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- SUMMONS I coNRoIStWQZ I OP ORIGINAL PILED (CITACION JUDICIAL) 
NOTICE it DEFENDANT: IUPERARMOUR, nED I Los Angels dot Court 

(AVISOALOEMANDADO): 
. APR 04 2018 

¶1 Maryland 6o7rati&; and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, 
shorn H. Caner, cxu;uuvo unicwlclerk 

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: REBECCA. ELIZAB?Th MURRAY ByshaaSflDOPUflP 

(tO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): 

individually and on behalf of all others similarly situated, 

below. 
You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this swtvnons and legal papers are served on you to flea written rsponse at this court and have a copy 

served on the p!alnflff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form If you want the court to hear your 
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more Information at the California Courts 
Onilne Salt-Help Center (vsri'?.c ut(J.nfo.co.gov/sodholp),  your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the fiDng fee, ask 
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case-by defeult, and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken without further warning from the court. 

There are other legal requIrements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney 
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be elIgible for free legal aervloes.fiom a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate 
these nonprofit gmupe at the California Legal SeMeoa Web site (wwwjawholpcelifornts.o&g), the California Courts Online selr-Meip Center 
(www.cowlinfo.co.go v/soilhap), or by contacting your local court or county bar assocIation. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waIved fees and 
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more In a clvii case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dIsmiss the case. 
,AVISOI Lo ban donjendado. St noeesponde dentro do 30 dfas6 to code puede docidir on sri contm oftp escuchorsu vstsldn. Lee talnfomiacldn a 
conun us attn. .. 

Trans 30 DIn DE CALENDAAIO dospuds do quo to antmguon oats citatIon ypopolos togolds pale presenlsruna iespuoste pot astute en oats 
code yhecar ue so antisguo una copla at demandonfe. Una code o tine Ilarnada loistonics no to plots95fl. Eu respuesla par osciIto liens quo ester 
an lbnnalo legal con'eclo of desoo quo pmcosen sri case on Is code. Es posiblo quo hays un forrnulodo quo ue$d pueda riser pare Sri sespuoste, 
Puode oncontrar esfos fomiutarlos do ?a code y mae InfonnoclOn an of Comm do Ayuda do lee Codes do California .suoorte,ca.gov), on to 
blbiiotooa do byes do su condado o an Is carts quo to quede inS coma Si no puode page, to oriole do p,esonlacttn. p1* at socmtwfo do is code 
quo to do un form uierlo do oxenctdn do page do cuotos.S! no presanta sri sespuesla a Uempo pusS pordorol case pot lnournpilrnlonto yte code to 
pedrO qultar sri scretdo, dlnoro y Manes sIn ntds advo,toncta. 

- 

Hay olms requisites iogalos. Es recomendebto quo dents a un flogsda tnnrod!etamonto. SI no conocoe un ebogado, puodo (tenors un sordclo do 
,wmlstOn a abogados. Sine puedo pagers un abogedo, esposible quo trample con toe requlsttos port obtonor servlclos tegolos graluitos do rim 
pngromi do eordo(os legeies sin Th,es do lucia Puedo onconb'srostea gnjpos sin fines do lucia an of Bills web do California Loge? Sowtcos, 

rvw.iawhelpcailfomle.oroJ, on at Conlm do Ayude dotes Codes do CalifernIe, frww.aucorte.ctgov) a pontOndoso on conlacto can Is code o at 
cologto do ebogsdos lecalee. A 11150: Poriey, to casio hone dora alto a rec!ornar /as cuobos jlos tosSes eiconlos portrnponorun gra wanton sobm 
cuolquior rocuporeci6n do $14 000 6 inS do velormci*tdamosilonto rim acuom'o a one con erosiOn do arbitrajo on un case do dereclro cM?. llama quo 
pager of gievamon do to code elites do quo to caste pueda dssochor of case. 

The name and address of the court Is: I CAsEMJttsER 

(El nornbre y direction do Is code as): ofhtosc)t 

Los Angqlçs Superior Court - Central Div.; Stanley Mosk Courthouse 7 p 
lllNorthHill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012 

WW 
. 

.."  
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's ettometpTalntlff  wIthout an attorney, ls: 
(El nombro, is direccidn yet nOmero do leiOfono dot ebogado dot D*4ndante, 0 dat demands nte quo no done sbogedo, es): 

THOMAS V. GIRARDI, ESQ. - GffiARIpfta3S- Wilshire Blvtde
,
Angcles CA, 90017 Tol: (213) 977-0211 Pax: (213) 481-1554 

DATE: . Clerlc,btfra .n.JAIIKI%IAnnInr-.. ,Deputy 

do entroge do eale cttetlOn use of formutarlo Proof of ServIce of Summons, (P05-010, 
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served 

CI as an IndIvIdual defendant. 
C as the person sued under the fictitious name of (spsch)z 

ve'*C , 141C. 

3 L..J on behal (specllj,): 
r -- 

under. CCP 410.10 (corporatIon) 

EJ CCP 416.20 (defunct corporatIon) 

J .CCP 416.40 (assocIation or partnership) 

C other(specI4): 
. CJ by personal delivery on (dale): 

SUMMONS . casofo.1Ipi.fl54laa4as 
wlwMlwfrtca5cv 

CCP 416.60 (minor) 

(fl] CCP 416.10 (conservatss) 

(J CCP 416.90 (authorIzed person) 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT --THOMAS V. 
FOR COURT U$EOAFLY 

Girardi & Keese 
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, California 90017-1904 

- 

CONFORMED COPY 
.TEL€PHONENO.: (213)977-0211 FMNO.d213)481-1554 

ATTORNEY FOR (NMI* I'laintiff Rcbccca Murray and others similarly situated 
OPOR1GWjtjjqy 

Los Angeles Suecrior Court 

APR 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles 

sTREETAmREss: ill North Hill St 04 2018 
MAflJNOAODRE5t 

crry AND ZIPCOOE: Los Anoeles CA 90012 
Sit ma. Caner, LXOGUUVO UWcer/clg. 

BRANCH NAME: StanlcyvIosic Courthouse - Central Div. By Shaunipa Bolden, Deputy 
CASE NAME: 
Solis_v._Sodexo,_et al.  

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation 
CASEN1JIC  

Ii) Unlimited C Limited C Counter C Joinder 
JUDGE: (Amount (Amount 

demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant 
exceeds $25,000) $25,000 or iess) (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.402) DEFT: 

Items 1-6 beiow must be completed (see instructions on page 2). 
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case: 

Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complox Clvii Litigation 

C Auto (22) t] of contractM'arranly (08) (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403) 

C UnInsured motosfst (46) Ruie 3.740 collectIons (09) C] Antitrustflrade regulatIon (03) 

Other PIIPDIWD (Personal injuryiProperty 
DamegeiWrengfui Doath) Tort 

CJ Other coilectlons (09) 
[J 

C Construction defect (10) 
C Mass tort (40) 

Asbestos (04) 
Insurance coverage (18) 
. Other contract (37) C Securities litIgation (28) 

Product lIability (24) Roai Property C Envlronnienta&Toxlc tort (30) 
MedIcal malpractice (45) J Eminent domalnllnverse Insurance coverage claIms ailslng from the  
Other PIIPDIWD (23) condemnatlofl (14) above listed provisionally complex case 

Non.PiIPDMD (Other) Tort C ongful evIction (33) types (41) 

C Business 10,1/unfaIr business practice (07) C Other real property (26) Enforcement of Judgment 
C Enforcement of judgment (20) C Clvii rights (08) . Unlawful Detainer 

C Defamation (13) C Commerciai (31) MIscellaneous CMi Complaint 

Fraud (16) C Residential (32) C RICO (27) 

C intellectual property (19) iJ Drugs (38) C Other complaint (not specified above) (42) 

Professional negligence (25) JudicIal Review 
C 

Miscellaneous CIvil Petition 
[2] Other non-PiIPDD tort (35) Asset forfeIture (05) C pannerehlp and corporate governance (21) 
Emoioyment C Petition re: arbitration award (11) {J Other Petition (not specified above) (43) 

Wongful termination (38) CWrit of mandate (02) 

C Other employment (15) C Otherjudicial review (39) 
- - 

2. This case LU is L_J is not complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. if the case is  complex, marx the 
factors requiring exceptional judiciai management: 
a. tJ Large number of separately represented parties d. LII Large number of witnesses 

b. [Li Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel e. C Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts 

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

c. [2] Substantial amount of documentary evidence If. C substantial postjudgment judicial supervision 

3. RemedIes sought (check all that apply): a.[Z] monetary b. FLI nonmonetary; declaratory or Injunctive relief C. [2] punitive 

4. Number of causes of action (specify): Sevcn (07) 
5. This case CZ1 is C is not a class action suit. 
6. if there are any known related cases, file and serve a notice of related case. (Yougjqy Use form CMI5J 

Date: April 3,2015 
KEITH GRIFflN,. 

• Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proceeding (except small claIms cases or cases filed 
under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and institutions Code). (Cal. Rules of Court. rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result 
in sanctions. 

• File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by local court rule. 
• if this case is complex under rule 3.400 at seq. of the California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all 

other parties to the action or proceeding. 
• Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes only. PIne 1 01 

CIViL CASE COVER SHEET Cd 
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CM-01O 
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET 

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must 
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile 
statistics about the types and numbers of cases flied. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. in item 1, you must check 
one box for the case type that best descilbes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1, 
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action. 
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type In' item 1 are provided below. A cover 
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper flied in a civil case may subject a party, 
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court. 
To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money 
owed in a sum stated to be certaIn that is not more than $25,000, exclusIve of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in 
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort 
damages. (2) punitive damages. (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of 
attachment The Identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general 
time-for-service requirements and case management jules, unless a defendant flies a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections 
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment In rule 3.740. 
To Parties in Complex Cases. in complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the 
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by 
completing the appropriate boxes in Items 1 and 2. ifs plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the 
complelnt on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the 
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, If the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that 
the case is complex. ranc TVDFS ANn FXAMPLES 

Auto Tort 
Auto (22)-Personal InjuryIProperty 

Damagelongfui Death 
UnInsured Motorist (46) (If the 

case involves an uninsured 
motorist claim subject to 
orb ftration, check this item 
Instead of Auto) 

Other PIIPDMD (Personal Injury! 
Property DamagelWrengful Death) 
Tort - 

Asbestos (04) 
asbestos Property Damage 
Asbestos Personal lnjuryl 

ongful Death 
Product Liability (not asbestos or 

toxIc/envIronmental) (24) 
Medical Malpractice (45) 

MedIcal Malpractice-
Physicians & Surgeons 

Other Professional Health Care 
Malpractice 

Other PIIPDEWD (23) 
Premises Uablllty (e.g., slIp 

and rail) 
Intentional Bodily lnjuryIPDmD 

(e.g.. assault, vandalism) 
Intentional Infliction of 

EmotIonal Distress 
Negligent infliction of 

Emotional Distress 
Other PIIPDMD 

Non.PIIPDIWD (Other) Tort 
BusIness Tort/unfaIr BusIness 

PractIce (07) 
Civil Rights (e.g.. dIscrimInation, 

false arrest) (not civil 
harassment) (08) 

Defamation (e.g., slander, libel) 
(13) 

Fraud (16) 
Intellectual Property (19) 
Professional Negligence (25) 

Legal Malpractice 
Other Professional Malpractice 

(not medical or legal) 
Other Non-Piil?DMD Tort (35) 

Employment 
ongful TermInatIon (38) 

Other Employment (15)  

Contract 
Breach of ContractMlarianty (06) 

Breach of RentallLoase 
Contract (not unlawful deteiner 

or wrongful eviction) 
Conlractiwarranty Breach-Seller 

Plaintiff (not fraud ornegllgence) 
Negligent Breach of Contract! 

