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By .
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Telephone: (323) 648-4141
Facsimile: (323) 550-4848

Attorneys for Plaindffs Overt Operadons, Inc.

and Steven Golin

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

OVERT OPERATIONS, INC., and
STEVEN GOLIN,

Plaintiff,
V.

LAKESHORE ENTERTAINMENT

GROUP, LLC, and DOES 1 through 20,

inclusive,

Defendant.
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Plainaffs Overt Operations, Inc. (“Overt”) and Steven Golin (“Golin”) allege as
foliows against defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group (“Lakeshore™):

Nature of Action and General Allegations

1. There 1s no polite way to put it: Lakeshore tried to pull a fast one to avoid
honoring its obligations to prominent film, television, and commercial producer Golin in
connection with the upcofru'ng film “Adaline,” featuring Harrison Ford, Ellen Burstyn, and
Blake Lively. Golin, through his loanout company, Overt, commissioned for payment the
film’s screenplay in 2003 and then paid for several additional drafts over the succeceding years.
Golin was so intimately involved that the film was originally called the “Untided Steve Golin
Project.” For the next decade, Golin, through Overt, worked to bring his project to the
screen. When other production companies evenrually became involved, one thing was clear:
Golin was, in Hollywood parlance, permanently “attached” to the film in the manner standard
for persons of his experience, reputation, and stature in the motion picture industry. That 1s,
absent serious misconduct, he was permanently attached during development, production,
and beyond, with an inalienable right to his fixed and contingent compensation, and credit
for himself, his colleagues, and his companies.

2. The first outside production company to join the “Adaline” project was SKE
Productions, LLC (“SKE”). In 2009, Golin and SI(E’s President, Jim Tauber, negotated the
terms, including the terms of Golin’s involvement as producer of the film, which were
intended to be memorialized in a written “Producer Loanout Agreement” (the “Loanout
Agreement”) between SKE and Overt, acting as Golin’s loanout company. Golin and
Tauber agreed then, and agree now, that their two companies intended for Golin to be
attached to “Adaline” during all phases of the film’s development and production. Tauber
and Golin also agreed that SKE and Overt would, in effect, be partners on the project, and
for that reason, Golin agreed, contrary to typical practice, that Overt would not be
reimbursed for the development costs it had previously paid.

3. With Golin’s approval, the following year SKE assigned to defendant Lakeshore

certain of its “Adaline” rights and obligations, including its Producer Loanout Agreement
-1-
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with Overt. Before that occurred, SKE’s Tauber personally exbla‘med to Lakeshore’s CiEQ,
Thomas Rosenberg, that-Golin was attached. Consequently, before Lakeshore joined the
“Adaline” project and agreed to the assignment to it of the Producer Loanout Agreement, it
understood and accepted that Golin was attached to the “Adaline” project and could only be
removed for serious misconduct.

4. Lakeshore then regulatly traded on Gohin’s reputauon in the movie business by
issuing press releases and otherwise communicating his involvement as the film’s producer in
ways intended to, and understood to, communicate that Golin was attached to the project.
Similarly, for the next three years, Lakeshore treated Golin as an attached producer 2and Golin
acted like one, providing significant services to the project, lending his reputation, and
devoting his own time as well as Overt staff resources and funds. During that period, the
project transitioned from the development o the production stage, and Lakeshore elected to
engage Golin’s services as a producer by, among other things, charging him with the
responsibility for convincing Lee Krieger to direct the film. Mr. Krieger is a client of the
management company Anonymous Content; it was only as a result of Golin’s role as C.E.O.
of that company that it was possible to obtain Mr. Krieger’s agreement to serve as ditector.
Golin’s status as an attached producer was also reflected in the various budgets prepared by
Lakeshote for the production of “Adaline,” which demonstrate Lakeshore’s recognition of
Golin’s “attached” status.

5. Three years later, just as it appeared that the development and production efforts
of Golin, Tauber, and others had finally brought the project close to fruition, Rosenberg
informed Tauber that he intended to fire Golin based on Section 7 of the Loanout
Agreement , which, Rosenberg wrongly asserted, permitted Lakeshore to terminate Golin
from “Adaline” without cause and without payment or credit. Just as Tauber had told
Rosenberg before the Loanout Agreement was assigned to Lakeshore, he again told
Rosenberg that, under SKE’s deal with Overt, Golin was permanently attached for the life of

the project.

22
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] 6. Nonetheless, in blatant disregard of the actual texms of Golin’s engagement on the

2 | project, on October 16, 2013 Lakeshore’s head of business affairs sent Golin an email titled

3 | “Steve Gohn - Termination.” The email told Golin he was fired from “Adaline” and would

4 k ger “no 3%, no credit, no back-end, etc.”

5 Parties

6 7. Plaintff Overt Operations, Inc. is a California cotporation. It functions as a

7 || mouon picture and television production company and is also the loan-out company for

8 | plaintff Steve Golin.

9 8. Plaintiff Steve Golin is 2 prominent film, television, and commercial producer. In
10 § addition to being the President of plaintiff Overt, he is the C.E.O. of Anonymous Content,

11 | LLP, a multimedia development, production, and talent management company. Golin has
12 | produced more than 40 films and television shows. Among his films are the recent “The
13 || Fifth Estate,” about Julian Assange, and “Babel,” “Being John Malkovich,” “Eternal

14 Sunshiqe of the Spotless Mind,” and “Nurse Betty.” Among his television projects are the
15 || recent HBO series “True Detective,” and Showtime sertes “The T Word.”

