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Theodore Slater, Esq.; CSB#267479 Sy ﬁOrF".nEOfDCam
SLATER LAW, APC P of Los Angeleg.
9663 Santa Monica Blvd., #609 AY

Beverly Hills, CA 90210 618201
Tel, No.: (310) 494-5756 Shemi A, Ca

Fax No.: (818) 804-3470 Q‘p‘gﬁ
Attorney for Plaintiffs:

AMRAM HAVIVY, MARIA ELENA ORNELAS both in their individual capacity and as heirs
to TIFFANY HAVIVY under Code of Civil Procedure §377.60.

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

2

By, ive Officer,
% oy

AMRAM HAVIVY, an individual on his own )
behalf and as a parent and decedent to )
TIFFANY HAVIVY; MARIA ELENA )
ORNELAS, an individual on her own behalf
and as a parent and decedent to TIFFANY
HAVIVY,

‘Piaintiffs,

V8§,

KAISER PERMANENTE, a business entity;
form unknown; KAISER FOUNDATION
HOSPITALS, INC., a business eritity, form
unknown; SOUTHERN CALJFORNIA
PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a
business entity, form unknown; KAISER
PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL
OFFICES a business entity, form unknown;
CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL OF ORANGE )
COUNTY, a business entity, form unknown,
Dr. NICK-ANAS, an individual; Dr. JAMES )
CAPPON, an individual; Dr. JASON COOK, b
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
).
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

an individual! Dr. JASON KNIGHT, an
individual; Dr. PATTY LIAOQ, an individual;
Dr. JULIETTE HUNT, an individual; Dr.
WILLIAM LOUDON, an individual; Dr.
ADAM SCHWARZ, an individual; Dr. )
MICHAEL G. MUHONEN, an individual; Dr. )
ANTHONY CHERIN, an individual; Dr. )
PAUL LUBINSKY, an individual; Dr. DORIS )
WALDRON, an individual; Dr. ROBERT M. )
COOPER, an individual; Dr. LISA A. )
MILLER, an individual; Dr, JERRY C. )
CHENG, an individual; LESLIE D. CAHAN, )
an individua! and DOES 1-100, inclusive, ;

Defendants.
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Come(s) now Plaintiffs AMRAM HAVIVY, an individual, and MARIA ELENA
ORNELAS, an individual, (hereinafter “Plaintiffs”) complaining and alleging as follows:
‘INTRODUCTION

This action for damages is brought by Plaintiffs, parents of TIFFANY HAVIVY
(“TIFFANY"), a now-deceased minor, against various health care providers. On behalf of
themselves, and/or their deceased minor daughter TIFFANY, Plaintiffs herein allege seven
causes of action against named Defendant providers.

. PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE
1. Plaintiff AMRAM HAVIVY (“Amram Havivy™) is, and at alltimesrelevant to tlns
action was, an individual residing in the state of California. Plaintiffwa; the biological and legal
father of TIFFANY HAVIVY, a minor, now deceased. Plainfifthas standing to bring the causes
of action set forth herein. See e.g., California Code of Civii-Procedure Section 377.60.
2. Plaintiff MARIA ELENA ORNELAS (“Maria Ornelas™) is, and at all times relevant to
this action was, an individual residing in the State of California. Plaintiff was the biological and
legal r_nother of TIFFANY HAVIVY, a mitior/now deceased. Plaintiff has standing to bring the
cases of action set forth herein. See e:gsCalifornia Code of Civil Procedure Section 377.60.

3. Defendant KAISER(PERMANENTE (“KAISER”) is, and at all times relevant to this
action was, a business entity, form unknown, doing business in the State of California, County of
Los Angeles.

4. KAGSERFOUNDATION HOSPITALS, INC., (“KAISER HOSPITALS™) is, and at all
times relevarii to this action was, a business entity, form unknown, doing business in the State of
Califomnia, County of Los Angeles.

5. .SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC.
(“SCPMG”) is, and at all times relevant to thls actlon was, a business entity, form unknown,
doing business in the State of California, County of Los Angeles. |

6. KAISER PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL OFFICES, (“KAISER
GLENDALE") is, and at all times rclevant. to this action was, a business entity, form unknown,

doing business m the State of California, County of Los Angeles.
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7. Defendant CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL OF ORANGE COUNTY (“CHOC”) is, and at
all times relevant to this action was, a business entity, form unknown, doing business in the State
of California, County of Orange. ]

8. Defendant SAINT JOSEPH HOSPITAL (“SAINT JOSEPH”) is, and at all times
relevant to this action was, a business entity, form unknown, doing business in the State of
California.

9. Defendant WILLIAM LOUNDON, M.D., is, and at all times relevantto this/action
was, an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care providei-pursuant to Cal.
Civ. Code 3333.1{c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

10. Defendant ANTHONY CHERIN, M.D.,, is, and at all times relevant to this action
was, an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health-care provider pursuant to Cal.
Civ. Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of Califotnia,

11. Defendant JASON KNIGHT, M.D., is;and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information and belief, is ahealth care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(c)(!) and practices in the State of California.

12. Defendant PAUL LUBINSKY, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was,
an individual who, upon inforthation and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ.
Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

13. Defendant JAMES CAPPON, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(2)1))and practices in the State of California.

14. Defendant ADAM SCHWARZ, M.D., is, and at al} times relevant to this action was,
an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ.
Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California..

