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Items 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 Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation
Auto (22) Breach of contractiwarranty (06)  (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46) Rule 3.740 collections (09) Antitrust/Trade regulation (03)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/Property Other collections (09) Construction defect (10)

Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort Insurance coverage (18) Mass tort (40)

Asbestos (04) Other contract (37) Securities litigation (28)
Product liability (24) Real Property Environmental/Toxic tort (30)
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Medical malpractice (45) [_] Eminent domain/inverse Insurance coverage claims arising from the
[ 1 other PI/PD/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) (] otner reat property (26) Enforcement of Judgment
L1 civi rights (08) Unlawful Detainer [_] Enforcement of judgment (20)
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[] inteliectual property (19) [] Drugs (38) (] other complaint (not specified above) (42)
[:] Professional negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition
[ other non-PI/PDWD tort (35) L] asset forfeiture (05) Partnership and corporate governance (21)
Employment Petition re: arbitration award (11) l:| Other petition (not specified above) (43)
Wrongful termination (36) D Writ of mandate (02)
[j Other employment (15) Other judicial review (39)

2. Thiscase |_|is isnot  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:

a. I Large number of separately represented parties d[ ] Large number of witnesses
b. l:] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e. [:J Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts

issues that will be time-consuming to resolve in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court

c.[_] Substantial amount of documentary evidence f. [__] substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
3. Remedies sought (check all that apply): a.I:] monetary b. |:] nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief  c. E punitive
4. Number of causes of action (specify):
5. This case I:] is |:J isnot  aclass action suit.
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» Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claims cases or cases filed
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result
in sanctions.

* File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule.

* If this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or proceeding.

¢ Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes only.
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. INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET CM-010
To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court,

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases onl
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is com
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant m
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the ¢

the case is complex.

Auto Tort

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

Uninsured Motorist (48) (if the
case involves an uninsured
moforist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)

Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
Wrongful Death

Product Liability (not asbestos or
toxic/environmental) (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)

Medical Malpractice—
Physicians & Surgeons

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PI/PD/WD (23)

Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fall)

Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD
(e.g., assault, vandalism)

Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress

Other PI/PDWD

Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business
Practice (07)

Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,
false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation (e.g., slander, libel)

(13)

Fraud (16)

Intellectual Property (19)

Professional Negligence (25)
Legal Malpractice
Other Professional Malpractice

(not medical or legal)

Other Non-PI/PD/WD Tort (35)

Employment
Wrongful Termination (36)
Other Employment (15)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease
Contract (not unlawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach—Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/\Warranty
Collections (e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Collection Case-Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage

Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Domain/inverse
Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet title) (26)
Writ of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlord/tenant, or
foreclosure)

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item, otherwise,
report as Commercial or Residential)

Judicial Review

Asset Forfeiture (05)

Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11)

Writ of Mandate (02)
Writ-Administrative Mandamus
Wirit-Mandamus on Limited Court

Case Matter
Writ-Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review (39)

Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor
Commissioner Appeals

y, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
plex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
ay file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
ase is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstract of Judgment (Out of
County)
Confession of Judgment (non-
domestic relations)
Sister State Judgment
Administrative Agency Award
(not unpaid taxes)
Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case
Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (nof specified
above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-
harassment)
Mechanics Lien
Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-fort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint
(non-tort/non-complex)
Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
Other Petition (nof specified
above) (43)
Civil Harassment
Workplace Violence
Elder/Dependent Adult
Abuse
Election Contest
Petition for Name Change
Petition for Relief From Late
Claim
Other Civil Petition

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007)
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SHORT TITLE:

CASE NUMBER

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, et al. vs. THE STATE OF CA, et

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

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

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

JURY TRIAL? m YES CLASS ACTION? D YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL 5

{J HOURs/ [¥] DAYS

Item I1. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked “Limited Case”, skip to Item IIl, Pg. 4):

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

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

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

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

1. Class actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, central district. 6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.

2. May be filed in central (other county, or no bodily injury/property damage). 7. Location where petitioner resides. )

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

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

Step 4: Fill in the information requested on page 4 in Item Ill; complete ltem IV. Sign the declaration.

