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Brett L. Gibbs, Esq. (SBN 251000)
Of Counselto Prenda Law Inc.
38 Miller Avenue, #263
Mill Valley,CA9494l
4 r s-325-5900
ir I g i bf,s'r' u'c'li glitp i r"aul .conr

Attorney for Plaintiff
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BY

IN THE LINITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

AF HOLDINGS LLC,

Plaintiff,
v,

JOHN DOE

Defendant.
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff AF Holdings LLC ("Plaintiff'), through its undersigned counsel, hereby files this

Comptaint requesting damages and injunctive relief, and alleges as follows:

NATURE OF THE CASE

L Plaintiff files this action for copyright infringement under the United States Copyright

Act and related contributory irtfringement and negligence claims under the common law to combat

the willful and intentional infringement of its creative works. Unidentified Defendant John Doe

("Defendant"), whose name Plaintiff expects to ascertain during discovery, knowingly and illegally

reproduced and distributed Plaintiffs copyrighted Video by acting in concert with others via the

BitTonent file sharing protocol and, upon infonnation and belief. continues to do the same, In using

BitTonent, Defendant's infringment actions furthered the efforts of numerous others in infringing on

Plaintiff s copyrighted works. The result: exponential viral infringment. Plaintiff seeks a perrnanent

N".cv t2-
Judge:
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injunction, statutory or actual damages, award of costs and attorney's fees, and other relief to curb

this behavior.

THE PARTIES

2. Plaintiff AF l{oldings LLC is a limited liability company organized and existing

under the laws of the Federation of Saint Kitts and Nevis. Plaintiff is a holder of rights to various

copyrighted works, and is the exclusive holder of the relevant rights with respect to the copyrighted

creative work at issue in this Complaint,

3. The copyrighted work at issue in this oomplaint is one of Plaintiffs adult

entertainment videos, "Popular Demand" (the "Video").

4. Defendant's actual name is unknown to Plaintiff. Instead, Defendant is known to

Plaintiff only by an Internet Protocol address ("IP address"), which is a number assigned to devices,

such as computers, that are connected to the Internet. In the course of monitoring Internet-based

infringement of its copyrighted content, Plaintiffs agents observed unlawful reproduction and

distribution occurring over lP address 66.27.196.248 via the BitTorrent file transfer protocol.

Plaintiff cannot ascertain Defendant's actual identify without limited expedited discovery.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

5. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over Plaintifls copyright infringement

claim under l7 U,S.C. $$ l0l, et seq., (the Copyright Act),28 U.S.C. $ l33l (actions arising under

the laws of the United States), and28 U,S.C. $ 1338(a) (actions arising under an Act of Congress

relating to copyrights). This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over Plaintiffls contributory

infringement and negligence claims under 28 U.S,C. $ 1367(a) because they are so related to

Plaintiff s copyright infringement claim, which is within this Court's original jurisdiction, that the

claims fbrm part of the same case and controversy under Article lll of the United States

Constitution.

CON,{PLAINT CASE NO
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6. This Court has personal jurisdiction because, upon information and belief, Defendant

either resides in or committed copyright infrihgement in the State of California. Plaintiff used

geolocation technology to trace the IP address of the Defendant to a point of origin within the State

of California. Geolocation is a method for ascertaining the likely geographic region associated with a

given IP address at a given date and time. Although not a litrnus test for personatjurisdiction, the use

of geolocation gives PlaintilT good cause for asserting that personal jurisdiction is proper over the

Defendant,

7. Venue is properly founded in this judicial district pursuant to 28 U.S.C. gg 1391(b)

and 1400(a) because Defendant resides in this District, may be found in this District, or a substantial

part of the events giving rise to the claims in this action occurred within this District.

BACKGROUND

8. BitJ'orrent is a modern file sharing method ("protocol") used lbr distributing data via

the lnternet.

9. Traditional file transfer protocols involve a central server! which distributes data

directly to individual users. This method is prone to collapse when large numbers of users request

data from the central server, in which case the server can become overburdened and the rate of data

transmission can slow considerably or cease altogether. In addition, the reliability of access to the

data stored on a server is largely dependent on the server's ability to continue functioning for

prolonged periods of time under high resource demands.