15. Defendant JASON COOK, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code

3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

-3-

COMPT.AINT




16. Defendant PATTY LIAO, M.D,, is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

17. Defendant JULIETTE HUNT, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

18. Defendant MICHAEL G. MUHONEN, M.D.,, is, and at all times relevant to this
action was, an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to
Cal. Civ. Code 3333.1{c)(1) and practices in the State of California,

19. Defendant DORIS WALDRON, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was,
an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health cate-provider pursuant to Cal. Civ.
Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

20. Defendant ROBERT M. COOPER, M:D.; is/and ét all times relevant to this action
was, an individual who, upon information and beiief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal.
Civ. Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices inthe State of California.

21. Defendant NICK ANAS, M., is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual who, upon information)and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(c)1) and practicés in the State of California. |

99. Defendant LISA A. MILLER, M.D,, is, and at all times relevant to this action was, an
individual wo, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code
3333.1(c)(1) And practices in the State of California.

23. Defendant JERRY C. CHENG, M.D., is, and at all times relevant to this action was,
an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ,
Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.

24. Defendant LESLIE D. CAHAN, M.D,, is, and at all times relevant to this action was,
an individual who, upon information and belief, is a health care provider pursuant to Cal. Civ.

Code 3333.1(c)(1) and practices in the State of California.
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25. Plaintiffs are unaware of the true names or capacities of Defendants sued in this
action as Does 1 through 100, inclusive, and who are sued by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs
will amend this Complaint to allege said names and capacities when the information has been
ascertained. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and on that basis allege that each of the
fictitiously named Defendants is legally respdnsible in some manner for the acts or omissions
alleged and the injuries and damages claimed in this Complaint, or in some manner clajims’an
ownership, security, or other interest in the real property that is the subject of this.actiof).
26. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and on that basis allege that atall times relevant to
this action, unless otherwise stated, each Defendant, including those ficfitiousty named, was the
agent, servant, employee, partner and/or joint venturer of each remaining Defendant, and was
acting within the course and scope of such agency, employment, partnership and/or joint venture
with the permission and consent or ratification of each remathing Defendant, in doing the things
alleged in this Complaint.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND
27. In early 2010, TIFFANY HAVIVY (“TIFFANY™), minor child of Plaintiffs, -
presented to a KAISER medical facility in the County of Los Angeles, California with
symptomology that included ititermittent paralysis, tremors, leg spasms, numbness, and impeded
speech. TIFFANY wagdiagnosed with a brain tumor. TIFFANYs parents took her to KAISER
more than six times:before KAISER finally got around to actually conducting a scan that located

the brain tum(or in late 2011.
98. 1 early 2011, TIFFANY underwent brain surgery at 2 KAISER medical facility in

order to conduct a biopsy of the tumor and remove tumor mass. KAISER staff were only able to
remove an inconsequcntiél quantity of tumor mass. .

29. Upon information and belief, following the biopsy in 2011, KAISER diagnosed
TIFFANY with an aggressive, rare form of cancer, known as Glioblastama Multiforme Stage IV.

At that time, the tumor was approximately 7 cm in diameter.

30. Upon information and belief, KAISER informed Plaintiffs that TIFFANY’S tumor

was too large to remove, rendering her untreatable, and her prognosis terminal. The prognoses

-5-

COMPTAINT




O @@ ~ O A W N -

— e b ek ek e e
OO‘-.!O\U\-&WN'—'Q

within one to three months.

was that, even with palliative care accompanied with curative treatment, TIFFANY would die

31. Upon information and belief, KAISER conducted an MRI on TIFFANY within three
months of her terminal prognosis. The MRI showed that the tumor had shrunken dramatically

and TIFFANY was nearly symptom free.

32. Upon information and belief, KAISER failed to inform or advise Plaintiffs about
treatment options for TIFFANY s tumor, after it had signiﬁcanﬂ)} shrunk in size,

33. Upon information and belief, KAISER failed to explore, or perfoim, adequate further
treatment once TIFFANY’s tumor had shrunken. Instead, about four nionths after TIFFANY’s
tumor had shrunk, TIFFANY was sent home to resum;e her life as fiormal with no further
treatment or monitoring suggested.

34. Upon information and belief, no further treatment-or monitoring was suggested for
TIFFANY’s tumor until her symptoms returned, and Plaintiffs took her back to a KAISER
medical faculty. Upon information and belief, a MRI scan conducted at the KAISER medical
faculty revealed that TIFFANY’s tumorhad niot only fully re-grown but had gotten larger than
even the 7 cm mass it has been previQusiy. Once again the KAISER medical professionals
informed Plaintiffs that the tuthor was too large to operate on. K AISER medical providers stated
there was nothing morethey, could do for TIFFANY, and as a result, she was discharged and,
again, given a terrinal prognosis with only a few months to live.

15 [f(Mid 2012 Plaintiffs took TIFFANY for further evaluation to Rady Children’s
Hospital in San Diego (“RADY”). At that hospital, Defendant Dr. Michael Levy, M.D.,
performed a total of seven surgeries on TIFFANY, which included an attempted tumor biopsy
and a shunt placement on TIFFANY’s head.

36. Upon information and belief, as a result of the surgeries, it was discovered that
KAISER had previously misdiagnosed TIFFANY’s tumor and that she, in fact, had an Atypical
Teratoid Rhabdoid Tumor (‘ATRT”). Unlike the prior diagnosis of Glioblastama Multiforme
Stage IV, ATRT is a more coramon form of childhood tumor. ATRT, likewise, has a much

higher rate of survivability with property diagnosis, treatment and monitoring.
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37. In late 2012, TIFFANY’s condition worsened substantially such that the Plaintiffs
rushed her to the emergency room at SAINT JOSEPH HOSPITAL. The medical doctors,
employees and/or agents at SAINT JOSEPH stabilized TIFFANY and informed her parents,
Plaintiffs, that TIFFANY had less than 24 hours to live.

