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LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, a department of the City
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ANA Z. MACHUCA, an Individual; Case No. 2:14-cv-9852

LUIS G. HERNANDEZ, an
Individual, and STEPHANIE M. NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF

HERNANDEZ, an Individual, by an ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT

through their Guardian Ad Litem,
AnaZ. Machuca,

Plaintiffs,
V.

LOS ANGELESWORLD
AIRPORTS; CITY OF LOS
ANGELES; THE AIRPORT
POLICE AT LOS ANGELES; LOS
ANGELES POLICE
DEPARTMENT; LOS ANGELES
FIRE DEPARTMENT; COUNTY
OF LOS ANGELES; AND DOES 1-
100, inclusive,

Defendants.

TO THE CLERK IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a), Defendants
LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, a department of the City of Los Angeles;
CITY OF LOS ANGELES; LOS ANGELES AIRPORT POLICE, erroneously sued
as THE AIRPORT POLICE AT LOS ANGELES; LOS ANGELES POLICE
DEPARTMENT; and LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT (“Defendants”)
hereby remove the above-captioned civil action, and all claims and causes of action
therein, from the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California, Western Division.
Defendant states as follows:
Iy

111
-2-
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DEFENDANTS TIMELY REMOVAL AND PROPER JURISDICTION
1. On October 7, 2014, an action was filed in the Superior Court of
Cdlifornia, County of Los Angeles, by Plaintiffs Ana Z. Machuca, Luis G.

Hernandez, and Stephanie M. Hernandez (collectively “Plaintiffs”) entitled “ANA
Z. MACHUCA, an individua; LUIS G. HERNANDEZ, an individual; and
STEPHANIE M. HERNANDEZ, an individual, by and through their Guardian Ad
Litem, AnaZ. Machucav. LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS; CITY OF LOS
ANGELES; THE AIRPORT POLICE AT LOS ANGELES; LOS ANGELES
POLICE DEPARTMENT,; LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT; COUNTY OF
LOS ANGELES; and DOES 1 - 100,” case number BC560012. Attached hereto as
Exhibit A isatrue and correct copy of the State Court Complaint, which includes a
Summons that was served on Defendant City of Los Angeles, Civil Case Cover
Sheet, Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location, and Notice of
Case Assignment.

2. To date, all named Defendants have been served with Plaintiffs’
Complaint and consent to this removal. Defendants City of Los Angeles, Los
Angeles Airport Police, and Los Angeles Police Department were all served with
the Summons and Complaint on November 25, 2014. Defendant Los Angeles Fire
Department was served with the Summons and Complaint on December 1, 2014.
Defendant Los Angeles World Airports, which is a department of the City of Los
Angeles, accepted service when the Complaint was served on the City of Los
Angeles on November 25, 2014. All of the City Defendants consent to removal.
Attached hereto as Exhibit B are true and correct copies of the Summons served on
Defendants City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles Airport Police, Los Angeles Police
Department, and Los Angeles Fire Department.

3. Defendants have contacted the other named and served Defendant
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, who has consented to the removal. The County of

Los Angeles was served on November 25, 2014.
-3-
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4, Defendants are unaware if any other defendants have been served with
the Complaint. Defendants do not need to join all other defendants in this action
that have not yet been served. See Destfino v. Reiswig, 630 F.3d 952, 957 (9th Cir.
2011) (holding removal was not defective when a defendant falled to join
improperly served defendants to the notice of removal).

5. Defendants’ Notice of Removal is timely. In cases where remova
based on federal question jurisdiction is proper, a defendant’s thirty-day removal
period “commences upon receipt of the complaint by an authorized representative,
through formal service of process or other informal means of actual notice.”
Spielman v. Standard Ins. Co., 932 F. Supp. 2d 246, 248 (N.D. Cal. 1996). Because
Defendants were served on November 25, 2014 and December 1, 2014, this
removal istimely pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1446(a).

6. This action was filed in the Superior Court of California for the
County of Los Angeles. Thus, venue properly lies in the United States District
Court for the Central District of California, Western Division, and this action may
be removed to this Court pursuant to 28 U.SC. § 1441(a).

1. This Court has original jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331. This
action may be removed pursuant to the provisions of 28 U.S.C. § 1441(a), in that it
iIsacivil action that presents afederal question.

8. This Court has federal question jurisdiction over this civil action under
18 U.S.C. 8 37 because Plaintiffs’ action involves “a person who unlawfully and
intentionally, using any device, substance, or weapon—perform[ed] an act of
violence against a person a an airport serving international civil aviation that
cause[d] or is likely to cause serious bodily injury .. . ordeath....” 18 U.S.C. §
37(a)(1). Thereisfedera jurisdiction over this matter because the prohibited act of
violence took place at an airport in the United States, specifically Los Angeles
International Airport (“LAX”). 18 U.S.C. § 37(b)(1); see Compl. Y 16-17,

attached hereto as Exhibit A. Plaintiffs’ allegations arise from a shooting that
-4-
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occurred at Terminal 3 of LAX on November 1, 2013. See Compl. 1 16. Plaintiffs
clam that Paul Ciancia carried a bag filled with a semiautomatic rifle and
ammunition into LAX and shot and killed Plaintiffs’ husband and father Gerardo
Ismael Hernandez. See Compl. §f 15, 17. Thus, Plaintiffs’ claims—which are dll
based on this same set of facts, events, transactions, and occurrences—involve a
person who unlawfully and intentionally, using a weapon, performed an act of
violence at an airport that caused serious bodily injury or death, and federa
jurisdiction is proper pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 837(b)(1).

9. This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over all other clams in
Plaintiffs’ Complaint because these claims are based on the same facts, events,
transactions, and occurrences and are so related to Plaintiffs’ claims under 18
U.S.C. § 37 that they form part of the same case or controversy under Article 111 of
the United States Constitution. See 28 U.S.C. § 1367(a). Alternatively, the Court
has jurisdiction of the remaining claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441(c).

10. Defendants will promptly serve a copy of this Notice of Removal on
counsdl for Plaintiffs and will file a copy of this Notice of Removal with the Clerk
of the Superior Court of California for the County of Los Angeles pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 1446(d).

Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy
Iy

111
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11. Inaddition, a Notice of Stay of Proceedingsis also being filed with the
Clerk of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles, as aresult of this
Notice of Removal. A copy of the Notice of Stay of Proceedings is attached hereto
as Exhibit C.

Dated: December 26,2014  By: /s/ Alyssa K. Chvyrstal
AlyssaK. Chrystal

OFFICE OF THE LOSANGELESCITY
ATTORNEY

Michael N. Feuer

City Attorney

James P. Clark

Chief Deputy City Attorney

Thomas H. Peters

Chief Assistant City Attorney

Cory M. Brente

Supervising Assistant City Attorney

VANDERFORD & RUIZ,LLP
Rodolfo F. Ruiz

Claire E. Hill

AlyssaK. Chrysta

Attorneys for Defendants

LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, a
department of the City of Los Angeles, CITY
OF LOS ANGELES; LOS ANGELES
AIRPORT POLICE, erroneously sued as
THE AIRPORT POLICE AT LOS
ANGELES; LOSANGELES POLICE
DEPARTMENT; and LOS ANGELES FIRE
DEPARTMENT
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CHM-010
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): FOR COURT USE ONLY
TMichael Alder, Esqg. SB#170381
Mary L. Caruso, Esg. SB# 282110
Alderlaw, P.C, ¢ East. 15th Fl
1840 Century Par ast, oor
Los Angelesi,, Ca 90087 CQNF% C%FY
TeLerHoneEng: (310} 275-9131 FAxno: (310)275-9132 Sagerior Cenrt O Cutfornla
| _ATTORNEYFOR (Mamey Plajntiffs, ANA Z, MACHUCA, et al.
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFQRNIA, COUNTY OF Log Angeles () 14
STREET ADDRESS: .11 N. t‘\11-1111 Street g OCT 07 2014
cmi:g ;::,Dg :g:: L;ssﬂgei es, CA 90012 Sherri R. ;a.ner, rxacutive Officer/Clerk
srRANCH NaE: Central y: Judi Lara, Deputy
CASE NAME: MACHUCA, et al v. LOS ANGELES WORLD
ATRPORTS, et al.
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation CGASE NUMBER:
[X] Unlimited  [__|Limited [1 counter [ ] Joinder
gm"”"t (Amour&t dis Filed with first appearance by defendant | Jupce:
exceeds $25 000) $25,000 or less) {Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEPT:
ltems 1-6 below must be completed (see instructions on page 2}.
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:
Auto Tort Contract _ Provisionatly Complex Civli Litigation
[ Auto (22) [ Breach of contractiwarranty (06) {Cal. Rulas of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
{_...} Uninsured motorist (46) [ Rute 3.740 collections {09) % Antitrust/Trade regulation {03}
Other PUPD/MWD (Personal Injury/Property Construction defect (10}
Damage/Wrongfut Death) Tort — gt::r;ncocgegf:;;gg()1 8 - [ Mass tort (40)
] Asbestos {04) % Other contract (37) [ securities ltigation (28)
(.1 Product iability (24) Real Property [T EnvirenmentaliToxic tort (30)
[T Medical malpractice (45) [ ] Eminent domain/inverse [ insurance coverage claims arising from the
Other PYPD/WD (23) condemnation (14) above listed provisionally complex case
Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort [ ] wrongful eviction (33) types (41)
{ ] Business tort/unfair business practice (07) [__] other real praperty (26) Enforcement of Judgment
[T civil rights (08) Unlawful Detalner [ Enforcement of judgment (20)
[__1 Defamation (13) (] commerciat (31) Miscellanecus Civil Complaint
[~ Fraud (16) [_J Residential (32) [ Rico (27)
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Employment I:] Petition re: arbitration award (11) E:I Other petition {not specified above} (43)
[ 7} wirongfui termination (38} - ] wirit of mandate (62}
E:] Other employment {15} {::] Other judiclal raview (39) . f-_-a, %
2 Thiscase [__]1s isnot complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the ciSe is comp ma@e
factors requiring exceptional judicial management: : Q 2 o }E’
a. | Large number of separately represented parties  d. {___] Large number of witnesses o o
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PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF. ANA Z. MACHUCA, et al. CASE NUMBER:
RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT: T.08 ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

ATTACHMENT A

1.Liability for Injuries Caused by Employee Within Scope of Employment
{Cal. Government Code §815.2 )

2.Liability for Injuries Caused by Independent Contractors

(Cal. Government Code §B15.4)

3.Liability for Injuries Caused Arising from Mandatory Duty of Public Entity
{Cal. Government Code §815.6)

4 .Liability for Injuries Caused by Failure to Inspect, or Negligent
Inspection of Property

(Cal. Government Code §818.6)

5.Liability for Injuries Caused by Dangerous Condition of Property
(Cal. Government Code §835 et seq.)

EXHIBIT A
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SHORT TITLE:

MACHUCA, et al v. LOS ANGELES WQRLD AIRPORTS, et al, Bc 5 G 0 ﬂ ] 2

CABE 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 ail new civil case filings In the Los Angeles Superior Court.

itoem . Check the types of hearing and fili in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:
JURY TRIAL? ZT YES CLASS ACTION? D YES LIMITED GASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 20-25 (] HOURS/ 7]} DAYS

item M. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location {4 steps — If you checked “Limited Case”, skip fo Item ill, Pg. 4):

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

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

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

[ F-X AL

Appticable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location {see Column C below)

. Class actions must be filed In the Stanley Mask Courthouse, central district.
. May ba filed In central {other county, ar no bodily injury/property damage).

. Location where cause of action arose.

. Location where bodlly injury, death or dama'ga occurred.
. Location where performance required or del

. Location of property or pemmanently garaged vehicle.

. Location where pelitioner rasides.

. Location wheretn defendant/respondant functions whaily.
. Locatlon where one or more of the partles resida.

fed L]

andant resides. 10. Location of Labor Commissioner Otfice

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in item II}; complete ltem IV, Sign the declaration.

Auto
Tort

Cther Personal injury/ Property
Damagg/ Wrongful Death Tort

Auta (22)

0O A7100

Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrengful Death 1.2, 4,

Uninsured Motorist (46)

Asbestos (04)

a AT110

0 As070

Personal Injiry/Praperty Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist | 1., 2., 4.

Asbestos Property Damage

O A722% Asbesios - Peisonal Injury/Wrongful Death
Product Liability (24) 1 A7260 Product Liabllity (not asbestos or toxic/enviranmenial) 1..2.,3.,4.,86
[0 A7210 Medical Malpractics - Physiclans & Surgeons 1.4.
Medical Maipractice (45)
O A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 1.4,
O A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall) 1.4
Othiar O A7230 intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Mrongful Death (e.q.,
Personal Injury 1,4
Property Damage assault, vandalism, efc.} .3
Wmngéust)Death [ A7270 Intentional infliction of Emotional Distress e
@ A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/\Wrongful Death 1. 4.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11)
LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1 of 4

EXHIBIT A
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Page ID #:13

SHORT TITLE:

MACHUCA, et al v. LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

CASE NUMBER

Business Tort (07) 0 A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort {not fraudibreach of contract) 1.,3. '
=
S
gg Givll Rights (08) 1 A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1.2.,3
-]
‘E‘g Defamation (13) 1 A8010 Defamation (sianderibel) 1.2..3
S35
‘E“@
— Fraud (16) 1 A60613 Fraud (no contract) 1.2.,3
g5
gg ) [0 A8017 Legal Malpractice 1.2,3.
a Professional Negligence (25)
= E [0 AG050 Other Professional Malpractice {not medical or legal) 1.2,3.
CP
Other (35} O AB025 Other Non-Personal injury/Property Darage tort 2.3
E Weongful Termination {36) £1 A6037 Wrongful Termination 1.2,3
E
-
o 0O A6024 Other Employmant Complaint Case 1,2.,3.
=3 Other Employment (15)
5 1 A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
| e B |
O AB004 Breach of Rentalileasa Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 2.5
aviction) e
B’eac’h"fcc}ro"gfw Warranty | o A6008 ContractWarranty Sreach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraudinegligence) 2,5
{not insurance} O As019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) 12, 5.
0 A8028 Other Breach of Confract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 1. 2.5
E O A8002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2,5.,86.
£ Collections (09}
8 1 A8012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2.5
Insurance Coverage {18} O A8015 Insurance Coverage {not complex) 1.,2,65.,8.
£ A6009 Confractual Fraud 1.2,3,5.
! Other Contract (37) [0 AB031 Tortious Interference t.,2.,3.,5.
1 AB027 Othar Contract Dispute{not breach/finsuranceffraud/negligence) $.,2,3.,8
Eminent Domain/inverse q
Condemnation (£4) 0 A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2,
E Wrongful Eviction {33) 1 A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.8
) .
|
E'ﬁ O A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure
-1
o Other Real Property (26) 1 O A8032 Quiet Tille .
00 A8060 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlordftenant, foreclosure) "
o Unlawful Detainer.Commercial | o ag021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.8
£ i
g Uniawful De‘g‘;‘;’""‘"""e“““‘ O AS020 Unlawful DotainerReskiential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6.
Unlawful Defainer-
'Eé Post-Foraclosure (34) 1 AB020F Unlawful Detalner-Post-Foreclosure 2.6
o
Unlawful Detalner-Drugs (38) | L1 AB5022 Unfawful Detainer-Drugs 2,6
m
LACH 108 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
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SHORT TITLE; CASE NUMBER
MACHUCA, et al v. LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al,
Asset Forfelture (05) 00 AB108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.8,
g Petition re Arbliration (11) OO A6115 Petition to Compel/Canfirn/Vacate Arbltraifon 2.5,
3
o [ A6151 Wit - Administrative Mandamus 2,8.
[1-}
Q2 Writ of Mandate {02) O A6152 Writ- Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.
3 0O A8153 Wit - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
QOther Judicial Review (38) [1 A8150 Other Writ Adudiciat Review 2,8.
5 Antitrust/Trade Regulation: (03) | 0 AG003 Anfitrust/Trade Reguiation 1.2.,.8
8=
1]
= Construction Defect {10) 1 AB007 Conatruction Defect 1.2.,3
=
b Glaims InvorinaMess Tort | 01 a6006. Ctalms nvoluing Mass Tor 1,28
E
a
‘i Secunitles Lifigation (28) £] AB035 Securities Litigation Case 1,2.,8
&
= Toxic Tort .
:g Environmental (30) O A8036 Toxic TorEnviranmentat 1,2, 3,8
= N
Insurance Coverage Claims
E from Complex Case (41) O A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation {complex case only} 1.2.,5,8
[1 AB141 Sister State Judgment 2,9
B 0 A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6
@&
E §, Enforcement 0 AB8107 Confesslon of Judgment (non-domestic refations} 2.0
[X]
85 E of Judgment (20) 0 AB140 Administrative Agency Award {not unpaid taxes) 2.8
& 8 [1 A6114 Pefition/Certificate for Enfry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.8
[0 A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.,8,0
e —
in RICO (27) {1 AB033 Racketeering {RICO) Case 1.2.8
(4
a s
§ % {1 A6030 Declaratory Refiaf Only 1.2, 8
% § Other Complaints 0O A6(40 Injunctive Rellef Only (not domestictharassment) 2.8
-é 5 {Not Specified Above) (42) 10 ABD11 Other Commercial Complalnt Case (non-tertinon-complex) 1,2.,8.
e 0 AB00Q Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1.,2,8
Partnership C il = -
artnership Corporafion ~
Govemance (21} O A8113 Partnarship and Corporate Govemnance Case 2.8
- [0 A6121 Clvil Harassment 2,3,8
o
§ § 0 A8123 Workplace Harassment 2,3.9
= =
=] 2,3.9
8 2 Other Patitions [0 A6124 EiderDependent Adult Abuse Case ]
§ T {Not Specified Above) 7 AG6190 Election Contest 2.
=0 “3) 1 A6110 Petltion for Change of Name 2,7
0 A8170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2.3,4,8.
{1 A8100 Other Civil Petition 2,9,
LAGIV 108 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
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SHORT TITLE: GASE NUMBER
MACHUCA, et al v. LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

Kitem Il1. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item 1., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown || 55 Angeles World Afrport
under Cotumn C for the type of action that you have selected for | 1 World Way
this case.

1. 02, [J13. [24. Os. O6. 47, [18. [J9. [310.

CITY: STATE: ZiP CODE:
{os Angeles CA 80046

item IV. Declaration of Assignment | declare under penalty of perjury under the Jaws of the State of California that the foregoing is true
and correct and that the above-entitied matter is properly filed for assignment to the Staniey Mosk courthouse in the
Central District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. {b), {c) and (d)I. :

'W@am@

 Dated: October 6, 2014 |
EienaTuRE-0F AT@NEY!':ILING 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. [ffiling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
A

Ci\;il 1(iase Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

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

s ]

6. Asigned order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CtV-010, ifthe plaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue & summons.

7. Additional copies of documents te be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and comgplaint, or other initiating pieading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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CONFORMED COPY
ALDERLAW PC S s

Michael Alder, Esq. State Bar No. 170381 Cousiy OfLos Anectes
cmalder@alderlaw.com 0CT O 2034

Mary L. @?ni'go}l Esq. State Bar No. 282110 P
mcaruso@alderiaw,com . o

1840 Century Park East, 15™ Floor e o s Dopty
Los Angeles, CA 90067

Tel: (310) 275-9131 Fax: (310) 275-9132
Attorneys for Plaintiffs ANA Z. MACHUCA, LUIS G. HERNANDEZ,

and STEPHANIE M. HERNANDEZ ;

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT

ANA Z. MACHUCA, an Individual; LUIS CASE NO.: Bg 5 6 0 Q 1 %

G. HERNANDEZ, an Individual, and '
STEPHANIE M. HERNANDEZ, an COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
Individusl, by and through their Guardian :

Ad Litem, Ana Z. Machuca; 1. Liability for Injuries Caused by

Employee Within Scope of
Employment :
Cal. Government Code §815.2 )
Plaintiffs, 2. lability for Injuries Caused by
‘ independent Contractors
LCaI. Government Code §815.4)

3. iability for Injuries Caused
V. Arising from Mandatory Duty of
Public Entity
{Cal. Government Code §815.6)
4, iability for Injuries Caused by
LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS; Failure to Inspect, or Negligent
CITY OF LOS ANGELES; THE Inspection of Protperty
AIRPORT POLICE AT LOS ANGELES; Cal. Government Code §818.6)

LOS ANGELES POLICE DEPARTMENT; ) 5. iabiiity for Injuries Caused by

LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT; Dangerous Condition of Property
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES; AND {Cal. Government Code §835 et
DOES 1-100; seq.) '
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
Defendants.

Assigned for alt:i) putrposes to Hon.
ept.
Compiaint filed on

COMES NOW Pilaintiffs, ANA Z. MACHUCA, Individually, LUIS G. HERNANDEZ,
Individually, by and through his Guardian Ad Litem, Ana Z. Machuca and STEPHANIE M.

HERNANDEZ, Individually, by and through her Guardian Ad Litem, Ana Z. Machuca, as
| 1
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
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1 ||Wrongful Death Beneficiaries of Decedent, Gerardo Ismael Hernandez, and for causes of
2 Jactions against Defendants, LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, CITY OF LOS
3 JANGELES, THE AIRPORT POLICE AT LOS ANGELES, LOS ANGELES POLICE
4 [DEPARTMENT, LOS ANGELES FIRE DEPARTMENT, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELIES, and

5 |DOES 1 - 100, and each of them, and hereby corhp!ain and allege as follows:

6 GENERAL ALLEGATIONS
7 1. Plaintiff, Ana Z. Machuca (“Plaintiff” or “Plaintiffs”) is the surviving wife of

8 j[decedent Gerardo Ismael Hernandez, and at all times relevant herein was a resident of the
9 [[County of Los Angeles, State of California.

10{, 2, Plaintiffs, Luis G. Hemandéz and Stephanie M. Hernandez (“Plaintiff” or
11 |[*Plaintifis”), by and through their Guardian Ad Litem, Ana Z. Machuca, are the surviving |
12 [fchiidren of decedent Gerardo Ismael Hernandez, and at all times relevant herein were
13 jresidents of the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

14 ﬁ 3. Decedent, Gerardo Ismael Hernandez (‘Decedent”), a Transportation Safety
15 ||Officer, was shot muitipie times and subsequently died on the moming of November 1,
16 §2013. Gerardo Ismael Hernandez was the husband of Plaintiff, Ana Z. Machuca and father
17 fof PIaintiffs, Luis G. Hernandez and Stephanie M. Hermandez.

18 4, Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant, Los

19 jAngeles World Airports (“LAWA™), at all times relevant herein, was and is a governmental

20 Yland public entity, and/or a municipal corporation or political subdivision within the State of
21 jiCalifornia, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of California, United
22 jStates.

23 5. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant, City
24 jof Los Angeles (“City of LA” or “City"), at all times relevant herein, was and is a
25 (lgovernmental and public entity, and/or a municipal corporation or political subdivision within
26 |ithe State of California, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of California,
27 [[United States. |

28 Wit
2
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1 6.  Piaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant, Airport
2 ||Police at Los Angeles ("LAWAPD" or “L_AXPD"), at all times relevant herein, was and is a
3 figovernmental and public entity, and/or a municipal corporation or political subdivision within
4 {ithe State of California, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of Célifomia,
5 [|United States. |
6 7. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant, Los
7 |{Angeles Police Department ("LAPD"), at all times relevant herein, was and is a_
8 iigovernmental and public entity, and/or a municipai corporation or political subdivision within
9 [Ithe State of California, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of California,
10 jUnited States.
11 8. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant, Los
12 JAngeles Fire Department (“LAFD"), at all times relevant herein, was and is a governmental
13 {land public entity, and/or a municipal corporation or political subdivision within the State of
14 |[California, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of California, United
15 {States.
16 9. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant,
17 County of Los Angeles (“County of LA" or “County”), at all times relevant herein, was and
18 [lis a governmental and public entity, and/or a municipal corporation or political subdivision
19 |within the State of California, duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of
20 [California, United States.
21 - 10.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that DOES 1 and 2
22 fwere LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAXPD, LAPD, and/or County officers/agents/employees
23 |lassigned to ferminai 3 of LAX and that said Doe Defendants left their positions in the
24 jterminal without calling for replacement officers, leaving the terminal without adequate
25 |[coverage, in violation of Los Angeles World Airports’, City_of Los Angeles’, The Airport
26 |Police at Los Angeles’, the Los Angeles Police Department's, and the County of Los
27 |Angeles’ instructions, orders, directions, policies and procedures which state that officers
28 llassigned to the terminals must inform supervisors when they want to take a break and that
3
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8
10 |
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

26
27
28

“absent exigent circumstances, (the units) shall not leave the assigned terminal area without
prior authorization and a refief unit.” DOES 1 and 2, in doing the things alleged herein, were
acting within the course and scope of that employment and with the permission and consent
of each of their co-Defendants. Their actions and/or inactions caused injury to Plaintiffs.
11.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that DOES 3 through
50 are Defendants’, Los Angeles World Airports’, City of Los Angeles’, the Airport Police at
Los Angeles’, Los Angeles Police Department's, Los Angeles Fire Department's, and
County of Los Angeles’, agents, partners, co-conspirators, and/or employees, and in doing
the things alleged herein, were acting within the course and scope of that agency,
partnership, conspiracy, and/or empioyment and with the permission and consent of each
of their co-Defendants failed to foliow Defendants' instructions, directions, procedures, and
policies. Their actions and/or inactions caused injury to Plaintiffs.

12.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that DOES 51 through
75 are Defendants’, Los Angeles World Airports’, City of Los Angeles’, the Airport Police at
Los Angeles’, Los Angeles Police Department’s, Los Angeles Fire Department's, and
CountyofLos Angeles’, contractors, subcontractors, and/or vendors, and in doing the things
alleged herein, were acting within the course and scope of that agency, partnership,
conspiracy, and/or contractual relationship and with the permission and consent of each of
their co-Defendants failed to follow Defendants' instructions, orders, directions, procedures,
and policies. Their actions and/or inactions caused injury to Plaintiffs. .
13. The true names and capacities, whether individual, plural, corporate,
Ipartnership, associate, or otherwise, of DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, are unknown to
Plaintiffs who therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious names. The full extent of the

facts linking such ficfitiously sued Defendants is unknown to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are

25 I{informed and believe, and thereon allege, that each of the Defendants designated herein

as a DOE was, and is negligent, or in some other actionable manner, responsible for the
events and happenings hereinafter referred to, and thereby negiigently, or in some other
actionable manner, legally and proximately caused the hereinafter described injuries and

4
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1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
i
12

damages to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs will hereafter seek ieave of the Court to amend this
Comptaint to show the Defendants’ true names and capacities after the same have been
lascertained. o
14.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that at all relevant
times herein, each of the Defendants was the agent, partner, co-conspirator, servant,
employer, and/or employee of each other, as well as each of their co-Defendants, and in
doing the things alleged herein, were acting within the course and scope of that agency,
partnership, conspiracy, and/or employment and with the permission and consent of each
of their co-Defendants, and were, in some way, negligently or otherwise, responsiblie for the
events herein alleged.

15.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon aiiege, that at all relevant

times herein, each of the Defendants was responsible in some manner for the events and -

13 {|happenings herein referred to as a result of the negligence, statutory liability, nondelegable

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

duty, vicarious liability, or other basis which resulted in the death of Gerardo Ismael
Hernandez and damages sustained by Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs sustained injury and damages
proximately caused by Defendants, and each of them, at all times relevant, as a result of

Defendants’ negligence, action, inaction, ownership, maintenance, negligent hiring,

negligent training, negligent supervision, negligent retention of unfit employees, contracting,
management, and operation, of their respective agencies, departments and duties.

16. This wrongful death action arises from a shooting that occurred at
approximately 9:20 a.m. on November 1, 2013, when Transportation Security Administration
officer Gerardo Ismael Hernandez was shot and killed at Terminal 3 of Los Angeles
International Airport (“LAX") by Paul Ciancia (“Ciancia”). |

17.  On the morning of Friday, November 1, 2013, Ciancia was allowed to enter

Terminal 3 of LAX carrying a bag filled with a semiautomatic rifle, five 30-round magazines,

and hundreds of additional rounds of ammunition. Ciancia walked up to a TSA checkpoint,

puiled out the rifle and opened fire, shooting Hernandez. Police officers were not present

to stop Ciancia or protect Hemandez, as the officers left their assigned posts without
5
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1 {ireporting in or calling for backup officers, leaving the terminal without adequate security in

2 jviolation of Defendants’ policies and procedures. Defendant Ciancia was able to freely walk

3 jabout, go up an escalator, retum fo the checkpoint, and shoot Hernandez yet again,

5
6
7
8
9
10
1"
12
13
14
15

16
17

4 Ibecause inadequate security was present at the ferminal due to the aforementioned

violation of Defendants’ instructions, orders, directions, policies, and precedures.

18.  Ptaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Doe Defendants
1 and 2 were Defendants’, LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAXPD, LAPD, and/or County,
officers/agents/employees assigned to Terminal 3 of LAX and that said Doe Defendants left
their positidns in the terminal without calling for replacement officers, leaving the terminal
without adequate coverage, in violation of Defendants’, Los Angeles World Airports’, City
of Los Angeles’, The Aimport Police at Los Angeles’, the Los Angsles Police Department's,
and the County of 1.os Angeles' instructions, orders, directions, policies and procedures.
19.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon a]lege, that Defendants, Los
Angeles World Airports, City of Los Angeles, the Airport Police atLos Angeles, Los Angeles
Police Department, Los Angeles Fire Depariment, and County of Los Angeles, failed to
properily hire, train, and supervise their agents, partners, co-conspirators, contractors,

subcontractors, and/or empioyees. Further, Defendants did not properly hire, train, or

18 {supervise personnel to assess emergency situations so as to properly and timely secure

19
20

LAX, timely summon medical aid, protect travelers, protect employees, or others.

