Unifed States District Court

For the Northern District of California
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IN THE UNITED STATES RISTRIGT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SHARON BRIDGEWATER, Na. C-10-4966 MMC
Plaintiff, ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFF'S
CONMPLAINT; DENYING ALL PENDING
V. MOTIONS; DIRECTIONS TO CLERK
ROGER TONNA, et al.,
Defendants.
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Befare the Court is plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater’s (*Bridgewater") Reply, filed March
17, 2011, in which Bridgewater responds to the Court's February 28, 2011 order directing
Bridgewater, who proceeds pro se, to show cause why the federal claims alleged in her
Complaint should not be dismissed for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be
granted. Also before the Court is defendants Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna (collectively, “the
Tonnas"), and William Gilg's ("Gilg") response thereto, filed March 25, 2011. Having read
and considered the parties’ respective submissions, the Court rules as follows.
A. Plaintiff's Complaint

For the reasons stated in the Court's February 28, 2011 order, the First and Second
Claims for Relief, by which Bridgewater alleges that defendants conspired, in violation of
42 U.5.C. § 1985(3), to deprive her of property without due process, are subject to

dismissal, specifically, for the reason that Bridgewater fails to allege state action. Further,
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fat the reasens stated in the Court’s February 28, 2091 grder, the Ninth Slaim far Relief, by

2 || which Bridgewater allegés Gilg,'an attorney, violated the Fair Debt Collection Practice Act

3| (“FDCPA"} by filing an unlawful detainer action on behalf of the Tonnas, is subject to

4 || dismissal, specifically, for the reason that Bridgewater fails to allege any facts to support a
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finding said defendant is a debt collector for purposes of the FDCPA.

In light of the dismissal of the federal claims, the Court declines to exercise
jurisdiction over the remaining claims, each of which arises under state law. See 28 U.S.C.
§ 1367(a)(3).’

Aceardingly, the Gomplaint, in its entirety, will be dismissed.

10 | B. Pending Motions Other Than Motion For Leave To Amend

11

In light of the dismissal of the Complaint, defendants’ motion to dismiss, filed

12 ]| November 27, 2010, will be denied as moot, and Bridgewater's motion for summary

13 || adjudication, filed January 7, 2011 and amended February 14, 2001, will be denied.

14

Further, Bridgewater's motion for a temporary restraining order, filed March 17,

15 | 2011, and motion for a preliminary injunction, filed March 23, 2011, will be denied, for the

16 || reason that Bridgewater, in light of the dismissal of her Complaint, cannot establish she is
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likely to succeed on the merits of the claims. See Winter v. Natural Res. Def. Council, Inc.,

18 | 129 S. Ct. 365, 374 (2008) (holding party seeking injunction “must establish,” inter alia, he

is “likely to succeed on the merits” of his claim).
C. Motion For Leave to Amend

Lastly, the Court considers Bridgewater's motion for leave to amend, filed January 7,
2011, as amended January 24, 2011, February 14, 2011 and February 15, 2011.

Although a court “should freely give leave [to amend] when justice so requires,” see
Fed. R. Civ. P. 15(a)(2), leave is properly denied where the proposed claims would be
subject to dismissal. See Moore v. Kayport Packaging Express. Inc., 885 F.2d 531, 538

(9th Cir. 1989). Here, for the reasons stated below, the Court finds each federal claim in

'The Court has jurisdiction over the above-titled action pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1331; the parties are not diverse. (See Compl. [ 3.)
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Bridgewater's prepesed amended complaint is subject to dismissal.?
The proposed First Claim for Relief, titled “Civil Conspiracy,” and the proposed Sixth

Claim for Relief, titled *“Conspiracy to Violate Civil Rights 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3),” are, in each
instance, based on the allegation that defendants conspired to deprive Bridgewater of
property without due process. For the reasons stated above with respect to the First and
Seventh Claims for Relief as alleged in Bridgewater's initial Complaint, such proposed
claims would be subject to dismissal. Further, any additional amendment of such claims
would be futile. See Bloomer Shippers Ass’'n v. lllinois Central Gulf R.R.. Co., 655 F.2d
772, 775-76 (7th Cir. 1981) (holding defendant's filings of unlawful detainer actions

10 {| insufficient to constitute state action; noting “use of a courthouse is not state action®).
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The proposed Twelfth Claim for Relief, titled “Violation of the American(s] with
Disabilities Act, Civil Rights Act, and the Fair Housing Act," is based on the allegation that
the Tonnas instituted the unlawful detainer action against Bridgewater on account of
animus based on Bridgewater's disability and/or race. To the extent said proposed claim is
based on a violation of the Americans with Disabilities Act (“ADA"), the claim would be
subject to dismissal without leave to amend because, although the ADA prohibits
discrimination in a “place of public accommodation,” see 42 U.5.C. § 12182(a), an
apartment does not constitute a place of public accommodation for purposes of the ADA.

See Independent Housing Servs. v. Fillmore Center Assocs., 840 F. Supp. 1328, 1344

(N.D. Cal. 1993). To the extent said proposed claim is based on a violation of the Fair
Housing Act (“FHA"), the claim would be subject to dismissal without leave to amend,
because the claim could have been raised as a defense in the unlawful detainer

proceeding, see, e.g.,_Colony Cove Assocs. v. Brown, 220 Cal. App. 3d 195, 197, 201-03

*The Court's findings discussed below refer to Bridgewater's proposed First
Amended Verified Complaint, submitted February 15, 2011. Bridgewater had previously
submitted proposed amended complaints on January 7, 2011, January 24, 2011, and
February 14, 2011. Although Bridgewater does not presently seek leave to file any of
those earlier-submitted proposed pleadings, the Court has reviewed each such pleading to
determine if it includes a cognizable federal claim, and finds therein no federal claim that
would not be subject to dismissal for the reasons discussed below with respect to
Bridgewater's February 15, 2011 submission.
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L || (1890) (adjudicating, in context of unlawful detainer action filed by landlord, merits of

tenants’ defense that landlord sought to evict tenants on basis of tenants’ membership in
class protected by FHA), and, consequently, is now barred, see Olweli v. Hopkins, 28 Cal.
2d 147, 152 (1946) (holding “final judgment on the merits” in prior action between same
parties “operates as a bar” to any claim that “might have been raised in the first action").’
The remaining proposed federal claim, the proposed Thirteenth Claim for Relief,
titled “Violation of the Federal Fair Debt Collection Practice Act,” is based on the allegation
that Gilg wrongfully instituted the unlawful detainer action on behalf of the Tonnas for
purposes of the Tonnas' obtaining possession of the premises and recovering rent. Such
proposed claim is subject to dismissal because Bridgewater fails to allege any facts to
support a finding that Gilg is or was a “debt collector” for purposes of the FDCPA. See 15
U.S.C. § 1692a(6). Although Bridgewater has repeatedly revised her motion for leave to
amend to clarify the bases for her claims, Bridgewater has at no time therein indicated any
facts she could allege to support a finding that Gilg could be considered a debt collector as
defined in the FDCPA. Further, although the Court's February 28, 2011 order to show
cause gave Bridgewater notice that the FDCPA claim in her initial Complaint was defective
for failure to allege any facts to support a finding that Gilg is or was a debt collector,
Bridgewater's reply thereto fails to identify any facts she could allege to support such a
finding, but, rather, consists only of conclusory assertions. (See, e.q., Pl.'s Reply, filed
March 17, 2011, at fourth unnumbered page {“Gilg was the 'debt collector’ who use [sic]
interstate commerce and/or mail for the principal purpose of which is the collection of
Roger and/or Mary [sic] debts”).) Such assertions are insufficient as a matter of law to

state a FDCPA claim against Gilg, see Ashcroft v. labal, 129 S. Ct. 1937, 1951 (2009)

e — e e

*Attached as Exhibit 6 to the Complaint is a eopy of the judgment entered
September 21, 2010 in the unlawful detainer action, which exhibit indicates such judgment
was entered in favor of the Tonnas and against Bridgewater. (See Compl. Ex. B.{
Attached as Exhibit 2 to the proposed amended complaint submitted on January 7, 2011 is
a cog of an “Abandonment of Appeal,” filed by Bridgewater in state court on December
21, 2010. (See Proposed First Amended Complaint, filed January 7, 2011, Ex. 2; see also
id. at 6:24-26 (“The appeal has been abandoned by the plaintiff.”).)
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(holding *hare assertions . . . ameuntiing] te nathing mere than a ‘formulaic regitation of the
elements’ of [a] claim” are insufficient to avoid dismissal); see, e.g., Brooks v. Citibank

(South Dakota), N.A., 345 Fed. Appx. 260, 262 (9th Cir. 2009) (affirming dismissal of

FDCPA claim, where plaintiff failed to allege facts to support conclusory allegation that
defendant was “debt collector”), and there is nothing in the facts alleged as to Gilg's
conduct to suggest Bridgewater could successfully plead Gilg's status as a debt collector.
Accordingly, because each of Bridgewater's proposed federal claims would be
subject to dismissal, the motion for leave to amend will be denied.*
CONCLUSION
EQr the reasons stated above:
1. Bridgewater's complaint is hereby DISMISSED, as follows:
a. the First, Second, and Ninth Claims for Relief are DISMISSED without
leave to amend; and
b. the remaining claims, each of which arlses under state law, are
DISMISSED without prejudice to Bridgewater’s refiling said claims in state court.
2. Defendants’ motion to dismiss is hereby DENIED as moot.
3. Bridgewater's motions for summary adjudication, for a temporary restraining
order, for a preliminary injunction, and for leave to amend are hereby DENIED.
4. The Clerk shall close the file.
IT 18 SO ORDERED,

Bated: Mareh 30, 2011

INE M. CHESNEY
UnRed States District Judge

“‘As set forth above, in light of the dismissal of the federal claims, the Court will
decline to exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the state law claims. Accordingly, the
gour_t do?s not address whether the proposed state law claims would be subject to

ismissal.
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12/6/2010) (Entered: 12/06/2010)

ORDER VACATING JANUARY 14, 2011 HEARING ON
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO DISMISS. Signed by Judge
Maxine M. Chesney on January 5, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 1/5/2011) (Entered: 01/05/2011)

***Deadlines terminated. 11 Order. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 1/5/2011) (Entered: 01/07/2011)

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION for Leave to File FIRST
AMENDED COMPLAINT,; filed by Sharon Bridgewater.,
Motion Hearing set for 2/18/2011 09:00 AM in Courtroom 7, 19th
Floor, San Francisco before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney.
(Attachments: # 1 [Proposed] 1st Amended Complaint, # 2
Proposed Order, # 3 [Proposed] Judgment)(aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 1/7/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

Declaration of PLAINTIFF'S in Support of 12 MOTION for
Leave to File FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 12 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 1/7/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY
ADJUDICATION OF ISSUE by Sharon Bridgewater, (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/7/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

STATEMENT AND [PROPOSED] ORDER OF UNDISPUTED
FACTS AND CONCLUSION OF LAW by Sharon
Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/7/2011)
Modified on 1/12/2011 (aaa, COURT STAFF). (Entered:
01/11/2011)

Declaration in Support of 15 STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED
FACTS AND CONCLUSION OF LAW filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 15 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 1/7/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

Request for Judicial Notice filed bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/7/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

NOTICE of Change of Address by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/10/2011) (Entered: 01/11/2011)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE to new address re 11 Order (be,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/12/2011) (Entered: 01/12/2011)

APPLICATION FOR EX-PARTE ORDER SHORTENING
TIME TO HEAR 12 MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AND
AMEND FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND MOTION
FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION OF ISSUES; filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 2/18/2011 09:00
AM in Courtroom 7, 19th Floor, San Francisco before Hon.
Maxine M. Chesney. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/12/2011) (Entered: 01/13/2011)

Ex Parte Application to Shorten Time for Hearing on re 12
MOTION for Leave to File and Amend First Amended Complaint
and Motion for Summary Adjudication of Issues; filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 1/12/2011) (Entered: 01/13/2011)

hitp://blawweb.private.bloomberg.com/blaw/showDoc.pl?docld=X1Q6LFB89482&uuid=... 6/15/2012
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24 Jan, 12, 2011

[
2

EX PARTE MOTION for Temporary Restraining Order RE-
PRELIMINARY AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION,; filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 2/18/2011 09:00
AM in Courtroom 7, 19th Floor, San Francisco before Hon.
Maxine M. Chesney. (Attachments: # | Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/12/2011) (Entered: 01/13/2011)
Jan. 12, 2011 23 Declaration of SHARON BRIDGEWATER filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/12/2011)
(Entered: 01/13/2011)

26 Jan. 18, 2011 24 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR ORDER
SHORTENING TIME; DENYING PLAINTIFF'S
APPLICATION FOR RESTRAINING ORDER. Signed by Judge
Maxine M. Chesney on January 18, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 1/18/2011) (Entered: 01/18/2011)

Jan. 24, 2011 25 AMENDED NOTICE OF MOTION WITH LEAVE TO AMEND
FILE/FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 3/4/2011 09:00 AM before
Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. (Attachments: # 1 [Proposed] 1st
Amended Complaint, # 2 Proposed Order, # 3 Proposed Order)
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered:
01/25/2011)
28 Jan. 24, 2011 26  AMENDED DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF'S in Support of
25 MOTION WITH LEAVE to Amend/Correct FIRST
AMENDED COMPLAINT filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 25 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011)
(Entered: 01/25/2011)
29 Jan. 24, 2011 27 AMENDED APPLICATION FOR EX-PARTE ORDER
SHORTENING TIME TO HEAR MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
FILE AND AMEND FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2
Proposed Order, # 3 Proposed Order, # 4 Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)
30 Jan. 24, 2011 28 DECLARATION in Support of 27 EX PARTE MOTION to
Shorten Time ON PLAINTIFF TO FILE FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s)
27 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered:
01/25/2011)
31 Jan. 24, 2011 29 AMENDED PLAINTIFF'S EX PARTE MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order RE-PRELININARY AND PERMANENT
INJUNCTION filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set
for 3/4/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. {aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)
32 Jan. 24, 2011 30 STIPULATION AND [PROPOSED] ORDER SELECTING
ADR PROCESS by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)
Jan, 24, 2011 31 NOTICE of need for ADR Phone Conference (ADR L.R. 3-5 d)
by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)