38. Soon after the bicak diagnosis, TIFFANY was transferred to the CHOC, where
medical providers, including but not limited to Defendants Loudon, Cherin, Lubinsky, Knight,
Hans, Schwartz, and Cappon, were involved in TIFFANY’s treatment and monitoring. /Upon
information and belief, these medical providers failed to adequately treat TIFFANY, and instead,
aggressively campaigned to have TIFFANY undergo a tracheostomy, which is a surgical
procedure to create an opening into the windpipe. Upon informationand belief, the Defendants’
recommended that TIFFANY undergo this procedure with th¢irown self-interest in mind
because, CHOC ;vanted to discharge TIFFANY, who was\in critical condition. Upon
information and belief, immediately following the tracheastomy, CHOC would be able to
discharge TIFFANY and have her die at home. Plaintiffs refused to consent to the tracheostomy.
In response, CHOC threatened to obtain and filed to obtain a court order to perform the
Tracheostomy on TIFFANY.

39. Upon information &éhd belief, while receiving care at CHOC, health providers were
desperate to have TIFFANY discharged and threatened to make it so TIFFANY’s medical
insurance was cancalled, thus making Plaintiffs responsible for all of TIFFANY s medical costs,
if they wouldnot corisent to procedures designed, not to cure or treat TIFFANY, but to make her
eligible for discharge.

40. Upon information and belief, while treated by medical providers at the CHOC, the
agents and doctors responsible for TIFFANY’s care, treatment and monitoring, also failed to
keep accurate records of changes and improvements to TIFFANY’s health and alter the form of
treatment accordingly. As an example, when TIFFANY was transferre_d to CHOC, and in
critical condition, CHOC and its doctbrs located a bone-like protrusion in TIFFANY’s head.
Within several days at CHOC, Doctor Knight informed Plaintiffs that the protrusion had

disappeared, but failed to make a record of this change, nor communicate this change in

.-
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TIFFANY’s condition to other medical personnel. Upon information and belief, the lack of
adequate medical recording negatively impacted the care and treatment TIFFANY received.
41, In early 2013, while still under the care and treatment of CHOC, TIFFANY’s
condition vastly improved and TIFFANY was alive (not brain dead).
42. In Spring of 203, the CHOC doctors again began pressuring the Plaintiffs to consent'
to a tracheostomy for TIFFANY. Due to fears that CHOC wanted to perform thé proceaure so
that they could discharge TIFFANY, Plaintiffs refused to consent unless CHOG and its) medical
providers agreed allow TIFFANY to remain at CHOC. CHOC and its medical professionals
entered into such an agreement with Plaintiffs and the procedure was pérformed. After the
procedure, however, CHOC and its medical profeésionals started pressuring the Plaintiffs to
leave the hospital, despite the .agreement and TIFFANY’§ improving condition.
43. Soon after the trachcostomy, TIFFANY’s condition rapidly deteriorated.
44, In Summer of 2013, TIFFANY dled whil&still a patient of the CHOC.
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
PROFESSIONAL NEGLIGENCE

(Against alt Defendants, and Does 1 through 100)

45, Plaintiffs reallegs 4nd)incorporate by reference each and every allegation as set forth
in paragraphs 1 through44, as though fully set forth herein.

46. Plaintiffs, as parents of deceased minor, TIFFANY, have standing to bring this cause
of action, whichsurvive TIFFANY’s death and pass to TIFFANY’s parents as her successor in
interest or personal representatives. See CCP 377.20,377.30 et seq.

47. The Defendants named herein were health care providers within the meaning of Cal.
Civ. Code sec. 333.1(c)(1) and prov1ded services that were within the scope of services for which
they were licensed, and which were not within any restriction imposed by the hcensmg in agency
or licensed hospital.

48. The medical doctor Defendants owed TIFFANY, as their patient, various duties,

including but not limited: the duty to render treatment in a manner consistent with the applicable
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standard/s of care and the duty to adequately inform the patient about treatment or procedures,
and the material risks inherent in that treatment o procedure.

49. The hospital Defendants owed TIFFANY, s their patient, various duties, including
but not limited to: the duty to use reasonable care in caring for TIFFANY, taking into account
her mental and physical coxdition, the duty to select and maintain, ané ensuring, the competence
of its staff, including its doctors, nurses, and other medical providers.

50. In the course of providing professional services to TIFFANY, the Defendaiits
éngaged in negligent acts and/or omissions, as detailed previously, which wére the proximate
cause of personal injury to, and resulted in the subsequent death of, TIFFANY. These acts
and/or omissions include, but are not limited to: late diagnostic of TIEPANY’s brain tumor,
misdiagnosis of TIFFANY s brain tumor, failing to adequately supervise TIFFANY’s treatment
and/or monitor TIFFANY’s tumor after the tumor had regrown for the second time; failing to
advise TIFFANY’s parents, as her guardians, of tréatinent options, risks, and other information
material to allow Plaintiffs to make an informed choice about whether to accept or decline
procedures; failing to use reasonable care in caring for TIFFANY.

51. As adirect and proximats résult of Defendants’ acts and/or omissions, TIFFANY
suffered personal injury, and wtimately, death. The Plaintiffs, as the surviving parents of the
minor TIFFANY, hereb piay for damages in excess of the jurisdictional limit of this court,
according fo proof.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
WRONGFUL DEATH
{Against all Defendants and Does 1 through 100)

52. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate paragraphs 1 through 51, as though fully set forth
herein.