Warranty 
Other Breach of Contractarranty 

Collections (e.g., money owed, open 
book accounts) (09) 
Collection Case-Seller Plaintiff 
Other Promissory Note/Coilectlons 

Case 
insurance Coverage (not proWs tonally 

complex) (18) 
Auto Subrogation 
Other Coverage 

Other Contract (37) 
Contractuai Fraud - 
Other Contract Dispute 

Real Property 
Eminent Domalnhinvarse 

Condenmatlon (14) 
Vkongful Eviction (33) 
Other Real Property (e.g.. quiet title) (28) 

lt of Possession of Real Property 
Mortgage Foreciosure 
Quiet hue 
Other Real Property (not eminent 
domain, lendlord.lenant, or 
foreclosure) 

Unlawful Dotainor 
CommercIal (31) 
ResIdential (32) 
Drugs (38) (lIthe case involVes illegal 

dtugs, check this item; otherwise, 
repoites Commercial or Residential) 

Judicial Review 
Asset Forfeiture (05) 
Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) 
WrIt of Mandate (02) 

Wit-AdminIstratIve Mandamus 
Wit-Mindamus on Uritited Court 

Case Matter 
Wit-Other Umlted Court Case 

Review 
Other Judicial RevIew (39) 

Review of Heaith Officer Order 
Notice of Appeal-Labor  

Provisionally complex Civil Litigation (Cal. 
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403) 

Antitiustfrrade Regulation (03) 
Construction Defect (10) 
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40) 
Securities Litigation (28) 
Envlronmentatfloxic Tort (30) 
insurance Coverage Cialms 

(arising from provisionally complex 
case type listed ebove) (41) 

Enforcement of Judgment 
Enforcement of Judgment (20) 

Abstract of Judgment (Out of 
County) 

ConfessIon of Judgment (non, 
domestic relations) 

Sister Stete Judgment 
Administrative Agency Award 

(not unpaid taxes) 
PetitloniCertiflcatlon of Entry of 

Judgment on Unpaid Taxes 
Other Enforcement of Judgment 

Case 
Miscellaneous civil Complaint 

RICO (27) 
Other Complaint (not specified 

above) (42) 
Declaratory Relief Only 
Injunctive RelIef Only (non-

harassment) 
MechanIcs Lien 
Other Commercial Complaint 

Case (non.to#Jnon'cornplex) 
Other Civil Complaint 

(non-te#lnon.comple9 
Miscellaneous Civil Petition 

Partnership and Corporate 
Governance (21) 

Other Petition (not specified 

Petition for Name Change 
Petition for Relief From Late 

Claim 
Other Civil Petition 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET 
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C 

SHORT TITLE: 
Murrayv. u 

CAS MJMQER 

nderAmour, Inc. 
- 86 7 00 7,5 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND 

STATEMENT OF LOCATION 
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION) 

I This form Is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court. 1 
Item I. Check the types of hearing and fill In the estimated length of hearing expected for this case: 

JURY TRIAL? 96  YES CLASS ACilON? 0 YES LIMITED CASE? DYES TIME ES11MA1ED FOR TRIAL 30  0 HOURSI El DAYS 

Item II. indicate the correct district and.courthouse location (4 steps - If you checked limited Case, skip to Item Ill, 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 Q!32 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 locatiorichoice that applies to the type of action you have 
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0. 

I Affllcable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below) j 

Class actions must be filed In the Stanley MoO Courthouse, central district. S. LocatIon of Øroper' or permanently garaged vehicle. 

May be filed In central (other county, or no bodily Injury!propefly damage). 
. 

7. i.ocatlon where pe tioner resides. 
LocatIon where cause of action arose. 8. Location wherein defendanUresPondent functionswholIy. 
Locallon where bodily Injury, death or damage occurred. 9. LocatIon where one or more of he es reside. 

LocatIon where performance required or de endant resides. 10. LocatIon of Labor CommissiOner 0 

Step 4: FIll in the Information requested.on page 4 in Item Ill; complete Item IV. Sign the declaration. 

St 

a'! 
0 

n 

0 A7100 Motor VehIcIe Personal InJuiyIProperty DamageN*oflgful Death  
Auto (22) 

Uninsured MotorIst (46) 0 *7110 Peisonai injuryiPreperty Damageongful Death - uninsured MotorIst 1., 2,4. 

o *eoio Asbestos Property Damage 2. 
Asbestos (04) o A7221 Asbestos Personal InJuryMrengfuI Death 2. 

Product LIability (24) 0 A7260 Product Ueblilty (not asbestos or toxtclenvfronmentei) 1.. 2.. 3.. 4.. 8. 

o A7210 Medical Malpractice- Physicians & Surgeons 1..4. 
Medical Malpractice (45) 

o *7240 Other ProfessIonal Health Care Malpractice 1., 4. 

o A1250 Premises Uablilty (e.g., sup and fail) 1., 4. 

0 *7230 intentloMi Bodily injwylPropetty DamageffthongfLll Death (e.g.. 
perer?nJury 

Property Damage . assault, vandalIsm. eto.) 
1..3.  

ongful Death o *7270 intentional inflicilon of Emotional Distress 
(23) 

o *7220 Other Personal InjuryiProperty Damageengfui Death 
14 

LACIV 109 (Ret 03111) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0 

LAsCApproved03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION . Page 1 of 4 
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I 
SHORT Wit 

Murray V. Under Amour, Inc. 
cASE NUMBER 

I 

- 

Business Tort (07) 

-, -------- ---- 

a *6029 Other ComrnerclaUBusiness Tort (not fraudlbreach of contract)  

al- a.5  CM Rights (08) 0 *6005 CivIl plghtslDlscilmlnatlOn 1.. 2.. 3. 

is Defamation (13) 0 *6010 Defamation (alanderlllbeD  

5.5 n - 

Fraud (16) 0 *6013 Fraud (no contract) 1., 2., 3. 

i .  
0 *6017 LegaiMaIpractice 1..2., 3. 

Professional NeglIgence (25) 
0 *6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.. 2., 3. 

0cO  

Other (35) 0 *6025 Other Non.PersOnal lnjurylPropetty Damage tort . 2.3. 

wongful Termination (36) IS *0037 wongful Termination  

0 *6024 other Employment Complatnt Case 1..2..3. 

E Other Employment (15) . - 

0 *6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10. 

o *6004 Breach of RentaliLeqe Contract (not unlawkil detalner,or wrongful 2..6. 
eviction) 

2,6. 
Breach of Contract/ Warranty 

D *6008 CcntractmarTenty Breach -Seller Plaintiff (no-fraudmegiigence)- 
(06) 2.. 5. 

(not Insurance) 0 *6019 Negflgeni Breach of ContractiWarranty (no frauW 
- 

o *6026 Other Breach of ContracvWarrafltY (not fraud or negligence) 
1.. 2..5. 

'a 0 *6002 CollectIons case-Sailer Pielnillf 5., 6.  

Collections (09) 
0 *0012 Other Promissory NotelColIectIonS Case 2.. 5. 

Insurance Coverage (18) 0 *6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) 1.. 2., 5., 8. 

o *6009 Contractual Fraud 1., 2.. 3.. S. 

Other Contract (37) . 0 *6031 Tortlous Interference . 1., 2.. 3., 5. 

o *6027 Other Contract Olspute(not 1., 2., 3.. 8. 

Eminent Domainhlnverse O *7300 Eminent DomalnlCondemnatton Number of parcels______ 2. 
Cdndemnation (14) 

Wrongful Eviction (33) Cl *6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.. 6. 

i. O *6018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2., 6. 

Other Real Property (26) 0 *8032 Quiet iWe 
. 2.. 6. 

o *eoeo Other Real Property (not eminent domain, IandlordRcnant, foreclOsure) 2., 6. 

Unlawful Detainer-Commercial 0 *6021 Unlawful Detalner-Commertlal (not drugs or wrongful evlctlon) 2.. 6. 
(31) 

Unlawful Detalner-Resldentlal 0 *6020 Unlawful Detalner-Resldentlal (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2., 6. 

O (32)  

Unlawful Detalner- 0 *6020FUnlawfUI Detalner-Post-Foreclosure 2., 6. 

Post.ForeclolUra (34)  

0 
Unlawful Detalner-Orugs (38) 0 *6022 Unlawful Detalner-Drugs 

2..6. 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0 
LACIV 109 (Rev. 03111) 

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2o14 
L*SC Approved 03-04 
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0 !108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2,6. 
Asset Forfeiture (05) 

Petition re Aititration (11) 0 A6115 Petition to compellConfimlsVacete A,bItratlon 2.. 5. 

o A6151 vfllt Administrative MandamuS 2.. 8. 

Wit of Mandate (02) 0 A6152 Wit - Mandamus on Umited Cowl Case Matter . 2. 

o A6153 Wit -Other Limited Cowt Case Review 2. 

Other Judicial Review (39) 0 P6150 Other Wit IJudicial Review * 2., 8. 

MtllrustfTrade Regulation (03) 0 P6003 Mtitrustllrade RegulatiOn 1.. 2.. 8. 

Construction Defect (10) 0 P6007 ConstruCtion Detect 1., 2., 3. 

Claims Involving Mass Toil o P6008 Claims involving Mass Tort 1., 2.. 8. 

• (40) 

Securities Litigation (28) 0 P6035 Secuiltlas Litigation Case  

Toxic Ton 0 A6030 Todc TortlEnvlronmefltai 1., 2.. 3., 8. 
EnvIronmental (30) 

Insurance Coverage Claims o P6014 insurance CoveragelsubrogatiOfl (complex case only) 2., 5.. 8. 
from Complex Case (41)  

o .4.8141 Sister Slate Judgment 9. 

o P8160 Abstract of Judgment ' 2..6. 

0 .46107 ConfessIon of Judgment (non4omostic relations) 2., 9. 
Enforcement 

of Judgment (20) 0 *6140 AdmInistrative Agency AwaTd (not unpaid taxes) 2., 8. 

o P8114 petltlonlCertlflcate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2., 8. 

o A8112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2.. 8.. 9. 

RICO (27) 0 P6033 RacketeerIng (RICO) Case 1., 2., 8. 

o P6030 Declaratory Relief Only 2., 8. 

0 P6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domesticmassament) 8. 
Other pomplaints 

(Not Specified Above) (42) 0 P8011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (non-tottlnOnmplex)  

Other CMI CortpIalnt (non-tortlnon-comPiex)  o ps000 

Partnership CorporatIon P6113 panmhip and Corporate Governance Case 2., 8. 
Governance (21) 

o P6121 CMI Harassment 2., 3., 9. 

o P6123 Workplace Harassment 2.. 3., 9. 

o P6124 ElderlDependentAdullAbuseCase 2., 3.,9. 
Other PetItions 2. 

(Not Specified Above) 0 P8190 Election Contesi . 

(43) 0 P6110 Petition for Change of Name 2., 7. 

o P6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2.. 3., 4., 8. 

o A6100 Other CMI Petition . 2.. 9. 
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IllS 
I CASEMJMBER 

Murray v. Under Amour, Inc. 
SNORT T 

Item Ill. Statement of Location: tnter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other 
circumstance indicated In Item It., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reasbn far filing in the court location you selected. 

ADORESS: 

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown ioo Citadel or Space 648 
under Column c for the type of action that you have selected for - 

this case. 

01. 02.03.04.05.06.07.08. 09.010. 

cliv: STATE: ZIP CODE 

Commerce CA 190040 

lterniV. Declaration of.4ss!gnment I declare under penalty, of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing Is true 

and correct and that the above-entitled matter Is properly filed for assigñmâflt to the STANLEY MOSK courthouse in the 

CENTRAL District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles (Code Clv. Proc., § 392 at seq.. and Local 

Rule 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and (d)J. 