10. Standard P2P protocols involve a one-to-one transf'er of whole files between a single

uploader and single downloader. Although standard P2P protocols solve some of the issues

associated with traditional file transfer protocols, these protocols still suffer from such issues as

scalability. For example, when a popular file is released (e.g. an illegal copy of the latest blockbuster

movie) the initial source of the file performs a one-to-one whole file transfer to a third party, who

COMPLAINT CASE NO
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then performs similar transfers. The one-to'one whole file transfer method can significantly delay

the spread of a file across the world because the initial spread is so limited.

I L In contrast, the BitTorrent protocol is a decentralized method of distributing data.

Instead of relying on a central server to distribute data directly to individual users, the BitTorrent

protocol allows individual users to distribute data among themselves. Further, the BitTonent

protocol involves breaking a single large file into many small pieces, which can be transfened much

more quickly than a single large file and, in turn, redistributed much more quickly than a single large

file. Moreover, each peer can download missing pieces of the file fiom multiple sources-often

simultaneously-which causes transfers to be fast and reliable. After downloading a piece, a peer

automaticall,v- beconres a source fbr the piece. This distribution method contrasts sharply with a one-

to-one whole file transfer method.

12. In BitTorrent vernacular, individual downloaders/distributors of a particular file are

called peers, The group of peers involved in downloading/distributing a particular file is called a

swarm, A server which stores a list of peers in a swarm is called a tracker. A computer program that

implements the BitTorrenl protocol is called a BitTorrent client. Each swarm is unique to a particular

file.

13. T'he BitTorrent protocoloperates as follows. First. a user locates a small"torrent" file.

This file contains information about the files to be shared and about the tracker, the computer that

coordinates the file distribution. Second, the user loads the torrent file into a BitTorrent client, which

automatically attempts to connect to the tracker listed in the torrent file. Third, the tracker responds

with a list of peers and the BitTorrent client connects to those peers to begin downloading data from

and distributing data to the other peers in the swarm. When the download is complete, the BitTorrent

client continues distributing data to other peers in the swarm until the user manually disconnects

from the swarm or the BitTorrent client otherwise does the same.

4

COMPLAINT CASE NO
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14. The degree of anonymiti' provided by the BitTorrent protocol is extremely low.

Because the protocol is based on peers connecting to one another, a peer must broadcast identifoing

information (i.e, an IP address) before it can receive data. Nevertheless, the actual names of peers in

a swarrn are unknown, as the users are allowed to download and distribute under the cover of their

IP addresses.

15. The BitTonent protocol is an extremely popular method for transferring data. The

size of s\ryarms for popular files can reach into the tens of thousands of unique peers. A swarm will

commonly have peers fiom many, if not every, state in the LJnited States and several countries

around the world. And every peer in the swarm participates in distributing the file to dozens,

hundreds, or even thousands ofother peers,

16. The BitTorrent protocol is also an extremely popular method for unlawfully copying,

reproducing, and distributing files in violation of the copyright laws of the United States. A broad

range of copyrighted albums, audiovisual files, photographs, software, and other forms of media are

available for illegal reproduction and distribution via the BitTorrent protocol.

17. Efforts at combating BitTonent-based copyright infringement have been stymied by

BitTorrent's decentralized nature. Because there are no central servers to enjoin from unlawfully

distributing copyrighted content, there is no primary target on which to focus anti-piracy efforts.

Indeed, the same decentralization that makes the BitTonent protocol an extremely robust and

efficient means of transferring enormous quantities of data also acts to insulate it from anti-piracy

measures. This Iawsuit is Plaintifls only practical means of combating BitTonent-based

infringement of the Video.

ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS

18. Plaintiff is the exclusive rights holder with respect to BitTorrent-based reproduction

and distribution of the Video.

COMPLAINl' CASE NO,
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19. The Video is currently registered in the United States Copyright Otfice (Copyright

No, PA0001754383). (,See Exhibit A to Complaint,) On December20,20ll, Plaintiff received the

rights to this Video pursuant to an assignment agreement, a true and correct copy of that agreement

is attached hereto as Exhibit B. (See Exhibit B to Complaint.)

20. 'l-he torrent f rle used to access the copyrighted material rvas named in a manner that

would have provided an ordinary individual with notice that the Video was protected by the

copyright laws of the United States.

21. Plaintiff employs proprietary peer-to-peer network forensic software to perform

exhaustive real time monitoring of the BitTonent-based srvarm involved in distributing the Video.

This software is effective in capturing data about the activity of peers in a swarm and their infringing

conduct.

