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! || D. GILL SPERLEIN (SBN 172887)
2> || THE LAW OFFICE OF D. GILL SPERLEIN
345 Grove Street
* || San Francisco, California 94102
4 || Telephone: (415) 404-6615
5 || Facsimile: (415) 404-6616
gill@sperleinlaw.com ~r-.,
6 o=
7 || Attorney for Plaintiff, 2
. CELESTIAL, INC.
9
10 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
11 CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
12
CELESTIAL, INC,, ) €A .: 7 .
13 )w f%gﬁ éﬁ@ggé V’Q“L(ﬁb@
14 || Plaintiff, ) COMPLAINT:
Vs. )
15 ) () COPYRIGHT
16 || SWARM SHARING HASH ) INFRINGEMENT;
. SABS08ABOFIEF8B4CDB14C6248 )
F3C96C65BEB382 ON )} (2)CONTRIBUTORY COPYRIGHT
18 | DECEMBER 13,2011 and DOES 1 ) INFRINGEMENT; and
19 || through 3, )
) (3)NEGLIGENCE
20 Defendants. )
21 )
. )} JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
)
23
24
JURISDICTION
25
28 1. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over Plaintiff’s claims for
2T | copyright infringement pursuant to 17 U.S.C. §§ 101, ez, seq., and 28 U.S.C. §§
28
1331 and 1338(a).
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2. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that
Defendants reside in, solicit, transact, or are doing business within the jurisdiction;
they have committed unlawful and intentional tortuous acts both within and outside
the jurisdiction with the full knowledge that their acts would c.ause injury in this
jurisdiction. As such, Defendants have sufficient contacts with this judicial district
to permit the Court’s exercise of personal jurisdiction over each.

3. Geo locating tools have placed within the State of California the IP
addresses from which each Defendant accessed the Internet to engage in the
infringing actions alleged herein.'

4. The audiovisual file that each of the Defendants reproduced and
distributed clearly indicates displays the title of the work, the name of the producer,
and the Woodland Hills, California address of the producer. As the Defendants
engaged in an intentional tort (copyright infringement) against a California
company, and the infringed material clearly identified the name and California
address of Plaintiff identifying it as the producer of the movie, the Defendants knew
or should have known that infringement upon the copyright would cause harm and

damage to Plaintiff in California.

1 Plaintiff does not make any representations as to the reliability or level of accuracy

of IP address geo-location tools.
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1 5. Plaintiff’s claims arise out of the Defendants’ conduct that gives rise to
personal jurisdiction over Defendants. By taking the affirmative act of both
4 |{downloading and uploading an audiovisual file of Plaintiff's movie, Defendants
engaged in intentional acts. As the file contained Plaintiff's business address in this
7 |{jurisdiction, Defendants knew or should have known (and only could not have
known through willful blindness) that the copyright they infringed upon belonged to

10 |18 resident of this jurisdiction and thus Defendants expressly aimed their tortious acts

11 || against a company in this jurisdiction.

12
6. The Plaintiff is well-known as being a California company and the
13

14 || entertainment industry is commonly known to be centered in this jurisdiction. There
¥ 1l was clearly foreseeable harm in this jurisdiction, and the Defendants’ conduct
16

17 || caused harm that they knew or should have known was likely to be suffered in this

18 1| forum.
19
VENUE
20 —
21 7. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ and 1400(a). As

this is a copyright infringement action, venue is allowed in any judicial district in

23
24 || Which a Defendant resides or may be found. Defendants reside in this District or are

25 1| subject to personal jurisdiction in this District for the reasons set forth above and
26

. thus may be found in this District.

28
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INTRODUCTION

8. This is an action by CELESTIAL, INC., a California corporation, to
recover damages arising from infringement of a CELESTIAL, INC. owned motion
picture by Defendants and to enjoin Defendants from future infringement.

9. Defendants without authorization reproduced and distributed
CELESTIAL, Inc.’s motion picture. CELESTIAL has registered the copyright for
the motion picture with the United States Copyright Office. The U.S. Copyright
Office assigned the work the registration number PA 1-760-855.