53. Plaintiffs are the natural parents, and therefore the heirs, successors in interests,

and/or personal representatives, of minor TIFFANY. As such, Plaintiffs have standing to

maintain this cause of action pursuant to Cal. Code Civ. Proc. sect. 377.60.

-9.
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54. Upon information and belief, TIFFANY’s death was caused by the wrongful acts
and/or omissions, or neglect, by the defendant health care providers as herein alleged.
55. As a direct and proximate result of the foresaid, Plaintiffs, as the parents of
TIFFANY, have been deprived of TIFFANY’s love, care, comfort, and society to their general
damages as well as funeral costs and other related damages according io proof at trial.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY

(Against Defendants KAISER PERMANENTE, KAISER FOUNDATION-HOSPITALS,
INC., SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC., KAISER
PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL OFFICES, DR, DORIS"WALDRON, DR.
ROBERT M. COOPER, AND LISA A. MILLER, JERRY C. CHENG and Does 1 through
100)

56. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference paragraphs 1 through 55 above, as
though fully set forth herein.

57. By virtue of their “healthcare provider/patient” relationship, Defendants has a
fiduciary duty to TIFFANY to act with th¢{pmost good faith and her best interests.

58. Defendants breached their fidaciary dgity to decedent_as alleged above. By virtue of

the foresaid, Defendants acted zeckicssly, oppressively, and intentionally in breach of their dutiesf

as healthcare providers,
59. As a direct andegal result of fhe fofesaid TIFFANY HAVIVY died.
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
CONSTRUCTIVE FRAUD

(Against Defendants KAISER PERMAN ENTE, KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS,
INC., SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC,, KAISER
PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL OFFICES, DR. DORIS WALDRON, i)R.
ROBERT M. COOPER, AND LISA A. MILLER, JERRY C. CHENG and Does 1 through

| T 100) -
60. Plaintiffs reallege and incoi‘porate by feféfgr’gde paragraphs 1 through 59, as though
fully set forth herein. -

-10-
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61. By virtue of their “healthcare providerfpatient relationsﬁip” with TIFFANY
HAVIVY, Defendants and each one of them owed a fiduciary duty to TIFFAN Y HAVIVY to
disclose all medical records in their entirety. This fiduciary duty also required that other medical
professionals treating TIFFANY HAVIVY were entitled to receiving her medical records in their
entirety.

62. Defendants intentionally breached the aforesaid duty to disclose all medical records
in their entirety. Said breach was intentional and motivated by Defendants desire to'3abotage
Plaintiff’s claims set forth in this Complaint.

63. In denying Plaintiffs and possibly other medical professional§/ull-access to
TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical records, Defendaﬁts acted despicably and with recklessness,

oppression, and malice. By virtue of the foresaid, Defendants{and each of them, have acted with

fraud and an assessment of punitive damages in a sum according to proof at trial, is justified and
appropriate.
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
INTENTIONAL CONCEALMENT

(Against Defendants KAISER PEBMANENTE, KAISER FOUNDATION HOSPITALS,
INC., SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC., KAISER
PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL OFFICES, DR. DORIS WALDRON, DR.
ROBERT M. COOPER, AND LISA A. MILLER, JERRY C. CHENG and Does 1 through
100)

64. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference cach and every allegation of all
precedirig Paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.

65 Plaintiff Amram Havity sought to obtain his beloved daughter’s medical records
from Kaiser’s Medical Records Department, the only depariment Plaintiff is aware he can order
medical records frorn.

66. Defendants, and each of them, had a duty to disclose the above mentioned records to
F Plaintiffs Amram Havivy and Ornelas by virtue of their fiduciary relationship to TIFFANY
| HAVIVY as a healthcare provider/patient, and by virtue of the fact that without full disclosure of]

-11-
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TIFANNY HAVIVY’S medical records, Plaintiffs cannot examine and follow the series of
events that lead to their daughter’s death.

67. Plaintiff parent believed to have obtained all medical records pertaining to his
daughter during her stay with Kaiser. When Plaintiff looked through the records he received
from Kaiser’s Medical Recc.ds Department, he noticed that the records contained a few major
gaps in the medical entries. It is also possible that Kaiser was submitting this same, incomplete
version of TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical records to other medical professionals, thussdepriving
other medical professionals and TIFFANY HAVIVY the necessary information for adequate
treatment,

68. The first gap in TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical records takes place right after

| TIFFANY HAVIVY’S Ap<il 6, 2010 visit, There are no entries{or seven months following this
visit until November 24, 2010. During gap in TIFFANY. HAVIVY’s medical records, Plaintiffs
Amram Haviyy and Omelas took TIFFANY HAVIVY 1o Kaiser medical facilities about three or
| four times. |

j 69. The second gap in TIFFANY HAVIVY'S medical records takes place after

I TIFFANY HAVIVY’S December 9;2010 Kaiser visit. There should be an entry for her

December 20, 2010 visit, which is)a critical visit, as that is when she underwent the brain scan
that revealed she had 4 fnass growing in her head.

70. The thitd gap in TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical records takes place right after
%TIFFANY HAVIVY’S February 7, 2011 visit. There are no entries for another seven months
| following this visit until September 22, 201 1. During gap in TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical

} records Plaintiffs Amram Havivy and Ornelas took TIFFANY HAVIVY to Kaiser medical

| facilities to receive brain scans, These visits are of major significance because on TIFFANY
{HAVIVY’S May 19, 2011 visit, her brain scans revealed that her tumor has signiﬁcantlsr
decreased in size. On TIFFANY HAVIVY’S August 29, 2011 visit, her brain scans revealed that

her tumor has regrown, to a size larger than 7 centimeters.

