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SUMMONS
(CrrACIOfJ JUDICIAL)

NonCE .....0
(AVISO AL DEMANDADOJ:
SUSAN an indH1dual; DOES 1through 25. inclusive,

YOU ARE BEING SUED BYPLAINTIFF;
(1..0 EsrA DEMANDANDOa DEMANDANTE):
Additional Parties Attachment fonn is attached.

CONF
Superior Court

M·100

NOTIO/al You have been sued. TOOmurtmiIY cIet:ide agolnst you wnhout YQU! hemd unleSS you raspolI(Iwithin 30 dIIys, Read tha I
belOw,

YoU hava 30 CA,le>lDAR DAYS after thIS 8lIYIMM$ $tl(I papera a1'8 881V6d on you ttl1ile IIwriIten resportSll at ttllA OOlltt «00 halle a «:OPy
saMld on plillinliff. A IellerOJ phona call wUl not p(Qhnt you. Yourwlitten 0!1I$t be In SltoP8I' legal form IfytlI,I want the oourt to h9<U"Y'OUf
case. TOOre may 00 a court form that you OlIn UlI8 for your I'UPMtt.You (lIIn ftlld these coLlt fon'RtI and lIIOl't·lnfom)ation atlllG Courts
Online Self.Help Cenlet yOlIrcoull!;y law IIbIWY. or flit courthOIMQ lIUIUt YOy. IfyOU cannot pay1MtilIng lee, D!Ik
th& court 1".kItl\for a waiver form. Ifyou do lICIt flltl Your on time, you may Ihe by default, lUId yolJrWtagee, money, and property
may b9 lakM without fwttwwamlng from 1heCIlUIt, .

There are olher legal requlmm\!flt$, Youmaywant to call an atI0M$y I1SI1t &Way. Ifyou do notknow an8Uomey. )'CltImay want to calleI') attorney
/i;lfeJr81 service. If yO\.I cannot affatd an sUamey, IJUIY b.Clllgfbkl for 1100 legalllel'llicM from a I\Ol'IptOfillelllllllllnllGeo plV)Qf«m, You tan /ocala
It- (JIOUPS lit the caJifonia L.egalSllMc$$Web elle (www.ttJWflsJpcallfomJa.otr1J. the CBllbnia CClUItS Self-Help centM
(flrWW.CCurt!tI!o.oo.govlBelfhefp), orby oomactinQ your 10Cll1 court or county bwQS$()(jatlotl. NOTE:The IlQUrthu a$WUI.ory Iicln fi!rWIIIIoW fees Ilt'ld
costs on any settlement oralb/t1iltiori tlWant of$10,000 or mom In II Clloil case. Tha coLrt's lienmUl!!Xl IXlkt before1he CQUrt wlU dltmlGG lheoase.
fAVJ80f Lo hl!lll d8msndado. Sf1IQ re6POOde de/ltirJ de 30 dlas, Is puede decJdJfen 5lI r::onI1D lifJIlPiCUoh&r 8U VtmIKJn. l.Jia fa !ttfOfmafli6n 8
conIJnuBd6n,

77enc SODIASOf! CAt..ENDARJO de quo Ie entlegUM &SIa aJttM:i()n ypspeJeS!eg8leSpara nmpURtIJpor8SCdlo 611 4.Stfl
oort'<lYhfJQ6Tque se OntregU6 una cop4J 91demltndant6. Una carta 0 una llaItI$d6 tel9fdn/ctt no10pt0t8g8ll. Su poreSClltO 118M qIJ/)
eJ).fOfIYl1llO I9!JElI 81do88a q1J6p100fJSIHI su cam an 19 corle. Ell posIb16 qoo ul) fDmIlI4Hio que UBkid jJU«Ia lI8M(JtiIiI ${ITOIIfJ_a.

OOlXll1lr'at fomWlllTio8 de 18 COIieymils an eI centro de Ayud8 dit las cwtN <:16! CBHTom/a .www.5IJC1l(fQ.c:a.gov), enm
bibllolec8 de l&yes de lJU C'!J1Idado 0 $I) IIJ 00Iteque IequMltmAs ceroo. $InopueQe p8(/fJf /lJ cuata p/dfI8188CnJ1ar1o de Is OOTti)
que Ie de un formulBflo dB 9)16/fdM deP8t10 de euolas. SiJlil pmssntaGil f'$lJ1/1est8 8 tiempo. plJIJdo /)IJIl'dINtlJotJ«I pI)r It1CQ1JIpRmiBntoY1a 00If8 Ja

lWft!do, d111&lOYb/snQa sin . '
. HayQ/Ioo reQuis!tos /emlf8S. E8 qlle /J8mf1a /In 8bogBdo lnmedatamtulte. Sfno UI'1 ab<>f1«to, putW9 /lamar {f l/II 8elVJcIo ckJ
remfslfJn 8 BOOgadO$, SIno puedeP8/lsrII un 8bogBdo, 8S qU& cump/lJ con los pate t}blenItr881l/il:ios kJga196 gratulJDade un
pfOfJrnma d9 servlciOlJ legales sin ftn(l$ de wao. Pl/(J(» 6tIt:Dr7ttarHtI)/1 gr4lp06 61n fin,}$ dfI/ucm &111116/110 web de Clt/IfomItJ lAgai&ilIvIoeB.
(www.lawh9lpcalifQrnlQ.QI{j). en eJCentro deAyuda IQ$ CCrteI1 d$ Cf1/1fDm/lJ, (woYw.BUCOt(e.Cft,p) 0 ponl6ndrJstj 811 alW1tac:to GOfI (a carie 0 eJ
coI6glQ d8 fJboge.dos 1OM(eB. AVISO: Par ley. Is 00Iie tIent: dMJdIo B mc:{smarIl1lJ ClJOIaa y fOS tmtDl5 smnJaaparImponsrungtllVamM eobtt!l
(;uaIqu/er fOOUperoGiIin de $tO,(}()(J IS /Ms(1t) II$k;roobldamediante un acuBfdO 0 (lila oonoesI6n de 1JIbItm)e 61)UIt QliIlIO tJe dfNecho clJn7. 11Ma

91 flIilVShl6fl d& Is CXJI$ flntN dtJ. que /IJ CDl#II pIJfIds $/ 06eo•

.Tha natl'H;! end I.1ddreu of1he oourt
(EI nombro y dltet:eJ6n de IB cern. os):
Los Angeles County Superior Court • central District
111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA
The nlln\4l, aeldrellB, and telephone numberof 'ntltra altorney. or plfl;l'ltiffwithout 8n 15:
(&nombro, /a dlroccl6n y eJnftmemd6 . bo(ftsda deldemancfsnte, 0 d9I demsnchtnt9 qU9 no llen& abogado, (6):
Aaron Morris, Morris & Stone, LLP.l 17th St., Ste. 201, Tustin, CA 92780; Tel: (714) 954-0700

I14Y 3 7' e " Wealt1IDATE: :20U At. Jerk, by ShaUf1Y8 .
(Fecha)
(For proofoff}QN/QI1 0 th 8ummom, rme P e ee orSumm . PO 10}.)
(POf8 prtl9ba do entrege. d9 emB citlllJ6n (lS9 91 fOrmuhtria ProofofStill'Ylo& (P0S-010)).
'" TO THE PERSON SERVED: You 8
,vl!AlJ . 1. [ZJ _ an indMduaf drilndllnt.

2. 0 Q ttle sued under the nama of (fIP'J(iify);

CCP416.60 (minor)
COP 416;70 (oonservl\tee)
CCP 416.g0 (authorite<.l pereon)

....
00dIl41eM!



INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE
This form may be used as an jttachment to any summons if space does not permit the listing of all parties on the summons.
If this attachment is used. insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties
Attachment form is attached."

RTTITLE:
FILLER, et aI. v. WALKER, et aI.

CASE NUMBER:

SUM-200 A)

List additional parties (Check only one box. Use a separate page tor each type ofparty.):

o Plaintiff D Defendant D Cross-Complainant 0 Cross-Defendant
AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual; AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, APC, a California Professional
Corporation; IMAGE BASED SURGICENTER CORPORATION, a California Corporation; and
NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE MEDICAL ASSOCIATES, a California Professional Corporation,

Page of

Pagelofl
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use
Judicial Council of Califomia

SUM-200(A) [Rev. January 1. 2007]
ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT

Attachment to Summons



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, CO'UNl'YOFLOSANGELES
N()TICE.OF CASEASSIGNMENT; tJNLlMITEJ)CIVILCASE__..,.........,....... _

TffIS TQBESEBWwfmmSUMMONSAND COMPLAINT BC462605
cue Is RS.'llgned for Rllpurposes to tile judicial office.' indiCAted below (Loeal Rule 7.30). is adm#9nal.ln'ormatlon the reveI'8C.l,llde of this forro. .

. .: ',,: .'. . "), .." I·' "'. . . . '. . !., t' .,

.' .. ,
ASSIGNED: JOnGE' . ,'.... .. 'DElYr ROOM ASSIGNED ronOE DEPT , .ROOM·

Hon. carolyn B. Kuhl 1 534 ',. Han. Holly E.Kendig 42 416,. ... .
Ron. 1. Stephen Czuleger 0- 3 224 Han. Mel Red Recana 45 529

,.

Hon. Luis A. Lavin 13 630 Hon. DebreKatzWeintraub 47 507

l'f Hon, TerryA. Green 14 300 , Han. ElizRbeth Alletl. White 48 506

\ HOIl. Richard Froin 15 307 Han. DeirdreHill 49' . 509

Hon. Rita Miller 16 306 Han. John Shepard Wiley Jr. 50 S08
, .

Hon. Richard E. Rico 17 309 Hon. AbrahanrKhan 51 511

Hon. Rex Heesemlln 19 311 Han. Susan Bryant-Deason 52 510

Hon. Kevin C. Brazile 20 310 Hon. John P: Shook 53 513

Hon. Zaven V. Sinllllian 23 315 Hon. M. tIirosiiig6 54 512
,- , : ,

515HOIl. RobertL, Hess 24 ·314 .. Han. H..Mackey -55

Hon, MaryAtin'Miuphy
. ,, 25 :}17 Hon. Michael Johnson 56 514

Hon. JamesR. Duml 26 316 Han. R,alph.W.·Dau 57 517
' ..

;
';

Hon. YvetteM. PalazueJos 28 318 Han, RolfM Treu 58 516

30 400 Hon, David L. Minning ,61 632
v

Han. AIIlll S. Rosenfield 31 407 Hon. Michael L. Stern 62 600
,I,

»on. Mary II. Strobel ,32 : 406 " Hon. KennethR. Freeman 64 601, .,\ .

Hon. Charles F. Palmer 33 409 Hein. MarkMooney 68 617
;.' .. , ..
Han, AmyD.·Hoglie 34 408 Han, Ramona See 69 621

Hon, Daniel Buckley 35 411 Hon. Soussan G. Bruguera 71 129

Han, Gregory Alarcon 36 '. . 410 \..' ,

Han. Ruth Ann Kwan 72 731

Hon. Joanne O'Donnell 37 413 Hon. Teresa Sanchez.Gordon 74 735

.Hon. Maureenl?uffy-Lcwls _ 412 'Han. WiIllilim F. Fahey 78 730
" .

Hon; Michael C. Solner
. .

39 415 , Hon. EItlUie.H. Elias'" 324 'Ccw "

Hon. MichelleR. Rosenblatt 40 41.4 other ;
'"

f.' ,
Hon, Ronald M. Sohigian 41 '. 4'17

, .""Class Actions .
. All. initiallr assigned to.!udge EQli'ie 324 Cenval West 0>uttho!Jsc (600 Ave" LosAngeles 90005), "
. ThiS lslor ,of whether!>! n.qt IS compll!x the memllng ofCalifornia Rules ofCourt, rule 3,409. on
., Ou!co,m

l
, e.?fIrllt th!,:class aption case may to 'one of the judges·ofthe Complex LltIgJltion Progrlltn or'reassigned randomlS' to II court in the

Centra DlslrIct.

LACIV CCH 190 (Rev. 04/10)
LASe Approved 05·06

to the OfRecol'd on JOHNA. CLARKE. Executive Oftlcer/Clerk
. By •Deputy Clerk

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - Page 1of 2
" UNLlMlTEO CIVil CASE



. MAY 31 2011

OF ORIGINAL FILED
os Angeles Superior Court

PAGE e4/15

"UUve Officer/Clerk
LEY Deputy

MORRIS & STCN::, LLP714242205815:23

CASE NAME": .
FILLE et al. v. W cut.
CML CASE COVERSHEET ComplexClIseDesignationo Unlfmltod 0 0 CountBr 0 Joinder
(Amount (Amount JImGE:
demanded demanded 18 Filedwith t'il'5t appearance by
w<ceedlll $25.000) $25,000 or lass) cal. Rules ofCourt, rule 3.4(2) ni;PT:

Items 1.-8belowmust be oom SB6/f7S1ruc#it»1tJ on f)Ilg6 2).
1. Check one box below for tha ease type Vlfolt* dasc:tlbes thIS case:

AmoTorto Auto (22) U Breach ofoOflb'\\e:tJwammty (06)
D Uninsured mQItltlAt (48) 0 R.ule 3.740 COllllclJons (00)
other PUPDJIIVD (PareonaJll\lluylProperty 0 Othot oollect1ons (OO)
DamaglllWrongWi 1loatIt)Tori 0 IlIllIIrarlO& OO\I$l'JIIl& (18)o Asbestos (04) 0 Othet ¢Q(lttacl (37)o Produet (24), Reel Propertyo MedIcalmllljll'llctioe (45) 0 Emlnllnt domalnJIm.oelWo other PVPO/VVt) (.23) lXlfIdemnation (14)
Non.PIIPD/WP (Olhar) Tort 0 'M'cngful evld.iQn (a3)

§ 8uslnll38 tortlullfall' lIt.Isress PflIoIioe (/11) 0 Other real property (26)
Civil rlglltS (0&) Unlawful DetaIner

II' OOfamation (13) 0 Commerqljll (a1)o I=rll.Ud ('6) 0 Resldentillf32)

8 InleIle<;I\l3J property (19) 0 Drugs (3$)
Professional I16llJlgeooe (25) R.tvi6w .o OII1er non·PIJPDIWD tort (36) U At$et fnrfelture (05)

0 Petition m: srb/tJaIjon award (11)
W VI/rOI\OfuI \efmlnalion (36) 0 Wlit of (02)o othere I Ill4f1t (15) 0IhIlr udiclal rcvlcw 39

Ptoviaiolllllly ClvlIlJdptIon
(CIL Rules ofelWl't, mkiQ3.401).4A03)o AnIIlnJstrrrade I8QUIBUon (Oa)o COJ1$lf\.I(oI;I del'llct (10)o Mass lOft (Ml)

B Ihlgatlcn (28)
EnvImnlMfltallTOlCIo tolt (30)o 'nsut8l1C8 daJJ\\AQMInU fmm ihe
CIboIIe listed oomplQX case
"typG&(41)

InfoJQ8lnelltofJUl1Omonto (20)
11l8rIIiIklJlHHlSCivil ¢ornplafnto R1CO(2?) .o 0IhsrCOOlp/all\t (not t1/J6()ifi&tJ a!loV&) (42)
UleceIllIneouseMIo P8l1/l9I$h1p and COIpOr.l18 gOWtM&'lOe (21)o otherpdon (not speci/ie(Jabtw9) (43)



CASE NUMBER
Aaron Filler, et a!. v. Susan H. Walker

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? III YES CLASS ACTION? 0 YES LIMITED CASE? 0 YES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL

Item II. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location (4 steps -If you checked "Limited Case", skip to Item III, 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 2lli! 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.
2. May be filed in central (other county, or no bodily injury/property damage).
3. Location where cause of action arose.
4. Location where bodily injury, death or damage occurred.
5. Location where performance required or defendant resides.