20.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and

21 lleach of them, failed to properly assess the emergency situation or adequately, timely, and

22
23
24
25
26
27

properly secure LAX. Defendants, and -each of them, did not follow incident command
basics and as a result Defendants failed to secure the terminal so that first responders
could enter. Hernandez lay wounded approximately 20 feet from an exit without medical
attention for more than thirty minutes. Hernandez was in immediate need of medical

attention. Defendants wrongfully, negligently, intentionally, and/or with a deliberate

indifference to Hernandez's rights and safety, failed to timely summon and/or provide

28 |medical assistance to Hernandez. This delay in seeking and providing medical assistance

6
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demonstrated a conscious disregard for Hernande2’s medical condition, and was a
contributing factor in Herandez's death. '

21.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and
each of them, failed to implement and have in place, an adequate security andlincident
prevention policy and procedure, an alert and response mobilization policy and procedure,
a proper incident command structure that integrated ail response partners, and failed to
interface, train, and synchronize personnel. Further, Defendants, and each of them, had

an inadequate victim extraction plan in place at the time of the incident. Defendants’

O ® ~N O O 2 W N

training was inadequate and deficient, Defendants failed to train service workers, and

Defendants failed to include all airport personnel in emergency drills. There existed

—
o Q

inadequate emergency response training to respond effectively to active shooter scenarios,

—h
—h

there was a [ack of specialized training for workers who perform security functions, there-

—
N

were inadequate emergency response and evacuation drills, and an unreliable emergency

-
w

infrastructure. Several years prior to this incident, the mayoral committee disclosed and

-
H

Defendants failed to rectify significant deficiencies, including but not limited to, a lack of

s
[6)}

standardized approaches to response times for incidents; a failure to implement

—
(o)}

recommendations requiring law enforcement officer presence within 300 feet of TSA

.
~§

18 “screening stations; a failure to implement recommendations to allow police access to
19 [lclosed-circuit TVs; a lack of definitive standards of operating procedures between law
20 [enforcement officers and TSA,; a failure to provide tools, equipment and resources for law
21 [lenforcement officers to better perform their jobs. It was also found that airport management
22 (lat LAX had not balanced policing and security with their ambitions to physically expand the
23 |lairport; failed to timely implement and address RAND findings for enhancing security which
24 (lwere presented and recommended in 2004 and 2006, including updated technology
25 [isystems; and failed to remedy insufficient and ineffective coordination and commur':icationr
26 between agencies and Defendants, LAWAPD denied LAPD's request for cooperation in
27 [lan assessment of the airport, there was inconsistent gathering and sharing of intelligence,
28 {|Defendants failed to regularly schedule meetings among all public safety and security
7
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agencies at LAX, and tensions between the LAWAPD and LAPD command staff and the
airport police union impacted coordination of law enforcement activities at the aimport.
These were all a factor in causing Decedent's death and Plaintiffs’ injuries and damages.
Prior to and subsequent to this incident there was found to be a lack of coordinatioﬁ of
police services by LAWAPD and LAPD; police resources were diverted away from LAX; and
there was a lack of a single unified police department, all instrumental in the death of
Decedent.

22. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and

each of them, failed to properly inspect and maintain the premises and emergency

10 {lequipment, including but notlimited to, deficient and inadequate communication equipment

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

and emergency alert and warning systems, resulting in delayed communications and
responses during the incident. The 911 “Red Phones” were outdated, and in some
instances, were not working properly. When 911 calls were made, operators were unable
to determine where the calis were coming from, delaying response time of emergency
Ipersonnel. The 911 system at LAX did not go to airport police and this issue was identified
and addressed as problematic years before this incident, putting Defendants on notice of
the deficiencies and dangers. Also addressed prior to this incident was a deficiency that
at LAX 911 calls from land lines go to LAPD while 911 calls from cell phones go to the
sheriff's department negatively impacting response time and coordination. Further, there
were multiple inoperable panic buttons, with some reports stating as many as eleven of the

twelve were 'in'operable. Had the panic buttons been operational they wouid have

automatically notified the authorities of an emergency and pointed a camera toward the
area in question, giving police a bird's eye view into the situation, making the rendering of
aid to Decedent and securing the facility possible.

23. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and
each of them, failed to implement security technology that would have facilitated
communications among the law enforcement agencies even though recommended by the
Mayor's Blue Ribbon Panel on Airport Security in 2011, two years predating this incident.

8
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1 [[There were problems with the Regional Video Command Center resulting in delays at LAX,

2 jand inadequate radio communications and interoperability between Defendants. Further,

3 ||Defendants failed to supervise and monitor contractors retained to repair, remedy, and/or

4 lupdate LAX emergency and communications equipment. The work was not performed

5 jland/or was not performed in a timely manner. Defendants failed to properly inspect its'

6 |lpremises and created a dangerous condition thereon that Defendants failed to rectify.

7

24.  Piaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, City

. 8 ftof Los Angeles and LAWA, failed to implement a record keeping system to track and ensure

9 [l[proper use of LAX revenues for police services and failed to maximize resources.

10 |Defendants agreed to implement the record keeping system on a full time basis starting July

11 [2012. This faiture resulted in approximately $7.87 million in unsupported charges, without

12
13
14

15l

16
17
18
19
20
21

adequate documentation, for police services to the airport. An additional $49 million in
policing funds were illegally diverted by Defendants according to the U. 8. Department of
Transportation Inspecfor General. Plaintiffs allege the diverted funds were earmarked for
land should have been used to increase security personnel, improve security, improve

response time, and update antiquated equipment and services.
25.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that the acts and

omissions of Defendants, and each of them, as fully alieged herein, were a breach of their

|
respective duties owed to Plaintiffs and decedent and were a direct, proximate, and legal

cause of Plaintiffs’ injuries and damages, as further alleged herein. In addition to the

above, the acts and omissions of Defendants, and each of them, that were in breach of the

22 |l duties owed to Plaintiffs include but are not limited to::

23
24

- Defendants failed to timely implement five specific areas forimprovement that |

were advised by the Mayor's panel in 2011: (a) emergency management did

25
26
27
28

not become a higher priority at LAX; (2) LAWA did not ensure conformity to
the emergency manag‘emént requirements set by the City for all departments;
(3) LAWA's emergency management plans were notreviewed for compliance
with federal, state and tocall ﬁoiicies; (4) emergency managementtraining and
9
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exercises for LAWA were not integrated into and coordinated with citywide
efforts; and (5) LAWA emergency management and the City's Emergency
Manageme,ht Department did not communicate with each other more
effectively; |
Defendants failed to timely notify each other of the incident at LLAX;

There was inadequate interaction between Defendants, LAWA, City,
LAWAPD, LAPD, LAFD and County;

LAWA's, City's, LAWAPD’s, LAPD's, LAFD's and County's allocation and
utilization of resources was deficient;

LAWAPD failed to participate in antiterrorist committees and task forces with

 other law enforcement agencies at LAX and this impacted prevention and

alignment of resources;

There exists a lack of strong leadership and accountability of LAWAPD:

LAWAPD lacks the knowledge and experience of LAPD and inadequately

trains, supervises, and retains personnel;

LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAPD, LAFD and County, failed to coordinate

depioyment of supplementali resources;

LAPD’s failure to include LAWAPD on the distribution list for LAPD training

bulletins resulted in LAWAPD officers lack of knoWledge of updated LAPD

policy and procedures;

LAWAPD Emergency Services Unit's (“ESU") missions were not clearly

delineated leading to a tendency of ESU to respond to a tactical situation as

if it were a SWAT team even though it lacks the training and experience of the

LAPD SWAT team; |

There is a nonexistent and/or deficient policy governing deployment of certain

wea'pons and munitions;

There was a lack of coordinated training and intelligence gathering activities

between Defendants, LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAPD, LAFD, and County;
10
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- There was a lack of Multi-Assault Counterterrorism Action Capability training
for active shooter scenarios; _ '

- There was a lack of field force training between LAWA, City, LAWAPD,
LAPD, LAFD, and County;

- Defendants, LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAPD, LAFD and County, retained unfit
employees; and

- There was a lack of LAWA, City, LAWAPD, LAPD, LAFD and County, multi-
agency training.

26. OnApril 16, 2014, Plaintiffs timely filed a Claim for Damages against the City

of Los Angeles, including but not limited to the Los Angeles World Airport, the Airport Police

at Los Angeles World Airpert, and other City of Los Angeles agencies. On May 31, 2014,

Los Angeles World Airports denied Plaintiffs’ claim. On May 30, 2014, the City of Los

Angeles denied Plaintiffs’ claim. The Claim for Damages and denial letters are attached

14 Lshereto as Exhibit 1.

15
16

27.  On April 17, 2014, Plaintiffs filed a Claim for Damages against the County of
Los Angeles. On April 22, 2014, the County of Los Angeles, rejected Plaintiffs’ claim. The

17 ||Claim for Damages and rejection letter are attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

18
19
20
21

23
24
25
26

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(Pursuant to Cal. Government Code §815.2
Liability for Injuries by Emglotyee Within Scope of Employment)
(By Plaintiffs Against All Defendants and Does 1 through 50)

. 28.  Plaintiffs hereby re-allege and incorporate by reference each and every

22 |[preceding paragraph as though fully set forth herein.

29. Piaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and
Does 1 through 50, and each of them, pursuant to Cal. Government Code § 815.2(a) are

liable for injury proximately caused by the acts and omissions of their employees, which are

described more fully herein, including but not limited to, officers leaving their assigned posts

27 lwithout calling in and securing backup, employees failing to follow instructions, orders,

28 |ipolicies, and procedures, employees failing to properly access the emergency situation or

1
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1 jitimely securing the terminai and seeking medical aid for Decedent, and employees iliegaliy

2 [ldiverting in excess of $49 million in policing funds.

3

30. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, their

4 |lemployees, and Does 1 through 50, and each of them, as a result of their negligence,

5 [laction, and/or inaction, caused injury and damages to Plaintiffs, and in doing the things

6 jiherein above alleged were acting within the course and scope of such agency and

7

8

9
10
11
12
13
14
156
16
17
18
19
20
21

employment.
31.  The acts and omissions of Defendants, and Does 1 through 50, and each of

them, as fully alleged herein were in breach of their respective duties owed to Plaintiffs and
decedent and were a direct, proximate and legal cause of the injuries and ultimate death
of the decedent as further alleged herein.

32. As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 50, and each of them, as further alieged herein, Plaintiffs have and will
sustain pecuniary loss resulting from a loss of teaching, skill, knowledge, service, talent,
love, comfort, affection, companionship, guidance, society, care, solace, and moral support.
Plaintiffs have and will by virtue of these losses suffer both economic and noneconomic
damages, both past and future, in amounts to be determined according to proof at the time
of trial.

33. Asadirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 50, and each of them, as further alleged herein, Plaintiffs have and will

further suffer certain economic damages for burial and other final expenses of the

22 lldecedent.

23
24
25
26
27
28

COND CAUSE OF ACTION

Pursuant to Cal, Government Code §815.4
Liability for Injuries by independent Contractors)
{By Plaintiffs Against All Defendants and Does 51 through 75)
34. Plaintiffs hereby re-allege and incorporate by reference each and every
preceding paragraph as though fully set forth herein. -

i
12
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35. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and

Does 51 through 75, and each of them, pursuant to Cal. Govemment Code § 815.4 are
liable for injury proximately caused by a tortious act or omission of an independent
contractor, which are described more fully herein, including but not limited to faiting to
repair/replace defective communication equipment and emergency alert warning systems,
[failing to rectify and repair routing of land line and cell phone calls, failing to timely and
adequately update security fechnology to facilitate communications, and failing to
repair/replace defective 911 “Red Phones” and inoperable panic buttons, resulting in
delayed communications and responses during the incident.

36. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and
Does 51 through 75, and each of them, had a duty to own, operate, maintain, inspect,
repair, and secure the premises and emergency equipment at LAX in a timely manner, as
alleged herein with such care and skill so as to avoid causing injury and harm to others
including the decedent Gerardo Ismael Hernandez.
37. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, their
agents, contractors, subcontractors, and Does 51 through 75, and each of them, as a result
of their negligence, action, and/or inacti'on, caused injury and damages to Plaintiffs, and in
doing the things herein alleged were acting within the course and scope of such agency aﬁd
employment.
38. The acts and omissions of Defendants, and Does 51 through 75, and each
of them, as fully alleged herein were in breach of their respective duties owed to Plaintiffs

and decedent and were a direct, proximate, and legal cause of the injuries and ultimate

23 “death of the decedent as further alleged herein.

24
25
26
27

28

39. As adirect and proximate resutt of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 51 through 75, as further alleged herein, Plaintiffs have and will sustain pecuniary
loss resuiting from a ioss of teaching, skill, knowledge, service, talent, love, comfort,
affection, companionship, guidance, society, care, solace, and moral support. Plaintiffs

i
13
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18
19 l'[viola*ted 14 Code of Federal Reguiations (CFR) Part 139 requirements to develop and

1 jhave and will by virtue of these fosses suffer both economic and noneconomic damages,

2 (iboth past and future, in amounts to be determined according to proof at the time of trial.

3

40. As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants

4 [and Does 51 through 75, and each of them, as further alleged herein, Gerardo Ismael

5 |Hernandez died and Plaintiffs’ suffered damages, as set forth herein.

6
7
8

THIRD CAUSE OF ACT

Pursuant to Cal. Government Code §815.6
Mandatmg Duty of Public Enﬁg to Protect Against Particular Kinds of Injuries)
- (By Plaintiffs Against All Defendants and Does 1 through 100)
41, laintiffs hereby re-allege and incorporate by reference each and every

9 preceding paragraph as though fully set forth herein.

10

42.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and

11]{Does 1 through 100, and each of them, are liabie for Decedent's death and Piaintifis’

12 llinjuries and damages pursuant to Cal. Govemment Code § 815.6. Defendants had a

13 imandatory duty imposed by enactment that was designed to protect against the risk of a

14 jparticular kind of injury, namely the death of Gerardo Hernandez, and Defendants failed to

15
16
17

20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

discharge that duty and Defendants failed to exercise reasonable diligence to discharge
said duty.
43.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and |

Plaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,

implement an airport safety self-inspection program, as set forth more fully herein.
Defendants were under a duty to perform periodic condition inspections of the facilities.
Special inspections of the facilities were also required to be conducted when an unusual
condition or unusual event occurs on the airport. Prior to the subject incident several
unusual events occurred, including but not limited to dry ice bomb explosions. The safety
self-inspection requirements include procedures for reporting and correcting deficiencies.

Defendants, and each of them, violated said requirements, as described more fully herein.

44,  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and
Plaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,
14 _
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

EXHIBIT A




AlderLaw PC
1840 Century Park East, 15" Floor

Case 2:14-cv-09852-MRP-RZ Document 1 Filed 12/26/14 Page 30 of 97 Page ID #:30

f.os Angeles, CA S0067

© 0 ~N O g K W N A

10

12
13
14
156
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

|

viclated 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139 requirements that during
inspection of aircraft rescue and fire fighting capabilities, the inspector is required to ensure
alarm and emergency notification communication systems are operable. Defendants were
under a duty to identify the unsatisfactory conditions and take appropriate follow-up action

to remedy the unsatisfactory condition.
45.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and

Plaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,
violated 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139.325 requirements that Defendants
develop and maintain an airport emergency plan designed to minimize the possibility and

extent of personal injury and property damage on the airport in an emergency. The plan |

required under the Code must contain adequate guidance to implement and respond to “a

sabotage, hijack incidents, and other unlawful interference with operations.” The Code also
calls for provisions for medical services, and Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the plan
and procedures were either not in place or substantially deficient and therefore in violation
of the Code.

46. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and
Piaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,
further violated 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139.325 requirements that
Defendants have in place procedures for the marshaling, transportation, and care of
ambulatory infured' and uninjured accident survivors, and working emergency alarm or
notification systems. Further, each certificate holder is required to coordinate the plan with
law enforcement agencies, rescue and firefighting agencies, medical personinel and
organizations, the principal tenants at the airport, and all other peréon who have
responsibilities under the plan.

47. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and
Plaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,
violated 14 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 139.325 requirements that Defendants
review the plan with all of the parties with whom the plan is coordinated at least once very

15
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23 LTthrt:»ugh 100, and each of them, as a result of their negligence, action, and/or inaction, in

24
25
26
27
28

12 consecutive months to ensure that all parties know their responsibilities and that ali of
the information in fhe plan is current.

48.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Decedent and
Plaintiffs were harmed because Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each of them,
violated Title 49, Subtitle B, Chapter X, Subchapter C, Part 1542, Subpart C, §§ 1500 -
1699 of the Federal Regulations which govemn airport security and operations. Section
1542.217 sets forth requirements that law enforcement personnel meet certain
qualifications and complete a training program that meets the training standard for law
enforcement officers prescribed by either State or local jurisdiction in which the airport is
located, and that the training standards l_:e acceptable to the TSA, if the State and local
jurisdictions in which the airport is located do not prescribe training standards. Defendants,
as defined in the Federal Regulations were airport operators required to have a seéurity
program under § 1542.103(a) or (b). Section 1542.215, titled law enforcement support,
required that each airport opgrator must provide (1) law enforcement personnel in the
number and manner adequate to support its security program; and (2) uniformed law
enforcement personnel in the number and manner adequate to support each system for
screening persons and accessible property required under part 1544 or 1548. As set forth
more fully herein, the training program did not meet the training standards, funds allocated
for police staffing were illegally diverted, and Plaintiffs are informed and believe, insufficient
taw enforcement personnel were allocated,

49.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, their

agents, employees, supervisors, managers, contractors, subcontractors, and Does 1

failing to perform their mandatory duties, caused injury and damages to Plaintiffs.

50.  The acts and omissions of Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each
of them, as fully alleged herein were in breach of their respective duties owed to Plaintiffs
and decedent and were a direct, proximate, and legal cause of the injuries and ultimately
i |

16 _
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2 llduties was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiffs’ harm.
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51.  As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 100, as further alleged herein, Plaintiffs have and will sustain pecuniary
loss resulting from a loss of teaching, skill, knowledge, service, talent, love, comfort,
affection, companionship, guidance, society, care, solace, and moral support. Plaintiffs
|have and will by virtue of these losses suffer both economic and noneconomic damages,
both past and future, in amounts to be determined according to proof at the time of trial.

52. As adirect and proximate resuit of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 10_0, as further alleged herein, Gerardo Ismael Hernandez died and
Plaintiffs suffered damages, as set forth herein.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
(Pursuant to Cal. Government Code §818.6
Liabilitg for Failure to Inspect, or Negligent Inspection of Property)
(Bg laintiffs Against All Defendants and Does 1 through 100)

53. laintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and

Does 1 through 100, and each of them, pursuant to Cal. Government Code § 818.6 are

hiable for injury caused by the failure to make an inspection, or by reason of making an

17 [linadequate or negligent inspection, of its property, which are described more fully herein,

18
19
20

including but not limited to failing to inspect and/or inadequately or negligently inspecting
communication equipment and emergency alert warning systems including, but not limited

to the 911 “Red Phones” and panic buttons which turned out to be defective and/or

21 [inoperable resulting in deiayed communications and responses during the incident.

22
23

25
26
27

54.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants and

Does 1 through 100, and each of them, had a duty to adequately inspéct the premises and

24 i1emergency equipment at LAX, as alleged herein with such care and skill so as to avoid

causing injury and harm to others including the Gerardo Ismael Herandez.
55. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon ailege that Defendants, their

agents, employees, supervisors, managers, contractors, subcontractors, and Does 1

28 jithrough 100, and each of them, as a result of their negligence, action, and/or inaction, in

17
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failing to inspect and/or inadequately or negligently inspecting communication equipment
and emergency alert warning systems including the 911 “Red Phones" and panic buttons,
caused injury and damages to Plaintiffs. _

56. The acts and omissions of Deféndants, and Does 1 through 100, and each
of them, as fully alleged herein were in breach of their respective duties owed to Plaintiffs
and decedent and were a direct, proximate and legal cause of the injuries and ultimately the
death of the Gerardo Ismael Hernandez as further alleged herein.

57.  As adirect and proximate resuit of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 100, as further alleged herein, Plaintiffs have and will sustain pecuniary
loss resulting from a loss of teaching, skill, knowledge, service, talent, love, comfort,
affection, companionship, guidance, society, care, solace, and moral support. Plaintiffs
have and will by virtue of these logses suffer both economic and noneconomic damages,
both past and future, in amounts to be determined according to proof at the time of trial.
58.  As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants
and Does 1 through 100, as further alleged herein, Gerardo lsmael Hemandez died and

Plaintiffs suffered damages, as set forth herein.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

(Pursuant to Cal. Government Code §835 et seq.
Liability for Injury Caused by Dangerous Condition of Property)
(Bg Plaintiffs Against All Defendants and Does 1 through 100)
59, laintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and

|each of them, pursuant to Cal. Government Code §§ 835(a)(b) and 835.2 are liable for
injury caused by a dangerous condition of its property.
60. Piairtiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants, and

Does 1 through 100, and each of them, owned or controlied the property; the property was

24 {lin a dangerous condition at the time of the incident; the dangerous condition created a

25
26
27

reasonably foreseeable risk of the kind of incident that occurred; the negligent or wrongful
conduct of Defendants, their agents, employees, supervisors, managers, contractors,

subcontractors, and each of them, created the dangerous condition; Defendants had notice

28 jlof the dangerous condition for a long enough time to have protected against it; Decedent

18
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20
21

and Plaintiffs were harmed; and the dangerous condition was a substantial factor in causing
Decedent’s and Plaintiffs’ harm, which are described more fully herein.

61.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants and
Does 1 through 100, and each of them, inadequately or negligently inspected
communication equipment and emergency alert warning systems including, but not limited
to, the 911 “Red Phones” and panic buttons and failed to timely and properly repair andfor
replace the defective and/or inoperable equipment creating, and allowing to exist, the
dangerous condition of its property.

62.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendants, and
Does 1 through 100, and each of them, had a duty to timely remediafe the dangerous
condition of its property, which was kniown to them, as alleged herein with such care and
skill so as to avoid causing injury and harm to others including the decedent Gerardo Ismael
Heméndez.
63.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendénts, their
agents, employees, supervisors, managers, contractors, subcontractors, and Does 1
through 100, and each of them, as a result of their negligence, action, and/or inaction, in
failing to timely remediate the dangerous condition of its property, which was known to
them, caused injury and damages to Plaintiffs.

64. The acts and omissions of Defendants, and Does 1 through 100, and each
of them, as fully alleged herein were in breach of their respeptive duties owed to Plaintiffs

and decedent and were a direct, proximate and legal cause of the injuries and ultimate

22 lideath of the decedent as further alleged herein.

23
24

65. As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants

and Does 1 through 100, as further alleged herein, Piaintiffs have and will sustain pecuniary

25 hIOSS resuiting from a loss of teaching, skill, knowledge, sérvice, talent, love, comfort,

26
27

affectio*n, companionship, guidance, society, care, solace and moral support. Plaintiffs have

and will by virtue of these losses suffer both economic and noneconomic damages, both

28-hpast and future in amounts to be determined according to proof at the time of trial.
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22

66. As adirect and proximate result of the acts and omissions of the Defendants

2 jland Does 1 through 100, as further alleged herein, Decedent was killed and Plaintiffs
3 jsuffered damages, as set forth herein.
4 PRAYER FOR DAMAGE
5 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for damages against Defendants, and each of them,
6 [jas follows:
7 1 For general damages according to proof as against all defendants;
8 2 For economic damages according to proof against all defendants;
9 3. Forinterest as allowed by law; A
10 4 For costs of the suit incurred herein; and
11 5 For such other and further relief as the court deems just and proper.
12 |
13 {DATED: October 6, 2014
14 |
15 BY:
16
17
18
19
20
21
23
24
25
26
27 ﬂ
28
20 »
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20}
21
22
23 |
24
25
26
27
28

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Piaintiffs hereby demand, as a matter of right, trial by jury in this case on all causes

BY:

MARY L. GARRUSO
Attorneys for Plaintiff

21
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FORMOONT, 14 (e 01} - : ! W
CLAMNG,
CLATM FOR DAMAGES
TO PERBON OR FROPERTY

INSTRUCTIONS | .
1. Clalms for deati, injusy to pevson or o parsunsl property must be filed ot
[ntar than slx months after the ocourrence, (Gov, Code Seo, 9112,
2. Claima for damages rolating to any oftier typo of aecuronce must be filed not
Inter. than oxta yaar effer the oocurmance, {Gav. Code Seo. 911.2),
3. Read entire clsbn before fillng. Clalm con b matfed or filed 11 person. No faxes l .

4. 8oo Pago 3 for dlagram upon which to looate place of accldent,

5, This clabm form must’be elgned on Page 3 atbottom, .

6. Attach saparaty shicets, if necessary, to give full deteils, SIGN BACH SHERT, Y

7. Fill out n duplicats. ONE COPY O BB RETAINED BY CLATMANT. 4 ]

8. Clelm st be flled with CITY CLERE, (Gov. Code 820, 915A) .
RING BTREBT. AL 3 HLE%

%03 NOR NG STREE

Name of Clatnrant Age of Cialment
Ana Z Machuoa, Luls G. Hemandez, and Stephanie M. Hemandez 5,14, and 11
- Home address of Cialment Clty, Siate and Zip Code -~ Home Telephons Number
o
Businesa address of Claimant City, Stais snd Zip Code . * Business Teleplione Nomber

Givo address to wiioh you deslte notioes or communlcations (o Dz seut regarding thip otais:
C.Michael Aider clo AlderLaw PC 1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90067
How did DAMAGE or INJURY ocour? Ploass include a3 much detall ay possiblo,

Tranaportaion Securdly Adminiatration officer Gerardo lsmael Hemandez (Clalmant's hueband and father) was shot and
Ldiled et Terminal 3 of Los Angales Internationa) Altport by Paul Clanela. '

7 Wiheu 0l DAMAGE or IFUURE ogow? Fionse Jnstuo ts Gato st Gims of i dacaags oregugy,
Approximately 9:20 a.m, on November 1, 2013

"Wheto dld DAMAGE 0 INJURY oceur? Flsase dsscribe Tilly, at Iécate on s dlagraes o 6 roverss 0 oF s shest.
Where eppraptlate, pieasa give atroet names and addreases or measuréments fiom specifio landrantke: ) i
Terminat 3 of Los Angdlea Intemational Almcit, 380 World Way, L.os Angeles, CA 90046

Whgtpuﬂcu!arACT or OMISSION do you ofalm caused the lifury or demoage? Please give nantes of Clty empiayees
causing the ihjury or damege snd kienthy any vebicles involved by ltoenss plate mumbor, If kuown, .
Eeo Attachment. ¢

Ploase st nanyes and address of Witeases, Dootors and Fosplials: . -
LAGUCLA Harbar Madioal Centar, Los Angales Fire Departntent, Dr. Kathy Patatnlk, Dr. David Plurad, Kristy MoCraaken,
Aselstant Ghlef Ed Wintar, Lerry Distz .

TREAGES T TS CLAIM MUST BB SIGNED ATBOTTGM.
: FPAGRE2
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What DAMAGE or INTURIES do you claim rexalted? Please give full axtent of Injurfes or damages claimed:

Wrongful Death of Gerarda Hemandez causing foss ofauppnrt to Ws wife and children, al! of whom furlher suffered loss of
love, affection, oare, comfort, seclety, companionship and guldance of thair husband and father.

" "What is the AMOUNT of your olatm? Pleazs Htepaize your damages:
gizﬂguuﬁ;l the exactameunt cannot yat be knows, the total clalm for economia and non-economie, damages will excead
millon,

Ieyou have recelved any insurance payments, ploass give the nemes of the insurence companies:

Unknown at this fime.

For all accldont claims please place on the followlng diegram the nemcs of the sireets where the aceldent oceurred and
the nearest oross-streats; indicate tho placs of the accidest by an *X* and by showlng the nearest address and distances to
stroet comers. Please indicate whese North i3 on the disgram,

Wote: ifthe diggmm dnos nof fit the simaﬂtm, please aftach your own dlagram,

Signature of Clalmantor person filing Print Name! ' Drate:
on olalmant's belialf iving refasionship : .
to nlaimant:
MICHAEL ALDER 411614
PAGES3

P A ———

EXHIBIT A

S SeamRa

ek




Case 2:14-cv-09852-MRP-RZ Document 1 Filed 12/26/14 Page 40 of 97 Page ID #:40

ATTACHMENT

What partlou!arAcTorOMISSIONdo you olalm caused the Injury or damage? Plaasegive
names of City employaes causing the Injury or damage and ldentily any vehloles involved
by lioanse plate number, [f known,

The City of Los Angeles, Including but not limited to the Los Angeles Waorld Alrpart
(LAWA), the Alrport Pollos af Los Angeles World Altport, and other Clly of Los Angelea
agencles, failed to properly hire, supervise, traln, staff, and plan for the proteollon and
safely of individuals and personnel at |.os Angeles International Alrport. Fuether; Cly of
Los Angelas employees felléd In the performance of thelr dufles which cteated a
dangerous fapse In seouirity that allowed Gerardo [smaal Hamandez to ba fatally shot and
kitted at Terminal $ of Los Angeles International Altport by Paut Clancla, Further, Cily of

Los Angeles employaas prevented and/or delayad medical care fo he properly and/for

timely administerad ta injured people. As a direct result of the wrongful acts and omiasions
of #s officers, directors, employeas and agents, claimants suffered dameges.

EXHIBIT A
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AW

LAX

Laentaris
Van Nuys
City of Lot Angoles

Erlc Garcatt!
Mazyor

Board of Alrport
Connnissioners

Sean O, Aurion
Prasident

Valena G, Valasco
Vige Precleam

{iphrial L. Eshaghlen
Jaakle Gotaberg
Beatrico (. Hau
Kiatthew b, Johngan
Or. Cynthia A, Tallas

Gina Made Lintsay
Exeoutiva Direstor

Los Angeles
- World Airports

CERTIFIED RETURN
RECEIPT REQUESTED

May 31, 2014

Ms. Ana Z. Machuca

c/o C. Michael Alder, AdlerLaw PC
1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: Claimant:
Date of Loss:
. LAWA Claim No.:
Dear Ms. Machuca:

Ana Z. Machuca
November 1, 2013
2013084001/8DB

Page 41 of 97 Page ID #:41

Notice is hereby given that the claim you presented fo the Board of Airport
Commissioners on April 16, 2014 is deemed denied by operation of law. (See
California Government Code Section 912.4).

Please nota the following:

Subject to certain exceptions, you have only six {8) months from the date
this notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mall to file a court
action on this claim. (See California Government Code Section 945.6).