S12-
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71. The medical records that Plaintiff received also lacked any entries regarding phone
calls made to and from TIFFANY HAVIVY’S doctors at Kaiser. The medical records contain
1o entry regarding the decreased and increased size of her tumor.

72. Plaintiffs Armam Havivy and Ornelas knew that there should have been more files in

TIFFANY HAVIVY’S mecical records as they had called her doctors and/or reccived their

phone calls, and had taken her to above mentioned visits.

73. Tn an effort to clear up the matter, Plaintiff called the office of Dr. Lisa Millgr on to
request the files that were missing from TIFFANY HAVIVY’S medical recotds\and also to
request her notes on their telephone conversations. As of this date, PlairGitf has yet to hear from
Dr. Miller.

74. Given that Plair:ifs beloved daughter was still 4 fatient with Kaiser long after
February 7, 2011, it follows that Kaiser has intentionally dontealed files within her medical
records that point to the decreased sized of her tunior, Which should have beer removed during

this time. Without these records in her medical files, Kaiser hopes to downplay Plaintiff’s

{ Negligence claim and keep Plaintiff from pointing to evidence that commanded more aggressive

|} treatment/surgery than Plaintiff’s daugltter was given. '

75. Plaintiffs therefoed seek damages according to proof at trial.
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION
NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS — DIRECT VICTIM
(Against Ali Defendants)
%6. Plaintiffs reallege and incorporate by reference cach and every allegation as set forth

in paragraphs 1 through 75, as though fully set forth herein.

77. Plaintiffs are the natural parents, and therefore the heirs, successors in interests,

and/or personal representatives, of minor TIFFANY. As such, Plaintiffs have standing to

1

!

i maintain this cause of action pursnant to Cal. Code Civ. Proc. sect. 377.60.

!

1 78. The Defendants, as medical prowders, owed a duty to TIFFANY, their patient, as
|

including but not limited to: engaging in acts and/or omissions that fall below the standard of

detailed throughout. The Defendants bfeachcd'thcir duties to TIFFANY, in ways detailed herein,

13-
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care; failing to monitor and treat TIFFANY; failure to keep adequate and complete medical
records; and failure to as detailed throughout, and duty to use reasonable care in treating and
caring for TIFFANY.

79. As a proximate cause of Defendants’ actions or omissions, TIFFANY suffered
serious and severe emotions. distress that was substantial and endured untii the date of her death.
set forth above.

80. Plaintiffs therefore seek damages according to proof at trial.

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS ~BYSTANDER
‘ (Against All Defendants)

81. Plaintiffs reallezc and incorporate by reference géchrand every allegation as set forth
| in paragraphs 1 through 80, as though fully set forth herein:
82. Plaintiffs are the natura! parents of minor, PIFFANY, who was treated by medical
! provider Defendants. As a result of the medical provider relationship with their patient,
TIFFANY, the defendants owed TIFFANYA duty. Ag statzd herein, Defendants breached their
duties to TIFFANY which was the proximate cause of her injury and resulting death.

83. Upon informatizi and belief, TIFFANY suffered personal injury and, ultimately

death, as a result of the negligent acts and/or omissions of the Defendants. The Plaintiffs were

present for TIFFANYCs care and were aware, at the time, by direct sensory perception, of the

events that Was causing TIFFANY’s injury and/or death.

g4. Als result of watching their minor daughter suffer and ultimately die due to
| Defendants’ breach, Plaintiffs’ suffer serious or severe emotional distress that is serious and
| enduring
85. Plaintiffs therefore seck damage according to proof at trial.
WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFFS PRAY for judgment as follows:

@ For compensatory damages in an amount according to proof;
H (i)  For special and consequential damages in an amount according to proof;

(iii)  For reasonable Attorney fees in an amount according to proof;

-14-
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(iv)  For costs of suit; and

{(v)  For such other and further relief that the Court considers just and proper.

DATED: August 18,2014 BY: SLATERLAW,APC

9663 Santa Monica Blv::., #609
Beverly Hills, CA 90210

Theodore Slater; Attorneys fof Plaintiffs AMRAM
HAVIVY and MARIAELENA ORNELAS

[~
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$HORT TITLE:

Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente

CASE NUMBER

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND

STATEMENT OF LOCATION

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

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

ftem I. Check the types of hearing 2~ #l in the estimated length of hearing expectec “r this case:

—
JURY TRIAL? YEE CLASSACTION? D YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FORTRIAL 18 L1 HOURS/ 7} DAYS

Item 1. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps - If you checked “Limited Case”/&kip to-item W, Pg. 4):

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

Step 2: Check ghe Supsrior Court type of action in Column B below which best desgrioes the nature of this case.

Step 3: in Column G, circle the razson for the court location choice that(&pglies tc ihe type of action yoil have
checked. Fo- zny exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0,

[ Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below) ]

Class actions must be fited in the Staniey Mosk Courthouse, ceniral distrist:

May be filed in ceniral (other county, of no bodily injury/property derage;: 7. Location where petitioner resides.

6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.
8. Location wharein de!endanﬂres&oadem functions wholly,

Location where bodily injury, death cr damage occumed. 9. Location whers one or more of the parties reside.

1.

2' r »

:3. Location wheave nause of action arose.

5. Location where performancs required or defendant residas.

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on'Rage in em Ilt: complete tem IV, Sign the declaration.

