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ELECTRONICALLY FILED
NOTICE TO DEFENDANT:

(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): 6/3/2025
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: Kern County Superior Court
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): By Alexandra Valles, D¢

JOHN DOE R.R., an individual.

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard unless you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask the
court clerk for a fee waiver form. If you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property may
be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www./awhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
[AVISO! Lo han demandado. Si no responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version. Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le entreguen esta citacion y papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o una llamada telefonica no lo protegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede enconlrar eslos formularios de la corte y mds informacion en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le quede mas cerca. Si no puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte que
le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, pueds perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte e podra
quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitos legales. Es recomendable que llame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remision a abogados. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar estos grupos sin fines de lucro en el sitic web de California Legal Services,
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con la corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualguier recuperacion de $10,000 6 mas de valor recibida mediante un acuerdo o una concesion de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que

The name and address of the court is: CASE NUMBER:

(Numerao del Caso).
(El nombre y direccién de la corte es): Superior Court of California, County of . BCV-25-102004

Kern, 1215 Truxtun Ave. Bakersfield, CA 93301

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccion y el nimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandanle que no tiene abogado, es):

DOWNTOWN LA LAW GROUP 612 S Broadway, Los Angeles, CA 900% : o % - (213) 389-3765
(Foche) 61312025 TARA LEAL %‘:ﬁﬁ;gm ) e Aai’JL ATUA e
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).
[SEAL] NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
1. [/] as anindividual defendant. Doe 1, a public emtity
2. [] as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):
3. [\/] on behalf of (specify): County of Kern, a public entity
under:[_ ] CCP 416.10 (corporation) [ ] cCP 416.60 (minor)
[] cCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [ ] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[ ] CCP 415.40 (association or partnership) [ | CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
[/] other (specify): CCP416.50 (public entity)
4. [ by personal delivery on (date):
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, state bar number, and address):
Andrew M. Morrow, Esa. SBN: 128300
DOWNTOWN LA LAW GROUP

540 S. Santa Fe Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90013

TELEPHONE NO.; 213-389-3765 FAX NO. (Optional): 877-389-2775
E-MAIL ADDRESS (Optional): andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Namer JOHN DOE R.R.

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

JOHN DOE R.R., an individual Gase Humbor
BCV25102004
Plaintiff(s)
Vs. AMENDMENT TO
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
100, inclusive. Sec. 474 CCP

Defendant(s)

Upon filing the first amended complaint herein, plaintiff being ignorant of the true name of a defendant, and having designated said
defendant in the complaint by a ficticious name, to wit:

DOE 1, a public entity
and having discovered the true name of said defendant to be

COUNTY OF KERN, a public entity

hereby amends his first amended complaint by inserting such true name in the place and stead of such fictitious name wherever it appears in
said first amended complaint

]

Ve
Dated: 6/29/2026 =~

AN—

ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF

The above amendment may be filed.

Dated:

JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Bernard C. Barmann, Jr.

BY ORDER OF TI'_IE D/ISUPV
Referred To SeQ2OA L SN
e 2 Qc\b&es !

S TTISET . iw?—
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Date_A-272.7.(¢
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Byﬂ\m\%‘w , Deputy

Glerk 580 2170 C-262 (6/91) (Optional Form) AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT
u'_B Essential
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern

Andrew M. Morrow, III, Esq. - State Bar No. 128300 By: Julia Barrera
DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP Deputy Clerk
540 S. Santa Fe Ave. 03/25/26 1:56 PM

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Tel: (213) 389-3765

Fax: (877) 389-2775

Email: Andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

JOHN DOE R.R.
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN
JOHN DOE R.R., an individual; Case No.: BCV25102004
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT
Plaintiff,
(1) NEGLIGENCE
2 (2) BREACH OF MANDATORY
STATUTORY DUTIES
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through (3) INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
100, inclusive. EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
(4) VIOLATION OF THE BANE ACT
Defendants.

COMES NOW, Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., an individual; (“Plaintiff’) hereby
complains and alleges against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,

inclusive (“Defendants”), as follows:

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

1. The claims set forth herein arise from adults who suffered acts of childhood sexual

assault at a Camp Erwin Owen, located at 14401 Sierra Way, Kernville, CA 93238, a
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Downtown L.A. Law Group

540 S. Santa Fe Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90013

S O R NN AW N -

o B = S L VS N S RN - IS N« NV TR “G 6 S NG [

juvenile hall and/or youth detention center, owned, operated, controlled, managed,
maintained, inspected, patrolled, and oversaw by Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and
DOES 2 through 100, inclusive. Plaintiff was a minor dependent and/or detainee of the
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and placed at a
juvenile hall and/or youth detention center, for children during their pending court
proceedings. While in the care and custody of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES
2 through 100, inclusive, at the Kern County probation facility, Plaintiff was subjected to
various acts of childhood sexual assault, sexual abuse, sexual harassment and/or molestation.
These acts of childhood sexual assault, sexual abuse, sexual harassment and/or molestation
were committed by other minor dependents and/or detainees and witnessed and/or
encouraged by currently unidentified staff members, including but not limited to, supervisors,
teachers, counselor, nurses, physicians, detention officers, custodians, other staff members.
2. Plaintiff identified in this lawsuit was a victim of childhood sexual assault, sexual
abuse, sexual harassment, molestation, and other misconduct, by Defendant DOES 51
through 100, and Plaintiff was a minor dependent and/or detainee under the age of eighteen,
under the care, custody and control of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive. |

3. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon allege, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to properly screen, hire, train and
supervise the employees, agents and/or individuals under Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;
and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, control, that worked with, volunteered, and or were
around the minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including but not
limited to, failing to perform and conduct criminal background checks on staff, detention
officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or
detainees. .

4. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a

public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, each owed a duty of care to supervise the
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minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, as well as supervise the
employees, agents, and staff members who worked with, and around children at juvenile
halls and/or youth detention centers, including but not limited to, supervisors, teachers,
counselors, nurses, physicians, detention officers, custodians, other staff members.

5. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that due to the complete lack
of supervision by Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive,
were allowed to perpetrate acts of sexual assault, sexual abuse and/or molestation on
Plaintiff.

6. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known about the acts
of sexual assault, sexual abuse and/or molestation committed by defendant DOES 51 through
100, upon Plaintiff, by way of multiple reports of sexual abuse of Plaintiff and other children
under their care at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, and other evidence of sexual
assault and sexual abuse of Plaintiff and other children under their care at juvenile halls
and/or youth detention centers.

7. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that the supervisory employees
of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should
have known that there was a failure of supervision, hiring and training of employees, agents,
and staff working at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers. '

8. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times herein,
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have
known that it employed dangerous sexual predators at juvenile halls and/or youth detention
centers who were unfit, posed a risk of harm to minor children, and/or posed a risk of
childhood sexual assault to minor children in Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES
2 through 100, inclusive’s care, custody and control. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known, or were

otherwise on notice, that it employed employees, agents and/or staff members at juvenile
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halls and/or youth detention centers that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that|
created the risk of childhood sexual assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to
implement reasonable safeguards to avoid acts of childhood sexual assault by these staff
members on minors, including Plaintiff.

9. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that as employees,
representatives, servants, agents, and/or volunteers of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and|
DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the employees, agents and/or staff members of juvenile halls
and/or youth detention centers, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, were placed into
positions of guardianship and legal authority over Plaintiff. As a result, there was a special,
trusting, and fiduciary relationship between Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youth
detention centers employees, agents and/or staff, as well as between Defendants DOE [, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and Plaintiff. Through this relationship
with Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, stood
in loco parentis with Plaintiff. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, took Plaintiff into the custody, care, and control as wards of the state,
which conferred upon Plaintiff the reasonable belief that Plaintiff, a minor child, would be
protected and cared for, as if Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, were Plaintiff's own parents.

10.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known of the staff
members at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ wrongful conduct at or about the
time it was occurring, and thereafter, but took no action to obstruct, inhibit or stop such
continuing conduct, or to help Plaintiff endure the trauma from such conduct. Despite the
authority and ability to do so, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or did not act effectively to stop the
sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assaults, or to protect Plaintiff from the

results of that trauma.
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11.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that during the period of
sexual assaults perpetrated upon Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, had the authority and the ability to obstruct or stop the employees,
agents and/or staff members of juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ sexual abuse of
Plaintiff, including the acts of Defendant DOES 51 through 100, but intentionally,
negligently and/or willfully failed to do so, thereby allowing the assaults to occur and to
continue unabated.
12. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times herein,
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have
known that Defendant DOES 51 through 100 were unfit, posed a risk of harm to minor
children, and/or posed a risk of childhood sexual assault to minor children in Defendants
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive’s, care, custody and control.
Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew
or should have known, or were otherwise on notice, that Defendant DOES 51 through 100,
had engaged and/or were engaging in misconduct that created the risk of childhood sexual
assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to implement reasonable safeguards to avoid
acts of childhood sexual assault by Defendant DOES 51 through 100, on minors, including
Plaintiff,
13.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all relevant times,
Plaintiff and other children housed at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers were
dependent on Defendants DOE 1; a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, for all
their basic needs, including but limited to, food, shelter, clothing, toileting, medical treatment
and care. At all relevant times, Plaintiff and the other children housed at juvenile halls and/or
youth detention centers were not allowed to leave juvenile halls and/or youth detention
centers and were confined to juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers by Defendants
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

PARTIES
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14. Atall times relevant herein, Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R. was a resident of Kern County
and a dependent child of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive. This action is governed by Code of Civil Procedure § 340.1 because JOHN DOE
R.R. are adults who was a victim of childhood sexual assault. JOHN DOE R.R. is under the
age of forty (40) years, as such pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §340.1(g)(2), a
certificate of merit will not be filed.

15.  Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive, were governmental entities duly organized and existing under and by the
virtue of the laws of the State of California and authorized to do, and is doing, business in the
State of California with its principal place of business in the Kern County, State of
California.

16.  Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive, were and are public entities of which the Kern County Probation Department
(“Probation Department”) is a subdivision.

17. Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive, owned, operated, controlled, managed, maintained, inspected, patrolled, and
oversaw juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers.

[8.  Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive, were responsible for the hiring, retention and supervision of all employees,
agents, staff, and volunteers at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including but nof
limited to, teachers, counselors, supervisory staff, volunteers, detention officers, custodians,
other staff members and all medical staff. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, were also responsible for supervising and caring for the needs of all
the minor children residing at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers.

19.  Defendants DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, were agents and/or employees of

Defendants Kern County, a public entity, inclusive, and were at all times relevant hereon,
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acting in the course and scope of their employment and/or agency with Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

20.  Defendant DOES 51 through 100, inclusive, were perpetrators of physical and sexual
childhood assault against Plaintiff, as alleged herein.

21.  Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of those defendants sued herein
as DOES 1 through 100 and for that reason has sued such Defendants under fictitious names.
Plaintiff will seek leave of the Court to amend this Complaint to identify the DOE
Defendants when their identities have been ascertained. Each of the fictitiously named DOE
Defendants was in some manner liable and legally responsible for the harm sustained by
Plaintiff in that their conduct caused the damages and injuries set forth herein.

22. Whenever this Complaint makes reference to any act of Defendants, such allegations
shall be deemed to mean all named Defendants, or their officers, managers, representatives,
employees, agents, heirs, and/or assignees, who did or authorized such acts while actively
engaging in the operation, management, direction, or control of the affairs of Defendants
while acting within the course and scope of their duties, except as specifically alleged to the
contrary.

23. Each of the Defendants designated herein as DOE is responsible, in some manner, for
the events and happenings herein referred to, thereby legally causing the injuries and
damages to Plaintiff, as herein alleged.

24.  Atall times relevant to this Complaint, Defendants were the knowing agents, joint
venturers and/or alter egos of one another, and of their co-defendants and were acting within
the course and scope of their employment, agency, joint venturer, and/or alter ego
relationship, and Defendants directed, ratified, and/or approved each other’s conduct and that
of each other’s agents or employees. Defendants agreed upon, approved, or ratified each
other’s conduct, or otherwise conspired together to commit all of the acts and/or omissions
alleged herein.

JURISDICTION & VENUE
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25.  This Court has jurisdiction over all causes of actions asserted in this complaint
pursuant to the California Constitutional Article VI, section 10, California Code of Civil
Procedure section 410.10, because no cause of action contained herein is given by statute to
other trial courts and the amount in controversy exceeds $25,000.00.

26.  Venue in this Court is proper pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure sections
393, 394, and 395, because Defendants in this action are public agencies situated in Kern
County and, on information and belief, all of the acts or omissions complained of in this
Complaint took place in Kern County.

CHILDHOOD SEXUAL ASSAULT, ABUSE AND/OR MOLESTATION SUFFERED

BY PLAINTIFF
27.  Atall times relevant herein, Plaintiff was subjected to acts of childhood sexual
assault, harassment, abuse, and/or molestation by Defendant DOES 51 through 100, and
constitute childhood sexual assault within the definition of Code of Civil Procedure
§340.1(d). These acts of childhood sexual assault, harassment, abuse and/or molestation
resulted in the personal physical injury, as well as emotional, psychological, and psychiatric
injury and damage to Plaintiff.
28.  Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R. was placed at a Kern County probation facility under the
supervision of the Probation Department. Plaintiff was physically assaulted, sexually
harassed and abused by staff members.
STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS

29. Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §340.1(a) as amended and made effective
January 1, 2020, the statute of limitations has increased to 22 years after Plaintiff reaches the
age of 18 (40 years of age) during which time the Plaintiff must assert his/her claim or 5
years after Plaintiff discovers or reasonably should have discovered the resulting
psychological injury or illness (delayed discovery) whichever is later. Furthermore, §340.1
reopens claims for a period of three years to December 31, 2022 in which even time barred

claims may be brought; that period is extended a further 2 years for anyone incarcerated on
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that date under CCP §352.1. Lastly, COVID-19 emergency rule 9 adds an additional 6
months to the limitations period. As of the filing of this complaint, Plaintiff herein was under
40 years old.
EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES
30.  Government Code §905(m) specifically exempts Plaintiff claims of childhood sexual
abuse from the requirement of filing a government tort claim.
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
NEGLIGENCE - Pursuant to Government Code Sections 815.2 and 820, et seq.
(By Plaintiff Against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive)

31.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference as fully set forth herein each and every fact, claim,
and allegation contained in the prior paragraphs.
32.  Pursuant to Government Code section 815.2 Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and
DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, are liable for acts and omissions committed by their
employees in the scope of their employment. Additionally, pursuant to Government Code
section 820(a), public employees, including DOES 51 through 100, are liable for injuries
caused by their acts or omissions to the same extent as a private person.
33.  Atall relevant times, Plaintiff was a dependent minor under the care and custody of
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive. At this time,
Plaintiff was under the custody, care, supervision, and control of Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, for the purpose of providing care, supervision,
and control of the minor’s health, welfare, safety, and care. At such time, the rights, duties,
and responsibilities of Plaintiff's parents and/or guardians were suspended, and such duties
and obligations were assumed by the Kern County Department of Children and Family
Services and/or Probation Department, and such individuals or entities to which it delegated

such duties including but not limited to Defendants DOES 51 through 100.
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34, At all times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive, acting through their agents and/or their supervisory employees, had the duty
to properly hire, train, supervise, and investigate their employees, staff members, teachers,
counselors, medical staff, detention officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other
residents and/or dependents and/or detainees at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers,
including DOES 51 through 100, and to protect their dependent children residents from harm
caused by unfit and dangerous employees, staff members, teachers, counselors, detention
officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or
detainees at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including Defendant DOES 51
through 100.