You may seek the advice of an aftorney of your choice in connection with
this matter. If you so desire to consult an attorney, you should do so

immediately.

Sinceraly,

LD Z.a...‘.vs-/

Bruoe D. Brown, Risk Manager Il

Risk Management Division
BDB:clp
ce. 0. Winslow

D. Heersema
File '

EXHIBIT A
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ﬁ Los Angeles
" World Airports

T

CERTIFIED RETURN
RECEIPT REQUESTED
May 31, 2014
LA Master Luis G. Hernandez
LA ¢fo C. Michasl AlderLaw PC
Vau Nin 1840 Centuty Park East, 15th Floor
city of 10w A Los Angeles, CA 900867 )
o et RE:  Claimant: Luls C. Hernandez
Soard of Abpost Date cf Loss: November 1, 2013
Conmisstonars LAWA Claim No.:  2013084002/BDB
Soni Q. Burtes
President Dear Master Hemandez:
‘aleria C. Velasco T
Viae Presiient Notice is hereby given that the claim you presented fo the Board of Airport
Galish L. Eshaghisn Commissioners on April 16, 2014 is deemed denied by operation of law. (See
Bomrioe 2. Hou California Government Code Section 912.4).

Mtlh-aw;l.ﬁ.'n’:\?sm
Qr. Cynth (ALY .
- Please note the following:
Gina Wade Undsey
Executive Directar
Subject to certain exceptions, you have only six (8) months from the date

this notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mait to file a court
action on this claim. (See Califomla Government Code Section 945.6).

f You may seek the advice of an aftorney of your choice in connection with
this matter. §f you so desire to consuit an attorney, you should do so
immediately.

Sincerely,

&M ) ,s’*g\\.._\_,

Bruce D. Brown, Risk Manager Hi
Risk Management Division

BDB:clp

cc: Q. Winslow
D. Heersema
File

2
1 Weiid Woy Los Angeles Caffivnia 900458303 Mali RO Do D216 Los Angules Optfermn SUCDSJ2:S Yolephono 310 848 G262 IFRART Www.iawa.esm

EXHIBIT A
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« 5 Los Angeles
World Airports

[

CERTIFIED RETURN
RECEIPT REQUESTED

May 31, 2014

LAX Miss Stephanie M. Hemandez
LiDiatasks c¢/o C. Michas! Alder, Alderl.aw PC
1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor

Wan Nuys

City of Los Angolss Los Angeles, CA 90067

e Satcer RE: Claimant; . Stephanie M. Hernandez

Gourd of Atrpart Date of Loss: November 1, 2013

Commisatoners LAWA Claim No.;  2013084003/BDB

Sean 0. Buston . :

Piasidant Dear Miss Hernandez:

Valeip C. Yeleago

Vige Proskiem Notice is hereby given that the claim you presented to the Board of Airport
Gabrisl L. Enhaghisn Commissioners on April 16, 2014 is deemed denied by operation of law. (See
P California Government Code Section 912.4),

Svlatthes M.AJOTI;IIHDI\
. Cynthi L
iR Tl Pleasa note the following:
Sine Matie Lindaey
Exacuthvd Dirgetot .
Subject to certaln exceptions, you have only six (6) months from the date

this notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mail to file 2 court
action on this claim. (See California Government Code Section 945.6).

/ You may seek the advice of an attorney of your cholce in connection with
this matter. If you so desire to consuit an attorney, you should do so
immediately.

Sincerely,

I/"
- 9
( gm . &’{&u‘%——/

Bruce D. Brown, Risk Manager 1
Risk Management Division

BDB:clp

ce. Q. Winslow
D. Heersema
File

EXHIBIT A
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05/30/2014

C. M. Alder

AlderLaw PC

1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: Our Claim No.: C14-4155
Your Client: Ana Z. Machuca, Luis G. Hernandez and Stephanie Hernandez

Date of Loss: 11/01/2013

Dear Mr. Alder:
The subject claim against the City has been referred to this office.

After rewemng the circumstances of the claim and the apphcable law, it has been determined
that the claim should be denied.

This letter represents a formal notice to you that said claim has been denied. In view of this
action, we are required by law to give you the following warning;

eV WARNING*++

"Subject to certain exceptions, you have only six (6) months from the
date this notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mail to
file & court action alleging state causes of action. The time within
which federal causes of action must be filed is governed by federal
statutes."

"You may seek the advice of an attorney of your choice i connectios
with this matter, If you desire to consult an attorney, you should do so

immediately."
THOMAS H. PETERS
hief Assistant City Attorney
THP:am
Telephone: (213) 978-8277
Enclosure(s)

EXHIBIT A
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PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, Alfred Martinez, declare as follows;

1 am over the age of 18 years and not a party to this action. My business address is 200 North
Main Street, Room 600, City Hall East, Los Angeles, California 90012, which is located in the
county where the mailing described below took place.

I am readily familiar with the business practice at my place of business for collection and
processing correspondence for mailing via the United States Postal Service. Correspondence
so collected and processed is deposited with the United States Postal Service that same day in
the ordinary course of business, .

On 05/30/2014, at my place of business at Los Angeles, California, I mailed a Denial Letter
for Claim Number C14-4155 by placing it, with postage thereon fully prepaid, for collection
and mailing via the United States mail addressed as follows:

C. M. Alder
AlderLaw PC
1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067

I declare under penalty of perjury that the following is true and comect. Executed on
05/30/2014, at Los Angeles, California.

ﬁ%,amwaﬁg

~7 ¢ Alfred Martinez

EXHIBIT A
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'EXHIBIT 2

EXHIBIT A
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FILED
. CLAIM FOR DAMAGES
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES TO PERSON OR PROPERTY
INSTRUCTIONS: 04 APR 17 M 9 U6 5
1. Read dlalm thoroughly. g§s
2. Fill out claim as indicated; attach additional nformation If necessary, . §§
3. Please return this orlginal signed clatm and any attachments E
supporting your claim. This form must be signed. BOARD OF SUPERYISORS E
DELIVER ORUS MAILTO: : COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
EXECUTIVE OFFICER, BOARD OF SUPERVISGRS, ATTENTION: CLAIMS
S0OWEST TEMPLE STREET, ROOM 383, KENNETH HAHN HALL OF
Aummmmou tos maeuf.ﬁfuom ——
1. COUNTY! LPONTIY
T Mg Msr 1 Mis g Machuca, Ane (Sea alfachment A fo st claimanfs) | oo L COM SO
A e A T C ey Park Bast, 161h FL, Los Angeles, CA 80087 Ses Atlachment 8
Sreet Chy St T oot .
TOWE TEEPORE TR TELE G
(3104 276-0131
3, CLAIMANT'S BIRTHDAT! L CLAMAKRTS SOCIAL SECURITY RUMBER 1, NAMES OF ANY GOUNTY EMFLOYEES (AHD THER DEPARTMENTS)
241578 (s Atacnak A fx it °'“""“"’)l—‘(m Attaghment A for 2dd' IVOLVED 4 BIURY ORDAMAGE (¥ APFICABLE):
5 DA"EANDTNEOF BICIOENT NAME DEM,
Approximately 9:20 s.m. an Nmmber 1, 2013 See Attechment £
&, WHERE DO DAMAGE OR PUIRY GOQUA? [} mﬁmmoﬂmiﬁm?mmmﬁ
Temiinal 3 of Los Angeles Int Alrport, 380 WoﬂgiWay, Loy Angelgs.CA 99045 OFMWHTOWEW?MW
Street Ly, State Tip Cod 3 PHONE
)y Dr. Diavid Plorad l {at0) 2224912

7, DESCAIBE IN DETAILHOW DAMAGE O RUURY OCCURED:
Transporlation Securlly Adeainisiralfon Olfficer Gerardo 1. Hemandez {Clalments’ | LAG/Herbor-UCLA Med Cir,, 1000 W. Carson SI,, Carson, CA 80502

husband and father} was shot and kiled at Terminal 3 of LAX by Paul Clancla. | Parameddics of LA Fira Dapt. ]

IAME [ERGHRE

iy

i usrmmmmmﬁm ch
% Wronpful death of Gorsrdo], Hamandaz. lnss of support fo his wite

end childran, ell of whom suffered loss of love, sffection, care, comfor,

. T WERE POLKCE ORFARMEHICS CAUED?
/ JYS o RO soclefy, companionship, and guldance of thelr father end husband,

) VTAS VIEFED DU TO EDRTEG FRsT VT AN
% HAME, ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMEER:

PHYSICIANS -
TOTAL DAMAGES TO BATE: TOTAL ESTIMATED PROSPECTIVE
THET Dr. F DAMAGES:
— s eslimaled $26 miion + $

PHYSIGANS ADORES

Gararde . Hemnandez,

LACHHarbor-UGLA Mad Cir, 1000 W, Caraen St 10} 222-1912
Carson, CA 80502 THIE GLAIV MUST BE SIONED
NOTE: PRESEN TATION OF A FALSE CLAIM IS A FELONY {PENAL CODE SECTION 72}
WARNING

_+ CLAIMS FOR DEATH, INJURY TO PERSON ORTO PERSONAL PRD?ERT\’ MUSTBEFILED NOT LATER THAN 6 MONTHS AFTER THE
QCCURENCE, (GOVERNMENT CODESECTION 911.2) )
i
- ALL OTHER CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES MUSY BEFILED NOT LATER THAN ONE VEAR AFTER THE OCCURRENCE. (GOVERNMENT COD;
SECTION 911.2)
+ SUBJECT TO CERWAIN EXCEPTIONS, YOU HAVE ONLY 51X (6} MONTHS FROM THE DATE OF THE WRITTEN HO‘(ICEOF REJBC‘!‘EON
OF YOUR CLAIM YO FILEA COURT ACTION, {GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 945.6}

- 1EWRITYEN NOTICE OF REJIECTION OF YOUR CLAIM IS NO'T GIVEN, YGU HAVE TWO (2} YEARS FROM ACCRUAL PF THE CAUSE OF ACTION
YO FILE A COURT ACTION. (GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 545.6)
13 PRNTORTIPERANE BATE E 5

MICHAEL ALDER  04/16/14

EXHIBIT A
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oy

. Attachment A
Additional Claimants;

1. Luis G, Hernandez - DOB: 2/12/1999; Social Security # [EDINEN _
. 2. Stephanie M; Hernandez - DOB; 7/8/2002; Social Secucity #: (ENNRIRR ' :

EXHIBIT A
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ATTACHMENT B

What particular ACT or OMISSION do you ¢faim caused the injury or damage? Please give
names of City employees catising the Injury or damage and identity any vehicles invoived
by ficense plate number, if known, .

The City of Los Angeles, including but not limited fo the Los Angeles World Airport
{LAWA), the Airport Pollce at Los Angeles World Aliport, and other City of Los Angeles
agencies, falled to properly hire, supervise, train, staff, and plan for the protection and
safely of Individuals and personnel at Los Angeles Intemational Airport. Further, City of
Los Angeles employees falled In the performance of their duties which created a
dangerous lapse In security that allowed Gerardo ismael Hernandez to be fatally shot and
Kilted at Terminal 3 of Los Angeles Intemationat Alrport by Paul Ciancia. Further, City of
Los Angeles employees prevented andfor delayad medical care to be properly and/for
fimely administered toinjured people. As a direct resuit of the wrongful acts and omissions
of tte-officers, directors, employees and agents, claimants suffered damages.

EXHIBIT A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

648 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION
500 WEST TEMPLE STREET
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 30012-2713 TELEPHONE
(213)974-1913
RACSIMILE

JOHN F. KRATTL!

County Counssl April 22,2014 (213) 6878822
TOD

(213) 633-0901

Michael Alder, Esq.

ALDER LAWP.C,

1840 Century Park East, 15™ Flr.
Los Angeles, California 90067

Re: Claim(s) Presented: April 17, 2014
File Number(s): - 14-1113671*001
Your Client(s): Ana Machuca
Dear Counselor:

This letter is to inform you that the above-referenced claim, which you
presented to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, was rejected on
April 18, 2014.

f A preliminary investigation fails to indicate any involvement on the part
of the County of Los Angeles, its officers, agents, or employees. Accordingly,
your claim was rejected on that basis,

STATE LAW REQUIRES THAT YOU BE GIVEN THE FOLLOWING
"WARNING":

Subject to certain exceptions, you have only (6) months from the date this
notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mail to file a court action on
this claim. See Government Code section 945.6.

10A.1051445.1

EXHIBIT A
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Michael Alder, Esq.
Page 2

This time limitation applies only to causes of action for which
Government Code sections 900 - 915.4 require you to present a claim. Other
causes of action, including those arising under federal law, may have different

time limitations.
Very truly yours,
JOHNEF. KRATTLI
County Counsel
By
Principal Deputy County Counsel
General Litigation Division
IN:ce
HOA.1061445.1

EXHIBIT A
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1 PROOF OF SERVICE
2 File No. 14-1113671*001
3 || STATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Los Angeles:
4 Carolyn Edwards states: Iam employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California,
over the age of eightcen years and not a party to the within action. My business address is 648
5 Iz(;:lnneth Hahn Hall of Administration, 500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, Califoria 90012-
3 :
° A9,
That on Apri 2014, I served the attached
7 .
5 NOTICE OF DENIAL LETTER
- upor-Interested Party(ies) by plaeing-LJ -the-original - —a-true-copy thereof-eqelas_gdinaseaicd;_
9 envelope addressed B4 as follows [J as stated on the atached service list:
10 Michasl] Alder, Esq.
ALDER LAWP.C. ,
31 1840 Century Park East, 15th Flr.
i Los Angeles, California 90067
12 :
By United States mail. I enclosed the documents in a sealed envelope or package addressed to
13 the persons at the addresses on the attached service list (specity one):
(1) O deposited the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service, with the
14 postage fully prepaid. '
15 (2) @ placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following ordinary business
practices. Iam readily familiar with this business's practice for collecting and
16 processing co ndence for mailing. On the same day that correspondence is
L placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of business
17 with the United States Postel Service, in a sealed envelope with postage fully
; prepaid.
18 .
T am a resident or employed in the county where the mailing occurred. The
19 u envelope or package was placed in the mail at Los Angeles, California:
20 I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.
21
" Executed on Apri , 2614, at Los Angeles-California.
22
23
Ly W
- 24 (NAME OF DECLARANT) (SIG A'FURE OF DECI.AR}NT)
25
26
27
28
HOA1036216.1

EXHIBIT A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

648 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATIOR
500 WEST TEMPLE STREET

.08 ANGELES, CALIFORNIA $0012-2713 TELEPHONE
(213)974-1913
JOHN F. KRATTLI FACSIMILE
County Counsel April 22, 2014 (13) 687-8822
™D
{213) 633-0901
Michael Alder, Esq.
ALDER LAWP.C.
1840 Century Park East, 15% Fir.
Los Angeles, California 90067
Re: Claim(s) Presented: April 17, 2014
File Namber(s): 14-1113671*002
Your Client(s): ' Luis Hernandez

Dear Counselor:

This letter is to inform you that the above-referenced claim, which you
presented to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, was rejected on
April 18, 2014

¢ A preliminary investigation fails to indicate any involvement on the patt
of the County of Los Angeles, its officers, agents, or employees. Accordingly,
your claim was rojected on that basis.