A B C
Civil Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. (Check only one) See Step 3 Above
o e Auto (22) O A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1.2.4
5 6
—_
< Uninsured Motorist (46) O A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist | 1.,2., 4
3 AB070 Asbestos Property Damage 2.
Asbestos (04)
> O A7221 Asbestos - Personal Injury/Wrongful Death 2.
g8
E’ I Product Liability (24) O A7260 Product Liability (not asbestos or toxic/environmental) 1.2,3..4.8.
o ®
-_—
E 9 . O A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1.4
=2 Medical Malpractice (45)
=2 O A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice 1.4
g 2
S = T .
g 5 O A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall) 1.4
Other LIS
o g Personal Injury O A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death (e.g., 1.4
::: 8 Property Damage assault, vandalism, etc.) 1“ )
© Wronngzu;)Death O A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress "
[0 A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1.4
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1 of 4



SHORT TITLE:

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, et al. vs. THE STATE OF CA, et

CASE NUMBER

A B C
Civil Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. {(Check only one) See Step 3 Above
Business Tort (07) A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraud/breach of contract) 1., 3.
£5
‘é’_: Civil Rights (08) AB005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1,2..3
s §
E.,E Defamation (13) AB010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1.2.,3
_T; 5 Fraud (16) AB013 Fraud (no contract) 1.2, 3.
: [
S =
= D A6017 Legal Malpractice 1.2, 3.
£ Professional Negligence (25) ¢ P
= g AB050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.2.,3.
243
Other (35) A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.,3.
E Wrongful Termination (36) AB037 Wrongful Termination 1.2.,3
E
° AB024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1,2.,3
E— Other Employment (15)
] AB6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 25
eviction) o
Breach of Contract/ Warranty L . 2., 5.
(06) AB008 Contract/Warranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence)
(not insurance) AB019 Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty (no fraud) Lo 2oy 5;
AB028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence) 125,
S A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2,5.,6.
= Collections (09)
S A8012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2,5
Insurance Coverage (18) AB015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1.,2.,5.,8
AB009 Contractual Fraud 1.,2,3.,5.
Other Contract (37) AB031 Tortious Interference 1.2,3.,5.
AB027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraud/negligence) 1.,2,3,8.
Eminent Domain/Inverse . . .
Condemnation (14) A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2.
=
3 Wrongful Eviction (33) AB6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2,6
=
o
= AB018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2.,86.
[<F]
24 Other Real Property (26) A6032 Quiet Title 2.6
AB080 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure) | 2., 6
= Unlawful Deta(g;e)r—Commermal AB021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6,
[-}]
c
§ Unlawful Detgrgr-Resndentlal AB020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2,6
=
Unlawful Detainer- .
E Post-Foreclosure (34) AB020F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2,6
=
Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.,6.
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of 4




SHORT TITLE:

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, et al. vs. THE STATE OF CA, et

CASE NUMBER

A B C
Civil Case Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
Category No. (Check only one) See Step 3 Above
Asset Forfeiture (05) [0 A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2,86
% Petition re Arbitration (11) 0O A6115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/\Vacate Arbitration 2., 5.
3
x O A6151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2,8
(1)
,'g Writ of Mandate (02) O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.
3 0O A6153 Wirit - Other Limited Court Case Review 2.
Other Judicial Review (39) [ A6150 Other Writ /Judicial Review 2,8
s Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) | O A6003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 1.,2.,8
B
=2 Construction Defect (10) 00 AB007 Construction Defect 1.2,3
=
vl . -
) Claims '“"°('Z'(;‘)9 MassTort | 1 A006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1,2.8
g
‘;’_‘ Securities Litigation (28) 0O AB035 Securities Litigation Case 1.,2.,8
=
= Toxic Tort . .
:g Environmental (30) 0O A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1,2,3.,8
>
) )
= Insurance Coverage Claims .
=M from Complex Case (41) 0O A8014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1..2.,5.8
0O A6141 Sister State Judgment 2.,9.
g ;‘___-; 0O AB160 Abstract of Judgment 2, 6.
§ g_’ Enforcement O A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2,9
S 3 of Judgment (20) O A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2., 8.
55 00 A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.,8.
O A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,8,09.
. RICO (27) 0O AB033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2,8
8 E
8 é_ O A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1.,2,8
% 8 Other Complaints ‘ /IEI\ AB040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment) 2.8
-é = (Not Specified Above) (42) | ;' AgD11 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1,2,8.
© O AB000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1.2,8.
Partnership Corporation .
Governance (21) 0O A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2,8
O A6121 Civil Harassment 2,3.,9.
v «»
§ S 00 AB6123 Workplace Harassment 2.,3.,9.
c =
D O A6124 /D d dult A 2,3.,9.
% S Other Petitions 24 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case
= (Not Specified Above) 00 A6190 Election Contest 2.
=05 43
=0 “3) O A6110 Petition for Change of Name 2,7
O AB170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2,3.,4,8.
O A8100 Other Civil Petition 2,9
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3 of 4



SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, et al. vs. THE STATE OF CA, ¢]

item [ll. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item II., 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 | 520 South Sepulveda Boulevard, Suite 204
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

1. (42. 0J3. OJ4. O5. Oe. O7. 08. 9. [110.

cImY: STATE: ZIP CODE:
Los Angeles CA 90049

Item IV. Declaration of Assignment. | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the Stanley 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)).

o~

.