34 Jan. 24, 2011 32 ADR Certification by Parties and Counsel (ADR L.R. 3-5b) of
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discussion of ADR options by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)

Jan. 24,2011 33  CORRESPONDENCE BY SHARON BRIDGEWATER. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered: 01/25/2011)

36 Jan. 24, 2011 34 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Sharon Bridgewater re 28
Declaration in Support, 29 MOTION for Temporary Restraining
Order, 26 Declaration in Support, 30 Stipulation, 25 MOTION to
Amend/Correct, 27 MOTION to Shorten Time, 31 Notice of need
of ADR Phone Conference (ADR L.R. 3-5 d), 32 ADR
Certification (ADR L.R. 3-5 b)of discussion of ADR options, 33
Letter (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/24/2011) (Entered:
01/25/2011)

37 Jan. 26, 2011 35 ADR Clerks Notice Setting ADR Phone Conference on 2/15/11 at
10:00 a.m. Pacific time. Please take note that at the appointed
time, all parties shall call 213-289-0500 and use access code
3660413. (sgd, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 1/26/2011) (Entered:
01/26/2011)

Jan. 27,2011 36 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S APPLICATION FOR AN
ORDER SHORTENING TIME; DENYING PLAINTIFF'S
APPLICATION FOR RESTRAINING ORDER. Signed by Judge
Maxine M. Chesney on January 27, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 1/27/2011) (Entered: 01/27/2011)

39 Jan. 28, 2011 37 Memorandum in Opposition re 12 MOTION for Leave to File

First Amended Complaint filed byWilliam Gilg, Mary Tonna,

Roger Tonna. (Attachments: # 1 Supplement Request for Judicial

Notice)(Gilg, William) (Filed on 1/28/2011) (Entered:
01/28/2011)

40 Jan. 28, 2011 38 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by William Gilg, Mary Tonna,
Roger Tonna re 37 Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for
Leave to File First Amended Complaint (Gilg, William) (Filed on
1/28/2011) (Entered: 01/28/2011)

41 Jan. 28, 2011 39 Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Summary
Judgment/Adjudication filed byWilliam Gilg, Mary Tonna, Roger
Tonna. (Attachments: # 1 Supplement Request for Judicial
Notice){Gilg, William} (Filed on 1/28/2011) (Entered:
01/28/2011)

42 Jan, 28, 2011 40 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by William Gilg, Mary Tonna,
Roger Tonna re 39 Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for
Summary Judgment/Adjudication (Gilg, William) (Filed on
1/28/2011) (Entered: 01/28/2011)

43 Feb. 08, 2011 41 NOTICE of Change of Address by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/8/2011) (Entered: 02/09/2011)

44 Feb. 10,2011 42 ORDER CONTINUING HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT; CONTINUING CASE
MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE. The hearing on plaintiff's
motion for summary adjudication/judgment is continued from
February 18, 2011 to March 4, 2011. The Initial Case
Management Conference is continued from February 18, 2011 to
April 29, 2011, at 10:30 a.m.; a Joint Case Management
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45

46

47

49

50

51

Statement shall be filed no later than April 22, 2011. Signed by
Judge Maxine M. Chesney on February 10, 2011. (mmclcl,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/10/2011) (Entered: 02/10/2011)

AMENDED NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION WITH
LEAVE TO AMEND FILE/FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 3/4/2011
09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. (Attachments: # 1
[Proposed] 1st Amended Complaint, # 2 Proposed Order re 1st
Amended Complaint)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/14/2011)
(Additional attachment(s) added on 2/15/2011: # 3 [Proposed]
Judgment) (aaa, COURT STAFF). (Entered: 02/15/2011)

Amended Declaration of Plaintiff's in Support of 43 MOTION for
Leave to File FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 43 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 2/14/2011) (Entered: 02/15/2011)

AMENDED STATEMENT AND [PROPOSED] ORDER IN
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION
OF ISSUE by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed
Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/14/2011) (Entered:
02/15/2011)

AMENDED STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS AND
CONCLUSION OF LAW by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/14/2011) (Entered: 02/15/2011)

Amended Declaration in Support of 46 Statement of Undisputed
Facts and Conclusion of Law filed bySharon Bridgewater.
(Related document(s) 46 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
2/14/2011) (Entered: 02/15/2011)

MOTION to Appoint Counsel filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
Motion Hearing set for 3/25/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine
M. Chesney. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 2/14/2011) (Entered: 02/15/2011)

Request for Judicial Notice filed bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/14/2011) (Entered: 02/15/2011)

ADR Remark: ADR Phone Conference held by GDB on 2/15/11.
(sgd, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/15/2011) Modified on
2/15/2011 (sgd, COURT STAFF). (Entered: 02/15/2011)

[PROPOSED] COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES FILED ON FEB.
14,2011 IN ERROR THIS IS THE CORRECT COMPLAINT
FILED TODAY ON FEB 15, 2011 by Sharon Bridgewater.
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/15/2011) (Entered:
02/16/2011)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Sharon Bridgewater re 50
[Proposed] Complaint (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
2/15/2011) (Entered: 02/16/2011)

ORDER CONTINUING HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION AND MOTION FOR
LEAVE TO AMEND; DIRECTIONS TO PLAINTIFF. The
hearing on plaintiffs' amended motion for summary adjudication
and amended motion for leave to amend is continued from March

http://blawweb.private.bloomberg.com/blaw/showDoc.pl?docld=X1Q6LFB89482&uuid=... 6/15/2012
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4, 2011 to March 25, 2011. Defendants’ response(s) to plaintiffs'
motions shall be filed no later than March 4, 2011. Plaintiff's
reply to defendants' response(s) shall be filed no later than March
11, 2011. Plaintiff is directed not to file any further amendment to
either her motion for summary adjudication or her motion for
leave to arnend unless plaintiff first seeks and obtains leave of
court to file an amended motion. Signed by Judge Maxine M.
Chesney on February 18, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 2/18/2011) (Additional attachment(s) added on 2/22/2011: # 1
cos) (sis, COURT STAFF). (Entered: 02/18/2011)
56 Feb. 18, 2011 Set/Reset Deadlines as to 43 MOTION for Leave to File, 25
MOTION to Amend/Correct, 12 MOTION for Leave to File.
Motion Hearing Continued for 3/25/2011 09:00 AM before Hon.
Maxine M. Chesney. Re 52 Order (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 2/18/2011) (Entered: 02/22/2011)
57 Feb. 22, 2011 53 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL. Signed by Judge Maxine M.
Chesney on February 22, 2011. (mmelcl, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 2/22/2011) (Entered: 02/22/2011)
Feb. 22, 2011 54 Mail sent to Sharon Bridgewater returned as undeliverable re 42
Order. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/22/2011) (Entered:
02/23/2011) :
59 Feb. 25, 2011 55 Letter dated 02/25/11: from Sharon Bridgewater re Response to
54 Undeliverable Mail. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
2/25/2011) (Entered: 02/28/2011)
60 Feb. 28, 2011 56 ORDER DIRECTING PLAINTIFF TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
HER FEDERAL CLAIMS SHOULD NOT BE DISMISSED
FOR FAILURE TO STATE A CLAIM; CONTINUING
HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
AMEND AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION.
Bridgewater is ordered to show cause, no later than March 18,
2011, why her federal claims should not be dismissed. Defendants
shall file any reply to Bridgewater's response no later than March
25, 2011. The hearing on Bridgewater's motion for leave to
amend and her motion for summary adjudication is continued
from March 25, 2011 to April 29, 2011, at 9:00 a.m. Signed by
Judge Maxine M. Chesney on February 28, 2011. (mmclcl,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 2/28/2011) (Additional attachment(s)
added on 3/3/2011: # 1 Appendix Certificate of Service) (tl,
COURT STAFF). (Entered: 02/28/2011)
61 Feb, 28, 2011 Set/Reset Deadlines as to 43 MOTION for Leave to File, 25
MOTION to Amend/Correct, 12 MOTION for Leave to File.
Motion Hearing Contiued for 4/29/2011 09:00 AM before Hon.
Maxine M. Chesney. Re 56 Order (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 2/28/2011) (Entered: 03/01/2011)
62 Mar. 01,2011 57 NOTICE of Change of Address by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 3/1/2011) (Entered: 03/02/2011)
63 Mar. 17,2011 58 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order, MOTION for Order to Show Cause RE

L]
e 2]
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64

63

66

67

63

6v

70

Mar, 17, 2011

Mar. 17, 2011

Mar. 23, 2011

Mar. 23, 2011

Mar. 25, 2011

Mar. 30, 2011

Mar. 30, 2011

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
Motion Hearing set for 4/29/2011 09:30 AM before Hon. Maxine
M. Chesney. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 3/17/2011)
(Entered: 03/18/2011)

Declaration in Support of 58 MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order MOTION for Order to Show Cause filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 58 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 3/17/2011) (Entered: 03/18/2011)

REPLY AND DECLARATION (re 58 MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order MOTION for Order to Show Cause ) filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
3/17/2011) (Entered: 03/18/2011)

AMENDED MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 4/29/2011
09:30 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 3/23/2011) (Entered: 03/24/2011)

Amended Declaration in Support of 61 AMENDED MOTION
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 61 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 3/23/2011) (Entered: 03/24/2011)

REPLY (re 61 MOTION to Amend/Correct, 58 MOTION for
Temporary Restraining Order MOTION for Order to Show
Cause ) filed byWilliam Gilg, Mary Tonna, Roger Tonna. (Gilg,
William) (Filed on 3/25/2011) (Entered: 03/25/2011)

ORDER DISMISSING PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT; DENYING
ALL PENDING MOTIONS; DIRECTIONS TO CLERK.
Bridgewater's complaint is dismissed, as follows: (a) the First,
Second, and Ninth Claims for Relief are dismissed without leave
to amend; and (b) the remaining claims, each of which arises
under state law, are dismissed without prejudice to Bridgewater's
refiling said claims in state court. Defendants' motion to dismiss is
denied as moot. Bridgewater's motions for summary adjudication,
for a temporary restraining order, for a preliminary injunction,
and for leave to amend are denied. The Clerk shall close the
file.Signed by Judge Maxine M. Chesney on March 30, 2011.
(mmclcl, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 3/30/2011) (Additional
attachment(s) added on 3/30/2011: # 1 Certificate of Service) (tIS,
COURT STAFF). (Entered: 03/30/2011)

CLERK'S JUDGMENT: 1. Bridgewaters complaint is hereby
DISMISSED, as follows:a. the First, Second, and Ninth Claims
for Relief are DISMISSED withoutleave to amend; andb. the
remaining claims, each of which arises under state law, are
DISMISSED without prejudice to Bridgewaters refiling said
claims in state court.2, Defendants motion to dismiss is hereby
DENIED as moot.3. Bridgewaters motions for summary
adjudication, for a temporary restraining order, for a preliminary
injunction, and for leave to amend are hereby DENIED.
(Attachments: # 1 Certificate of Service) (tIS, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 3/30/2011) (Entered: 03/30/2011)
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71

74

76

77

78

79

80

81
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Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 27, 2011

Apr. 27,2011

Apr. 28, 2011

June 27, 2011

Aug. 11,2011

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

EX PARTE MOTION for Temporary Restraining Order WITH
APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY RECEIVER EXPEDITED
DISCOVERY AND OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF, MOTION
for Order to Show Cause RE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
AND PERMANENT RECEIVER; filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
(Attachments: # 1 [Proposed] TRO)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

Declaration in Support of 66 MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order MOTION for Order to Show Cause filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 66 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

MOTION for Reconsideration, VACATE JUDGMENT OF
DISMISSAL, ALTER AND AMEND JUDGMENT filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

Declaration in Support of 68 MOTION for Reconsideration filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 68 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

EX PARTE MOTION to Shorten Time FOR MOTION TO
RECONSIDER ALTER/AMEND AND VACATE JUDGMENT;
filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order
Shorten Time, # 2 Proposed Order Alter Judgment)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

Declaration in Support of 70 MOTION to Shorten Time filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 70 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

Declaration in Support of 70 MOTION to Shorten Time filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 70 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order, # 2 [Proposed) Amended Complaint)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011) (Entered: 04/27/2011)

Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 73 MOTION to Amend
First Amended Complaint filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 73 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 4/27/2011)
(Entered: 04/27/2011)

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTIONS TO
RECONSIDER AND FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMENDED
COMPLAINT; DENYING APPLICATIONS FOR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND TO SHORTEN
TIME. Signed by Judge Maxine M. Chesney on April 28, 2011,
(mmclcl, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 4/28/2011) (Entered:
04/28/2011)

Declaration of Sharon Bridgewater in Support of Order
Shortening Time on Plaintiff's Motion to Amend Complaint, filed

by Sharon Bridgewater. (jim, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
6/27/2011) (Entered: 06/28/2011)

EX PARTE APPLICATION TEMPORARY RESTRAINING

Page 9 of 19
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ORDER WITH ASSET FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF
TEMPORARY RECEIVER EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY AND
OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND PERMANENT
RECEIVER; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

83 Aug. 11,2011 78 Declaration in Support of 77 MOTION for Temporary
Restraining Order filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 77 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

84 Aug. 11,2011 79 Ex Parte MOTION to Vacate 64 Order Dismissing Case, 65
Clerk's Judgment,, filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Responses due
by 8/25/2011. Replies due by 9/1/2011. (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 8/11/2011) (Additional attachment(s) added on
8/12/2011: # 1 Proposed Order) (aaa, COURT STAFF). (Entered:
08/12/2011)