STATE LAW REQUIRES THAT YOU BE GIVEN THE FOLLOWING
"WARNING":

Subject to certain exceptions, you have only (6) months from the date this
notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mail to file a court action on
this claim. See Government Code section 945.6.

HOA.1061442.1

EXHIBIT A
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Michael Alder, Esq.
Page2

This time limitation applies only to causes of action for which
Government Code sections 900 - 915.4 require you to present & claim. Other
causes of action, including those arising under federal law, may have different

time limitations.
Very truly yours,
JOHN F. KRATTLI
County Counsel _
B
ANNE NIELSEN
Principal Deputy County Counsel
General Litigation Division
JN:ce
HOA1061442.1

EXHIBIT A
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PROOF OF SERVICE
File No. 14-1113671*002

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Los Angeles:

Carolyn Edwards states: | am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California,
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within action. My business address is 648
K;{];lcﬂl Hahn Hall of Administration, 500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-
2

5K
That on April {7/, 2014, I served the attached
NOTICE OF DENIAL LETTER

.upon Interested Party(ies) b;ezflacing.ﬂ the original 3 a true copy thereofenclosed ina sealed . .
envelope addressed 8 as follows [ as stated on the attached service list:

Michael Alder, Esq.
ALDERLAWP.C.
1840 Century Park East, 15 Fir.
Los Angeles, California 90067

By United States mail, I enclosed the documents in a sealed envelope or package addressed to
the persons at the addresses on the attached service list (specigr one);
(1) O deposited the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service, with the

postage fully prepaid.

(2) B placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following ordinary business
practices. I am readily familiar with this business's practice for collecting and
processing correspondence for mailing. On the same day that correspondence is
placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary coursc of business
with the United States Postal Service, in a sealed envelope with postage fully
prepaid.

I am & resident or employed in the county where the mailing occurred. The
envelope or package was placed in the mail at Los Angeles, California:

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on Aprlt%é 2014, at Los Angel

(NAME OF DECLARANT) 7 (SIG OF DECLARANT)

HOA.1036216.1

EXHIBIT A
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

648 KENNETH HARN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION
500 WEST TEMPLE STREET

L,OS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012-2713 TELEPHONE
(213) 974-1913
JOHN F. KRATTLI FACSIMILE
County Counsel April 22, 2014 (213) 687-8822
™D
(213) 633-0801
Michael Alder, Esq.
ALDERLAWP.C,
1840 Contury Park East, 15® Flr.
Los Angeles, California 90067
Re:  Claim(s) Presented: April 17,2014
File Number(s): ' 14-1113671*003
Your Client(s): Stepbanie Hernandez
Dear Counselor:

This letter is to inform you that the above-referenced claim, which you
presented to the Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, was rejected on
April 18, 2014.

/ A preliminary investigation fails to indicate any involvement on the part
of the County of Los Angeles, its officers, agents, or employees. Accordingly,
your claim was rejected on that basis.

STATE LAW REQUIRES THAT YOU BE GIVEN THE FOLLOWING
"WARNING":

Subject to certain exceptions, you have only (6) months from the date this
notice was personally delivered or deposited in the mail to file a court action on
this claim. See Government Code section 945.6.

HOA.1061436.1

EXHIBIT A
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Michael Alder, Esq.
Page 2

This time limitation applies only to causes of action for which
Govermnment Code sections 900 - 915.4 require you to present a claim. Other
causes of action, including those arising under federal iaw, may have different

time limitations.
. Very truly yours,
JOHN F. KRATTLI
County Counsel
By
{E NIEL.SEN .
Principal Deputy County Counsel
General Litigation Division
JN:ce
HOA1061436.1

EXHIBIT A
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Hl over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within action. My business address is 648

16|
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

PROOF OF SERVICE
File No. 14-1113671*003
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, County of Los Angeles:
Carolyn Bdwards states: Iam employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California,

21{;;1?1’16&1 Hahn Hall of Administration, 500 West Temple Street, Los Angeles, California 90012-

That on Aprﬂd S, 2014, 1 served the attached
NOTICE OF DENIAL LETTER

upon Interested Party(ies} .bglacing_l:l..the otiginal @ atrue-copy.thergof enclosed in a sealed.-...|. -
envelope address as follows [J as stated on the attached service list:

Michael Alder, Fsq.
ALDERLAWP.C,
1840 Century Park East, 15th Flr.
Los Angeles, California 90067

By United States mail, ] enclosed the documents ina sealed envelope or package addressed to
the persons at the addresses on the attached service list (speci one):
(1) I deposited the sealed envelope with the United States Postal Service, with the

postage fully prepaid.
(2) ® placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following ordinary business

28

practices. I am readily familiar with this business's practice for collecting and
processing correspondence for mailing. On the same day that correspondence is
placed for collection and mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of business
with th:f. United States Postal Service, in a sealed envelope with postage fully
prepal

I am a resident or employed in the county where the mailing occurred. The
envelope or package was placed in the mail at Los Angeles, California:

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Exccuted on April 0’2‘5’, glél, at Los Angeles
OF DECLARANT)

(NAME OF DECLARANT)

HOA.1036216.1 _ '; C e
EXHIBIT A
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K {/"'\' Pk ?’
=3 ; * Civ-010
[_A.m' ﬁu-,m&u' Rarmier, e addmysy: N FOR COURT WSE oNLY
|_Michael Alder, Esq. SB#170381 )
Mary L. Caruso, Esg. SB§ 282110
AlderLaw, P.C.
1840 Century Park Bast, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90067 . -.
Taemioneno: (310)275-9131 FAXNO. fOptenal: [31.0) 275~-9132 P
EdeAL ADDRESS (Opmns; MCAXUs0Ralderlaw.com
ATTGRNEY FoR Plaintiffg, ANA 2. MACHUCA, et al. .
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles . NED
smeeraponiser 111 N. Hill Street } REGE 4 @%FEEBI{F%
MANGADDRESS: — SAME - Gc‘ “1 Qm mm ™
envanzrcooe: LOs Angeles, CA 90012 ATt
srvciinve Central aqOM 102 0CT 07 2014
PLANTIFFIPETITIONER: ANR 2. MACHUCA, et al. : lShniLCuur ENcalive OfiftenClark
¥wclls Dieputy
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et azl. i
APPLIC'ATIONANDORDERFORAPPO!NTMENT . CASENUMEER: 01 8 .
OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM--CHVIL, .
[ EX PARTE B0 560

NOTE: This form s for use In elvil proceedings in which 3 party Is a minor, an incapacitated person, ora person far
whom a conservator has been appolnted, A parly who seeks tho appointment of a goardian ad iitem In a family law or

1. Applicant fneme): LUIS G. HERNANDEZ * Is
a. {_] the parent of fname):
5. [_1 the guardian of {name):
c. [} the conservator of fnama):
d. [X] apanyto the suit,
a. the mior to be reprasented (if the minor s 14 yeors of age or aldar),
t. L] ancther interested parson {specify capacity); .
2. This application seaks the appoiniment of the foliowing parson as guardian a tem (slale name, sddress, end lefaphone msmber);

ANA 2. MACHUCA, cofo Alderlaw, PC, 1840 Century Park East, 1Sth Floor, los
Angeles, CA 90067; (310} 275-5131. ' .

3. The guardian ad Dem Is to sepresent the interests of the following person (state naﬁue. address, and fefaphone numbes):
LUIS G. HERNANDEZ, c/o Alderlaw, PC, 1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor, Los
Angeles, CA 90067; (310) 275-9131.

i—.‘.l
4, ‘pgg person to be represented ks:
5[X] a minor {date of binth): 2/12/1999
b1 an incompelent person,
=] aparsoriforwhom a conservator has been appointed.
5. ik court shauld appoiit a guardian &d ltem becagse:
@.[X] the persan named in item 3 has a cause or causes of action on which suit shoufd be brought (deseribe):
b, Please see attachement 5a for causes of action resulting in minor's fathers

o death.
(] Continued on Attachment 52 a

I ‘ 1or2
Pom et Moy s APPLICATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT s Dot ot G e,

CIVOLD [Rav, Jarnusry 1, 2008] OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL _ & §aMotace

EXHIBIT A

- -

S —
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9

=

Page ID #:60

Civ-a1o

+
L. CEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: LOS_ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

| PLANTIFFPEMTIONER-ANA 2. MACHUCA, ot al.

GAEE HUMBET:

5.b. {___] more than 10 days hava elapsed since

- In{lem 3, and no spplication far
item J'or any other person.

o. {X] the person named in item 3 has no guardian or conservalor of his or her estate,

+d. [X] the appointmant of a guardian

[] Continued on Attachment 54,
* 8, The proposed guardian ad litem's relatien
o. [X] retated (state refationship): pa

b. (] not related (speciy copaoily):

7.Thepropnsedguardianadﬁhmisﬁﬂlymr;peten1and
represent and has no interests adverse o the interests
any possitla adverse inferosts, descrive and expiain

i ] Continued on Attachrient 7.

Mary L. Caruso, Esq.

the summans In the ahove-entitled malter was served on the pereon named

the appoiniment of a guardlan ad lem has been mada by the person Identified in

d fern i necessary for the following reasons (specify):
To pursue a civil action.

ship tothe parson he or she wii{ he repreu-mting is;

rent

(TYPE GR PRINT NANE}

Oae: October & , 2014

OF ATTORNEY)

I dectare under penalty of pagury under the laws of the Stata of Colifamia that the foregolng Is true and cormecd,

b Dpsscar)35

qualified o understand end protect the rights of the person he or she will
of that parson. (i thera are any Issues of comgetency or qualiication or
why the propased guardian should nevaribeless be appointed):

LUIS G, HERNANDEZ _
‘ (IYPECRPRINT NAVE) {ICNATURE OF AP
f
CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARD! D LITEM

| cansent to the appol tas guardian ad ktam undser the ahove petitian,

Date; Octobex ¢ 2014

ANB 7. MACHUCA ~
_ ) {VYPE OR PRINT Nais) WGN\WWEWMIM
! = p—_

! abplication, as requestsd.

fHE COURT ORDERS that fnams): Qa2 Machves
@hemby appalnted as the guardian ad litem for faame): Luis G, Helopn
for the reasons set fotth In liem 5 of the application,

' ‘ﬁ:l'E COURT FINDS that itls reascnab!aland neceasary o aphoint a guardian ad litam for tha parson named in item 3 of tha

ORDER [X) EX PARTE

I

EXHIBIT A

Paga 2of2

Pate:
e Jh=1¥rY R RTHARRISON“"""“""“”"g K
e . 7 srarurs rovows Lsr AT,
Lo,
CVOI0 e becaiy 1,2006] APPLICATION AND ORDER FOR APPORNTMENT
OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL
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PETITIONERIPLAINTIFF:  ANB, 7. MACHUGA et al. CASE NUKBER:
RESPONDENTIDEEENDANT L@S BN'GEI:ES WGRID AIRPORTS, et al.

ATTACHMENT 5A

1.Liability for Inmjuries Caused by Employeé Within Scope of Employment
(Cal Government Code §815.2 )

2.Liability for Injuries Caused by Independent Contractors

(Gal. Government Code §815.4)

3.Liability for Injuries Caused Axising from Mandatory Duty of Publie Entlty
{Cal. Government Code E§15.6)

4. Ligakility for Iijuries Caused by Failure to Inspect, or Negligent
Inspéction of Property

(Gal. Government Code §818.6)

5.Liability for Injuri¢s Caused by Dangeroius Condition of Property
{Cal. Goveinment Code §835 et seq )

EXHIBIT A
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-

g . CIV-010
Tm’fm Stule Bar unber, and sdtassy FORCOURTUSE ONLY

|_Michael Alder, Esqg. SB#170381
Mary L. Caruso, Rsq. SBE 282110

1840 Century Park Bast, 15th Floor ) |~

Los Angeles, CA 50067 . :
Tausvioneno: {310)275-9131 FAXND. (0t (31.0) 275-9132

FOL ADCAESS (Oia MOEYUSOR2ldexlaw, com
al.

aorvevrargvscer Plaintiffs, AMA Z, MACHUCA, et

. SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles aec
smesvanorese 111 N, Hill Street ) “1 4 _ﬁ{m .
seunosooRes:: - SAME - . . 0‘»‘ ‘07'3‘ mﬁ,‘ﬂ%
orvanzecons: Los Angeles, CA 90012 - ROQN\
sraxcnane Central. ) .
PLAINTIFF/FETIMONER: ANR 2. MACHUCA, et al. ' ‘ M%UCT 0720“
: d y ® OffcasiCle
DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al. B =", Dopury
" APPLICATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTNENT R .
OF QUARBIAN AD LITEM--CIVIL '
[CIEXPARIE Bc55001

NOTE: This form Is for use in ¢ivil proceedings In whith a party Is a minor, sn Incapacitated porson, of @ person for
whom a conservafor hae been appoiniod. A party who seeks the appointment of @ guerdian ad lltan in a family law or
+ juvenile praceeding should use form FL-935. A parly who seoks the appointment of @ guardian ad litem In a probate
proceeding should use form DE-350/GC-109, An individual cannot act as a guardien ad literm unlsss he or she ls
represanted by an altomey or ks an atiomey. . .

1. Applicant (namej: ANA Z, MACHUCA . Is
& the parent of {neme); STEPHANIE M. HERNANDRZ
b. [ theguardian of (nams);
¢. [_] tha cansamvator of (nama):
6. [] a pantytothesuit. :
o. [__] the minarto be epresented (i the minoris 14 years of sgo or cldsr).
£ ] another interested person (specily capacity):

- 2. This epplication seeks the appolntment of tha following person as guardian ad TRem (stale rame, address, end falephons number):

ANA %. MACHUCA, c/o Alderlaw, PC, 1840 Century Park East, L5th Floor, Los
Angeles, CA 20067; (310) 275-9131,

3. The guardian ad iitem Is ta represént the interests of the follewing parson (stats nume, address, and telaphone number):-
STEPHANIE M. HERNANDBZ, o/o Alderlaw, PC, 1840 Century Park Rast, 15th Floor, Los
Angéles, CA 90067; (310) 275-913).- .

e
4, Ihe person to be reprasented Is:
A (X1 aminor (date of birth): 7/8 /2002
b, (] enincompatent person,
G. [1 aperson forvitom & conservator has been appeinted. |
5.4‘-'111@ court should appoint a guardish ad litem bacsuse: -
~a. [X] theperson named In ttem 3 has a cause or causes of 8ction on which sult should be brought (describe):
0 Please sea attachement 5a for caues of action resulting in minor's fathers

c death.

£x] continued un Atachment e,
* Pagoiota

Faun Adwecd o Mandaty e APPLICATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT e cf U et

NP0 i oty 1 008 OF GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL

N

EXHIBIT A

AlderLaw, EB.C. T
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—— s

2

PLANTIFFIPETTONERANA. 2. MACHUCA, et al. - o | csemman

PONDENT: 1.0S LE; RLD AIRPOR' et al. _
6.6, [ mose then 10 days have elapsed since ihe summons In tha above-entitied mattor was served on'the persan named
in lam 3, and no application for the appoinimant of & guardian ad ilam has baen made by the parsan Identifisd in
iten 3 or any other person.
¢ (3] the parson named in ftm 3 has no guardien or congervator of his of har estate.
d. [X]the appolintment of a guardian ad fitam s necessary fo the fallswing redisons {epocity):
To pursue & civil action.