7 - - ); - 4 E
Dated: November /) 2015 / f L%/Jw { S A

i
(SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY/FILING 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. Iffiing a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4

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

i

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

8. Asigned order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

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

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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Michael Harris - Bar #30144

ROGERS & HARRIS

520 South Sepulveda Boulevard, Suite 204
Los Angeles, California 90049-3534
(310)471-3170 - FAX (310) 471-3276
rogersharrisl(@verizon.net

Attorneys for Plaintiff Ivory Education Institution

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

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, ) CASE NO.
a California non profit, unincorporated )
association, on behalf of itself and its )
participants and the taxpayers of ) COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION
California who own ivory objects of ) TO PROHIBIT IMPLEMENTATION
historic, artistic, cultural and practical ) OF CALIFORNIA ASSEMBLY
importance created prior to 1977, ) BILL 96 (California Fish and Game
) Code Section 2022)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS. )
)
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, by and )
through its agency the Department of )
Fish and Wildlife, )
)
Defendant. )
)
PLAINTIFFS allege,
1. Plaintiff, Ivory Education Institute now and at all times herein mentioned, is a

nonprofit, unincorporated, association, formed for the purpose of improving understanding and
appreciation of objects made from or with ivory, and advancing the interests of collectors and
possessors of objects made from or with ivory, and particularly those of historic, artistic,

I

-1 -

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION TO PROHIBIT THE IMPLEMENTATION OF ASSEMBLY BILL 96
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cultural, and practical importance. Such articles include sculptures, jewelry pieces, flatware and
serving pieces, inlay decoration, and a myriad of other items worked from ivory prior to 1977.

2. Plaintiff Ivory Education Institute brings this action pursuant to C.C.P. Section
369.5 for itself and on behalf of its participants and California taxpayers who own ivory objects
of historic, artistic, cultural and practical importance existing before 1977 and include taxpayers.
The pre-1977 period is appropriate because that accepts a date in conformity to the coming into
force of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora
(CITES), a United Nations treaty ratified by the United States.

3. The legislature of the State of California passed Assembly Bill 96, in the 2015
Legislative session signed by the governor, to be codified as California Fish and Game Code
Section 2022 (hereafter “the Law”), which provides in general that the sale of most ivory or
most products containing ivory will be illegal for sale after July 1, 2016. In essence, the Law
makes it a crime with certain modest exceptions to sell any tooth or tusk from a species of
elephant, hippopotamus, mammoth, mastodon, walrus, warthog, whale or narwhal or a piece
thereof, whether raw ivory or worked ivory, and regardless of the age of the item.

4. The Law goes into effect on July 1, 2016 and this case is brought to enjoin
enforcement of the Law because the Law deprives Plaintiffs of due process, deprives Plaintiffs
of their property without compensation and is otherwise unconstitutional in that pre-1977 ivory
objects legally acquired owned by Plaintiffs will be rendered worthless as of July 1, 2016.
Furthermore, implementation of the Law will mean that state and local taxes on the sale of these
objects will not be available, constituting a loss to the citizens of California, including the
Plaintiffs. A true and correct copy of the Law is attached hereto marked Exhibit 1 and is

incorporated herein by this reference.

- 2 =
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5. Pre-1977 elephant ivory objects are too important to the artistic and cultural
heritage of this State to have them rendered worthless. Objects worked from elephant ivory have
been venerated for thousands of years by virtually every culture, and have been used in creating
extraordinary miniature sculptures, exquisite jewelry, fine decorations, and other objects of
historic, artistic, cultural and practical importance. To reduce the value of these holdings which
predate 1977 in the State of California to nothing, is an improper and unconstitutional taking of a
vast artistic heritage. Banning the trade in historic, artistic, cultural and practical artifacts
containing ivory is no less a destruction of a valuable artifact because it is taken by the Law than
the destruction of other works of art in the name of an extreme religion. Here the destruction is
in the name of the state encouraged by misguided animal rights groups operating under the
unproven assertion that criminalizing Californians because of their ownership of antique objects
somehow saves elephants in Africa from being poached by international criminals to feed a
demand centered in Asia.