85 Aug. 11,2011 80 Declaration in Support of 79 MOTION to Vacate 64 Order
Dismissing Case, 65 Clerk's Judgment, filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 79 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

86 Aug. 11,2011 81 MOTION for Leave to File An Amended Complaint filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

87 Aug. 11,2011 82 Declaration in Support of 81 MOTION for Leave to File an
Amended Complaint filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 81 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011) '

88 Aug. 11,2011 83 EX PARTE MOTION to Quash SERVICE OF SUMMONS TO
THE DEFENDANTS AND QUASH THE ORIGINAL
COMPLAINT FILED ON NOV.1,2010; filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 9/16/2011 09:00 AM before
Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Responses due by 8/25/2011. Replies
due by 9/1/2011. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

89 Aug. 11,2011 84 Declaration in Support of 83 MOTION to Quash filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 83 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

90 Aug. 11, 2011 Set/Reset Deadlines as to 79 MOTION to Vacate 64 Order
Dismissing Case,,, 65 Clerk's Judgment,, MOTION to Vacate 64
Order Dismissing Case,,, 65 Clerk's Judgment,,, 81 MOTION for
Leave to File. Motion Hearing set for 9/16/2011 09:00 AM before
Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Re 79 & 81 Motions (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

91 Aug. 11,2011 85 MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL AMENDED COMPLAINT
filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

92 Aug. 11,2011 86 Declaration in Support of 85 MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL
AMENDED COMPLAINT filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
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document(s) 85 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

93 Aug. 11,2011 87 EX PARTE MOTION FOR SUMMARY ADJUDIFICATION
OF FACTS filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for
9/16/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Responses
due by 8/25/2011. Replies due by 9/1/2011. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

04 Aug. 11,2011 88 Declaration in Support of 87 MOTION FOR SUMMARY
ADJUDIFICATION filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 87 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

95 Aug. 11,2011 89 EX PARTE MOTION to Shorten Time filed by Sharon
Bridgewater, (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2 Proposed
Order){aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011) (Entered:
08/12/2011)

96 Aug. 11,2011 90 STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS AND CONCLUSION
OF LAW by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 8/11/2011) (Entered: 08/12/2011)

97 Aug. 11,2011 91 AMENDED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Sharon
Bridgewater (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/11/2011)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

98 Aug. 12,2011 92 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTIONS TO VACATE
JUDGMENT, FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMENDED
COMPLAINT, TO FILE UNDER SEAL, TO QUASH
SERVICE, AND FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION;
DENYING APPLICATIONS FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER AND TO SHORTEN TIME.Signed by
Judge Maxine M. Chesney on August 12, 2011. (mmclcl,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 8/12/2011) (Additional attachment(s)
added on 8/12/2011: # 1 Certificate of Service) (1S, COURT
STAFF). (Entered: 08/12/2011)

99 Sept. 19,2011 93 EX PARTE APPLICATION APPOINTMENT OF TRO/
TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND PERMANENT
RECEIVER; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Responses due by
10/3/2011. Replies due by 10/11/2011. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 9/19/2011)
(Entered: 09/20/2011)

100 Sept. 19,2011 94 EX PARTE Declaration in Support of 93 EX PARTE
APPLICATION TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER WITH
ASSET FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY
RECEIVER EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY AND OTHER
EQUITABLE RELIEF AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND PERMANET
RECEIVER,; filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s)
93 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 9/19/2011) (Entered:
09/20/2011)

101 Sept. 19, 2011 95 EX PARTE MOTION AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY
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ADJUDICTION OF ISSUES filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
Motion Hearing set for 10/29/2011 09:00 AM before Hon.
Maxine M. Chesney. Responses due by 10/3/2011. Replies due by
10/11/2011. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2 Proposed
Order Partial Judgment){aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

102 Sept. 19,2011 96 EX PARTE MOTION to Vacate JUDGMENT OF DISMISSAL
PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 60
(B)(1)(2); filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for
10/29/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney.
Responses due by 10/3/2011. Replies due by 10/11/2011.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

103 Sept. 19,2011 97 Declaration in Support of 96 MOTION to Vacate DISMISSAL
filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 96 ) (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

104 Sept. 19,2011 98 EX PARTE MOTION for Leave to File AND AMEND
ORIGINAL COMPLAINT; filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2 [Proposed] Amended
Complaint)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 9/19/2011) (Entered:
09/20/2011)

Sept. 19,2011 99 Declaration in Support of 98 EX PARTE MOTION for Leave to
File AND AMEND ORIGINAL COMPLAINT ; filed bySharon
Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 98 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF)
(Filed on 9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

106 Sept. 19,2011 100 EX PARTE MOTION to Shorten Time ON PLAINTIFF 98
MOTION TO WITH LEAVE TO AMEND ORIGINAL
COMPLAINT AND 95 MOTION FOR SUMMARY
ADJUDICATION, AND 96 MOTION TO VACATE
JUDGMENT OF DISMISSAL; filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order){aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

107 Sept. 19,2011 101  Declaration in Support of 100 EX PARTE MOTION to Shorten
Time TO HEAR PLAINTIFF MOTION TO WITH LEAVE TO
AMEND ORIGINAL COMPLAINT AND MOTION FOR
SUMMARY ADJUDIFICATION, AND MOTION TO VACATE
JUDGMENT OF DISMISSAL; filed bySharon Bridgewater.
(Related document(s) 100 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

108 Sept. 19,2011 102 DECLARATION IN SUPPORT STATEMENT OF
UNDISPUTED FACTS AND CONCLUSION OF LAW, filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
9/19/2011) (Entered: 09/20/2011)

109 Sept. 21,2011 103 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTIONS TO VACATE

JUDGMENT, FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMENDED

COMPLAINT, FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION AND TO

SHORTEN TIME; DENYING APPLICATION FOR

TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER. Signed by Judge

Maxine M. Chesney on September 21, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT

|
o
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STAFF) (Filed on 9/21/2011) (Additional attachment(s) added on
9/21/2011: # 1 Certificate of Service) (tlS, COURT STAFF).
(Entered: 09/21/2011)

110 Sept. 21,2011 104  CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE re docket number(s) 93 - 102 by
Sharon Bridgewater (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 9/21/2011)
(Entered: 09/22/2011)

111 Oct. 12, 2011 105 EXPARTE APPLICATION TEMPORARY RESTRAINING
ORDER WITH ASSET FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF
TEMPORARY RECEIVER EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY AND
OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF RE PRELIMINARY
INJUNTION AND PERMANENT RECEIVER; filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

112 Oct. 12, 2011 106  EX PARTE Declaration in Support of 105 APPLICATION
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER WITH ASSET
FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY RECEIVER
EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY AND OTHER EQUITABLE
RELIEF AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY A
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND PERMANENT
RECEIVER; filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s)
105 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered:
10/13/2011)

113 Oct. 12, 2011 107 EX PARTE MOTION FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION OF
ISSUES; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for
11/18/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney.
Responses due by 10/26/2011. Replies due by 11/2/2011.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 10/12/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

114 Oct. 12, 2011 108  EX PARTE MOTION RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT(S) UNDER
FEDERAL RULE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE 60(B)(1)(2) and (4);
filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 11/18/2011
09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Responses due by
10/26/2011. Replies due by 11/2/2011. {Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011)
(Entered: 10/13/2011)

115 Oct. 12, 2011 109  EX PARTE Declaration in Support of 108 MOTION RELIEF
FROM JUDGMENT(S) filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
document(s) 108 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011)
(Entered: 10/13/2011)

116 Oct. 12, 2011 110 SEE DOCKET NUMBER 120 EX PARTE MOTION WITH
LEAVE TO FILE A FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT; filed by
Sharon Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 11/18/2011 09:00
AM before Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Responses due by
10/26/2011. Replies due by 11/2/2011. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Order, # 2 [Proposed] Amended Complaint)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) Modified on 10/13/2011
(aaa, COURT STAFF). (Entered: 10/13/2011)

117 Oct. 12, 2011 111 Declaration in Support of 110 MOTION TO FILE A FIRST
AMENDED COMPLAINT; filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related
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document(s) 110 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011)
(Entered: 10/13/2011)

118 Oct. 12, 2011 112 EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR ORDER SHORTENING
TIME ON PLAINTIFF'S 108 MOTION #1 EX PARTE
MOTION TO VACATE JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO F.R.C.P.
60(b) 110 MOTION #2 EX PARTE MOTION WITH LEAVE
TO FILE A FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 105 MOTION #3
EX PARTE MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF TEMPORARY
RECEIVER OSC PERMANENT RECEIVER 107 MOTION #4
MOTION FOR SUMMARY ADJUDICATION OF ISSUE; filed
by Sharoen Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Additional attachment(s)
added on 10/13/2011: # 2 Proposed Order) (aaa, COURT
STAFF). (Entered: 10/13/2011)

119 Oct. 12, 2011 113 DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF THE PLANTIFF'S 112 EX
PARTE APPLICATION FOR ORDER SHORTENING TIME
TO HEAR,; filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s)
112) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered:
10/13/2011)

120 Oct. 12, 2011 114 EXPARTE DECLARATION FOR 112 MOTION to Shorten
Time filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 112 )
{(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered;
10/13/2011)

121 Oct. 12, 2011 115 EXPARTE MOTION to Reopen Case; filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

122 Oct. 12,2011 116 EX PARTE Declaration in Support of 115 MOTION to Reopen
Case filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 115 )
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered:
10/13/2011)

Oct. 12,2011 117  STATEMENT AND [PROPOSED] ORDER OF UNDISPUTED
FACTS AND CONCLUSION OF LAW; by Sharon
Bridgewater. (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011)
(Entered: 10/13/2011)

124 Oct. 12, 2011 118 Request for Judicial Notice; filed bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa,

COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

125 Oct. 12, 2011 119 [PROPOSED] PARTIAL JUDGMENT; by Sharon Bridgewater.
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/12/2011) (Entered:
10/13/2011)

126 Oct. 13, 2011 120 AMENDED EX PARTE MOTION WITH LEAVE TO FILE A
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT RE 110 MOTION TO
AMEND COMPLAINT; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion
Hearing set for 11/18/2011 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M.
Chesney. Responses due by 10/27/2011. Replies due by
11/3/2011. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order, # 2 [Proposed]
Amended Complaint)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
10/13/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

127 Oct. 13,2011 121 Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 120 AMENDED
MOTION to Amend 110 MOTION to Amend/Correct MOTION

13
G
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to Amend/Correct 110 MOTION to Amend/Correct filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 120 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 10/13/2011) (Entered: 10/13/2011)

128 Oct. 17, 2011 122 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Sharon Bridgewater re 108
MOTION to Set Aside Judgment, 113 Declaration in Support,
106 Declaration in Support, 109 Declaration in Support, 107
MOTION, 105 MOTION for Temporary Restraining Order, 115
MOTION to Reopen Case, 120 MOTION to Amend/Correct 110
MOTION to Amend/Correct MOTION to Amend/Correct 110
MOTION to Amend/Correct (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
10/17/2011) (Entered: 10/19/2011)

129 Oct. 24, 2011 123 ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTIONS FOR RELIEF
FROM JUDGMENT, TO RE-OPEN CASE, FOR LEAVE TO
FILE AMENDED COMPLAINT, AND FOR SUMMARY
ADJUDICATION; DENYING APPLICATIONS FOR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND TO SHORTEN
TIME. Signed by Judge Maxine M. Chesney on October 24,
2011. (mmclcl, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 10/24/2011)
(Additional attachment(s) added on 10/24/2011: # 1 Certificate of
Service) (tIS, COURT STAFF). (Entered: 10/24/2011)

130 Nov. 01,2011 124  NOTICE OF RELATED CASE; by Sharon Bridgewater (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 11/1/2011) (Entered: 11/03/2011)

131 Nov. 15,2011 125 MOTION to Relate Case filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 11/15/2011) (Entered: 11/16/2011)

132 Nov. 21,2011 126 RELATED CASE ORDER. Bridgewater v. Tonna, C 10-4966, is
related to Bridgewater v. Tonna, C 11-5407. Signed by Judge
Maxine M. Chesney on November 21, 2011. (mmclcl, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 11/21/2011) (Additicnal attachment(s) added
on 11/28/2011: # 1 Certificate of service) (Imh, COURT STAFF).
(Entered: 11/21/2011)

133 Dec. 14,2011 127 MOTION to Vacate 64 ORDER OF DISMISSAL/RELIEF
FROM 65 JUDGMENT; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion
Hearing set for 1/20/2012 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M.
Chesney. Responses due by 12/28/2011. Replies due by 1/4/2012.
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered:
12/15/2011)

134 Dec. 14,2011 128  Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 127 MOTION to Vacate
filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 127 ) (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

135 Dec. 14, 2011 129 MOTION to Reopen Case filed by Sharon Bridgewater.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

136 Dec. 14, 2011 130 Declaration of Plaintiff in Support of 129 MOTION to Reopen
Case filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 129 )
(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered:
12/15/2011)

137 Dec. 14,2011 131 MOTION to Appoint Temporary Receiver filed by Sharon
Bridgewater. Motion Hearing set for 1/20/2012 09:00 AM before
Hon. Maxine M. Chesney. Responses due by 12/28/2011. Replies

http://blawweb.private.bloomberg.com/blaw/showDoc.pl?docld=X1Q6LFB89482&uuid=... 6/15/20,



United States District Court for the Northern District of California - Case 3:10-cv-04966 Page 16 of 19

due by 1/4/2012. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

138 Dec. 14,2011 132 MEMORANDUM and Points in Support re 131 MOTION to
Appoint Temporary Receiver filed bySharon Bridgewater.
(Related document(s) 131 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

139 Dec. 14,2011 133 Declaration in Support of 131 MOTION to Appoint Temporary
Receiver filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 131 )

(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered:
12/15/2011)