Dated: April02, 2018 
(516 NAURE OFAiTOR ' II 

£-t--- 
EYIFIUNG PARTY) 

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

I. Originil Complaint or Petition. 

If filing é Complaint, a completed Summons form for Issuance by the Clerk. 

CIvil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-01 0. 

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. 

A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV010:  if the plaintiff or petitioner is a 
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons. 

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. 

LAdy jog (Rev. 03111) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0 

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4 
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THOMAS V. GIRARDI, (SBN: 36603) 
KEITH D. GRIFFIN, (SBN: 204388) 
GIRARDI I KEESE 
1126 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD 
LOS ANGELES CALIFORNIA 90017 
Telephone: (213) 977-0211 
Facsimile: (213) 481-1554 

EBBY S. BAKIiTIAR, ESQ. (SBN: 215032) 
LIVINGSTON • BAKIITIAR. 
3435 WILSHIRE BOULEVMD, SUITE 1669 
Los ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90010 
TEL: (213) 632-1550 
FAX:(213)632-3100 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Putative Class 

REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY, 
individually and on behalf of all others 
similarly situated, 

Plaintig 

V. 

UNDER ARMOUR; INC., a Maryland 
corporation; and DOES 1 through 100, 

inclusive, 

Defendants. 

co gJOfl 
OFIGINALFD 

Los Aiwelts SunefloT Court 

APR 04 2010 

Shard ft Caner, cxecutive ufficedclerK 

By Shaunya BoldOfl.DPtY 

BC7 00 750 
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

BREACH OF IMPLIED CpnACT 
NEGLIGENCE 
VioLATION. OF CALIFORNIA'S UNFAIR 
COMPETITION LAW CAL. Bus. & PROF. 
CODE § 17200- UNLAWFUL Bus!NES 
PRACTICES. * 

VIOLATION OF CALIFORNIA'S UNFAIR 
COMPETITION LAW CAL. Bus. & PROF. 

CODE § 17200 UNFAIR BUSINESS 

PRACTICES 
VIOLATION OF CALIFORNJA'S UNFAIR 
COMPETITION LAW CAL. Bus. & PROF. 

CODE § 17200 FRAuDULENT/DECEPTIVE 

BuSINEssfRACTICES 
CoNsTITUTIONAL INVASION OF 
PRIVACY 
NEGLIGENCE PER SE 
BREACH OF COVENANT OF DUTY OF 
GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALINGS 
VIOLATION OF STATE DATA BREACH 

ACTS 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

I . CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 
EXHIBIT A, PAGE 15
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Lt - 

I .. . 

1 TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD HEREIN: 

2 PLAINTIFF alleges, upon information and belief, based upon the investigation made by 

3 and through her áttotheys, except those allegations relating to Plaintiff and her attorneys, which 

.4 are alleged upon knowledge, as follows 

5 CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

6 Rebecca Murray ("Plaintiff'), both indivi4ually and on behalf of all others similarly 

7 situated ("California Class" and "National Class"), alleges the following: 

8 . 
NATURE OF TUE ACTION 

9 
1.. Under Armour, Inc. (hereinafter "UA" "Under Armour" or "Defendant") was founded 

10 on of around 1996 and operates globally including in all 50 states OF the United States of America. 

11 tJA had around $5.0 Billion in revenue in 2017. UA manufactures sports related apparel and, relevant 

12 to this case, owns and operates the MyFitpessPal and MapmyPitness applications ("apps?) and 

13 websites as well as related apps and websites. On or around 2013, UA began to offer subscriptions 

14 through the MyFitnessPal app and website. UA also collects credit/debit numbers from its users in 

15 Corder for those users to access premium features of these website(s) and app(s). For example, users 

16 would pay a preiilum for priority customer s%ipport and a no ad experience, among other features. On 

17 or around March 25,2018, UA learned that an estimated 150 million consumers' private personal and 

18 financial information was obtained by an unauthorized third party in one of the largest data breaches 

19 to date. On information and belief, it is believed this data breach happened on or around February 

20 2018. .. 

21 2. Plaintiff, both individually and on behalf of those similarly situated persons (hereafter 

22 "Class Members"), brings this Class Action to Secure redress against UA for their reckless and 

23 negligent violations of customer privacy rights. Plaintiff and Class Members are former customers 

24 who entrusted Under Armour with their financial information, email address and passwords. 

25 3. Plaintiff and Class Members suffered injury. The security breath compromised email 

26 addresses, passwords, and on information and belief; full names, addresses, credit/debit.card numbers, 

27 and other Private Identifiable information ("P11"). . 

28 

2 
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I C 

I plrcompromised, have had their privacy rights violated, have been exposed to the risk of fraud and 

2 idedtif& theft, and have otherwise suffered damages. 

3 II. PARTIES 

4 5. At all times relevant to this action, named Plaintiff, Rebecca E. Murray, is and was, a 

5 resident of Los Angeles County, State of California. 

6 6. Plaintiff brings this action on her own behalf and on behalf of all others similarly 

7 situated, namely all other individuals who have entrusted UA with their P11, expecting Under Annour 

8 to protect that data. 

9 7. Upon information and belief; Defendant UA is a Maryland corporation, doing 

10 substantial business in California with one of its California addresses listed as 135 Townsend Street, 

11 San Francisco, CA 94107. 

12 8. The true names and/or capacities, whether individual; corporate, associate or otherwise, 

13 of Defendants Does 1 through 100, inclusive, and each of them, are unknown to Plaintiff, who 

14 therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiff are informed and believe, and upon 

15. such information and belief allege, that each of the Defendants fictitiously named herein as a Doe is 

16 legally responsible, negligently or in some other actionable manner, for the events and happenings 

IT hereinafter referred to, and proximately causid the injuries and damages to .Plaintiff hereinafter 

18 alleged. Plaiiitiffwilfseek leave of Court to amend this Complaint to assçrt the true names and/or 

19 capacities of such fictitiously named Defendants when the same have been ascertained. 

20 9.. Plaintiff is informed and beijeves and thereupon alleges, that at all limes 

21 mentioned herein, Defendants, and each of them, including Does 1 through 100, were the agents, 

22 servants, employees and/or joint ventures of their co-Defendants, and were, as such, acting within 

23 the course, scope and authority of said agency, employment and/or joint venture, and that each and 

24 every Defendants, as aforesaid, when acting as a principal, was negligent in the selection and 

25 hiring of each and every Defendants as an agent, employee and/or joint venturers. 

26 III 

27 III 

28 /1/ . . . 

3 
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m. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

2 10. This is brought as a class action to remedy violations of California law by Defendant 

Under Armour. This Court has jurisdiction over this action because it is a class action and the amount 

in controversy is in excess of the jurisdictional minimum of this Court. rA 

Specifically, Defendant engaged in substantial marketing, advertising, promotion, and 

selling of Under Armour services throughout California. This Court has personal jurisdiction over 

Defendant because of the business they conduct in California and thus has sufficient minimum 

contacts. 

The Court also has personal jurisdiction over the Parties because Under Armour 

10 conducts a major part of their national operations with regular and continuous business activity in 

11 California, on infouuation and belief, through its website both not exoeeled in other jurisdiutious 

12 throughout the United States. 

13 13. Venue is proper in Los Angeles County pursuant to Section 395(a) of the Code of Civil 

14 Procedure. Defendant conducts business in Los Angeles, many of the acts giving rise to the violations. 

15 complained of occurred in Los Angeles County, and because Plaintiff resides in Los Angeles County. 

16 IV. SUBSTANFIVE ALLEGATIONS 

17 A. The Datalireacli Unravels 

18 14: Under Armour owns and operates the MyfitnessPal and MapMyFitness apps for mobile 

19 phone and internet websites as well as other related apps and websites. The general purpose of these 

20 app(s) and website(s) is to give users ability to meet physical fitness goals and/or to track information 

21 regarding their health: These website(s) and app(s) require a user to enter their electronic mail address, 

22 create a password to use the apps and websites. UA also collects credit/debit numbers from its uáers in 

23 order for those users to access premium features of these website(s) and ajp(s). For example, users 

24 would pay a premium forpriority customer support and a no ad experience, among other features. 

25 15. On March 25, 2018 a major cybersecurity breach was discovered by Under Armour. 

26 1  Defendant Under Armour disclosed that hackers gained access to sensitive personal data for up to 150 

27 million Americans, including their P11 as defined above. 

28 16. UA has not disclosed more details about the hack. 

4 
CLASS ACTION CONWLAINT 
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1 17. UA's stock has dropped considerably on the news of the data brSch. 

2 18. Consumers, including Plaintiff and Class Members, paid substantial premiums for 

3 Under Armour services and trusted UA with their sensitive data. 

4 U. Stolen Information Is Valuable to Hackers and Thieves 

5 19. It is well known, and the subject of many media reports, that payment card data is highly 

6 coveted and a frequent target of hackers. Especially in the technology industrY, the issue of data 

7 security and threats thereto, is well known. Despite well-publicized litigation and frequent public 

announcements of data breaches, Under Armour opted to maintain an insufficient and inadequate 

9 system to protect the payment information of Plaintiff and .Class Members. Private Identifable 

10 Information is also highly coveted and a frequent target of hackers. Despite well-publicized litigation 

11 and frequent public announcements of data breaches, Under Armour and its affiliates opted to 

12 maintain an insufficient and inadequate system to 'protect the P11 of Plaintiff and Class Members. 

13 20. UA negligently and recklessly put Plaintiff's and Class Members PU at risk and the P11, 

14 on information and belief, was actually stolep. 

15 21. Legitimate organizations and the criminal underground alike recognize the value of P11. 

16 Otherwise, they would notaggressively seek or pa for it. As previously seen: in one of the world's 

17 largest breaches, hackers compromised the card holder data of 40 million customers. 

18 22. Credit or debit card information is highly valuable to hackers. Credit and debit card 

19 information that is stolen from the point of sale are known as "dumps." Credit and debit card dumps 

20 can be sold in the cybercriine underground for a retail value of about "$20 apiece." This information 

21 I can also be used to clone a debit.or credit card. 

22 C. The Data Breach Has and Will Result in Additional Identity Theft and Identity Fraud 

23 23. Under Armour failed to implement and maintain reasonable security procedures and 

24 practices appropriate to the nature and scope óf the information compromised in the data breach. 

25 24. The ramification of Under Armour's failure to keep Plaintiff and Class Members' data 

• 26 II secure is severe. 

27 25. According to Javelin Strategy and Research, "one in every three people who is notified 

28 of being a potential fraud victim becomes one.. . 
with 46% of donsumers who had cards breached 

5 
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becoming fraud victims that same year." "Someone Became an Identity Theft Victim Every 2 

2 Seconds Last Year," Fox Business, Feb. 5,2014 available athttP://www.fOXbUSifleis.conu/0ers0htth  

IL is hicorrect to assume that reinibwsing a consumer for a financial loss due Lu ('aud 

makes that individual whole again. On the contrary, after conducting a study, the Department of 

Justice's Bureau of Justice Statistics C'BJS") found that "among victims wit had personal information. 

used for fraudulent purposes, 29% spent a month or more resolving problems." See "Victims of 

Identity Theft," U.S. Department of Justice, Dec 20131 available at 

https://www.bis.ROV/cOntentloubfpdflvitl  2.odf. in fact, the BJS reported, "resolving the problems 

caused by identity theft (could] take more than a year for some victims." 

D. Annual Monetary Losses from Identity Theft are in the Billion of Dollars 

Javelin Strategy and Research reports that those losses increased to $21 billion in 

2013. See 2013 Identity Fraud Report. There may be a time lag between when harm occurs and when 

it is discovered, and also bet*een when PU is stolen and when it is tised. According to the U.S. 