10.  On August 29, 2011, Celestial, Inc. released and published the movie at
issue in this action.

11.  Using BitTorrent technology, Defendants acted in a collective and
interdependent manner in the unlawful reproduction and distribution of Plaintiff’s
motion picture by exchanging pieces of the exact same file of the motion picture
(bits) between themselves and other bit torrent users on the same day.

12. Each time an individual, such as the Defendants in this matter,
unlawfully distributes a copy of Plaintiff’s copyrighted Motion Picture to others
over the Internet, each recipient can then further distribute that unlawful copy to
others without degradation in sound or picture quality. Thus, a Defendant’s

distribution of even a single unlawful copy of the Motion Picture can result in the

COMPLAINT




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

28

2:12-cv-00136-DDP-SS Document1 Filed 01/06/12 Page 5 of 25 Page ID #:12

nearly instantaneous worldwide distribution of that copy to a limitless number of
people.

13. By engaging in such illegal distribution of its works, especially within a
short time of the release of the work, the Defendants deprive Plaintiff of its
exclusive right and ability to sell the work in the market place at its true market
value.

14.  Plaintiff seeks redress for the Defendants’ infringement of its exclusive
rights in its work and for injunctive relief to stop Defendants from continuing to
infringe upon Plaintiff’s copyrighted work.

THE PARTIES

THE PLAINTIFF

15.  CELESTIAL, Inc. is a California corporation with its principal place
of business located at 23248 Canzonet Street Woodland Hills CA 91367.
CELESTIAL, Inc. produces, markets, and distributes adult entertainment products,
including Internet website content, videos, DVDs, photographs, etc.

THE DEFENDANTS

16.  The true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate
or otherwise, of Defendants are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore sues said
Defendants by fictitious names. Each Defendant is known to Plaintiff only by the

Internet Protocol (“IP”’) address an Internet service provider assigned to the account
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the Defendant used to access the Internet for the purposes of engaging in the
described infringing activity. The IP address of the account each Defendant used to
access the Internet, together with the date and time at which his or her infringing
activity was observed is listed herein.

17.  All of the Defendants republished and duplicated the Plaintiff's motion
picture. However, they did not only replicate the exact same motion picture, but all
of the Defendants republished, duplicated, and replicated the precise same copy and
same hash version (S8AB508ABOFIEFS8B4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEBSS2).
Thus, all Defendants replicated and shared with one another the same precise file
and portions thereof in a completely interconnected and concerted effort to deprive
Plaintiff of its exclusive rights under the Copyright Act.

18.  Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that each of
the Defendants, was and is the agent of the other Defendants, acting within the
purpose and scope of said agency. Plaintiff is further informed and believes and
based thereon alleges that each of the Defendants, authorized and ratifted the
conduct herein alleged of each of the other Defendants.

19.  Plaintiff believes that information obtained in discovery will lead to the
identification of each Defendants’ true name and permit Plaintiff to amend this
Complaint to state the same. Plaintiff will amend this Complaint to include their

proper names and capacities when Plaintiff has determined those names.
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20.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based thereon alleges, that each
of the fictitiously named Defendants performed, participated in, abetted in some
manner, and are responsible for, the acts described in this Complaint and
proximately caused the damages resulting there from.

21.  Each of the fictitiously named Defendants engaged in their copyright
infringement scheme together. They all used the same torrent-sharing website to
coordinate their copyright theft; they were members of the same swarm on the same
date; they all used the same tracker file; they all shared and republished the same
motion picture; and they all shared the precise hash file of the film with each other
and other individuals.

22. On December 13, 2011, each Defendant accessed the Intemet for the
purpose of reproducing and distributing with the remaining defendants and other
peers piecés of Plaintiff’s motion picture as reproduced in the file identified by the
hash ID 8AB508ABOF9EF8B4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEB882.