6. Location of or permanently garaged vehicle.
7. Location where petitioner resides.
8. Location wherein defendant/respondent functions wholly.
9. Location where one or more of the Ilarties reside.
10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office

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

CIl 0Clot-e :5c.. ctl_ CIl

:::l -:::lc:-_ Cl

- c:III 0c: ..
o ==l!.!-CIl CIlc.. Cl

li;.c <II50

Auto (22)

Uninsured Motorist (46)

Asbestos (04)

Product Liability (24)

Medical Malpractice (45)

Other
Personal Injury
Property Damage
Wrongful Death

(23)

o A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property DamagelWrongful Death

o A7110 Personal Injury/Property DamagelWrongful Death - Uninsured Motorist

o A6070 Asbestos Property Damage

o A7221 Asbestos - PersonallnjurylWrongful Death

o A7260 Product Liability (not asbestos or toxic/environmental)

o A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians &Surgeons
o A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice

o A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall)

o A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property DamagelWrongful Death (e.g.,
assault, vandalism, etc.)

o A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress

o A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property DamagelWrongful Death

1.,2.,4.

1.,2.,4.

2.

2.

1., 2., 3" 4., 8.

1.,4.

1.,4.

1.,4.
1.,4.

1" 3.
1.,4.

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

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
Page 1 of 4



n Filler, et al. v. Susan H. Walker

"'1::1i::' 0
1.,2.,3.iII>!- Civil Rights (08) 0 A6005 Civil Rights/Discrimination

Q..c:0 ...... III
0... CIl

Defamation (13) !2l A6010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1.@-3.-0C,:>_
:::I :::J...... --c: t:»

Fraud (no contract) 1.,2.,3.-r:: Fraud (16) 0 A6013ti 2g;:
0 A6017 Legal Malpractice 1.,2.,3.Cll CIla.g' Professional Negligence (25)
0 A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.,2.,3.f:: Eo tVzo

Other (35) 0 A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.,3.

C Wrongful Termination (36) 0 A6037 Wrongful Termination 1.,2.,3.eD
E>.
0 0 A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1.,2.,3.C.
E Other Employment (15)

0 A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.w

0 A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful 2.,5.eviction)
Breach of ContracY Warranty

0 A6008 ContracUWarranty Breach ·Seller Plaintiff (no fraud/negligence) 2.,5.
(06)

(not insurance) 0 A6019 Negligent Breach of ContractlWarranty (no fraud) 1.,2.,5.

0 A6028 Other Breach of ContractlWarranty (not fraud or negligence) 1.,2.,5.

0
0 A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff 2.,5.,6.

c: Collections (09)
0 A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 2.,5.0u

Insurance Coverage (18) 0 A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1.,2.,5.,8.

0 A6009 Contractual Fraud 1.,2.,3.,5.
Other Contract (37) 0 A6031 Tortious Interference 1.,2.,3.,5.

0 A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurance/fraud/negligence) 1.,2.,3.,8.

Eminent Domainllnverse 0 A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels__ 2.Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33) 0 A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.,6.III
Q.e
0...

0 A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure'iii 2.,6.
<ll

Other Real Property (26) 0 A6032 Quiet Title 2.,6.
0 A6060 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure) 2.,6.

Unlawful Detainer-Commercial 0 A6021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.,6... (31)Qlc:
]i Unlawful Detainer-Residential 0 A6020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.,6.<II (32)0
"5 Unlawful Detalner-l 0 A6020FUnlawful Detalner-Post-Foreclosure 2.,6.III Post-Foreclosure (34)C
;:)

Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) 0 A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2.,6.

LAGIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LAse Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of4



·Aaron Filler, et al. v, Susan H. Walker

Asset Forfeiture (05) 0 A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.,6.

Petition re 'Arbitration (11) 0 A6115 Petition to CompellConfirmNacate Arbitration 2.,5.
CI).::;
CI)
0:: 0 A6151 Writ - Administrative Mandamus 2" 8.m
'0 Writ of Mandate (02) 0 A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2.:c::s 0 A6153 Writ - Other Limited Court Case Review 2....,

Other Judicial Review (39) 0 A6150 OtherWrit /Judicial Review 2.,8.

e AntilrustfTrade Regulation (03) 0 A6003 AntitrustfTrade Regulation 1.,2.,8.
0
:0=co
.23 Construction Defect (10) 0 A6007 Construction Defect 1.,2.,3.
:!::
-I
>< Claims Involving Mass TortCI) 0 A6006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1.,2.,8.e.. (40)
E
0
(j Securities Litigation (28) 0 A6035 Securities Litigation Case 1.,2.,8.
..?;omc Toxic Tort0 0 A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1.,2.,3.,8.'iii Environmental (30).::;
0 Insurance Coverage Claims...

0 A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only)0.. from Complex Case (41) 1.,2.,5,,8.

0 A6141 Sister State Judgment 2.,9.- .... 0 A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2.,6.e e
CI) CI)

E E Enforcement 0 A6107 Confession of Judgment (non-domestic relations) 2.,9.CI) C)e.> '1:l of Judgment (20)... '" 0 A6140 Administrative Agency Award (not unpaid taxes) 2.,8..2 ...,
c -W 0 0 A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2.,8.

0 A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.,8.,9.

RICO (27) 0 A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.,2.,8.
U) £!::s e
0 'n;

0 A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 1.,2.,8.CI) e..c
..!!! E 0 A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domesticlharassment)Gi 0 Other Complaints 2.,8.
e.> (j
U) '::; (Not Specified Above) (42) 0 A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tort/non-complex) 1.,2.,8.:§ (3

0 ASOOO Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-complex) 1,,2.,8.

Partnership Corporation 0 A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2.. 8.Governance (21)

0 A6121 Civil Harassment 2.,3.,9.
U) U)::s e 0 A6123 Workplace Harassment 2.,3.,9.0 0
CI) :2c
..!!! Gl 0 A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2.,3.,9.
4i 0.. Other Petitions
e.> :s; (Not Specified Above) 0 A6190 Election Contest 2.//I
:§ (3 (43)

0 A6110 Petition for Change of Name 2.,7.
0 AS170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2.,3" 4.,8.
0 A6100 Other Civil Petition 2.,9.

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

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
Page 30f4



CASE NUMBER
Aaron Filler, et al. v. Susan H. Walker

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

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown 2716 Ocean Park Blvd. Suite 1007
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

01. CZl2. 03.04.05.06.07.08. 09.010.

CITY: STATE: ZIP CODE:

Santa Monica CA 90405

Item IV. Declaration ofAssignment: I declare under penalty of 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)J.