6. As aresult of the Law, works of art carved from ivory, and other ivory artifacts of]
importance that can no longer be legally bought or sold, may as a consequence deteriorate, fall
into disrepair, become lost or destroyed, or become a part of an illegal underground commercial
market. Ivory objects of historic, artistic, cultural and practical importance constitute a record of
our shared past, a way of understanding ourselves and each other. The reduction of art and
artifacts to non saleable objects represents an attack on history, identity and civilization. The
loss to Plaintiffs and the taxpayers of California of the value of these artifacts of cultural history
and the vitality of their collections is enormous. Such a loss cannot be justified where, as here,
there has been and can be no demonstrated benefit to current African elephant herds by banning

sales of art, antiques and artifacts carved prior to 1977containing ivory. The potential loss is

- 3 =
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considerably more than tens of millions of dollars. The Plaintiffs’ due process rights are

abridged by the Law in that the effect of the Law is not reasonably related to a proper California
constitutional or legislative goal. There are no endangered elephants in California and no proven
reason to warrant rendering private property, bought and owned legally, worthless.

7. Based on the legislature’s findings, the committee hearings, and other
commentary, the Law was passed as an effort to protect endangered species, particularly African
elephants and rhinoceroses from being killed to support an illegal, international, commercial
ivory trade. The preamble to the Law overstates the problem and is based on a fallacy. It states
that “an average of 96 elephants per day are killed in Africa.” That would mean 35,000
elephants per year die at the hands of poachers and therefore an absolute minimum of 700,000
pounds of ivory would become part of the annual commercial trade in this commodity. That
would be enough ivory for more than 46 million individual objects of jewelry, an amount far
beyond anything ever seen in the California marketplace. The number of killings as stated, is a
hoax, and fails to take into account clephant deaths due to age, disease, primacy battles,
environmental issues, overcrowding, accidents, and elephants as a food source. The number of
96 per day has been used and bandied about, and because it has been repeated so often, it has
become accepted as fact by the legislature, but it is a number without evidentiary support. The
number is bogus, and intended to overstate the problem in order to promote and encourage
passage of the Law.

8. While the commercial ivory trade in poached tusks is a scourge and a root cause
of the reprehensible killing of elephants in Central Africa, the Law, as written will have
absolutely no impact or effect on preventing future such trade in Africa or Asia. No credible

evidence has been produced that links the deaths of Central African forest or savannah elephants
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to the market for sales of objects in California worked from ivory taken before 1977. In fact, the

Law could have the opposite effect. It could encourage an increase in the likelihood of illegal

elephant killings in Africa. By legislating the removal of nearly all ivory objects from

commerce in California, it would lead to the scarcity of such objects which would ultimately

increase the market price of ivory objects elsewhere. The higher the price of raw ivory, the

greater the incentive to the criminal gangs that control the poachers, and the illegal ivory market.
9. The Law is not reasonably related to the purpose of the act because:

a) Existing holdings in California of artistic, historic, cultural and practical
ivory objects include carved statues, netsuke, brooches, billiard balls, and many other
such items. These ivory objects held throughout California will be rendered worthless
because it will be illegal to sell such items of whatever age. Such a prohibition can have
no direct, indirect or collateral impact or effect whatsoever on the present day problem of
killing elephants in Central Africa by criminal gangs engaged by Asian interests. There
is simply no rational connection to the conservation and protection of African
wildlife to the sale of ivory objects in California worked from ivory taken prior to 1977.

b) An ivory object owned in California and derived from the tusks of an
extinct animal, especially those carved from fossilized and preserved mastodons and
mammoth tusks, as well as from the tusks of such non endangered species as warthog,
boar, and walrus simply cannot have any impact on current elephant poaching, and the
proponents of the Law have offered no credible evidence to the contrary.

10. The Law simply goes too far and is over broad in casting a wide net to prohibit
items that cannot be a factor in the current illegal poaching of elephants in Central Africa.

Further, because there is certainly no perceived problem in California requiring legislative action

- 5 -

COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION TO PROHIBIT THE IMPLEMENTATION OF ASSEMBLY BILL 96




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

to preserve non-existent California elephant herds, the Law infringes on the U.S. Constitution
which requires that international matters be restricted to actions by the Federal Government, It
is also an area where the Federal Government has acted in the Federal Endangered Species Act
of 1973, as amended (16 USC 153 1-1544), which means that the Law should be deemed
preempted by federal law.