140 Dec. 14,2011 134  MOTION for Leave to File A FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
- filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order,
# 2 Proposed Amended Complaint)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

141 Dec. 14,2011 135  Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 134 MOTION for
Leave to File A FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT; filed
bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 134 ) (aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

142 Dec. 14,2011 136 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY
ADJUDICATION; filed by Sharon Bridgewater. Motion
Hearing set for 1/20/2012 09:00 AM before Hon. Maxine M.
Chesney. Responses due by 12/28/2011. Replies due by 1/4/2012.
(Attachments: # 1 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed
on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

143 Dec. 14,2011 137 MEMORANDUM OF POINTS in Support re 136 MOTION FOR
SUMMARY ADJUDICATION,; filed bySharon Bridgewater.
(Related document(s) 136 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

144 Dec. 14,2011 138 STATEMENT OF UNCONVERTED FACTS AND
CONCLUSION OF LAW; by Sharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

145 Dec. 14, 2011 139 Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 138 Statement of
Undisputed Facts and Conclusion of Law, 136 MOTION FOR
SUMMARY ADJUDICTION; filed bySharon Bridgewater.
(Related document(s) 138 , 136 ) (aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on
12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

146 Dec. 14,2011 140 Received Document: [PROPOSED] PARTIAL JUDGMENT; by
Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1 Proposed Judgment)

(aaa, COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered:
12/15/2011)

147 Dec. 14, 2011 141 Request for Judicial Notice filed bySharon Bridgewater. (aaa,
COURT STAFF) (Filed on 12/14/2011) (Entered: 12/15/2011)

148 Dec. 16,2011 143 AMENDED MOTION for Leave to File A FIRST AMENDED
COMPLAINT filed by Sharon Bridgewater. (Attachments: # 1
Proposed Amended Complaint, # 2 Proposed Order)(aaa, COURT
STAFF) (Filed on 12/16/2011) (Entered: 12/19/2011)

149 Dec. 16, 2011 144 Declaration of PLAINTIFF in Support of 143 AMENDED
MOTION for Leave to File A FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
filed bySharon Bridgewater. (Related document(s) 143 ) (aaa,

http://blawweb.private.bloomberg.com/blaw/showDoc.pl?docld=X1Q6LFB89482&uuid=... 6/15/2012
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| INFORMATION AFTER JUDGMENT | INFORMACION DESPUES DEL FALLO DE LA CORTE

Your small claims case has besn decided. The judgmant or decislon of the Courl appears on the front of this sheet. The Court.
may have ordered one party to pay meney lo the other pan\é. The person (or business) who won the case aihd who can collact the
i-ngney is ?tlﬁj the judgment creditor.” The person (o business} who lost the case and who owes the monsy is called the
vdpment of,
Entorcement of the judgment is postpaned until the time for appeat ends or until the appeal is decided. This means thal the
judgment creditor cannct collect any meney of take any action until this petiod Is over. Generally, both partles may be
Lrepresented by lawyers after judgrnent.
IF YOU LOST THE CASE...
.0 ym:"’ fost tgycas:non );%ur cc::wutk ci!tl’lm_apd |h: ;gh::tc?icil nt bl XC:(L;N}'?’RY P‘t\;MbEtNTt "
award you any money, the 's decision o aim is sk the judgment dettor to pay the money. IF your claim
FINAL. You may nof appeal your own clalm. tor possession of property, :slftha ud mznt dglnrcto retq.lwr'ﬁs
2. It you lost the case and the court ordered you 10 pay money, your the property to you. THE COURT NOT GOLLECT THE

mioney and properly may be taken to pay the caim unless you do
b2 :rthe hli"wﬁ\ gylhlngy - pay ¥y MONEY OR ENFORCE THE JUDGMENT FOR YOU,
ji %%EI,HE J’UDGMgEnNT the amount of 1he judgrhent. ' 9 ﬁYﬁTﬁgﬂgmofaaso?E:ass not pay the money, the law
wires you a 2 ey, lhe
may pa ra,ﬂe Mg’m%ﬁmy' o,‘“?{;:‘? ouh requires the debtor to fill oul a rnm¥ called lhe\{iudgmanf .
mmuX for an edditonal fee. You afso ask the courllo Dablor's Statamanl of Assets [form SC-133). This torm will
oider paym u carnt tell you what property the judgment debior has thal may ba
Ask the clerk mmu%% ubott these procedures gyailable lo pay your claint. I the judgment deblor \Ml[{ﬂly
b) APPEAL el s Ordos 1o Brodce Siafomment o Aosat
: . .. a riv ca Slafement of Assefs
i you disagree with the court's decision, you "ﬂ appedl the Appaar fol Examination (form SC-134) an%n ask?has %uftﬂgm
gwm‘t’h?dggsion unycmr5 o dam" mwer] i any party iy "&‘{é{ﬁ”,‘;ﬂé‘?“‘ﬁ? o andtgx enses, and olhe/, .
g s é{,"%“m““'m ”:,“"‘”"‘;', °.;‘e a{:‘he d?ira'ns.' A wlﬁv a rgcrgdm seciioﬁa! i f;uoper notice, under Code of Givil
a , YOu mu. inga
B & Nouoo of Appas (fom 5&“40&1% TfP93 ) ORDER OF EXAMINATIO
required lees within afler {ha data this Notics of Eniry You may also make the deblor comne to court to anwnﬂr
of J was mailed of handed 1o questions aboul income and property, To do this, ask the clerk
our appeal Wi be in tha superior court. You wil for an Appicalion and Ordart for Appearance and Examingtion
mea new trial and you rmust prisont your evidence again. {Enforcemant of Judgmw),}lorm -125) and pay the
You may be by a lawyer, required feo. There i3 a fee ¥ a law officer serves t¥|e order on
ihe judgment dablor. You may also obtain The judgment
£} VACATE OR CANCEL THE JUDGMENT debior’s financial records, Ask the clerk tor the' Sniaf Ciai
if you dd not go io the ial, you smay sk tha court 1o vacata or Subpoaria and Decagafisn (farm SC-107) o Civil Subpoera
m?e*"\e‘!, B s must fiea Duces Tacum (form SUBP—(]BQ)
Mosan to acdqme.lw;rmﬂﬁ?tm 135} and pay the y
requred feewﬂm._?odal'fsanar edate this olce of +} WRIT OF EXECUTION
was maied. [Fyour request is denied, you then Afler you tind out aboul lh?']ud%r;xml deblor's property, you
o ey i st oppel e ey iy Br (AT o
of denia i g a i e. A wri utlon 18 a co
The period to file the Motion fo Va pemBJud%'_?\Wb 180days rulrs a Ia‘:‘q officer to take property of the jud magp&%?f: lo !
il you were nol sarved with the claim. " The 180-day pay your claim. Hero are soma examples of the kinds of
ns on the date you lound out o should have found property the officer may be able totake: Wwages, ban
cut aboutthe judgmion against you. account, aulgmoblle. huslnes“)ropeng or replal Income,
IF YOU WON THE CASE .. . For somé Kinds of praperty, you may need \a file other forms.
1. It you were sued by the other party and you won the case, Sge the law officer for fnformalion.
then the other party may ndt appeal the court's decision, f) ABSTRAGT OF JUDGMENT
2. i you won the tase end the calirt awardad you maey, here The ud%ment deblor may own land or 8 house or alher
are some -'49?5 you maﬂyatake to collect your monay of get puilding3. You ma want to put a llon on the property so that
passession ol your property: yqu v be paid it the property i3 S0k, You can gela lfen by
a) GOLLECTING FEES AND INTEREST iling an Abstract of Judgmarit (form £J-001) with the counly
Somatimes fees are charged for filing court papers or for racorder In the county where tha property s located. The
sarving the judgment debior. These exir costs can racorder will charge a fea for the Absiract of Judgmant.
become pa or your original judgment  To claim these
feas, ask lhe clerk for @ Memorandum of Costs.

NOTICE TO THE PARTY WHO WON:  Ass00n as you have bean paid in ful, you mus! fil out the fom below 2nd mai d 1o the court
immadiately or you may ba fined. ¥ an Abstract of Judgmert as been recorded. You must use anciher formy; se@ the derk for tha proper form.

CAJE TITLE AND SMALL CLAIMS CASE NO. MUST BE FILLED QU

.
--------------------- - (= ygie-haplpspipngdin g L Py A e e L L bt d

CASE TiITLE _Bridgewatar 5 vs. _Tonna SMALLCLAIMS CASENO.: _HS10520747

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SATISFACTION OF JUDGMENT
(Do not usa this form if an Absiract of Judgment has been racordad)

To the Clerk of the Courl

lamihe [ Judgment czggitor [ ] assignae of record.

lnaqree thet the judgrment ia this-nttion hes been paid in full or otherwise satisfied,
ala:

(TYPE CR PHINT NAME) (SIGHATURE}

EC-130 (Rav, July 1, 2010} NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT Pegedof?
(Smali Claims}
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-BARTE APPLICATION

TEMPORARY RESTRAINiNG ORD li'ﬂ ﬁ?\SSE’I’ FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF

TEMPORARY RECEIVER EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY AND OTHER EQUITABLE

RELIEF AND ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND
PERMANENT RECEIVER

The Plaintiff, Sharon Bridgewater hereby moves pursuant to Rule 66 of the Federal Rules of Ciyi
On an ex-parte basis, because if the defendants are “tipped off” of this motion they would

immediately move, transfer assets, “WHAT'S LEFT” as they have done in the past.

L Tntradustion

When and during the pendency of an actian, it shall eppear, by affidavit of preaf that the
defendant threatens to render the judgment ineffectual, a temporary restraining order and an
appointment of temporary receiver may be grmftcd to restrain such removal ar transferring
property to preserve the status quo pending a final decision on the merits of the case,

Pursuant to Federal Rule 66, when it appears, by the verified complaint, and/or declaration
plaintiff is entitled to the relief demanded, and such relief during the litigation, it appears that the
defendant is doing, or threatens, or is about to do, or is procuring or suffering to be done, some
act in violation of the plaintiff's rights respecting the subject of the action, and. It may, also, be
granted in any case where if is specially autharized by statute.

Plaintiffs seek a temporary restraining order with a temporary receiver, preliminary injunction
and a permanent injunction via permanent recelver against Defendants imposing a restrain their

ability to dissipate or dispose of any assets in order to preserve the status quo,

Sharan Bridgewarer vs, Rogec Tenng: Mary Teana and William Gilg and Does 1-50
C10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 2

2 7487




Case 3:10-cv-04966-MMC BPocument 93 Filed 09/19/11 Page 3 of 15

The nature of this motion is due to =ause of actian of the Blaintiff [propased) original
amended Complaint, declaration and memio. and points of Authority. This Motion is also based
on the Defendants’ fraudulent conduct of the defendants disposing and fraudulently transferring

assets into other persons and/or businesses names to defraud the Plaintiff and to preserve the statys

19
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

18

quo Temporary Restraining Order demonstrated below,

11, Fas(s

The Defendants tortpausly interfered with the Plaintiff’s goyemmental contract, ¢oncealed known

facts they were under a duty to disclose, defrauded the Plaintiff out of money and/or property,
violated the Plaintiff's civil rights, causing extensive damage to the Plaintiff; and now they are
continuing this conduct by fraudulently transferring property into other individual names to
defraud the Plaintiff, and render a monetary judgment ineffective in this court.

The “criminal” activity of the Defendants defrauding the Plaintiff out of her apartment and

money warrants a TRO, asset freeze and an appointment of a temporary receiver preliminary

injunction and permanent resgiver,

Sharan Bridgewater vs, Roger Tanng, Mary Tenna and William Gily qud Dues 1-5¢
C10-004966(MMC)
TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 3
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Legal Standard for Granting a Rule 66 Temporary Restraining Order and/or an
Appointment of Receiver

The egregious faets of this case and Defendants’ pattern of fraudulent conduct warmant the

entry of a Temporary Restraining Order, temporary receiver, and order to show cause re
preliminary injunction and/or permanent receiver. A party seeking a temporary restraining order
or preliminary injunction, temporary receiver must show the following: (1) a substantial likelihog
of success on the merits; (2) irreparable injury; (3) that the injury to Plaintiffs outweighs the harm
an injunction may cause Defendants; and (4) that granting the injunction would not harm the
public interest. Plaintiffs, in the instant action satisfy each of these elements as further described
herein. A court's power to grant injunctive relief should be exercised when intervention is
essential to protect property or other rights from irreparable injury. “both money damages and
equitable relief are sought ..., the controlling authority where a plaintiff, seeking equitable and
legal relief, sued the defendant for numerous claims as pled in the proposed original amended
complaint, it authorizes injunctive relief and/or a TRO and/or an Appointment of temporary
receiving, when the defendants are fraudulently transferring property and/or assets pursuant to
Rule 65 relief and encumbered the assets of the defendant to protect a future money judgment.
Such is the equitable relief Plaintiffs seek. Where it appears that the debt is due and owing and
there is danger that the Defendants or the Debtor may dispose of assets so as to defeat it before

judgment the court has jurisdiction to grant a judgment as to prevent him'her from disposing

sels.