Dated: May31,2011
(SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEYIFILING PARTY)

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

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. If filing 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 ).

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

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-01 0, 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)
LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
Page 4 of 4



1 Aaron P. MorriBt Esq." (SBN 130727)
DUMa Stone Killeen. Esq. (SBN 252053)

2 MORRIS & STONE, LLP
17852E. 17tb St., Suite 201

3 CA 92780
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7 Basea Corporation; Neurography
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SUPERlOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FORTHE COUNTY OFLOS ANGELES

BC462605CASENO.

Assigned for all purposes to:

COMPLAINT FOR:

1. DEFAMATION.
2. INTERFERENCEWITH

PROSPEctIVEECONOMIC
ADVANTAGEVS.

12

18

19

13 AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual; J
AARON FILLER, MD, PlID, APC, a )

14 California Professional Corporation; IMAGE1
BASED SUROICENTER CORPORATION,

15 a California Corporation; and
NEUROGRAPHY INSTITIJTE MEDICAL

16 ASSOC1ATES1 a California Professional
Corporation, . )

Plaintiffs, )17

Zl
22

20 SUSAN H.,WALKER, an individual; DOES
1 through 25, inclusive,

DefendnnUl.

23 Plaintiffs AARON FILLER, MD. PHD, an individual; AARON MD. PHD,
24 APe, a California professional corporation; IMAGE BASED SURGICENTER

25 CORPORA a California colporation; and NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTEMEDICAL
26 ASSOCIATES, a California professional corporation, allege as follows against Defendants

27 SUSANH. WALKER, an individual, and DOES 1through 25, inclusive:
28

1
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
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1. DEFAMATION
2. INTERFERENCE WITH
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ADVANTAGE
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Plaintiffs AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual; AARON FILLER, MD, PHD,

18
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21

22

23
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13 AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual;
AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, APC, a )

14 California Professional Corporation; IMAGE)
BASED SURGICENTER CORPORATION, )

15 a California Corporation; and )
NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE MEDICAL )

16 ASSOCIATES, a California Professional )
Corporation, )

Plaintiffs, j
20 SUSAN H. WALKER, an individual; DOES

1 through 25, inclusive, )
)
)

24 APC, a California professional corporation; IMAGE BASED SURGICENTER
25 CORPORATION, a California corporation; and NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE MEDICAL
26 ASSOClATES, a California professional corporation, allege as follows against Defendants

27 SUSAN H. WALKER, an individual, and DOES 1 through 25, inclusive:
28
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Aaron Filler, MD, PhD; Aaron Filler, MD, PhD, APC;

7 Image Based Surgicenter Corporation; Neurography
Institute Medical Associates
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Plaintiffs,

Defendants.

vs.

Plaintiffs AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual; AARON

8

9

10

11

12

19

17

18

13 AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, an individual;
AARON FILLER, MD, PHD, APC, a )

14 California Professional Corporation; IMAGE)
BASED SURGICENTER CORPORATION, )

15 a California Corporation; and )
NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE MEDICAL )

16 ASSOCIATES, a California Professional )
Corporation, )

)

I
20 SUSAN H. WALKER, an individual; DOES

1 through 25, inclusive, )
)
)

21

22

23

24 APC, a California professional corporation; IMAGE BASED SURGICENTER
25 CORPORATION, a California corporation; and NEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE
26 ASSOCIATES, a California professional corporation, allege as follows against Defendants

27 SUSAN H. WALKER, an individual, and DOES 1 through 25, inclusive:
28



1 GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

2 1. At all times alleged herein, PlaintiffAARON FILLER, M.D., PhD (hereinafter,

3 "DR. FILLER"), was an individual residing in the County ofLos Angeles.
4 2 At all times alleged herein PlaintiffAARON FILLER, MD, PhD, APC, doing

5 business as Institute for Nerve Medicine (hereinafter, "INM") was a professional corporation

6 organized and existing under the laws of the State of California, and is and was qualified to do

7 business in California, with its principal place of business at 2716 Ocean Park Blvd. Suite 3082

8 Santa Monica, CA 90405.

9 3. At all times alleged herein Plaintiff IMAGE BASED SURGICENTER

10 CORPORATION ("IBSC") was a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the

11 of California, and is and was qualified to do business in California, with its principal place

12 business at 2716 Ocean Park Blvd. Suite 1007, Santa Monica, CA 90405.

13 4. At all times alleged herein PlaintiffNEUROGRAPHY INSTITUTE .l•.u.-" .....

ASSOCIATES ("NIMA"), was a California professional corporation organized and existing

15 under the laws of the State ofCalifornia, and is and was qualified to do business in California,

16 with its principal place of business at 2716 Ocean Park Blvd. Suite 3075, Santa Monica, CA

17 90405.

18 5. Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and capacities, whether individual,

19 corporate, associate, or otherwise, of the Defendants sued herein as DOES 1 through 25

20 inclusive, and therefore, sues said Defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs allege

21 each of the fictitiously named Defendants is responsible in some manner for the

22 herein alleged, and proximately caused Plaintiffs' damages. Plaintiffs will roU'vll\.j

23 to allege the true names and capacities ofDOES 1-25 when the same have been

24 6. Moreover, at all times herein mentioned, Defendants confirm,

25 to, affirm, direct, authorize, acknowledge, and ratify the acts of each and every

26 herein as to each of the acts hereinafter alleged.

27 III

28
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1 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

2 (Defamation - All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)

3 7. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference as though set forth in full Paragraphs 1

4 6 of the General Allegations.

5 8. PlaintiffDR. FILLER, operating professionally in the County ofLos Angeles,

6 State of California, has enjoyed a good reputation both generally and in his profession as a

7 neurosurgeon.

8 9. PlaintiffINM, with its principal place ofbusiness in the County ofLos Angeles

9 State of California, has enjoyed a good reputation both generally and as a professional medical

10 corporation providing neurosurgical services.

11 10. PlaintiffIBSC, with its principal place ofbusiness in the County ofLos Angeles

12 State of California, has enjoyed a good reputation both generally and as a provider of surgicent

13 facility services.

14 11. PlaintiffNIMA, with its principal place ofbusiness in the County ofLos Angeles

15 State of California, has enjoyed a good reputation both generally and as a provider of radiology

16 services.

17 12. Commencing in September of2010 and thereafter through the present date,

18 Defendant SUSAN H. WALKER ("WALKER") and DOES 1 to 25 have published on the

19 Internet defamatory and untruthful statements about the Plaintiffs, apparently attempting to use

20 this campaign of defamation to damage the reputation of the Plaintiffs. The defamatory

21 statements were directed at and concern Plaintiffs, all ofwhom reside and are doing business in

the County ofLos Angeles, State ofCalifornia, making venue and jurisdiction proper before this

court. WALKER, individually or with the assistance ofDOES 1 to 25, published her false,

defanlatory and damaging statements on a number ofwebsites, including but not limited to the

following:

(1) Stating falsely that information she has seen suggested Dr Filler posed an

unusually high risk of death to patients: "Now imagine how manYmore cases went to arbitration.

3

COMPL



1 Imagine how many more cases are located at other court houses (this list is two years dated).

2 Malpractice 8/12/2003,. Malpractice 5/16/2005, Malpractice 4/3/1998, Malpractice 3/10/1997,

3 Malpractice 11/14/1996, ...Again, my purpose in writing this is to attempt to save another

4 from what I am going through. You would not wish this on your worst enemy. IfDr. Filler read

5 this, I would hope it would cause him to reflect on his practice, and change his incredibly

6 arrogant attitude before he kills someone (assuming he hasn't already)." (9/20/2010-

7 RunningForums.com).

8 (2) Asserting fraud: "I was billed for one procedure that was never conducted."