23.  On December 13, 2011, starting at least as early as [:59 am GMT
Defendant 1, without authorization, reproduced and distributed Plaintiff’s registered
motion picture by downloading bits of the digital file identified as Hash
8AB50SABOF9EF8B4CDRB14C6248F3C96C65BEB882 from various bit torrent
peers. As Defendant 1 downloaded the pieces of the file from bit torrent peers, he

made those pieces available for immediate, as well as, future downloading by other
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bit torrent peers including the other Defendant(s). On December 13, 2011, at 159
am GMT, Plaintiff’s investigators documented that Defendant 1, as a bit torrent
peer, offered Hash 8ABS3508ABOF9EF8B4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEB8S2  for
other bit torrent peers to download and that he or she was connected to the Internet
using the ip address 107.3.152.203 at that time. Plaintiff is informed and believes
and based thereon alleges that Defendant continued to make pieces of the file
available to other bit torrent peers for at least the remainder of the day, thereby
making the motion picture or pieces thereof available for Doe Numbers 2 and 3 and
other swarm members to download and further distribute.

24.  During the day of December 13, 2011, at least as early as 3:19 am
GMT, Defendant DOE 2, without authorization, reproduced and distributed
Plaintiff’s registered Motion Picture by downloading bits of the digital file identified
as Hash 8ABS5S08ABOF9EFSB4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEBSS2 from various bit
torrent peers including from Doe 1. As DOE 2 downloaded the pieces of the file
from bit torrent peers including DOE 1, he or she made those pieces available for
immediate, as well as, future downloading by other bit torrent peers. On December
13, 2011, at 3:19 am GMT, Plaintiff’s investigators documented that DOE 2, as a
bit torrent peer, offered Hash
8AB50SABOFOEFSB4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEB8S2 for other bit torrent peers

to download and that he or she connected to the Internet using the ip address
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75.83.80.61 at that time. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon
alleges that DOE 2 continued to make piecés of the file available to other bit torrent
peers for at least the remainder of the day thereby making it available for swarm
members including any other defendants in this action, to download and further
distribute.

25. During the day of December 13, 2011, at least as early as 3:42 am
GMT, Defendant DOE 3, without authorization, reproduced and distributed
Plaintiff’s registered Motion Picture by downloading bits of the digital file identified
as Hash SABS0SABOFIEIF8B4CDBI14C6248F3C96C65BEB8S2 from various bit
torrent peers including from DOES 1 and 2. As DOE 3 downloaded the pieces of
the file from bit torrent peers including DOES 1 and 2, he or she made those pieces
available for immediate, as well as, future downloading by other bit torrent peers.
On December 13, 2011, at 3:42 am GMT, Plaintiff’s investigators documented that
DOE 2, as a bit torrent peer, offered Hash
SAB508ABOFIEF8B4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEBSS2 for other bit torrent peers
to download and that he or she connected to the Internet using the ip address
68.6.179.14 at that time. Plaintiff is informed énd believes and based thereon
alleges that DOE 3 continued to make pieces of the file available to other bit torrent

peers for at least the remainder of the day thereby making it available for swarm
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members including any other defendants in this action, to download and further
distribute.

26.  Other swarm participants acted in an identical fashion, first accessing
the Internet to download pieces of file hash
SAB508ABOFIEFSB4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEBSS2 from members of the same
swarm, including previously described Defendants, and then further distributing
those pieces to other members of the swarm both within and outside of this
jurisdiction. Plaintiff’s investigators documented those swarm members accessing
the Internet. Only upon the taking of discovery, can Plaintiff’s investigators
determine how long each Defendant participated in the swarm prior to and
subsequent to the precise time they recorded.

27.  Plaintiff intends to subpoena Internet service providers in order to learn
the identity of the account holder’s for the accounts used by Defendants to accéss
the Internet and engage in the described infringing activity. From there, Plaintiff
will further investigate to discover who actually used the subscriber’s Internet
connection to engage in the infringing activity and for how much time they
participated in the swarm.

FACTS COMMON TO ALL CLAIMS

28.  Technological advances have made it increasingly possible to transfer

large amounts of data, including digital video files, by and through the Internet. As
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11| Congress and the courts clarify the law and close legal loopholes in order to hold
infringers liable for their actions, would-be infringers develop new and often
4 |lincreasingly complex means of engaging in piracy. Defendants’ infringement
represents one of these manifestations of on-line digital piracy.