16 © 9. Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group, LLC is a California limited Lability
17 } company with its principal place of business in Los Angeles County.

18 || According to its website, it is an “independent motion picture production, finance and

19 | international sales and distribution company. In the approximately 20 years since its

20 | founding, it has produced and released many films.”

21 10. The true names, identities, and culpabilities of defendants Doe 1 through Doe 20

22 || are presently unknown to plaintiffs, who therefore sue them under fictitious names. Plaintiffs

i 23 || are informed and believe, and on that basis allege, that each defendant designated as a Doe is

“ 24 | to some extent legally responsible for the events, occurrences, and damages alleged in this

: 25 | complaint. Plaintiffs will amend to insert the true names and identities of the fictitiously

> 26 | named defendants when they learn them.

:: 27 11. Plamnuffs are informed and believe, and on that basis allege, that each defendant
e 28 | acted as the agent, servant, representative, pariner, joint-venturer, and/or employee of the

i 3.
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other defendants and, in doing the things alleged in this complaint, was acting within the
scope of such agency and/or employment and with the knowledge, permission, consent

and/or ratification of the other defendants.

' FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
Breach of Contract
(Against Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group and Does 1-20)

12. Plainuffs re-allege and incorporate by this reference all of the allegations in
paragraphs 1-11, above, as though set forth in full.

13, As of May 22, 2008, plaintiff Overt and SKE entered into the Loanout
Agreement for the services of plantff Steve Golin and another Overt employee, Alix
Madigan, as producers of a motion picture then gded “Age of Adaline.” Both Golin and
Madigan countersigned that Loanout Agreement. (Because both are referred to in Loanout
Agreement in the singular as “Employee,” references in the remainder of this complaint to
Golin will include Madigan.)

14. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and on tiiat basis allege, that in early 2010
SKE assigned 1ts rights and obligations under the Loanout Agreement to defendant
Lakeshore.

15. Plaintiffs have performed, and at all times has been ready, willing, and able to
perform, all of the contractual conditions and obligations under the Loanout Agreement,
except for those excused, waived or rendered impossible by Lakeshore’s breach. Plaintiffs
have never been in default of any of their obligations under the Loanout Agreement.

16. Prior to Lakeshore’s purported and ineffective October 2013 termination of
Golin’s employment, Lakeshore had, pursuant to Section 2(a) of the Loanout Agreement,
elected to engage the production setvices of Golin, by, among other things, requesting that
he assist in the recruiting and signing of the director of the film, in the recruiting and hiring
of cast members, and in the recruiting and hiring of other below-the-line personnel. As a

result, pursuant to Section 3 of the Loanout Agreement, Lakeshore, immediately upon its

-4
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engagement of Golin’s production services and before its purported and incffective October
2013 termunavon of Goln’s employment, became obligated to pay him all the “fixed
compensation” due him under formula specified in Section 3(a} of the Loanout Agreement,
which provides for payment of no less than $450,000 and no more than $1,000,000.
Additonally, pursuant to Section 3 of the Loanout Agreement, Lakeshore, immediately upon
its engagement of Golin’s production services, became obligated to pay him all of the
“contingent compensaton” due him pursuant to the formula specified 1n Secuon 3(b) of the
Loanout Agreement, which provides for his receipt of 30% of 100% of Lakeshore’s “Defined
Proceeds” and such back-end participadon remains vested even if Lakeshore had the right to
terminate Golin {which it does not} but would then be reduced to 20% of 100% of
Lakeshore’s “Defined Proceeds.”
17. Section 2 of the Loanout Agreement, entitled “Producton,” provides in relevant
part as follows:
“(a) Engagement/Exclusivity: If Producer elects to engage the production services of
Employee as producers of the Picture hereunder, subject to Paragraph 7 and to
Producer’s other rights hereunder, at law-and in equity, Employer hereby agrees to
lend to Producer the production services of Employee as individual producer of the
Picture upon the terms hereof. Employee shall render all customary production
services rendered by individual producers in the motion picture industry in Los
Angeles, Califotnia and any additional services reasonably required by Producer in
connection therewith. Such production services shall be rendered by Steve Golin and
Alix Madigan as a team. . . . Steve Golin shall render production services during the
Production Period on a non-exclusive basis; provided that Steve Golin shall not
render any services for Employee’s own account, for Employer or for others which
would matetially interfere with the completion of the Picture within the time required
by Producer. . . . After the Production Period, with respect to both team members,
such services shall be on a non-exclusive but first priority and regular, in person basis