35.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times herein,
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have
known that it employed and/or housed dangerous sexual predators at juvenile halls and/or
youth detention centers who were unfit, posed a risk of harm to minor children, and/or posed
a risk of childhood sexual assault to minor children in Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;
and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, care, custody, and control, including Defendant DOES
51 through 100. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, knew or should have known, or were otherwise on notice, that it employed staff
members, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, at juvenile halls and/or youth
detention centers that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that created the risk of]
childhood sexual assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to implement reasonable
safeguards to avoid acts of childhood sexual assault by these staff members and other
residents and/or dependents and/or detainees on minors, including Plaintiff.

36. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that all relevant times herein,
as employees, representatives, servants, agents, and/or volunteers of Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the staff members of juvenile halls and/or

youth detention centers were placed into positions of guardianship and legal authority over
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Plaintiff. As a result, there was a special, trusting, and fiduciary relationship between
Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers staff, as well as between
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and Plaintiff.
Through this relationship with Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, stood in loco parentis with Plaintiff. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1,
a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, took Plaintiff into its custody, care, and
control as wards of the state, which conferred upon Plaintiff the reasonable belief that
Plaintiff, a minor, would be protected and cared for, as if Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;
and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, were Plaintiff's own parents.

37. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known of the staff
members at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ wrongful conduct at or about the
time it was occurring, and thereafter, but took no action to obstruct, inhibit or stop such
continuing conduct, or to help Plaintiff endure the trauma from such conduct. Despite the
authority and ability to do so, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or did not act effectively to stop the
sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assault, or to protect Plaintiff from the
results of that trauma.

38. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that at all times herein,
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have
known that it employed dangerous sexual predators at juvenile halls and/or youth detention
centers who were unfit, posed a risk of harm to minor children, and/or posed a risk of
childhood sexual assault to minor children in Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES
2 through 100, inclusive's care, custody, and control, including Defendant DOES 51 through
100. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive,
knew or should have known, or were otherwise on notice, that it employed staff members,

including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers
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that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that created the risk of childhood sexual
assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to implement reasonable safeguards to avoid
acts of childhood sexual assault by these staff members on minors, including Plaintiff.

39. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that all relevant times herein,
as employees, representatives, servants, agents, and/or volunteers of Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the staff members of juvenile halls and/or
youth detention centers were placed into positions of guardianship and legal authority over
Plaintiff. As a result, there was a special, trusting, and fiduciary relationship between
Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers staff, as well as between
Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and Plaintiff,
Through this relationship with Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, stood in loco parentis with Plaintiff. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1,
a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, took Plaintiff into its custody, care, and
control as wards of the state, which conferred upon Plaintiff the reasonable belief that
Plaintiff, a minor, would be protected and cared for, as if Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;
and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, were Plaintiff's own parents.

40.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known of the staff
members at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ wrongful conduct at or about the
time it was occurring, and thereafter, but took no action to obstruct, inhibit or stop such
continuing conduct, or to help Plaintiff endure the trauma from such conduct. Despite the
authority and ability to do so, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or did not act effectively to stop the
sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assault. or to protect Plaintiff from the
results of that trauma.

41.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges that Defendants DOE 1, a

public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, including their detention officers,
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custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or detainees,
knew of the serious complaints of sexual misconduct perpetrated by their employees, agents,
detention officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents
and/or detainees, including DOES 51 through 100, who were employed and/or volunteer at
juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers and responsible for the care of the minor
children living at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including Plaintiff.

42. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to properly and adequately
investigate the serious complaints of sexual misconduct and failed to take appropriate
disciplinary action against the accused perpetrators, including Defendant DOES 51 through
100.

43.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that complaints of sexual
misconduct were made against juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers employees and
agents, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, inclusive, prior to the abuse of Plaintiff.
44,  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that during the period of
sexual assaults perpetrated upon Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, had the authority and the ability to obstruct or stop the employees,
staff members, teachers, counselors, medical staff, detention officers, custodians, other staff
members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or detainees of juvenile halls and/or

youth detention centers’ sexual abuse of Plaintiff, but intentionally, negligently and/or

willfully failed to do so, thereby allowing the assault to occur and to continue unabated.

45. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, acts, omissions, and/or failure to set up
adequate safeguards, allowed the sexual abuse of Plaintiff to occur and/or continue. Plaintiff
is further informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Plaintiff would not have faced any

sexual abuse if Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive,
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inclusive, had fulfilled their duties and responsibilities, and/or provided adequate protection
and safety.
46. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, breached their mandatory duty to Plaintiff
by failing to properly and adequately hire, train, supervise and investigate Defendant DOES
51 through 100, and other juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers employees and/or
agents responsible for, and charged with, the care of dependent children at juvenile halls
and/or youth detention centers, including Plaintiff.
;47. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that had Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, acting through their agents and
supervisory employees, properly and adequately supervised, trained, monitored, and
investigated the conduct and actions of Defendant DOES 51 through 100, Defendants DOE
1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, would have known and/or discovered
that Defendant DOES 51 through 100 were unfit to be employed and/or volunteer at juvenile
halls and/or youth detention centers and have access to minor children.
48. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that as a result of Defendants
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive's, failure to adequately supervise,
| train, monitor, and investigate the conduct and actions of Defendant DOES 51 through 100,
Defendant DOES 51 through 100, were enabled to commit abuses against the children at
Juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers unhindered, including sexual abuses against
Plaintiff.
49. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges. that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, inclusive, through their agents and
administrators, negligently hired, supervised, retained, monitored, observed, and investigated
Defendant DOES 51 through 100, and negligently failed to ensure the safety of the minor
children entrusted to their custody, care, and control at juvenile halls and/or youth detention

i centers, including Plaintiff.
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50. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, negligently failed to implement or enforce
any procedures, policies, rules, regulations and/or safeguards that were for the purpose of
preventing, deterring, and/or detecting sexual abuse, sexual assault and/or molestation of
minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers by juvenile halls and/or youth
detention centers employees and/or volunteers, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100.
51. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that had Defendants DOE 1, a
public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, adequately and properly hired, trained,
oversaw, supervised and investigated Defendant DOES 51 through 100, and had Defendants
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, adequately and properly
implemented and/or enforced policies, procedures, rules and regulations for the purpose of
preventing, detecting and/or deterring sexual abuse, sexual assault and/or sexual molestation,
and had Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, fulfilled

! their duties and responsibilities, and/or provided adequate protection and safety, Plaintiff
would not have been subject to the sexual abuse, sexual assault and/or sexual molestation
inflicted upon him by Defendant DOES 51 through 100.

52.  Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive's negligence
was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff's harm.

53.  Asadirect and legal result of the acts and omissions of Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, Plaintiff suffered psychological, mental, and/or

l emotional injuries, including economic and non-economic damages in an amount to be

' determined at the time of trial, subject to proof at the time of trial, and that exceed the
jurisdictional limits of this Court.

54.  Asadirect and proximate result of the childhood scxual assault, harassment and
abuse committed against Plaintiff by Defendant DOES 51 through 100 and other staff
members and/or detention officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents

and/or dependents and/or detainees of juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, which
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was enabled and facilitated by Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, Plaintiff has suffered personal physical injury of sexual assault, and have and will
continue to suffer, psychological, mental and emotional distress, including economic and
non-economic damages in an amounts to be determined at the time of trial, subject to proof at
 the time of trial, and that exceed the jurisdictional limits of this Court.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

BREACH OF MANDATORY DUTIES
(By Plaintiff Against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive)

55.  Plaintiff repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs,
as though fully set forth herein.
56. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, were
obligated by constitutional provisions, statutes, and/or regulations to document, report, and
subsequently inform others, about Plaintiff's childhood sexual abuse.
57.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a

public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew and/or had sufficient reason to

 believe that Plaintiff was being sexually abused at the juvenile hall and/or youth detention

é center.

|
:58. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, Defendants DOE 1, a public

entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, refused and/or failed to take appropriate action to
investigate and stop the sexual abuse. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, did not report the information and they did not inform others about
the known dangers and/or sexual abuse that Plaintiff was suffering.

59.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, violated and/or breached mandatory and
nondelegable duties. This includes, mandatory and nondelegable duties aimed at the

protection and safety of children under the care, custody and control of Defendants DOE 1, a
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public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, which include, but is not limited to, those
set forth regulations in the California Department of Social Services (CDSS) Manual of
Policies and Procedures (MPP) established pursuant to Welfare & Institutions Code Section

165101, and set forth in the California Penal Code, including but not limited to, Section

11311164, et seq.

60. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to adhere to and/or fulfill these mandatory
duties put in place for the protection and safety of children under the care, custody and
control of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

61. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, did not comply swith these duties. They failed to
report Plaintiff's sexual abuse, failed to report Plaintiff's sexual abuse to law enforcement,
and failed to set up safeguards and/or act to remove PlaintifT from the juvenile hall and/or

: youth detention center and/or his environment of abuse once Defendants DOE 1, a public

entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, had notice of the sexual abuse.
|

162. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges. Defendants DOE 1, a public

Lentity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to diligently discharge their duties and
obligations to protect and keep children safe that are under their care, custody and control,
and that failure was a substantial factor and/or direct proximate cause of severe injuries
Ecaused to Plaintiff. Had Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 through 100,

 inclusive complied with and/or fulfilled their mandatory obligations, Plaintiff's sexual abuse

would not have occurred and/or would have ended earlier. The case reviews, reporting, and
2 disclosures were protections and safeguards meant to protect against the exact type of harm
‘ Plaintiff suffered.

63.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges. Defendants DOE 1, a public

entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, acts and/or omissions were the proximate, legal

i causes of the damages sustained by Plaintiff, and Plaintiff has suffered psychological,

i
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! mental, and/or emotional injuries, including economic and non-economic damages in an
| amount to be determined at the time of trial, subject to proof at the time of trial, and that
exceed the jurisdictional limits of this Court.
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

(By Plaintiff Against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
i inclusive)
; 64.  Plaintiff repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein by reference all prior paragraphs,
as though fully set forth herein.
165. At the time of the incidents described above, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and
it DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the employees, agents and/or staff members’ conduct as
alleged herein was beyond the bounds of decency accepted within society and was
intentional, outrageous, malicious, and committed for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to
suffer humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish, and/or severe physical and/or emotional
distress, or done in reckless disregard of the probability of causing Plaintiff to suffer
humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish, and/or severe physical and/or emotional

distress.

166.  Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the

employees, agents and/or staff members, were in a position of authority, trust, influence, and
persuasion over Plaintiff and responsible for maintaining a special relationship.

67.  Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the
employees, agents and/or staff members’ abuse of Plaintift was an abuse of their authority as

an employee, agent, staff, and detention officers, custodians. other staff members at juvenile

halls and/or youth detention centers, including but not limited to, teachers, counselors,
supervisory staff, volunteers, detention officers, custodians, other staff members and all
medical staft of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive and

performed while in the course and scope of their employment.
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68.  Plaintiff's trust in Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, the employees, agents and/or staff members for Plaintiff's safety and wellbeing,
turned to fear and intimidation by virtue of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2

through 100, inclusive, the employees, agents and/or staff members’ conduct.

EI 69.  Plaintiff contends that said misconduct was authorized, ratified, adopted and/or

approved of by Defendants DOE 1. a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

1 70. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the

‘employees. agents and/or staff members’ conduct as alleged herein was beyond the bounds of]

decency accepted within society and was intentional, outrageous, malicious, and committed
for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish,
and/or severe physical and/or emotional distress, or done in reckless disregard of the
probability of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, embarrassment, mental anguish, and/or
i severe physical and/or emotional distress.

71.  Asadirect and proximate result of the conduct as herein alleged, Plaintiff has

| suffered great mental pain, embarrassment, humiliation, distress, anguish, and suffering, all
?to his damages in an amount according to proof at trial.

1 72. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the
employees, agents and/or staff members’ conduct described herein was intentional and
malicious and done for the purpose of causing, or with the substantial certainty that such
conduct would cause Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental anguish. and emotional and
physical distress.

173.  Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, acted
willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm Plaintiff, and in conscious disregard of
Plaintiff's rights, so as to constitute malice and/or oppressioi: under California Civil Code §

3294 thereby entitling them to punitive damages according to proof.

i FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
i VIOLATION OF THE BANE ACT (CIVIL CODE § 52.1820)

I 19
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(Against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive)

74.  The Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference herein each and every

allegation contained above as though fully set forth and brought in this cause of action.

i

. 75. Defendants’ actions and/or at:zmpted actions, as ali:2cd herein, interfered with the

Plaintiff’s right to free speech, freedom from discrimination on the basis of race and sex, and
' freedom from cruel and unusual punishment as afforded by the United States Constitution
i Amendments 1, IV, V, VIII, XIV, and Czlifornia Constitui:on Article 1 Sections 2, 7, 13, 17,

through violence, threats of violence, intimidation, and/or coercion.

76.  Defendants’ actions and/or attempted actions, as alieged herein, have interfered and

will continue to interfere with the Plainti((s right to have DOE 1, a public entity, respond

; immediately and investigate their sexual assaults, molestation and harassment by DOES 2

77. During Plaintiff’s commitment ai DOE 1 juvenile probation camps and detention
facilities, Defendant DOE 1, a public entity, engaged in oppressive and unlawful tactics in
i ignoring, concealing, and ultimately suppressing the Plaintifl”s complaints of being sexually
Egabused and harassed by DOES 2 through 100. Plaintiff was threatened, intimidated, retaliated
! against, and coerced into not reporting Defendants’ sexually abusive and harassing acts by

: Defendants” own intimidating, threatcning, coercive, and kumiliating conduct, as well as the

i conspiratorial silence and inaction of Defendant DOE 1, a public entity. These intentional

acts ot concealment of Defendants’ abusive and harassing behavior violated the Plaintiff’s

irright to free speech, and to be free from gender discrimination and harassment, as afforded

' by the United States Constitution Amendments V, XIV, and California Constitution Article I

Section 7.

