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Brett L. Cibbs, Esq, (SBN 251000)
Of Counsel to Prenda Law Inc.
38 Miller Avenue. #263
Mill Valley,CA9494l
1 I 5-325-5900
b I g! !!s@wefi ghtp i rirc v. cotl

Attorneyfor PlaintdJ'

INCENUITY I3 LLC,

Plaintifi
v.

JOHN DOE

Defendant.

IN THE UNITED STA'|ES DISTRICT COURT FQR TTIE

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

- 
] Ct$t 2'738 6 DrttG (

Judge:

COMPLAINT

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff Ingenuityl3 LLC ("Plaintiff'), through its r.rndersigned counsei, hereby files this

Complainl requesting darnages and injunctive relief, and alleges as follows:

NATURE OF THE CASE

L Plaintiff files this action for copyright infringernent under the Ljnited States Copyright

Act and related contributory infringement and negligenoe claims under the common lalv to combat

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

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

reproduced and distributed Plaintiffls copyrighted Video by acting in concert rvith others via the

BitTorrent file sharing protocol and, upon information and belief, continues to do the same. ln using

Bit'l'orrent, Defendant's infringment actions furthered the efforls of numerous others in infringing on

Plaintiff-s copyrighted works. The result: exponential viral infiingment. Plaintiff seeks a permanenr

^..a€ee
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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 Ingenuityl3 LI-C is a limited liability company organized and existing under

the laws of the Federation of Saint Kitts and Nevis. Plaintif'f is a holder of rights to various

copyrighted works, and is the exclusive holder ofthe relevant rights with respect 10 the copyrighted

creative work at issue in this Complaint.

3. 'lhe copyrighted rvork at issue in this complaint is one ol' I'laintiff-s adult

entertainment videos, "Teen Sex First Anal" (the "Video").

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

Plaintiffonly by an Internet Protocol address ("lP address"), which is a number assigned to devices.

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

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

distribution occurring over lP address 108.38.135.253 via the BitTorrent file transfer protocol.

Plaintiffcannot ascertain Defendant's actual identity without linrited expedited discovery.

JURISDICTION AND VENT]E

5. This Court has subject rnatter jurisdiction over Plaintiffs copyright infringement

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

the laws of the United States), and 28 U.S.C. $ 1338(a) (actions arising under an Act of Congress

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

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

Plaintif{'s copl"right intiingement clainr, which is within this Court's original jurisdiction. that the

claims form part of the same case and controversy under Article III of the United States

Constitution.

COMPLAIN'I' CASE NO.
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(). This Court has personaljurisdiction because, upon information and belief,, Defbndant

either resides in or comrnitted copyright infringement 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 lP address at a given date and time. Although not a litmus test for personaljurisdiction, the use

of geolocation gives Plaintiff 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. $$ l39l(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 rvithin this District,

BACKGROUND

8. Bit'lorreni is a modern file sharing method ("protocol") used for distributing data via

the Internet.

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

transnrission 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 transfer 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

C]OMPI-AINT CASE NO
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then performs similar transfers. The one-to-one whole file transfer method can significantly delay

the spread ofa file across the world because the initial spread is so limited'

ll. ln conlrast, the Bit'forrent 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 BitTorrent

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

rnore 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 from multiple sources-often

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

automatically becomes a source fbr the piece. This distribution method contrasts sharply with a one-

to-one whole file transfer method.

12, In BitTorrent vernacular, individual dorvnloaders/distributors ofa parlicular file are

called peers. The group of peers involved in dorvnloadingldistributing 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 rhat

inrplernents the BitTorrent plotocol is called a tsit'lorrent client. Each swarm is unique to a particular

tlle.

l:i. l'he BitTorrent protocol operates as follows. First, a user locates e small "torrent" file.

'lhis file contains informalion 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 lracker responds

with a list of peers and the BitTonent client connects to those peers to begin downloading data lrom

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

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

irom the swarnr or the BitTorrent client otherrvise does the same.

COMPL- ,IN'I' CAS! NO.
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14. The degree of' anonymity provided b1' the Bitl'orrent protocol is extremel/ low.