-] Continued on Attachment 5d. . :
B. The propesed guardian ad Bem's relationship to ihe parson he or she wif be repregenting 1s;
& [X] relaied (stale relationship): parent
b, 7 not releted fepocity capacity): _ .
7. The proposed guaidian ad fitem Is fully compstent-and qualified to understand and protedt the fghts of 1he parech he or sha wil
repraseql and has no intergsts aduarse to tha interesis of that person. (If there ae any issues of somposoncy or qualification or
any possibie adverse inferesls, deserib and-axplaln why the proposed guardian should fevertieless be eppointed):

' {3 Continued on Atachmeni 7.
Maxry L, Caruso, Foq, a 7 4 'J.f Al
(TYPE R PRINT RAME)

Jdociare under penalty of perury under te fws of tha State.of Californ'a that tha foregatefNs
Cate: October & , 2014

¢ (TVPEOR PRINTNAME; Vi shnalins & arbucan
. Nt
CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM

| conzent to the appoZI‘mm 28 guardian ad litem under.the abave petitlon,
Date; October £, 2014

{TYPE GRPAINT NANE) BONATUENF PROPEED GUARBWN AB LITEM

H . . omﬁ"@ex PARTE ~—

- THE COURT FINDS that it is resgonable and nacassary to appaint a guardian ad litem for the paron named in ltom 3 af the
™ applicotion, g8 rejuesiod. .

.

P
THE'COURT ORDERS that fname): unp 2 M chweh
1) hereliy appainted as the guardian nei m’;m for {name}: She heme. fﬂ . qupéﬂ'}—
. for the reasons set forth in item G 'of the application,

A Date: ;-
¢ [/ 0 ‘/’/ 7Y ROBERT HARRISON o=

(ad c BIGMATUNE FALLEWE LART ATTAGHMENT
M : :
G010 (Rav: Jemiany 1, 2003) APPLICATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTIMENT | Pgoon2
OF GUARDIAN Al LITENM--CIVIL

EXHIBIT A
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[}

PETITIONER/PLAINTIFF: ANA %. MACHUCA, et al. CASE NUMBER:

RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT: L0OS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

ATTACHMENT 5A

1.Liability for Injuries Caused by Employee Within Scope of Employment
(Cal. Government Code §815.2 )

2.Liability for Injuries Caused by Independent Contractors

(Cal., Government Code §815.4)

3.Liability for Injuries Caused Arising from Mandatory Duty of Public Entlty
(Cal. Government Code §B815.6)

4.Liability for Injuries Caused by Failure to Inspect, or Negligent
Inspection of Property

(Cal. Government Code §818.6)

5.Liability for Injuries Caused by Dangerous Condition of Property
(Cal. Government Code §835 et seq.)

So@ﬁ%g

EXHIBIT A
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - UNLIMITED CIVIL PERSONAL INJURY CASE

Case Number : BG 5 6 O 0 1 g

Your case is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicated below (Local Rule 3.3(c)).

THIS FORM O BE SERVED WITH THE SUMMONS AND COMPL

,ASS'IGNED JUDGE DiE ROOM ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ROOM

¥

/ Hon. Gregory Kecsian 271 ) 635
o ——

Hon. Elia Weinbach 92 633

Hon, Gail Feuer 93 631

Hon, Teresa Beaudet 97 630

&
] Q;\
\\o
.\:\\
%,6
E’&Q
\
A)
\ o
%L 13
3
¥
T
‘L'L
S
&
&

Given to the Plaintiff/Cross-Complainant/Attorney of Record on)eT 07261 ! SHERRI R.-CARTER, Executive Officer/Clerk

LACIV PI 190 {Rev09/13)
LASC Approved 05-06 By , Deputy Clerk
For Optical Use ' '
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT -
UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE

EXHIBIT A
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s-pm] Ecm] ln" Of Califorala
Caunty Of Las Angeles
2
APR 04 2014
3 Sherri R, Carter, Exocutive Officer/Clerk
4 W%Lm
5 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
6 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
In re Personal Injury Cases Assigned to the )

g ||Personal Injury Courts (Departments 91, 92,) SECOND AMENDED GENERAL ORDER
93, and 97)

) REPERSONAL INJURY COURT (“PI
9 ) Court”) PROCEDURES (Effective as of
) January 6, 2014)
10
1 | gﬁ'&%w
DEPARTMENT: 91 92 93, 97
12 Q}\ .
N
13 ATU. N “
| S
14 s Date: A\ - at 10:00 a.m,
\\'.) L] .
W\

13 TRIAL: D
16 Ry |

¢ Date: _r%:'o at 8:30 a.m.
17 \ Y |

, OSCre Dl%ﬂg& (Code Civ. Proc., § 583.210):

19 gcgt- Date: at 8:30 a.m.
20

- TO EACH PARTY AND TO THE ATTORNEY OF RECORD FOR EACH PARTY:
21

” Pursuant to the California Code of Civil Procedure (“C.C.P.”), the Californig
7 Rules of Court, and the Los Angeles County Court Rules (“Local Rules”), the Lo

2% Angeles Superior Court (“LASC” or “Court”) HEREBY AMENDS
25 ||SUPERSEDES ITS July 15, 2013 AMENDED GENERAL ORDER AND
26

27

i . 41414

EXHIBIT A
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| | GENERALLY ORDERS AS FOLLOWS IN THIS AND ALL OTHER GENERAL
2 || JURISDICTION PERSONAL INJURY ACTIONS:

Effective March 18, 2013, the Court responded to systemic budget reductions by‘
centralizing the management of more than 18,000 general jurisdiction personal injury case%
in the Stanley Mosk Coﬁhom. LASC opened three Personal Injury Courts (“PI Courts”)
(Departments 91, 92 and 93), and on January 6, 2014, a fourth (Department 97) to adjudicate

all pretrial matters for these cases. It also established a Master Calendar Court (Departmenq

w o m 3

One), to manage the assignment of trials to 31 dedicated Trial Courts located countywide,

10 || This Amended General Order lays out the basic procedures for the PI Courts’ management oﬁ

U1 I pretrial matters. The parties will find additional information about the PI Courts on thd

12 court’s website, www.lasuperiorcourt.org.

1 i. To ensure proper assignment to a PI Court, Plaintiff(s) must carefully fill out the Civil

:: Case Cover Sheet Addendum (form LACI\_/ 109). The Court defines “personal injury” as:

16 “an unlimited civil case described on the Civit Case Cover Sheet Addendum and

17 Statement of Location (LACIV 109) as Motor Vehicle-Personal Injury/Property
‘18 Damage/Wrongful Death; Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death-

19 Uninsured Motorist; Product Liability (other than asbestos or

20 toxic/environmental); Medical Malpractice-Physicians & Surgeons; Other

21 Professional Health Care Malpractice; Premises Liability; Intentional Bodily

2 Injury/Property Damage/Wrongfizl Death; or Other Personal Enjury/Property

23 Damage/Wrongful Death, An action for intentional infliction of emotional

24 distress, defamation, civil rights/discrimination, or malpractice {other than

2 medicpl malpmctice),ris not included in this definition. An action for injury to

2: real property s not included in this definition.” Local Rule 2.3(a)(1)(A).

2 ‘ 4/4/ 11

EXHIBIT A
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1 The Court will assign a case to the PI Courts if plaintiff{s) check any of the following
2 boxes in the Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum:
3 L A7100 Motor Vehicle — Persona! Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful
) Death
5
p 0O A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death -~ Uninsured
. Motorist |
s O A7260 Product Liability (not asbestos or toxic/environmental)
9 0 A7210 Medical Malpractice — Phyﬁchns & Surgeons
10 0 A7240 Medical Malpractice — Other Prefessiona! Health Care Malpractice
1 O A7250 Premises Lisbility (e.g., slip and fall)
:: O A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death (e.g.,
" assault, vandatism etc.)
i5 O A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death
16 The Court will not assign cases to the PI Courts if plaintif{s) check any boxes
17 elsewhere in the Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum (any boxes on pages two and
18 three of that form).
19

20 2. The Court sets the above dates in this action in the PI Court circled above
21 1| (Department 91, 92, 93, or 97) at the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, 111 North Hill Street, Loi
22 || Angeles, CA 90012, Cal. Rules of Court, Rules 3.714(b)(3), 3.729.

23 || SERVICE OF SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
24 |3 Plaintiff(s) shall serve the summons and complaint in this action upon defendant(s)
25 || within three veass of the date when the complaint is filed. C. C. P. § 583.210, subd. (s). On
2%

the OSC re Dismissal date noted above, the PI Court will dismiss the action and/or all
27

k! : 4/4/ 14

EXHIBIT A
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I }|unserved parties unless the plaintiff{s) show cause why the action or the unserved parties
should not be dismissed. C.C.P. §§ 583.250; 581, subd. (5)(4).

4. The Court sets the above trial and FSC dates on condition that plaintiff(s) effectuate
service on defendant(s) of the summons and complaint within six months of filing the
complaint, Upon a showing that the plaintifi{s) failed to effect service within six months, the|
Pl Court will vacate the trial and FSC date noted above,

g ||STIPULATIONS TO CONTINUE TRIAL
9 [[3- - Provided that all parties agree (and there is no violation of the “five-year rule,” C.C.P.

10 |{ § 583.310), the parties may advance or continue any trial date in the PI Courts without

i showing good cause or articulating any reason or justification for the change. To continue or

12 advance a trial date, the parties (or their counsel of record) should jointly execute and file (in

13

Room 102 of the Stanley Mosk Courthouse; fee required) a Stipulation to Continue Trial,
14

FSC and Related Motion/Discovery Dates (form available on the court’s website, Personal
15

1% Injury Court link). The PI Courts schedule FSCs for 10:00 a.m., eight (8) court days before
17 || the trial date. Parties seeking to continue the trial and FSC dates shall file the Stipulation at
‘18 || least eight court days before the FSC date. Parties seeking to advance the trial and FSC

19 || dates shall file the Stipulation at least eight court days before the proposed advanced FSC

20 || date. Code Civ. Proc., § 595.2; Gowvt. Code § 70617, subd. (c)(2).

21 NO CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCES

22 '
6. The PI Courts do not conduct Case Management Conferences. The parties need nof

file a Case Managemeni Statement,
24

s LAW AND MOTION
26 || Chambers Capies Required

27

4 | 44n4

EXHIBIT A
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11]7. In addition to filing original motion papers in Room 102 of the Stanley Mosk

Courthouse, the parties must deliver, directly to the PI Court courtrooms, an extra copy|

W

(marked “Chambers Copy") of reply briefs and all other motion papers filed less than seven

(7) court days before a hearing calendared in the PI Courts. The PI Courts also strongly]

(V]

encourage the parties filing and opposing lengthy motions, such as motions for summaryJ
judgment/adjudication, to submit one or more three-ring binders organizing the Chambery
Copies behind tabs.

W oee o~ &N

Reservation of Hearing Date

10 ||8. Parties are directed to reserve hearing dates for motions in the PI Courts using the

It {l Court Reservation System available online at www.lasuperiorcourt.org (link on homepage).

2 1! parties or counsel who are unable to utilize the online Court Reservation System may reserve

13
& motion hearing date by telephoning the PI Court courtroom, Monday through Friday,
14 .
between 3:00 p.m. and 4:00 p.m.
15

16 Withdrawal of Motion

17 119 California Rules of Court, Rule 3.1304(b) requires a moving party to notify the courg
"18 |limmediately if a matter will not be heard on the scheduled date. In keeping with that rule, the

19 {|Pl Courts urge parties who amend pleadings in response to demurrers to file amended

20 i pleadings before the date when opposition to the demurrer is due so that the P1 Courts do no§

21 needlessly prepare tentative rulings on demurrers.

22
Discovery Motions

10.  Informal Discovery Conferences (“IDCs™). On a daily basis, the PI Court judges are

avaitable to conduct 30-minute, in-person IDCs with lead trial counsel on each side (or

23
24

25
96 || another attorney who has full authority to make binding agreements in discovery disputes).

27

5 - wang

EXHIBIT A
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1 1} The PI Court judges will not make rulings in an IDC. The purpose of the IDC is to help the
parties resolve discovery disputes by agreement rather than by motion practice. To that end,
an IDC judge may refer the parties to applicable code sections or other legal authorities. The
IDC judge may also promote compromise by suggesting agreements to narrow the scope of
the requests, to provide amended responses that better explain the responding party’s
compliance, or to use an alternative, more efficient means of discovery. The PI Court judges!
g |[find that, in nearly every case, the parties amicably resolve their discovery disputes at, or as a
9 ||result of, the IDCs.

10 |}11.  Scheduling IDCs. Parties should reserve (and, if necessary, promptly cancel)

11l appointments for IDCs via email to PISMC@lasuperiorcourt.org. Parties should schedule an

12 IDC as soon as a discovery dispute arises, and before any party filesa discovery motion. The

13
PI Court judges expect the parties to make every effort to resolve discovery disputes by

14

conferring in person or on the telephone before the PI Court judge invests time in the IDC|
15

i Scheduling or participating in an IDC does not extend any deadlines imposed by the Code of]

17 ||Civil Procedure for noticing and filing motions to compel or motions to compel further
18 j|discovery. In order to avoid unnecessary ex parfe applications, the PI Courts recommend
19 [1that the parties extend deadlines for filing discovery motions .and for serving discoveryr
20 | responses pending their participation in the IDC.

21

i2. ses. The PI Courts will not hear motions to

22
compel further discovery unless and until (a) the parties participate in an IDC; or (b) the
23

moving party submits evidence, by way of declaration, that the opposing party has failed or
24

25 refused to participate in an IDC. To allow time for an IDC at least 16 court days before the
26 motion hearing, parties must reserve a hearing on any motion to compel further discovery at

27

6 | 4!4!!3
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1 1110:00 a.m. on a date at least 60 days after the date when the reservation is made. Parties
must reserve an IDC with the same judge who is scheduled to hear any discovery motion

involving the same discbvery. Likewise, a party who participates in an IDC regarding certain

W N

discovery requests, and then files a motion to compel further responses to the same discovery

Lh

requests, must calendar the motion for a hearing before the same judge who conducted the

-~

IDC. After participating in an IDC, a moving party may advance the hearing on a motion to
g || compel further discovery to 10:00 a.m. on any available hearing date that complies with the
9 || notice requirements of the Code of Civil Procedure. The PI Courts may consider a party’s
10 |l failure or refusal to participate in.an IDC as a factor in deciding whether or not to award

11 ] sanctions on a motion to compel further discovery.

12 Ex Parte Applications

13 .
13, Under the California Rules of Court, courts may only grant ex parte relief upon

14 <
showing, by admissible evidence, that the moving party will suffer “irreparable harm,”
15 .