Government / ccountability Office ("GAO"), which conducted a study regarding data breaches: 

[L]aw enforcement officials told us that in some cases, stolen data may be held for 
up to a year or more before being used to commit identity theft. Further, once 
stolen data have been sold or posted on the Web, fraudulent use of that informatiqn 
may continue for years. As a result, studies that attempt to measure the har?i 
resulting from data breaches cannot necessarily rule out all future harm. GAO, 
Report to Congressional Requesters, at 33 (June 2007), available at 
hnp://www.aao.2oV/fleW.items/d07737.Dff (attached hereto as Exhibit I) 

Plaintiff and Class Members now face years of constant surveillance of theft financial 

and personal records, monitoring, and loss of rights. The Class is incurring and will continue to incur 

such damages in addition to any. fraudulent credit and debit card charges incurred by them and the 

resulting loss of use of their credit and access to funds, whether or not such charges are ultimately 

11 
 reimbursed by the credit card companies.,  

E. Plaintiff and Class Members Suffered Damages 

The data breach was a direct and proximate result of Under Armour's failure to 

properly safeguard and protect Plaintiff and Class Members' PU from unauthorized access, use, and 

- 6 
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lisclosure, as required by various state and federal regulationsi industry practices, and the common 

aw, including Under Armour's failure to establish and implemçnt appropriate administrative, 

technical, and physical safeguards to ensure the security and confidentiality of Plaintiff and Class 

Members' P11 to protect against reasonably foreseeable threats to the security or integrity of such 

information. 

Plaintiff and Class Members' PU is private and sensitive in nature and was 

inadequately protected by Under Armour. Under Armour did not obtain Plaintiff and Class Members' 

consent to disclosetheir PU, except to certain persons not relevant to this action, as required by 

applicable law and industry standards. 

As a direct and proximate result of Under Armour's wrongful action and inaction and 

the resulting data breach, Plaintiff and Class Members have been placed at an imminent, immediate, 

and continuing increased risk of harm from identity theft and identity fraud, requiring them to take the 

time and effort to mitigate the actual and potential impact of the subject data breach on their lives by, 

among other things, placing "freezes" and "alerts" with credit reporting agencies, contacting their 

financial institutions, closing or modifying financial accounts, and closely reviewing and monitoring 

their credit reports and accounts for unauthorized activity. 

Under Armour's wrongful actions and inaction directly and proximately caused the 

theft and dissemination into the public domain of Plaintiff and Class Members' P11, causing them to 

suffer, and continue to suffer, economic damages and other actual harm for which they are entitled to 

compensation, including: 

Theft of their P11, including on information and belief actual theft of credit/debit card 

numbers; 

The imminent and certainly impending injury flowing from potential fraud and identity 

theft posed by theft P11 being placed in the hands of criminals and already misused via 

the sale of Plaintiff and Class Members' information on the Internet black market; 

The uniirnely and inadequate notification of the da[ta breach; 

The improper disclosure of theft PU; 

Loss of privacy; 

7 
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1. Ascertainable losses in the form of out-of-pocket expenses and the value of their time 

VA reasonably incurred to remedy or mitigate the effects of the data breach; 

Ascertainable losses in the form of deprivation of the value of their PU, for which there 

is a well-established national and international market; 

Overpayments to Under Armour for credit reporting services during the subject data 

breach in that a portion of the price paid for such services by Plaintiff and Class 

Members to Under Armour was for the costs of reasonable and adequate safeguarth and 

security measures that would protect customers' P11, which Under Armour did not 

implement and, as a result; Plaintiff and Class Members did not receive what they paid 

for and by Under Armour; and 

Deprivation of rights they possess under the Unfair Competition Laws. 

V. CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

.33. Plaintiff brings this action on her own behalf and on behalf of all other 

Ipersons similarly situated pursuant to California Civil Code § 178:1 (hereinafter, "The Class"). The 

I Class is compdsed of: 

All persons residing in California whose P11 was disclosed in the data 

breach in 2017-2018 (the "California Class"). 

All perèons residing Nationwide whose PIT was disclosed in the data 

breach in 2017-2018 (the "Nation'.vide Class") (Collectively referred to as 
"The Class") 
Plaintiff does not know the exact number of members of The Class, since that information 

is within the exclusive control of Defendants. But, the 'members of The Class are believed to be in the 

millionä. The Class is so numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable. 

The Plaintiff and the members of The Class share a community of interest, as 

11 
 they all have a same or similar claim arising from the same or similar wrongful actions and omissions 

of Defendants, and each of them. 

37. There are questions of lw and/or fact common to The Class, which are 

substantially similar and predominate over the questions affecting the individual members. The 

claims and/or defenses of the representative Plaintiff are typical of the claims and/or defenses of 
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1 The Class and all are based upon the same legal theories. The representatiye Plaintiff will fairly 

2 and adequately protect the interests of The Class. The Class Action is an appropriate method for 

3 the fair and efficient adjddication of the controversy. 
- 

4 38. Plaintiff can and will fairly and adequately represent the interests of The 

5 Class through Plaintiff's attorneys, who are competent and qualified to prosecute this litigation. 

6 39. A class action is an appropriate method for the fair and efficient adjudication 

7 of this controversy. 

8 COUNTI 

9 Breach of Written Contract 

10 (OnBehalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

11 40. Plaintiff incorporates the substantive allegations contained in each and every paragraph 

12 of this Complaint. 

13 41. Under Armour solicited and invited Plaintiff and the members of the Class to entrust 

14 Under Armour with their P11 as defined above. 

15 42. When Plaintiff and Class Members used Under Armour's services, they provided their 

16 Private Identifiable Information. In so doing, Plaintiff and Class Members entered into a contracts 

17 with Under Armour pursuant to which Under Armour agreed to safeguard and protect such 

18 information and to timely and accurately notify Plaintiff and Class Members if their data had been 

19 breached and compromised. Specifically, UA's privacy policy states under the section "information 

20 security: . 

21 Under Armour is committed to protecting the security of your Personal Data. We use technical 

22 and organizational measures designed to protect your information against unauthorized access, 

23 theft, and loss. We also recommend that you take additional measures to protect yourself and 

24 your information, suctras installing anti-virus software, closing browsers after use, keeping 

25 confidential your log-in credentials and passwords, and making sure that you regularly update 

26 software and apps you have downloaded to ensurc you have enabled the latest security 

27 features on your devices. 

28 43. Personal data and financial information provided to Under Armour by Plaintiff and 

9 
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1 blass Members was provided pursuant to the mutually agreed-upon contract with Under Armour 

2 under which Under Armour agreed to safeguard and protect Plaintiff and Class Members' Private 

3 Identifiable Information and to timely and accurately noti& them if such infoimation was 

4 compromised or stolen. 

5 . 44. Plaintiff and Class Members would not have provided and entrusted their Private 

6 Identifiable Information to Under Armour in the absence of the contract between them ad Under 

7 Armour. 

8 45. Plaintiff and Class Members fully performed their obligations under the implied 

9 contracts with Under Armour. 

10 46. Under Armour breathed the contracts it made with Plaintiff and Class Members by 

11 thiling to safeguard and protect the Private Identifiable Information of Plaintiff and Class Members 

12 and by failing to provide timely and accurate notice to them that their Private Identiflble Information 

13 was compromised as a result of the data breach. 

14 47. As a direct and protmate result of Under Armour's breaches of the contracts between 

15 Under Armour and Plaintiff and Class Members, Plaintiff and Class Members sustained actual losses 

16 and damages as described in detail above. 

17 COUNT U 

18 . Negligence. 

19 (On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

20 48. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

21 paragraph of this Complaint. . 

22 49. Upon accepting Plaintiff and Class Members' Private Identifiable Information in their 

23 system, Under Armour undertook and owed a duty to Plaintiff and Class Members to exercise 

24 reasonable care to secure and safeguard that information from being compromised, lost, stolen, 

25 misused, and or/disclosed to unauthorized parties, and to utilize commercially reasonable methods to 

26 do so. This duty included, among other things, designing, maintaining, and testing Under Armour's 

27 security systems to ensure that Plaintiff and the Class Members' P11 was adequately secured and 

28 protected. 

10 
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I 50. Under Armour further had a duty to implement processes that would detect a breach of 

2 its security system in a timely manner. 

3 51. Under Armour also had a duty to timely disclose to Plaintiff and Class Members that 

4 their Private Identifiable Information had been or was reasonably believed to have been compromised. 

5•  Timely disclosure was appropriate so that, among other things, Plaintiff and Class Members could 

6 take appropriate measures to ayoid use of bank funds, and monitor their account information and 

7 credit reports for fraudulent activity. 

8 52. Under Armour breached its duty to discover and to notiiS' Plaintiff and Class Members 

9 of the unauthorized access by failing to discover the security breach Within reasonable time and by 

10 failing to notify Plaintiff and Class Members of the breach timely. To date, Under Armour has not 

11 provided sufficient information to Plaintiff and Class Members regarding the extent and scope of the 

12 unauthorized access and continues to breach its disclosure obligations to Plaintiff and the Class. 

13 53. Under Armour also breached its duty to Plaintiff and Class Members to adequately 

14 protect and safeguard this information by knowingly disregarding standard information security 

15 principles, despite obvious risks, and by allowing unmonitored and unrestricted access to unsecured 

16 Private Identifiable Information. Furthering its negligent practices, Under Armour failed to provide 

17 adequate supervision and oversight of the PriVate Identifiable Information with which it is entrusted, 

18 in spite of the known risk and forçseeable likelihood of breach and misuse, which permitted a third 

19 party to gather Plaintiff's and Class Members' Private Idebtiflable Information, misuse the Private 

20 Identifiable Infàrmation, and intentionally disclose it to others without consent. 

21 54. Through Under Armour's acts and omissions described in this Complaint, including 

22 Under Armour's failure to provide adequate security and its failure to protect Plaintiff and Clss 

23 Members' Private Identifiable Information from being foreseeably captured, accessed, disseminated, 

.24 stolen, and misused, Under Armour unlawfully breached its duty to use reasonable care to adequately 

25 protect and secure Plaintiff and Class Members' Private Identifiable Information during the time it 

26 was within Under Armour's control. 

27 55. Further, through its failure to timely discover and provide clear notification of the data 

28 breach to consumers, Under Armour prevented Plaintiff and Class Members from taking meaningful, 

11 
- 

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT . 

EXHIBIT A, PAGE 25

Case 2:18-cv-04032-FMO-E   Document 1-1   Filed 05/15/18   Page 19 of 52   Page ID #:27



proactive steps to secure their Private Identifiable Lnfotmation. 

56. Upon information and belief, Under Armour improperly and inadequately safeguarded 

the Private Identifiable Information of Plaintiff and Class Members in deviation from standard 

4 industry rules, regulations, and practices at the time of the data breach. 

57. Under Armour's failure to take proper security measures to protect Plaintiff and Class 

6 Members' sensitive PU as described in this Complaint, created conditions conducive to a foreseeable, 

7 intentional criminal act, namely the unauthorized access of Plaintiff and Class Members' Private 

Identifiable Information. 

58. Under Armour's conduct was grossly negligent and departed from all reasonable 

standards of care, including, but not limited to: failing to adequately protect the Private Identifiable 

Information; failing to conduct adequate regular security audits; failing to provide adequate and 

appropriate supekvision of persons having access to Plaintiff and Class Members' Private Identifiable 

I Information. 

59. Neither Plaintiff nor the other Class Members contributed to the data breach and 

subsequent misuse of their Private Identifiable Information as described in this Complaintt. As a direct 

and proximate result of Under Armour's negligence, Plaintiff and Class Members sustained actual 

losses and damages as described in detail above. 

COUNTIU 

Violation of California's Unfair Competition Law Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200 Unlawful 

Business Practices 

(On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

60. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

allegation of this Complaint. 

61. Under Armour has violated Cal. Bus. and Prof. Code § 17200 et seq. by engaging in 

unlawful, unfair or fraudulent business acts and practices and unfair, deceptive, untrue or misleading 

advertising that.constitute acts bf "unfair competitio4" as defined in Cal. Bus. Prof. Code §17200. 