9 (4/3/11 RateMDs.com);

10 (3) Suggesting fraud: " ... their fraud unit is investigating. State Farm, Sue

11 check it out. Louise has had direct communication from them (Sam Gonzales, SF) regarding

12 ongoing review." (10/19/10 RateMDs.com);

13 (4) Asserting fraud: "There is a current fraud investigation underway, Louise was

14 informed of this in early September and I confirmed it with State Farm yesterday. (2/18/11

15 RateMDs.com)"

16 (5) "Dr. Filler and his staff are the aggressive, irresponsible, libelous thieves - not me

17 (10/13/10 RateMDS.com)"

18 (6) Stating falsely that Dr. Filler is intentionally injecting patients with a material

19 known to cause a slow painful unpreventable death in every patient so exposed. "Wydase is no

20 longer manufactured and has not been manufactured in at least seven years, so I'm not sure why

21 Filler refers to the use ofWydase, and given the remote risk ofCSE transmission that it poses,

22 injecting it directly adjacent to a nerve does not seem advised. (1/31/11 RunningForums)"

23 (7) Stating falsely that she has seen information documenting that Dr. Filler's surgery

24 has resulted in severing nerves - which causes immediate permanent paralysis - even though Dr.

25 Filler has never severed a nerve: "Look at the doctor-rating sites and see how Dr. Filler is rated

26 by patients. You will see a lot ofwhat is on this board, glowing reviews, and glowering criticism,

27 mostly based on money and bad office staff experiences, many also though on failed surgeries

28



1 and cases where Filler's treatment resulted in severing nerves and worse outcomes. (9/18/1

2 RunningForums)"

3 (8) Stating falsely that the IBSC offers procedures that don't work even though

4 is a greater than 95% diagnostic success rate and even though her procedures were a suC:.cess:

5 "1.5 hours in the "Image-based Surgi-Center." Not bad. Too bad it didn't work" (3/28/11

6 RateMDs.com - 673 thread)

7 (9) Stating falsely that INM and IBSC have unconscionable fees, incompetent staff

8 and inaccurate billing: "I expect to be similarly "taken care of' for the balances for the "Institute

9 ofNerve Medicine" and the "Image Based Surgery Center." But I will continue to get the word

10 out about his unconscionable fees and incompetent and rude billing staff. I have YET to get an

11 accurate billing that I can use to appeal to insurance" (10/15/10 RunningForums.com, thread

12 157)

13 (10) Making statements on a page about the Neurography Institute suggesting that this

14 facility will charge tens of thousands of dollars for an MR Neurography scan and that it is

15 disreputable: "Be forewarned, Dr. Filler is outrageously expensive. I saw him for an exam, two

16 MRNs, and MRI injections in my neck and hip. Total time: less than three hours. Total cost:

17 $53,000. I believe he is a very skilled neurosurgeon, but I see no need for him to charge such

18 outrageous fees. And his office staffmade serious errors in billing, do not return multiple phone

19 messages - but they are very quick to send out their erroneous bills, repeatedly, and threaten

20 collections actions." (11/6/2010 on "nervepain.tv/ Magnetic Resonance Neurography: Dr. Aaron

21 Filler")

22 13. Each of the statements were false as they pertain to Plaintiffs.

23 14. The statements published by Defendants, and each ofthem, are defamatory on

24 their face because they (1) charge Plaintiffs with improper, illegal, and immoral conduct; (2)

25 subject Plaintiffs to hatred, contempt, ridicule and obloquy, and; (3) injure Plaintiffs in their trade

26 and business by imputing to them a lack of integrity, professionalism and honesty, and have a

27 natural tendency to lessen their ability to conduct business in the medical field.

28
5



27 lUcome.

20 field.

26 thereupon allege that each of them have been deprived of business opportunities and additional

By virtue of the false statements, Plaintiffs are informed and believe and21.

24 Plaintiffs.

25

15. As a proximate result of the above-described publications, Plaintiffs have

2 a loss of reputation, and have or will be exposed to hatred, contempt, ridicule or obloquy, all to

3 their general dan:lage, in an amount that is not presently know with precision, but which exceeds

4 the jurisdictional minimum of this court. The defamatory statements have injured Plaintiffs in

5 their business and/or occupation.

6 16. As a further proximate result, it is also alleged that Plaintiffs have suffered speci

7 damages from loss of business in an amount to be determined at time oftrial.

8 17. The above-described publications were published by Defendant, and each of the

9 with malice in that they knew said misstatements of fact were false and they made said

10 publications with the specific intent to injure Plaintiffs' positions as medical practitioners.

11 conduct justifies the award ofpunitive damages.

12 SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

21 20. In furtherance of this conspiracy, Defendants, and each of them, committed

22 wrongful acts, including without limitation, making the aforesaid false and defamatory

23 statements attributing unethical, illegal, immoral, unprofessional and dishonest conduct to

13 (Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage -

14 All Plaintiffs Against All Defendants)

15 18. Plaintiffs refer to paragraphs 1 through 17 ofthis complaint and incorporates the

16 by this reference as though fully set forth herein.

17 19. Plaintiffs have each enjoyed a profitable business and goodwill. Defendants, and

18 each of them, conspired with one another to interfere with Plaintiffs' prospective economic

19 advantage by sullying their names and consequently their business reputations in the medical

28
6



7

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

MORRIS & STONE

By:
Aaron Morris

As a direct result ofDefendants' unlawful conduct, and each of theirs as alleged

The foregoing acts by Defendants were done for the purpose and had the effect Of"

For compensatory damages according to proofat the time of trial;

For general damages according to proof;

For punitive damages according to proof;

For injunctive relief, prohibiting Defendants, and each of them, from rep,eatmg

statements judicially determined to be defamatory (Balboa Island Village Inn,

v. Lemen (2007) 40 Cal. 4th 1141);

For costs of suit; and

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

In doing the things herein alleged, the Defendants, and each of them, acted

22.

23.

24.

5.

1.

2.

3.

4.

6.

1

4

5 herein, Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amount which is presently unknown, but which is

6 believed to exceed the jurisdictional minimum of this Court, together with interest thereon.

7 exact amount ofPlaintiffs' damages have not yet been fully ascertained and Plaintiffs will

8 leave ofCourt to amend this Complaint to set forth the exact amount of damages when

9 ascertained, or according to proof at time of trial.

2 damaging Plaintiffs' reputation and goodwill and preventing Plaintiffs from realizing additional

3 income.

25

26

27

28

10

11 fraud, malice, oppression and with consciousdisregard for the interests ofPlaintiffs such

12 Plaintiffs are entitled to an award ofpunitive damages.

13 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgment against Defendants, and each of them,

14 follows:

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24 DATED: May 31,2011
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Superior Court of Calffornia. County of Los Angeles
AI.TE;RNATIVE DISPUTe RESOLUTION (APR)

COURTHOUSE:
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INFORMATION RE: CASES REFERRED TO AOR

ADR Clerk
ThIs referral has been assigned to the ADR Clerk located at the courthouse Indicated at right.

Initiating The ADR Process
Upon referral to AOR. the parties must Immediately:

1. Complete the ADR Intake forms •
a. ADR Case Referral Intake (ADR 039) - To be fully completed by plaintiff.
b. ADR Demographic Information (ADR 011) - One sheet must.be completed for

each litigant named In the action.
2. Submit com leted forms to the ADR Clerk either fneerson or b

Ch.18). .. . ..
tAlfremT· ,..

ir ,_-1, . _.." __'. .. _
Extra forms may be obtaIned from the Court's website ('It/WW.lasuperIQCcoyd,QUJ, click on AOR
then Forms) or the ADR Clark.