11.  There are other problems with the Law which include but are not limited to:

a) There is no provision for funding the enforcement of the Law by local
government as required by Article 13 of the California Constitution. Without funding,
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife will not be able to plan and staff for the
implementation of the Law in 2016. As a result, the Law potentially becomes a
statement of policy only, with little actual effect. This leads to potential illicit behavior
and disrespect for the Law in general.

b) The generic reference by the Legislature to the “plight of elephants and
rhinoceroses” killed in Africa is contrary to the actual situation and facts regarding
clephants in Africa. There are reports from experienced and well reported wildlife
experts that there is an over population of elephants in Southern Africa due to human
population encroachment on preserves and lack of sufficient habitat to sustain elephant
populations. It is arrogant to think that Botswana, Namibia, Zaire, Zimbabwe and other
countries in Southern Africa are in need of California protection of their wildlife. The
over population of Southern African elephants may require the expertise of African
conservationists, but certainly not the interference of the California legislature. The
elephants of Central Africa in Tanzania, Kenya, and the Democratic Republic of the

Congo, and other countries are endangered by the criminal poachers, but the problem
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cannot rationally be solved by banning trades in tusks of extinct species, or ivory items

worked from tusks taken prior to 1977 held by residents in California.

c) While there is clearly a need to protect endangered Central African
elephants from criminal gangs, this Law will have no impact on the problem because
there is no factual basis to conclude that there is a significant market in California for raw
or newly worked ivory. There is significant evidence that the demand for this commerce
is in China and other countries of East Asia, but not in California.

The statute therefore is unconstitutional because the theories supporting the Law are
devoid of any rational connection with the misguided public interest objectives it seeks to
address.

12. The eftect of the Law additionally is that it violates the dormant commerce clause
also known as the negative commerce clause which in principle prohibits a State from enforcing
any law that negatively impacts interstate commerce. The absolute prohibition on any trade of
ivory, whether or not worked prior to 1977, would improperly burden interstate commerce. The
U.S. Constitution reserves for the Federal Government, the exclusive right to regulate commerce
with foreign nations, and among the several States and with the Indian Tribes. (Art1 § 8.)

13. By rendering the sale of practically all ivory objects, regardless of their age or
artistic or cultural value, illegal, the Law constitutes an improper taking by the government, of
the property of its citizens and taxpayers without fair compensation. (Amendments 5
and 14 to the U.S. Constitution.) The statute is therefore facially invalid as overboard and
without a rational relation to the perceived objective sought to be accomplished.

I
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14. There is simply no factual basis to justify the ban on mastodon, mammoth,
fossilized walrus or other extinct species, which constitute specific exemptions in the Federal
Endangered Species Act., as amended, but which are expressly included as prohibited items
within the Law. As such, the Law violates Plaintiff’s due process rights because it constitutes
arbitrary legislative action which deprives Plaintiffs of their property without compensation.

15.  Plaintiffs seek hereby to enjoin the implementation of the Law as unconstitutional
and a violation of Plaintiffs’ due process rights additionally in the following respects:

It is a violation of due process to prohibit conduct that is in terms so vague that one must
guess at its meaning. In this regard, the Law prohibits sales of musical instruments of which the
ivory content is more than 20% “by volume of the instrument.” The meaning of an instrument’s
“volume” is without definition. How volume is to be determined is not specified. In addition, an
antique which is less than 5% ivory by “volume” is exempt, but again, the definition of
“volume” is absent, and requires guess work. The statute is therefore unconstitutional by virtue
of its uncertainty.

16.  Plaintiffs bring this action based upon the following general principles:

a) Courts do not pass on the wisdom of laws. As a result legislative power
must be upheld unless the laws infringe on constitutional guarantees.

b) If a statute encroaches on constitutional limitations, the Courts must act.

c) The fact determination underlying a statute will be accepted unless error
clearly appears.

d) Invalidity must be clear before a statute may be declared unconstitutional.

€) The legislature under the guise of its police power may not impose

unnecessary and unreasonable restrictions on the use of private property and the
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legislation in exercise of its police powers must bear a rational relation to the objective

sought to be accomplished.

Plaintiffs contend that the foregoing principles weigh heavily on the side of the Law’s
invalidity.

17. At various times before the passage of the Law and at various other times
between that date and the present time, Plaintiffs requested that the California legislature and the
Defendants refrain from passing or implementing the Law, but Defendants have refused and
threatens to enforce the Law as of July 1, 2016 unless enjoined and restrained by the court.

18.  Because the Law will, when implemented, cause Plaintiff’s participants,
taxpayers, and citizens to suffer great and irreparable injury by rendering practically all of their
ivory holdings worthless, by preventing their sale, Plaintiff’s members will be deprived of their
personal and constitutional rights such that it will be practically impossible to ascertain the
precise damages sustained if Defendant is not enjoined from implementing and enforcing the
Law and Plaintiff is otherwise without any adequate remedy at law.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows:

1. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining and restraining Defendant
the State of California and its Department of Fish and Wildlife, and their agencies, departments,
commissions, employees and persons acting in concert with them, from implementing, enforcing
or otherwise upholding the provisions of Assembly Bill 96 codified as California Fish and Game
Code Section 2022.