7 29. BitTorrent is a peer-to-peer file sharing protocol used for distributing
and sharing data on the Internet, including motion pictures. Rather than

0 downloading a file from a single source, the BitTorrent protocol allows users to join

1 |la group of hosts (or "swarm") to download and upload from each other

12
simultaneously.
13

14 30.  First, a user goes to a BitTorrent tracking website. The user cannot

' |l download the file from this website, rather the user downloads a pointer file that will
16

17 |1 keep track of all the other peers that are seeding pieces of the file.

18 31.  The downloaded file contains a unique hash code known as the SHA-1

19

2 hash — a unique identifier generated by a mathematical algorithm developed by the

21 || National Security Agency. This hash serves as a roadmap to a BitTorrent program

22 : . .
to download all the pieces of a file such as a motion picture or music file.

23
24 32. It is helpful to think of the process of transferring files using BitTorrent

25 |ltechnology in the context of a constructed puzzle. In furtherance of sharing this

26

. puzzle, it is deconstructed into tiny pieces. These pieces are then uploaded and

28 || distributed among one or more peers. Once a peer identifies a file he wants to
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download, the Network locates all the peers currently on line and offering for
distribution the identical file (cut in the same pieces) as identified by the unique
HASH ID.  The technology, in conjunction with software residing on tracking
servers, is capable of locating all the unique corresponding pieces that make up the
original file. The software then downloads pieces of the file from various peers,
always seeking the pieces that will download the fastest. Once all the pieces are
located and downloaded, the software places the pieces into the original order
thereby reconstructing the entire original copyrighted file.

33.  When users possess the same infringing file as identified by the unique
hash value (as in this case), it is because each infringer possesses an exact digital
copy containing the exact pieces unique to that file. Returning to the puzzle
analogy, other puzzles may be created out of the same motion picture, but those
pieces will not fit together with the pieces from another puzzle, even if made from
the same motion picture. Only pieces from the puzzle identified by the unique hash
i.d. will fit together, Thus, the BitTorrent users rely on other users that are working
with the same version of the puzzle at the same time.

34, In this matter each of the Defendants downloaded, uploaded, and
distributed the precise same HASH file

8ABSO8ABOFOEFS8B4CDB14C6248F3C96C65BEBSS2 on the same day.

12-
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35. The user places the torrent file into a BitTorrent program on their
computer, also known aé a BitTorrent “client” application. This program connects
uploaders (seeders) of the file (i.e. those that are distributing the content) with
downloaders of the file (i.e. those who are copying the content). During this
process, the torrent tracker directs the BitTorrent user’s computer to other users who
have an exact copy of the file, and then facilitates the download process from those
users.

36. Files obtained by this method are downloaded in hundreds of individual
pieces (bits). In turn, each downloaded piece is immediately available for
distribution to other users seeking the same file. The effect of this technology
makes every downloader also an uploader of the content. This means that every
user who has a copy of the infringing material on a torrent network must necessarily
also be a source for others to download that material.

37. The total number of users participating in a swarm at a given time
increases the overall speed and efficiency at which all the other swarm members can
download the entire file. Thus, each user relies on the other swarm members for not
only spebiﬁc bits and pieces of the audiovisual file he exchanges to or from specific
users, but also he relies on all the other swarm members to increase the speed at

which he is able to download the file.
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38. The motion picture at issue in this action is easily discernable as a
professional work. It contains opening and closing credits and Plaintiff's copyright
notice.

39.  As set forth specifically in the “Parties” section above, Plaintiff has
recorded each Defendant herein reproducing and distributing the motion picture by

and through the Internet using BitTorrent technology.

FIRST CLAIM

COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT - 17 U.S.C. §501
Plaintiff Owns a Federallv Registered Copyright of the Infringed Movie

40. Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the allegations set
forth in all previous paragraphs.

41. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff has been the producer and owner
of the audiovisual work Moms Pimp Their Daughters Number 3, which Defendants
reproduced and distributed by and through the Internet using BitTorrent technology.

42.  Plaintiff holds a copyright registration certificate from the United States
Copyright Office for the motion picture. The registration certificate number is PA
1-760-855.