Sharon Brideewater vs, Roger Tanna, Mary Tonna and William Gilg and Raes 4-30
C10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 5/
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11,
STATEMENT OF FACTS

Injupetive Religl+Court Orders

Any person who engages, has engaged, or proposes to engage in unfair business practices may be
enjoined in any court of competent jurisciction. The court may make such orders or judgments,
including the appointment of a receiver. as may be necessary to prevent the use or employment
by any person of any practice which censtitutes unfair competition, as defined in this chapter, or
as may be necessary to restore to any person in interest any money or property, real or personal,

which may have heen acquired by means of sugh unfair campetition,,

Further, Roger and Mary Tonos #Trust? and/or William Gilg Trapsferred to Close Eriendy
and Relatives

On or about Nov, 1, 2010, the Plaintiff filed an served the Defendants with the complaint on or
about Feb, 1, 2010, after the Plaintiff filed a writ of attachment in this federal court, which was
denied due to the Plaintiff failure to staté a claim the Defendants transferred “ALL" their

properties in the San Francisco Bay area to family members and friends occasions since the filing]

of this complaint in this US Federal Court. It is plaintiff’s belief they have dissipated assets by

transferring maongy as well,

Sharen Bridgewatet vs, 59{5: Tanna, Mary Tound and William Glg and Baes 1-34
10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER
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AUBGUMENT

Appeintment of “federal” Recelyer and/or officer of the count" are necessary o manage Roger
Tonna, Mary Tonna and William Gilg business, to protect the debtor company for the benefit of
the Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater; as the Defendants have assets located in more than one
jurisdiction. It is necessary for the receiver to coatrol the debtor’s real property to maintain and
preserve its value and to collect rents of Roger and Mary Tonna, and/or Witliam Gilg to insure a
monetary judgment. This Court should issue a preliminary injunction freezing assets, ordering ar
accounting, and ordering repatriation of assets. To obtain preliminary relief in a statutory
enforcement action such as this, the Plaintiff need only show a likelihood of success an the merit;
and that the balance of equities tips in its favor, giving far greater weight to the public interest.
Here, the Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater was a victim of a malicious crime by the Defendants, and
has shown in her complaint that her claims have merit. The Court has authority to grant the
preliminary injunction; (B) impose an asset freeze, to preserve the possibility of effective

final relief for the Plaintiff; and it is imperative for this court to grant a temporary receiver.

A, Plaintiffs' claima asserted in this Iawswit hayve o substantial likelihood of snceess gn
the merits:

Plaintiffs have ssserted claims of already presented sufficient fagts to establish the clements of

ecach of the claims there is a substantial likelihood of success on the merits of the plaintiff's claim|

Sharan Bridgewater vs, Roger Tanua, Mary Tanna gnd William Gilg and Daes 1:14
C10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER
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B, Irreparahle Injury will accur if Temparary Restraining Qrder is not granted

Plaintiffs is facing irreparable injury as it is quite obvious that Defendants have already changed

their names on other properties the plaintiff is unaware of and/or have fraudulently transferred

(fraudulent conveyance) property and are disposing of their assets. If the court does not grant the

Plaintiff relief a court awarded judgment against Defendants following trial will likely be

worthless. Plaintiffs respectfully implore the Court to exercise its equitable powers as requested

hersip,

£ The Injury to Plaiptiffs outwelghs the harm ap injunction may eanse Defendanty
The entry of a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction giving Plaintiffs

control over the property, assets, will cause no harm whatsoever to Defendants.

B, The granting of the injunction would ngt harm the public interest,

Where a party demonstrates both the likelihood of success on the merits and irreparable

injury, it almost always will be the case that the public interest will favor the issuance of an
injunction. American Telephone and Telegraph Co., 42 F.3d 1421,1427 n. 8 (3ra Cir. 1994). In
fact, the granting of this injunction will protect the public interest and prevent further schemes by,

Defendants to prey on other vietims.

Sharon Bridgewater vs, Roger Tonna, Mary Tanna and William Gilg qnd Does 1-50
C10-004966(MMC)
TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TQO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER -

[




10
i1
¢
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21

23
24
25
26
27

28

Case 3:10-cv-04966-MMC Document 93 Filed 09/19/11 Page 8 of 15

E: Scape of Injunction
As deemed proper by this Honorable Court to prevent the Defendants from disposing cash,

property, dissipating banking accounts, etc. over sees and in America; as Roger and Mary Tonna

have banking accounts and properties in other countries, also prevent the Defendants from filing

bankruptcy to insure the Plaintiff obtain a monetary Judgment rendered by this court in the amount

of and punitive damages award as deem just by this court.

Plaintiff should not be required to post an undertaking due to limited monthly income

Based on the foregaing, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court exercise its

discretionary power to maintain the status quo by entering an Order for Temporary Restraining rq

preliminary injunction, appointment of temporary and/or permanent receiver.

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs respectfiflly request that this Court enter;
1) A temparary restraining order pursuant to Fed, Rule Ciy, Prag, 63 and/ar 66 of the Federal

Sharan Bridgewater vs, Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna and William Gilg and Daes 1-50
CI10-004966(MMC)
TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER (o/
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Rulgs of Civil
1. Fara Temparacy Restraining Order, temparary receiver and/or permanent recelver 1g
preliminary because: (a) Plaintiffs have a reasonable probability of success on the
merits; (b) there is & danger of real, immediate, and irreparable injury which may be
prevented by injunctive relief; (c) there is no other plain, speedy, and adequate remedy

at law; (d) the granting of a preliminary injunction will not disserve the public interest

(e) the balance of equities favors the injunction; and (f) the injunction will preserve the

status quo pending a trial on the merits (G) Order the Defendants to deposit funds into

the court regisiry and post a bond, at
2) A ternporary restraining order pursuant to Fed. Rule €iv. Proc. 65 and/or 66 of the Federal
Rules of Civil
3) fm%t against the defendants in the amount ofH 385 .404. LO as pled in

for. TOURILS Un b eaed o) Cdrch _
the Plaintiff’s complaint entitled to see-{fer-preofof-damages-exh——) Ut oo o) Acflar

4) Punitive damages according to proof at trial, Gl }' & bl & dereipa Wﬁf a-'-';"‘::
5) Enjoin Defendants from concealing, converting, selling, transferring, or otherwise
dissipating any assets, including cash, in which they have an ownership interest, legal or
beneficial, as deem appropriate by this court.
6) Order for defendants to produced sensitive financial and/or net worth Information to assess
Punitive damages restrict the documents to produce to those that represents the present net
Worth of the defendants, for trial, to assess a fair settlement of this case AND/OR A

PERMANENT INJUNCTION ORDER THE DEFENDANTS DEPOSIT WITH THE

Sharon Bridgewater vs. Boger Topna, Mary Tonna and Willjam Gilg and Daes {-50
C10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 7
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COURT A MONEY JUDGMENT RENDERED AND/OR THE TEMPORARY RECEIVEI%

7) Order the defendants to produce a list of other defendants (names) that should be added to

this complaint.

8) Qrder the defendants te produce names of *any aliases™ names in the Real Rropsrty they

Own and/or of any banking accounts, trust, etc.

9) Order the Defendants to produce a “sworm financial statement under oath of all natural
persons, entities, partners, etc, to be included to this complaint, and allow the Plaintiff to
amend the complaint to include added defendants, and their correct spelling of their names.

10) Order the Defendants Jail time and/or sanctions if they conceal, and/or make intentional
misrepresentation pursuant to the sworn statements.

11) For cost of suit and **reasonable attorney fee's,

12)  Expedited Discovery

13) Hald each defendant jeintly and severally liable for congert of action.

14) Debar William Gilg and Jo-Lynne-Q Lee from practicing law, after judgment has been
paid to the Plaintiff.

18) Grant the Blaintiff and interest in Broperty/Gash or to satisfy judgment
rendered by this court,

16) Order the defendants to Deposit in the Courts Registry the amount of Judgment ¢ & Frwriad

rendered by this court in favor of the Plaintiff and Order the defendants to immediately

Deposit into the Court’s Registry the amount of Judgment of 2 5¢, Ye 7|,

(‘nw.\i oo lc. f#wy 51 & Dollars) for the Plaintiff immediate pick-up.

Ll P one RETHPY

Sharon Bridgewater vs. Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna and William Gilg and Does 1-50
C10-004966(MMC)
TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER
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1Ty Dissolye the injungtion apd/ar discharge the temparary and/or psrmanent receiver after

the Plaintiff is fully compensated for the Judgment rendered by this court.

18) Pre-judgment and/or post judgment interest at the maximum legal rate.

19) Order the Defendants to file a bond with the court by a party against whom a judgment has
been rendered, in order to stay execution of the judgment.pending appeal to a higher court.
The bond guarantees that the judgment will be satisfied if determined to be correct.

20) Stay any and al! legal proceedings, execution, and enforcement of Orders, Judgment,

writs, etc. requested of the Plaintiff in this U.S. Federal District.

21) Permanent injunctive relief, and dissolve the injunction after the Defendants have fully
satisfied the money judgment rendered by this court.

22) The Plaintiff respectfully asks for the courts assistance to write the TRO, preliminary
injunction, temporary receiver and/or permanent receiver.

24) IMMEDIATE POSSESSION OF THE APARTMENT.

23) Any other relief as deemed appropriate by this court.

'ﬁ‘f‘* |‘|,'Lall@

Dated: snm*——ég—-m 1 _7&—!:

Sharon Bridgewater
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Sharon Bridgewatsr

965 Mission Street, Suite 409
San Francisco, CA 94103

In Pro S¢

UNITED STATES DISTRIET COURT FOR
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Sharan Bridgewaler, CASE No, C10:04966(MMC)
Plaintiff, .
MEMPORUDUM AND POINTS OF
Vs. AUTHORITY IN SUPPORT IN SUPPORT

OF THE PLAINTIFF EX-PARTE
APPLICATION FOR TRO WITH ASSET
FREEZE, APPOINTMENT OF TEMP.
RECEIVER, EXPEDIATED DISCOVERY

Tonna) and does 1 thru 50 inclusive AND OTHER EQUITABLE RELIEF AND

M Bt M N e B mer At N e e e W Wt e Mt e

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
Defendants PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND
PERMANENT RECEIVER
AL . p 0i .
William Gilg and does 1 thru 50 inclusive Date: TBA
Lega] Defendants. Timg; TBA

Jo-Lynne Q. Lec !
individually and in his/her official capacity as, )
Justice of the Superior Court of Alameda ) Dept: 7 floor 19th

County )
)

Ca-Legal Defsndant

= S T et

MEMORDUM AND POINTS AUTHORITY IN SUPPORT OF
EX-PARTE APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER RE PRELIMINARY

Skaron Bridgewater vs, Roger Tannq, Mary Tonng and William Gilg and Raes 1-50
C10-004966(MMC)

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER |
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In any ease when a party violates e citizen United States Constitutional rights as guarantsed by
the United States of America, a Plaintiff is entitled to injunctive relief and it is axiomatic that you
cannot proceed on an unlawful detainer for ZERO AMOUNT OF RENT DUE when all the rents
are current, and WITHOUT PROVIDING A “Notice to Pay Rent or Quit” AND/OR A NOTICE
OF TERMINATION OF TENANCY AS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL AND STATE LAW,

As the Court of appeal stated in Burtscher v. Burtscher, 26 Cal. App. 4th 720 (1994) held as
follows:

*We gan pereeive of situations whers it may be difficylt

. to distinguish between when a lawyer is representing a
client and when he or she is an integral part of a conspiracy
to defraud a third person, but that is not our case. In our case,
attorney Hobbs resorted to self-help (with a little help from her
cousin) in going onto the property and unilaterally retaking
possession in circumstances where a lawyer would be serving
a notice to quit, filing an unlawful detainer action and getting
a court order, Hobbs actively participated in conduct that went
way beyond the role of legal representative: self-help is not
the practice of law. The facts establish a prima facie case.

In this case as stated above the attorneys while William Gil were representing the Roger
and Mary Tonna in bring an unlawful detainer, decided to deceive the Court and plaintiff herein
in violation of California Criminal statute, to wit section 6128 (a) of the Business & Professions
Code. Lynne-Q-Lee joined the conspiracy, as she had a answer from the Plaintiff, and knew the
Plaintiff was in legal possession of her apartment and there was no jurisdiction of the Court to

proceed in the unlawful detainer.

Shara ewater v, Rogee Tanng, Mar na q it and Boes 1-50
aran Bridge *"“*“Mm‘g’a%gh“ e William Gllg and o

TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 2
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It is plaintiff contention herein the Attorneys, his client the Tonna's and the Judge in
question not only had a legal duty to so inform the Court that the unlawful detainer had to be
dismissed but by agreeing 10 proceed against plaintiff herein, these attorney, their client,
engaged into a civil compromise which is atrocious as clearly a cause of action for possession of
the Plaintiff apartment for ZERO AMOUNT OF RENT DUE, WITHOUT PROVIDING A
NOTICE OF TERMINATION OF TENANCY cannot go forward. The Court of Appeal, in

Panoutsopolus v. Chambliss, 157 Cal App 4% 297 (2007) stated the controlling principles of law

as follows!

"A givil onspiracy however alracious,

does not per se give rise to a cause of

action unless a civil wrong has been

commiited resulting in damage. [Citations]."
"The elements of an action for civil conspiracy
are the formation and operation of the conspiracy
and damage resulting to plaintiff from an act or
acts done in furtherance of the common design.

In such an action the major significance of the
conspiracy lies in the fact that it renders each
participant in the wrongful act responsible as a joint
tortfeasor for all damages ensuing from the wrong,
irrespective of whether or not he was a direct actor
and regardless of the degree of his activity. [Citations.]"

In this ease the anomeys sought in deceive the Plaintitf and the Caurt, in vielation of
B & P Code section 6128 (a) that he unlawful detainer could proceed, when in fact the Court
never had jurisdiction to enter a Judgment for possession of the plaintiff apartment.

Plaintiff in this case has established a “reasonable probability” that plaintiff can prevail in

this case and has show in her [proposed]original verified complaint that a malicious, wrongful

Sharan Bridgewater vs. Roger Tanna, Mary Tonna and William Gilg and Daes 1-50
C10-004966(MMC)
TRO/ TEMPORARY RECEIVER ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
PERMANENT RECEIVER 3
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evigtion has oceurred in this case and the court did not have jurisdiction at the time of the
trial date, and what is even more proof of the fraudulent conduct of the attorneys in question
herein all defendants discriminated against the Plaintiff based on the Plaintiff being “socially
economically disadvantaged, and a member of a class based and/or race discriminatory animus.
The Defendants are indebted to the Plaintiff, the Defendents have fraudulently
transferred property and assets; remedies include: (1) voiding the transfer or abligation to satisfy
the debt, (2) obtaining a prejudgment seizure against the transferred asset or property of the
transferee, (3) restraining the further transfer or relocation of the asset, or (4) seeking the
appointment of a receiver to protect the asset. For this reason the Plaintiff is entitled to all above

action to insure a monetary judgment,

eyt 16, Lo vt R

5,7#37_&/ = =

=~ Sharon Bridgewater

Shacon Bridgewater v, Roger Tonag, Mary Tavna and Willlam Gilg and Raes =30
C10-004966(MMC)
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VERIFICATION

| Sharon Bridgewater Declare:
I am the Plaintiff in the above entitled action,
[ make this verification because the facts set forth in the complaint are within my
knowledge and it is my apartment that was illegaily and unlawfully entered into by the
former property manager without the right an/or Plaintiff permission.