through completion of the answer print of the Picture; provided that Employee shall
.5
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1 not render any services for Employee’s own account, for Emplover or for others
2 which would matesially interfere with the completion of the Picture with the time
3 required by Producer.
4
5 (vii) If Employee 1s available when Producer requires, Producer shall consult
6 with Employee regarding the major creative elements of the Pilcrure and the initial
7 United States theatnical advertising campaign and distribunon pattern (to the extent
8 that Producer has such nghts pursuant to its agreement with the domestic distributor
9 of the Picture); and Producer and Employee shall mutually approve the following
10 elements of the Picture: ditector, final shooting script, shooung schedule, post-
11 producton schedule and principal cast members. .. .7
12 18. Secnion 3 of the Loanout Agreement, entitled “Compensation,” provides in
13 ] relevant part, as follows:
14 “(a) Fixed Compensation: 1f Producer engages the producton services of Employee
15 as individual producer for the Picture, an amount equal to 5% of the final Produce:-
16 approved ingoing direct cost budget of the Picture (excluding overhead, contingency,
17 insurance, completion bond fees, financing costs and legal fees associated with the
18 financing of the Picture) but in no event less than $450,000 and in no event more than
19 $1,000,000. ..
20
21 (b) Contingent Compensation: If the Picture as first generally released was produced
22 substantially in whole under the direct supervision of Employee, then Producer will
:: 23 pay Employer 30% of 100% of the Company’s Defined Proceeds of the Picture as
24 defined and calculated in accordance with the Terms of Exhibit “A” and the Rider to
ﬂ: 25 Exhibit “A” attached hereto . ..
26
“:; 27 (c) Vesting of Contingent Compensation: If Employee’s engagement is terminated by
~:" 28 ceason of Employee’s death, disability or an event of force majeure, or Producer’s
i 6.
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election under Paragraph 7 not to actually vtilize Employee’s services, then a fraction
of the contingent compensation payable under subparagraph 3(b) shall be deemed
vested, the denominator of which shall be the total fixed compensaton and the
numerator of which shall be the amount of fixed compensation which has actually
accrued under subparagraph 3(a) pnior to such termination, but subject to a floor of
twenty percent (20%).”

19. In addition to Lakeshore’s material breach and anticipatory breach of its

obligations under the Loanout Agreement, as specified in this Complaint, above, Lakeshore
also materially breached the Loanout Agreement by purporting to terminate Golin from the
“Adaline” project. Among the reasons Lakeshore had no right to terminate Golin from the

film are the following:

(2} Golin did not engage in serious misconduct that would warrant his
termination, and neicther Golin nor Overt materially defaulted on their obligations
under the Loanout Agreement. At all times, Golin rendered production services, at
SKE’s and Lakeshore’s request, as are customarily rendered by individual producers in
the motion picture industry in Los Angeles, Cabifornia, and did so in a competent and
professional manner.

(b) From the time Lakeshote became involved with the “Adaline” project until
Lakeshore wrongfully terminated Golin, Lakeshore’s executives consistendy treated
him as, and engaged his services as, an attached producer. Golin, and through him
Ovett, reasonably and in good faith relied on that conduct by Lakeshore and changed
his and Overt’s position to their detriment by investing his and his company’s
ptestige, time, staff resources, and money in the project, at the derogation of other
uses. As a tesult, Lakeshore is estopped from asserting that it had the right to
terminate Golin in the absence of good cause and to refuse to provide him the
contractually specified fixed and contingent compensation and credit.

(c) Section 7 of the Loanout Agreement, if interpreted as Lakeshore claims, to

permit Golin’s termination at any time without cause and without payment, is directly

-7-
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contrary to the expressed intent of the original parties and the result of a mutual
rustake by SKE and Overrt (as a result of SKE’s use of an inappropriate contract
form). Neither Overt nor SKE were aware at the time they executed the Loanout
Agreement, or at the time of the assignment, that it contained 2 provision that could
be exploited by an assignee seeking to evade SKE and Overt’s true intent—that Golin
was attached, from start to finish. The two negotiators, Tauber for SKE and Golin
for Overt, agreed on that before the Agreement was executed and still agree on that
today. SKIZ and Overt did not know that the Agreement contained section 7 until
Lakeshore wrongly relied on it to terminate Golin even though it knew, before it
accepted the assignment of the Loanout Agreement, that SKE and Overt’s intention
was that Golin could not be terminated other than for serious misconduct.

(d) An assignee cannot obtain rights superior to those held by its assignor.
When the Loanout Agreement was assigned from SKE to Lakeshore, SKE did not
have a contractual right to freely terminate Golin ot to deny him and Overt the fixed
and contingent compensation and credit negouated between the parties and included
in the Loanout Agreement. Additionally, as of the date of the assignment Lakeshore
understood that it was not obtaining through the assignment the contractual right to
teeminate Golin and or to deny Overt and Golin the fixed and contngent
compensation and credit referenced in the Loanout Agreement.

(e) Section 7 cannot reasonably be interpreted to give SKE (or Lakeshore) an
unfettered and indiscriminate right to terminate Golin, as doing so would render
superfluous several other, more specific, provisions of the Loanout Agreement,
including Section 3, which requires payment of compensation if Golin is “not in
material default hereunder” and Section 11(b), which limits the grounds on which

SKE could “terminate [Overt’s] engagement to furnish [Golin’s] services” to Golin’s

4 3 e

mnability to perform “because of illness or incapacity, matetsal

1

default,” or a “force majeure event.”

refusal to perform,

-8
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20. Lakeshore materially and anticipatorily breached its contractual obligations to
Overt and Golin by: (a} refusing to provide him the fixed compensation already duc under
Section 3(a)(i) of the Loanout Agreement, which provides for that payment to commence
during the pre-production period; (b) unequivocally announcing its refusal to pay him the
additonal fixed compensation due and contingent compensation due him under Section 3(a)
and 3(b) of the Loanout Agreement; (¢) wrongfully terminating Golin; (d) preventing Golin
from further partcipating in the production of a film project he created; (¢) refusing to
provide plaintiffs the fixed and contngent compensation provided for in the Loanout
Agreement; and (f) refusing to provide Golin and others associated with Overt with credit on
“Adaline.”