2. For an order that Defendant show cause at a time and place to be fixed by the
court, why a preliminary injunction should not issue as prayed for above.

3. For a determination that the Law is unconstitutional.
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4, For Plaintiff’s attorneys’ fees, pursuant to C.C.P. § 1021.5.
5. For Plaintiff’s cost of suit.

6. For such other and further relief as the court may deem proper.

) ~
DATED: NV 1.5 2015,
ROGERS & HARRIS 7
] ~ z'f r .- )

MICHAEL HARRIS, Attorneys for
Plaintiff
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Exhibit 1

BILL NUMBER: AB 96 CHAPTERED

BILL TEXT CHAPTER 475

FILED WITH SECRETARY OF STATE OCTOBER 4, 2015 APPROVED BY GOVERNOR
OCTOBER 4, 2015 PASSED THE SENATE SEPTEMBER 2,2015 PASSED THE ASSEMBLY
SEPTEMBER 4, 2015 AMENDED IN SENATE JUNE 17,2015 INTRODUCED BY

Assembly Member Atkins (Principal coauthor: Senator Lara) (Coauthors: Assembly Members Bloom,
Bonta, Chiu, Dababneh, Gatto, Levine, Low, Maienschein, McCarty, Rendon, Ting, Thurmond, Waldron,
and Williams) (Coauthors: Senators Allen, Hancock, Pan, and Pavley)

JANUARY 7,2015  An act to add Section 2022 to the Fish and Game Code, and to repeal Section 5 of
Chapter 692 of the Statutes of 1976, relating to animal parts and products.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST  AB 96, Atkins. Animal parts and products: importation or sale
of ivory and rhinoceros horn.  Existing law makes it a crime to import into the state for commercial
purposes, to possess with intent to sell, or to sell within the state, the dead body, or any part or product
thereof, of an elephant. Existing law exempts the possession with intent to sell, or sale of the dead body,
or any part or product thereof, of any elephant before June 1, 1977, or the possession with intent to sell or
the sale of any such item on or after June 1, 1977, if the item was imported before January 1, 1977. This
bill would delete this exemption. By changing the definition of a crime, this bill would impose a state-
mandated local program.  This bill would make it unlawful to purchase, sell, offer for sale, possess with
intent to sell, or import with intent to sell ivory or rhinoceros horn, except as specified, and would make
this prohibition enforceable by the Department of Fish and Wildlife. The bill would make a violation of
this provision or any rule, regulation, or order adopted pursuant to this provision a misdemeanor subject
to specified criminal penalties. By creating a new crime, the bill would impose a state-mandated local
program. In addition to the specified criminal penalties, the bill would authorize the department to impose
an administrative penalty of up to $10,000 for a violation of this provision or any rule, regulation, or order
adopted pursuant to this provision. This bill would provide that the provisions of this bill are severable.
This bill would make these provisions operative on July 1,2016. The California Constitution requires
the state to reimburse local agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the state. Statutory
provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement. This bill would provide that no
reimbursement is required by this act for a specified reason.

NOTE: The outline structure provided to the bill here has been created from the block paragraphs at;
hitps:/Megiscan.com/CA/text/ABY6/2015 for easier reading,




THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:

(a) There is worldwide concern regarding the plight of elephants and rhinoceroses, who
are being poached at alarming rates -- an average of 96 elephants per day are killed in Africa.

(b) Illegal poaching and wildlife trafficking is the fourth largest transnational crime and
ivory helps fund the military operations of notorious terrorist groups. Smuggling gangs move tons of
tusks to markets thousands of miles away.

(c) International, federal, and state laws are all bein g strengthened to protect these iconic
species from cruelty and extinction. The states of New York and New Jersey recently enacted strong
prohibitions on intrastate ivory and rhinoceros horn commerce and the federal government has proposed
strengthened ivory trade and import regulations.

(d) California has prohibited the ivory trade since 1977, but a loophole has rendered the
law unenforceable -- allowing illegal sales to flourish. San Francisco and Los Angeles have consistently
ranked among the top trading markets for illegal ivory in the United States.

SEC. 2. Section 2022 is added to the Fish and Game Code, to read: 2022.
(a) For the purposes of this section, the following terms have the following meanings:

(1) "Bona fide educational or scientific institution" means an institution that establishes
through documentation either of the following:

(A) Educational or scientific tax exemption, from the federal Internal Revenue Service
or the institution's national, state, or local tax authori ty.

(B) Accreditation as an educational or scientific institution, from a qualified national,
regional, state, or local authority for the institution's location.