22. Defendant, using IP address 66.27.196.248, without Plaintiffs authorization or

license, intentionally downloaded a toffenl file particular to Plaintiffs Video, purposefully loaded

that torrent file into his BitTorrent client-in this case, BitTorrent 7.G--entered a BitTorrent swarm

particular to Plaintiffls Video, and reproduced and distributed the Video to numerous third parties.

23. Plaintiff's investigators detected Defendant's illegal download on

2012-03-31 at02:21:19 (UTC). However, this is a simply a snapshot observation of when the IP

address was abserved in the BitTorrent swarm; the conduct took itself place before and after this

date and time.

24. Defendant was part of a group of BitTorrent users or peers in a single swarrn-a

process generally described above-whose computers were collectively interconnected for the

sharing of a par-ticular unique file. The particular file a BitTorrent swarm is associated rvith has a

unique file "hash"-i,e. a unique f-rle identifier generated by an algorithm. The unique hash value in

COMPLAINT CASE NO
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this case is identified as 6Cl0F2DCFF5295l88764'4592l83l03BAC958E989 (hereinafter "Hash

Tag."), and common to allof the participants in the swarm.

COUNT I - COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT

25. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference each and every allegation contained in the

preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth fully herein.

26. Defendant's conduct infringes upon Plaintiff s exclusive rights of reproduction and

distribution that are protected under the Copyright Act.

21. Defendant knew or had constructive knowledge that his acts constituted copvright

infringement of Plaintiff s Video.

28. Defbndant's conduct was willful within the meaning of the Copyright Act:

intentional, and with indifference to the Plaintiff s rights.

29. Plaintiff has been damaged by Defendant's conduct, including but not limited to

economic and reputation losses. Plaintiff continues to be damaged by such conduct, and has no

adequate remedy at law to compensate the Plaintiff fbr all of the possible damages stemming from

the Defendant's conduct.

30. Plaintiff hereby reserves the right, pursuant to l7 U.S.C. g 504(c), to elect to recover

statutory damages for each infringement, in lieu of seeking recovery of actual damages.

31. As Def-endant's infringement was intentional and willful, Plaintiff is entitled to an

award of statutory damages, exemplary'damages, aftorneys'fees, and the costs of the suit.

COUNT II - CONTRIBUTORY INFRINGEMENT

32. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference each and every allegation contained in the

preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth fully herein.

33. When users in this unique swarrn all possess the same infringing work with the same

exact hash value, it is because each infringer possesses an exact digital copy, containing the exact

COMPLAIN'I
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bits and pieces unique to that specific file of Plaintiff s original copyrighted work. They only way

this happens in a BitTorrent swarm is through the sharing of these bits and pieces of each same

unique file, with the same unique hash value, between the users in the swarm, In essence, although

hundreds of users may be uploading the copyrighted work, a single user will receive only the exact

parts of a singular upload through that exact swarrn, not a compilation of available pieces from

various uploads.

34. Defendant published the Hash Tag to the BitTonent network.

35' Defendant downloaded. uploaded and distributed the Vicleo to other BitTorrent users

through use of the hash-specified protocol in the unique swarm,

36. As each of the thousands of people who illegally clownloaded the movie accessed this

illegal publication, they derived portions of their illegal replication of the file from multiple persons,

including, but not limited to, Defendant.

37. Defendant knew of the infringement, was conscious of

Defendant rvas fully concsious that his actions resulted in rnultiple

downloaded the file containing Plaintifls Video.

his own infringement, and

other persons derivatively

of being granted

Plaintiff and some

38. The infringement by the other BitTorrent users could not have occurred without

Defendant's participation in uploading Plaintifls copyrighted works. As such, l)efendant's

par-ticipation in the infringing activities of others is substantial and contributed, for profit, to the

infringing activity of thousands of other peers over the Intemet across the world.

39. Defendant profited from this conrributory infringement by way

access to a greater library of other infringing works, some of which belonged to

of which belonged to other copyright owners.

COMPLAINT CASE NO
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COUNT III _ NEGLIGENCE

40. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference each and every allegation contained in the

preceding paragraphs as if fully set fbrth fully herein.

4l. Defendant accessed, or controlled access to, the Intemet connection used in

performing the unauthorized copying and sharing of Plaintifls Video, proximately causing financial

harm to Plaintiff.

42. Defendant had a dury to secure his Intemet connection. Defendant breached that duty

by failing to secure his Internet connection.