21. Asa direct and proximate result of Lakeshore’s breaches of the Loanout
Agreement, plaintiffs have been damaged, in an amount to be proven at trial, by the loss of
the right to: (a) further participate in the production of the “Adaline” motion picture; (b}
obtain the contractually specified fixed and contingent compensation; and (c) obtain the
contractually specified credit on the “Adaline” motion picture.

22. To the extent necessary to obtain relief on this breach of contract claim, plaintiffs
will seek reformation of the Loanout Agreement, based on the mutual mistake of SKE and
Owert, to reflect the true intent of the parties by deleting Section 7 of the Loanout
Agreement. Doing so will not prejudice any rights acquired by Lakeshore, because it was
awate, before accepting the assignment, that SKE’s and Overt’s intent was for Golin to be

attached and not subject to termination without good cause.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

Breach of the Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing
(Against Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group and Does 1-20)
23. Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by this reference all of the allegations in

paragraphs 1-18, above, as though set forth in full.

L9
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1 24. The Loanout Agreement contains an implied covenant that SKE, and its
2 || successor, Lakeshore, will act in good faith and deal fairly with plaintffs, and will refrain
from any acts which would prevent plaintffs from obtaining the intended benefits of the
Loanout Agreement.

25. That implied covenant provides that ncither SKE nor Lakeshore may terminate

Golin from the “Adaline” project without good cause. The invocation of that covenant is

4
5
6
7 || necessary to ensure that Section 7, contrary to the parties’ clear intention, is not construed so
& || as to result in an unenforceable, illusory contract and to enforce the wue intent of SKE and
9 | Overt.
0 26. Lakeshore materially and anticipatorily breached the implied covenant of good
11 || faith and dealing in the Loanout Agreement by: (a) re‘fusing to provide Golin the fixed
12 | compensation already due under Section 3(a){i) of the Loanout Agreement, which provides
13 | for that payment to commence during the pre-production period; (b) unequivocally
14 || announcing its refusal to pay Golin the additional fixed compensation due and contingent
15 | compensation due him under Section 3(a) and 3(b) of the Loanout Agreement; (c)
16 | wrongfully terminating Golin; (d) preventing Golin from participating in the development of
17 | a motion picture project he created; (e) refusing to provide plaintiffs the compensation
18 | provided for in the Loanout Agreement; and (¢} refusing to provide Golin and others
19 | associated with Overt with credit on “Adaline.”
20 27. As a direct and proximate result of Lakeshore’s breaches of the implied covenant
21 | of good faith and fair dealing in the Loanout Agreement, plaintiffs have been damaged, in an
22 | amount to be proven at trial, by the loss of the right to: (a) participate in the production of
= 23 | the “Adaline” motion picture; (b) obtain the contractually specified fixed and contingent

24 | compensation; and (c) obtain the contractually specified ¢redit on the “Adaline” motion

25 picture.
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
Unjust Enrichment
(Against Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group and Does 1-20)

28. Pluntffs re-allege and incorporate by this reference all of the allegations in
paragraphs 1-27, above, as though set forth in full.

29. By virtue of the previously alleged conduct, Lakeshore has been and will continue
to be unjustly enriched at the expense of plaintiffs by receiving the benefits of Golin’s
production services, yet it has: (a) refused to provide Golin the fixed compensation already
due under Section 3(a)@i) of the Loanout Agreement, which provides for that payment to
commence duting the pre-production period; (b) refuses pay Golin the additional fixed
compensation due and contingent compensation due him under Section 3(a) and 3(b) of the
Loanout Agreement; (c) .refuses to provide plaintiffs the compensation provided for in the
Loanout Agreement; and (d) refuses to provide Golin and others associated with Overt with
credit on “Adaline.”

30. As a direct and proximate result of Lakeshore’s unjust enrichment, plaintiffs have
been damaged, in an amount to be proven at trial, by the loss of (a) the contractually
specified fixed and contingent compensation; and (b) the monetary value of the contractually

specified credit on the “Adaline” motion picture.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
Breach of Implied-in-Law Quasi-Contract
(Against Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group and Does 1-20)

31. Plaintiffs re-allege and incorpotate by this reference all of the allegations in
paragraphs 1-27, above, as though set forth in full.

32. Plaintiffs reasonably and detrimentally relied on Lakeshore’s (and SKE’s) conduct
and statements by continuing, at Lakeshore’s (and SKE’s) request and with their
encouragement, to provide development and production services on the “Adaline” project.

33. Lakeshote never indicated to Golin that it expected him and Madigan to continue
-11-
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to provide those services without compensatibn ot credit. To the contrary, Lakeshore knew
that plaintiffs expected to receive compensation and credit consistent with the terms of the
Loanout Agreement in return for continuing to provide development and producuon
services on the “Adaline” project. As a result, an implied-in-law contract was formed.