!

ot
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1 78.  During Plaintiff’s commitment at DOE 1 juvenile probation camps and detention

facilities, Defendant DOE 1, a public entity, violated Plaintiff’s rights pursuant to the United

i
!

‘ States Constitution Amendment IV, and California Constitution Article I Section 13, by
engaging in unconstitutional seizures, including but not limiicd to, childhood sexual abuse,

molestation, rape, forced oral copulation, sodomy, and other sexual touching as alleged

' herein.
!
' 79.  Furthermore, Plaintiff was deprived of Due Process of law, when complaints to

‘ Defendant DOE 1, a public entity, and employees Defendants DOES 2 through 100 failed to

trigger any report, investigation, or other action by Defendant DOE 1 who was required to do

i+ s0, both under its own policies and procedures, as well as under federal mandate by the

Fourteenth Amendment, and California law. In addition, these actions were contrary to the

Plaintiff’s civil rights guaranteed under the United States and California Constitutions.

80.  Additionally, Plaintiff was subjected to cruel and unusual punishment while confined

.at DOE 1, a public entity’s juvenile probation camps and detention facilities. Defendants

'
i

i DOES 2 through 100’s sexual abuse, molestation, and harassment of the Plaintiff, a child
|

i under the control and direction of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity, and DOES 2 through

{

100, is deeply offensive to human dignity as “being violently assaulted in prison is simply

{
'l not part of the penalty that criminal offenders pay for their oitenses against society.” Farmer
}
!
|
t

v. Brennan, (1994) 511 U.S. 825, 834.

’i 81.  Defendants’ wrongful conduct was intended to, and did successfully, interfere with

 the Plaintiff’s Constitutional Rights to (a) be free from gender discrimination and

harassment, (b) free speech, (c) be free from cruel and unusual punishment, and (d) Due

I

|
i
i
I
|
!
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' Process under the United States’ Constitution, specifically the Fifth and Fourteenth

Amendments.

:' 82.  Defendants unlawfully and wrongfully used, or employed others to wrongfully use,

o threats, intimidation, harassment, violence, retaliation, and caercion over the Plaintiff’s

¥
” person, to which the Plaintiff had no relief except to submit to the Defendants’ wrongful

i

b

,; threats, intimidation, harassment, violence, and coercion, v/hich rendered the Plaintiff’s
Hi
it

i submission and silence involuntary.

83. A reasonable person, standing in the shoes of the Plaintiff, would have been
!
intimidated, threatened, or coerced by the actions and/or atiempted actions of Defendants.

:84.  Defendants’ above-noted actions were the legal and proximate causes of physical,

psychological, emotional, and economic damages to the Plaintiff, who suffered and continues

+

to suffer to this day.

3 85. As a result of the above-described conduct, PlaintitT suffered and continues to suffer

.t great pain of mind and body, shock, emotional distress, physical manifestations of emotional

; 5 distress, embarrassment, loss of self-esteem, disgface, humiliation, and loss of enjoyment of
b
%' life; suffered and continues to suffer and was prevented and will continue to be prevented
!g from performing daily activities and obtaining the full enjoyment of life; have and will

’ continue to sustain loss of earning capacity; and have incurred and will continue to incur

? expenses for medical and psychological treatment, therapy, and counseling. The Plaintiff has

suffered economic, vocational, and employment losses as wil.

186. In subjecting the Plaintiff to the wrongful treatmeni described herein, Defendants

acted willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm the Plaintiff, and in conscious

'+ disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, entitling Plaintiff to compensatory damages in a sum to be

'

i
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shown according to proof, emotional distress damages in a sum to be shown according to
| proof, punitive and/or exemplary damages, attorney’s fees, and other damages pursuant to

Civil Code section 52(b)(1).

%i 87. Furthermore, pursuant to Civii Code Section 52.1(11), “The state immunity provisions
;E provided in Sections 821.6, 844.6, and 845.6 of the Government Code shall not apply to any

 cause of action brought against any peace officer or custodial officer, as those terms are

;:deﬁned in Chapter 4.5 (commencing with Section 830) of Title 3 of Part 2 of the Penal Code,

 or directly against a public entity that employs a peace officer or custodial officer, under this
Pl
| section.” Id.

1
{
i

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., prays for Judgment against Defendants DOE

i1'1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, as tollows:

1. For past, present, and future general damages in an amount to be determined at trial;

3 2. For past, present, and future special damages, including but not limited to past,
i; present and future lost earnings, economic damages, and others, in an amount to be
i determined at trial;

IE

Any appropriate statutory damages, including treblc damages and attorneys’ fees;

e

|
I
i
f .
j Punitive damages
|

| 5. For costs of suit;

i 6. For pre- and post-judgment interest as allowed by taw:
|

1 7. For attorney's fees pursuant to the aforementioned statutes and otherwise allowable

i
|1 by law:
;ia. California Code of Civil Procedure § 1021.5;

‘ b. California Code of Civil Procedure § 1021.4;

!

i C. California Civil Code §52;

’ 8. For such other and further relief as the court may deem proper.
23
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DATED: 3/19/2026

 DATED: 3/19/2026

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

PRS-

e

o ——————

Andrew M. Morrow, 111, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff,
JOHN DOE R.R.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff demands trial by jury of all issues so triable.

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

~
M ———

Andrew M. Morrow, II1, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff,
JOHN DOE R.R.
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED
5/29/2025 12:12 PM
Kern County Superior Court

" Andrew M. Morrow, I1I, Esq. - State Bar No. 128300 By Alexandra Valles, Deputy

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP
612 S. Broadway

Los Angeles, CA 90014

Tel: (213) 389-3765

Fax: (877) 389-2775

i Email: Andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com

h
1

I Attorneys for Plaintiff

giJOHN DOE R.R.

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN

JOHN DOE R R., an individual. Case No.: BCV-25-102004

Plaintiff, COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

v. (1) NEGLIGENCE
(2) BREACH OF MANDATORY
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through | STATUTORY DUTIES

100, inclusive. (3) INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
EMOTiONAL DISTRESS

Defendants.

s COMES NOW, Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., (“Plaintift”) and hereby complains and

E;fallegc against Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive

i
‘5 (“Defendants™), as follows:
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GENERAL ALLEGATIO™S

1

1. The claims set forth herein arise from adults who suffered acts of childhood sexual

I

t

¢+ hall and/or youth detention center, owned, operated, controlled. managed, maintained,

assault at Camp Erwin Owen, located at 14401 Sierra Way, Kernville CA 93238, a juvenile

i inspected, patrolled, and oversaw by Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2

Ii DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive. and placed at Camp Erwin
1]

I

' Owen, a juvenile hall and/or youth detention center, for children during their pending court
‘

g?procecdings. While in the care and custody of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES

i
¢

‘
H

252 through 100, inclusive, at Camp Erwin Owen, Plaintiff was subjected to various acts of

b
i . .

i childhood sexual assault, sexual abuse, sexual harassment = /or molestation. These acts of
1

;, childhood sexual assault, sexual abuse, sexual harassment and/or molestation were
i . . . .
: committed by other minor dependents and/or detainees and witnessed and/or encouraged by

' currently unidentified staff members. including but not limited to, supervisors, teachers,

2. Plaintiff identified in this lawsuit was a victim of childhood sexual assault, sexual

;5 abuse, sexual harassment, molestation, and other misconduct, by Defendant DOES 51
i

;? through 100, and Plaintiff was a minor dependent and/or detainee under the age of eighteen,

{ﬁ under the care, custody and control of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2

)

' through 100, inclusive.
3. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon allcucs, that Defendants DOE 1, a

i
;I public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to properly screen, hire, train and
i

_ supervise the employees, agents and or individuals under Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;

it

i
I8}
i»' around the minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including but not

“ limited to, failing to perform and conduct criminal background checks on staff, detention

2

{
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officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or

detainees.

34. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon alleges. that Defendants DOE 1, a

{1 public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, each owed a duty of care to supervise the

lj
; minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, as well as supervise the
" employees, agents, and staff members who worked with. and around children at juvenile
1, halls and/or youth detention centers. including but not limited to, supervisors, teachers,
H

counselors, nurses, physicians, detention officers, custodians, other staff members.

b
5. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon alleges, that duc to the complete lack

 of supervision by Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive,
: were allowed to perpetrate acts of sexual assault, sexual abuse and/or molestation on

Plaintiff.

- 6. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon alle:;cs. that Defendants DOE 1, a

public entity: and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew o should have known about the acts

+

i of sexual assault, sexual abuse and/or molestation committed by defendant DOES 51 through
t

! 100, upon Plaintiff, by way of multiple reports of sexual abuse of Plaintiff and other children

;‘ under their care at juvenile halls and/or youth detention cenicrs, and other evidence of sexual

i
IR

i assault and sexual abuse of Plaintiff and other children under their care at juvenile halls
i ‘
'} and/or youth detention centers.

‘ 7. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon allezes, that the supervisory employees
i

.- of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through |00, inclusive, knew or should

!

{
1 have known that there was a failure of supervision, hiring and training of employecs, agents,

i

and staff working at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers.
i ; 8. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon allegcs. that at all times herein,
;' Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have
l' known that it cmployed dangerous scxual predators at juvenile halls and/or youth detention

i

|
|

i
1

i
2 centers who were unfit, posed a risk ol hurm to minor chiidren, and/or posed a risk of
!
i
; 3
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childhood sexual assault to minor children in Defendants [»CF , a public entity; and DOES

2 through 100, inclusive’s care, custody and control. Spccifically, Defendants DOE 1, a

; public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew or should have known, or were

, otherwise on notice, that it employed employees, agents and/or staff members at juvenile
[
'halls and/or youth detention centers that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that

" created the risk of childhood sexual assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to
!

, implement reasonable safeguards to avoid acts of childhocd sexual assault by these staff

L}

1 . . . .
|, members on minors, including Plaintiff.
i

? 9. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon allcges, that as employecs,

i . . .

il representatives, servants, agents, and 'or volunteers of Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and
i

'DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the cmployees, agents and/or staff members of juvenile halls

| and/or youth detention centers, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, were placed into

;“;"positions of guardianship and legal authority over Plaintif{. As a result, there was a special,

' trusting. and fiduciary relationship between Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youth

:, detention centers employees, agents and/or staff, as well as between Defendants DOE 1, a

;%public enuty; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and Plaintiff. Through this relationship
w1th Plzintiff. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DCES 2 through 100, inclusive, stood

" in loco parentis with Plaintiff. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1. a public entity; and DOES 2

“ through 100, inclusive, took Plaintiff into the custody, care. and control as wards of the state,

: which conferred upon Plaintiff the reasonable belief that F1iintiff, a minor child, would be
i { protected and cared for, as if Defendants DOE 1, a public crntity: and DOES 2 through 100,
é, inclusive, were Plaintiff's own parents.

' :10.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges. that Defendants DOE 1, a

;publlc entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew oi should have known of the staff
\ l

" members at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ wrongful conduct at or about the
' i

; ' time it was occurring, and thereafter, but took no action to ohstruct, inhibit or stop such

; ‘ continuing conduct, or to help Plaintitt endure the trauma 7o such conduct. Despite the
34
N
E
‘ |

| 4
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|
“authority and ability to do so, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOLES 2 through 100,

i

l inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or did not act effectively to stop the

; sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assaults. or to protect Plaintiff from the
!
¢ results of that trauma.

; i

i

} 11.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges. that during the period of
;1 sexual assaults perpetrated upon Plaintiff, Defendants DOL 1, a public entity; and DOES 2

i

" through 100, inclusive, had the authority and the ability to oostruct or stop the employees,
il g y

agents and/or staff members of juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers’ sexual abuse of
i

fEP]aintiff, including the acts of Defendant DOES 51 through 100, but intentionally,
§§11egligently and/or willfully failed to do so, thereby allowing the assaults to occur and to
j;icontinuc unabated.

li

112, Plainti(fis informed and believes, and thereon alleges. that at all times herein,
i

i Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through i09. inclusive, knew or should have
|

i
ji children, and/or posed a risk of childhood sexual assault tc minor children in Defendants

, known that Defendant DOES 51 through 100 were unfit, posed a risk of harm to minor
l DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive’s. care, custody and control.
Y‘ Specifically, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew

f or should have known, or were otherwise on notice, that Defendant DOES 51 through 100,
' had engaged and/or were engaging in misconduct that created the risk of childhood sexual
‘ assault and failzd to take reasonable sicps or to implement rcasonable safeguards to avoid
acts of childhood sexual assault by Defendant DOES 51 through 100, on minors, including
! Plaintift

: 13. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon allezcs. that at all relevant times,

{3 Plaintiff and other children housed at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers were
idependcnl on Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, for all
l?their basic needs, including but limited to, food, shelter, clothing, toileting, medical treatment

rand care. At all relevant times, Plaint: ff and the other children boused at juvenile halls and/or

i
1{
'
i

5
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i youth detention centers were not allov/ed to leave juvenile i:alls and/or youth detention

centers and were confined to juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers by Defendants

fDOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive.

? PARTIES

:§ 14.  Atall times relevant herein, plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R. was a resident of Los Angeles
f County and a dependent child of Detendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through

:; 100, inclusive. This action is governied by Code of Civil Pracedure § 340.1 because JOHN

" DOE R.R. is an adult who was a victim of childhood sexual assault. JOHN DOE R.R. is

, under the age of forty (40) years at the time of this filing, as such a certificate of merit is not

' required Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §340.1(g)(2).

i 15.  Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 through

11 100, inclusive, were governmental entities duly organized and existing under and by the

if virtue of the laws of the State of Calitornia and authorized to do, and is doing, business in the

N S S N S N O e o N O N S I S R e S
OO\IO\UI-PL»JN'—‘O\OOO\)O\'J!#

State of California with its principal place of business in the Los Angeles County, State of

I i
s; California.

l
16. At all times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through

I
I 100 inclusive, were and are public entities.

‘ 17. At all umes relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
1}
i 100 inclusive, owned, operated, controlled, managed, maintained, inspected, patrolled, and

' ; oversaw juvcnile halls and/or youth detention centers.
|
i18.  Atall times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
3 100, inclusive, were responsible for thie hiring, retention and supervision of all employees,

"

i . . . . .
. agents, staff, and volunteers at juveni:e halls and/or youth dctention centers, including but not

i1 limited to, teachers, counselors, supervisory staff, voluntec:s, detention officers, custodians,
i‘ other staft members and all medical staff. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
=|

:f through 100, inclusive, were also responsible for supervisii'g and caring for the needs of all

! the minor children residing at juveniic halls and/or youth detention centers.

6
COMPLALNT FOR DAMAGES (: 1171179)
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19. Defendants DOES 1 through : 00, inclusive, were agents and/or employees of

Defendants LLos Angeles County, a public entity, inclusive, and werc at all times relevant

: hereon, acting in the course and scope of their employment and/or agency with Defendants

I

DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusivz.