16. Location of Labor Commissianer Offica

o M | L. . L) - i E T __i ‘i" ' Ta . f' ' - ,H_o T s k‘;l
- A ” o ; ) B e T \ L v c - )
Civil Case Cover Shadt; A S T TypeofAction . T Lo . 1 Applicable Reasohs -
Category Mo. s Ve {Check qniyone) - See Step 3 Abave |
o ¢ Auto (22) Ol A7100 Motor Vehidlz - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1., 2.4,
8
S 6
<" Uninsiréd Mutorist (46) 00 A7110 Personal injury/Property Damage/Wrunghul Death — Uninsured Motorist | 1,2, 4.
& O A6078 Ashestos Property Damage 2
Asbestos (04) .
4] z [ A7221 Asbesios - Personal InjuryWrongful Death 2.
=
e (<]
= %: Product Liability (24) 1 A7260 Product Liabiity (not asbestos or taxic/environmental} 1.2,5,4., 8
aw
- o ;
e | @ A7210 Medicat Malpractice - Physicizns & Surgeons 1.4
28 | Medcal Matpractice 45) | . i
~= 2 » [0 AT24D Other Professioral Health Care Malpractice 1.4
9 O ]
bt 5 § i i ¢ . ik :
- B3 LB AT250 Premises Lizbility {e.q., slip and fall) 1.4
o8% ! f 1u b
% 4 r P Othr;'n_u i 0, A7230 Intentiona! Badily Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death {e.g.. 14 4
PoEE | Pemodiuy e samoston o)
£ a8 Praperty Dainage i assault, vandalism, 21¢.)
a : - : )
= 5 ] Wrrongful Desth v AT270 Intentionai Infliction of Emotional Distress 3

{23}

]

=}
1 { O A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death i )

.
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SHORT TITLE: . . CASE NUMBER
Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente
A B c
Clvil Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. {Check only one) See Step 3 Above
Busiress Tort (07) O AS028 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraudforeach of contract) 1.3
o]
)
o - Civil Rights {08} 0 AB0D5 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1,2.3
(=3
2 -<£=
&2 T
%~ Dafamation {13} .. AB010 Defamation {siander/libel} 1,2,3.
[t
33
e
'_.; g Fraud {16} 0 A8013 Fraud (no contract) 1,02.,3.
=
e =
£ . ) 00 AB017 Legal Malpractice 1,28
a9 Professional Negligence (25) ) )
&£ E 00 AB050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legai) 1.,2.,3
23 !
Other (38} [0 AB025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.3.
'é Wrongfut Termination (38) . O ABD37 Wrongful Termination 1.,2.,3
E ‘ :
> i
=y 5 7 AGB024 Other Employment Complaint Case i1.,2,3.
% ! QOther Employment (15) | :
w0 {7, ABIOB Laber Commissioner Anpeals | 0.
: WW
r i
; [0 As004 Breach of Rentalfl ease Coftrach{not untawful detainer or wrongful i 2.5
] eviction} jEe
Braach of Contract/ Warranty | H
B8 aranty ] 71 AB0OB Confract/Namranty Biagei-Salter Plaintiff (no fraudinegligence) 1 2.5
{rot insurance) {0 AB0M9 Negligent Breath of ConlractNarranty {no frauc) t1,2.5.
‘ 0 AG028 Other Breack of ContractWarranty (not fraud or negligence) 1. 2.5
s | | !
® ; ‘[ ABCO2 Colfeciions-Cese-Seller Flaintiff 2 2,8.,6.
= Coliections (0) | ]
8 B3 ABDE2 OtherPromissory Note/Collections Case 12,5
i
Insurarce Coverage (18) i /&kBBIS tnSurance Coverage (not complex) { 1.,2,5,8
(C\as003 Cortragiual Fraud £1,2.,3,8
Other Gontract (373 L T2 ABO31 Tortious interference 11,2.3,5.
. D ABDZ7T Other Centract Dispute(nat breachfinsurancefraudinegligence) i 1.,2.,3,8
Emirest Domairvinverse | . . ] )
Conde/Anation (14) 0 A7300 Eminent Demain/Condemnation MNumber of parcels, 2,
g Wrongiul Eviction {33) 10 AB023 Wrengful Eviclion Case 2,6
I
r i 01 ABM8 Morguca Foreciosure ..
(3] |
o Cither Real Property {(26) ,El ABD32 Guiet Title
: I AGOGO Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landiordftenant, forectosure) : 2., 6.
; i ; | ‘
. ;{ Unlawhi Deta(;\%r-!}ommemal D A6021 Unigwful Detainer-Commercial (nat drugs of wrongful gviction) 2,6
o i i
= h F
§ l Unfawiul DE%ZT'RES'“"“E 10O AsG20 Uniawiu! Detainer-Residentiat {not drugs or wrongful eviction} 2., 6.
T | . ;
i Unlawful Detainer- i e Pt
§ ‘ Fost-Foredosure (34) i 0 A6G20F Unfawlul Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2,8,

