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SUM-100

SUMMONS  FOR COURT USE ONLY

(SOLO PARA USO DE LA CORTE)

(CITACION JUDICIAL) A 190

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: ELECTRONICALLY FILED
AVISO AL DEMANDADO): Superior Court of California,

1ARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUE MURENO: COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT C-Ul_lnt : Uf KE Fh
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; AND El
DOES 1 TO 100, INCLUSIVE, AND EACH OF THEM By’: Gricelda Bvans

Deputy Clerk

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 09.!23."26 3:32 PM

(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian
ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his
guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA

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.lawhelpcalifornia.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.
jAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su versién. 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 telefénica 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 encontrar estos formularios de la corte y mas 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 presentacion, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
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 sitio 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
cualquier 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
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is: CASE NUMBER
El nombre y direccion de la corte es): (Naero oa/ Gasoj.

UPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 26CUB02945
Metropolitan Justice Courthouse
1215 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
ﬁl nombre, la direccion y el nimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abogado, es):

ichacl M. Marzban, Esq.  (Bar # 238624) Fax No.: (818) 986-5879
Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation Phone No.: (818) 986-3332
g)ggg_o Ventura Blvd, Ste 701, Encino, CA 91436 Clerk, by ) Daitity:
(Fecha) 09/28/2026 Tara Leal (Secretario) /s/ Gricelda Evans 5.

(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)).
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

1. [ as an individual defendant.

2. [ ] asthe person sued under the ﬁctltlous name of (specify):

[SEAL]

COUNTY OF KERN
3. X1 on behalf of (specify): e :
under: [__] CCP 416.10 (corporation) [] CCP 416.60 (minor)
[] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [_] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)

[] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) ] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)

[ ] other (specify): 416.50 (public entity)
4. [ ] by personal delivery on (date):
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MICHAEL M. MARZBAN, ESQ. (SBN: 238624) (Space Below for Filing Stamp Only)

BRENNAN C. AZIZI, ESQ. (SBN: 363779)

COHEN & MARZBAN

Law Corporation

16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701
Encino, California 91436
Telephone: (818) 986-3332
Facsimile: (818) 986-5879

File No.: 268256ABC&26826AB
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Count of California,
County of Kern

By: Alexandra Valles- Guerrero
Deputy Clerk
07/28/26 11:04 AM ,

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN, METROPOLITAN JUSTICE COURTHOUSE
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH ) Case No.: 26CUB02945

BLADE GARCIA, a minor, by and

through his guardian ad litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA;

JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor,

by and through his guardian ad

litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA;

EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA
RIVERA,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

MARIA DEL ROCIO

RODRIGUEZMORENO; COUNTY OF) 4
KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT)
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF

CALIFORNIA; CALIFORNIA

HIGHWAY PATROL; AND DOES 1
TO 100, INCLUSIVE, AND EACH OF

THEM,

Defendants.

)
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES: *

1. MOTOR VEHICLE -
WRONGFUL DEATH
2. GENERAL NEGLIGENCE -
WRONGFUL DEATH
3. DANGEROUS CONDITION OF
PUBLIC PROPERTY _
(Government Code §§ 815.2,
815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 et
seq., 840.2, 905, 945) —
WRONGFUL DEATH
. GENERAL NEGLIGENCE
(Independent Contractor(s) of
the Governmental Entities) -
WRONGFUL DEATH
5. PREMISES LIABILITY .
(Independent Contractor(s) of
the Governmental Entities) —
WRONGFUL DEATH

N ' ' ' at “att ot “wr “w “aw “ut v

S o et e “w ' v v

COMES NOW Plaintiffs REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE *
GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE
GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA

(“Plaintiffs”), and allege as follows:

1

Complaint for Damages




© 00 3 & O s W N =

DN DN DN DN DN DN DN DN DN e e e e e e e e e
W 3 & Ot b WN = O O 0O O R W N O

1. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA is,
and at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

2. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

3. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

4, At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARdIA 18,
and at all relevant times herein was, the spouse of and an heir of Decedent Angel
Barraza Garcia (“Decedent”) for the purposes of bringing this wrongful death ;
lawsuit.

5. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, the child of and an heir of Decedent for the
purposes of bringing this wrongful death lawsuit.

6. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, the child of and an heir of Decedent for the |
purposes of bringing this wrongful death lawsuit.

7. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff EDGAR MORA is, and at all
relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los Angeles,
State of California.

8. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA is, and

at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los

2
Complaint for Damages




© 00 3 O O b~ W N =

DN DN DN DN DN DN N DN DN O e e e e e e el e e
W 3 & O & W N = O W W 39 O G b W N = O

Angeles, State of California.

9. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO is
and was at all relevant times an individual having a residence in the County of
Kern, State of California.

10. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant COUNTY OF KERN is and was at all relevant
times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the State of
California.

11.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION is and was at all relevant times a public entity existing qhder
the Constitution and laws of the State of California. :'

12. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that'iat all
times herein mentioned, Defendant STATE OF CALIFORNIA is and was at all
relevant times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the State
of California. \

13. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL is and was
at all relevant times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the
State of California.

14. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that'at all
times mentioned herein, Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and .
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL were and are public entities authorized tdl
conduct business, including supervising and administering roads, roadways, traffic
conditions, intersections, intersection controls, lighting and all other highway and

roadway issues within the unincorporated community of Lebec, California. This
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includes, but is not limited to, control of the vehicular traffic on the I-5 Freeway
within Lebec, California.

15. The section of I-5 Freeway that exists within Lebec, California is
situated within the County of Kern, State of California.

16. The true names and capacities of Defendants referred to herein as
Dbes 1 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, are unknown to Plaintiffs at this time
and Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that they are in
some way responsible for the damages incurred. Plaintiffs will amend this
Complaint to allege the true names and capacities when ascertained.

17. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
material times each of the Defendants were the agents, ostensible agents, managing
agents, alter egos, servants, directors, managers, officers, hirees, independent
contractors, contractors, commissioners, representatives, parents, minor children,v
principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies, franchisor, franchisee,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or empioyees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an |
agency, managerial, representative or employment capacity within the course and
scope of their authority, whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the
permission and consent of the co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and
conduct was known to, authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are
informed and believe and based thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual
Defendants, which was outside the scope of their authority, was known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. :

- 18.  Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and capacities of Defend;ants
sued herein as Does 1 to 100, inclusive, and therefore sue these Defendants byf such
fictitious names. Plaintiffs will amend his complaint to allege the true names and
capacities of said fictitiously named Defendants, and each of them. Plaintiffs are

informed and believe and thereon allege that each of the fictitiously named
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Defendants acted negligently, carelessly and/or are responsible as owners, operators
and/or managers of property and business, and/or acted negligently, carelessly,
recklessly, intentionally and/or maliciously, or in conscious disregard of the rights
and safety of the Plaintiffs herein, all to cause injury and damages to the Plaintiffs,
and which acts and/or omissions occurred within the jurisdiction of the above- 3'
entitled Court as hereinafter alleged, and that Plaintiffs’ losses as herein alleged
were proximately caused by such acts and/or omissions of said fictitiously naméd
Defendants.

19. That the above-entitled Court is the proper Court for this action

because the injury to the Plaintiffs occurred within the jurisdiction of said Court.

ALLEGATIONS OF MOTOR VEHICLE NEGLIGENCE
20.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about October 5, 2025, (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject Date”), Decedent
Angel Barraza Garcia was operating a motorcycle (the “Garcia Motorcycle”) an;i
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA was operating a motorcycle (the “Mora Motorcycle”); that
Decedent Angel Barraza Garcia and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were traveling

{

southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the first lane at or near Grapevine
Road within the unincorporated community of Lebec, in the County of Kern, State
of California 93243 (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject Location”); that at the
Subject Location, a turn through existed (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject
Turn Through”); and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, mainta;ined
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on the I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, so as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the

direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and

]
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traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle. 1

21. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and D?es 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operatéd,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicie
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent Angel Barraza Garcia
eventually resulting in his death on or about October 5, 2025, and catastrophic
injuries and damages to Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’,
MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each
of their, conduct, Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs
NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and
Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss 6f
consortium for the injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff

EDGAR MORA.

ALLEGATIONS AGAINST GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS

22.  Plaintiff further is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that

on and/or befofe October 5, 2025, Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does 51 to 75, inclusive, and each of them|
(hereafter referred herein as “GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS”), and/(;)r its
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, mainteinance
personnel, inspectors, contractors and other employees, staff, agents or contractors,
acting within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency failed
to properly install, maintain, repair, operate, monitor and/or control the roadway at
the accident site and/or the Subject Turn Through and/or provide adequate lighting

and/or control the traffic and/or signs for motorists and/or pedestrians (traveling]
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southbound at the Subject Location) to perceive, react and avoid striking ‘other
motorists. Motorists at the Subject Location and in the area of the Subject Loqation
routinely travel at high speeds. The Subject Location lacked appropriate visuai cues,
signage and/or warnings to warn drivers about the Subject Turn Through, inclﬁding,
but not limited to, the pavement markings blending in with their surrounding: area,
the slope of the roadway, limited visibility as a result of the angle of the roadway,
limited visibility as a result of the preceding center median barrier, a false se;'xse of
safety created by the preceding center median barrier which abruptly ends, the
elongated center turn through area, and the lack of barricade in the center turn
through area. Alongside all of these aspects, there was a lack of signage and/or
inadequate signage. This created a false sense of safety and/or a trap in the Subject
Location wherein Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were struck. There was 2
special need of appropriate, safe, and functional lighting, signals and signs in?.order
to reduce the risk of injury to motorists at the Subject Location. There was a high
volume of vehicular traffic such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or
should have known that this was a dangerous condition of public property. :

23.  More specifically, but by no means limited to the following, this Subject
Location had a significant prior collision history; inadequate and/or unsafe geo;netry;
design; signage and/or signals; a center median barrier that creates limited viéibﬂity
and/or abruptly ends; inadequate and/or unsafe line of sight as to the Subject Turn|
Through and/or the center median barrier ending.