Where To File DocumentfJ
Flied dlreotly with the AOR Clerk:

o Dlsquallficallon of ADR Neutral (LASC Rules 12.6)
o Nollce of ADR Hearing amended noUces)
o Stalement of Agreement or Nonagreement (mediation only)
o Award of Arbllrator (arbItration only)
o Reques.t for TrIal de Novo (arbitration only)
o Notice of Salllame.nt
NOTE: The ADR Clerk processes documents related to ceses going through the Court's
ADR program only. Documents related tQ caSes going through private ADR•. binding
arbltrallon. conlractual arbitration, mandatory fee arbitration, Eitc., are to be flied directly
with the Clvll Clerk or assigned Courtroom.

Flied dlreotly with the Civil Clerk or Referring Courtroom:
o Mollon to Extend ADR Completion Date
o Notice or Order extending ADR Complellon Date"
o Notice or Order Removing Case from ADR··
o SlIpulallon Re Settlement
o Request for Dismissal"
o All other papers (I.e., motlons, orders to show cause, etc.) related to the case

·'Wlth a copy to the ADR Clerk.

IF THIS CASE HAS BEEN PREVIOUSLY SENT TO THE COURT'S ADR PROGRAM, PLEASE
IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE ADR CLERI<.
ADR 044 04-()4 INFORMATION RE: TO AOR
LASC Approved
(Rev. 06,05)

The Los Angeles Superior Court Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Program Is governed by .
Los Angelea SuperIor Court Rules, Chapter Twelve. CalffornJa Rules ofCourt, rules1eOO·1639
end Code of Civil Procedure sections 1141.10-1141.31 and 1775-1775.15.

Neutral Selection
General Jurisdiction - The parties may selecl a Neutral from the Court's website and Indicate
their choIce on the ADR Case Referrallnlake. If the Neutralls not available at the time the
ADR Clerk receives the Intake, the ADR Clerk wlll randomly selecl another Neulral.

Limited JurisdictIon - The ADR Clerk randomly selecls the Neutral.

Should Ihe parties decide to contract a private ADR Neulral, plaintiff shoUld immediately notify
the ADR Clerk and assigned Neutral (If any).

ADR Completion Dato
Unless the Court has set a completion date. the ADR Clerk will set a completion date at the
60lh day from the date of assignment In mediation cases and at the 90lh day In arbitration
.cases.



City of Norwalk
(562) 929·5603

Center for Conflfct ResolutIon
(818)

Academy .of Mediation Professionals
(818) .

Page1or2
THIS IS A TWO-SIDED DOCUMENT.

Los Angeles.County Bar Association Dispute ReSOlution Services
toll free number 1·877-4Resolve (737-6583) or (213) 896·6533

(Spanish language capability)

The Loyola Law School Center for Conflict Resolution
(213)

(Spanish language capability)

OffIce of the Los Angeles City Attorney Dispute Resolution Program
(213).485..8324

(Spanish language capability)

Martin luther King Legacy Association Dispute Resolution Center
. . . (323) 290-4132

(Spanish language capability)

Los Angeles County Department of Consumer Affairs
(213) 974R0825

(Spanish language capability)

Inland Valleys Justice Center
(909) 397005780

(Spanish language capability)

AsianRPaclfic American Dispute Resolution Center .
(213) 250R8190
&Asian languages capability)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
DI.SPUTE PROGRAMS ACT (ORPA) CONiRACTORS

DRPA Contractors do not provide legal advice or assistance, Including help wIth responding
to summonses. Accessing these services does not negatG any responsibility you have to
respond to a summons or appear at any set court date. See the reverse side of this sheet for
Information on the mediation process and obtaining legal advice.

The following org!olnlzatlons providemediation services under contract with the LO$ Angeles County
Department of Community & SeniorServices. Services are provided to parties In any civil case filed In the Los
Angeles County Superior Court. Services are not provided under this program to family, probate, traffic,
crlmlnal, appellate, mental heallh. unlawful detalnerfevlctlon orJuvenile court cases. . .

ADR 007 07oC4
LAse Appfovtld
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Dispute Resolution Programs Act (DRPA) Grants Administration Office
(213) 738·2621

(The DRP Office Ie not n Supllrlor Court Office. Conault your phone dIrectory to 10clltCt the number of the Court OHloe lin your
summons.)

What Is the goal ofmedlatlon?

The goal Is to t.he parties In reaching amutually acceptable agreement or understanding on some or all
of the Issues. The parties Jointly become the primary decision maker In how to resolve the Issues as opposed to
the traditional judge and/orJury system.

.Provlde advice or opinions
• Offer legal Information
.Make declBlons for parties
t Represent or advocate for either aide
tJudge or evaluate anyone or anything
.Conduct research
.. "Take Sides·

AMediator does not...

Court Personnel can answer non-/egal questions
(forms, feas, fee waivers), lasuper!orcourt.Q(Q

Low-Income Individuals may qualify for help from
non-profit·legat organizations. Court Personnel and
DRPA contractors have such listings.

A DOCUMENT.

A Mediator helps parties•.•

.. Have productive dIscussions

.Avold or break Impasses

..Defuse controversy

..Generate options that have potential for mutual gain

.. Better understand each other's concerns and goals

.. Focus on thelr Interesls rather than their poslUons

What does it cost?

The first three hours of any mediation are free.
Thereafter. charges are based on Income or revenue.
All fees are waived for low-income

Do I need an attorney for this?

While It Is recommended to have an attorney andlor receIve legal advice before the mediation starts, you are
not required to have representatlon. If you do have an attorney, they may participate in the mediation with you.

How long does it take?

Face-to-face mediations generally last one to three hours. Telephone conclllallons, in which the parties do not
meet face .to face, vary from a few days to several weeks. Much depends on the number of parties involved
and the complaxltles of the Issues. When the medIation takes place on parties schedUling avallabilily.

Legal Advice/Information

If you want to retain an attorney, a list of state
certified referral services Is at courtlofg.ca.9gv which
also has an on·line self help legal.center.

Self-Help Legal Access Centers are at the
I!-------------------linglewood. Palmdale, Pomona, and Van Nuys

What Is the difference between the contractors courthouses. nl§-Ia,orq am;! laU§,qrg
listed and the Superior Court ADR Office?

The services offered by the contractors listed may be
accessed immedIately. Those offered by the Superior
Court ADR Office, also a ORPA contractor, may not
be accessed by parties un,til a court appearance, or at

the dlrecllve of the judge assigned to the case.

C07 07·04
LASe Approved
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Name of SlIpulatlng Party Nama of Party or Attorney Executing Stipulation Signature ofParty or Alfomeyo Plalnllff 0 Defendant 0 Ctolls-defendanl

Name of Stipulating Party Name of Party or Allorney Executing Stlpulallon SIgnature ot Party or Altorneyo P/alntllf 0 Defendant 0 Cross·defendant

CASE NUMBER:

Aftemate: _

ATTORNEY: SA SER

o Additional slgnature(a) on ravama

STIPULATION TO PARTICIPATE IN
. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION ADR

First choice: _

DE NDANT:

1. ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROCESS:o Medlallono Non:Blndlng Arbilratlon

8 BindIng Arbitration
Settlement Conferenceo Other ADR Process (descrlbe): _

2. NeUTRAL:o Court Panel: The parties request the assignment of one of the followIng neutrals from the Court's

o Pro Bono Panel (no charge to the parties for the flrst 3 hours of hearing Ume)o Tile partIes request that the AOR Clerk select the neutral.