6 “immediate danger,” or where the moving party identifies “a statutory basis for granting
17 relief ex parte.” Cal. Rules of Court, Rule 3.1202(c). With over 6,000 cases in each docket]
i 18 || the three PI Courts have no capacity to hear multiple ex parte applications or to shorten timq

19 |fto add hearings to their fully booked motion calendars. The PI Courts do not regard the

20 || Court’s unavailability for timely motion hearings as an “immediate danger” or threat 01
21

“irreparable harm” justifying ex parte relief. Instead of seeking ex parte relief, counse

22 .

should reserve the earliest available motion hearing date, and stipulate with all parties td
23 _ '

continue the trial to a date thereafter using the Stipulation to Continue Trial, FSC and Related
24
25 | Motion/Discovery Dates (form available on the court’s website, PI Court Tab). Counsel
26
27
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1 |ishould also check the Court Reservation System from time to time because eatlier hearing
2 || dates may become available as cases settle or counse] otherwise take hearings off calendar.
REQUEST FOR TRANSFER TO INDEPENDENT CALENDAR DEPARTMENT

14. Pa}'ties secking to transfer a case from a PI Court to an Independent Calendar (“I/C")
Court shall file (in Room 102 of the Stanley Mosk Courthouse) and serve the Court's
“Motion to Transfer Complicated Personal Injury Case to Independent Calendar Court”

g || (form available on the Court’s website, PI Courts link). The PI Courts will transfer & matter
9 |[to an F/C Court if the case is not a “Personal Injury” case as defined in the General Order re
10 || General Jurisdiction PI Cases, or if it is “complicated.” In determining whether a personal
1 {linjury case is too “complicated” for the PI Courts to manage, the PI Courts will consider,
among other things, whether the case will involve numerous parties, cross-complaints,
witnesses (including expert witnesses), and/or pretrial hearings.

15.  Parties opposing a motion to transfer have five court days to file (in Room 102) an
Opposition (using the same Motion to Transfer form).
17 [|16-  The PI Courts will not conduct a hearing on any Motion to Transfer to I/C Court;
18 || Although the parties may stipulate to transfer a case to an Independent Calender Department,
19 }| the PI Courts will make an independent determination whether to transfer the case or not.

20 || GENERAL ORDER - FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE

2l 17.  Parties shali comply with the requirements of the FI Couris’ “Amended General
22
Order — Final Status Conference,” which shali be served with the summons and complaint.
23
JURY FEES
24
25 18.  Parties must pay jury fees no later than 365 calendar days after the filing of the initial
2 complaint. (Code Civ. Proc., § 631, subds. (b) and (c).)
27

8 _ 41414
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ll JURY TRIALS

2 {119.  The PI Courts do not conduct jury trials, On the trial date, a PI Court will transfer the
case to the Master Calendar Court in Department One in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse!
Department One assigns the case out for trial to one of 31 dedicated Trial Courts located in
the Stanley Mosk, Chatsworth, Van Nuys, Santa Monica, Torrance, Long Beach, Pomona,
and Pasadena courthouses.
g || SANCTIONS

9 |120.  The Court has discretion to impose sanctions for any violation of this general order.

10 {|(C.C.P. §§ 128.7, 187 and Gov. Code, § 68608, subd. (b).)
11

12  Dated: April 4, 2014

) . lﬂm/ﬂszmj

Dartel J. Bucklej

15 Supervising Judge, Civil

6 Los Angeles Superior Court
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

27

9 - 4/4/14

EXHIBIT A



Case 2:14-cv-09852-MRP-RZ Document 1 Filed 12/26/14 Page 75 of 97 Page ID #:75

10
1"
12
13
14
15
16

17

18

19

21

22

23

25

FILED
ey OfLn Ay
APR 04 204

Sherei R. Cuater, Exccotive Officer/Clerk
By%n.{..ﬂw

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT

In re Personal Injury Cases Assigned to the Case No.:
Personal Injury Courts (Departments 91, 92,

93, and 97),

PERSONAL INJURY ("PI") COURTS

)

:

) FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE,
)

) (Effective as of January 6, 2014)

)

The dates for Trial and Final Status Conference (“FSC") having been set in this matter, the Court,
HEREBY AMENDS AND SUPERSEDES ITS July 19, 2013 AMENDED GENERAL
ORDER - FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE AND GENERALLY ORDERS AS

» | FOLLOWS IN THIS AND ALL OTHER GENERAL JURISDICTION PERSONAL

INJURY ACTIONS:
1. PURPOSE OF THE FSC _

The purpose of the FSC is to verify that the parties/counsel are completely ready to
proceed with tria! continuously and efficiently, from day to day, until verdict. The PI Courts
will verify at the FSC that all parties/counsel have (1) prepared the Exhibit binders and Trial
Document binders and (2) met and conferred in an effort to stipulate to ultimate facts, legal
issut.-;s. motions in limine, an_d the authentication and admissibility of exhibits.

/

Amended General Order FSC - 1

EXHIBIT A

SECOND AMENDED GENERAL ORDER -
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2. TRIAL DOCUMENTS TO BE FILED

At least five calendar days prior to the Final Status Conference, the parties/counsel shail serve
and file (in Room 102 of the Stanley Mosk Courthouse) the following Trial Readiness
Documents:

A.  TRIAL BRIEFS (OPTIONAL)
Each party/counsel may file, but is not required to file, a trial brief sﬁccinctly identifying:

(1) the claim_s and defenses subject to litigation,;

(2) the major legal issues (with supporting points and authorities);

(3) the relief claimed and calculation of damages sought; and

(4) any other infonhation that may assist the court at triat.

B.  MOTIONS IN LIMINE
Before filing motions in limine, the parties/counsel shall comply with the statutory notice
provisions of Code of Civil Procedure (“C.C.P.”) Section 1005_ and the requirements of Los
Angeles County Court Rule (*Local Rule”) 3.57(a). The caption of each motion in limine shall
concisely identify the evidence that the moving party seeks ﬁ preclude. Parties filing more than
one motion in limine shall number them consecutively, Parties ﬁligg opposition and reply papersT
shall identify the corresponding motion number in the caption of their papers.

C.  JOINT STATEMENT TO BE READ TO THE JURY
For jﬁry trials, the parties/counsel shall work together to prepare and file a joint written statement]
of the case for the court to read to the jury. Local Rule 3.25(iX4).

D.  JOINT WITNESS LIST

Amended General Order FSC -2

EXHIBIT A
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17&' proposed California Civil Jury Instructions for Judges and Attorneys (“CACI™) insiructions to

The parties/counse] shall work together to prepare and file a joint list of all witnesses that each
party intends to call (excluding impeachment and rebuttal ﬁmwm). Local Rule 3.25(1)(5).
The joint witness list shall identify each witness by name, specify which witnesses are experts,
and estimate the length> of the direct, cross examination re-direct examination (if any) of each
witness. The parties/counsel shall identify and all potential witness scheduling issues and special
reguirements. Any party/counsel who seeks to elicit testimony from a witness not identified on
the witness list must first make a showing of good cause.

E.  LIST OF PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS (JOINT AND

CONTESTED)

The parties/counsel shall jointly prepare and file a list of proposed jury instructions, organized in
numerical order, specifying the instructions upon which all sides agree and the contested

instructions, if any.
F. JURY INSTRUCTIONS (JOINT AND CONTESTED)

The parties/counsel shall prepare a complete set of full-text proposed jury instructions, editing alll

insert party names and eliminate blanks and irrelevant material. The parties shall prepare special
instructions in a format ready for submission to the jury (placing citations of authority and the

identity of the requesting party above the text in compliance with Local Rules 3.170 and 3.171).

G. JOINT VERDICT FORM(S)
The parties/counsel shall prepare and jointly file a proposed general verdict form or special

verdict form (with interrogatories) acceptable to all sides. If the parties/counse] cannot agree on

Amended General Order FSC - 3

EXHIBIT A
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| numerically in three-ring binders (a set for the Court, the Judicial Assistant and the witnesses).

a joint verdict form, each party must separately file a proposed verdict form. Local Rule
5.25(i)(7) and (8).
/
H.  JOINT EXHIBIT LIST

The parties/counsel shall prepare and file a joint exhibit list organized with columns identifying
each exhibit and specifying each party’s evidentiary objections, if any, to admission of each
exhibit. To comply with Local Rules 3.52(i)(5) and 3.53, the parties shatl meet and confer in an
effort to resolve objections to the admissibility of each exhibit.

3. EVIDENTIARY EXHIBITS
The parties/counse! shall jointly prepare (and be ready to temporarily lodge for inspection at the
FSC), three sets of tabbed, intemally paginated and properly-marked exhibits, organized

The parties/counse! shall mark all non-documentary exhibits and insert a simple written
description of the exhibit behind the corresponding numerical tab in the exhibit binder.

4. TRIAL BINDERS REQUIRED IN THE PI COURTS

The parties/counsel shall jointly prepare (and be ready to temporarily lodge for inspection at
the FSC) the Trial Documents, tabbed and organized into three-ring binders as fotlows:

Tab A: Trial Briefs

Tab B: Motions in limine

Tab C: Joint Statement to Be Read to the Jury

Tab D: Joint Witness List

Tab E: Ioint List of Jury Instructions (identifying the agreed upon and contested

instructions)

Amended General Order FSC - 4'
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Tab F: Joint and Contested Jury Instructions

Tab G: Joint and/or Contested Verdict Forms

The parties shall organize motions in limine (tabbed in numerical order) behind teb B with
the opposition papers and reply papers for each motion placed directly behind the moving
papers. The parties shall organize proposed jury instructions behind tab F, with the agreed upon
instructions first in order followed by the contested instructions (including special instructions)
submitted by each side. - |

5. FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH FSC OBLIGATIONS

| The court has discretion to require any party/counsel who fails or refuses to comply with this

General Order to Show Cause why the court should not impose monetary, evidentiary and/or

issue sanctions (including the entry of a default or the striking of an answer).

Dated this 4™ day of April, 2014

lleslfuses
iel J. Budkley b
Civil

Supervising Judge,
Los Angeles Superior Court

Amended General Order FSC-§
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VOITUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery
Rasqluﬁon Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are
voluntary sﬁpu!aﬁons entered into by the parties. The pm'ﬂaa
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K LonAnmcouMyBarAamhﬂan
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®Consumer Attorneys Association of Las Angelese
$8outhern Callfomnia Defense Counsel @

omwm_ou of Business Trial Lawyers ¢

Lowyers Amseciaiion
$Caiifornia Emplayment Lawyers Association
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CM-180

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Mame, Stale Bar number, and addrass). EOR COURT USE ONLY

L Rodolfo F. Ruiz (SBN 163877) Alyssa K. Chrystal (SBN 287433)
VANDERFORD & RUIZ, LLP
221 E. Walnut Street, Suite 106, Pasadena, CA 91101-1554
TELEPHONE NO.: (626) 405- 8800 FAXNO. (optional:  {026) 405-8868
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Opficna: TTUIZ{@VTlawyers.com  achrystal@vrlawyers.com
ArToRNEY FoR (vame): Defendant, LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
strReeTaDDRESS: 111 N, Hill Street
mainG aopress: 111 N, Hill Street
cirv anp zif cone: Los Angeles, CA 90012
srancHNave: (Central District

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: ANA Z. MACHUCA, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: LOS ANGELES WORLD AIRPORTS, et al.

L£ASE NUMBER:

BC560012
JunGe: Hon, Gregory Keosian
peEPT. 91

NOTICE OF STAY OF PROCEEDINGS

To the court and to all parties:
1. Declarant (name}: Alyssa K. Chrystal

a. is [ ] the party the attorney for the party who requested or caused the stay.

b. ] is [ the plaintiff or petitioner [___] the attorney for the plaintiff or petitioner. The party who requested the stay
has not appeared in this case or is not subject to the jurisdiction of this court.

2. This case is stayed as follows:
a. 7] with regard to all parties.
b. L] With regard to the following parties (specify by name and party designation):

3. Reason for the stay:

a. Automatic stay caused by a filing in another court. (Attach a copy of the Notice of Commencement of Case, the
bankruptcy petition, or other document showing thaf the stay is in effect, and showing the court, case number,
debtor, and pelitioners.)

b. [__] Orderof afederal court or of a higher California court. (Aftach a copy of the court order.)

€[] Contractual arbitration under Code of Civil Procedure section 1281.4. (Atfach a copy of the order directing
arbitration.}

d. [] Arbitration of attorney fees and costs under Business and Professions Code section 6201, {Aftach a copy of the
client’s request for arbitration showing filing and service.)

e. [ ] Other

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Date: December 26, 2014

Alyssa K. Chrystal !M&W
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME QF DECLARANT) {SIGNATURE)

Page 1 of 1
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use Cal. Rules of Cour, rule 3.650
Judicial Council of California NOTICE OF STAY OF PROCEEDINGS www.courtinfo.ca.gov

CM-180 [Rev. January 1, 2007)

EXHIBIT C



Case 2:14-cv-09852-MRP-RZ Document 1 Filed 12/26/14 Page 96 of 97 Page ID #:96

R R e o T - T v L - T o

| N S N T N I N o L o T T L R e o T
L=< T = e T N B - - T B S ¥ L S O e ==

PROOYF OF SERVICE

Ana Z. Machuca, et al. v. Los Angeles World Airports, et al. ~-LASC Case No. BC560012

I am a citizen of the United States and employed in Los Angeles County, California. I am
over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled action. My business address
is 221 E. Walnut Street, Suite 106, Pasadena, CA 91101. On December 26, 2014, I served a copy
of the within document(s) entitled:

NOTICE OF STAY OF PROCEEDINGS

3 by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed Federal Express envelope and
affixing a pre-paid air bill, and causing the envelope to be delivered to a Federal
Express agent for delivery.

Michael Alder

Mary L. Caruso

Alderlaw, P.C.

1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90067

T: (310) 275-9131

F: (310) 275-9132

E-mail: cmalder(@alderlaw.com
mcaruso@alderiaw.com

I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence
for mailing. Under that practice it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same
day with postage thereon fully prepaid in the ordinary course of business. 1am aware that on
motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage
meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above
is true and correct. Executed on December 26, 2014, at Pasadena, California.

Frances M. Carrillo

PROOF OF SERVICE

EXHIBIT C




Case

© 00 N o o -~ w N Pk

N N DN DN DN DN NN DN R R R R R R R R Rl
oo N o o A W DN BRPB O O 0o N o o D W DN - O

2:14-cv-09852-MRP-RZ Document 1 Filed 12/26/14 Page 97 of 97 Page ID #:97

PROOF OF SERVICE
Ana Z. Machuca, et al. v. Los Angeles World Airports, et al.

I amacitizen of the United States and employed in Los Angeles County,
California. | am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within-entitled
action. My business addressis 221 E. Walnut Street, Suite 106, Pasadena, CA
91101. On December 26, 2014, | served a copy of the within document(s) entitled:

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT

X by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed Federal Express
envelope and affixing apre-paid air bill, and causing the envelope to
be delivered to a Federal Express agent for delivery.

Michad Alder

Mary L. Caruso

AldéerLaw, P.C.

1840 Century Park East, 15th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90067

T: (310) 275-9131

F: (310) 275-9132

E-mail: cmalder@al derlaw.com
mcaruso@al derlaw.com

| am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing
correspondence for mailing. Under that ﬁractl ce it would be deposited with the
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid inthe
ordinary course of business. | am aware that on motion of the party served, service
Ispresumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than
one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
t(r:]aai' ]:[he aboveistrue and correct. Executed on December 26, 2014, at Pasadena,
ifornia

/s/ Alyssa K. Chyrstal
AlyssaK. Chrystal

-7-

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION TO FEDERAL COURT
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