:; 20. Defendant DOES 51 through 100, inclusive, were perpetrators of physical and sexual

by
{; childhood assault against Plaintiff, as alleged herein.
:
|

|
? 21.  Plaintiff is ignorant of the truc names and capacitics of those defendants sued herein

" as DOES 1 through 100 and for that reason has sued such Defendants under fictitious names.
i
: Plaintiff will scck leave of the Court to amend this Complaint to identify the DOE

1
i

ii Defendants when their identities have been ascertained. Each of the fictitiously named DOE

t
!

. Defendants was in some manner liable and legally responsible for the harm sustained by

EPIainlil’ ["in that their conduct caused the damages and injuiics set forth herein.

{
¢
i
i
\
¢
i

122, Whenever this Complaint makes reference to any ac! of Defendants, such allegations

mi
it

. shall be deemed to mean all named Defendants, or their officers, managers, representatives,
i

i ‘ employecs, agents, heirs, and/or assignees, who did or authorized such acts while actively
i . . L. )
., engaging in the operation, manageni-nt, direction, or contro! of the affairs of Defendants

i

:; while acting within the course and scope of their duties, excpt as specifically alleged to the

i
i
'
!

23.  Each of the Defendants designated herein as DOE is responsible, in some manner, for

“ the events and happenings herein referred to, thereby legaily causing the injuries and
; damages to Plaintiff, as herein alleged.
x

' 24, Atall times relevant to this Complaint, Defendants werc the knowing agents, joint

[ venturers and/cr alter egos of one unther, and of their co-:lviciidants and were acting within
,1 the course and scope of their employment, agency, joint venturcr, and/or alter ego

3 relationship. and Defendants directed, ratified, and/or approved each other’s conduct and that
of each other’s agents or employees. iSefendants agreed upen, approved, or ratified each

ii

¥ 7
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26

27’

28

b

other’s conduct, or otherwise conspired together to commit «tl of the acts and/or omissions

alleged herein.

] JURISDICTION & VENUE

‘ 25.  This Court has jurisdiction ¢ver all causes of actions asserted in this complaint
“ pursuant to the California Constitutional Article VI, section 10, California Code of Civil
Procedure section 410.10, because no cause of action contzined herein is given by statute to

0the1 trial courts and the amount in controversy exceeds $25.060.00

i

’ :26.  Venue in this Court is proper pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure sections

393 394, and 395, because Defendants in this action are public agencics situated in Los
i Ange]es County and, on information und belief, all of the a:is or omissions complained of in
] this Complaint took place in Los Angeles County.

[ CHILDHOOD SEXUAL ASSAULT, ABUSE AND/OR MOLESTATION SUFFERED

Y PLAINTIFF

At all times relevant herein, Piaintiff was subjected (v acts of childhood sexual

f
f
i
|

,, ' constitute childhood sexual assault within the definition of Code of Civil Procedure

]assault harassment, abuse, and/or molestation by Defendant DOES 51 through 100, and

i §340.1(d). These acts of childhood sexual assault, harassirent, sbuse and/or molestation

fa resulted in the personal physical injury, as well as emotional, psychological, and psychiatric
B m]ury and damage to Plaintiff.
1 128 Plaintiif JOHN DOE R.R. we piaced at Camp Erv/in Cwen in approximately 2000
;i when he was 16 years old. Plaintifi was physically assaulied, sexually harassed and abused
;g by staff members. Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R. is 39 years oid on the datc of the filing of this
i complaint. ‘

i
ts
i

f STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS

l

;; 29. Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §340.1(a) as mended and made effective

!

;January 1, 2023, the statute of limitat'ons has increased to 22 ycars after Plaintiff reaches the

g age of 18 (40 years of age) during which time the Plaintiff must assert his/her claim or 5

{

f
8
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10

12

13 1

years after Plaintiff discovers or reascnably should have discovered the resulting

psychological injury or illness (delayed discovery) whichcver is later. Plaintiff herein is 29

years old.

: EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES
i
30. Government Code §905(m) specifically exempts Plaintitf claims of childhood sexual

i abuse from the requirement of filing 2 government tort claim.
FIR55_ CAUSE OF ACTIGN
NEGLIGENCE - Pursuant to Government Code Sections 815.2 and 820, et seq.
(By all Plaintiff Against Defendanis DOF. 1, a public extity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive)
31. Plaintiff incorporates by refercnce as fully set forth herein each and every fact, claim,

tand allegation contained in the prior j:aragraphs.

"532. Pursuant to Government Code section 815.2 Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and

14 3

15 3

16
17 i
18
19
20 |
21

23 &

24

25 4
26
27 !

28

:‘ DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, are liable for acts and omissions committed by their

employt es in the scope of their empleyment. Additionally. pursuant to Government Code

33.  Atall relevant times, PlaintiiT was a dependent minor under the care and custody of
lDefendtmlb DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive. At this time,

!] Plaintiff was under the custody, care, supervision, and contro! of Defendants DOE 1, a public
entlty, and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, for the purposc of providing care, supervision,

H and control of the minor’s health, welfare, safcty, and care. At such time, the rights, duties,

H H 3 R . - . .
1 and responsibilities of Plaintiff's parants and/or guardians were suspended, and such duties
|

l o : s .
!and obligations were assumed by the i.0s Angeles County Children Services and/or Los

Angeles County Probation Departinent. and such individuals or entities to which it delegated
I"such duties inc! ;uding but not limite. «> Defendants DOES 51 through 100.
|
|

Toerais
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Downtown L.A. Law Group

910 S Broadway
Los Angeles, CA 90015

o

Pt et et et et e el et
\OOO\)O\'\II-&UJN-—‘

20

21

22

23
24,

26 |
27
28

34, At all times relevant herein, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through

| 100, inclusive, acting through their agents and/or their supervisory employees, had the duty
; to properly hire, train, supervise, and investigate their emplovees, staff members, teachers,

| counselors, medical staff, detention officers, custodians, otiir staft members and/or other

; residents and/or dependents and/or detainees at juvenile hails and/or youth detention centers,

! mcludmg DOES 51 through 100, and to protect their dependent children residents from harm

v

; caused by unfit and dangerous empo.ces, staff members, t:achers. counselors, detention

O@OO\]O\U\AWN

f officers, custodians, other staff members and/or other residents and/or dependents and/or

?‘ dctainecs at juvenile halls and/or youih detention centers. including Defendant DOES 51

H

throuOh 100.
f 35 Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon allcgs, that at all times herein,
v Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through i 90. inclusive, knew or should have

! known that it employed and/or houscd dangerous sexual predators at juvenile halls and/or
:‘ outh detention centers who were unfit, posed a risk of hasin to minor children, and/or posed
i; a risk of childhood sexual assault to rainor children in Defendants DOE 1, a public entity;
and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, care, custody, and corivol, including Defendant DOES

: 51 through 100. Specifically, Defendunts DOE 1, a public ciitity: and DOES 2 through 100,

!
i
I
i
H inclusive, knew or should have known. or were otherwise or: notice. that it employed staff
i‘ members, including Defendant DOES 31 through 100, at juveniie halls and/or youth

detention centers that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that created the risk of

. childhood sexual assault and failed to take reasonable steps or to implement reasonable
i

- safeguards to avoid acts of childhood sexual assault by these st members and other
!

 residents and/or dependents and/or dztainees on minors, it huding Plaintiff,

l
,1 36. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon alleges, that all relevant times herein,
]i
:i

as employees, representatives, servants, agents, and/or voiunteces of Defendants DOE 1, a

i pubhc emity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the staf* members of juvenile halls and/or

% youth detention centers were placed i:ito positions of guardiznship and legal authority over

i
i
f i P l() e
3‘ COMILAYNT FOR DAMAGES 17:i7:179;
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Plaintiff. As a result, there was a special, trusting, and fiduc:ary relationship between

. Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers statf, as well as between
t

? Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: aid DOES 2 through 9. inclusive, and Plaintiff.
1 Through this relationship with Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1. a public entity; and DOES 2

§

: through 100, inclusive, stood in loco parentis with Plainti{f. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1,

]
‘ a public entity; and DOES 2 through {00. inclusive, took "l:intitf into its custody, care, and
‘ control as wards of the state, which conferred upon Plainui{ the reasonable belief that

Vi

Plaintiff, a minor, would be protected and cared for, as if Iefendants DOE [, a public entity;

i

W

!

35 7. Plaintiff is informed and beliewvcs, and thereon allepes, that Defendants DOE 1, a

Z‘ public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, knew o0: should have known of the staff
i

embers at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers™ wiongfui conduct at or about the

E]

; authority and ability to do so, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,

‘ inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or d:d not act effectively to stop the
§

. sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assa::it. or to protect Plaintiff from the

- results of that trauma.

. 38. Plaintif? is informed and belictes, and thereon allees. tiat at all times herein,
g
i Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through i), inciusive, knew or should have

{
{
{
‘
i

5 known that it cmployed dangerous scxual predators at juveaile halls and/or youth detention
i
. centers who were unfit, posed a risk - harim to minor chil-ircn. and/or posed a risk of

’ childhood sexual assault to minor chiidren in Defendants |75 | a public entity; and DOES

,* 2 through 100, inclusive's care, custody, and control, including Detendant DOES 51 through
|l !

‘f 100. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1. a public entity; and P>CGES 2 through 100, inclusive,

i knew or should have known, or were ctherwise on notice, iar it employed staff members,
I

*‘ including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, at juvenile ha!ls and/or youth detention centers

N
i
i

11
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that had engaged and/or was engaging in misconduct that created the risk of childhood sexual

assault and tailed to take reasonable steps or to implement reasonable safeguards to avoid
t

i acts of childhood sexual assault by these staff members on iminors, including Plaintiff.

139, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that all relevant times herein,

;'Eas employees, representatives, servants, agents, and/or volunteers of Defendants DOE 1, a

. public entity: and DOES 2 through ! 00, inclusive, the staft members of juvenile halls and/or

» youth detention centers were placed 1i1to positions of guaid..isiip and legal authority over
i

fPlaintiff As a result, there was a special, trusting, and fiduc:ary relationship between

- Plaintiff and juvenile halls and/or youih detention centers siaif, as well as between

i
!

1
?
!

'Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; arid DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, and Plaintiff.

$Through this relationship with Plaintiff, Defendants DOE 1. a public entity; and DOES 2

lhrough 100. inclusive, stood in loco parentis with Plaintifi. Specifically, Defendants DOE 1,

l

¥ i a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive, took Picutiff into its custody, care, and
o

h

i control as wards of the state, which ccnferred upon Plaintif: the reasonable belief that

|

i Plaintiff, a minor, would be protected and cared for, as if Dzfendants DOE 1, a public entity;

gand DOES 2 through 100, inclusive. were Plaintiff's own jvenis.
;40. Plaintift is informed and belizcves. and thereon alleys. that Defendants DOE 1, a
§
! public entity: and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive, knew ¢r should have known of the staff
members at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers™ w.ongfui cenduct at or about the

‘time it was occurring, and thereafter, but took no action to osstruct, inhibit or stop such

* continuing conduct, or to help Plainti{ endure the trauma (rom such conduct. Despite the

.5 authority and ability to do so, Defendznts DOE 1, a public catity; and DOES 2 through 100,
(inclusive, negligently and/or willfully refused to, and/or diu not act effectively to stop the

'sexual assaults on Plaintiff, to inhibit or obstruct such assauit. or to protect Plaintiff from the
f results of that trauma.

i‘ 41. Plainti{t is informed and believ2s, and thereon allec+ that Defendants DOE 1, a

! publxc entity; and DOES 2 through 104, inclusive, including their detention officers,

x
1
'

I
¥
5
I
!
|
¥
:
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custodians, other staff members and/cr other residents and/or dependents and/or detainees,
knew of the scrious complaints of sexual misconduct perpet:ated by their employees, agents,

detention officers, custodians, other staff members and/or ot!icr vesidents and/or dependents

f and/or detainees, including DOES 51 through 100, who were employed and/or volunteer at
juvenile halls and/or youth detention venters and responsibic for the care of the minor
! children living at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, including Plaintiff.

‘@42. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon allegcs. that Defendants DOE 1, a

i

iipublic entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to properly and adequately

43 PlaintifT'is informed and belicves, and thereon alleges, that complaints of sexual

; misconduct were made against juvenile halls and/or youth weiention centers employees and
gagents, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100, inclusiy e, prior to the abuse of Plaintiff.
144.  Plainiiff s informed and belicves, and thereon allegcs, that during the period of

 sexual assaults perpetrated upon Plaintiff, Defendants DOE |, 2 public entity; and DOES 2

f through 100. inclusive, had the authority and the ability to obstruct or stop the employees,
i

i: members and or other residents and‘or dependents and/or ¢2tainees of juvenile halls and/or

iiyouth detention centers’ sexual abuse of Plaintiff, but inten:-onally, negligently and/or
!

[}
H
t
i
H

i; willfully failed to do so, thereby allowing the assault to occur and to continue unabated.
‘;,45. Plaintift is informed and beiicves, and thereon alle s+ that Defendants DOE 1, a
“ public eniity; and DOES 2 through 140, inclusive, acts, onv-sions, and/or failure to set up
{

Vadequate safcguards, allowed the sexual abuse of Plaintifl « occur and/or continue. Plaintiff

is further informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that “lain:iff would not have faced any

' sexual abuse it Defendants DOE 1, » subtic entity; and 13- 5 2 through 100, inclusive,

i 13
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inclusive, had fulfilled their duties and responsibilities, and/or provided adequate protection

and safety.

:46. Plaintift is informed and beticves. and thereon alle.-. that Trefendants DOE 1, a

public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, breached their mandatory duty to Plaintiff
1 by failing to properly and adequately hire, train, supervise and investigate Defendant DOES
;51 through 10¢. and other juvenile nills and/or youth deteniion centers employees and/or
Eagents responsible for, and charged with. the care of dependent children at juvenile halls
tand/or youth detention centers, including Plaintiff.

(47. Plainti{T is informed and helicves, and thereon allezes, that had Defendants DOE 1, a

i public entity; and DOES 2 through 1{:1}, inclusive, acting t::i.ugh their agents and
p y g £ £ g

supervisory employees, properly and adequately supervised. trained, monitored, and

; investigated the conduct and actions of Defendant DOES 31 through 100, Defendants DOE

i1, a pubiic eniity: and DOES 2 throu’s 100, inclusive, woul: huve known and/or discovered
i

i that Defendant DOES 51 through 100 were unfit to be empioyed and/or volunteer at juvenile

' halls and/or youth detention centers and have access to minor children.

148, Plaintiff is informed and belicves. and thereon alles::. that as a result of Defendants

i

’ DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 tiwough 100, inclusive 5. failure to adequately supervise,
i! train, menitor, and investigate the conduct and actions of Defendant DOES 51 through 100,
;, Defendant DQES 51 through 100, were enabled to commit abuses against the children at

' juvenile halis and/or youth detention -znters unhindered, ::1-luding sexual abuses against
Plaintift.

149. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon allc;os, that Defendants DOE 1, a
gpublic entity; and DOES 2 through i(:0, inclusive, inclusivc. through their agents and

administrators, negligently hired, supcrvised, retained, monitored, observed, and investigated

i Defendant DOLS S1 through 100, and negligently failed t:: ensure the safety of the minor

i
I! children entrusted to their custody, caie, and control at juv.sile halls and/or youth detention

i
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50. Plaintiff' is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
public cntity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, negligentiy tailed to implement or enforce
any procedures, policies, rules, regulztions and/or safeguards that were for the purpose of
preventing, deterring, and/or detecting sexual abuse, sexual assault and/or molestation of
minor children at juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers by juvenile halls and/or youth
detention centers employees and/or volunteers, including Defendant DOES 51 through 100.
51. Plaintiff is informed and belicves. and thereon alleyzcs. that had Defendants DOE 1, a
!

: public entity; and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive, adequatcly and properly hired, trained,

oversaw, supcrvised and investigated Defendant DOES 51 through 100, and had Defendants

| DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 tiirough 100, inclusiv > adequately and properly

! implemented and/or enforced policics. procedures, rules and regulations for the purpose of
5preventing, detecting and/or deterring sexual abuse, sexua! «ssault and/or sexual molestation,
and had Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 :';-sugh 100, inciusive, fulfilled

| their duties and responsibilities, and/cr provided adequate protection and safety, Plaintiff
would not have been subject to the sexual abuse, sexual as=.ult and/or sexual molestation
inflicted upon: him by Defendant DOFS 31 through 100.

:52.  Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 th:cugh 100, inclusive's negligence

| was a substantial factor in causing Plaintifi’s harm.
153, Asadirect and legal result of the acts and omissions of Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive, Plaintiff sutfered psychological, mental, and/or

emotional injuries, including economic and non-economic damages in an amount to be

determinced i tae time of trial, subject o proof at the time ¢f trisl, and that exceed the

Jurisdictional limits of this Court.

{ . . .
{54 Asadirect and proximate result of the childhood s:x.:al assault, harassment and
{ abuse committed against Plaintiff by Defendant DOES 51 i.rough 100 and other staff

{ members and‘or detention officers, custodians, other stafi ;i:cmbers and/or other residents

§ and/or dependents and/or detainees o1 juvenile halls and/or youth detention centers, which
i

i5
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was enabled and facilitated by Defendants DOE 1, a pubtic cntity: and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, Plaintiff has suffered personal physical injury ot sexual assault, and have and will
continue to suffer, psychological, mautai and emotional di+isess, including economic and
non-economic (amages in an amounts to be determined at the time of trial, subject to proof at

i the time of trial, and that exceed the Jurisdictional limits of this Court.

BREACH OF MANDATORY DUTIES
(By Plaintiff Against Defendants DOE 1, a public entify; and DOES 2 through 100,
’- inclusive)
55.  Plaintiff repeats, re-alleges, aiid incorporates hercin by reference all prior paragraphs,
as though fully set forth herein.
356. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, were
obligated by constitutional'provisicn:. statutes, and/or regiii.iicns to document, report, and
subsequently ir: formr others, about Piaintiffs childhood sexual abuse.
i 57. Plaintiff is informed and belicy es. and thereon alleges, that Defendants DOE 1, a
!public entity; and DOES 2 through -0, inclusive, knew and’or had sufficient reason to
believe that Plaintiff was being sexuaily abused at the juveniic ball and/or youth detention
center.
58. Plaintif['is informed and believes. and thereon allcyzes. Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, incl.sive, refused and/or #.iicd to take appropriate action to
investigate and stop the sexual abusc. Defendants DOE 1. a public eatity; and DOES 2
through 100, i~ciusive, did not repor: the information and “hey did net inform others about
the known dangers and/or sexual abu=e that Plaintiff was sutering,
59. Plaintif*'is informed and believes, and thereon allcecs, efendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, violated and/n+ Hrexched mandatory and
- nondelegable duties. This includes, inandatory and nondel:.abie duties aimed at the

protection and safcty of children uivdes the care, custody and control of Defendants DOE 1, a

16
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public entity: and DOES 2 through 09, inclusive, which iiiciude, but is not limited to, those
sct forth regulations in the California Department of Social Services (CDSS) Manual of
Policies and Procedures (MPP) estabiished pursuant to Weiltre & lnstitutions Code Section
165101, and set forth in the California Penal Code, includin:; but not limited to, Section
1311164, et seq.

60. Plaintitt is informed and belicves. and thereon alle;ros, Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 fhrough 100, inclusive, failed to adher: to and/or fulfill these mandatory
duties put in place for the protecticn and safety of children under the care, custody and
control of Defendants DOE 1, a puniic entity; and DOES Z tirough 100, inclusive.

61. Plaintiff is informed and belicves, and thereon alleges. Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100. inclusive, did not comply with: these dutics. They failed to
report Plaintif's sexual abuse, failed 1o report Plaintiff's sex::al abuse to law enforcement,
and failed to set up safeguards and/or act to remove Plaint.:". from the juvenile hall and/or
youth detention center and/or his environment of abuse unce Deferdants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inciusive, had notice of the sexual abuse. '

62.  PlainufTis informed and beiieves, and thereon alleer<. Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, failed to diligenily discharge their duties and
obligations to protect and keep chiidren safe that are under ihieir care, custody and control,
and that failurc was a substantial facicr and/or direct proxiin:ate cause of severe injuries
caused to Plaintiff. Had Defendants DOE 1, a public entity. :ind DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive complicd with and/or fuifili:c their mandatory ot eations, Plaintiff's sexual abuse
would not have cecurred and/or would have ended earlier. 1h¢ case reviews, reporting, and
disclosures weie nrotections and safcuuards meant to protec: against the exact type of harm
Plaintiff suffered.

63.  Plaintit'is informed and b<'ices. and thereon alleges. Defendants DOE 1, a public
entity; and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, acts and/or or::'.sions were the proximate, legal

.

causes of the damages sustained by Flaintiff, and Plaintit hes suffered psychological,

17
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mental, and-or cmotional injuries, inciuding economic and ron-cconomic damages in an
amount to be determined at the time of trial, subject to prooi ar the time of trial, and that
exceed the jurisdictional limits of this Court.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTi{:N

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
(By Plaintitf Against Defendants OE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive)
64.  Plaintiff repcats, re-alleges, and incorporates herein: by reference all prior paragraphs,
as though fully set forth herein.
65. At the time of the incidents described above, Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and
DOES 2 throut:h 100, inclusive, the ¢ropioyees, agents anc. o stalf members’ conduct as
alleged herein was beyond the bounds of decency accepled within society and was
intentional, outrageous, malicious, and committed for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to
suffer humiliation, embarrassment, -r12nzal anguish, and/cr s.-vere physical and/or emotional
distress, or done in reckless disregord of the probability of ¢ rusing Plaintiff to suffer
humiliation, cmibarrassment, mental angtish, and/or severe 1 liysicel and/or emotional
distress.
66. Delen<ants DOE 1, a public eutitv; and DOES 2 threugh 100, inclusive, the
employees, agents and/or staff members. were in a position of authority, trust, influence, and
persuasion over Plaintiff and responsible for maintaining a special relationship.
67. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 threugh 100, nclusive, the
employces, agents and/or staff members” abuse of Plaintif »vas an abusc of their authority as
an employee. agent, staff, and detention ofricers, custodians, other staff hwmbers at juvenile
halls and’or youth detention centers, including but not Linsi:t=d 10, teachers, counselors,
supervisory siaif, volunteers, detcution aiiicers. custodian:. sther siaff members and all
medical staft of Defendants DOE 1, a public eatity; and DORS 2 through 100, inclusive and

performed while in the course and scone of their employmert,

18
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68. Plaintiff's trust in Defendants DOT 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive, the ecmployees, agents and/or staff members for 2laintiff's safety and wellbeing,
turned fo fear and intimidation by virtie of Defendants DGE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive, the employecs, agents and/or stafli’ members’ conduct.

69.  Plaintifi contends that said misconduct was authoy. /.. ratified, adopted and/or
approved of by Defendants DOE |, a public entity; and DS 2 through 100, inclusive.

70. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity: and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, the
employees, agents and/or staff members” conduct as alleged herein was beyond the bounds of]
decency accepiad within society and wvas intentional, outi: zeous, malicious, and committed
for the purpose of causing Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, eirbarrassment, mental anguish,
and/or severe physical and/or emotional disiress, or done it reciless disregard of the
probability of causing Plaintiff to suiter bumiliation, embaossment, mental anguish, and/or
severe physical and/or emotional disiress.

71. Asa direct and proximate result of the conduct as lierein alleged, Plaintiff has
suffered great 1aental pain, embarrassment, humiliation. diiress. anguish, and suffering, all
to his dumages in an amount accordiny o proof at trial.

72. Defendants DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 thircugh 100, inclusive, the
employees, agents and/or staff mewens” conduct deserib. o imerzin was intentional and
malicious and done for the purpose o1 causing, or with the s.ibstantial certainty that such
conduct would cause Plaintiff to suffer humiliation, mental anguish, and emotional and
physical distress.

73.  Defendants DOE 1, a public eatity; and DOES 2 ¢~ ugh 105, inclusive, acted
willfully and maliciously with the intent to harm Plaintift, wid in conscious disregard of
Plaintiff's rights, so as to constitute wizlice and/or oppressizr under California Civil Code §
3294 thereby entitling them to punii-ve Jamages accordirg 7 proof.

"

1
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PRAYER FOR RELIE T

Wherefore, Plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., prays for Iudument against Defendants DOE

1, a public entiry: and DOES 2 through 100, inclusive, as fotlows:

1. For past, present, and future zoneral damages in an amount to be determined at trial;
2. For past, present, and future special damages, including but not limited to past,

present and tuturc lost earnings, cconomic damages, and vil:ors. in an amount to be

determined at trial;
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3. Any appropriate statutory dan:ages. including treble damages and attorneys’ fees;
4. Puritive damages

5. For costs of suit;

6. For pre- and post-judgment iterest as allowed by law;

7. For atiorney's fees pursuant tc ihe aforementioned siztu cs and otherwise allowable
by law

a. California Code of Civil Procedure § 1021.5;

b. altforina Code of Civil Procedure § 1021.4;

C. California Civil Code §52:

8. For such other and further relicf as the court may deem proper.

DATED: May 29, 2025

i
1
1
i
1
1

DOWNYGWN L.A. LAW GROUP

Andrew M. Morrow, 111, Esq.

Attoriiey for Plamtiff,
JOHN DOER.R. .

20
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRiAL

Plaintiff demands trial by jury of all issues so triablc.

DATED: May 29, 2025 DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

i —

Andre'x M. Morrow, 111, Esq.
Attorncy {or Plaintiff,
JOHN NOER.R.

21
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tliscellanaous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporate
Governance (21)
“rtition (not specified above) (43)
il Harassment

Emotional Distrass
Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress
Other PI/PD/MWD
Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Busines
Practice (07)
Civil Rights (e.qg.. discriminaiion,
false arrest) fnoi civi
harassmen!’ (

roperty (not eminent

reitenant, or

)

nvelves iflegal ot
orherwise,

Defamation (e.q.. ¢ er libel) (13) report = Covinernal or Residential) silace Viclonca
Fraud (16) Judicial “_ Dependent Adult Abuse
Intellectual Property {19) Asset =0 108} i tion Contest
Professional Neglig=nce (25 Pefition = hiiration Award (11) it
Wit of } : Petition for Relief From Late Claim

Legal Malpractice

Other Professional Malpractice Wit 2 isirative Mandamus Other Civil Petition

(not medical or lecall Writ-Mzrcamus on Limited Court

Other Non-PI/PD/WD Tort (45)
Employment

Wrongful Termination (35,

Other Employment (15)

Writef imitad Court Casa Reviey

Other .

t Officer
Natic. o = oreai--Labor Commissionct
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CM-110

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNE Y s";i [ NNDER: 334658 o ; FOR COURT USE ONLY
NaMe: Jordan A. Duncan-Smith. Esq.
FIRM NAME: Downtown [..A. Law Group

STREET ADDRESS: 540 S. Santa I'c Ave.. Los Angeles, CA 90021
ata Fe Ave. Los Angeles, CA UL e o0l . ELECTRONICALLY FILED

cITY: Los Angeles !

TELEPHONE No: (310) 273-1230 Faxic 300 §58-1063 i =uperior Court of California,
EMAIL ADDRESS jordanzidowntow i ilaw.com Count ¥ of Kern

ATTORNEY FOR fname) JOHN D0 K.R., an Individual o ! By: Vanesa Mata
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALI-GniiA, COUNTY OF KER . Deputy Clerk

STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtur Avenue ‘ 03/18/26 10:04 AM

MAILING ADDRESS: 12135 Truxiun Avenue
cry aNDzIPcobE:  Bakersfield. 93301
BRANCH NAME:  Metro Justice Building

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: |C1HIN DOE R.R., an Indi 1 :a!
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT 1)(*i | et al.

CASE (At NAGEMENT STATEIEN

(Check one): [ X_] UNLiMtTED CASE [ LIMITED CASE
{Ameunt demanded 1.4
exceeds $35,000) o

CASENUMIER

BCV25102004

A CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE is schedulad = rollows
Date:April 1,2026 Time:8:30 AM: et DVt Room:
Address of court (if different from ihe address above):

X1 Notice of Intent to Apgear by Telephone, by (ri:m2): lordan Duncan-Smith, Fsq.

INSTRUCTIONS: Al applicable boxes mus, - E.ecked, and the speévivr".'ed .nformatiori must be provided.
1. Party or parties (answer »:-2);
a. [ X This statemer.::s s:hinitted by party (nai7: 34w DOE R.R., an Individual
b. [_] This statement i supmitted jointly by pa-tiz: (ramss)

2. Complaint and cross-complaint (fo be answered 5 - .o.4Tis and cross-compiai#nts oniy)
a. The complaint was fied on (date): June 3, 2025
b. [__] The cross-comgizint if any, was filed on (/urs).
3. Service (to be answered b, plaintiffs and cross-ccri picirs s cnly)
a. [_] All parties named n the complaint and crose smpleint have been ser =t nzve anpeared. or have been dismissed.
b. [ X1 The following partizs named in the complzint 5t cross-complaint

(1) XJ have not beer served (specify names 1 sxolain why not): ‘The irac ideriities and capacitics of DOE Defendants

+'v unknown. Plaintifty v e Dk complaint and eltoct wenvice upon ascertaining their identities.
and have not been disimissed (specify names):

are i

(2) [] have beern sty 2d but have not appezisc

(3) [] have nau = a:tauit entered against Uoi 502007 names):

c. [_] The foliowing ecuitcnai parties may be cacs. ‘wpecfy names, nature of iwzo'verment in case, and date by which
they may be servaid)

4. Description of case
a. Typeofcasein [ complaint 1ocasenmalamt (Descvibe mcluding causes of action): 1. Negligence 2.
Breach of Mandatory iatutory Duties 3. Inies #:cual Inffiction of Emotional Distress

Page1of 5
Form Adopted for Mandatery Use 7 Y] :;4 FIASER -\rai\l‘:\' Cal. Rules of Court,
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CcM-110

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER } }i \ DOE R.R., an Indix % u | CASE HUMBER
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DUE 1, et al. . BCV25102004

'

4. b. Provide a brief stateme~t of the case, including any damaages (if personal injury damages are sought, specify the injury and
damages claimed, including medical expenses ic <ate incicate source and s:nzunij, estimated future medical expenses, lost
earnings to date, and estimated future lost earnings: if equitable relief is scuch:, describe the nature of the relief).