The Plaintiff have several witnesses and scen the former property manager illegally take
possession from the Plaintiff apartment without the right to the possessions.
I have read the foregoing complaint and know the contents thereof, The same is truc of
my own knowledge. | except as to those matters which are therein alleged on information
and belief, and as to those matters, T believe it to be true,
1 Sharon Bridgewater declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of

Califomia that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: June "7 2010

At San Leandro, Califomia é’/@

Sharon Bridgewalter

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
255
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premises by negligently hiring the former Property Manager and breached the Plaintiff’s

peaceful and quiet enjoyment of the unit.

13. Roger Tonna and Does 1 thru 50 have a vicarious liability for the actions of Charmaine

Martinelli actions, and are liable to the Plaintiff for her damages.

14. Further 2 lady was found dead in the apariment building and her body discovered 5-10
days later,

15. The Plaintiff have suftered from emotional distress of “horror,” fright, fear, shock and is
constantly scared,

19. As a proximate result of the negligence of defendants, and breach of implied warranty
of habitability Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 inclusive each of them and does 1 thru 50,

the PlaintifT is entitled to relocation fee's first and last month rent. The replacement of her items

stolen and of&ww.
bt ayerbink dyoteac.

20. The defendants are liable to the Plaintiff for damages S%Slamed—&nd-releea-t-}on fee's,

21, Plaintiff prayer to this court for damages'in the amount of amount of $ 7,499.00

according to proof at trial,

Dated: June ,é) , 2010

Sharen Bridgewater

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-4-
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premises by negligently hiring the former Property Manager and breached the Plaintiff’s

peaceful and quiet enjoyment of the unit.

13, Roger Tonna and Does | thra 50 have a vicarious liability for the actions of Charmaine

Martinelli actions, and are liable to the Plaintiff for her damages.

I4. Further a lady was found dead in the apartment building and her body discovered 5-10
days later,

15. The Plaintiff have suftered from emotional distress of “horror,” fright, fear, shock and is
constantly scared.

19. As a proximate result of the negligence of defendants, and breach of implied warranty
of habitability Roger Tonnz and Does | thru 50 inclusive each of them and does 1 thru 50,

the PlaintifT is entitled to relocation fee’s first and last month rent. The replacement of her items

stolen and OMW.
- bt WW.

20. The defendants are liable 10 the Plaintiff for damages sﬁ,staiﬁed,—&nd-releeaﬁon fee's,

21, Plaintiff prayer lo this court for damages.in the amount of amount of $ 7,499.00

according to proof al trial.

Dated: June ’é) . 2010 %_,@_
Sharon Bridgewater

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-4.
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premises by negligently hiring the former Property Manager and breached the Plaintiff’s

peaceful and quiet enjoyment of the unit.

13. Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 have a vicarious liability for the actions of Charmaine

Martinelli actions, and are liable to the Plaintiff for her damages.

I4. Further a lady was found dead in the apartment building and her body discovered 5-10
days later,

15. The Plaintiff have suffered from emotional distress of “horror,” fright, fear, shock and is
constantly scared.

19. As a proximate result of the negligence of defendants, and breach of implied warranty
of habitability Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 inclusive each of them and does 1 thru 50,

the Plaintiff is entitled to relocation fee’s first and last month rent. The replacement of her items

stalen and Dfl{ww.
PN W

20. The defendanis are tiable to the Plaintiff for damages gﬂ&iﬂéﬂ"ﬂﬂd‘f&lﬁﬂﬂlﬂn fee's,

21. Plaintiff prayer to this court for damages in the amount of amount of § 7,499.00

according to proof at trial,

Dated: June ,é) ,2000

STaron Bridgewater

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-4-
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7. On or about Sept. 10, 2009 Roger Tonna and Does ] thru 50 carelessly and negligently
hired a single female, Charmaine Martinelli at 111 Preda Street, San Leandro, CA, as
Property Manager for the rental units,

8. 1tis Plaintiff belief that Charmaine Martinelii is a convicted felon; as several tenants in
the unit have informed and 10}d the Plaintiff that Charmaine Martinelli, is 2 convicted felon
served time in prison for embezzlement.

9. Several of the tenants in the unit *saw/eye-wilnessed” Charmaine Martinelli illegally

enter the Plaintiff premise while the Plaintitf was at her father funeral and/or out of town,

L Aol 4 Plahff ttons wttad procsse:

10. O or about Dec. 19, 2009 and/or Feb. 5, 2010 Charmaine Martinelii, and other
unknown accomplishes illegally and unlawfully entered the Plaintiff residence without the
Plaintiff without the right to enter, without “*an emergency situation™ without the Plaintiff's
permission and/or knowledge and/or consent.

10. Charmaine Martinelli, stole several items from the residence in violation of State law,

11. Such items include a computer, monitor, expensive eye glasses, a leather rolling brief
case, expensive art supplies(paint brushes, oil paint, water paint, stencils), bocks, disposal of
personal and business receipts, personal and business papers.

12. The section 8 hud federal and/or Statc policy provides that no landiord may hire a
convicted felon, while participant and receiving federal HUD program.
Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 failed 1o exercise ordinary care in and breached the lease

agreement of implied warranty of habitability by failing lo provide adequate Security of the

COMPLAINT-FOR DAMAGES
-3-
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7. On or about Sept, 10, 2009 Roger Tonna and Does 1 thru 50 carelessly and negligently
hired a single female, Charmaine Martinelli at 111 Preda Street, San Leandro, CA, as
Property Manager for the rental units.

8. I1is Plaintiff belief that Charmaine Martinelli is a convicted felon; as several tenants in
the unit have informed and told the Plaintiff that Charmaine Martinelli, is a convicted felon
served time in prison for embezzlement.

9. Several of the tenants in the unit “saw/eye-witnessed” Charmaine Martinelli illegally

enter the Plaintiff premise while the Plaintiff was at her, father funeral and/er out of town,

e bt PlabFF ilerns wfnd s
10. On or about Dec. 19, 2009 and/or Feb, 5, 2010 Charmaine Martinelli, and other

unknown accomplishes illegatly and unlawfully entered the Plaintiff residence without the
Plaintiff without the right to enter, without “an emergency situation” without the Plaintiff's
permission and/or knowledge and/or consent,

10. Charmaine Martinelli, stole several items from the residence in violation of State law.

11. Such items include a computer, monitor, expensive cye glasses, a leather rolling brief
case, expensive art supplies(paint brushes, oil paint, water paint, stencils), books, disposal of
personal and business receipts, personal and business papers.

12, The section 8 hud federal and/or Statc policy provides that no I.andlord may hire a
convicied felon, while participant and recciving federal HUD program.
Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 failed to exercise ordinary care in and breached the lease

agreement of implied warranty of habitability by Failing to provide adequate Security of the

COMPLAINT-FOR DAMAGES
13-
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7. On or about Sept. 10, 2009 Roger Tonna and Does 1 thru 50 carelessly and negligently
hired a single female, Charmaine Martinelli al 111 Preda Street, San Leandro, CA, as
Property Manager tor the rental units.

8. It is Plaintiff belief that Charmaine Martinelli is a convicted felon; as several tenants in
the unit have informed and told the Plaintiff that Charmaine Martinelli, is a convicted {elon
served time in prison for embezzlement.

9. Several of the 1enants in the unit “*saw/eye-witnessed” Charmaine Martinelli illegally

enter the Plaintiff premise while the Plaintitf was at her father funeral and/or out of lown,

L a4 Plachf ilans wttad prarsses
10. On or about Dec. 19, 2009 and/or Feb. 5, 2010 Charmaine Martinelli, and other

unknown accomplishes illegally and unlawfully entered the Plaintiff residence without the
Plainti{T without the right o enter, without “an emergency situation” without the Plaintiff's
permission and/or knowledge and/or consent,

10. Charmaine Martinelli, stole several items from the residence in violation of State law.

11. Such items include a computer, monitor, expensive cye glasses, a leather rolling brief
case, expensive art supplies(paint brushes, oil paint, waler paint, stencils), books, disposal of
personal and business receipts, personal and business papers.

12. The section 8 hud federal and/or State policy provides that no landlord may hire a
convicted felon, while participant and receiving federal HUD program.
Roger Tonna and Does | thru 50 failed to exercise ordinary care in and breached the leasc

agreement of implied warranty of habitability by failing to provide adequate Security of the

COMPLAINT-FOR DAMAGES
-3
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_ Notice of Appeal/Cross-Appeal
APP-102 (Limited Civil Case)

- instructions

This fanm is only for appealing in a Yimited civil case. You can get nther
forms for appealing in criminal cases at any courthnuse or county Jaw library
or online at www.courtinfo.ca.goviforms.

Before you fill out this form, read Information on Appeal Procedures for
Limited Civil Cases (form APP-101-INFO) to know your rights and
responsibilities. You can get form APP-101-INFO at any courthouse or
county law library or online at www.courfinfo.ca.goviforms.

You must serve and file this form no later than 30 days after the trial
court mails or a party serves a document called a Notice of Entry of the
aial court judgment or a file-stamped copy of the judgment or 90 days after
entry of judgment, whichever is eatlier (see rule 8.823 of the Califomia
Rules of Court for very limited exceptions). If your notice of appeal Is
late, your appeal will be dismissed.

Fill out this form and make a copy of the completed form for your records
and for each of the other parties.

Serve a copy of the complcted form on each of the other parties aad keep
pronf of this service. You can get information ahnut how to serve court
papers and proof of service from What Is Proof of Service? (form
APP-109-INFO) and on the Califomia Courts Online Self-Help Center at
www.courtinfo.ca.goviseifhelp/lowcosi/getready.himiiserving.

Take nr mail the original completed form and proof of service on the other
parties 1o the clerk’s office for the same court that issued the judgment or
order you arc appealing. It is a good idca lo take nr mail an exwra copy to the
clerk and ask the clerk to stamp it to show that the original has heen filed.

@ Your Information

Ciork stamps dale hera whan form is fled.

WRBERRIAE
I
*3839760"

JLER,

You 5l in the neme and sireet sddress of the
court thal issued the judgment ar arder you are
appeaing:

Superior Court of California, County of

You £l in the number and name of tha sl court
case in which you are sppeaiing the judgmant ar
oner

Trial Court Case Number:
u um qu_'

Ha (5 b

Trial Court Case Name:

The clerk will 5 in the number befow:

Appeliate Division Case Number:

a. Name of appellant (the party whn is filing this appeal):
. S\(\q,gm gi( : 3 %#ﬂ ) Dj'uf

b. Appellant's contact infogmatina (skip this if the appellant has a lawyer for this appeal):

Street address:_}11

rpda SHeek 47

Stale Zip
Mailing address (if different):
Stroal U Ciy Stals Zip
Phone: (L{ ‘5) Q33—3Ll‘o5 E-mail (op!ional):_s,hﬂdg NGgo ‘ Lo
c. Appellant's lawyer (skip this if the appellant does nol have a lawyer for this appeal):

Name:__ W] I¥ State Bar number:
Strect address: _

Strea! City State Zip
Mailing addr di f):

ailing address (if different) = = e =
Phone: () E-mail (optional):
Fax (optional): ()
U ol CHthnia, o vk ca g Notice of Appeal/Cross-Appeal APP-102,Page 1 °‘_)°

Cal, Rules of Coun, nie 3623

{Limited Clvil Case)
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7. The term *employee” means agent, borrowed employee, casual employee, consultant,
contractor, de facto employee, independent contractor, joint adventurer, loaned employee,
part-time employee, permanent employee, personnel, provisional employee, staffer,
subcontractor, or any other type of service provider.

8. The terms “Target Number 1" and “Target Number 2” mean the individuals identified as
such during the October 5, 2011 briefing for congressional staff provided by FBI, DEA,
ATF, and DOJ employees at DOJ headquarters.



Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

-+

= — _
|':‘ PLANTIFF; Roger Tonna, e’al .wum

HG10-527647

DEFENDANT:Sharon Bridgewater

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS BY:  [X] THECOURT [} THE CLERK
3. Partias. Judgmant is
a. (X for plaintiff (name each}: Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna

and against defendant (namo each): Sharon Bridgewater

[ Continued on Altachmsnt 3a (form MC-025),
b. (] for defendant (name each) :

4. [Z] Pttt ] Defendant is entilled to possession of the premises locatad at{straet sddress, spartment, city, and county):
111 Preda St., #7
San Leandro CA 94577

8. [ Judgment applias to all occupants of the premises including ienants, sublanents it any, and namad clelmants ¥ any {Coda Giv,
Proc,, §§ 715.010, 1169 and 1174.3).

6. [X1 Amountand terms of judgment
a, {X] Defandant named in item 3a above must pay plantifon b, [) Piaintifi is to recsive nothing from dafendant

the complainl; namad in item 3b,
) Defandant namad ¥ Kam 3b is to racover
(4 L Past-due rant 4 <j2/ costs: §
@ [X] Holdoverdamages | $ 2023 O ] and atlomey fees: $

{3) 2] Attomey fass $
{4} [X] Costs $ 220.00

{5) (2] Other (speciy) : 5

L/

(5) TOTAL JUDGMENT s asewgo| 72277

c. (Z] Therental agreementis cancelad.  (X] The leasa is forfeiled.