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

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

a slvarm are unknown. as the users are allorved to download and distribute under the cover of their

IP addresses,

15. "fhe Bitl'orrent protocol is an extremely popular method for transfbrring data. The

size ol'swarms lbr popular files can reach into the tens of thousands of unique peers. A swarnr will

comrnonly have peers {iom many, if not every, state in the United 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 nrethod for unlawfully copying,

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

range of copyrighted albums, audiovisual files, photographs, sofiware, and other fornts of media are

available fbr illegal reproduction and distribution via the BitTorrent protocol.

17. Efforts at combating Bit'forrent-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 rvhich to focus anti-piracy effbrts.

lndeed, the same decentralization that makes the Bit'l'orrent protocol an extrgmely robust and

efflcient means of transferring enormous quantities of data also acts to insulate it fiom anti-piracy

measures. This lawsuit is Plaintiffs only practical means of combating BitTonent-based

infiingement of the Video.

ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS

18. Plaintiff is the exclusive rights holder with respect to Bit'forrent-based reproduction

and distribution of the Video.

COMPI-AINT CASE NO.
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19. The Video is currently registered in the United States Copyright Office (Copyright

No, PA000175 1393), (See Exhibit A to Complaint,)

20. The torrent file used to aecess the copyrightetJ material was 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. Ptaintiff employs proprietary peer-to-peer netrvork fbrensic software to perform

exhaustive real time monitoring of the BitTorrent-based swarm involved in distributing the Video.

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

oonduct.

22. Defendant, using lP address 108.38.135.253, without PlaintitPs authorization or

lieense, intentionally dorvnloaded a torrent file panicular to Plaintifl's Video, purposefully loaded

that torrent file into his BitTorrent client*in this case, Azureus 1.7.A.Z---entered a BitTorrent swartn

particular to Plaintiff s Video, and reproduced and distributed the Video to numerous thircl parties.

23. Plaintitts investigators detected Defendant's illegal download on

?012-08-04at05:07:58 (UTC). I-{owever, this is a simply a snapshot observation of when thc IP

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

date and time,

?4. Defendant was paft of a group clf BitTorrent users or peers in a single swarm-a

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

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

unique file "hash"_-i.e. a unique file identifler generated by an algorithm. The unique hash value in

this case is identified as Dt3EE600A2FCED4FC9E28AB02619095228l3BFC44 (hereinafter "l'lash

['a9."), and commcn to all of the participants in the swarm,

COMPI-AINT CASE NO
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COUNT I - COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT

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

preceding paragraphs as if fully set fbrth fully herein'

26. Defendanr's concluct intiinges upon Plaintilf s exclusive rights of reproduction and

distribution that are protected under the Copyright Act'

27. Defendant knew or had constructive knowledge that his acts eonstituted copyright

infiingernent of Plaintiff s Video.

Zg. Defendant's conduct was willful rvithin the meaning of the Copyright Act:

intentional, and with indifference to the Plaintifl-s rights.

2L). Plaintiff has been damaged by Defendant's conduct, including but not limited to

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

adequate remedy at latv to compensate the Plaintiff for all of the possible damages stemming from

the Defendant's conduct.

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

staturory darnages fbr each infiingement, in lieu of seeking recovery of'aetual damages.

31. As Defendant's infringement was intentional and willful, Plaintiff is entitleii to an

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

COUNT II _ CONTRIBUTORY INFRINGEMENT

32. PlaintifThereby incorporates by ref'erence each and every'allegation contained in the

preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth lully herein.

33' when users in this unique swarm all possess the same infringinglvork with the same

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

bits and pieces unique to that specific file of Plaintiffs original copyrighted work. 1'hey only way

this happens in a Bit'l'onent swarm is through the sharing of these bits and pieces rrf each same

(.OMPLAINI CASF, NO
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7

unique 1ile, with the same unique hash value, between the users in the swarm' In essence, although

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

parts of a singular upload through that exact swarm, not a compilation of available pieces tiom

various uploads.

34. Defendant published the Hash Tag to the BitTorrent network'

35. Defendant downloaded, uploaded ancl distributed the Video to other BitT'orrent users

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

36. As each of the thousands of people who illegally downloaded the rnovie accessed this

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

including, but not limited to, Defendant.

37. Detbndant knew of the infringement, was conscious of his own infrirrgetnent, and

Defendant rvas fully concsious that his actions resulted in multiple other persons derivatively

clounloaded the file containing Plaintiff s Video.