(2) "Ivory" means a tooth or tusk from a species of elephant, hippopotamus, mammoth,
mastodon, walrus, warthog, whale, or narwhal, or a piece thereof, whether raw ivory or worked ivory, and
includes a product containing, or advertised as containing, ivory.

(3) "Rhinoceros horn" means the horn, or a piece thereof, or a derivative such as powder, of
a species of rhinoceros, and includes a product containing, or advertised as containing, a rhinoceros horn.

(4) "Sale" or "sell" means selling, trading, bartering for monetary or nonmonetary
consideration, giving away in conjunction with a commercial transaction, or giving away at a location
where a commercial transaction occurred at least once during the same or the previous calendar year.

(5) "Total value" means either the fair market value or the actual price paid for ivory or
rhinoceros horn, whichever is greater.

(b) Except as provided in subdivision (c), it is unlawful to purchase, sell, offer for sale, possess
with intent to sell, or import with intent to sell ivory or rhinoceros horn.
(c) The prohibitions set forth in subdivision (b) shall not apply to any of the following:

(1) An employee or agent of the federal or state government undertaking a law enforcement
activity pursuant to federal or state law, or a mandatory duty required by federal law.

(2) An activity that is authorized by an exemption or permit under federal law or that is
otherwise expressly authorized under federal law.

(3) Ivory or rhinoceros horn that is part of a musical instrument, including, but not limited
to, a string or wind instrument or piano, and that is less than 20 percent by volume of the instrument, if
the owner or seller provides historical documentation demonstrating provenance and showing the item
was manufactured no later than 1975.

(4) Ivory or rhinoceros horn that is part of a bona fide antique and that is less than five
percent by volume of the antique, if the antique status is established by the owner or seller of the antique
with historical documentation demonstrating provenance and showing the antique to be not less than 100
years old.



(5) The purchase, sale, offer for sale, possession with intent to sell, or importation with
intent to sell ivory or rhinoceros horn for educational or scientific purposes by a bona fide educational or
scientific institution if both of the following criteria are satisfied:

(A) The purchase, sale, offer for sale, possession with intent to sell, or import with
intent to sell the ivory or rhinoceros horn is not prohibited by federal law.

(B) The ivory or rhinoceros horn was legally acquired before January 1, 1991, and was
not subsequently transferred from one person to another for financial gain or profit after July 1, 2016.

(d) Possession of ivory or rhinoceros horn in a retail or wholesale outlet commonly used for the
buying or selling of similar items is prima facie evidence of possession with intent to sell. This evidence
shall not preclude a finding of intent to sell based on any other evidence that may serve to establish that
intent independently or in conjunction with this evidence.

(e) For a violation of any provision of this section, or any rule, regulation, or order adopted
pursuant to this section, the following criminal penalties shall be imposed:

(1) For a first conviction, where the total value of the ivory or rhinoceros horn is two
hundred fifty dollars ($250) or less, the offense shall be a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of not less
than one thousand dollars ($1,000), or more than ten thousand dollars ($10,000), imprisonment in the
county jail for not more than 30 days, or by both the fine and imprisonment.

(2) For a first conviction, where the total value of the ivory or rhinoceros horn is more than
two hundred fifty dollars ($250), the offense shall be a misdemeanor punishable by a fine of not less than
five thousand dollars ($5,000), or more than forty thousand dollars ($40,000), imprisonment in the county
Jail for not more than one year, or by both the fine and imprisonment.

(3) For a second or subsequent conviction, where the total value of the ivory or rhinoceros
horn is two hundred fifty dollars ($250) or less, the offense shall be a misdemeanor punishable by a fine
of not less than five thousand dollars ($5,000), or more than forty thousand dollars ($40,000),
imprisonment in county jail for not more than one year, or by both the fine and imprisonment.

(4) For a second or subsequent conviction, where the total value of the ivory or rhinoceros
horn is more than two hundred fifty dollars ($250), the offense shall be a misdemeanor punishable by a
fine of not less than ten thousand dollars ($10,000), or more than fifty thousand dollars ($50,000) or the
amount equal to two times the total value of the ivory or rhinoceros horn involved in the violation,
whichever is greater, imprisonment in county jail for not more than one year, or by both the fine and
imprisonment.

(f) In addition to, and separate from, any criminal penalty provided for under subdivision (e),
an administrative penalty of up to ten thousand dollars ($10,000) may be imposed for a violation of any
provision of this section, or any rule, regulation, or order adopted pursuant to this section. Penalties
authorized pursuant to this subdivision may be imposed by the department consistent with all of the
following:

(1) The chief of enforcement issues a complaint to any person or entity on which an
administrative civil penalty may be imposed pursuant to this section. The complaint shall allege the act or
failure to act that constitutes a violation, relevant facts, the provision of law authorizing the administrative
penalty to be imposed, and the proposed penalty amount.