1 Unlawful Detziner-Drugs (38) |0 A8022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.6
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SHORT TITLE: . . CASE NUMBER
Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente
A B c
Civil Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. {Check only one) See Step 3 Above
Asset Forfeiture (05) O AB108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2,86.
% Petition re Asbitration {11) O AG115 Petition to CompeliConfim/Vacate Arbitration 2.5
'; .
ay
o= .. AB151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2.8
W
;é Wit of Mandate (02) O AB152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2
= [1 AB53 Wit - Other Limited Court Case Review .2
Other Judicial Review (39) 3 AG350 Other Writ Judicial Review 2. 8.
i
g ! Antitrust/Trade Reguiation (03) | 1 AS003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 11,2.8
-"-_-. I
! :
g’ i Corstruction Defect (10) | O3 AS0DT Construction Defect 1,2,3
i} i ;
» . 9 i
2 Claims '”WE:IS? MassTort | — as906 Ciaims Involving Mass Tort [1.,2.8.
£ :
‘i Securities Litigation {28) U ABD3S Securities Litigation Case a 1., 2.8
T 1
=4 Toxic Tort N _
&
g Enviomensl 0) | O AS038 Texic TortEnviranmentat % 1,2,3,8,
-
=] N ' H
A Insurance Coverage Claims | . . / Y m
a } troun Complex Case (41) i ' ABD14 Insurance Coverage/Subrogalion (complex case only) s 5,8
e . ouserr e e e
' 'O A3t41 Sister Staledudgment 12.9.
£% ' 'O AB160 Abstragt af dudgment 5 2., 6.
5 E g Enforcement \ O AGI07 Cohlessioh of Jucgment (non-domestic relations) ! 2,9
8 § i of Judgment (20} [T AS140. Adiinisirative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) i2.8.
] E ‘ 1 AB134, Pefition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax i 2,8
i Lo AstZ Other Enforsestient of Judgment Case 1 2,8.,9
W#W;m
a - RICD {27) F 5V ABCES Rackeieering (RICC) Case t, 2.8
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% § i St omeb ‘I ABMMO Injenctive Relef inty fnot domestinharassment) ‘7.8
E = {Nc} Specified Above) (42) II O A8057 Other Commercia Complaint Case (nop-tortfnon-complex) ‘1 5,2, 8.
] B 10 ABDOG Otker Civil Complaint {non-tortinon-complex) T4, 2.8,
! —— N — " e o
Cﬂ j = H_QTL = = mm__.__...._.._.—-u-———-—-—_____—-—
: artnership Corporslion | M ag443 Parinership and Corporaie Governance Case 12,8
-~ 1 Govemnance 121} !
b i
= |C AS121 Civil Harassment 12,3.9
. W H ! !
& § £ - {0 AB123 Workpiace Harassment ‘r2 3.9
~ 8% N |7 AB122 E'derMspendent Adu Abuse Case ©2,3,8
vm e Ciner Petitions i
[ I (Not Specified Ahove) -1 AB190 Election Contast 12
D=EC | (43} !0l AB110 Petition for Change of Name k 2.7
B i 1 AS170 Petitior; for Relief from Late Claim Law | 2.3.4.8
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER

Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente

ltem Jit. Statement of Location: Enter the address of tha accident, parly's residence or place of businass, performance, or ather
circumstance indicated in ltem II., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate hoxes for the ﬁumbers shown | Kaiger Permanente Glendale Medica! Offices
under Gotumn C for the type of action that vou have seiected for | 444 W, Glenoaks Blvd. *
this case. Glendale, CA 91202

F11. 02, [J3. &4, 05, 06, 7. 08, (Je. 110,

ary; STATE: 21 CODE:

Glendale CA 91202

Wem V. Declaration of Assignment: | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Staie of Califormia thet the foregoing is true

and correct and that the above-entitled matter s properly filed for assignment fo the Stanley MosK courthouse in the
Los Angeles District of the Superiar Court of Califarniz, County of Los Angeles/{Code GivProc., § 392 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, {c) and ()t

o

Dated: Theodore Siater

{SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY/FILING PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED iN ORDER TO PROPERLY
CCMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE: : I

{. Original Complaint or Petiticn. ‘ . S

2. lifiling a Complaint, a completed Surmmons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Gathcil form CM-C10.

4

Civit Case Cover SheetAddendum and Statement of Location form, LACHV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03111}

Payment in full 6fthe)filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

6. Asignedorder appointing the Guardian 2d Litem, .Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a
minor/ cndet H8ears of age will be recuived by ol i order 1 issue 3 SUMUMEens.

o

G{ ] .
g 1. Additionsi-copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
- muet be served alorg with the summons and compraint, or other initiating pleading in the case.
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SUM-100
SUMMONS oot A e
(CITACION JUDICIAL)

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: )
{AVISO AL DEMANDADO): s ﬂg{yco?t:.wcﬁ?laggg’:m
KAISER PERMANENTE, a business entity, form unknown; KAISER
FOUNDATION HOSPITALS, INC., a business entity, form unknown, AUG 18 2014
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: Sherri R. Ca iva OH
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): By #ﬁ?
AMRAM HAVIVY, an individual on his own behalf and as a parent and ya Soulen
decedent to TIFFANY HAVIVY,

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard unless you respond within 30 days;Regd ihie information
below.

You have 30 CAUENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you o file a written responss at {His oatrtiand have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response fnust he in proper legal form if you want the caurt to hear your
cage. There may be & court forw that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more infofmatian at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center {www.courtinfo.ca.goviselfheln], your counly law library, or the courthouse nearest youd i you tannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form, If you do not file your response on fime, you may lose the case by default, and\your wages, money, and proparty
may be iaken without fsither weming from the court.