3g. The infringement by the other BitTorrent users could not have occurred rvithout

Defendant's participation in uploading Plaintiffs copyrighted works. As such' Defendant's

parricipation in the infringing activities of'others is substantial and contributed, lbr profit' to the

infringing activity of thousands of other peers over the Internet across the world'

39. Defendant profited from this contributory infringement by way of being granted

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

of which belonged to other copyright owners'

COUNT TII _ NEGLIGENCE

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

preceding paragraphs as if fully set tbrth fully herein'

COh{PLAINI CASI] NO.
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41. Defbndant accessed. or

perlbrrning the unauthorized copying and

harm to Plaintiff.

controlled access to, the lnternet connection used in

sharing of Plaintiff s Video, proximately causing financial

42. Defendant had a duty to secure his lnternet connection. Defendant breached thal duty

by I'ailing to secure his lntemet conneotion.

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 lnternet

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

partl,to use his Internet connection to infringe on Plaintiff s Video. Defendant knel, 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-party infringer's use of his

computer lnternet Qonnection, demonstrating further negligence.

45. ln the alternative, Defendant knew of, and allowed for, the unidentified third party

in{'ringer's use of his Intemet connection for illegal purposes and thus was complicit in the

unidentified third party's actions.

46. Upon information and belief, Defbndant's failure to secure his Internet access account

directly allorved lbr the copying and sharing of Plaintiffs Video over the BitTorrent protocol

throggh Defbndant's lnternet connection, and interfered ivith Plaintiffs exclusive rights in the

copyrighted work,

47. Upon information and beliel Defendant knew, or should have known of, the

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

allowed for the copying and sharing of Plaintiff s Video over the BitTorrent protoeol through

CON,IPI,AINI CASE NO

Case 2:12-cv-07386-ODW-JC   Document 1   Filed 08/28/12   Page 9 of 17   Page ID #:22



I

2

A&t

5

6

I
I

l0

ll
t7

l3

l4

l5

16

t7

l8

l9

20

2l

22

24

25

76

27

28

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

Video.

48, By virtue of his unsecured access, Defendant negligently allowed

Internet access account to perform the above-described copying and sharing

copvrighted Video.

49. Had Delbndant taken reasonable care in securing access to this Internet conneetion, or

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

intiingements ars those described above would not have occurred by the use of Defendant's lnternet

acoess account.

50. Defen<Jant's negligent actions allow others to unlawfully copy and share Plaintift's

copyrighted Video, proximately causing financial harm to Plaintiff and unlar.vfully interfbring rvith

Plaintiff s exclusive rishts in the Video.

JURY DEMAhID

5 L PlaintifT hereby demands a jury trial in this case'

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests Judgment and relief as follows:

1) Judgment against Defendant that he has: a) rvillfully'infringed Plaintiffs rights in

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

reputation and business ol'Plaintiff by Defendantos acts and conduct set fbrth in this Cornplaint;

2) Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff against Defendant for actual damages or statutor)'

damages pursuant to 17 U.S.C. $ 504, at the election of Plaintifi in an amount to be ascertained at

trial;

the use of his

of Plaintiffs

COMPL-AINT CASE nNO

Case 2:12-cv-07386-ODW-JC   Document 1   Filed 08/28/12   Page 10 of 17   Page ID #:23



I

2

J

+

5

6

7

8

I
10

ll
1")

l3

t4

l5

t6

t7

l8

l9

20

1l

22

23

24

25

26

1',1

28

3) Order of impoundnrent under l7 U,S.C. $$ 503 & 509(a) impounding all intringing

copies of plaintiffs audiovisual rvorks, photographs or other materials, r'vhich are in Def'endant's

possession or under his control;

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

the ftrll amount of 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 rhe Plaintiff in

for eontributory infiingemenl

Plaintiff and against Def'endant,

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

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

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

of compensatory damages in fbvor of the Plaintiff and against Defendant, jointly and severally, in an

arnount 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) Juclgment in favor of the Plaintiff against De{bndant, awarding Plaintiff declaratory

ancl injunctive or other equitable relief as may be just and warranted under the circumstances'

COMI}I-AINT CASE NO.

Case 2:12-cv-07386-ODW-JC   Document 1   Filed 08/28/12   Page 11 of 17   Page ID #:24



I

3

4

5

6

7

I
9

l0

ll
l2

l3

1,1l5

l5

l6

tt

l8

t9

?n

2l

))

a4L+

)5

26

27

28

Respectfu I ly Subm itted.