Under Armour engaged in unlawful acts and practices with respect to its servicecby establishing the 

sub-standa$ security practices and procedures described herein; by soliciting and collecting Plaintiff's 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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S Class Members' Private Identifiable Information with knowledge that the information would not 

2 be adequately protected; and by gathering Plaintiff's and Class Members' Private Identifiable 

Information in an unsecure electronic environment in violation of California's data breach statute, Cal. 

4 Civ. Code § 
1798.81.5, which requires Under Armour to take reasonable methods of safeguarding the 

Private Identifiable Information of Plaintiff and the Clasé Members. 

16 62. In addition, Under Armour engaged in unlawful acts and practices with respect to its 

services by failing to discover and then disclose the data breach to Plaintiff and Class Members in a 

8 timely and accurate manner, contrary to the duties imposed by Cal. Civ. Code § 1798.82. To date, 

Under Armour has still not provided such sufficient information to Plaintiff and the Class Members. 

10 63. As a direct and proximate result of Under Armduf s unlawful acts and practices, 

11 Plaintiff and the Class Members were injured and lost money or property, including but not limited to 

12 the loss of their legally protected interest in the confidentiality and privacy of their Private Identifiable 

13 Information, and additional losses described above. 

14 64. Under Armour knew or should have known that its system had been breathed and data 

15 sàcurity practices were inadequate to safeguard Class Members' Private Identifiable Information and 

16 that the risk of a data breach or theft was highly likely. Under Armour's actions in engaging in the 

17 above-named unlawful practices and acts were negligent, knowing and willful, and/or wanton and 

18 reckless with respect to the rights of Class Members. 

19 65. Plaintiff and members of the Class seek relief under Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 1720(), 

20 et seq., including, but not limited to, restitution to Plaintiff and Class Members of money or property 

21 that Under Armour may have acquired by means of its unlawful, and unfair business practices, 

22 restitutionary disgorgement of all profits accruing to Under Armour because of its unlawful and unfair 

23 business practices, declaratory relief, attorney's fees and costs (pursuant to Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 

24 1021.5), and injunctive or other equitable relief. 

25 COUNT IV. 

26 Violation of California's Unfair Competition Law Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §17200 Unfair 

27 Businss Practices 

28 (On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

13 
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1 66. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

2 allegation of this Complaint.. 

3 67. Under Armour engaged in unfair acts and practices by soliciting and collecting 

4 Plaintiff sand Class Members' Private Identifiable Information with knowledge that the information 

5 would not be adequately protected; while Plaintiff's and the Class Members' Private Identifiable 

6 Information would be processed in an unsecure electronic environment. These unfair acts and 

7 practices were immoral, unet1ical, oppressive, unscrupulous, unconscionable, and/or substantially 

8 injurious to Plaintiff and the Class Members. They were likely to deceive the public into believing 

their Private Identifiable Information was secure, when it was not. The harm these practices caused to 

10 Plaintiff and the members of the  Class outweighed their utility, if any. 

11 68. Under Armour engaged in unfair acts and practices with respect to the provision of its 

12 services by failing to enact adequate privacy and security measures and protect Class Members' 

13 Private Identifiable Information from further unauthorized disclosure, release, data breaches, and theft, 

14 and failing to timely discovery and give notice of the Data Breach. These unfair acts and practices 

15 were immoral, unethical, oppressive, unscrupulous, unconscionable, and/ot substantially hurious to 

16 Plaintiff and Class Members. They were likelj' to deceive the public into believing their Private 

17 Identifiable Information was secure, when it was not. The harm these practices caused to Plaintiff and 

18 the Class Members outweighed their utility, if any. 

19 69. As a direct and proximate result of Under Annour'iacts of unfair practices and acts, 

20 Plaintiff and the members of the Class were injured and lost money or property, including but not 

21 limited to the loss of their legally protected interest in the confidentiality and privacy of their P11, and 

22 additional losses described above. 

23 .70. Under Armour knew or should have known that its systems and data security practices 

24 were inadequate to safeguard Class Members' Private Identifiable Information and that the risk of a 

25 data breach or theft was highly likely. Under Armour's actions in engaging in the above-named 

26 unlawful practices and acts were negligent, knowing and willful, and/or wanton and recldes with 

27 respect to the rights of the Class Members. 

28 71 The members of the Class seek relief under Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200, et. 

14 
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p..  
I. rd 

I seq., including, but not limited to, restitution to Plaintiff and Class Members of money or property 

2 that the Under Armour may have acquired by means of its unfair business practices, restitutionary 

3 disgorgement of all profits acóruing to Under Armour because of its unfair business practices, 

4 declaratory relief, attorney's fees and costs (pursuant to Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 1021.5), and 

5 injunctive or other equitable relief. 

6 . 

COUNTY 

7 Violation of California's Unfair competition Law Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §17200 

8 FraudulentfDecePtive Business Practices 

9 (On Behalf of Plaintiff and the Class) 

10 72. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

11 allegation ofts Complaint. 

12 73. Under Armour engaged in fraudulent and deceptive acts and practices by representing 

13 and advertising that it would maintain adequate data privacy and security practices and procedures to 

14 safeguard Plaintiff's and the Class Members' Private Identifiable Infonnation from unauthorized 

15 disclosure, release, data breaches, and theft; and representing and advertising that it did and would 

16 comply with the re4uirements of relevant federal and state laws pertaining to the privacy and security 

17 of the members of the Class' Private Identifiable Information. These representations were likely to 

18 deceive members of the public, including Plaintiff and Class Members, into believing their Private 

19 Identifiable Information was securely stored, when it was not, and that Under Armour was complying. 

20 with relevant law, when it was not. 

21 74. Under Armour engaged in fraudulent and deceptive acts and practices by omitting, 

22 suppressing, and conceàling.the material fact of the inade4uacy of the privacy and security 

23 protections for Class Members' Private Identifiable Infonnation. At the time that Class Members 

24 were using Under Armour's sysiem, Under Armour failed to disclose to Ciass Members that its 

25 data security systcms failed to meet legal and industry standards for the protection of their.  Private 

26 Identifiable Information. Plaintiff would not have entrusted Under Armour with their private 

27 information if they had known about its substandard data security practices. These representation 

28 were likely to deceive members of the public, including Plaintiff and the Class Members, into 

15 
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/ ( 

believing their Private Identifiable Information was secure, when it was not, and that Under 

Armour was complying with relevant law and industry standards, when it was not. 

75. As a direct and proximate resuft of Under Armour's deceptive practices and acts, 

4 Plaintiff and the Class Members were injured and lost money or property, including but not 

5 limited to the.loss of their legally protected intcróst iii the confidentiality and privacy of their 

6 Private Identifiable Information, and additional losses described above. 

7 76. Under Armour khew or should have known that its system and data security 

8 practices were inadequate to safeguard Class Members' and that the risk of a data breach or 

9 theft was highly likely. Under Aunour's actions in engaging in the above-named unlawful 

10 and acts were negligent, knowing and willful, andlor.wanton and reckless with respect to 

11 the rights of Class Members. 

12 77. Class Members seek relief under Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200, et seq., 

13 including, but not limited to, restitution to Plaintiff and Class Members of money or property that 

14 Under Armour may have acquired by means of its fraudulent and deceptive business practices, 

15 restitutionary disgorgement of all profits accruing to Under Armour because of its fraudulent and 

16 deceptive business practices, declaratory relief, attorney's fees and costs (pursuant to Cal. Code 

17 Civ. Proc. § 1021.5), and injunctive or other equitable relief. 

18 COUNT VI 

19 Constitutional Invasion of Privacy 

20 (On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

21 78. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

22 11 allcgation of this Complaint. 

23 79 Cal. Const., Art. 1., section 1 provides that "[a]il people are by nature free and 

24 independent and have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying and defending life and liberty, 

25 acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness, and 

26 privacy." 

27 80. Plaintiff and Class members had a legally protected privacy interest in the Private 

28 Identifiable Information provided to Under Armopr.. 

- 16 
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 

EXHIBIT A, PAGE 30

Case 2:18-cv-04032-FMO-E   Document 1-1   Filed 05/15/18   Page 24 of 52   Page ID #:32



(.. 

81. Plaintiff and Class Members had a reasonable expectation of privacy as to the 

2 II Private Identifiable Information they provided to Under Armour under the circumstances of their 

3 purchases. 

4 82. Under Armour's actions and inactions amounted to a serious invaiion of the 

.5 protected privacy interests of Plaintiff and Class Members.. 

6 83. Under Armour!s invasion of Plaintiff and Class Members' reasonable expectation of 

caused Plaintiff and Class members to suffer damages. 

COUNT Vfl 

Ncgligcnce Per Se 

Fr'] (On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

11 84. Plaintiff repeats and. fblly incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

12 allegation of this Complaint. 

13 85. Pursuant to state laws in California; Under Armour had a duty to those California 

14 Class Members to implement and maintain reasonable security procedures and practices to 

15 11  safeguard Plaintiff and Class Methbers' Personal InformEtion: 

16 a. California: Cal Civ. Code § 1798.81.5 

17 86. Under Armour breached their duties to Plaintiff and California Class Members as 

18 established under Cal Civ. Code § 1798.81.5 by felling to provide fair, reasonable, or adequate 

19 computer systems and data security practices to Safeguard Plaintiff and Class Members' Personal 

20 Information. 

21 87. Under Armour's failure to comply with applicable laws and regulations constitutes 

22 negligence per se. 

23 88. But for Under Armour's wrongM and negligent breach of their duties owed to 

24 1  Plaintiff and California Class Members, Plaintiff and California Class Members would not have 

25 been injured. 

26 89. The injury  and harm suffered by Plaintiff and California Class Members was the 

27 reasonably. foreseeable result of Under Armour's breach of their duties. Under Armour knew or 

28 should have known that they were failing to meet their  duties, and that Under Armour's breach 
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would cause Plaintiff and California Class Members to experience the foreseeable harms 

'Li associated with the exposure af their Personal Information. 

90. As a direct and proximate result of Under Armour's negligent conduct, Plaintiff and 

Class Members have suffered injury and are entitled to damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 

COUNT VIII 

6 Breach of the covenant of Duty of Good Faith and Fair Dealing 

(On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

8 91. Plaintiff repeats and fully incorporates the allegations contained in each and even' 

9 allegation of. this Complaint. 

10 92. The law implies a covenant of good faith and fair dealinä in every contract. 

11 93. Plaintiff and Class Members contracted with Defendant Under Armour by 

12 I accepting Defendant Under Armour' s services. 

13 94. Plaintiff and Class Members performed all of the significant duties under their 

14 I agreements with Defendant Under Armour. 

15 95. The conditions required for Defendant Under Armour's performance under the 

16 contract has occurred. 

17 96. Defendant Under Armour did not provide and/or unfairly interfered with and/or 

18 I frustrated theright of Plaintiff and the Class Members to receive the 1141 benefits under their 

19 agreement. 

20 97. Under Armour breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing implied in its 

21 contracts with Plaintiff and the Class Members by failifig to use and provide reasonable and 

22 industry-leading security practices. 

23 98. Plaintiff and the Class Members were damaged by Under Armour's breach in that 

24, they paid for, but never received, the valuable security protections to which they were entitled, and 

25 which would have made their products and services more valuable. 

26 COUNT IX 

27 Violation of State Data Breach Acts 

•28 (On Behalf of Plaintiff and The Class) 

18 
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1 99. Plaintiff repeats and filly incorporates the allegations contained in each and every 

2 allegation of this Complaint. 

3 100. Under Armour owns, licenses, and/or maintains computerized data that includes 

4 Plaintiff and Class Members' P11. 

5 101. Under Armouf was required to, but failed, to take all reasonable steps to dispose, or 

6 arrange for the disposal, of records within its custody or control containing PH when the records 

7 were no longer to be retained, by shredding, erasing, or otherwise modifying the personal 

8 information in those records to make it unreadable or undecipherable through any means. 