There are other lega! requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not knGw an attormey, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. (f you caniot afford an attu:rey, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonpfofitfegal services oragram. You can locate
these nonprafit grouws at the Califamia Legst Servicas Web site {www.iawhelpcalifornia.org), the Califomiz/Courts Ontine Self-He'r Conter
{www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhaip), or by contacting your iocal court or colnty bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lier: jor waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more ina civil ~ase. The courl's liéf must be paid before the cour: will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han dernandado. Sino responce dentro de 30 dlas, ia corte pusde decidir en sUcontia sin escuchar su version. Lea ta informacion a
continuaciin.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARID despuds da que i= entreguan esta citacion y pepelss fegales para presentar una respuesta por ascrito en esta
corta y hacer que 58 enfrepua uha copia gl domandants. [ina carta o una ilamagaielefoitiza no i protegen, Su respuesia por esrity (flene qua estar
e formato fegal correcio si deses que procesen S C250 en 12 corte. £S polihle\que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesla.
Puede sncontrar estos farsutarios de 1a corte y més informacion en f fentro da Ayida de las Cortes do California {erww.sucscrte ca.gov), enla
biblioteca ¢ leves dz s songado p en la corle que le quade mas carca, Siné puade pagar la cuola de presentacion, pida ef secretario ds fa corte
que e dé un formutario s evencitn de pago da cuotas. Si no presents sinespuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podra quitar su sushio, dinero y bienes sin mas advertancia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. £s racomenciable que llama a un &hogado inmediatamente. Si no conote a un abogade, puade lamar & un servicio de
remision a abogsdos. Sino preds pagar & un abogado, 8s posibls Gus/cumpla con fos requisilos para oblener sarvicies fegales graltuilos de un
programs e sandcios lageles sin finas de lucro. Fusde entbnifacestos grupos sin fines da lucro en af sitio web de California Legal Services,
fwww fawhelpcaifiomia arg), en 2! Cantra d2 Ayuda da Jas Cocted/de California, (www.sucorte cz.gov) o ponidndase en contacla con Ia corte o ef
calegio de abagardos locates. AViSO: Por iev, la cort fisne Heracho a reclamar 1as cuntas v los costas exerdos por imponer un grsvamen sobre
cunlcuier recuparacidn de $10,000 & més ds valprrecibida mediante un acuerds o una concesion de arbitraje en un ¢ase da derecho civil. Tiene que
pagar el gravamen de Ia coria antes de que la corte nheda desechar el caso.

The name and agdress of the cour is; CABENUMBER:
{El nembre y direccion de a corts ¢¢): “Staniey Mosk Courthouse atmer k|

111 North Fill 8¢, . BCys55158 |
Los Anggles, CA 90012

The name, addrass, and telepnone number of plainiiff's atiomey, or plaintif without an attcrney, is:
(El nombre, la dicescidil y elnbiner de feléfonu ds! abogady del derandante, o dal demandante que ro tisne abogado, es):

Theodore Sliter, SBN/267479, 9663 Santa Monica Blvd,, %@S}wﬂy Hills, CA 90210, Ph: 310-494-5756

“DATE: 204 Clerk, by & ot
Fecha) {Segreisric) N {Adjunto)
~.{For prooi of service of this stmons, uee Proof of Service of Summons {farm POS-070).) SH#- g .

-fPara prueha de entreca do esiz citatior use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-070)). UWA EUL“EN

i

F IO 7

NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

1. [} as an individual defendant.
2. [Thss the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):
3. [ on behaf of {specify):
urdes [ CCP416.10 {comoratibn; [} CCP415.60 {rainior)
77 CCP 418.20 {defunct cosparation) CCP 416,7C {conservatee)

[77] CCP 416.40 (association or parnersiip: T ] CCP 416.90 (authorized person}

[} other (specify):
4. [T} by perscnal delivery on (clata):
S Pagatolt

SUMMONS Goa of Gl Procerure §§ 412.20, 465

Farm Adugpte: far b
Judigial Crunedt ot
SUM-1IG tnew

wiww.courtino.ca.gov
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SUM-200(A

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:

| Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE

+ This form mav ba used 58 an altachment to any summons if space does not permit the listing of all parties on the summons.
- if thic attaniment is used, insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parlies

Allachraent form is altached.”
List additionai parties (Check only one box. Use & separate page for gach type of party.).
Pigintt [ ] Defendant [__] Cross-Complainant  [__] Cross-Defendant

MARIA E1LENA ORNELAS, an individual on her own behalf and as parent and decedent(to TIFFANY
HAVIVY :

Page 2 of 3
Page{af 4

Farm Adi for 1t Lise
fl‘:di u;";‘; . d’:f’; ;‘;"ni: ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT
SUM-200{A) [Rev. Janwary 1, 2057} Attachment to Summons




SUM-200{A)

-

SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER:
Amram Havivy v. Kaiser Permanente

o

3]
P AL
3
53]
[
b Page 3 of 3
Pago 1 of1
Form Adoped for Mendatory Lse ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE

+ This form may be used as an atiachmert to any summons if space does not permil the listing of all parties on the summons.
- Ifthis attachment is used, insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties
Attachment form is attached.”

List additional parties (Check only one box. Use a separate page for each type of parly.):

[} Painiff Defendant [ | Cross-Complainant [ | Cross-Defendant

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA PERMANENTE MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a business entity, formunknown;
KAISER PERMANENTE GLENDALE MEDICAL OFFICES a business entity, formunknown; '
CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL OF ORANGE COUNTY, a business entity, form unknown, Dr. NICK ANAS,
an individual; Dr. JAMES CAPPON, an individual; Dr. JASON COOK, an individual; Pr. JASON
KNIGHT, an individual; Dr, PATTY LIAO, an individual; Dr. JULIETTE HUNT, an individual; Dr.
WILLIAM LOUDON, an individual; Dr. ADAM SCHWARZ, an individual; Br/MICHAEL G.
MUHONEN, an individual; Dr. ANTHONY CHERIN, an individual; Dr- PAUL LUBINSKY, an individual;
Dr. DORIS WALDRON, an individual; Dr. ROBERT M. COOPER;.2n individual; Dr. LISA A. MILLER,
an individual; Dr. JERRY C. CHENG, an individual; LESLIE D CAHAN, an individual and DOES 1-100,
inclusive,

Judicial Caundl of California
SUM-200{A) [Rav. Jamsary 1, 2007) Attachment to Summons