If nelther choIce of neutral Is available, the Court's ADR Offlce will select the neutral_

o Party Pay Panel ($150.00 per hour charge to the partIes for the first 3 hours of hearing time)

undersigned partIes stlpulilte to particIpate In Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) In the above-entitled acllon,
follows:

Dated: _

ADR 001 1l>-04
LASe ApP1n\Ed STIPULAnON TO

ALTERNAnVE
Cel. Rulos or Court. rulo 201.9

1or.2



Name of Slfpulallng Party Name ofParty or Allomey l=:xecullng Sllpulal/on Signalure of Party or Allorneyo Plaintiff 0 Defendant 0 Cross-defendant

Cal. Rulft8 DrCoull.mla201.9
Poge20r 2

Case Number

Signature of Party or AtlorneyNamll of Party or Allomey EMecullng SlIpulaUOI'I

STIPULATION TO PARTJCIPATE IN
ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR)

Name or Party or Allomey Execulll1D StipulatIon SIgnature of Party orAIIorneyoCross-defendant

o CroBs-defendant

8M lie

Name of Slfpulaling Party Name of Party or A\lomey !:xllcul1ng Sl1pulllUon Signature of Party orAUorneyo Pllllntlff 0 Defendant 0 Cron-defendant

Name of SlIpulallng Party Name of Party orAttorney ExscuUng Sl1pulaUon ofPllrly orAltorneyo Plalnllff 0 Defendant 0 Cross-defendanl

Name of SlIpulallng Party Name of Party orAUOrttay Execul1ng SI/pulallon Signature of Party or AUomeyo I?lalnUff 0 Defendant 0 Cross-defendent

Name of Sllpulating Party Name of Party or Allorney ExecuUng Stlpulallon SIgnature of Party orAUorneyo Plalnllff 0 Defendant 0 Cro5s-delendant .

of SUpulaUng Party Name of Party or AUomey Execul1ng SllpulaUon SlgnalurB of Party or Allomeyo P'mlnllff 0 Defendant a Crol,il,i-defendant

of Party Name of party or Allornay Execullng Sl1pulalfon Signature of Party or Atlorneyo 0 Derendant 0 Cross-defendant
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) INFORMATION PACKAGE

[CRe 3.221 Information about Alternative Dispute Resolution] ,
For additional ADR information and forms visit the Court ADR web application at www.lasuperlorcourt.org (click on ADR).

The plaintiff shall serve a copy of this Information Package on each defendant along wllh the complaint (Civil 'only).

What 1$ ADR:
AlternativE! Dispute Resolution (ADR) is the term used to describe all the other options available for settling a dispute which once
be settled in court. ADR processes, such as arbitration, mediation, neutral evaluation (NE), and settlement conferences, are less
than a court process and provide opportunities for parties to reach an agreement using a problem-solving approach.

There are many different kinds of ADR. All of them utilize a "neutral", an impartial person, to decide the case or help the parties
agreement. , ,

Mediation:
In mediation, a neutral person called a "mediator" helps the parties try to reach amutually acceptable resolution ofthe
mediator does not decide the dispute but helps the parties communicate so they can try to settle the dispute themselves.
leaves control of the outcome with the parties.

Cases for Which MedIation May Be Appropriate
Mediation may be partiCUlarly useful when parties have a dispute between or among family members, neighbors, or busln
partners. Mediation Is also effective When emotions are gelling In the way of resolullon. An effective mediator can hear the
parties'out and help them communicate with each other In an effective and nondestructive manner.

for Which Mediation May tl2t Be Appropriate
f\1ed!ation may not be effective if one of the parties is unwilling to cooperate or compromise. Medlatlon alsQ may not be
one of the parties has a signincant advantage in power over the other. Therefore, it may not be a good choIce If the parties
a history of abuse or victlmiz:alion.

Arbitration:
In arbitratlpn, a neutral person called an "arbitrator" hears arguments and evidence from side and then decIdes the outcome
dispute. Arbitration is less formal than a trial; and the rules of evidence are often relaxed. Arbitration may be either "binding" or '
"nonbinding." Blndlngarbitretlon means that the parties waive their right to a trial and agree to accept the arbitrator's decision as
Nonbinding arbitration means that the parties are free to request a trIal If they do not accept the arbitrator's decision.

; CMes for Which Arbitration May Be ApproprIate
, Arbitration is best for cases where the parties want another person to decide the'outcome of their dispute for them but woulcf

" to avoid the formality; time, and expense ofa trial. It may also be appropriate for complex matters where the parties want a
, , decision-maker Who has training or experience in the SUbject matter of the dispute.

, Cases for Which Arbitration MayNm Be Appropriate
If parties want to retain control over how their dispute is resolved, arbitration, particularly binding arbitration, Is not appropriate.
binding arbitration, the parties generally cannot appeal the arbitrator's award, even If It Is not supported by the evidence or the
law, Even In nonbinding arbitration, jf a party requests a trial and does not receive a more favorable result at trial than In
arbitration, there may be penalties.

Noutrai'Evaluation:
In neutral evaluation, each party gets a chance to present the case to a neutral person called an "evaluator." The evaluator then gives
opinion on the strengths and weaknesses of each party's evidence and arguments and about how the dispute could be resolved. The
evaluatdr Is oftel1 an ellperl in the SUbject matter of the dispute. Although the evaluator's opinion Is not binding, the parties typically use It
as a basis for trying to negotiate a resolution of the dispute.

I ,",',

,Cases for Whltlh Neutral Evaluation May Be Appropriate ,
I Neutral evaluation may be most appropriate in cases in which there are technical issue's that require special expertise to resolve
or the only:signlflcant issue in the case is the amount of damages. '

•Case,s for Which Neutral Evaluation May tl2t Be Appropriate '
Neu!ral evaluation may not be appropriate when there are significant personal or emotional barriers to resolving the dispute.

Settlement Con,erfmces:
Settlement cOnferElnces be eithermandatory or voluntary. In both types of settlement conferences, the parties and their attorneys
meet with a lOdge or a neutral person called a "settlement officer" to discuss !,oss/bla' settlement of their dispute. The judge or settlement
officer does not make adecision in the case but assists the parties in evaluating the strengths and weaknesses of the case and In
negotlallng a sell/ement. Settlement conferences are appropriate in any case where settlement Is an option.' Mandatory' settlement
conferences are 'often held close to the date a case is set for trial.
LMDR mlS (05-09)
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'LOS ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT ADR PROGRAMS

• Civil Action Mediation (Governed by Code of Civil Procedure (COP) sections 1175-1775.15. C.allfomla Rules of Court. rUles 3.850-3,868 and
3.870-3.678, Evidence Code secUons 1115-1128, and Los Angeles Superior Court Rules, chapler 12.)

• Retired Judge Settlement
.. Neutral Evaiuatlon (Governed by Los 'Angeles Superior Court Rules, chapter 12.)
• Judicial Arbitration (Governed byCode of Civil Procedure seol/ons 1141.1Q..1141.31, California Rules of Court, rules 3.1310-3.830, and Los

Superior coyf! ,Rule!), chapter 12.)
.. Eminent Pomaln'Medlation (Governed by Code of Civil Procedure s6ClIQ,n 1260.420.)
.. Civil Harassment Me'dlatlon
• Small Claims Mediation

FAMILYLAW
• Mediation
• Forensic Certlfled Public Accountant (CPA) Settlement Conference
.. SettlementConference
.. Nonbinding Arbitration (Governed by Family Code section 2654.)