43. Reasonable Internet users take steps to secure their Internet access accounts

preventing the use of such accounts for an illegal purpose, Defendant's failure to secure his Internet

access account, thereby allowing for its illegal use, constitutes a breach of the ordinary care that a

reasonable Internet account holder would do under like circumstances.

44. In the alternative, Defendant secured his connection, but permitted an unknown third

party to use his lnternet connection to infringe on Plaintif?s Video. Defendant knew, or should have

known, that this unidentified individual used Defendant's Internet connection for the aformentioned

illegal activities. Defendant declined to monitor the unidentified third-parry infringer's use of his

computer Internet connection, demonstrating further negligence.

45. In the altemative, Defendant knew of, and allowed for, the unidentified third parfy

infringer's use of his lnternet connection for illegal purposes and thus was complicit in the

unidentified third party's actions.

46. Upon information and beliel Defendant's failure to secure his Internet access account

directly allowed for the copying and sharing of Plaintiff's Video over the BitTorrent protocol

through Defendant's Intemet connection, and interfered with Plaintifls exclusive rights in the

copyrighted work,

COMPLAINT CASE NO
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47.

unidentified

allowed for

Defendant's

Video.

upon information and belief, Defendant knew, or should have known of, the

third parfy's infringing actions, and, despite this, Defendant directly, or indirectly,

the copying and sharing of Plaintiffs Video over the Bil'Iorrent protocol through

lnternet connection, and interfered with Plaintiff s exclusive rights in the copyrighted

48. By virtue of his unsecured access, Defendant negligently allowed the use of his

Internet acoess account to perform the above-described copying and sharing of Plaintifls

copyrighted Video.

49. Had Defendant taken reasonable care in securing access to this lnternet connection, or

rnonitoring the unidentified third-party individual's use of his Internet connection, such

infringements as those described above would not have occurred by the use of Defendanr's Internet

access account.

50. Defendant's negligent actions allow others to unlawfully copy and share Plaintiff s

copyrighted Video, proximately causing financial harm to Plaintiff and unlawfully interfering with

Plaintifls exclusive rights in the Video.

JURY DEMAND

5l , PlaintilT hereby demands a jury trial in this case.

PRAYER FOR RELIBF

WHEREF'ORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests Judgment and relief as follows:

l) Judgment against Defendant that he has: a) willfully infringed Plaintiffs rights in

federally registered copyrights pursuant to l7 U.S,C. $ 501; and b) otherwise injured the business

reputation and business of Plaintiff by Defendant's acts and conduct set forth in this Complaint;

l0
COMPLAINl CASE NO
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2) Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff against Defendant for actual damages or statutory

damages pursuant to l7 U.S.C, $ 504, at the election of Plaintiff, in an anrount to be ascertained at

trial;

3) Order of impoundment under 17 U,S.C. $$ 503 & 509(a) impounding all infringing

copies of Plaintiff s audiovisual works, photographs or other materials, which are in Defendant's

possession or under his control;

4) On Count II, an order that Defendant is jointly and

the f'ull amount o1'Judgment on the basis of a common law claim

copyright; for an award of compensatory damages in favor of the

jointly and severally, in an amount to be determined at trial;

severally liable to the Plaintiff in

for contributory infringement

Plaintiff and against Defendant.

5) On Count III, an order that Defendant is jointly and severally liable to the Plaintiff in

the full amount of Judgment on the basis of Defendant's negligence in allowing an unidentified third

party access his Internet account and, through it, violate Plaintiff s copyrighted works; for an award

olcompensatory damages in favor of the Plaintiff and against Defendant, jointly and severally, in an

amount to be determined at trial;

6) Judgment in favor of Plaintiff against the Defendant awarding the Plaintiff attorneys'

fees, litigation expenses (including fees and costs of expert witnesses), and other costs of this action;

and

7) Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff against Defendant, awarding Plaintiff declaratory

and injunctive or other equitable relief as may be just and warranted under the circumstances.
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DATED: Juna72,20l2

Respectfu lly Submitted,

PRENDA LAW TNC.

/s/ Brett L GihhsBy:

Brett L. Cibbs, Erq,(SnW 251000)
Of Counselto Prenda Law Inc,
38 Miller Avenue, #263
Mill Valley , CA 94941
b.lgr"b-b :ng$gb!pilag):,-c,sm
Attorneyfor Plaintiff
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DEMAI\D FOR A JURY TRIAL

Plaintiffhereby demands a jury trial as provided by FRCp 3g(a).