34. Lakeshore materially breached its implied-in-law contract with plaintiffs by
refusing to pay plainuffs the full amounts they would have received if the Loanout
Agreement were enforceable. As a direct and proximate result of Lakeshore’s material

breach, plamtffs have been damaged in an amount to be established at wial.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
Quantum Meruit
(Against Defendant Lakeshore Entertainment Group and Does 1-20)

35, Plaintiffs re-allege and incorporate by this reference all of the allegations in
patagraphs 1-27, above, as though set forth in full.
| 36. Lakeshore (and SKE) engaged and gladly accepted Golin and Madigan’s
development and production services on the “Adaline” project. Plaintiffs provided those
services based on the corresponding understanding and expectation of Lakeshore, SKE, and
plaintiffs that, consistent with standard business practices in the motion picture industry, they
would be compensated for that work at a level commensurate with Golin’s experience,
reputation, and stature in the motion picture industry.

37. As a result, plaintiffs are entitled to receive the reasonable value of the services
they provided on the “Adaline” project, measured in whole ot in part by the provisions of the
Loanout Agreement.

38. Plaintiffs ate entitled to the reasonable value of benefits Lakeshote derived from
its use of their efforts, in an amount to be established at trial, taking into account that
Lakeshore, without the contributions of plaintiffs would not have been able to create an the

film “Adaline.”

-12-

COMPLAINT

13



00/00/2014

10:23:30 FAX 2132499990 NATIONWIDE LEGAL

[an—y

[ = T - D™ I = S ¥ L B -V S

PRAYER FOR RELIEE
WHEREFORE, plaintiffs Overt Operations, Inc. and Steven Golin pray for judgment
as follows:
1. For damages in an amount to be proven at trial;
2. To the extent necessary to obtain relief on their clams, for reformation of the

Loanout Agreement to reflect the true intent of SKE and Overt by deleting Secton 7

of the Agreement;
3. For their costs and expenses in this action; and

4. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Dated: March 11, 2014

ALAN RADER
LAW OFFICE OF ALAN RADER

BRUCE ISAACS
WYMAN & ISAACS LLP
il
,‘«‘:ff‘_\_ (:’:: aﬁn‘-_ﬁ”',ﬂ

Alan Rader
Atrorneys for Plainffs

-13 -
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[ Alan Rader, Esq.. SBN (437389
LAW OFFICES OF ALAN RADER
1999 Avenue of the Stars, 7th Floor
Los Augeles, Califomia oN0R7
TELEBHONE HT ({;\IU) 246- 6!47

ATTORNEY FOR iNamal lt‘u (8} 1
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FOR COURT USE DHLY
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Superior Court Of California

senn (3300 240-6779
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OVERT OPERATIONS. INC., et al. v. LAKESHORE ENT. Knstina Vargads
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation BT 538827
Unlimited Limited - 7 sl
(Amount {Amount Counter Joinder .
demanded demanded i Fited with first appearance by defendant voos
exceeds $25,000) £§25,000 or less) {Cal, Rules of Court, rule 3.402} DEFT

ltems 1-€ bslow mus! be compleled (see insiruclions on page 2.

Auto Tort
D Aulo (22}
Uninsurag mojorist {46}
Other PIIPDIWD (Personal InjuryiProperty
Damage/Wrongful Death} Tort
Asbesios (04)
Produci hiability (24)
Medical malpracice (45)
D Qther PUPDAND (23)
Non-PYPDWD {Other) Tort

[0

Civil rights (08)
Defamation {13)
Fraud (16)
Intellectual property (19)
Professlonai negligence (29)
Qiker non-PIFPDAND torl (35)
Empioymont

Wrongful iermination (36)
r:] Cther employment {15)

ERARENE

1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

Business lortfunfair business practice (07)

Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation
(/] Brescn of conteactwarranty (053 (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)

Rule 3 740 collections 109) D Anfitrasi/Trade regutaiion (03}
Other coflecticns (09) Gonstruction defeci {10)
Insurance coverage (18} :l Mass tort {40)

B Qiher contract {37} D Securilies litigation (28)

Real Property % Environmental/Tax:¢ ton (30)

Erminent domain/inverse insurance coverage claims arising rom the
condemnation {14) above lisled provistonally complex case
L1 wrongful evictian (33) ypes (41}

l:l Other reak property (Z6) Enforcement of Judgment
Untawful Detainer Enforcement of jusgment (20}
Commercial {31}
Residential {32)
1 orugs o9
Judicial Revigw
Asset iordeiture (5}
Petiion re. arbitralon award (11)
D Wit of mandate (02}
D Other judicial review (39}

Miscellaneous Civil Compiaint
1 rico@n

Qther complalnt (no! specified above} (42)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition

Partnership and corporate govemance (21)
m Other pelition fnet specified above) (43)

2. This case E_} is D’:] is not

complex under rule 3.400C of the California Rules of Court. if the case is compiex, mark the

factors requiring exceptional judicial management,

a, E:] Large number of separately represented parties

b. D Extensive motion practice raising difficult or nave!
issues that wilt be time-consurning to resolve

c. [:} Substantial amount of documenary evidence

Remedies sought {check all that apply): al lmonetary b[V | nonmonetary: declaratory or iniunctive relief

a.0 ] Large number of wilnesses

€. f:] Coordination with refated actions pending in one or more courts
in other counties, states, or cauntries, ur in 3 federal court

f. [:__] Substantiat postjudgment judiciat suparvision

Number of causes of aciion {specify): [ﬁve

C. [:] punitive

This case D is is not

ow s w

pate: March {2014
== Bruce Isaacs. Esq

a ciass action suit.
i there are any Known related cases, file and serve a notice of related case. (You may use form CM-015.)}

) %“’M

e (TYPE OR PRINT MAME)

ISHENATURE OF FERTY DR ATTORKEY FOR PARTY)

-, 1« Plaintiff must file this cover sheet wits the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims ¢ases or cases filed
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code}, {Cal. Rutes of Cour, rule 3.220.) Failure {o file may result

in sanctions.

other parties to the action or proceeding.