(2) The complaint and order is served by personal notice or certified mail and informs the
party served that the party may request a hearing no later than 20 days from the date of service. If a
hearing is requested, it shall be scheduled before the director or his or her desi gnee, which designee shall
not be the chief of enforcement issuing the complaint and order. A request for hearing shall contain a
brief statement of the material facts the party claims support his or her contention that no administrative
penalty should be imposed or that an administrative penalty of a lesser amount is warranted. A party
served with a complaint pursuant to this subdivision waives the right to a hearing if no hearing is
requested within 20 days of service of the complaint, in which case the order imposing the administrative
penalty shall become final.

(3) The director, or his or her desi gnee, shall control the nature and order of the hearing
proceedings. Hearings shall be informal in nature, and need not be conducted according to the technical
rules relating to evidence. The director, or his or her designee, shall issue a final order within 45 days of



the close of the hearing. A final copy of the order shall be served by certified mail upon the party served
with the complaint.

(4) A party may obtain review of the final order by filing a petition for a writ of mandate
with the superior court within 30 days of the date of service of the final order. The administrative penalty
shall be due and payable to the department within 60 days after the time to seek judicial review has
expired or, where the party has not requested a hearing of the order, within 20 days after the order
imposing an administrative penalty becomes final.

(g) For any conviction or other entry of judgment imposed by a court for a violation of this
section resulting in a fine, the court may pay one-half of the fine, but not to exceed five hundred dollars
($500), to any person giving information that led to the conviction or other entry of judgment. This
reward shall not apply if the informant is a regular salaried law enforcement officer, or officer or agent of
the department.

(h) Upon conviction or other entry of judgment for a violation of this section, any seized ivory
or rhinoceros horn shall be forfeited and, upon forfeiture, either maintained by the department for
educational or training purposes, donated by the department to a bona fide educational or scientific
institution, or destroyed.

(i) Administrative penalties collected pursuant to this section shall be deposited in the Fish and
Game Preservation Fund and used for law enforcement purposes upon appropriation by the Legislature.

(j) This section does not preclude enforcement under Section 6530 of the Penal Code.

SEC. 3. Section 5 of Chapter 692 of the Statutes of 1976 is repealed.

SEC. 4. The provisions of this act are severable. If any provision of this act or its application is held
invalid, that invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications that can be given effect without the

invalid provision or application.

SEC. 5. No reimbursement is required by this act pursuant to Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California
Constitution because the only costs that may be incurred by a local agency or school district will be
incurred because this act creates a new crime or infraction, eliminates a crime or infraction, or changes
the penalty for a crime or infraction, within the meaning of Section 17556 of the Government Code, or
changes the definition of a crime within the meaning of Section 6 of Article XIII B of the California

Constitution.

SEC. 6. This act shall become operative on July 1, 2016.
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NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO}:

THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, by and through its agency the
Department of Fish and Wildlife

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF:

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

IVORY EDUCATION INSTITUTE, a California non profit, unincorporated association, on
behalf of itself and its participants and the taxpayers of California who own ivory objects of
historic, artistic, cultural and practical importance created prior to 1977

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

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selffielp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
iAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su versién. Lea la informacién a
continuacion,

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esfa citacién y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o una llamada telefénica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito liene que estar
en formalo legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y mas informacién en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le quede mas cerca. Sino puede pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Sino presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podra quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin més advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogado inmeadiatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisién a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para oblener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitio web de California Legal Services,
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucorte ca -gov) o poniendose en conlacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacién de $10,000 6 més de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesion de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil, Tiene que
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

CASE NUMBER:

The name and address of the court is:
(Numero del Caso):

El nombre é direccion de la corte es):

OS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT - CENTRAL DISTRICT
111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:

i\E/I/_nombre la direccion {\Ie! nimero de feléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene ab%qia 0, es):
ichael Harris - SBN 301 44 --—- ROGERS ﬂ HARRIS -471-3276
520 S. Sepulveda Blvd., Suite 204, Los Angeles, CA 90049-3534 Phone No.: 310-471-3170
DATE: Clerk, by . Deputy
(Fecha) (Secretario) (Adjunto)
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
(5EaU 1. [__] as an individual defendant.
2. [ ] asthe person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):
3. 1 on behalf of (specify):
under: [__] CCP 416.10 (corporation) [] CCP 416.60 (minor)
[] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [ ] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
[ ] other (specify):

4. [ ] by personal delivery on (date):
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