PRENDA LAW INC.

DATED: August 22,2012

llv: /s/ Br

Brett L. Cibbs, Esq. (StsN 251000)
Of Counselto Prenda Law lnc.
38 Miller Avenue, #?53
MillValley, CA 94941
h I gj b bgiAve figh tn i ras y,cpm
.4ttorne.,- .for P lahuiff'

C0MPI-i\lN1
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DEMAND FOR A JURY TRIAL

Plaintiflhereby dernands a jury trialas provided by" FRCP 38(a).

By: isl Brett L. Gibbs

Brett L. Gibbs, Esq. (SBN 251000)

Attarney for Pluintilf
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Register of Copyrights, United States of Arnerica
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Yes
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Copyright clalmant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge Dolly Gee and the assigned discovery

Magistrate Judge is John E. McDermott.

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

CVL2- 7386 DMG (.lEDd:<)

Pursuant to General Order 05-07 of the United States District Court for the Central
District of California, 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

a:

NOTICE TO COUNSEL

A copy of this notice must be served with the summons and complaint on all defendants (if a removal action is
filed, a copy of this notice must be served on all plaintiffs).

Subsequent documents must be filed at the following location:

f I Western Division I I Southern Division I I Eastern Divisionr-r 
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-8 u 

411 West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053 3470 Twelfth St., Rm. 134

Los Angeles, CA 90012 Santa Ana, CA 927014516 Riverside, CA 92501

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

cv-18 (03/06) NOTTCE OF ASSTGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY
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UNI'I'ED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
CryIL CO\ ER SII[f,T

| (a) PLAINI'IFFS (Check
INCTJNLJI'IY13 I-LC

box if you arc representing yourseif E)

(b) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address and'l'elephonc Number. lf you are representitrg
yourself , provide same.)

Urctt l-. Gibbs. Of Counsel to Prenda Law, lnc.

38 Miller Avcnue. #261

Mill Vallcy, CA 94941 (415) 325"t90t]

B,\SlS OF ,lURiSDt{r'l'lON ( l)lace an X rn onc box orilv, )
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DEFDNDANTS
JOI_IN DOE
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Attornel,5 ([f Knorvn)
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T',t ) rt7 lncorporated and Principal Plqce D 5 ! 5

of Business in Another State

ForeignNation n6 n6Citizen or Sub.ject of a Foreign Counlry fl 3 n 3

Rqnranded Jiom ! 4 Reinstated or Ll 5 Transf'erred fiom another district (speciil')
Appellate Coun Rcopened

Citizen of 'l'his State

Citizen of Another StateD 2 U.S. Govcrrrment Delendant fl 4 Diversity (lndicate Citizenship
ofParties in Itern lll)

lV. ORICIN (Flace an X in one box only.l

#t originol il 2 Removed fiom [-] 3

Procecding Stat. C'orrrt

! 6 Multi- fl 7 .{ppcal to Drstrict
Distnct Judge tiont
Lrtigation Magistrate Judge

V. REQtr[Sl't.D IN CO]VlPl.r\IN l:

CI-ASS AC'ftON undrr l'.ll.C.P. 2J:

JLIRY DD['lrrND, CYes

u Yes d"u
X No (Check 'Yes' only iidernanded in complaint.)

drrrorr{cv DEMANDED rN GoMPLATNT: $

vt. cALlsE
l7 U.S.C. Sections I2l et al.

VIL NA'IURE OF'Stlll'(Place an X in onc box only.)

OTHER STATUTES

--l -1()0 Statc Rcapportionnrent
fl 410 Antrtrusl
I,ll0 Uanks and l]anking
ll 450 ComnrcrccilClC

Ratcs/etc

fi 460 Deportatron
fl 470 Rackcteer Int'luenced

and Corrupt
Organizntions
Consumer Credit
Cable/Sat TV
Selective Service
Securities/Commodities/
Exchange

Customer Challenge l2
USC 34IO
Other Statutory Aclions
Agricultural Act
liconomic Stabil izatron
Act
L nvrronrnental Matlcrs
[:ncrgy Allocation Act
l'-reedom of lntb. Act
Appeai of Fee Determi-
netion Under Equal

Access to Justice

Constitutionslrty of
State Stalutes

! 480
n 490
tr 8r0
n 850

! 875

n 890

tr tt9l
Ll 892

a.t tr9j
D 894

n 895
L] 900

n 950

ll0
t20
r30
140

t50

r5l
152

153

t60
t90
195

196

CONTRACT
I nsurance

Marrnc
N4rller Act
Negotlable lnslrunrcnl
Recovery of
Overpayment &
Enforsenient of
Judgment

Medicare Act
Recovery of Defaulted
Student Loan (E-xcl.