By: 
,

Brett L. Gibbs, Esq. (SBN 251000)

Attorneyfor Plaintif

COMPLAINT
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tllc cvcl)t i\s.'isttol ltits unt liglrt irr tlrc \\inrk ulrich canrtot he axsigrrctl. Assignur :,r!rLrr\ rr)
n'itit'r'cnl't)tt('rllL'n( \\orlrlrt jdc oIrutJt riglrt aglinsl .{ssigrtcc. rts tlisllihutg6- ultl .,,.(,r,tr.r',,,r.
il'ttr:ecss:ul'- crrluritcl\ licr:nsc suelr riclrt uur'trluitlc ttr.{ssi*trrtc. Tlrcsr-.riu.lrtr ruul lr rsriq*ctl
tt-r'r\ssigrtcc.

]. Rclrrcsctllittruttr irltd \\r;.trr'urttjci. Arsicttut r'c[)tu\rjr)[s ulll \t;trt';rttts tltll: r1t tltu
\\'utk tr;ts etcirtcd rrrlL'11 5., .\-siqnor. A.sirnor.'s lirll-rinrc L,nll)ht\r.(\ rlulirrl tlre. uurrrsc ul'tlrtir
rl)llll(l!nlt'111. tir irttlc;ltrrtlct)t c(rrtlri.rctor's *.ho asrigrrcr,l all r'ittlrt. tiiJr utrtl intc,rrrr ilr tlrr:ir rrlrl, t,
A''sigltrrt':ib,li\srilrtor ts(ltcrrurrrr'o!all ri-ulrts.titlc:rrrtl irrtcrc'stirrtlrc'tiur_r:itrle lirrrnsul.tlrr
\\'urk lrrtd all intrllctluul ltrullcrtt'righ(s pro(i-.ctrrrg thcnr: {ct thr: \\'tirk iurtl llrr. intcllcrlrrll
prrrJ)ctt]'rir:hls Fruttctirrr tlrr.rtt arr-'li,cc lrld r..lritr rrilll cnrurnl)rilt)(u\. irrrlurjilrq, riitlrrrul
lirrrititti0rt. rccttrill intttc\tr- [icrrr.rcs. lirttr. r'hut_!!cs (]r' ()tlrL'r rcslr'ictir.rrr.r: id t t[rt] rrrc.
tcltttrdttelitxt. dirltilttrtiott. tlr ttlr)dili(irtitin trl tlrc Wur[. thrcr nrrt urrtl rrrllnot vi(]lale llrc riglrts ol'
arrt llrirrl prrrtics rlt thc \\rrrrl' ittr.ltdirt!:. lrut rrol linritcd tr^r. har"lc srr.r'ft\. 1luIlrritr. []rt\i.rr\,.
i:(rl)\ri{hl\. itlld l!lt!'r}t\: (r'i tltc \\'ork is rtut in tlrc lrublie dorrririrr: lLnd lt't Ar-:ignor lriLs liril plrrc.r
ilrtl ilulltrxit.'l lu ttluks illd drttcr inttr tllis ALlrl,:tnrcnt. Assigrtur':.tgrce.\ t(, dclt'rrrl. irrrJr.rnltrlr'. lntl
It,rld ltirr'rltlcrs A:rigrtct. it. ul'fitc'rr. dircekrrr rrrtetr r:rtrplur.ccr lirr ur:r t'lairtr:. sLrits or proccrdirrg,
;.rIler:irg lrrctrutr ul' llrrsc rrlr'r;rrrlir'r.

-1. Iirtlirc '\gluerncrrt.'flri-,.\Slr,rr!t{nt ((rrrslitu(c., lhr. r:rrt.il,; il'grer:nrrlt llctucr,.rr
A'rif rttlr i.tlrtl i\:\iutlct $ ith r'drl)urt trr llrc sLrll.|ccl ulirttcr tlrrEitl irfirl \illtrrr\rJcr urrr l)r.t()t r)t
rilrllr'il1[}t)t altLriil.t\ a!l uf ttlf rrtr. u t ittcn (l( olill-

+ Mrrr"lilicatiutrs. This.{qrcrrrrettt nr.i\'ltu nrrtdil'ir:d illl\ h! ir rrrittcn lrlL.srncnt
sirrtcd lrr lruth r\sri{nur artd A,i\rSncc.