EBOBATE:
, .. Mediation
e Conference

N§UlBAL §ELECIlPN

Parties may select amediator, neutral evaluator, or arbitrator from the Court Party Select Panel or may hire someone privately, at their
discretion. If the parties utlllze the Random Select Mediation or Arbitration Panel, the parties will be assIgned on a random basis the
name of one neutralwho meets the case criteria entered on the court's website. '

ACa

Party Select Party Select Panel consists of mediators, ne!J.tral,eva,lul;1tors. and arbitrators who have achieved a t!peqlfied iayel
" Panel ,of experience In court-ponnaotad'cases; The partles,(co/ledtlvely) may be ¢harged $150.00 "ar hbvr'for th'r, firSt three

hour8:'ofhearlrig time.' Thereafter" the partle:s may for additional neiulng'tlme on an hOl!riyb,aeiset
established bytha:neutl'tilllf.the p'arlles 'consenfln writing. ' .,. . (

" Random Select The Random Select Panel consists ,and.. Wh9 have not gained
, , Panel , the experienge to qua!!!'Y for thE! as
, ' 'pro boho, Ej's a'way the system. /lls'the p.o.ho.foOfw..

volunteermediators, Ii'eutnil (troe per,'case; the
parties may be charged for additIonal hearing tIme 'on an'hourIS' basis atrate$ established by the neutrallf'the parties
consent In writing. . , '

Privata Neutral The mafket rate for private neutrals can from:$;3,OQ.,;$1 ,000 per hour.

ADI3 As'slsTANCE
For assistance regarding ADR, please contact the ADR Clerk at the oourthouse In which your case was flied.

, Funded by the Los Angeles County Dispute Resolution J=lrograrn
A complete list of the County Dispute Resolution Programs Is available 'online and upon request In the Clerk's Office .

lAADR 005 (Rev. 05/09)
LASe Approved 10-03
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For additional ENE information, visit the Courl's web site at WWw.losuperiorcourl.orgladr
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o reed estate
• trade secrets
• unfair competition

• commercial
6 employment
o medical malpractice

Your case may be eligible for the court's pilot
Early Neutral Evaluation (ENE) program"

from the
Los ANGELES SUPERIOR COURT

ADRDEPARTMENT

If you have a general jurisdiction case involving one of these 6 sUbj
matter areas: .

.. ENE can reduce litigation time and costs and promote
settlement•

.. ENE is an informal process that offers a non-binding evaluation by
an experienced with expertise in the subject matter of
the case. After counsel present their claims and defenses, the
neutral evaluates the case based on the law and the evidence.

+ ENE is voluntary and
• The benefits of ENE incrudE? helping to clarify, narrow or eliminate
issues, identify areas of agreement, offer case-planning suggestions

if requested by the parties, assist in settlement.
first three (3) hours of the ENE session are free of

charge..
back for a Jist of participating pilot courthouses and departments.. .

'.



ff requested by the parties, the evaluator will also facilitate settlement discussions.

Voluntary and Confidential
ENE may not be Qrdered; it is available on a voluntary basIs only. Communications made In
connection with an ENE session ordinarily may not be disclosed to the assigned Judge or to

Early Neutral Evaluation

Early Neutral .Evaluation (ENE) is a new court program that provide the parties and their
counsel, on a voluntary basIs and in a confidential session, the opportunity to make summary
presentations of their claims and defenses and receive a non-binding evaluation by an
experienced neutral lawyer with subject matter expertise. .

The pilot ENE program Is available in general Jurisdiction cases in five designated courthouses:
Santa Monica, Pomona. Chatsworth, Van Nuys, and the Stanley Mosk Courthouse departments
listed below.
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Department 56
Department 68
Department 71
Oepa.rtment 89

Department 47
Department 50
Department 52
Department 55

Department 31
Department 32
Department 38
Department 42

Department 15
Department 16
Department 28
Department 30

The program offers evaluators With subject matter expertise in the fQUowlng areas: commercial
disputes, employment, medical malpractice, real estate, trade secrets, and unfair competition.

Goa's
The goals of ENE are to:

• Enhance direct communication between the parties about their claims and supporting
·evldence

• Provide an asse'ssment of the merits of the case by a neutral expert
• Provide a "reality check" for 'awyers and their clients
• Identify and clarify the central issues in dispute
• Assist wIth discovery and motion planning or with an informal exchange of key

information
• Facflitate settlement discussions, only when requested by the parties

Process
The evaluator, an experienced attorney with expertise in the subject matter of the case, will
convene an informal meeting of clients and counsel. At the informal meeting, each side -
through counsel, cHents or witnesses M wlll.present evidence and argument supporting its case
without regard to Rulas of Evidence and without direct or cross-examination of witnesses.

The evaluator will ask questions after the initial presentations, and then each side may present
a responsive presentation. Following the presentations, the evaluator will identify areas of
agreement and disagreement, clarify and focus the issues, and encourage the partie.s to enter
procedural and substantive' stipUlations.

The evaluator will then prepare an evaluation, outside the presence of the parties, which may
indudean estimate, where feasible, of the likelihood of liability and the dollar range of damages,
and an assessment of the relative strengths and weaknesses of each partyts case.

"



anyone else not involved in the litigation, unless otherwise agreed. The confidential evaluation
Is non-binding and is not shared with the trial JUdge.

Written Statements
Counsel exchange and submit written statements to the evaluator at least 7 days before the
ENE session. These statements are not flied with the court.

The Neutral Evaluator
The evaluators on the court's ENE panel were selected for their Iltigation experience and
subject matter expertise. The parties select the evaluator for their case.

How to Start the ENE Process
The parties agree to participate in ENE by completing the form Stipulation to Participate in ADR.
Upon receipt of the Stipulation, the Court or AOR Department may refer the parties to ENE (the
ilENE Referral"). '

When a.case is referred to ENE, counsel will complete and submit immediately to the ADR
Department the required ADR forms. Counsel will then choose from the court's ENE Panel an
available neutral evaluator with expertise in the substantive legal area of the lawsuit and no
apparent conflict of Interest. .

Appropriate Cases for ENE
Cases with the following characteristics may be particularly appropriate for ENE:

• Counselor the parties are far apart on their views of the law and/or value of the cas,e;
The case involves technical or specialized subject matter, and'it Is Important to have a
neutral with expertise in that sUbJect;

• Communication across party lines (about merits or procedure) could be improved;
Equitable relief is sought, if parties, wllh the aid of a neutral expert, might agree on the
terms of an injunction or consent decree; and/or

• The parties Wish to communicate with each other about the case, but are not ready
specifically to discuss settlement.

Cost
The evaluators on the court's ENE panel prOVide time for a prewsession telephone conference,
preparation time, and the first three (3) hours of the session free of charge. Thereafter, the
parties may be charged for additional hearing time on an hourly basis at rates established by
the evaluator If the parties so consent in writing

Different from Mediation and Arbitration
ENE is different from arbltra'tion and mediation. Arbitration involves an evidentiary hearing and
actual determination on the merits of a case. ENE is less formal; counsel present their case in a
narrative form. The evaluator assesses the relative strengths and weaknesses of each party's
case, based on the law and the evidence.

Mediation does not involve evidentiary hearing nor is it based solely upon the law. Instead,
the goal of mediation is to resolve a case based upon the parties' respective Interests and may
involve the mediator learning confidential information from each party.

Choosing ENE does not mean that the parties cannot later choqse to mediate or arbitrate their
case.
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