9 102. Under Armour's conduct, as alleged above, violated the data breach statutes of 

10 California, including: California, Cal. Civ. Code §§ 1798.80 et. seq.; 

ii 103. Under Armour was required to, but failed, to implement and maintain reasonable 

12 %ecurity procedures and practices appropriate to the nature and scope of the inform$ion 

13 compromised in the Data Breah. 

14 104. The Data Breach constituted i "breach of the security system" within the meaning 

15 of section 1798.82(g) of the California Civil Code. 

16 105. The information compromised in the Data Breach constituted "personal 

17 information" within the meaning of section 1798.80(e) of the California Civil Code. 

18 106. Like other State Data Breach Acts, Califordia Civil Code § 1798.80(e) requires 

19 disclosure of data breaches "in the most expedient time possible and without unreasonable delay.. 

IA 'I 

21 107. Under Armour violated Cal.* Civ. Code § 1798.80(e) by unreasonably delaying 

22 disclosure of the Data Breach to Plaintiff and other Class MembSs, whose P11 was, or was 

23 reasonably believed to have been, acquired by an unauthorized person. 

24 108. Upon information and belief, no law enforcement agency instructed Under Armour 

25 that notification to Plaintiff and Class Members would impede a jrnjfla1inve5tigation 

26 109. As a result of Under Armour's violation of State Data Breach Acts, including Cal. 

27 Civ. Code § 
1798.80, et seq., Plaintiff and Class Members incurred economic, damages, including 

28 expenses associated with monitoring their personal and financial informati9n to prevent further 

19 
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I fraud. 

2 110. Plaintiff, individually and on behalf of the Class, seek all remedies available under 

3 Cal. Civ. Code § 1798.84, including, but not limited to: (a) actual damages suffered by Class 

4 Members as alleged above; (b) statutory damages for Under Armour's willful, intentional, and/or 

5 reckless violation of Cal. Civ. Code § 1798.83; (c) equitable relief; and (d) reas9nab1e attorneys' 

6 fees and costs under Cal. Civ. Code §1798.84(g). 

7 111. Because Under Armour was guilty of oppression, fraud or malice, in that it failed to 

8 act with a willful and conscious disregard of Plaintiff and Class Members' rights, Plaintiff also 

9 seeks punitive damages, individually and on behalf of the Class. 

10 PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

II WHEREFORE, Plaintiff; individually and on behalf of all Class Members proposed in this 

12 Complaint, respectfiully.requests that the Court enter judgment in her favor and against Under 

13 Armour as follows: 

14 A. For an Order certiing the National and California Class as defined here, and 

15 appointing Plaintiff and her Counsel to represent the National and California Class; 

16 B. For equitable relief enjoining Under Armour from engaging in the wrongful 

17 conduct complained of here pertaining to the misuse and/or disclosure of Plaintiff 

18 and Class Members' PrWate Identifiable Information, and from refusing to issue 

19 prompt, complete, and accurate disclosures to the Plaintiff and Class Members; 

20 C. For equitable relief compelling Under Armour to utilize appropriate methods and 

21 policies with respect to consumer data collection, storage, and safety and to 

22 disclose with specificity to Class Members the type of PU compromised. 

23 D. For equitóle.relief requiring restitution and disgorgement of the 

24 revenues wrongfi.illy retained as a result of Under Armour's wrongful conduct; 

25 E. For an award of actual damages and compensatory damages, in an 

26 amount to be determined; 

27 F. For an award of costs of suit and attorneys' fees, as allowable by law; and 

28 G. Such other and further relief as this court may deem just and proper. 

20 
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1 E. For Punitive Damages. 

2 

3 DATED: April 2,2018 GIRARDI I KEESE 

4 

5 

6 KEITH D. GRIFFIN, ESQ. 
Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 

7 

9 

10 
VI. DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

11 
Plaintiff, on behalf of themselves, and all others similarly situated, hereby demands ajury 

12 
trial for all claims so triable. . 

13 
14 DATED: April 2,2018 GIRARDI I KEESE 

15 

16 
By: KEITH D: GRIFFIN, ESQ.. 

17 Attorneys for PLAINTIFF 

18 

19 

20. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - UNLIMITED CWIL - COMPLEX 

Case Number 

THIS FORM IS TO BE SERVED WITh THE SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 
0o 

Your cake Is assigned for all purposes to the judicial officer indicated below. 

ASSIGNED JUDGE DEPT ROOM ASSIGNED JUDGE 
- 

DEPT ROOM 
- 

Hon. Elilin M. Berlc 323 1707  41.  

- Hon. William F. Highberger 322 1702 - 

- — Hon. John Shepard Wiley, Jr. 311 1408 

— Hon. Kenneth Freeman 310 1412 ((J - 

t& 
- 

Hon. Annlones 308 1415 

- .Hon. Maren E. Nelson 307 1402 - 

— Hon.CamlS.n B. Kuhi 309 1409 ¼* - 

- 
. 

- 

- 

Hon. Steven J. Klcifield 

rovisiona1 complex (non-class 

324 Ccw 

Supewisbg 
- action) case assignment pending 309 Judge 

complex detennination cew 

Given to the plaintifuCross-Complainant/Attorney of Record on _________________________ 

(Date) 

SHERRI R. CARTER, Executive Officer/Clerk of Court 

By 
. 

, Deputy Clerk 

IACIV 100 (Rev 12/17) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT - UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE 
LASC Approved 05106 
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V 

INSTRIJCrIONS FOR HANDLING UNLIMITED CIVIL CASES 

The following critidal provisions of the Cilifbmia Rules of Court, Tide 3, DivIsion?, as applicable in the Superior Court, are summarized 

for your assistahce. 

APPLICATION 
The DivIsion 7 Rules were effective January 1, 2007. They apply to all general civil cases. 

PRIORITY OVER OTHER RULES 
The Division 7 Rules shall have priority over all other Local Rules to the extent the others are inconsistent. 

CEALLENGE TO ASSIGNED JUDGE 
A challenge under Code of Civil Procedure Section 110.6 must be made within 15 days after notice of assignment for all purposes 

to a judge, or if a party has not yet appeared, within 15 days of the first appearance. 

TIME STANDARDS 
Cases assigned to the Independent Calendaring Courts will be subject to processing under the following time standards: 

COMPLAINTS 
All complaints shall be served within 60 days of filing and proof of service shall be filed within 90 days. 

CROSS-COMPLAINTS . 

Without leave of court first being obtained, no cross-complaint may be filed by any party after their answer is filed. Cross- 

complaints shall be served within 30 days of the filing date and a proof of service filed within 60 days of the filing date. 

STATUS CONFERENCE 
A status conference will be scheduled by the assigned Independent Calendar Judge no later than 270 days after the filing of the 

complaint Counsel must be fully prepared to discuss the following issues: alternative dispute resolution, bifurcation, settlement, 

trial date, and expert witnesses. 

FINAL STATUS CONFERENCE 
The Court will require the parties to attend a final status conference not more than 10 dys before the scheduled trial date. Al 

parties shall have motions in limine, bifurcation motions, statements of major evidentiar' issues, dispositive motions, requested 

form jury instructions, special jury instructions, and special jury verdicts timely filed and served prior to the conference. These 

matters may be heard and resolved at this conference. At least five days before this conference, counsel must also have exdhanged 

lists of exhibits and witnesses, and have submitted to the court a brief statement of the case to be read to the jury panel as required 

by Chapter Three of the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules. 

SANCTIONS 
The court will impose appropriate sanctions for the failure or refusal to comply with Chapter Three Rules, orders made by the 

Court, and time standards or deadlines established by the Court or by the Chapter Three Rules. Such sanctions may be on a party, 

or if appropriate, on counsel for a party. 

This is not a complete delineation of the DIvision 7 or Chapter Three Rules, and adherence only to the above provisions is 
therefore not a guarantee against the imposition of sanctions, under Trial Court Delay Reduction. Careful reading and 
compliance with the actual Chapter Rules is imperative. 

Class Actions 
Pursuant to Local Rule 2.3, all class actions shall be filed at the Stanley Mosk Courthouse and are randomly assigned to a complex 

judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be a class action it will be returned to an Independent 

Calendar Courtroom for all purposes. 

*provisjonallv Complex Cases 
Cases filed as provisionally complex are initially assigned to the Supervising Judge of complex litigation for determination of 
complex status. If the case is deemed to be complex within the meaning of California Rules of Court 3.400 et seq., it will be 
randomly assigàed to a complex judge at the designated complex courthouse. If the case is found not to be complex, it will be 
returned to an Independent Calendar Courtroom for all purposes. 

I.ACIViOO (Ray 12117) NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT UNLIMITED CIVIL CASE 
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VQLUNTARY EFFICIENT LITIGATION STIPULATIONS 

a 
tsuperlor Court of California 
County of Los Angeles 

Los Angeles County 
Bar Association 
Utigatlon Section 

Los Angeles County 
Bar- Association Labor and 
Employment Law Section 

I Ams'flJq 
I 

Consumer Attorneys 
Association of Los Angeles 

Southern California 
Defense Counsel 

410 

Association of 
Business Thai Lawyers 

The Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, Discovery 

Resolution Stipulation, and Motions in Limine Stipulation are 

voluntary stipulations entered into by the parties. Thwparties. 

may enter into one, two, or all three of the stipulations; 

however, they may • 
 not alter the stipulations as written, 

because the Court wants to ensure uniformity of application. 

These stipulations are meant to encourage cooperation 

between the parties and to asSst in resolving issues in a 

manner that promotes economic case resolution and judicial 

efficiency. 

The following organizations endorse the goal of 

promoting efficiency In litigation and aàk that counsel 

consider using these stipulations as a voluntary way to 

promote communications and procedures among counsel. 

and with the court to fairly resolve /ssues in their cases. 

*Los Angeles County Bar Association Litigation Sectlon4 

• Los Angeles County Bar Association 

Labor and Employment Law Section• 

•Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles* 

•Southern California Defense Counsel• 

*Association of Business Trial Lawyers* 

California Employment 
Lawyers Association 

LAC1V230 (NE 
LASC Approved 4-I1 

*California Employment Lawyers Association• 
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1L#NI NC AWESS OF ATTORNEY OR PARWcWfljOUTAflORIY STATE SM N1JM30 R',.Tvalo,mlnffimnp 

TELEPHONE FAX NO. (Optlout* 

I STIPULATION - EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING I  

This stipulation is intended to encourage cooperation among the parties at an early stage in 
the litigation and to assist the parties In efficient case resolution. 

The parties agree that: 

1. The  parties coinmit to condU'ct an initial conference (in-person or via teleconference or via 
videoconference) within 15 days from the date this stipulation is signed, to discuss and consider 

whether there can be agreement on the following: 

Are motions to chaliende the pleadings necessary? If the issue can be resolved by 
amendment as of right, or If the Court would allow leave to amend, could an amended 
comj,lalnt resolve most or all of the issues a demurrer might otherwise raise? If 50, the parties 
agree to work through pleading issues so that a demurrer need only raise issues they cannot 
resolve. lithe issue that the defendant seeks to raise amenable to resolution on demurrer, or 
would some other type of motion be preferable? Could a voluntary targeted exchange of 
documents or information by any party cure an uncertainty in the pleadings? 

initial mutual exchanges of documents at the ucoren of thern litigation. (For example, in an 
employment case,.the employment records, personnel file and, documents relating to the 
conduct in question could be considered ncore.a In a personal injury case, an incident or 
police report, medical records, and repair or maintenance records could be considered 
"core."); 

Exchange of names and contact information of witnesses; 

Any insurance agreement that may be available to satisfy part or all of a judgment, or to 
indemnify or reimburse for payments made to satisfy a judgment; 

Exchange of any other Information that might be helpful to facilitate understanding, handling, 
or resolution of the case In a manner that preserves objections or privileges by agreement; 

Controlling Issues of law that, if resolved early, will promote efficiency and economy in. other 
phases of the case: Also, when and how such issues can be presented to the Court; 

Whether or when the case should be scheduled with a settlement officer, what discovery pr 
court ruling on legal issues is reasonably required to make settlement discussions meaningful, 
and whether the parties wish to use a sitting judge or a private mediator or other options as 

LAdy 229 (Rev 02115) 
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GH©RTIfl!.2 . CASMJYaER 

discussed in the, "Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information Package" served with the 
complaint; 

Computation of damages, including documents, not privileged or protected from disclosure, on 
which such computation is based; 

Whether the case is suitable for the Expedited Jury Trial procedures (see Information at 
Www.lacourt.org  under "Civil' and then under "Geneial Information). 