7. [ conditional judgment. Plaintiff has breachad tha agreament 1o provida habitabla premices to defendant as stated In
Judgment-Unlswiul Delainer Attachment {form UD-1108), which s aftached,

8. ) Dther (specify):

() Continued on Attachment 8 (form MC-025). QP)
Jate: E RIOHIALOFFIGER N —

Data: QIZ \ l ) ) ch Dapuly

ey CLERK'S CERTIFICATE (Opéonal)
| certify that this Is & frue copy of the original judgment on fia In the court.

Dala:

Clerk, by , Doputy

LI0-110 (New January 9, 2603] JUDGMENT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER Pegezol2
Martin Drath

ESSENTAL FORNS™
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F PLAINTIFF: Roger Tonna, e’al .uwaan.-

DEFENDANT:Sharon Bridgewater

JUDGMENT IS ENTERED AS FOLLOWS BY: (] THECOURT  [C] THE CLERK
3. Parties, Judgmaent fs .
a. X1 for pleintiff (name each): Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna

and againsi defendant (nemo sach}: Sharon Bridgewater

[ Continuad on Attachment 3a (ferm MC-025).
b. (2] for defendant (name each; ;

4. (1 pantit ) Defendant Is entiled to possessian of the premises Incatad al(strast addrass, apartmant, city, and county):
111 Preda St., #7
San Leandro Ch 94577

5. [ Judgment applias to all occupants of the premises inctuding tenants, sublanants if any, and named clalmants ¥ any (Coda Civ.
Proc., §§ 715.010, 1169 and 1174.3).

8. [Z] Amount and terms of judgment
a. (X] Defandant namad in item 2a above must pay plalntifon b, [Z]) Piaintiff ja fo recelve nothing from defendant

the complaint: named in em 3b.
() Defondant named i itam 3b Is to recover
{1 3 Past-due rant $ Cﬂ/ costs: §
@ (X1 Holdover damages | $ 302,970 1 and atiomey fees: $
@) L] Attorney fees 3
() [Z] Coste $ 220,00
{5y ) Other {specify) : $

N

{6) TOTAL JUDGMENT $ 220wep| 7°% Jd

c. X1 tharental agresmentis cancelad.  [X] The leasa is forfeiled.

7. [ conditional Judgment. Plaintiff has breachad tha agreamant 1o provida habitabla premises to defendant as siated In
Judgment-Unfawful Delainer Attachment (form UD-1108), which Is altached.

8. [] Dther (specify):

=] Continued on Aftachment & (form MC-025), Qy}
Date: B JIDICIAL OFFCRR e

Data: QI 7 ‘[ 1D [ ! Deputy

pereen CLERK'S CERTIFICATE {Optional}
| certify that this Is a true copy of the originat judgment on file In the coust.

Dala:

Clerk, by , Depr

LD-110 (hew Jarssery 1, 20004 "JUDGMENT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER
Mlastin Deods
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in this complaint was the Owner of 111 Preda Street Apartment(s), Alameda, County, Califomnia.

2. Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of defendants sued in this complaint
As Does 1 through 50, inclusive, and therefore sue these individuals by such fictitious names.
Plaintiff will amend this complaint to allege their true names and capacities when ascertained.
Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that each of the fictitiously named
Delendants is negligently responsible in some manner for the occurrences alleged in this
complaint, and Plaintiff injuries and/or damages herein alleged were proximately caused by the
Defendant’s negligence,

3. At all times mentioned in this complaint defendants, Roger Tonna, and does 1
thru 50, owned and operated, maintained, controlled that certain apariment building at 1 1| Preda
Street, San Leandro, County of Alameda, Califomia.

4. On or about June 15, 2009 the Plaintiff entered into a written lease agreement for
premises of 111 Preda Street Apartment #7, San Leandro, CA 94577 with Roger Tonna and
Doces 1 thru 50.

5. Atall times mentioned in this complaint plaintiff performed her obligations under the
lease agreement defendants(s) and was in lawful, legal, possession of the apartments at 11
Preda Street Apariment # 7.

6. At all times mentioned the Plaintilf was a part pité in the United States Housing and
Urban Development HUD section 8 program.

7. Each month the defendants receive payments from HUD on behalf of the Plaintiff,

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-2
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in this complaint was the Owner of 111 Preda Street Apartment(s), Alameda, County, California.

2. Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of defendants sued in this complaint
As Does | through 50, inclusive, and therefore sue these individuals by such fictitious names.
Plaintiff will amend this complaint to allege their true names and capacities when ascertained.
Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that cach of the fictitiously named
Defendants is negligently responsible in some manner for the occurrences alleged in this
complaint, and Plaintiff injuries and/or damages herein alleged were proximately caused by the
Defendant’s negligence,

3. Atall times mentioned in this complaint defendants, Roger Tonna, and does 1
thru 50, owned and operated, maintained, controlled that certain apartment building at 111 Preda
Street, San Leandro, County of Alameda, California.

4. On or about June 15, 2009 the Plaintiff entered into a written lease agreement for
premises of 111 Preda Sireet Apartment #7, San Leandro, CA 94577 with Roger Tonna and
Does | thru 50,

5. Atall times mentioned in this complaint plaintiff performed her obligations under the
lease agreement defendants(s) and was in lawful, legal, possession of the apartmentsat 111
Preda Street Apariment # 7.

6. At all times mentioned the Plaintiff was a part paté in the United States Housing and
Urban Development HUD section 8 program,

7. Each month the defendants receive payments from HUD on behalf of the Plaintiff,

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

.2.
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in this complaint was the Owner of 111 Preda Street Apariment(s), Alameda, County, California,

2. Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of defendants sued in this complaint
As Does | through 50, inclusive, and therefore sue these individuals by such fictitious names.
Plaintiff will amend this complaint to allege their true names and capacities when ascertained.
Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that each of the fictitiously named
Defendants is negligently responsible ih some manner for the occurrences alleged in this
complaint, and PlaintifT injuries and/or damages herein alleged were proximately caused by the
Defendant’s negligence.

3. Atall times mentioned in this complaint defendants, Roger Tonna, and does |
thru 50, owned and operated, maintained, controlled that certain apartment building at | 11 Preda
Street, San Leandro, County of Alameda, California.

4. On or about June 15, 2009 the Plaintiff entered into a written lease apreement for
premises of 111 Preda Street Apartment #7, San Leandro, CA 94577 with Roger Tonna and
Does 1 thru 50,

5. At all times mentioned in this complaint plaintiff performed her obligations under the
lease agreement defendants(s) and was in lawful, legal, possession of the apartments at 111
Preda Street Apartment # 7.

6. At all times mentioned the Plaintiff was a part paté in the United States Housing and
Urban Development HUD section 8 program,

7. Each month the defendants receive payments from HUD on behalf of the Plaintiff.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-2.
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Sharon Bridgewater
111 Preda Street # 7
San Leandro, CA 94577

In Pro Se
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
Sharon Bridgewater, CASE No,
Plainuift,
Vs. COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

Ne%Iigence; Breach of Implied Warranty of
Habitabllity; Breach of Contract

Roger Tonna
Amount demanded § 7,499.00

And Does 1 thru 50 inclusive

[SMALL CLAIMS COURT)

Defendants,

Plaintiff alleges:

i. Atall times menlicned in this complaint, defendant Roger Tonna and does | thru 50

inclusive was the Owner of Apartment units at 111 Preda Street #7, San Leandro, CA

94577.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES
-1.
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Sharon Bridgewater

I11 Preda Street # 7
San Leandro, CA 94577

In Pro Se
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
Sharon Bridgewater, CASE No.
Plaintiff,
Vs. COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

Ne%ligence; Breach of Implied Warranty of
Hablitability; Breach of Contract

Roger Tonna

Amount demanded § 7,499.00
[SMALL CLAIMS COURT]

And Does 1 thru 50 inclusive

Defendants,

PlaintifF alleges:
1. Atall times mentioned in this complaint, defendant Roger Tonna and does | thru 50
inclusive was the Owner of Apartment units at 111 Preda Street #7, San Leandro, CA

94577.

COMPLAINT FOIl{ DAMAGES
-1-
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Sharon Bridgewater
111 Preda Street # 7
San Leandro, CA 94577

In Pro Se
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
Sharon Bridgewater, CASE No.
Plaintiff,
Vs. COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

Ne%ligence; Breach of Implied Warranty of
Habitability; Breach of Contract

Roger Tonna
Amount demanded $ 7,499.00

And Does 1 thru 50 inclusive

[SMALL CLAIMS COURT]

Defendants,

PlaintifT alleges:

1. Atall times mentioned in this complaint, defendant Roger Tonna and does | thru 50

inclusive was the Owner of Apartment units at 11] Preda Street #7, San Leandro, CA

94577.

COMPLAINTF OR DAMAGES
-1-
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UD-105

| PLANTIFF (Name}: ﬁo@“fﬁﬁ"&‘f TP Sutirace .
DEFEROANT (NS} ot ptint Ll Dt EPC HE105276477

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (cont'd) _
j. Facts supporting aliirmative defenses phecked above ﬁdhmﬁly each Bom separately Qyib!eusrﬂ'o:.ﬂpapo ong), .
@B 3-d- PlantifF nohice is defeckwe, jruplid dosat
Shatn, ®ndfol N kox 1s \
o~ He nohie, 40 Persm b be. seved . » Cowd dote
{1) 3 Al the facts are statad in Attachmant 3. {2) [X) Facts aro continued In Atiachmenf3). hase, W

4. OTHER STATEMENTS
8. ] Defendant vacaled the premises on (dafa): m
b. Tha falr rental valua of the pamigas ; inthe complaint Is axcasa aln): o ﬁz .;f-a/{
o Mﬁ's m'{"’ V!ﬂflb-\'h ?(ml "'"'H“,, . :lf‘ S
' &to( d b mandua o frresidelt Mmaraas ™ jh vieds
. & [ other (spocityy . . o Oa). LA
debadads ase ek Fed. 4 Skt
ot
5. DEFENDANT REQUESTS
a, thal plalntiff tzxe nothing requasied In the complaint.
b. cosis incumed inthis proceeding.
c % reasanable atiomay fees. .
d. thai plaintiff be ordored lo (3} make repairs and comect the conditions thal constilute a braach of the warranty Lo provide
habitabte premisas and (2) seduce the monthry rent to a reasor;ablo renta! value untit the conditiong ara cormrectad.

o OO omertecity: Futhan, ¢odaa relilf as de

6 [J Numberof pages atlached (spacify):

URLAWFUL DETAINER ASSISTANT (Buaingss and Profassions Code sectlons B400- 641 5)
7. (Mustba compieled in all casas) An unlawlul detainer asatstant [X] didnot [ ] did for compensation give advice pr
assistancs with \is form. (if defendant hes received any help or advice for pay from an vnlawlyl defainer assistant, stale:

9. Assiatanl's nama; b. Teisphona Np.:
c. Sueal address, city, and ZIP:
d. County of registration; e. Registration No.: f. Expirgs on {data):
Smwﬁn Une na® ) .
ITYPL CAPRNT sty FRCHATUME OF DEPDNDANT O ATTORAD
ITYPE CRPAINT Mang ) ; IECRATURL OF COHLMGANE R ATTOREY)
(Each defandant for whom this enswer Is filad must bo namod in iem 1 ana must sign this answar unless his or her atiomey signs.)
VERIFICATION

. {U'se & different verification form if tha verificallon Is by an aliomay ot for 8 coiporation or partnership, )
1 am the defandunt in this proceeding and have read this answer. i declare under penaty of perjury undar the faws of the Stata of
Cailfernia that the foregalng Is true and comect Date:

SUARE ro L. o gtanrin ’—%‘*‘“@
(TP Ot pmunt sy ENQMATURE OF DITEHOART|

LO-165 (R, Lanuay 1, 207) ANSWER—Untawfu! Detalner Pagaz et
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| PLanTIEF (Nam):wﬂo@&c.-‘-- M,P:u, FERALT st )
OEFENDANT (Name): ot g rans LEHE 7 O st s THC HG 10527647

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (contd) )
i. Facts supporing affirmative defenses chacked above (idontily sach Rom sgparataly by is letter om pags ans): .
@ 3-d- Plantif notice s defectwe,, !nw.ﬂw!., dosat
Statn, ndfol Ng kor. I1s .
ow He e +o Persm Yo be served. %"f«bwm"’l S
{1 T3 Al tho facts are stated in Atlachmant 3], 12) [X] Facts are continued In Aiachmank3). haue. )‘«au.uhdo-s.