Plaintiff was at Camp Frwin Owen where they wore soxally assaulted by o siaff member.

[ (fmore space is reacisd check this box ans arzch & page designated as Atiachment 4b.)

5. Jury or nonjury trial
The party or parties reques! [ X ] ajurytrial |~ anorjury trial. (I more thian cne party, provide the name of each party
requesting a jury trial):

6. Trial date

a. [_] Thetrial has besr set for (date):
b. [X] No trial date has been set. This case will be rcady for triai within 12 moths of the date of the filing of the complaint (if
not, explain):

c. Dates on which pariies or attorneys will not be zv:zizole for tnal (specify dates and explain reasons for unavailability):

7. Estimated length of trici
The party or parties estirnate that the trial will take (ciieck ong;
a. [ X days (specify number): 5-7
b. [] hours (short causes) (specify):
8. Trial representation (fo be answered for each part:;
The party or parties will be represented at trial [ X ov the attorney or party Ested i the caption  [_] by the following:

a. Attorney:

b. Firm:

¢. Address:

d. Telephone number: f. Fax number:

e. Email address: g. Paity represented:

(] Additiona! represeniation is described in Attazhiraziit 3.
9. Preference

(] This case is entitied to preference (specify code ssction):
10. Alternative dispute resolution (ADR)

a. ADR information pacicage. Please note that c:/fz1eint ADR processes are ava:abiz in different courts and communities; read
the ADR information package provided by the corit nider rule 3.221 of the Caliiviria Rules of Court for information about the
processes avaitable “hrough the court and corninoy piograms in this case.

(1) For parties represe:ted by counsel: Counset [ »_ nas [ | has nct provided the ADR information package identified

in rule 3.221 to trs =iient and reviewed ADR ortions with the client.

(2) For self-represents ozrties: Party [__| has | has not reviewed te ADH information package identified in rule 3.221.

b. Referral to juslicial a-&:itration or civil actior: mediiation (if available).

(1) (] This matter is suijact to mandatory juric herzéon under Cede ¢i ¢ vi! Proeedure section 1141.11 or to civil action
mediation u~rler Code of Civil Procedire sentior 1775 3 because tha zmount in controversy does not exceed the
statutory limit.

(2) ] Plaintiff elects to refer this case ta judiciat ariitration and agrees to i recovery to the amount specified in Code of
Civil Procedure section 1141.11.

(3) ] This vase ‘s . it from judicial arbitiaiicr under rule 3.811 of the Caiiornia Rules of Court or from civil action
mediaian 3. TCode of Civil Procas . . ¢ w0 1775 et seq (spe iy exenplion).

CM-110Rev. January 1, 2024] CASE MANMAGEMENT STATENVENT Page2ot3
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T

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R,, an Individuai ' CASE NUMBER'
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et al. ! BCV25102004

10. ¢. In the table below, indiczte the ADR process or processes that the party or par.es are willing to participate in, have agreed to
participate in, or have already participated in (check all that apply and provide the specified information):

The varty or parties completing !If the party or parties comaieting this form in the case have agreed to

this form are willing to perticipate in or have aiready completed an ADR process or processes,
participate in the following AZK  irJicate the status of the piccesses (attach a copy of the parties' ADR

grocasses (check all that appi,) stpuiation):

, [_X_I Mediation sessicn not yet scheduled
! 71 Mediation session schaduled for (date):

(1) Mediation : . LT

[—

Agreed to compiaor i adiation by (date).

 Mediation comu:ztad ¢n {date):

i
|

CXi Settlement confeicnce not yet scheduled

(2) Settlement {777 Settlement conicrence scheduled ior (date):

J—
conference " 1 Agreed to compiaw setlement conference by (date):

ST Settlement cunerence sonipleted on(date).

I__ 1 Neutral evaluation not yet scheduted

. Neutral evaiuatun scheduled for (date):

(3) Neutral evaluation - ] B o
; . Agreed to compizie neutral evaluation by (date):
T Neutral evaluatio s oo v sleted on (date):
; [ Judicial aritratoo ot et seneduled
(4) Nonbinding judicial ‘ ] . Judicial arbitraucn scheduled for (date):
arbitration ; i Agreed to compiete judiciai arbitration by (date):
7, Judicial arbitration compicied on (aate):
7, Private arbitratinn rot w2t schaduled
(5) Binding private . [ . Piivate arbitigiion schicduledior (date):
arbitration , [T Agieed to comgieie private arbitration by (date);
- " Private arbivrat .o compizizd on {date):
i ADR session s el soheduled
. | R ion scheaulaed for (date).
(6) Other (specify) - " I77] ADR session scheaaied for {date)

.~ 'l Agreed to comp etz ADR session by (date).

{1 ADR completed ar: {date)

CM-A10Rev. January 1. 2024] CASE MANAGEMENT STATEM N,
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| CASE NUMBER

i BCV25102004

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individuz!
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al.

— ey
f
{
i

11. Insurance
a. [ Insurance carrier, if any, for party filing this statement (name):
b. Reservationof rights: [ "7 Yes [ ] No
¢. [[] Coverage issues will significantly affect resci.ticr of this case (explaii,.

12. Jurisdiction .
Indicate any matters that may affect the court's jurisdiction or processing of this case and describe the status.

[ ] Bankruptcy [__1 Other (specify):
Status:
13. Related cases, consolidation, and coordination

a. [__] There are companion, underlying, or related cases.
(1) Name of case:
(2) Name of court:
(3) Case number:
(4) Status:

[ Additional cases are described in Attachment 13a.
b. ] A motion to [ ] consolidate [ 7 cocrdinate will be filed by (name party):

14. Bifurcation

[ The party or parties iniend to file a motion for an order bifurcating, severing, =1 coordinating the following issues or causes of
action (specify moving party, type of motion. arxi reasons).

15. Other motions

[] The party or parties expect to file the following motioas bafore trial (specirv inoving party, type of motion, and 1ssues):

16. Discovery

a. [] The party or parties have completed all discovery
b. [X] The following dis~overy will be completed v tie <3 specified /descse all wnticinated discovery):

Party Descripuiar : Date
Plaintiff Written Discovery June 2026
Plaintiff Depositions July 2026
Plaintiff Expert Discovery Per Code

¢. [ The following discovery issues, including issues regarding the discovery of electronically stored information, are
anticipated (specify):

Page4of 5
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T

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: J(OHN DOE R.R., an Individual ; CASE NUMBER
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al. | BCV25102004

17. Economic litigation

a. [__] Thisis a limited civil case (i.e., the amount demanded is $35,000 or less) and the economic litigation procedures in Code
of Civil Procedure sections 90-98 will apply tc this case.

b. [] Thisis alimited civi: case and a motion tc withdraw the case from the eccnoraic litigation procedures or for additional
discovery will be filed (if checked, explain specifically why economic iitigation piocedures relating to discovery or trial
should not appiy to this case):

18. Other issues

[ The party or parties reguest that the following additional matters be considzred o determined at the case management
conference (specify):

19. Meet and confer

a. [ The party or parties have met and conferrad with all parties on all subjects required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules
of Court (if not, explain):

b. [] After meeting and zcnferring as required oy ruie 3.724 of the Califorria Rules of Court, the parties agree on the following
(specify).

20. Total number of pages attached (if any).

| am completely familiar with this case and will be fully prepared to discuss the status of discovery and alternative dispute resolution,
as well as other issues raised oy this statement, and witi [3ssess the authority to enier into stipuiations on these issues at the time of
the case management confirerice, including the written: authonty of the party where reauired.

Date: March 17, 2026 g ;
= Tnguatl=”
=
Jordan A. Duncan-Smith, Esq. o y
(TYPE OR FRINT NAME) {SIGMATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SiIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)

[] Additicnal signatures are attached.

OM-110 Rev.January 1, 2024 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Page sof s




CM-110

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 354658 FOR COURT USE ONLY
name: Jordan A. Duncan-Smith, Esq.
FIRM NAME: Downtown L.A. Law Group
STREET ADDRESS: 540 S. Santa Fe Ave., Los Angeles, CA 90013
ary:Los Angeles ¢ sTATE: CA ZIP CODE: 90013 E LE OTRO N l OALLY . F I LE D
TELEPHONE NO: (310) 273-1230 FAXNO.: (310) 858-1063 Superior Court of California,
EMAIL ADDRESS: jordan@downtownlalaw.com Count ¥ of Kern
ATTORNEY FOR (name} JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual By. Vanesa hMata
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN Deput'y‘ Clerk
STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue 03/18/26 10:04 AM
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue
cry anpzipcone: Bakersfield, 93301
BRANCH NAME:  Metro Justice Building
PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, ei: al.
CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT CASE NUMBER:
(Check one): [ X ] UNLIMITED CASE [ LIMITED CASE
’ (Amount demanded (Amount demanded is $35,000
exceeds $35,000) or less) BCV25102004

A CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE is scheduled as follows:
Date: April 1,2026 Time:8:30 AM Dept.: Div..H Room:
Address of court (if different from the address above):

X Notice of Intent to Appear by Telephone, by (name): Jordan Duncan-Smith, Esq.
INSTRUCTIONS: All applicable boxes must be checked, and the specified information must be provided.
1. Party or parties (answer one):
a. [ X This statement is submitted by party (name): JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual
b. [ This statement is submitted jointly by parties (names):
2. Complaint and cross-complaint (fo be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)

a. The complaint was filed on (date): June 3, 2025

b. [_] The cross-complaint, if any, was filed on (date):
3. Service (to be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)
a. [] All parties named in the complaint and cross-complaint have been served, have appeared, or have been dismissed.

b. [X] The following parties named in the complaint or cross-complaint
(1) X1 have not been served (specify names and explain why not): The true identities and capacities of DOE Defendants
are currently unknown. Plaintiff will amend the complaint and effect service upon ascertaining their identities.
(2) [ have been served but have not appeared and have not been dismissed (specify names):

(3) [_] have had a default entered against them (specify names):

c. [[] The following additional parﬁes may be added (specify names, nature of involvement in case, and date by which
they may be served):

4. Description of case
a. Typeofcasein [X] complaint [ cross-complaint (Describe, including causes of action): 1. Negligence 2.
Breach of Mandatory Statutory Duties 3. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress

Page1of5
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use Cal. Rules of Court,
Judicial Council of Calfornia CASE MANAGEMEN T STATEM ENT rules 3.720-3.730
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

4. b. Provide a brief statement of the case, including any damages (if personal injury damages are sought, specify the injury and
damages claimed, including medical expenses to date [indicate source and amount], estimated future medical expenses, lost
earnings fo date, and estimated future lost earnings; if equitable relief is sought, describe the nature of the relief):

Plaintiff was at Camp Erwin Owen where they were sexually assaulted by a staff member.

[ (i more space is needed, check this box and attach a page designated as Attachment 4b.)
5. Jury or nonjury trial

The party or parties request [ X ] ajurytrial [__] a nonjury trial. (if more than one party, provide the name of each party
requesting a jury trial):

6. Trial date

a. [_] The trial has been set for (date):

b. [X] No tiial date has been set. This case will be ready for trial within 12 months of the date of the filing of the complaint (if
not, explain):

c. Dates on which parties or attorneys will not be available for trial (specify dates and explain reasons for unavailabiiity):

7. Estimated length of trial
The party or parties estimate that the trial will take (check one)
a. [X] days (specify number): 5-7
b. [] hours (short causes) (specify):
8. Trial representation (fo be answered for each party)
The party or parties will be represented attrial [X | by the attorney or party listed in the caption [__| by the following:

a. Attorney:

b. Firm:

c. Address:

d. Telephone number: f. Fax number:

e. Email address: g. Party represented:

] Additional representation is described in Atachment 8.
9. Preference

[] This case is entitled to preference (specify code section):
10. Alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
a. ADR information package. Please note that different ADR processes are available in different courts and communities; read

the ADR information package provided by the court under rule 3.221 of the California Rules of Court for information about the
processes available through the court and community programs in this case.

(1) For parties represented by counsel: Counsel [ X ] has [__] has not provided the ADR information package identified

in rule 3.221 to the client and reviewed ADR options with the client.

(2) For self-represented parties: Party [__] has [_] has not reviewed the ADR information package identified in rule 3.221.

b. Referral to judicial arbitration or civil action mediation (if available).

(1) ] This matter is subject to mandatory judicial arbitration under Code of Civil Procedure section 1141.11 or to civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775.3 because the amount in controversy does not exceed the
statutory limit.

(2) (] Plaintiff elects to refer this case to judicial arbitration and agrees to limit recovery to the amount specified in Code of
Civil Procedure section 1141.11.

(3) [_] This case is exempt from judicial arbitration under rule 3.811 of the California Rules of Court or from civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775 et seq. (specify exemption):

CMA10 Rev. donuory 1, 2024 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Page 2018



CcM-110

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et al.

CASE NUMBER:
BCV25102004

10. ¢. In the table below, indicate the ADR process or processes that the party or parties are willing to participate in, have agreed to
participate in, or have already participated in (check all that apply and provide the specified information):

The party or parties completing
this form are willing to
participate in the following ADR
processes (check all that apply):

If the party or parties completing this form in the case have agreed to
participate in or have already completed an ADR process or processes,
indicate the status of the processes (attach a copy of the parties’ ADR
stipulation):

(1) Mediation

[X7 Mediation session not yet scheduled
[] Mediation session scheduled for (date):
[] Agreed to complete mediation by (date).
[ Mediation completed on (date):.