* File this cover sheet in addifion to any cover sheet requited by local court rule,
« If this case is camplex under ruie 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve 8 Gopy of this cover sheet on all

« Uniess this is a colleclions case under rule 3.740 or a

NOTICE

complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statlistical purposes oni;

ago 1 of 2

Forrn red 1or Masniosicly Use Cal. Rules of C.oun. ndes 2 30, 3220, 3.490-3.403, 2.740.
Jz.df:aeipcouﬂu;l uCahh;n’*ua CIV“" CASE COVER SHEET cal & of Jucciai Admi s 340
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INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET

00/00/2014 10:23:30 FAX 2132499990

NATIONWIDE LEGAL

CM-010

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. ¥f you are filing a first paper {for example, a complaint) i & civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and 2 more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action
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
sheel must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first pager filed in a civil case may subject a party,

its counsei, or bolh to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3 220 of the California Rutes of Court

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A “collections case” urder rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum staled to be ceriain thal is ne: more than $25.000, exclusive of interest and attomey s feas. arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit A coliections case does not inciude an action seeking ihe following; (1) tort
demages. (2) punitive damages. (3) recovery of reat property, [4) recovery of personai propery. or (5) a prejudgment wrii of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means hal t will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless 3 defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 caltections

case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaming a judgment in rule 3.740

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, partes must also use the Civil Case Cover Shset to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties 1o the action. A defendant may file and serve ro later than the time of #s first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiffs designation. a coumrer-designation that the case is not complex, ot. if the plainiiff has made no designation, a cesignation thal

the case is complex.

Auto Tort

Auto (22}~Personal InjuryiProperty
DamageWrongtul Death

Uninsured Molorist (48) [if the
case involves an uninsured
malonsi claim subyect ta
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PDAND {Personal injury/

Property Damage/Wrongful Death)

Tort

Asbestos (04)
Asbesios Property Damage
Asbaestos Personal lnjuryd
wrongul Death
Product Liability {no! asbeslos or
loxic/envirenmentaf} (24)
Medical Malpraclice {45)
Medical Malpractice-
Physicians & Surgeons
Other Professional Health Care
Maipraciice
Other PYPDAWD {23)
Premises Liabilily (e.g., slip
and fah}
Intentional Bodity Inury/POMWD
{e.g., assaull, vandalism)
Inlentional nfiiction of
Emotiona} Distress
Negligant Infliction of
Emotional Distress
. Other PIPDMWD
Non-PIPDIWD {Other) Tort
Business Tor/Unfair Business
Practice {07)

Civil Rights {e g.. discrinvination.
lalse arresl) {nof civil
harassment) (08)

_ Defamation (e.g.. stander, libel)

- (13)

. Fraud{18)

Inteltectual Property {19}
. Professional Negligence (25}
Legal Malpractice
-, Other Professionai Malpraclice
{nof medical or legal}

Other Non-PFPOMD Torl (35)

-

-5 Wrongful Termination (38)
Other Employment {15)

b

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of ContracyWarranty {06)
Breach of Rentalilease
Contracy {not uniawiut delainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contraci\Warranty Breach-Seller
Pranfi fnot fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Conlract!
Warranty
Olher Breach of ContrackWarranty
Coliections {e.¢.. money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Collection Case-Seller Plaintiff
Otiver Promissosy Note/Cotlections
Case
Insurance Coverage {nat provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogatian
Cther Coverage
Other Contract (37)
Conlractuat Fraud
Qther Contract Dispula
Real Property
Eminent Domainfinverse
Condemnation (14}
Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Properly {e.q.. quel bile) {26)
Wil of Possession of Real Property
Morigage Foreclosure
Quiet Tiile
Other Real Proparty {not eminent
domain, tandlordAenant, or
fareclosure)

Uniawfut Detainer

Commerciak (31)

Rasidential {32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves ilfegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,
regont as Commercial or Residential)

Judicial Review

Assel Forfeiture (05}

Pelilion Re: Arbitratiors Award (11)

Wiit of Mandate (D2)
Writ~Adminisirative Mandamus
Writ-Mandzmus on Limited Count

Case Matter
Writ-Cther Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Reviaw {39)

Review of Health Officer Order
MNolice of Appeal-Laber
Comimissioites Appeals

Provisionally Complex Civii Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400~3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Reguiaiion (03)
Construciion Defect (10)
Clzims involving Mass Ton {40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort {30}
insurange Coverage Claims
{arising from prowisionally complex
case type listed above) {41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcament of Judgment (20}
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County}
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic refations)
Sister State Jurigment
Admirisiralive Agency Awarg
{not unpaid taxes)
Peution/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
Dlhecr: ;Esrgnrce ment of Judgment

