl or legal) ; 1.2.,3.
23 '
Other (35} O AG025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.3 )
E Wrongful Termination (36) O AB037 Wrongful Termination . 1,2,3.
3
- -
=] ‘ O A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case . 1.2.3.
g' Other Employment {(15) ] .
] O A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals, 10.
0 AB004 Breach of Rental/Lease -Coofract {not unlawful detainer or wrongful 2.5
’ eviction) .
Breach of C"(g‘;‘w Waranty | o A6008 ContractWarranty Bidach -Sefler Plaintiff (no fraudinegligence) 2.5
{not insurance) 0 AB019 Negligent Breach-al-ContractWarranty (no fraud) 12,8
O A6028 Other Breach ofContraci/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 1.2.5
@ .0 A6002 Cellectiar Case-Seiler Plaintiff 2.5.6.
= Collections (09) R . .
3 O ABMMZ2_Cthei/Promissory Note/Collections Case 2.5
Insurance Goverage (18) —A6015” Insurance Coverage (not complex) ’ 1.2.5,8
. A6009 Coniractual Fraud 1.2,3., 5
Other Conteact (37} O A603t Tortious Interference 1.2,3.5.
01 AB027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraud/negiigence) 1.,2.,3.8
Eminent Domain/Iriverse . . .
Congmnation(14) O ATSGQ Eminent Don-1amlCondernnallon Number of parcels. 2,
E Wrongful Eviction (33) O A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case . 2,86,
[=]
= O A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure _ 2.6
Q
& Other Real Property (26) O A6032 Quiet Title 2., 6.
O A6060 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosurej 2.6
“ Unlawful Dela(i;%r-Commermal £ A6021 Unlawiful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) “ 2.6
ar
g“ Uniawiul De“(‘;'gr"*es'de““a' O AB020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential {not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2. 6.
KR
=
. B Unlawiul Detainer- .
é Post-Foreclosure (34) O AB020F Unlawful Detainer-Fost-Foreclosure . 2,6
' £ : .
o Unlawful Detainer-Orugs (38) | O A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs " 2.6,
o N
LEACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
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SHORT TITLE: . X CASE MUMBER
Marcelin v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Company, et.al.

Asset Forfeiture (05) | O A8108 Asset Forfeilure Case
g Petition re Arbitration (11) ) AB115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration - 2.5
g ) )
@&
= O AB151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2.8
[:-]
-G Wit of Mandate {02) ) AB152 Wwit - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter . 2
=] f
3 O A6153 Wiit - Other Limited Court Case Review i
Other Judicial Review (39) 0O AB150 Other Wril /Judicial Review 2.8
= Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) § O AS003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.2.8
=
[2-] .
2 Gonstruction Defect (10) 0O A6007 Construction Defect 1.2.3.
]
= i -
= Claims '""°::'{)‘)g MassTor | agoos Claims Involving Mass Tort 1.2.8.
&
L;_‘ Securities Litigation (28) O AB035 Securities Litigation Case 1.2.8
=
< Toxic Tort . )
..g Environmental (30) O A6036 Toxic Tort.fEnwronmemal_ 1.,2,3,8.
=
=] -
= Insurance Coverage Claims "
a from Complex Case (41) [0 A60t4 tnsurance Coverage/Subrogation {complex case only) 1,2,5,8.
O AGt41 Sister State Judgment ' ‘ 2.9 '
;,:-; E O AB180 Abstract'of Judgment ' : - 2.6
§ g' Enforcement 0O A6107 (Cenfession of Judgment {non-domestic refations) 2.9
8 3 of Judgment (20) O AB140 Administrative Agency Award {rot unpaid taxes) 2.8
c . i
o B [A-A61147Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2,8
DOAB112  Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.,8.9
" RICO (27) 1 AB033 Racketeering {RICO) Case 1.,2.,8.
S E ' -
§ ‘—‘:_ O A6030 Declaratory Relief Oniy : . 1.2.,8.
;; § OtherComplaints O A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domesticharassment) 2,8
é’ 3z {Noi-Spetified Above} (42) | 15 aAg011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (nan-tort/on-complex) 1.,2.8.
i O AB0OO Other Civil Complaint {non-tornon-complex) ' 1,2, 8.
Partnership Corporation ]
Govemance (21) O A8113 Partnership and Corporate Goverjanoe Case 2.8

o

- 0 A6121 Civil Harassment . 2.,3,9
wai o
T § 5 0 A8123 Workplace Harassment 2.3,9

= .

'S F Other Petitions O A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case ‘ 2.3.9.

8= {Not Specified Above) - |0 A6190 Election Contest . 2.

I

Ms O (43) "

W 0O A6110 Petition for Change of Name . 2,7.

" 0 A6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim.l.aw 2.3.4.,8
e O AB100 Otner Civil Petition _ 2.9
e
= .

I .I.-..' - . .
““LACIV 109 (Rev. 0/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM ~ Local Rule 2.0
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CASE NUMBER

SHORT TITLE:
Marcelin v. Liberty Mutual Insurance Company, et.al.

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

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown 405 Hilgard Ave Los Angeles, CA 90095

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

g1 d2. O3 4. 5. 6. T7. 8. 09, O10.

CITY; STATE: ZIP CODE:
Los Angeles CA 80012

Item IV. Declaration of Assigrnment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califaria that the foregeing is true

and cofrect and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stapieyiosk

courthouse in the
Ceniral

District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles[Code-Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, {c) and {d}].

Dateq: October 16, 2013

. >
EIGNATURE OFATTORNEY/FILING PARTY)

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

1. Originat Complaint or Petition.

2. Iffiiing a Complaint, a completed-Suimmions form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet. Judiciat Cuncil form CM-010. T
4

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

o

Payment in fullof tRe fiting fee, unless fees have been waived.

A signed orderappainting the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the p|za|intif'i.E or petitioneris a
minopander 18/ years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

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

PR
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