2. The time for a defending party to respond to a complaint or cross-complaint will be extended 
to for the complaint, and for the cross- 

(INSERt DATE) (INSERT DATE) 
complaint, which is comprised of the 30 days to respond under Government Code § 68616(b), 
and the 30 days permitted by Code of Civil Procedure section 1054(a), gbdd causO having 
been found by the Civil Supervising Judge due to the case management benefits provided by 
this Stipulation. A copy of the General Order can be found at www.lacourt.ora. under "Civil', 
click on "General Information", then dick on " Voluntarj Efficient Litigation Stipulations". 

The parties will prepare a Joint report titled "Joint Status Report Pursuant to initial Conference 
and Early Organizational Meeting Stipulation, and if desired, a proposed order summarizing 
results df.thelr meet and confer and advising the Court of any way it may assist the parties' 
efficient conduct or resolution of the case. The parties shall attach the Joint Status Report to 
the Case Manabement Conference statement, and file the documents when the CMC 
statement is due. 

. 
eferences to "days" mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 

any act pursuant to this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
. 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) . (ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEYFOR 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) ' (ATTORNEY FOR __ 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (ATTORNEY FOR  

LACIV22O (Rev 02/15) STIPULATION — EARLY ORGANIZATIONAL MEETING Pago2of2 tACO Approved 04111 
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FleA! AND RSS OP AnowJ!Y a' PARTY Wm4O1JT ATTORN!Y 81'AT! OM IMABER R""S1x0eftMUM 

TELEPHONE Ao.: FAX NO. (0pUona9 
EMAIL ADDRESS (Optlanal) 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

COURThOUSE ADDRESS: 

PLAINTIFR 

DEFENDANT: 

CASE NUMBER 

STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 

This stipulation Is intended to provide a fast and Informal resolution of discovery Issues 
through limited paperwork and an Informal conference with the Court to aid In the 
resolution of the Issues. 

The parties agree that: 
V 

Prior to the dicovery cut-off in this action, no discovery motion shall be fliedor heard unless 
the moving party first makes a written request for an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant 
to the terms of this stipulation. 

At the Informal Discovery. Conference the Court will consider the dispute presented by parties 
and determine whether it can be resolved informally. Nothing set forth herein will preolude a 
party from making a record at the conclusion of an informal Diäcovery Conference either 
orally or in writing. 

Following a reasonable and good faith attempt at an informal resolution of each Issue to be 
presented, a party may request an Informal Discovery Conference pursuant to the following 
procedures: . 

The party requesting the Informal Discovery Conference will: 

File a Request for Informal Discovery Conference.with the clerk's office on the 
approved form (copy attached) and deliver a courtesy, conformed copy to the 
assigned department; 

include a brief summary of the dispute and specify the relief requested; and 

iii. Serve the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed method of service 
that ensures that the opposing party receives the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference no later than the next court day following the filing. 

Any Answer toa Request for InfOrmal Discovery Conference must: 

Also be filed on the approved fbr.m (copy attached); 

ii. Include a brief summary of why the requested relief should be denied; 

LAcIvO36 (new) 
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION on 
For ootlonal Use 
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sIcRTTIna - ccEtJMnER. 

Be filed within two (2) court days of receipt of the Request; and 

iv. Be served on the opposing party pursuant to any authorized or agreed upon 
method of service that ensures that the opposing party receives the Answer no 
later than the next court day following the filing. 

No other pleadings, including but not limited to exhibits, declarations, orattachrnents, will 
be accepted. 

If the Court has not grantea or denied the Request for Informal Discovery Conference 
within ten (10) days following the filing of the Request, then it shall be deemed to have 
been denied. If the Court acts on the Request, the parties will be notified whether the 
Request for Informal Discovery Conference has been granted or denied and, if granted, 
the date and time of the Informal Discovery Conference, which must be within twenty (20) 
dais of the filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference. 

If the conference is not held within twenty (20) days of the filing of the Requpst for 
Informal Discovery Conference, unless extended by .agreement of the parties and the 
Court, then the Request for the Informal Discovery Conference shall be deemed to have 
been denied at that time. - 

If (a) the Court has denied a conference or (b) one of the time deadlines above has expired 
without the Court having acted or (c) the Informal Discovery Conference Is concluded without 
resolving the dispute, then a party may fl1ea discovery motion to address unresolved issues: 

The parties hereby further agree that the time for making a motion to cornpel or other 
discovery motion is tolled from the date of filing of the Request for Informal Discovery 
Conference until (a) the request is denied or deemed denied or (b) twenty (20) days after the 
filing of the Request for Informal Discovery Conference, whichever is earlier, unless extended 
by Order of the Court. 

It is the understanding and Intent of the parties that this stipulation shall, for each discovery 
dispute to which it applies, constitute a writing memorializing a "specific later date to which 
the propounding [or demanding or requesting] party and the responding party have agreed in 
writing," within the meaning of Code Civil Procedure sections 2030.300(c), 2031.320(c), and 
2033.290(c). 

Nothing herein will preclude any party from ipplying ex parte fo! appropriate relief, including 
an order shortening time for a motion to be heard conoeming discovery. 

Any party may terminate this stipulation by giving twenty-one (21) days notice of intent to 
terminate the stipulation. 

References to "days" mean calendar days, unless otherwise noted. If the date for performing 
an' act pursuantto this stipulation falls on a Saturday, Sunday or Court holiday, then the time 
for performing that act shall be extended to the next Court day. 

LAUIV UJO (flOW) 
LASC Approved 04/11 STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION 
For optional Use 
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The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
- 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

* (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

PA 

(ATTORNEY FOR PI.AINTIFF) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANI) 

(ATTORNEY FOR____________________ 

(ATTORNEY FOR___________________ 

(ATTORNEY FOR____________________ 

a 

Use 
STIPULATION - DISCOVERY RESOLUTION. 
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NIBNOADO! SI ATTOJUIEY CR pmwwTIeUTATToMEI 7A~ WJ1UR Ratfld Ci caYs Fra Wrip 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (Optional): 
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optioiwi) 

AITORNEY FOR (Name): 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURThOUSE ADDRESS: 

PlAINTIFF: 

- DEFENDANT: 

INFORMAL DISCOVERY CONFERENCE 
(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the ponies) 

This document relates to: 

o Request for Informal Discovery Conference 

o Answer to Request for Informal Discovery Conference 

Deadline for Court to decide on Request Onsert date 10 calendar days foiio%%lflg flung of 

the Request). 

DeadlIne for Court to hold Informal Discovery Conference: _________________ 
(insert date 20 calendar 

days fotiowing filing of the Request). 

For a Request for Informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe the nature of the 
discovery dispute, Including the facts and legal arguments at issue. For an Answer to 
Request for informal Discovery Conference, briefly describe why the Court should deny 

the requested discovery, including the facts and legal arguments at lss!e 

LAclvog4cnetO INFORMAL DISCOVERY CUNFtktNUt 
LASC Approved 04111 
For optional use . 

(pursuant to the Discovery Resolution Stipulation of the parties) 
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twa MID ACRESS OF flmEllEY ca PAawWrTnouTATTOfl4!V STAT! UM MJMStR RDtC'VM 6. acM. Ft. STaa 

TELEPHONE NO.: FAX NO. (OptJen 
- 

E-MAIL ADDRESS (Opt1naI) 
ATTORNEY FOR (Namfl 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
COURThOUSE ADDRESS: 

PLAINTFF: 

DEFENDANfl 

CASENUIfl 

STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINE 

This stipulation Is Intended to provide fast and informal resolution of evidentiary 
Issues through diligent efforts to define and discuss such issues and limit paperwork. 

The parties agree that: 

1. At least . 
days before the final status conference, each party will provide all other 

parties with a list containIng a one paragraph explanation of each proposed motion in 
limine. Each one paragraph explanation must Identify the substance of a single proposed 
motion in limine and the grounds for the proposed motion. 

2. The parties thereafter will meet and confer, either in person or via teleconference or 
videoconference, concerning all proposed motions in limine. In that meet and confer, the 
parties will determine: 

Whether the parties can stipulate to any of the proposed motions. If the parties so 
stipulate, they may file a stipulation and proposed order with the Court. 

Whether any of the proposed motions can be briefed and submitted by means of a 
short joint statement of issues. For each motion which can be addressed by a short 
joint statement of issues, a short joint statement of issues must be filed with the Court 
10 days prior to the final status conference. Each side's portion of the short joint 
statement of issues may not exceed three pages. The parties will meet and confer to 
agree on a date and manner for exchanging the parties' respective portions of the 
short joint statement of issues and the process for filing the short joint statement of 
issues. 

3. All proposed motions in limine that are not either the subject of a stipulation or briefed via 
a short joint statement of issues will be briefed and filed in accordance with the California 
Rules of Court and the Los Angeles Superior Court Rules. 

LACIV 075 (n) 
LAScAppioved 04/11 STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINE 
For optional Use . 
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CASE MRI3Em 

The following parties stipulate: 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
.Date: 

- (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: - 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 
Date: 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) 

THE COURT SO ORDERS. 

Date: 

(ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT) 

(ATTORNEY FOR  

(ATTORNEY FOR ±1 

(ATTORNEY FOR________________ 

JUDICIAL OFFICER 

LACIVOS(nev4 STIPULATION AND ORDER - MOTIONS IN LIMINt page2of2 
LASC Approved 04111 
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Superior Court of California 
County of Lbs Angeles 

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) 
INFORMATION PACKET 

The person who files a civil lawsuit (plaintiff) must include the ADR Information 

Packet with the complaint when serving the defendant. cross-complainants must 

serve the ADR Information Packet on any new parties named to the' action 

together with the cross-complaint. 

There are a number of ways to resolve civil disputes without having to sue 

someone. These alternatives to a lawsuit are known as alternative dispute 

resolution (ADR). 

In ADR, trained, Impartial persons decide disputes or help parties decide disputes 
themselves. These persons are called neutrals. For example, in mediations, the 

neutral is the mediator. Neutrals normally are chosen by the disputing parties or by 

the couit. Neutrals can help resolve disputes wlthóut having to go to court. 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 10-03 
Cal. Rules of court, rule 3.221 
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Advantages of ADR 
• Often faster than going to trial 

• Often less expensive, saving the litigants court costs, attorney's fees and expert fees. 

• May permit more partIcipation, allowing parties to have more control over the outcome. 

• Allows for flexibility in choice of ADR processes and resolution of the dispute. 

• Fosters cooperation by allowing parties to work together with the neutral to resolve the dispute and 

mutually agree to remedy. 
• There are fewer, if any, court appearances. Because ADR can be faster and save money, it can reduce 

stress. 

Disadvantages of ADR - ADR may not be suitable for every dispute. 

• if ADR is binding, the parties normally iive up most court protections, including a dedsion by a Judge or 

Jury under formal rules of evidepce and procedure, and review for legal error by an appellate court. 

• ADR may not be effective if It takes place before the parties have sufficient Information to resolve the 

dispute. 
• The neutral may charge a fee for his or her services. 