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Gther Complaint {not specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relie! Only
injunclive Relief Only (non-
harassmertt)
Mechanics Lian
Other Commercial Complaim
Case {non-lort/nen-complex)
QOther Civil Complaint
{non-torthon-complex)
Miscellanecus Civii Petition
Parinership and Corperate
Governance (21}
Oiher Petition {not specified
above) (43
Civil Harassment
Workplace Violence
Eider/Oependent Adult
Abuse
Election Contest
Petition for Name Change
Petition for Retief From Late
Claim
Other Civil Patition

EMCAC {Rev. July 5, 2007

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Page 20t2
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SO TS OVERT OPERATIONS, INC., et al. v. LAKESHORE ENT, ~BT53882 1

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TC COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

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

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

r — .
JURY TRIAL? m YES CLASS ACTION? D YES LIMITED CASE? ‘.:}YES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 5713 HOURSI ¥: DAYS

ltem II. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps - i you checked “Limited Case”, skip to item 11I, Pg. 4).

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

Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B pelow 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 action you have
checked. For any exception lo the court jocation, see Local Rule 2.0.

rApplicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location {see Column C below)J

1 Ciass actions musi be filed in the Stanley Mosk Caurthouse, central disirict. 6. Location of property of permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed in central {gther County. of no bodily injuryfproperty damage) 1. Locallon where pelttioner resides.

3. Locshon where ¢ause of aclion argse. B Location wherein defendantrespondent funcions wholly.
4. Location where bodily injury, death or damage occurred. §. Location where one or more of the ﬁ_ames reside.

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

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in Item il complete Htem IV. Sign the declaration.

Xvd Ad

A B C
Civil Case Cover Sheel Type of Aclion Applicable Reasons -
Category No. {Chack only one) See Step’d Above
Adlo (22) O A7100 Motor Vehicie - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongfui Death 1.,2,4.

Aulo
Tort

Uninswred Motorist {46) O A7110 Personal inury/Properly Damage/Wrongful Dealh — Uninsured Mosarist 1., 2., 4.

e ] A e e

00 AGO7D Asbestos Property Damage 2.
Asbestos (04} .

I 01 A7221 Asbestos - Personal lnjuryiwrongful Death 2.

- °

=]

§ : Product Liahility {24} O AT250 Product Liabiity (not asbesios of 1oxiclenvironmental) 1.,2.,3.4.,8.
aw

- O

E e 01 A7210 Medical Matpractice - Physiclans & Surgeons t, 4

B2 Medical Malpraclice (45) )

=2 O A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 1., 4.

€ o

C =

g % O A7250 Prervises Liabifity {e.q., slip and (alh) i 4

e g Omer O A7230 intentional Bodily Injury!Property Damagevérongtul Death (2.9

5 E Personal Injury 1 vandati y 1, 4.

S 8 Property Damage assaull, vandalism. eic.) "

© Wrongzggloeath [ A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Dislress .

O A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/ronglut Death 1.4
Yrvmtssssm— — — — s ____‘_,_______._...._——.—--——'——-———‘-——"""‘_

LACIV 108 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Lecal Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1 of 4
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NATIONWIDE LEGAL

SHORT TILE ) CASE HUMBER
OVERT OPERATIONS, INC., et ai. v. LAKESHORE ENT.
A B C
Civil Case Cover Shee! Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Calegory No. {Check only one) See Step 3 Above
Busingss Ton (07} O A8028 Other CommerciaiiBusiness Torl {noi frauddreach ¢f ontracy 1.3
Lol =
Tt C
-t Civil Righis (0B) O AB005 Cwil Rights/Discnminalion 1.2.3
r
g%
& a
‘E\O Defamation {(13) 0O AB01} Defamation {slandet/libel} 1.,2.3
3=
e
=5 Fraud (16) T A6013 Fraud (ne cantracty 1.2.3
c |
A<
5 8 . [0 AB017 Legat Malpraclice 1.2.3
a T Professional Neghgence {25}
& % O ABGS0 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or kegal) 1.2.3
235
OGther (35) 0 A&025 Other Non-Personal injury/Property Damage 1o 2.3
E’ rWrunglul Tanminalion {35) [T A6037 Wronglul Teiminanon 1.2.3
£
= O A8024 Other Employment Complainl Case 1..2.3
3 Othar Employment {15)
'] O AGI09 Laby Comnussiones Appeals 10
T AG004 Breach of RentalLease Contract (noi untawiul detainer or wronghul
e 2.5
eviclion}
B. n of Contracl! Warrant
reac Cmé)ac @ o asoos ContractiWarranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraudinealigence) 2.5,
(mot insurance) f1 AS019 Neglgent Breach of ContractWarranty [no fraud) 128
@ AGO2E Other Breach of Contract/Warraniy {noi fraud or negligence) 1'2'@
g O AS002 Colections Case-Seller Phainill 2.5.6
] Cotiections {09) N
8 {1 A8012 Other Pramssory MoteiColleciians Case
Insurance Coverage {18} O AB015 lnsurance Coverage (ncl complex) 1.2.5.8
M A6008 Coniraciual Fraud 1.2.3.8
QOther Contract (37) 0 AB031 Toripus Inferference 1.2.3.5
O AB027 Other Contract Disputenot hreachiinsurance/fraudinegligence) 1,2.3.8
Eminenl Domain/inverse A . N
Condernnation {14} O A730C Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
g_ Wrongful Eviction (33) [0 A8023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2. 6.
e
= D AG018 Morlgage Fareclosure 2.6
avm %3
- & Other Real Praperty (26) O A6032 Oulet Title 2.6
ik O AB060 Other Real Propery {nol erminent domain, fandioraftenant, foreclosure} | 2., 6.
— ———— _ - e S —
. Unlawful Deta(iangr-cOmmercial O A8021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs of wiongful eviction) 2.6,
i o '
c
e g Unfawiul Deta(usnze}r-ﬂes:denuai O AB020 Unlawiul Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongtul eviction} 2., 6.
=
Untawlul Detainer- |
. N )} 2.8,
E Post-Foreclosure (34) O AB020F Unlawiul Delainer-Pest-Foreclosure
[~
=2
Unlawiul Detainer-Drugs (38} | O AS022 Uniawful Detainer-Drugs 2.6,
s e —_ —
= . .
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Page 2 of 4
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: o . .