(2) Settlement

conference

[X] Settiement conference not yet scheduled

[ Settiement conference scheduled for(date):

[_] Agreed to complete settlement conference by (date):
[] Settlement conference completed on(date):

(3) Neutral evaluation ]

[ Neutral evaluation not yet scheduled

[_] Neutral evaluation scheduled for (date):

[ Agreed to complete neutral evaluation by (date):
] Neutral evaluation completed on (date):

(4) Nonbinding judicial 1]
arbitration

[ Judicial arbitration not yet scheduled

[ Judicial arbitration scheduled for (date):

[ Agreed to complete judicial arbitration by (date):
[ Judicial arbitration completed on (date):

(5) Binding private |
arbitration

[ Private arbitration not yet scheduled

[] Private arbitration scheduled for (date):

[_] Agreed to complete private arbitration by (date):
[] Private arbitration completed on (date):

(6) Other (specify). ]

[_] ADR session not yet scheduled

[_] ADR session scheduled for (date):

[_] Agreed to complete ADR session by (date):
] ADR completed on (date):

OM-110 R January 1, 2024 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Page 3ot
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

11. Insurance

a. [_] Insurance carrier, if any, for party filing this statement (name):
b. Reservation of rights: [__| Yes [__] No
c. [] Coverage issues will significantly affect resolution of this case (explain):

12. Jurisdiction
Indicate any matters that may affect the court’s jurisdiction or processing of this case and describe the status.

(] Bankruptcy [_] Other (specify):
Status:

13. Related cases, consolidation, and coordination
a. [__] There are companion, underlying, or related cases.
(1) Name of case:
(2) Name of court:

(3) Case number:
(4) Status:

[] Additional cases are described in Attachment 13a.
b. ] A motion to [ consolidate [] coordinate will be filed by (name party):

14. Bifurcation

[ The party or parties intend to file a motion for an order bifurcating, severing, or coordinating the following issues or causes of
action (specify moving party, type of motion, and reasons).

15. Other motions

[ The party or parties expect to file the following motions before trial (specify moving party, type of motion, and issues):

16. Discovery

a. [_] The party or parties have completed all discovery.
b. X The following discovery will be completed by the date specified (describe all anticipated discovery):

Paty Description Date
Plaintiff Written Discovery June 2026
Plaintiff Depositions July 2026
Plaintiff Expert Discovery Per Code

¢. [_] The following discovery issues, including issues regarding the discovery of electronically stored information, are
anticipated (specify):

Paged4of §
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

17. Economic litigation

a. [__] Thisis a limited civil case (i.e., the amount demanded is $35,000 or less) and the economic litigation procedures in Code
of Civil Procedure sections 90-98 will apply to this case.

b. [_] Thisis a limited civil case and a motion to withdraw the case from the economic litigation procedures or for additional
discovery will be filed (if checked, explain specifically why economic litigation procedures relating to discovery or trial
should not apply to this case):

18. Other issues

[T The party or parties request that the following additional matters be considered or determined at the case management
conference (specify).

19. Meet and confer

a. [_] The party or parties have met and conferred with all parties on all subjects required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules
of Court (if not, explain):

b. [ After meeting and conferring as required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules of Court, the parties agree on the following
(specify):

20. Total number of pages attached (if any).

| am completely familiar with this case and will be fully prepared to discuss the status of discovery and alternative dispute resolution,
as well as other issues raised by this statement, and will possess the authority to enter into stipulations on these issues at the time of
the case management conference, including the written authority of the party where required.

Date: March 17, 2026 ¥
é, Pundr” 97"‘0'

Jordan A. Duncan-Smith. Esq. ’
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)

[] Additional signatures are attached.

W10 Rev. January 1,2024] CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Pagesofs
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 128300 FOR COURT USE ONLY
Name: Andrew M. Morrow, 111, Esq

FRM NAME: DOWNTOWN L. A. LAW GROUP
STREET ADDRESS: 540 S. Santa Fe Ave.

cy: Los Angeles STAe CA 2P CoDE 90013 ELECTRONICALLY FILED
TELEPHONE NO. 213-389-3765 FAXNo. 877-389-2775 Superior Court of California
EMAIL ADDRESS: andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com C tv of K '
ATTORNEY FOR (neme): JOHN DOE R.R. ou I"l' }" o1 Kern
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN By: Christina Vasquez

STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue Deputy Clerk

MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue 06/23/26 1:47 PM

ciy anDzIPcope: Bakersfield, 93301
BRANCH NAME:  Metro Justice Building
PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et. al.

CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT CASE NUMBER;
(Check one): [ X ] UNLIMITED CASE ] LIMITED CASE

{(Amount demanded (Amount demanded is $35,000

exceeds $35,000) or less) BCV25102004

A CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE is scheduled as follows:

Date: 6/30/2026 Time:8:30 Dept.: Div.:H Room:
Address of court (if different from the address above):

[X] Notice of Intent to Appear by Telephone, by (name): Ezequiel Z. Gurule, Esq.
INSTRUCTIONS: All applicable boxes must be checked, and the specified information must be provided.

1. Party or parties (answer one):

a. [X] This statement is submitted by party (name): JOHN DOE R.R.

b. [] This statement is submitted jointly by parties (names):
2. Complaint and cross-complaint (fo be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)
a. The complaint was filed on (date): 5/29/2025
b. [_] The cross-complaint, if any, was filed on (date):

3. Service (to be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)
a. [__] Al parties named in the complaint and cross-complaint have been served, have appeared, or have been dismissed.

b. X7 The following parties named in the complaint or cross-complaint

(1) X3 have not been served (specify names and explain why not): We have filed the Amendment to Complaint to Doe in
the Defendant, once conformed we will initiate service of the Defendant.
(2 [ have been served but have not appeared and have not been dismissed (specify names):

(3) [_] have had a default entered against them (specify names):

¢. [_] The following additional parties may be added (specify names, nature of involvement in case, and date by which
they may be served):

4. Description of case
a. Typeofcasein [X] complaint [ cross-complaint (Describe, including causes of action): 1. Negligence 2.
Breach of Mandatory Statutory Duty 3. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 4. Violation of the Bane Act

Page1of§
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R. CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et. al. BCV25102004

4. b. Provide a brief statement of the case, including any damages (if personal injury damages are sought, specify the injury and
damages claimed, including medical expenses to date findicate source and amount], estimated future medical expenses, lost
earnings to date, and estimated future lost earnings, if equitable relief is sought, describe the nature of the relief):

Plaintiff was under the care and custody of staff at Camp Erwin Owen when they were sexually assaulted by a staff
member(s).

[ (#f more space is needed, check this box and attach a page designated as Attachment 4b.)
5. Jury or nonjury trial

The party or parties request [ X | ajurytrial [__| a nonjury trial. (If more than one party, provide the name of each party
requesting a jury trial):

6. Trial date

a. [_] The trial has been set for (date):

b. X7 No trial date has been set. This case will be ready for trial within 12 months of the date of the filing of the complaint (if
not, explain):

¢. Dates on which parties or attorneys will not be available for trial (specify dates and explain reasons for unavailability):

7. Estimated length of trial
The party or parties estimate that the trial will take (check one)
a. [X] days (specify number):
b. [ hours (short causes) (specify):

8. Trial representation (to be answered for each party)
The party or parties will be represented attrial [ "X] by the attorney or party listed in the caption [__] by the following:

a. Attorney:

b. Firm:

c. Address:

d. Telephone number: f. Fax number:

e. Email address: g. Party represented:

[ Additional representation is described in Attachment 8.
9. Preference

[] This case is entitied to preference (specify code section):
10. Alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
& ADR information package. Please note that different ADR processes are available in different courts and communities; read

the ADR information package provided by the court under rule 3.221 of the California Rules of Court for information about the
processes available through the court and community programs in this case.

(1) For parties represented by counsel: Counsel [ X | has [__] has not provided the ADR information package identified

in rule 3.221 to the client and reviewed ADR options with the client.

(2) For self-represented parties: Party [__| has [__| has not reviewed the ADR information package identified in rule 3.221.

b. Referral to judicial arbitration or civil action mediation (if available).

(1) (] This matter is subject to mandatory judicial arbitration under Code of Civil Procedure section 1141.11 or to civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775.3 because the amount in controversy does not exceed the
statutory limit.

(2) ] Plaintiff elects to refer this case to judicial arbitration and agrees to limit recovery to the amount specified in Code of
Civil Procedure section 1141.11.

(3) (] This case is exempt from judicial arbitration under rule 3.811 of the California Rules of Court or from civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775 et seq. (specify exemption):

CM-110 [Rev. January 1, 2024] CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Page2ot 5
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et. al.

CASE NUMBER:

BCV25102004

10. ¢. In the table below, indicate the ADR process or processes that the party or parties are willing to participate in, have agreed to
participate in, or have already participated in (check all that apply and provide the specified information):

The party or parties completing
this form are willing to
participate in the following ADR
processes (check all that apply):

If the party or parties completing this form in the case have agreed to
participate in or have already completed an ADR process or processes,
indicate the status of the processes (attach a copy of the parties' ADR
stipulation): :

[X] Mediation session not yet scheduled
[] Mediation session scheduled for (date).

1) Mediati <3
(1) Mediation [ Agreed to complete mediation by (date):
(] Mediation completed on (date):
X1 Settiement conference not yet scheduled
(2) Settiement X] [ settlement conference scheduled for (date).
conference [_] Agreed to complete settlement conference by (date):
[ Settlement conference completed on{date).
[] Neutral evaluation not yet scheduled
Neutral evaluation scheduled for (date):
(3) Neutral evaluation ] - ( ) )
(] Agreed to complete neutral evaluation by (date):
(] Neutral evaluation completed on (date):
[ Judicial arbitration not yet scheduled
(4) Nonbinding judicial ] [] Judicial arbitration scheduled for (date):
arbitration [ Agreed to complete judicial arbitration by (date):
[] Judicial arbitration completed on (date):
[] Private arbitration not yet scheduled
(5) Binding private 1 [] Private arbitration scheduled for (date):
arbitration [_] Agreed to complete private arbitration by (date):
[] Private arbitration completed on (date):
[] ADR session not yet scheduled
(6) Other (specify): ] [] ADR session scheduled for (date):

[] Agreed to complete ADR session by (date):
] ADR completed on (date):

CM-110 [Rev. January 1, 2024)
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R. CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et. al. BCV25102004

11. Insurance
a. [ Insurance carrier, if any, for party filing this statement (name):
b. Reservationof rights: [ ] Yes [ ] No
¢. [[_] Coverage issues will significantly affect resolution of this case (expiain).

12. Jurisdiction
Indicate any matters that may affect the court's jurisdiction or processing of this case and describe the status.

(] Bankruptcy [_] Other (specify):
Status:

13. Related cases, consolidation, and coordination
a. [_] There are companion, underlying, or related cases.
(1) Name of case:
(2) Name of court:

(3) Case number:
(4) Status:

[1 Additional cases are described in Attachment 13a.
b. [ ] A motion to [] consolidate [] coordinate will be filed by (name party):

14. Bifurcation

[_] The party or parties intend to file a mation for an order bifurcating, severing, or coordinating the following issues or causes of
action (specify moving party, type of motion, and reasons):

15. Other motions

[] The party or parties expect to file the following motions before trial (specify moving party, type of motion, and issues):

16. Discovery

a. [_] The party or parties have completed all discovery.
b. The following discovery will be completed by the date specified (describe all anticipated discovery).

Party Description . Date
Plaintiff Written Discovery September 2026
Plaintiff Depositions November 2026
Plaintiff Expert Discovery Per Code

c. [_] The following discovery issues, including issues regarding the discovery of electronically stored information, are
anticipated (specify):

Pagedof §
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R. CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et. al. BCV25102004

17. Economic litigation

a. [__] Thisis a limited civil case (i.e., the amount demanded is $35,000 or less) and the economic litigation procedures in Code
of Civil Procedure sections 90-98 will apply to this case.

b. [_] This is a limited civil case and a motion to withdraw the case from the economic litigation procedures or for additional
discovery will be filed (if checked, explain specifically why economic litigation procedures refating to discovery or trjal
should not apply to this case):

18. Other issues

] The party or parties request that the following additional matters be considered or determined at the case management
conference (specify):

19. Meet and confer

a. [] The party or parties have met and conferred with all parties on all subjects required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules
of Court (if not, explain):

b. [ After meeting and conferring as required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules of Court, the parties agree on the following
(specify):

20. Total number of pages attached (if any):

| am completely familiar with this case and will be fully prepared to discuss the status of discovery and alternative dispute resolution,
as well as other issues raised by this statement, and will possess the authority to enter into stipulations on these issues at the time of
the case management conference, including the written authority of the party where required.

Date: June 23, 2026

Andrew M. Morrow, I1L, Esq. > —

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)

4

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)

[] Additional signatures are attached.
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CM-110

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 315980 FOR COURT USE ONLY

name: Lance C. Behringer, Esq.
FIrmNAME: Carpenter & Zuckerman

STREET ADDRESS: 8827 W. Olympic Boulevard ELECTRONICALLY FILED
crmv: Beverly Hills STATECA  2Pcope 90211 Superior Court of California,
TELEPHONE NO.: (310) 273-1230 Faxno. (310) 858-1063 County of Kern

EMAIL ADDRESS: eservice@cz.law By: Julia Bamera

ATTORNEY FOR (name) JOHN DOE R.R., an individual Deputy Clerk
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 03/16/26 4:41 PM

STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Avenue
ciry aNDziPcooe:  Bakersfield, 93301
BRANCH NAME: Metro Justice Building

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an individual
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al.

CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT CASE NUMBER:
(Check one): UNLIMITED CASE (] LIMITED CASE

(Amount demanded (Amount demanded is $35,000

exceeds $35,000) or less) BCV25102004

A CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE is scheduled as follows:
Date: October 1, 2026 Time:8:30 AM Dept.: Div..H Room:
Address of court (if different from the address above):

[ X'] Notice of Intent to Appear by Telephone, by (name): Ezequiel Z. Gurule, Esq.

INSTRUCTIONS: All applicable boxes must be checked, and the specified information must be provided.
1. Party or parties (answer one):
a. This statement is submitted by party (name): JOHN DOE R.R., an individual
b. [] This statement is submitted jointly by parties (names):
2. Complaint and cross-complaint (to be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)
a. The complaint was filed on (date): May 29, 2025

b. [__] The cross-complaint, if any, was filed on (date):
3. Service (to be answered by plaintiffs and cross-complainants only)

a. [__] All parties named in the complaint and cross-complaint have been served, have appeared, or have been dismissed.

b. The following parties named in the complaint or cross-complaint

) have not been served (specify names and explain why not). Plaintiff has filed First Amended Complaint and Doe

Amendment, service is currently being effectuated on Defendant County of Kern.
(2) [] have been served but have not appeared and have not been dismissed (specify names):

(3) [ have had a default entered against them (specify names):

c. [_] The following additional parties may be added (specify names, nature of involvement in case, and date by which
they may be served):

4. Description of case

a. Type of casein complaint [ cross-complaint (Describe, including causes of action): 1. Negligence

2. Breach of Mandatory Statutory Duties 3. Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 4. Violation of the Bane Act

Page1of§
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CM-110

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

4. b. Provide a brief statement of the case, including any damages (if personal injury damages are sought, specify the injury and
damages claimed, including medical expenses to date [indicate source and amount], estimated future medical expenses, lost
earnings to date, and estimated future lost earnings; if equitable relief is sought, describe the nature of the relief):

Plaintiff was a minor in the custody of the County of Kern where they were subjected to various acts of childhood sexual abuse.