4. OTHER STATEMENTS

a. % Defendant vacated the premises on dale): mp 1“0 d d*p

b. Tha falr rental vaius of tha pramixes : inthe complaint Is excessi ain).  dedeny
fedons. Fal Toproviae e P WTh. S T

e Mo( ﬁ:l Yo ma~tow o fresudet m'-‘mm-s-\' w vielsha

¥ Vi . of Ca) LAu
debrdaks are Waahoy Fed. ¢ Stz
aw)
5, DEFENDANT REQUESTS
a. that plaintf take nothing requasied In tha complainl
b. cosls incumed in this proceeding.
c reasanable attornay feas. ,
d. that platnliff be orderad to {1) make repairs and comect the conditions thal constitiste a breach of the wamanty (o provids

hablabie premisas and (2! 1educe the monthiy rand to @ reasonable renta! value until the conditions ara cormectad,

* OQ oneriwclt fudtun Lothen relitf as deenedd
W by o Cnt.
8. [C_1 Numberof pages aliached (specify)
UHLAWFUL DETAINER ASSISTANT {Business and Professions Code aecticns B400- 6415)

7. (Mus!be completed in 8 cases) An unlawlul detalner asatstant [ didnot [ ) did for compensation give advice o
assistance with this form. (if defendant hes racaived any heip or sdvice for pay from an unfawful detsines 83sistant, stals:

9. Assistant’s narma: b. Telephone No.
c. Street gddress, city, and ZIP;
d. County of registration; e. Registralion No.: 1. Expirgs on {date);
5“&{@#6/’ 1l g B e )
[TTPLCRPRT sty RIGHATURE OF DEFHOUANT O ATTCANEY)
(YL CNPPNT ) ] LECHATUAL OF DEFLMGANT OA ATTORNET)
(Each defandant lor whom this answer is flad must be namad in Hem 1 and must sign this enswer unless his of her attomney signs. )
VERIFICATION

. (Use a different venification form if the verilication Is by an aflomey c for @ cosporation or partnership, )
t am the defandant in this proceeding and have tead this answer, ! declare under panaty of parjy under the laws of the State of
Calornta that the foragoing Is true and comect, Data:

v .
SIRG ,g’ Z,W }_%___,@
1oves o pruser rasagy (0MATURE OF DETLHOMNTY

WO Ry Sy 3. 2067) ANSWER—Unlawfu) Detalner Puge 2ot
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ruts (). g 92t P1Rray TR P _
DEFENOANT (NAMO). Syt e i nt LV f H g et A TP HGel05276Y477

Y

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (contd)
J. Facis supparing alrmative defenses chacked above (idntily sach 2om sgparately by its lefter from pags onei

@ 2-d- Plant ifF nothice. is defectwe, !nmuld., doset

Shatn, Znd[o€ No kok. Is
o~ He npie 4o Persm o be. served, %Nwmrd

{1) 3 All the facts ara stated in Attachmant 3], {2) [X) Facts aro continued In Attachmenf3). haue,
4. OTHER STATEMENTS

a. [_] Defendantvacated the premises on (dale): 15.{0
b [ Thafalrrnntalvaunoiu\apm sgedinlhamm lntlsax M%\ S*"‘Al d@&pﬂs

c [ Dme.rfspani ma::"‘ e ‘frcmh—l‘ mc..m-x-‘ P V\Auft&
PENMS are L»wh,ﬁ.s fed. ¢ Sttt
2 ¢

oF CAl LAD!
5. DEFENDANT REQUESTS
a. that plaintiff take nothing requasied In the cornplaint.
b. costs jncumed jnthis proceeding.
c % reasonalie atomey faas. )
d. thai plaintiff be ordored o (1) maks, repalrs and comect the conditions that conatitute a breach of the warranty Lo provide
habiiable premisgs and (2} reduce the monthiy rent 1o @ reasonabie rental valug unlil the conditiong ara correctad,

e. 30 ot ipecity fudtun Lot relitf as de

.W by Yo Crnt-

6. ] Numberof pages attached (specify)

UNLAWFUL DETAINER ASSISTANT (Businegs and Professions Code sectlons B400- 6415)
7. (Mustbe complated in ail cases) An untawlul detainar ssatstant (X3 didnot ] did  for compensation plve advice or
assistanca with this form, {if dafendant hag recaivod any help or advice for pay from an untawiut datalnet asslstant, state:

a. Assistant’s nama: b. Tesophona Mo.:
c. Sueet address, cily, and ZIP:
@. County of registration; e. Registration No.: {. Expires on {date):
(it oA Mgy {EICHATURE OF DEFENDAAT DA ATTOANEY)
TYPL RPN Pl LE VECAATURL OF BXFEMGANT CRATTONET)
(Each defandant for whom this enswer is ffad must be namod in Bem 1 and must sign this enswar unless his of her etiomay signs.)
VERIFICATION

(Use a diffarent verification form if the vevification Is by an siomey of for 8 corparation or partnership, )
1am the defandant in his proceeding and have read Ihis answer, | daclare under penaity of parjury under Lhe faws of the Stata of
Caiifornia that the [oregoing Is true and cormecl Date:
1

SIARG o L7 A gtonsinn )_%‘_@

0105 v, Jangry 1. 300 ANSWER—Unlawfu? Detalner Pipezotl
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TR

_ UD-105
ATTCANEY OR PARTY WITHGUT ATTORNEY (Name sod Acrasaf: TEEMONE K PN COUNT USE BHLY:
Stnxons Lrio

i Preda. Shtees &7
Shnt Leacdeo, ch TESTT

smonev iRt A/ Ppe Ml X ] FILED
IS it Chac oy O srncs.) Uil Jom) 5 BBMEDA COUNTY

SPREETAORESS: (e dop o Al erigola !

Looneoonss 210405 M puagtn, Streel” AUG 0 ¢ 2010
e Ty 8 sy CUERK Q1 i BUPERIOR Couky
PLAIMTIFF. gagan* M J‘hL‘f fbﬂﬂn VTSI Mk, £ et ,\,
nzFEer.gmau gﬂfa ; g ___ il
ANSWER—Unlawful Detainer . HG 105 2-TL4 7 4-b

Oalendant (nameas): SHren B :.ﬂﬁ'-‘:u-q-ﬂ:rc

answers the complaint as follows;
2. Check ONLY ONE ef the next two boxes:

a. [(X] Defendant genarally danlas sach slatement of tha complaint. (0 not chack this bax & the complaint domands mora
than $1,000.

b. [X) Defendantadmits that all of the slalements of the comglalnt aﬂ:truﬂf EXCEPT
(1) Defendant claims e fofolving statemants of tha camplaint ace false (usa paragraph n from the 'aint
or explsing The. Je foreled agreed u il flewd I o PiegutifF pove
On OfPL Moerrsed ) wenwed The rtidd to \;u«ﬁj.

[ Centinued on Attachment 25 (1),

{2} Defendant has no Information br ballef that he fcliowing statemants of the complaint are e, st defandant denles
them (uso paragraph numbiers from tho camplaint or axplain):

£ cantinved on Attachment 2b (2).

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (NOTE: For 8ach box checkod, you mus! stale trisf facis to suppart it In tha spaea providad 8t
——————thwlcpefpegetvo-flem3ik

a. [T} (norpayment of rent only) Plaintif has braached tha warranty Io provide habitable premises.

. [ {nonpaymont of rent orly) Defendant made needed repairs and properly deducied the cost from the rent, and plaintitf did
not glve proper credit.

. [ (nonpayment of rent only) On [dato): before the natice to pay or quit expired, defendant
offered the rent dug but plaintiff would nol accept it.

5 Platntiif walved, changsd. or canceled the notice to quit.

d

e. (€] Plalnulf served defendant with the nctice to quit or filed the complaint o retatiale sgainst defendant.

f. (3] By sening defendant wilh the nalice to quit or filing the complaint, plalnitil is arbilrarily discriminating against the
defendant in viclation of tha Constitution or taws of the United States or Calilomia,

u. [] Plainliffs demand for possesslon viokates the local renl control or eviction contol ardinance of (city or county, file
of ardinance, and dale of passago):

o

N

(AJso, briefly stafe the facts showing viokation of the orinance in ltam 3/}
b (21 Plalntiif accepled rent from defendant to cover a period of time after the date the notice 1o quit explred.
i. [) Other affimativs defenses ara staled in ftam 3]. :

Mg 1d3
Form Ao by e ducdad . Gl 0w, 1540 el e
Gy ANSWER—Unlaw{ul Detainer Cota o O Prccion: § 42412

e Loxsfink £2.00
w
wessw FormmitAiow.com|



Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

TR

‘8878201
UD-105
ATTORNEY GA pmvwmaﬁ:mn.r {Nawe pt AgTasaf, TELEPHONE N, DA COUNT LS2 ONLY-
B o ,&uam
i Heerda Sthteet &7

St Leadzo, ch AtsTT
ATIORNEY FORpNaml. 12/ Py e

: . FILED
e Supeaigr Coud oy Corrsfmmed. ) Lindad Jor| s BEAMEDA CoUNTY
Al aemedal

STREEY AnDRESY: W.{ of

e FE40S gt Street” AUG 0 ¢ Zing
s [ Prrued « A Gys sy 5:.'.'!‘:4;’:1:“"3 SUPERIOR coy |
PLAYIFF 2045‘5('}- mrhey  JoMnA == Mhane € 00 :;
CEPEHOANT. < horp o) g;z;bmr@{_, T
ANSWER—Unlawtul Detainer ; HG&05 277647 1

1. Dafendant (names): Strzens B ::am

answers the complaint as follows;
2. Check ONLY ONE of the next two boxes:

a. [X] Defendant gensrally danias gach stalement of the complaint (Do naf chack this bax & the complaint domands more
than $1.000.

b. CX] Dafendantadmits that afl of the stataments of the conp!alnl;re trus‘aEXCEPT
{1} Defendant claims the foBoving statements of thy ca il re false (use paragraph from the camplaint
or explainyTh.. dt&ﬂ aqreed o 4. h.j—.{f— He Pla ,22 m.d\J
O ORRL Maeneed) weawd the il +o \Jtlcag

[ continued on Attachment 2b (1),

(2} Defendont has no Information or belief that the fellowing stalemants of the tomplaint are true, so dafandant denlas
them (use paragraph numbers from the camplaint or gxplain);

[ cantinued on Attachment 2b (2).
3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (NOTE: For aach box checkod, your must state brief facts o suppont it In tha spaca providsd st

o
a. [} (norpaymon of rant anly) Plaintif has breached the warranty I provide habitable premises,
b. [ {nonpayment of rant only) Delendant made needed 2pairs and propery deducled the cost from the rent, and plaintdf did
not glve proper credit,
. [ (nonpaymont of rent only) On {dato): befare the notice ta pay or quit expired, defendant
dfered the rent due bt plaintiff would not accapt it,
i Plalntiif walver, chanpad, or canceled the notico to guit

. [(3€] Puaintff served defendant with the netica ko qui or filed the complaint to retzliale against defendant.
(3] By seving defendant with the natics o quit or filing the complaint, plaintiif is asbilrarly discriminating against the
defendant in violation of tha Constitution or laws of the Unlled States or Califomia,

- [ Plalntiff's demand for possession violates the kacal rant control or eviction control ominance of (dily ar counly, ife
of ardinance, and dale of passoga);

~ a0 a O

(Also, briefly stale the facts showing vickation of the ordinanca i flam 3.}
(X pPrlntif accepted rent from defendant to cover a period of time after the tale the nolice o quit expired.
(73 other atfimativs defenses ara stated in itam 3 ’
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1.

Oelandant (names): Strtrzens Bt :.ﬂm

answers the complaint as foligws:
2. Check ONLY ONE ef the next two boxes:
a. [X]] Dafandant gensrally denias gach statement of the complaint, (D0 not chogk this box i the complaint dermands mara

than $1,000,
b. [XJ Defendantadmils that all of the stalsments of the comptaint are tus EXCEPT
(1} Deferdant claims the fofoling statements pf tha carrplaint are false (use paragraph n. from tha laint
af axplainf The. dlftnf«;g agreed u il e iF §, pu,!;’h brcaﬂ
dn OLRL F‘W’ weerwesl the i id to e .

[ continued on Attachmant 2b (1),

{2) Declendant has no tnformation or bellef that the following statemants of tha complaint are true, s dafandant denfas
them (use paragraph numbers from the camplaint or sxplain).

() continued on Attachment 2b (2],

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES {NOTE: For aach box checked, you must sialo brief facts to support if fn tha spaca providad at
e - s

3. [} {norpaymant of rent only) Plaintif has breached the warranty to provide habitable peamises,

b. [ {nonpayment of rentonly) Defendant made nesded repairs and properly deducted the cost from the rent, and plaintif did
not glve proper credit.
¢ [} (nonpaynont of ren! only) On [date): before the notice ta pay of quit expired, defendant

offered the rent due but plantiif would nol accept it
: Plalntiff walvad, changad, or canceled the nolice lo quit.

d
e Plalatlif served delendant with the netice to quit or filed the complaint to retaliate against defendant.
f

(327 By sewing defendant with the notize to quit or filing the complaint, plaintlf is arbitrarly discriminating against ha
defendant in vidiation of tha Constitution or laws of the Uniled States or Calfomia,

9. [ PlaintiTs demand for possesslon viotates the local rent contiol or eviction control ordinance of (cify or counly, fitle
of ardinance, and dale of passage):

{Als0, brielly stale the facts showing viclation of the ordinance in ltam 5/.)

h. [ Plalatiff accepted rent from defendant to cover a period of time after the date the nolice 1 quit expired.
L. [ other affirmative defenses are stated in itgm 3. :
gl
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SUPERIOR COURT
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617995

SHARON BRIDGEWATER, ET AL
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Request No. 2: Defendants request the Court to take judicial notice of Defendants
Roger and Mary Tonna's small claims judgment against Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater in
the case of Bridgewater v. Tonna, Alameda County Small Claims No. HS10-520747. A
certified copy of same is attached hereto as Exhibit #B.

Request No. 3: Defendants request the Court to take judicial notice of Defendants
Roger and Mary Tonna's complaint in unlawful detainer against Plaintiff Sharon
Bridgewater, in the case of Tonna, et al v. Bridgewater, Alameda County Superior Court,
Case No. HG10-527647. A certified copy of same is attached hereto as Exhibit #C.

Request No. 4: Defendants request the Court to take judicial notice of Plaintiff
Sharon Bridgewater's answer to said unlawful detainer complaint in the case of Tonna, et

al v. Bridgewater, Alameda County Superior Court, Case No. HG10-527647. A certified

copy of same is attached hereto as Exhibit #D.

Request No. 5: Defendants request the Court to take judicial notice of Defendants
Roger and Mary Tonna's judgment in unlawful detainer against Plaintiff Sharon
Bridgewater, in the case of Tonna, et al v. Bridgewater, Alameda County Superior Court,
Case No. HG10-527647. A certified copy of same is attached hereto as Exhibit #E.

Request No. 6: Defendants request the Court to take judicial notice of Plaintiff
Sharon Bridgewater's appeal from the unlawful detainer judgment taken against her, in
the case of Tonna, et al v. Bridgewater, Alameda County Superior Court, Case No.

HG10-527647. A certified copy of same is attached hereto as Exhibit #F.
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