SHQAT TITLE LASE NUMEIR

OVERT OFERATIONS, INC,, et al. v. LAKESHORE ENT.

A B c
Civit Case Cover Sheel Tyoe of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. {Check eniy one) See Step 3 Above
Asset Forfeiture (05) [0 AB108 Asset Forfailure Case 2.6
g Petition re Arbitration {11) 0 A6115 Peiition to Compal/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2.5
3
&« O AB151 Wil - Adminisirative Mangamus 2.8
o
',g Wit of Mandate (02} O AB152 Wril - Mandamus on Limited Cour! Case #atter 2.
3 0 AB153 Wril - Other Limited Court Gase Review 2.
Other Judicial Review {39) O AB150 Other Writ /dudicial Review 2. 8.
g Anlitrust/Trade Regulation (03) | O AG003 AntitrusTrade Regulation 1.2.8
=
= Consiayction Defedt (10) [0 AG6007 Consiruction Defect 1..2.. 3
=
» . .
g Claims '“"°{‘z’{';)9 Mass Tom | 1 Aop6 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1.2,8.
g
b Securilies Lidgation (28) | D AB035 Secusiies Litgation Gase 1.2.8.
=
5 Toxic Tort . ; %
f% Environmental (30) O A6D36 Tosic Tort/Environmental 1,2..3.8
=
2 .
= Insurance Coverage Claims ; .
o from Complex Case (41) 0O AB014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogalion (complex case only) 1.,2.,5.8.
0O AG14% Sister State Judgment 2.9
E g O AB160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6
g E_ Enforcement 0 A8107 Confession of Judgment (non-domesiic relations) 2.9,
3 3 of Judgment (20) O AB140 Adminisiralive Agency Award {not unpaid taxes) 2.8
55 1 AB114 Pelilian/Certificate for Entry of Judgment an Unpai¢ Tax 2.8
T A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 7.6.0.
" RICO {27} 01 AB033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2.8
8 e
g3 O AG030 Declaratory Relief Onty 1.2.8.
s E ) -
E 8 Other Complaints 'Ci AG040 injunctive Refief Only {not domestic/harassment) 2.8
é = (Not Specified Above} (42) 1' 0 ABD11 Other Comimercial Complaint Case {non-tori/non-complex) 1.,2.8
© 00 AGGOD Other Civil Complaint {non-ter/non-complex} 1.,2.8
Parinership Corporation : . c ernance Case 2 3.
- Goverance (21) {1 AG113 Parnership angd Corporate Governance C .
i ! O AB121 Civit Harassmenl 2.3.9.
v o
a5 O AB123 Workplace Harassment 2.3.9
.2 8
kg N O A6124 EldenDependent Adull Abuse Case 2.,3.8.
= o Qiher Petiligns
g E {MNot Spec;ﬁedAhove) O A8190 Eleciion Conlest 2.
=0 @3 O AS110 Peliion for Change of Name 2z, 7.
01 AGI7G Peition fer Relief from Late Claim Law 2.3.4.8.
nd
- O AB100 Other Civil Petition 2.9
.;\
¥
“LACIV 109 (Rev. 03111) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3 of 4
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4 . .

SHORT TITLE CASE NUMZER
OVERT OPERATIONS, INC., et al. v. LAKESHORE ENT.

Item IlI. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accidenl, party's residence of place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in item 11.. Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS

REASCN: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 0268 Wesi 3rd Street
under Golumn C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

T1.C2.03.54. @5 76, 57 8. 9. 10,

ohy STATE: 217 CQIE
Bevesty Hills CA 50210

Item V. Deciaration of Assignment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of tha State of California thal the foregoing is true

and correct and thai the above-entitied matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley Mosk courthause in lhe
Central

District of the Superior Cour of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc,, § 392 ei seq., and Lecai
Rute 2.0, subds. (b}, (c) and {d)].

-
e
/

!f ,%M .YJ,A/A__:\J

Dated: March '_, 2014

[S.GNATURE OF ATTORNEYIFILING PARTY)

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

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. lffiling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.

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

5. Paymentin full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Councit form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue 2 summons.

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

"r'""u«cw 108 (Rev. 03/1%) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASG Approved 03-D4 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4