Defendants Willfully Infringed Plaintiff’s Registered Copyrights

43. Plaintiff is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that
Defendants without authorization, reproduced and distributed Plaintiff’s copyright
registered motion picture by and through the Internet using BitTorrent technology.

-14-
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44.  Defendants knew or should have known that they were not authorized

to reproduce or distribute Plaintiff’s motion picture.

SECOND CLAIM
CONTRIBUTORY COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT

45.  Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the allegations set
forth in all previous paragraphs.

46.  Each Defendant has directly engaged in the unauthorized reproduction
and distribution of Plaintiff’s copyright registered work as set forth above.

47.  Each Defendant materially contributed to the direct infringement of the
subsequently named Doe Defendaﬁts by providing pieces of Plaintiff’s copyright
registered work to those Doe Defendants directly and/or by allowing those Doe
Defendants to download the infringing copies from other peers more quickly and
more efficiently by adding to the overall efficiency of the swarm on the date in
question.

48. Defendants knew they were infringing Plaintiff’s copyright and knew
the other swarm participates, including the other Doe Defendants, also were
infringing Plaintiff’s work.

49.  Each of the peers who illegally downloaded the movie derived portions
of their illegal replication of the file from multiple peers including the other

Defendants. At the same time, each Defendant offered pieces of the file to help

-15-
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1 || other peers, including the remaining Defendants, replicate and compile new copies
of the file.

4 50. Each Defendant assisted other members of the swarm, by either
exchanging pieces with that user directly or by providing an alternative source for
- || peers thereby making the swarm work more efficiently and increasing the speed in
which each other Defendant was able to download the entire audiovisual file.

10 51. The Defendants were conscious of their own infringement and of the

11 || fact that multiple other persons derivatively downloaded from them the file

12
containing Plaintiff’s Motion Picture.
13

14 52.  The infringement by other BitTorrent users could not have occurred but
" |l for the Defendants’ participation and the participation of others. As such, the
16

47 || Defendants’ participation in the infringing activities of others is substantial.

18 53.  Each Defendant is contributory liable for the infringing acts of the other
19

Defendants.
20
21 54.  EBach Defendant is jointly and severally liable for the harm Plaintiff
22

suffered as a result of the Defendants contribution in the infringement of its
23

-4 || copyright registered work including the continuing nearly limitless distribution of

25 || the file across the Internet.
26
27

28
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THIRD CLAIM
NEGLIGENCE

55. Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by this reference the allegations set
forth in previous paragraphs.

56. Defendants accessed or controlled access to the Internet connection
used in performing the unauthorized copying and sharing of Plaintiff’s Motion
Picture as described above.

57.  Plaintiff alternatively alleges that Defendants failed to adequately
secure their Internet access, whether accessible only through their computer when
physically connected to the Internet, or accessible to many computers by use of a
router, and failed to prevent its unlawful use for the purposes alleged herein.

58. Reasonable Internet users take steps to secure their Internet access
accounts to prevent the use of such accounts for nefarious and illegal purposes. As
s‘uch, Defendants’ failure to secure their Internet access accounts, and thereby
prevent such illegal uses thereof, constitutes a breach of the ordinary care that
reasonable persons exercise in using an Internet access account. In fact, most
Internet service providers, including those who provided service for Defendants,
generally require in their Terms of Service or Terms of Use that subscribers secure

wireless routers with a password.
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59. - Upon information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that Defendants’ failure
to secure their Internet access allowed for the copying and sharing of Plaintiff’s
Motion Picture on Defendants’ respective Internet connections, and interfering with
Plaintiff’s exclusive rights in the copyrighted work.

60. By virtue of this unsecured access, Defendants negligently allowed the
use of their Internet access accounts to perform the above-described copying and
sharing of Plaintiff’s copyrighted Motion Picture.

61. Had Defendants taken reasonable care in securing access to their
Internet connections, such infringements as those described above would not have
| occurred by the use of their Internet access accounts.

62. Defendants’ negligent actions allowed others to unlawfully copy and
share Plaintiff’s copyrighted Motion Picture, proximately causing financial harm to
Plaintiff and unlawfully interfering with Plaintiff’s exclusive rights in the motion

picture.