24. These above-stated failures, acts and/or omissions :‘ of/by
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS were inherently dangerous and created a péculiar
risk, nuisance, and trap. The safe and normal function of the roadways wag
suspended and the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS should have properly informed|
drivers of what to expect at the Subject Location, with a high volume of traffic, high
speeds, high speed limit, and limited visibility with broken, defective, and/oy

inadequate visibility.
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25. Moreover, as an addition, in addition, and/or in consideration of the
above, the Subject Location was unsafe and dangerous as it should have had,
including, but not limited to, guardrails, K-rails, Jersey walls, a median bérrier,
signal lights, signage regarding no left turns or U-turns, and/or other controls at,
near, and/or approaching the Subject Turn Through. .

26. The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or their management,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and
scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts and/or omissions created,
or allowed to be created, a dangerous condition under Government Code § 835 et seq.
The installation, maintenance, repair, operation, monitoring and/or control of the
Subject Turn Through was done negligently, inadequately and improperly and,
together with and independent of the absence of traffic controls, such as :;craffic
signals, and/or signage warning motorists and/or pedestrians and/or i othen
appropriate traffic control(s), and created a hazard, trap and dangerous condition
under Government Code § 835 et seq. It also created a peculiar risk and trap as the
above factors created a dangerous condition not reasonably apparent to motorists.

27. Moreover, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or their managément,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspéctors
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and
scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts and/or omissions,
unreasonably altered, modified, and/or changed the design, configuration, placement,
condition, and appearance of the Subject Location without the appropriate
investigation, plans, and approval, and thereby, created or increased the dangers of
the Subject Location. Furthermore, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or their
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, :acting

within the course and scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts
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and/or omissions, unreasonably failed to properly and adequately inspect,
investigate, maintain, repair, report, operate, supervise, control, and/or adeqﬁately
warn motorists of the dangerous and unsafe condition(s) which had b‘écome
dangerous due to a change in the physical conditions. Sufficient time had elapéed fon
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS to have remedied, repaired and/or warned aéainst
such dangerous conditions of the Subject Location. '

28. As a result of this/these dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA
DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of fhem,
struck Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA, resulting in Plaintiffs’ injuries and
damages.

29.  Sufficient time passed from the moment the dangerous conditions were|
created such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or should have finown
a dangerous condition(s) was/were created and such that it had sufficient time t;) have
remedied or warned against the dangerous condition(s).

30. The collision was foreseeable to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDiANTS
and, yet, they failed to warn motorists. It is believed that notice was actually provided|
to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS through prior accidents under s;imilar
circumstances such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had sufficient time td
take action to remedy the dangerous conditions.

31. The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or its management,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the courge and
scope of their duties and/or employment/agency negligently, unreasonablsr and
improperly owned, operated, designed, planned, engineered, maintained, inspected,
repaired, failed to repair, and controlled the roadways, including the Subject Location
and the surrounding and/or adjacent areas; thereby creating a dangerous condffion(s)
and exposing motorists to a dangerous condition(s). The GOVERNMENT]
DEFENDANTS undertook to control the Subject Location, invited reliance (;n the
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Subject Location and are liable as it created a dangerous condition in doing so.

32. The dangerous condition(s) created a reasonably foreseeable risk.of the
kind of injuries which were incurred, and (a) were created by a negligent or wrongful
act or omission of an employee of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS; and/or (b) the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had actual or constructive notice of the danéerous
condition(s) within a sufficient period of time prior to the injury to have taken]
measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s).

33. These dangerous condition(s) and these acts and/or omissions of the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its management, administrative, designers,
planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors and/or other employees,
staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and scope of their duties legally,
(proximately) caused the Plaintiffs’ damages. |

34. Further, these dangerous condition(s) were/was directly attributable
wholly or in substantial part to a negligent or wrongful act of these employees/égents
of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and these employees/agents had the
authority and the funds and other means immediately available to take alternative
action which would not have created the dangerous condition(s); and/or these
employees/agents had the authority and it was his/her/their responsibility to take
adequate measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s) at the expense of
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and the funds and other means for doing s
were immediately available to him/her/them, and he/she/they had actﬁal on
constructive notice of the dangerous condition(s) a sufficient time prior to the injury,
to have taken measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s). |

35. Further, signs, warnings or other devices were necessary to w.'arn of
these dangerous condition(s) which endangered the safe movement of traffic and
which would not be reasonably apparent to, and would not have been anticipated by,

a person exercising due care.

36. Further, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its employees/égents
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acting within the scope of their employment/agency undertook, gratuitously or for
consideration, to avoid, remedy and/or abate these dangerous condition(s). These
undertakings and promises were the kind that they recognized as necessary for the|
protection of third persons. These entities and their employees/agents acting within|
the scope of their employment/agency failed to exercise reasonable care fn the
performance of these undertakings and promises, the failure to exercise reaS(;nable
care resulted in physical harm to the third persons; and either (a) their carelelssness
increased the risk of such harm, or (b) the undertaking or promises were to perform
a duty that the other owed to the third persons, or (c) the harm was suffered becausel
either the other or the third persons relied on the undertaking.