[ (if more space is needed, check this box and attach a page designated as Attachment 4b.)
5. Jury or nonjury trial

The party or parties request ajurytrial [ ] anonjury trial. (if more than one party, provide the name of each party
requesting a jury trial):

6. Trial date

a. [_] The trial has been set for (date):

b. No trial date has been set. This case will be ready for trial within 12 months of the date of the filing of the complaint (if
not, explain):

¢. Dates on which parties or attorneys will not be available for trial (specify dates and explain reasons for unavailability):

7. Estimated length of trial
The party or parties estimate that the trial will take (check one)
a. days (specify number): 5-7
b. [ hours (short causes) (specify): .
8. Trial representation (fo be answered for each party)
The party or parties will be represented at trial by the attorney or party listed in the caption [__] by the following:

a. Attorney:

b. Firm:

c. Address:

d. Telephone number: f. Fax number:

e. Email address: g. Party represented:

(] Additional representation is described in Attachment 8.
9. Preference

[] This case is entitled to preference (specify code section):
10. Alternative dispute resolution (ADR)
a. ADR information package. Please note that different ADR processes are available in different courts and communities; read

the ADR information package provided by the court under rule 3.221 of the California Rules of Court for information about the
processes available through the court and community programs in this case.

(1) For parties represented by counsel; Counsel has [__] has not provided the ADR information package identified

in rule 3.221 to the client and reviewed ADR options with the client.

(2) For self-represented parties: Party [__| has [__] has not reviewed the ADR information package identified in rule 3.221.

b. Referral to judicial arbitration or civil action mediation (if available).

(1) [ This matter is subject to mandatory judicial arbitration under Code of Civil Procedure section 1141.11 or to civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775.3 because the amount in controversy does not exceed the
statutory limit.

(2) ] Piaintiff elects to refer this case to judicial arbitration and agrees to limit recovery to the amount specified in Code of
Civil Procedure section 1141.11.

(3) [__] This case is exempt from judicial arbitration under rule 3.811 of the California Rules of Court or from civil action
mediation under Code of Civil Procedure section 1775 et seq. (specify exemption):

OM-110 Rev. January 1, 2024 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT Page 201
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an individual
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et al.

CASE NUMBER:

BCV25102004

10. ¢. In the table below, indicate the ADR process or processes that the party or parties are willing to participate in, have agreed to
participate in, or have already participated in (check all that apply and provide the specified information): .

The party or parties completing
this form are willing to
participate in the following ADR
processes (check all that apply):

If the party or parties completing this form in the case have agreed to
participate in or have already completed an ADR process or processes,
indicate the status of the processes (attach a copy of the parties' ADR
stipulation):

(1) Mediation

Mediation session not yet scheduled
[] Mediation session scheduled for (date):
[ Agreed to complete mediation by (date):
[_] Mediation completed on (date):

(2) Settlement
conference

Settlement conference not yet scheduled

[ settiement conference scheduled for (date):

] Agreed to complete settlement conference by (date):
[ settlement conference completed on(date):

(3) Neutral evaluation [

[] Neutral evaluation not yet scheduled

[] Neutral evaluation scheduled for (date):

[] Agreed to complete neutral evaluation by (date):
[] Neutral evaluation completed on (date):

(4) Nonbinding judicial .
arbitration

[ Judicial arbitration not yet scheduled

[ Judicial arbitration scheduled for (date):

[] Agreed to complete judicial arbitration by (date):
[ Judicial arbitration completed on (date):

(5) Binding private 1
arbitration

[ Private arbitration not yet scheduled

[] Pprivate arbitration scheduled for (date):

[] Agreed to complete private arbitration by (date):
[ Private arbitration completed on (date):

(6) Other (specify): ]

[] ADR session not yet scheduled

[] ADR session scheduled for (date):

[] Agreed to complete ADR session by (date):
[] ADR completed on (date):
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT:DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

11. Insurance
a. [_] Insurance carrier, if any, for party filing this statement (name):
b. Reservation of rights: ] Yes [__] No
c. [] Coverage issues will significantly affect resolution of this case (explain):

12. Jurisdiction
Indicate any matters that may affect the court's jurisdiction or processing of this case and describe the status.

(] Bankruptcy [__] Other (specify):
Status:
13. Related cases, consolidation, and coordination

a. [_] There are companion, underlying, or related cases.
(1) Name of case:
(2) Name of court:
(3) Case number:
(4) Status:

] Additional cases are described in Attachment 13a.
b. [] A motion to [ consolidate (] coordinate will be filed by (name party):

14. Bifurcation

(] The party or parties intend to file a motion for an order bifurcating, severing, or coordinating the following issues or causes of
action (specify moving party, type of motion, and reasons):

15. Other motions

[] The party or parties expect to file the following motions before trial (specify moving party, type of motion, and issues):

16. Discovery

a. |:|. The party or parties have completed all discovery.
b. The following discovery will be completed by the date specified (describe all anticipated discovery):

Party Description Date
Plaintiff Written Discovery Per Code
Plaintiff Depositions Per Code
Plaintiff Expert Discovery Per Code

¢. [[] The following discovery issues, including issues regarding the discovery of electronically stored information, are
anticipated (specify):

Pagedof 8
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOHN DOE R.R., an individual CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: DOE 1, et al. BCV25102004

17. Economic litigation

a. [__] Thisis a limited civil case (i.e., the amount demanded is $35,000 or less) and the economic litigation procedures in Code
of Civil Procedure sections 90-98 will apply to this case.

b. [] Thisis alimited civil case and a motion to withdraw the case from the economic litigation procedures or for additional
discovery will be filed (if checked, explain specifically why economic litigation procedures relating to discovery or trial
should not apply to this case):

18. Other issues

] The party or parties request that the following additional matters be considered or determined at the case management
conference (specify).

19. Meet and confer

a. The party or parties have met and conferred with all parties on all subjects required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules
of Court (if not, explain): Service is currently being effectuated and will be complete before the Case Management
Conference.

b. [_] After meeting and conferring as required by rule 3.724 of the California Rules of Court, the parties agree on the following
(specify):

20. Total number of pages attached (if any):

| am completely familiar with this case and will be fully prepared to discuss the status of discovery and alternative dispute resolution,
as well as other issues raised by this statement, and will possess the authority to enter into stipulations on these issues at the time of
the case management conference, including the written authority of the party where required.

Date: September 16, 2026

Lance C. Behringer, Esq. ’
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

(SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORN

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PARTY OR ATTORNEY)

[] Additional signatures are attached.
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Robert J. Ounjian, SBN 210213

robert@cz.law

Lance C. Behringer, SBN 315980
Ibehringer@cz.law

CARPENTER & ZUCKERMAN

8827 West Olympic Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90211
Telephone: (310) 273-1230
Facsimile: (310) 858-1063

Andrew M. Morrow, III, SBN 128300
andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com
DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP
540 S. Santa Fe Ave.

Los Angeles, California 90014

Tel: (213) 389-3765

Fax: (877) 389-2775

Attorneys for Plaintiff

ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern
By: ‘ckie Fogerson

Deputy Clerk
04/1/26 12:00 AM

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF KERN

JOHN DOE R.R., an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2
through 100, inclusive.

Defendants.

CASE NO.: BCV25102004
[Assigned for all purposes to Div. H
Hon. Bernard C. Barmann Jr.]

NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL

Complaint Filed: May 29, 2025
Trial Date: Not yet set

Please take notice that, DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP, .attomeys of record for Plaintiff

hereby associates Carpenter & Zuckerman as co-counsel for Plaintiff in this matter.

The names, office address, telephone number, and fax number of the associated counsel are

as follows:
1
"

-1-

NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL
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Robert J. Ounjian, SBN 210213
Lance C. Behringer, SBN 315980
CARPENTER & ZUCKERMAN
8827 West Olympic Boulevard
Beverly Hills, California 90211
Telephone:  310.273.1230
Facsimile:  310.858.1063
robert@cz.law
Ibehringer@cz.law

eservice@cz.law

egurule@cz.law

From this date forward, please serve all documents on Carpenter& Zuckerman at the above

location in addition to Downtown L.A. Law Group.

Dated: March 31, 2026 DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP
Andyew~M. Movvows; I/

Andrew M. Morrow, III
Attorney for Plaintiffs

Dated: March 31, 2026 CARPENTER & ZUCKERMAN

RobertJ. Ovangian

Robert J. Ounjian
Lance C. Behringer
Attorney for Plaintiffs

NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL
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PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within action. My business address is 8827 W. Olympic Blvd., Beverly Hills,
CA 90211.

On March 31, 2026, I served the foregoing document(s) described as NOTICE OF
ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL on all interested parties in this action as set forth on the attached
service list as follows:

Hugh S. Spackman, State Bar No. 150204

Maureen E. Clark, State Bar No. 179723
CLINKENBEARD, RAMSEY & SPACKMAN, LLP
P.O. Box 21007

Santa Barbara, CA 93121

Phone: (805) 965-0043

Fax: (805) 965-8894

eclementi@crslawfirm.com, mclark@crslawfirm.com, DWienecke@crslawfirm.com,
hspackman@crslawfirm.com

Attorneys for Defendant, County of Ventura

X BY EMAIL OR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION: Pursuant to California Rules of
Court, Rule 2.251(b), | caused each such document to be converted to .pdf format and sent
from e-mail address veronica@cz.law to the person(s) on the electronic notification
address listed in the service list.

X STATE: I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
that the above is true and correct.

Executed on March 31, 2026, in Los Angeles County.

Brayden Schachle

NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL
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Lance C. Behringer, Esq. (SBN: 315980)
Carpenter & Zuckerman

8827 West Olympic Boulevard

Beverly Hills, CA 90211-3613
Telephone: (310) 273-1230

Email: eservice@cz.law

Attorneys for Plaintiff
JOHN DOE R.R.

ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern

By: Julia Barrera
Deputy Clerk
09/16/26 4:41 PM

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF KERN

JOHN DOE R.R., an Individual
Plaintiffs,
vs.

DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through 100,
inclusive

Defendants.

CASE NO.: BCV25102004

Judge: Hon. Bernard C. Barmann, Jr.
Div.: H

NOTICE OF PLAINTIFF'S DEPOSIT OF
JURY FEES PURSUANT TO CCP
SECTION 631(b)

TO THE COURT, DEFENDANTS AND TO THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that pursuant to CCP § 631(b), Plaintiff, JOHN DOE R.R,,

hereby submits a jury fee deposit in the amount of $150.00.

DATED: September 16, 2026

By:

1

CARPENTER & ZUCKERMAN

L

LANCE C. BEHRINGER({JEsq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff, JOHN DOE R.R.

NOTICE OF PLAINTIFF'S DEPOSIT OF JURY FEES PURSUANT TO CCP SECTION 631(b)
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Ezequiel Gurule, Esq.; State Bar No. 358197
DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

540 S. Santa Fe Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Tel. (213)389-3765

Fax. (877)389-2775

Email: Ezequiel@downtownlalaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
JOHN DOE R.R., an individual

ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern

By: Mckie Fogerson
Deputy Clerk

03/25/26 1:39 PM

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN

JOHN DOE R.R., AN INDIVIDUAL
Plaintiff,
V.
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through

100, inclusive.

Defendants.

Case No.: BCV25102004

DECLARATION OF ATTORNEY
EZEQUIEL Z. GURULE IV ORDER
TO SHOW CAUSE RE: FAILURE TO
FILE PROOF OF SERVICE/
IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS

OSC Date: 4/1/2026

Time: 08:30

Div.:H

Location: Bakersfield Metropolitan Justice

I, EZEQUIEL Z. GURULE, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before all courts in the State of

California. Our firm represents plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., an individual in the above-entitled

action. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein and if called upon to testify, I

could and would competently do so.

DECLARATION OF ATTORNEY EZEQUIEL Z. GURULE
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2. Due to a clerical error in our calendaring, we missed the December 1%, 2025
hearing. We intend to fully litigate this case and have acted since the last hearing to do so.

3. We filed the First Amended Complaint on March 19', 2026. Once conformed
we will file an Amendment to Complaint to doe in the Defendant. We will then initiate

service of the Defendant forthwith.

I apologize for any inconvenience the foregoing events may have caused the Court.
Given the actions now taken by Plaintiff, we respectfully request that the Court does not
sanction Plaintiff’s Counsel and the OSC re Service be continued for 60 days to allow the
amendments to be conformed and service to be effectuated. I declare under penalty of perjury
under the law of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: 3/25/2026

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

Ezequiel Z. Gurule, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
JOHN DOE R.R., an individual
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ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Andrew M. MOrl'OW, III, Esq. State Bar No. 128300 Superlor Court Of California'

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP County of Kern
540 S. Santa Fe Ave., By: Christina Vasquez
Los Angeles, CA 90013 Deputy Clerk
Telephone: (213) 389-3765 06/23/26 3:05 PM

Facsimile (877) 389-2775
Email: andy.morrow@downtownlalaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

JOHN DOE R.R., an individual
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN
JOHN DOE R.R., AN INDIVIDUAL Case No.: BCV25102004
Plaintiff,
Assigned For All Purposes to Hon. Bernard
V. C. Barmann, Jr., Div. H
DOE 1, a public entity; and DOES 2 through
100, inclusive. DECLARATION OF ATTORNEY
ANDREW M. MORROW ORDER TO
SHOW CAUSE RE: CRC 3.110
Defendants. OSC Date: 6/30/2026
Time: 08:30
Div. H

Location: Bakersfield Metropolitan Justice

I, Andrew M. Morrow, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice before all courts in the State of
California. Our firm represents plaintiff JOHN DOE R.R., an individual in the above-entitled
action. I have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein and if called upon to testify, I
could and would competently do so.

2. We filed the First Amended Complaint on March 25, 2026 and received a

conformed copy on the same day.
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3. We have refiled the Amendment to Complaint to Doe in the County
Defendant so we can effectuate service on the Defendant. Once confirmed, we will initiate
service forthwith.

4. I apologize for any inconvenience the foregoing events may have caused the
Court. Given the actions now taken by Plaintiff’s counsel, we respectfully request that the
OSC re CRC 3.110 be advanced 90 days to allow us to effectuate service of the Defendant. 1
declare under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of California that the foregoing is
true and correct.

Dated: 6/23/2026

DOWNTOWN L.A. LAW GROUP

—

Andrew M. Morrow, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
JOHN DOE R.R., an individual

By:
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