Veterans)
Recovrry of
Overpayment of
Veteran's Benefits
Stockholders'Suits
Other tlontract
Contract Produet

l-iabil itv
Ir rani;h ise

ITEAL PROPERTY

-l 210 l-and Condemnatron
220 f'oreclosure
230 Rent Lease & Bjectment
240 'lorts to Land
245 Tort Product Liability
290 All Other Real Properfy

TORTS

PERSONAL iN.IURY
310 Arrplane

i .1 I 5 i\rrplane l\'oducl
t- rabr I iiy

I 320 Assault. l.ibel &
Slander
Fed Ernployers'
Liability
Marine
Marine Product
Liability
Motor Vehicle
Motor Vehicle
Product Liability
Other Personal

Injury
362 Personal ln1ury-

L,led tulalpractrce

-J 365 Fcrscnal Injury-
Product Liabilin

Ll iolB Asbestos Personal

lnjury Produrrt

Liability
IMMIGRATlON

! 462 Naturalrzation

Applicatton
! 463 Habeas Corpus-

Alien Detainee
465 Other Irnmrgratton

Actions

TORTS

PERSONAt.
PROPF]R'IY

.]70 (i1hrr IilaLrd

.l ,rl l-ruth in I cntlrng
ill0 Other l)clst'ital

l)roper-t1 l)arragr
3 85 Propertl, Danrac.c

l'roduct t.iability
BANKRUPT'CIY

422 Appeal 2tl LjSC

158

423 Wilhdraw:rl 2u

IJSC 157

clvlt, Rlcl-ll's
+,11 \,1oting

,1,12 l:rriplovnrcnl
-1.i-i I loLrsrng;.,\cco-

nin )ird0t l()lls
-1.1:l !\'r'l lare

I 4'{5 American with
Disabilitics -

Employntent
446 American wilh

Disabrlities -
Other

440 Orher Civil
Rights

PRISONER

PE'IlTIONS
5 I [] Nlotrons to

Vacatc Senterrce

l-labea-s C'orpus

I 530 General
I 535 Death Penalty

540 Mandamusi
Other

tJ 551) Civil lirghts
Ll i55 l'rrsou Condition

I]ORFEITT]ITE /
PSNALTY

[J 6 l0 r\griculturc
Ii 620 Other Irood &

Ilrug
i1 tr25 l)rug Rclrtcd

Setzurc t,i
l'roperl\'2I il5('
881

-i 630 Liquor Laws
640 R.R. & l'ruck
650 Airline Rcgs

660 Occupational
Saf'ety lHealth

690 Other

710

720

730

LABOR
Fair l-abor Stundards

l-abor/Mgmt.
Relations
[.abor/lvlgrnt.
Reporting &
Disclosure Act

740 Railway Labor Act
790 Other Labor

Litigation
791 Empl. Ret, Inc.

Securiry Act
, PROPEI{I Y R.IG}II'S
li20 Cop.r'rights
8i0 Pltent
8.10 'l radcmar.k

SOCIAL SECURII'Y
I 861 IllA (li95fi)
titrl lliack [-ung (t)23t

863 t)lW(rl)l\\'W
(105(g)l

1164 SSID'l-itlc XVI
$65 Ii.Sl (405(g))
FEDER"{L TAX SUT|S

I 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiti
or Defendant)

871 lRS"l'hird Party 26

usc 7609

FOR ()t,'FlCll ONLI: Case Number

AF'rt:R COL|pl-ETtNG n{U }-RONT SrD|'] Ot'FOR]U C\',-71, ('O\lPl-[-lE THI] INFORMAl'rOri REQIlES'r'}]D Bl]l.O\1 .
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UNITED STATES DISTRTCT COURT, CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
'\ clvll. covER sHf,E l'

vut{!}. IDENl'lCAl. CASllSr Ilas thrs acrron becn prevrously filed in thrs 0oun and drsmissed, renundtd or closed? dNu ! Y"t
lf yes, lirt rosc rtumbg(s.i:

Vltf{b). nELATED CASf,Si HNv. ony c.ie! b€on previourly fited in lhir coutl that are rol.lcd to lhe prcsent caseg dno D y.t
lfyes, lisl cusc numb.(s)

Clvil arrq 8ra d.amcd ralrtad lf I pr.violsly llled clra and tha prcscnt cala:

(chect alt boxcs ftal spply) o A Arise from the seme or ploJely relalad transacllons, h8pp€nln8s' 0r evenls: or

tr R Csll lbr determinalion ofthc samc or subslantially relaled o. simil0r quostions of lsw rnd lact, or

E C. For othcr r.asons \rould entail substantial duplrcalion oflabor if herrd by diflersnlJudScs; or

LtD lnvotvi the ssmc Dstenl, trldcnrark or aopyright, eld one ofthe thclors rdenlificd rbovc an c. b or c also ls present

tX. VENLTE: (\\'hen complelrng lhc inlbrnBlion, use an sddrlional sheet il neccssaD )

(a) l-i.r thc ( ounlY tn I
a hp.t h.r. ifrh. o^vPrnmpnl ti. ll

Countr in lhrs Dlstnel " Caljlbrnrs countr oulsrde oflhrs Djstncl; Slale, rfolher lhan Calrfomra or l'oretgn Counlry

St. Kins and Nevis

(b)Li5tthecountyinthisD|suict;Cal|lbmiaco0ntyoubidcofthisDi5tricl;slateifolhcrth!ncs|ifor|8:oiForeig'Cou
bo\ rs checked, go to

Counry rn lhrs Drslncl' Califomia County oullrd€ ofthrs Drstn€ll Statc ifolher than Cal!fornrs or ForerSn Country

Inkno\\n -- CcolocalioD tracks lP Addrcss 1o l-os Angclcs Counly

(c) t- isl the County in this District;Caiifornra County oulsid. oflhis District: Stale if other lhsn Calilbrnil: or ForeiSn Counlry, in t\hich f,ACH clslm srose'

rhr lo(rtioo of thr trral oflr|ld

Count! In thrs Drslrrcl:' Cairfonua Counly oulside of this Dlslricti Sute. rfolher thrn C6lifomib. or For€rgn Country

Unknown -- Ceolocation tracks lP Address to Los n ngcles Count)'

* Los Aogclcs, Orsngc, SrI Barnrrdioo, Rlvcr3ide. v.ntura, Srntr Btrbrra. or Srn l'ui! obiipo Countlts

X SICNA]IJRE OF ATTORNEY (OR PRO PER) u"t. Augustllllll

Ke) to Slalislrc lcodcs rclaling to socral Secunt,

Nrturr ofSuit Cod. Abbrtvlstion

116l

362

libl

ri6.l

|ltr\

Substantlvc Stat.m.nt of Cruca of Actlon

All clnims for heahh insunncc bcdefils (Medicafe) under Title lt, Pdn A, of the social sccurity Acl. 8s stn.ndcd.

Also, include claira by hoipirBls, skilled nuning hcilities, elc , for certificrtion as prcvidels ofservicls undar lhc

progrrm. (42 U.S.C l935FF(b))

A clsims for '.BIack Lun8" benefirs under Tittc 4, Pirl B. of$e Federal coat Minc Health and srfety Act of 1969

(]0 u.s c 921)

All claims filed by insured *orkcrs tbr drsabilirr- ursunncc b€nefits undcr Tltte 2 oflhe socill sccurir) Act, as

omelded. plus all clairlrs filed lbr ohrld s insurance benclils based on disab,lity (42 tr'S C 105(9))

All claims filed for \ridows or widowcrs insursnce benefits based on disabilily undcr Tttle 2 ofthe social securrly

Act, as amended. (42 U S C. 105(g))

All claims for supplementll security incom€ prymcDts bssed upon di6.bility filed undcr Tlll. I6 ofthc social security

Act, !r am€Dded.

All claims for retirement (old 88c) and survivors b€nefits undar Title 2 ofthc social sccurity Act,8s @cndad (42

U.s.c (8))

BL

DIWC

Dlww

SSID

RSI
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