37. Due to these acts and failures to act and dangerous conditions, the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and their employees/agents are liable for Plaintiffs]
damages under the Government Code §§815.2, 815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 ef; seq.,
840.2, 905, 945. '

38. Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA is the wife of Decedent and
Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA is the wife of Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. Plaintiffs
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA and MARIA LUISA RIVERA seek loss of consortium
damages including, but not limited to, the loss of their husbands’ love,
companionship, comfort, care, assistance, protection, affection, society, and moral
support.

39. Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, the wife of Decedent, and
Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, the children of
Decedent, seek wrongful death damages including, but not limited to, loss of |
financial support; loss of gifts and benefits; funeral and burial expenses; the
reasonable value of household services; the loss of Decedent’s love, companionship,
comfort, care, assistance, protection, affection, society, and moral support. Plaihtiff
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA also seeks damages for the loss of the enjoyment of
sexual relations. Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
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also seek damages for the loss of Decedent’s training and guidance. '

40. This claim, as against GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS arises from and|
is authorized by the California Government Claims Act and California Governmenf
Code §945. Further, as required by California Government Code §§905 and 911.2, 4
timely claim form was mailed to Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA;" and
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL on February 18, 2026, and specifically identified
the subject incident as well as Plaintiffs’ injuries and damages that were known af]
that time. These timely claim forms were subsequently rejected by Defendant
COUNTY OF KERN on or about March 25, 2026 by way of a written denial; and
Defendants CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF
CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL on or about April 4, 2026, by
operation of law, i.e. 45 days from the date the initial claim forms were pres:ented.
Thus, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ denial of Plaintiffs’ timely claimé gives
rise to the instant action which is authorized by California Government Code § '945.6.
This Complaint was timely filed following the denial of Plaintiffs’ claims by the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS. |

41.  Moreover, in addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS' liability,
Plaintiffs hereby allege that private entity Doe defendants Does 51 to 100, inciﬁsive,
and each of them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected,
renovated, designed, constructed, repaired and/or modified, the Subject Locati;)n,

including the areas at, near and/or adjacent to the Subject Location.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
Motor Vehicle
(As Against Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and
Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them)

42. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
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allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though
fully set forth here. |

43. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Subject
Turn Through existe'd; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them; 80
carelessly and negligently 6wned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southBound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Gf;lrcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

44. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO |
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the

injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.
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45. At all times mentioned herein, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO "
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, was/were
the registered owner(s) and/or authorized renters of the Defendants’ vehicle, i.g. the
vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven by, used by, operated by, utﬂized
by and/or leased to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;; and
Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on or before the Subject Date and duﬁng
the subject incident. |

46. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly granfed
permission and/or entrusted to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, to use, 'drive,
operate, utilize and/or borrow the Defendants’ vehicle. |

47. Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly employed,
contracted, retained, hired, and/or engaged Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, wherein
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25,
inclusive, and each of them, was/were a permissive user of the Defendants’ veI;icle
while traveling at or near the Subject Location so as to cause it to make an unsafe
lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction of the Subject Turn
Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when it was not
reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR
MORA’s persons, causing Decedent’s eventual death and Plaintiffs’ injuries ar;d
damages. “

48. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of owning the subject vehicle,
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50,»1‘

inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable and responsible for the injuries and
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damages to person(s) and/or property resulting from a negligent or wrongful act in
the operation of the Defendants’ vehicle by any permissive user. Defendants,
MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each
of them, breached his/her/their duty when he/she/they negligently and carelesély
drove, operated and/or controlled the Defendants’ vehicle on the Subject Date.‘!

49. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of its ownership of the
Defendants’ vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven, operated and/o¥'
controlled by Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on the Subject Date, and the express permission
granted to him/her/them, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable
and responsible for the injuries and/or damages sustained by the Plaintiffs.

50. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of |
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, -
inclusive, and each of them, as alleged herein, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries and
damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to,
past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property
damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortiﬁm,

wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiétion

of this Court to be determined according to proof.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
General Negligence
(As Against Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;: and
Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them) |
51. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though

fully set forth here.
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52. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Subject
Turn Through existed; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so
carelessly and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Ge;rcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle. |

53. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to ”
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO .
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for L‘the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

54. At all times mentioned herein, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, was/were
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the registered owner(s) and/or authorized renters of the Defendants’ vehicle, i.e. the
vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven by, used by, operated by, utﬂized
by and/or leased to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;i and
Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on or before the Subject Date and dﬁring
the subject incident. |

55. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly granted
permission and/or entrusted to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, to use, drive,
operate, utilize and/or borrow the Defendants’ vehicle.

56. Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly employed,
contracted, retained, hired, and/or engaged Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, wherein
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25,
inclusive, and each of them, was/were a permissive user of the Defendants’ vel;icle
while traveling at or near the Subject Location so as to cause it to make an unéafe
lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction of the Subject Turn
Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when it was not
reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR
MORA'’s persons, causing Decedent’s eventual death and Plaintiffs’ injuries and
damages.

57. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of owning the subject vehicle,
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 26 to 50,
inclusi;re, and each of them, is/are liable and responsible for the injuries and
damages to person(s) and/or property resulting from a negligent or wrongful act in

the operation of the Defendants’ vehicle by any permissive user. Defendants,
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MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each
of them, breached his/her/their duty when he/she/they negligently and carelessly
drove, operated and/or controlled the Defendants’ vehicle on the Subject Date."

58. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of its ownership of the
Defendants’ vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven, operated and/c;r
controlled by Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on the Subject Date, and the express permission
granted to him/her/them, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable
and responsible for the injuries and/or damages sustained by the Plaintiffs.

59. Moreover, Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges
that, on or before the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO '
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently
hired, contracted, trained, supervised, retained, engaged, employed and/or managed
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, |
inclusive, and each of them. Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, knew; or in
the exercise of reasonable diligence should have known, that Defendants, MARIA
DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them,
herein were negligent and/or careless drivers, prone to violate various laws.

60. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50,
inclusive, and each of them, as alleged herein, Plaintiffs have suffered injuriesv and
damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to,
past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property
damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortium,
wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiction

of this Court to be determined according to proof.
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
Dangerous Condition of Public Property
(As Against Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA
HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does 51 to 75, inclusive, and each of them)

61. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though
fully set forth here.

62. At all relevant times, the Subject Location was within an area owned,
operated and/or controlled by GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, and within an area
over which GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS exercised ownership in fee, right-of-
way, easement, or other property right.

63. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that‘:on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Pla;intiff
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Squect
Turn Through existed; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so
carelessly and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Gaircia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

64. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1

to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
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entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting iq his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct_:,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

65. On the Subject Date, Plaintiffs sustained injuries and damages as a
result of the failure of the employees and/or other agents and representatives of
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS charged with the responsibility of designing,
constructing, placing, maintaining and supervising safe public roadways at and/or
near the Subject Location. :

66. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege tflat on
and/or before the Subject Date, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/;)r its
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, mainténance
personnel, inspectors, contractors and other employees, staff, agents or contractors,
acting within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency failed
to properly install, maintain, repair, operate, monitor and/or control the roadway atj
the accident site and/or the Subject Turn Through and/or provide adequate lighting
and/or control the traffic and/or signs for motorists and/or pedestrians (traveling
southbound at the Subject Location) to perceive, react and avoid striking other
motorists. Motorists at the Subject Location and in the area of the Subject Location
routinely travel at high speeds. The Subject Location lacked appropriate visuafl cues,
signage and/or warnings to warn drivers about the Subject Turn Through, inciﬁding,

but not limited to, the pavement markings blending in with their surrounding area,
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the slope of the roadway, limited visibility as a result of the angle of the roadway,
limited visibility as a result of the preceding center median barrier, a false sense of]
safety created by the preceding center median barrier which abruptly encis, the
elongated center turn through area, and the lack of barricade in the center turn|
through area. Alongside all of these aspects, there was a lack of signage and/on
inadequate signage. This created a false sense of safety and/or a trap in the Subject
Location wherein Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were struck. There was a
special need of appropriate, safe, and functional lighting, signals and signs in order
to reduce the risk of injury to motorists at the Subject Location. There was a high
volume of vehicular traffic such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or
should have known that this was a dangerous condition of public property.

67. More specifically, but by no means limited to the following, this Subject
Location had a significant prior collision history; inadequate and/or unsafe geo;netry;
design; signage and/or signals; a center median barrier that creates limited vis'jibility
and/or abruptly ends; inadequate and/or unsafe line of sight as to the Subject Turn
Through and/or the center median barrier ending. ’

68. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them,
negligently and unreasonably failed to properly and adequately inspect, investigate,
maintain, repair, report, operate, supervise, control, and/or adequately warn
motorists and/or pedestrians of the dangerous and unsafe condition of the Sv.ubject
Location.

69. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, tﬁrough
their agents and/or employees unreasonably altered, modified, and chang(;d the)
design, configuration, placement, condition, and appearance of the Subject L(;cation
without the appropriate investigation, plans, and approval, and thereby, crea{ped or
increased the dangers of the Subject Location. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS,
inclusive and each of them, and their agents and/or employees knew that the areas

at and/or near the Subject Location would be used by vehicles traveling at higfl rates
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of speed but negligently failed to implement and timely provide proper safety
measures as listed above to warn motorists and/or nearby pedestrians/persons; of the
dangerous condition of the Subject Location.

70. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, through
their agents and/or employees negligently failed to provide the Subject Location with
the appropriate visual cues, visibility, signage, physical features and/or warnings to)
reasonably and adequately alert motorists and/or nearby pedestrians/persons to the]
dangerous conditions posed by the Subject Location.

71. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, were
aware and knew, and/or should have been aware and should have known for years,
that the Subject Location constituted a dangerous condition under Government Code
§ 835 et seq., when used with due care and that an incident similar and/or identical
to the one suffered by Plaintiffs was foreseeable and inevitable. GOVERNMENT]
DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, knew or should have known tl;at the)
Subject Location without the appropriate safety measures endangered motoris‘ts and|
nearby pedestrians/persons. Sufficient time had elapsed to have remedied, repaired|
and/or warned against such dangerous conditions of the Subject Location. |

72. These dangerous conditions were directly attributable wholly or in
substantial part to the negligent or wrongful acts of these employees and/or agents of
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and these
employees and/or agents had the authority and the funds and other ﬁeans
immediately available to take alternative action which would have remedied,
ameliorated and/or not have created the dangerous condition; and/or these empfloyees
and/or agents had the authority and it was their responsibility to take adequate
measures to protect against the dangerous conditions at the expense 6f the]
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and the funds and
other means for doing so were immediately available to them.

73. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, had othenr
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mandatory duties under state and local statutes, regulations, municipal codes,
ordinances, and other enactments with which they failed to comply; such failureg
were proximate and legal causes of the injuries and damages suffered by Plaintiffs.

74. Further, the names of the public employees and/or agents causingvinjury
or damage are currently unknown to Plaintiffs.

75. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and/or
their management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, mainténance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting]
within the course and scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts
and/or omissions created, or allowed to be created, a dangerous condition under

Government Code § 835 et seq. The installation, maintenance, repair, opefation,

monitoring and/or control of the Subject Turn Through was done negligently,
inadequately and improperly and, together with and independent of the absence of]
traffic controls, such as traffic signals, and/or signage warning motorists and/onf
pedestrians and/or other appropriate traffic control(s), and created a hazard, trap and|

dangerous condition under Government Code § 835 et seq. It also created a pééuliar

risk and trap as the above factors created a dangerous condition not reasonably
apparent to motorists. |

76. Sufficient time passed from the moment the dangerous conditions were
created such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or should have known
a dangerous condition(s) was/were created and such that it had sufficient time to have
remedied or warned against the dangerous condition(s). ,

77. The collision was foreseeable to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS,
inclusive and each of them, and, yet, they failed to warn drivers or persons in the
vicinity. It is believed that notice was actually provided to the GOVERNMENT
DEFENDANTS through prior accidents under similar circumstances such that the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had sufficient time to take action to remedy the

dangerous conditions.
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78. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and/or its|
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, mainténance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting|
within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency negligently,
unreasonably and improperly owned, operated, designed, planned, enginéered,
maintained, inspected, repaired, failed to repair, and controlled the roadways,
including the Subject Location and the surrounding and/or adjacent areas; thereby
creating a dangerous condition(s) and exposing drivers and persons or the public inj
the vicinity to a dangerous condition(s). The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS
undertook to control the Subject Location, invited reliance on the Subject Location
and are liable as it created a dangerous condition in doing so. |

79. The dangerous condition(s) created a reasonably foreseeable risk‘ of the
kind of injuries which were incurred, and (a) were created by a negligent or wrbngful
act or omission of an employee of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS; and/or (b) the,
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had actual or constructive notice of the danéerous
condition(s) within a sufficient period of time prior to the injury to have ;taken
measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s). |

80. These dangerous condition(s) and these acts and/or omissions !of the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its management, administrative, designers,
planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors and/or other empibyees,
staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and scope of their duties legally
(proximately) caused the Plaintiffs’ damages.

81. Further, these dangerous condition(s) were/was directly attributable
wholly or in substantial part to a negligent or wrongful act of these employees/égents
of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and these employees/agents had the
authority and the funds and other means immediately available to take alternative
action which would not have created the dangerous condition(s); and/or these]

employees/agents had the authority and it was his/her/their responsibility to take
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adequate measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s) at the expense of]
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and the funds and other means for doing so
were immediately available to him/her/them, and he/she/they had actgal o1
constructive notice of the dangerous condition(s) a sufficient time prior to the injuryj
to have taken measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s). '

82. Further, signs, warnings or other devices were necessary to wérn of
these dangerous condition(s) which endangered the safe movement of traffic and
which would not be reasonably apparent to, and would not have been anticipated by,
a person exercising due care.

83. Further, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its employees/agents
acting within the scope of their employment/agency undertook, gratuitously or for
consideration, to avoid, remedy and/or abate these dangerous condition(s). Thesel
undertakings and promises were the kind that they recognized as necessary for the
protection of third persons. These entities and their employees/agents acting fivithin
the scope of their employment/agency failed to exercise reasonable care in the
performance of these undertakings and promises, the failure to exercise reasonable
care resulted in physical harm to the third persons; and either (a) their careleésness
increased the risk of such harm, or (b) the undertaking or promises were to perform
a duty that the other owed to the third persons, or (c) the harm was suffered because
either the other or the third persons relied on the undertaking.

84. Due to these acts and failures to act and dangerous conditions, the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and their employees/agents are liable for Plaintiffs]
damages under the Government Code §§815.2, 815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 elt seq.,

840.2, 905, 945.

85. As a proximate and legal result and cause of the dangerous conditions
arising out of and/or related to the Subject Location, Plaintiffs sustained serioﬁs and]
permanent injuries and damages.

86. As a direct result of the negligent design, maintenance, constrﬁction,
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Government Code § 830.8in that it was necessary for GOVERNII,\/IENT

supervision, monitoring, inspection, control and management of the Subject chation
by employees, agents and/or representatives of GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, as
stated hereinabove, a dangerous condition(s) of public property was created pursuant
to Government Code §835 et. seq. As a result, the Subject Location was unsafe for the
movement of vehicles. The above-described dangerous condition(s) caused the s.:ubject
incident and the injuries and damages to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs have not yet completed
their investigation, and therefore, they cannot at this time state with specificity each|
and every reason why the Subject Location was a dangerous condition of publig

property pursuant to Government Code §835 et seq.