• If the dispute is not resolved through ADR, the parties may then have to face the usual and traditional 

costs of trial, such as attorney's fees and expert fees. 

The Most Common Types of ADR 

Mediation 

In mediation, a neutral (the mediator) assists the parties in reahlng a mutually acceptable resolution 
of their dispute. Unlike lawsuits or some other types of ADR, the parties, rather than the mediator, 

decide how the dispute is to be resolved. 

• Mediation Is particularly effective when the parties have a continuing relationship, like 
neighbors or business people. MedIation Is also very effective where personal feelings are 
getting In the way of a resolution. This is because medIation ndrmally gives the parties a chance 

to express their feelings and find out how the other sees things. 

Mediation may not be effective when one party Is unwilling to cooperate or compromise or 
when one of the parties has a signIficant advantage in power over the other. Therefore, it may 
not be a good choice if the parties have a history of abuse or victimization. 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 10M3 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221 
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Arbitration 

In arbltratibn, a neutral person called an1arbitrator" hears arguments and evidence from each 
side and then decides the outcome of the dispute. Arbitration is typically less.formal than a 
trial, and the rules of evidence may be relaxed. Arbitration may be either "binding" or "non-
binding." Binding arbitration means the parties waive their right to a trial and agree to accept 

the arbitrator's decision as final. Non-binding arbitration means that the parties are free to 
request a trial if they reject the arbitrator's decision. 

Arbitration is best for cases where th parties want andther person todcide the outcome of 
their dispute for them but would like to avoid the formality, time, and expense of a 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. 

Mandatory Settlement Conference (MSC) 

Settlement Conferences are appropriate in any case where settlement is a.n qption. 

Mandatory Settlement Conferences are ordered by the Court and are often held ne2r the date 

a case is set for trial. The parties and their attorneys meet with a judge who devotes his or her 
time exclusively to preside over t1e MSC. The judge does not make a decision in the case but 
assists the parties in evaluating the strengths and weaknesses of the case and In negotiating a 

settlement. 

The Los Angeles Superlot Court Mandatory Settlement Conference (MSC) program is free of 
charge and staffed by experienced sitting civil judges who devLote their time exclusively to 
presiding over MSCs. The judges participating in the judicial MSC program and their locations 
are identified in the List of Settlement Officers found on the Los Angeles Superior Court website 
at http://www.lacourt.org/. This program is available in general jurisdiction cases with 
represented parties from independent calendar (IC) and Central Civil West (CCW) courtrooms. 
In addition, on an ad hoc basis, personal injury cases may be referred to the program on the 
eve of trial by the personal injury master calendar courts in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse or the 

asbestos calendar court In CCW. 

in ordei to access the Los Angeles Superior Court MSC Program the judge in the IC courtroom, 
the CCW Courtroom or the personal injury master calendar courtroom must refer the parties to 
the program. Further, all parties must complete the information requested in the Settlement 
Conference Intake Form and pmaii the compteted form to mscdept18@lacourt.org. 

IAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 10-03 
Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.221 
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Additional Information 

1 
To locate a dispute resolution program or neutral in your community: 

• Contact the California Depattment of Consumer Affairs (www.dca.ca.gov) Consumer Information 

Center toll free at 800952-5210, or; 

• Contact the local bar associationhtq://www.lacba.org/)  or; 

• Look in a telephone directory or search online for."mediators; or "arbitrators." 

There may be a charge for eMces ptovided by private arbitrators and mediators. 

A list of approved State Bar Approved Mandatory Fee Arbitration programs is available at 

To request lnfoPmation about, 'or assistance with, dispute resolution, call thenumber listed below. Or you may 
call a Contract Provider agehcycflrectly. A.11st of current Contract Provider agencies in Los Angeles County is 

available at the link below. 

County of Los Aigeles Qispute Resolution Program 
3175 West 6th Street, Room 406 

Los Angeles, CA 90020-1798 
TEL: (213)738-2621 
FAX: (213) 386-3995 

LAADR 005 (Rev. 03/17) 
LASC Adopted 10-03 
cal. Ruiesof Court, rule 3.221 
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I. 

I GIRARDI I  KEESE 
THOMAS V. GIRARDI, State Bar No. 36603 

2 tgirardi®girardikeese.com  
KEITH D. GRIFFIN, State Bar No. 204388 

3 kgriffingirardikeese.com  
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 

4 Los Angeles, California 90017 
Telephone: (213) 977-0211 

5 Facsimile: (213) 481-1554 

6 BAK}ITIAR 
EBBY S. BAKHTIAR, State Bar No.215032 

7 3435 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1669 
Los Angeles, California 90017 

8 Telephone: (213) 632-1550 
Facsmile: (213) 632-3100 

9 
Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Putative Class 

10 

•11 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

12 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

13 

14 
REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY, Case No. BC700750 

15 individually and on behalf of all others The Honorable Ann L Jones, 
similarly situated,, Dept £51 I 

16 
Plaintiff, 

17 . . NOTICE OF PEREMPTORY 
V. . CHALLENGE AND 170.6 CCP 

18 REASSIGNMENT 
UNDEJARMOUR. INC., a Maryland 

19 Corporation; and DOESTThrough 100, 
inclusive,, 

20 Action Filed: April 4,2018 
Defendant. 

21  

22 

23 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Peremptory Challenge was filed pursuant to 

24 
C.C.P., § 170.6 and by order of the Supervising Judge, the Honorable Carolyn B. Kuhl, this 

25 case has been transferred to Department "SS17", Judge Ann I. Jones, located at 312 North 

26 Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, 90012, for all further proceedings. 

I/I 
27 

III 
28 

NOTICE OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE AND 170.6 CCP REASSIGNMENT EXHIBIT A, PAGE 51
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1 Minute Order is attached as Exhibit A. 

2 DATED: May 3, 2018 GIRARDI I KEESE 

3 
- f 

4 
. By:  

5 . 
THOMASV.GIRARDI 
KEITH D. GRIFFIN 

6 
. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Putative Class 

7 

8 . 

9 

10 . . 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 - 

19 
. 

20 

21 

22 

23 - 

24. 

25 

26 

27 
. 

. 

28 

NOTICE OF PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE AND 170.6 CCP REASSIGNMENT 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 04/18/18 

HONORABLE MAREN E. NELSON JUDGE 

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM 

#4 
C. JONES, C.A. DeputySherifi 

BC700750  

DEPT. 5517 

N. NAVARRO DEPUTY CLERK 

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE Reporter.  

Plaintiff 
Counsel 

REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY NO 
VS Defendant 

UNDER ARMOUR INC Counsel 

RECEIVED 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 
GIRARDI KEESE 

PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE 

A Peremptory Challenge under Section 170.6 of the 
Code of Civil Procedure was filed against Judge 
Maren E. Nelson by Plaintiff on April.11, 2018. 

The Court finds that it was timely filed, in proper 
format, and is accepted. 

At the direction of the Supervising Judge of Complex, 
Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl, the casa is reassigned for 
all purposes to Judge At I. Jones in Department SS11, 
located in the Spring Street Courthouse. 

Any previously scheduled matters in. this Department 
are hereby ordered ADVANCED. to•  this date and VACATED, 
subject to resetting in the newly assigned Department. 

Coune1 for Plaintiff/Moving Party is heteby ordered 
to give notice. to all parties. 

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I the below-named Executive Of ficer/Clerk of the 
above-entitlec1 court, do hereby certify that I am 
not a party to the cause herein, and that on this 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 1 of 2 DEPT. 5517 04/18/18 

COUNTY CLERK 
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I. 

I GIRARDI I  KEESE 
THOMAS V. GIRARDI, State Bar No. 36603 

2 tgirardi®girardikeese.com  
KEITH D. GRIFFIN, State Bar No. 204388 

3 kgriffingirardikeese.com  
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 

4 Los Angeles, California 90017 
Telephone: (213) 977-0211 

5 Facsimile: (213) 481-1554 

6 BAK}ITIAR 
EBBY S. BAKHTIAR, State Bar No.215032 

7 3435 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1669 
Los Angeles, California 90017 

8 Telephone: (213) 632-1550 
Facsmile: (213) 632-3100 

9 
Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Putative Class 

10 

•11 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

12 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CENTRAL DISTRICT 

13 

14 
REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY, Case No. BC700750 

15 individually and on behalf of all others The Honorable Ann L Jones, 
similarly situated,, Dept £51 I 

16 
Plaintiff, 

17 . . NOTICE OF PEREMPTORY 
V. . CHALLENGE AND 170.6 CCP 

18 REASSIGNMENT 
UNDEJARMOUR. INC., a Maryland 

19 Corporation; and DOESTThrough 100, 
inclusive,, 

20 Action Filed: April 4,2018 
Defendant. 

21  

22 

23 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Peremptory Challenge was filed pursuant to 

24 
C.C.P., § 170.6 and by order of the Supervising Judge, the Honorable Carolyn B. Kuhl, this 

25 case has been transferred to Department "SS17", Judge Ann I. Jones, located at 312 North 

26 Spring Street, Los Angeles, California, 90012, for all further proceedings. 

I/I 
27 

III 
28 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 04/18/18 

HONORABLE MAREN E. NELSON JUDGE 

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM 

#4 
C. JONES, C.A. DeputySherifi 

BC700750  

DEPT. 5517 

N. NAVARRO DEPUTY CLERK 

ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

NONE Reporter.  

Plaintiff 
Counsel 

REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY NO 
VS Defendant 

UNDER ARMOUR INC Counsel 

RECEIVED 

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: 
GIRARDI KEESE 

PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE 

A Peremptory Challenge under Section 170.6 of the 
Code of Civil Procedure was filed against Judge 
Maren E. Nelson by Plaintiff on April.11, 2018. 

The Court finds that it was timely filed, in proper 
format, and is accepted. 

At the direction of the Supervising Judge of Complex, 
Hon. Carolyn B. Kuhl, the casa is reassigned for 
all purposes to Judge At I. Jones in Department SS11, 
located in the Spring Street Courthouse. 

Any previously scheduled matters in. this Department 
are hereby ordered ADVANCED. to•  this date and VACATED, 
subject to resetting in the newly assigned Department. 

Coune1 for Plaintiff/Moving Party is heteby ordered 
to give notice. to all parties. 

CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I the below-named Executive Of ficer/Clerk of the 
above-entitlec1 court, do hereby certify that I am 
not a party to the cause herein, and that on this 

MINUTES ENTERED 
Page 1 of 2 DEPT. 5517 04/18/18 

COUNTY CLERK 
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'SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

DATE: 04/18/18 DEPT. S517 

HONORABLE MAREN E. NELSON JUDGE N. NAVARRO DEPUTY CLERK 

HONORABLE JUDGE PRO TEM . ELECTRONIC RECORDING MONITOR 

#4 . 

C. JONES,. C .A. Deputy Sheriff NONE Reporter 

BC700750 plaintiff 

Counsel . 

REBECCA ELIZABETH MURRAY NO APPEARANCES 
VS, - Defendant 
UNDER ARMOUR INC Counsel 

I NATURE OF 

date I served the 4/18/18 minute order 
upon each party or counsel named below by placing 
the document for collection and mailing so as to 
cause it to be deposited in the United Statqs mail 
at the courthouse in Los Angeles, 
California, one copy of the original filed/entered 
herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address 
as shown below with the postage thereon fully prepaid, 
in accordance with standard court practices. 

Dated: 4/18/18 

Sherri R. Carter, Executive Off icer/Clerk 

By: Jr4ØvoAO 
I , Deputy Clerk. 

Keith D. Griffin 
GIRARDI KEESE 
1126 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

Page 2 of 2 DEPT. SS17 
INUTES ENTERED 

04 /18/18 
COUNTY CLERIC 

EXHIBIT A, PAGE 57
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GIRARDI KEESE 
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