j. (rUf-r'f Ultg..L.irt!. 'fhi':\ett:ttttent shirll trr r.!o\rrr)cd hl urtr.l rtrtirretid irr
Ltcurrtditt'tcu u itlr thu Stutc trl.('alitorrril irnrl thr \irttlt ('rrEuit. s itltlLrt rir irrc cl'tt'ul t(r .rrrr
r.orrflrct: ul' ll.rvr'. pr irruiIlcr.
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fr. Sc'velabilit.v. If ottr' or ntotc plnr,isicns erl'ttris Agrrrr'nrrrrt lrc held to he illegal or
unc'nlirrcc:rbltr undtrr irpplicirblr: lau, sudr iltegirl rx ulelrfbrcelblc lrurtiorris I sh:rtl lx. lilnit.'tl ul,
c.tcludcc! l'rtlttt tltis Agt'certrettt to tlre urininrurn exldnt rt'quiretl su tlrat lhis Agrrrc*rr,rrrr shirll
rttln'twisr rttrrtin it lull liu'cc and r.'fl-rrct iurd cttfrrrccubk in cccordancc with its tr.rr*s.

i, Assignnultl. i\ssigncr ntul arsigtt or otherui\i. lrllrsfcr this Agrr.enrr-.ut $ithout
u( rl r\L'ill rrl' tlrrt.ic*.

. N. Peq[rfljpl. Assignors a-trrte ilt tlt* request lnd L.ltp!'tt:,e of Assignr* to cxrallc'iulv
d{)ctttllettts ot lxrlirrnt irn.r'lttions rvhiclr .{ssignr.r. utir}- rcqu*tio J}crfi.ct thiJassignrnr'nt tlr
uihetu'ise irnlllt'tlt(lrt tlrir Agrcc'rttr'nt. .{ssicilor ilgrtr.s thl( th,* i **ig,rn,.,rt nrirv b* subnritted by
A-.si-snL'c ru thrr l,nitud statcs crlplright otfirr. li) rr..fh:rf rlrr: ;rssignruenl.

t). ('rrrrfidnrtiilit].. Ncither parrv shdl reveal the rernrs rrI rhis .{grtrcnrrrnt hr lrrl'tlrirrl
p;.1r1! ur)lL.ts onjetr.d lo du ro by I crrurl uf crrrrrpctrnt jutistliction.

lil- .lutisdiutiulr. llrh partv lgruc'r to subnrit lu lhtr exclusirc prrsonul juriidicriol lnrl
r cnuc trf tltc cuirtlr trf lltr: lrland ol' Nrr,ir s,ith rcrpcct tc alrv disl:ulcs irrlsirrg htrrluntlc.r.

.'\ssigncc
A[: I-ltrldrngr. Ll-C

Rrr,rlffirl Roecrs, on bclrlll'u[

I lc'lnltr culcr l,)i gital l- l-(i

Alan ('txrpdr'. trn brlralI ul':
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UNITf,D STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DIS'TRICT OF CAI,IFORNIA
CIVII, COVER SHEEl'
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Key to Statistical codes relaling to Social Security Cases:

Naturc ofSuit Code Abbrevistion Substantivr Statement ofCaus€ ofAction

tllA All olaims lor health lnsuranoe benefits lMedioare) under'f itle I8, I'art A, of the Sooisi Securrt) Act, as amended
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Lr S ( (g))

86t

86:

li63

863

865
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO T]NITED STATES MAGISTRATE JT]DGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge Michael Fitzgerald and the assigned
discovery Magistrate Judge is Jacqueline Chooljian.

The case number on all documents filed with the Court should read as follows:

ev12- 5709 uwF (iICx)

Pursuant to General Order 05-07 of the United States District Court for the Central
District of Califomia, the Magistrate Judge has been designated to hear discovery related
motions.

All discovery related motions should be noticed on the calendar of the Magistrate Judge

: ::: := : : : : : : : : : _- : : : :: : : : :
NOTICE TO COUNSEL

A copy of this notice must be served with the summons and comptaint on att defendants (if a removal action is
filed, a copy of this notice must be seryed on ail ptaintiffs)

Subsequent documents must be filed at the following location:

ffi western Division t I southern Dlvision I t Eastern Division
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-8 - 411West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053 H 

3470 Twelfth St., Rm. 134
Los Angeles, cA 90012 santa Ana, cA 9270i4s16 Riverside, cA 92501

Failure to file at the proper location will result in your documents being returned to you.

CV.18 (03/06) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY
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