JURY DEMAND

63. Pursuant to Rule 38 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff
demands a trial by jury of all issues properly triable by a jury in this action.
PRAYER
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff CELESTIAL, Inc. respectfully requests judgment as
follows:

-18-
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(1)  That the Court enter a judgment against all Defendants that they have:
a) willfully infringed Plaintiff’s rights in federally registered copyrights under 17
U.S.C. § 501; and b) otherwise injured the business reputation and business of
Plaintiff by all Defendants’ acts and conduct set forth in this Complaint.

(2) That the Court issue injunctive relief against all Defendants, and that all
Defendants, their agents, representatives, servants, employees, attorneys, successors
and assigns, and all others in active concert or participation with them, be enjoined
and restrained from copying, posting or making any other infringing use or
infringing distribution of audiovisual works, photographs or other materials owned
by or registered to Plaintiff;

(3)  That the Court enter an order of impoundment pursuant to 17 U.S.C. §§
503 and 509(a) impounding all infringing copies of Plaintiff’s audiovisual works,
photographs or other materials, which are in Defendants’ possession or under their
control;

(4) That the Court order all Defendants to pay Plaintiff’s general, special,
actual and statutory damages as follows: Plaintiff’s damages and Defendants’ profits
pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(b), or in the alternative, enhanced statutory damages in
the amount of one hundred fifty thousand dollars {$150,000.00) per infringed work,

pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504(c)(2), for Defendants’ willful infringement of Plaintiff’s

copyrights;
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! (5)  That the Court order all Defendants to pay Plaintiff both the costs of
this action and the reasonable attorney’s fees incurred by it in prosecuting this action

4 || pursuant to 17 U.S.C. § 504; and

(6) That the Court grant to Plaintiff such other and additional relief as is

7 |1just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

10 Dated:/ Z /7 , /YJ//

11

12

13 0/%

14 | /ﬂ&—h
| D-GILL SPERTEIN

el Tae LAw OFFICE OF D. GILL SPERLEIN
16 Attorney for Plaintiff, CELESTIAL, Inc.

17
18
18
20
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY

This case has been assigned to District Judge R. Gary Klausner and the assigned
discovery Magistrate Judge is Alicia G. Rosenberg.

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

Cvl2- 136 RGK (AGRx)

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

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

NOTICE TO COUNSEL

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

Subsequent documents must be fited at the following location:

[X] Western Division L] Southern Division Eastern Division
312 N. Spring St., Rm. G-8 411 West Fourth St., Rm. 1-053 3470 Twelfth St.,, Rm. 134
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Santa Ana, CA 92701-4516 Riverside, CA 92501

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

CV-18 (03/06) NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT TO UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE FOR DISCOVERY
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County in this District: * California County outside of this District; State, if other than California; or Foreign Country
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Notice to Counsel/Parties: The CV-71 (J5-44) Civil Cover § d the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings
or other papers as required by law. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required pursuant to Local Rule 3-1 is not filed
but is used by the Clerk of the Court for the purpose of statistics, venue and initiating the civil docket sheet. (For more deteiled instructions, see separate instructions sheet.)

Key to Statistical codes relating to Social Seeurity Cases:

Nature of Suit Code  Abbreviation Substantive Statement of Cause of Action

861 HIA All claims for health insurance benefits (Medicare) under Title 18, Part A, of the Social Security Act, 25 amended.
Also, include claims by hospitals, skilled nursing facilities, ete., for certification as providers of services under the
program. (42 U.8.C. 1935FF(b))

8a2 BL Al claims for “Black Lung” benefits under Title 4, Part B, of the Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety Act of 1965.
(30U.8.C.923) :

863 DIWC All claims filed by insured workers for disabitity insurance benefits under Title 2 of the Social Security Act, as
amended; plus all claims filed for child’s insurance benefits based on disability. (42 U.5.C. 405(g))

863 DIWW All claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits based on disability under Title 2 of the Social Security
Act, as amended. (42 U.8.C. 405{g})

864 SsSI» All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed under Title 16 of the Social Security
Act, as amended.

865 RSE All claims for retirement {old age} and survivors benefits under Title 2 of the Social Security Act, as amended. (42
Us.C ()
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