87. Employees, agents and/or representatives of GOVERNMENT)
DEFENDANTS had actual and/or constructive knowledge of
the dangerous condition(s), and/or created the dangerous condition(s), within a
sufficient time prior to the subject incident in order to take corrective medsures.
DEFENDANTS failed to either make such report or reports, and/or také such|
corrective measures. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS failed to act reasonabfy with
regard to the dangerous condition(s) at the Subject Location. ’

88. In addition, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS failed to seiect a
competent and safe contractor or contractors to do work on the roadways at or nean
the Subject Location, and failed to supervise, monitor, inspect, control and manage|
the activity of said contractor or contractors so as to avoid the creation and

maintenance of the dangerous condition(s) of public property alleged herein.

89. In addition, the Subject Location constituted a trap for purpdses of

DEFENDANTS to warn of the above-described dangerous condition(s), which
endangered the safe movement of vehicles on the roadway, and would not havé been

reasonably apparent to, nor would have been reasonably anticipated by, a person

exercising due care. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS completely failed to ;;rovide

such warnings.
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90. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries and damages and
will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to, past and ffuture:
physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property damage; lost earhings;
lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortium, wrongful death damages,
and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiction of this Court 1to be

determined according to proof.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
General Negligence

(As against Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of therh)

91. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and‘
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as thougfl fully
set forth here.
92. In addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ liability, Plaintiffs
hereby allege that private entity Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of
them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected, renovated,
and/or modified, the Subject Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the
Subject Location.
93. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all
material times each of the above-mentioned Defendants were the agents, iﬁlplied
agents, ostensible agents, managing agents, alter egos, servants, diriectors,
managers, officers, hirees, independent contractors, contractors, commiss{oners,
representatives, principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or employees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an agency,
managerial or employment capacity within the course and scope of their authority,

whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the permission and consent of the
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co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and conduct were known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and|
thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual Defendants, which was qﬁtside
the scope of their authority, was known to, authorized and ratified by the CO-
defendants. | |

94. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that on or before
the Subject Date, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, negliéently
and carelessly owned, maintained, controlled, managed, operated, inspected,
guarded, supervised, renovated, repaired, designed and/or secured the Subject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in that Doe)
Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, knew, or in the exeréise of
reasonable care should have known, that the Subject Location, and/or surrounciing or
adjacent areas to the Subject Location was/were at all times in a unsafe and/o
defective condition(s) and constituted an unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiff of
which Plaintiff was unaware. Moreover, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and
each of them, negligently and carelessly failed to maintain or repair the S‘ubject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in a safe
condition or warn Plaintiff of its unsafe condition, so that on the Subject Date, énd as
a result of said dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on Ehe I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, so as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the dilfection
of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when
it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia Motorcycle and
the Mora Motorcycle.

95. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1

28

Complaint for Damages




© 0 3 & O B W N =

N N N DN DN N N N N o e e e e e e e
W 3 & Ot = W N = © O©W W 3 & U B W M —~ O©

to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their v:ehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting 1n his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA. As a vresult of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, cohduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA4
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. ‘

96. Further, Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that, on|
or before the Subject Date, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS negligently and
carelessly paid, hired, retained, commissioned, retained, supervised, reprimanded,
instructed, advised, trained, contracted with and/or employed Defendants, Does 76 tg
100, inclusive, and each of them. |

97. Moreover, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew, or in the exeréise of
reasonable care should have known, that Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusiv.é, and|
each of them, were negligent and/or careless operators, contractors, repéirers,
designers, controllers, constructors, managers, supervisors, guarders, renox;ators,
maintainers, securers, fixers, menders, restorers and/or controllers of the Subject]
Location. |

98. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct oﬂ
Defendants Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, Plaintiffs have suffered|
injuries and damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not
limited to, past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses;
property damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, 1;)ss off

consortium, wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the|

29

Complaint for Damages




© 0 3 & s W N

DN DN N N DN N N N DN e e e = e e e e e
0 3 & Ul b W N H O O g WD O

jurisdiction of this Court to be determined according to proof.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION

Premises Liability

(As against Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of thetﬁ)

99. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphe and|
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though fully]
set forth here.
100. In addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ liability, Plaintiffs
hereby allege that private entity Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of
them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected, renovated,
and/or modified, the Subject Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the
Subject Location. '
101. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all
material times each of the above-mentioned Defendants were the agents, iﬁlplied
agents, ostensible agents, managing agents, alter egos, servants, directors,
managers, officers, hirees, independent contractors, contractors, commissioners,
representatives, principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or employees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an agency,
managerial or employment capacity within the course and scope of their authority,
whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the permission and consent of the
co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and conduct were known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and
thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual Defendants, which was outside
the scope of their authority, was known to, authorized and ratified by the co
defendants. '

102. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that on or before
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the Subject Date, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, negligently
and carelessly owned, maintained, controlled, managed, operated, inspected,
guarded, supervised, renovated, repaired, designed and/or secured the Sp.bject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in thgt Doe
Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, knew, or in the exergi_ise oﬁ
reasonable care should have known, that the Subject Location, and/or surrounc%ing on
adjacent areas to the Subject Location was/were at all times in a unsafe and/oy
defective condition(s) and constituted an unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiff of|
which Plaintiff was unaware. Moreover, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and
each of them, negligently and carelessly failed to maintain or repair the Subject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in "a safe
condition or warn Plaintiff of its unsafe condition, so that on the Subject Date, énd as
a result of said dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carélessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maini;ained
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on f:’he I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, S(; as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction
of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when
it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia Motorcycéle and|
the Mora Motorcycle. |

103. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, opérated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting 1n his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to Plaintiff|
EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL RbCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, co,hduct,
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Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

104. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, Plaintiffs have sviffered
injuries and damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not
limited to, past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses;
property damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of]
consortium, wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the]
jurisdiction of this Court to be determined according to proof.

j

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE
GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE |
GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian adf'litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA pray for
Judgment against the Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION;
STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does.i 1to
100, inclusive, and each of them, as follows: ’

1. For general damages in a sum according to proof;
For special damages in a sum according to proof;

For loss of consortium damages in a sum according to proof;

For any physical impairment or disfigurement; .

2
3
4. For wrongful death damages in a sum according to proof;
5
6 For medical expenses;

7

For property damage, diminution of value, and loss of use;
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8. For loss of earnings and loss of earnings capacity;
9. For prejudgment and post-judgment interest;
10. For costs and expenses of suit incurred herein; and

11.  For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and .

proper.
Dated: July 27, 2026 COHEN & MARZBAN,
Law Corporation Q
MICHAEL M. MARZBAN, ESQ.
BRENNAN C. AZIZI, ESQ.

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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Uninsured Motorist (if the case involves an
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Property Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort
Product Liability (not asbestos or
environmentaliftoxic tort) (24)
Medical Malpractice (45)
Medical Malpractice—Physicians &
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Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall)
Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD (e.g.,
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Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress
Negligent Infliction of Emoticnal Distress
Other PI/PD/WD
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Business Tort/Unfair Business Practice (07)
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Defamation (e.g., slander, libel) (13)
Fraud (other than contract) (16)
Intellectual Property (19)
Professional Negligence (25)
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Wrongful Termination (36)
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Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not
unlawful detainer or wrongful eviction)
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(not fraud)
Negligent Breach of Contract/Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Song-Beverly Act: Motor Vehicle Lemon Law
(check this item if the case involves a Song-
Beverly Act claim regarding a motor
vehicle) (49)
Rule 3.740 Collections (as defined in Cal.
Rules of Court, rule 3.740(a)) (09)
Other Collections (e.g., money owed, open
book accounts, promissory note) (09)
Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) (18)
Auto Subrogation
Other Coverage
Other Contract (37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispute

Real Property

Eminent Domain/inverse Condemnation (14)

Wrongful Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet titte) (26)
Wit of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not unlawful
detainer)

Unlawful Detainer
Commercial (31)
Residential (32)
Drugs (if the case involves illegal drugs, check
this item; otherwise, choose Commercial or
Residential) (38)

Judicial Review
Asset Forfeiture (05)
Petition re Arbitration Award (11)
Writ of Mandate (02)
Writ-Administrative Mandamus
Writ-Mandamus on Limited Court Case
Matter
Writ—Cther Limited Court Case Review
Other Judicial Review (39)
Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal-Labor Commissioner
Appeals

Employment Development Department (EDD)
EDD Decisicn Review (if the case involves an
Employment Development Department
decision, check this item instead of
wrongful termination or other empiloyment)
(48)

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.404)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Comprehensive Groundwater Adjudicaticn
(47)
Insurance Coverage Claims (arising fnom
provisionally complex case type listed
above) (41)

Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)

Abstract of Judgment (Out of Colunty)

Confession of Judgment (non-domesac
relations) :

Sister-State Judgment

Administrative Agency Award

Petition/Certification of Entry of Judgment
on Unpaid Taxes

Other Enforcement of Judgment Case

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint

RICO (27)

Other Complaint (not specified above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only ;
Injunctive Relief Only (non-harassment)
Mechanic's Lien
Other Commercial Complaint Case

(non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/
non-complex)

Miscellaneous Civil Petition

Partnership and Corporate Governance (21)
Other Petition (not specified above) (43)
Civil Harassment
Workplace Violence
Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse |
Election Contest ;
Petition for Name Change
Petition for Relief From Government
Claim Requirement
Other Civil Petition

Rev. July 1, 2026

Civil Case Cover Sheet

CM-010, Page 3 of 3

LexisNexis® Automated California Judicial Council Forms



FOR COURT USE ONLY

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA FILED
COUNTY OF KERN SUPERIOR COURT OF
Bakersfield Metropolitan Justice CALIFORNIA
1215 Truxtun Ave COUNTY OF KERN
Bakersfield, CA 93301 July 31,2026

Phone: (661) 610-6000

/s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero,
. . . . . Deputy Clerk ‘
Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al

Notice of Assignment to Judicial Officer for All Purposes, Notice of | Case Number:
Order to Show Cause Re: California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, and 26CUB02945
Notice of Case Management Conference

By order of the presiding judge, the above-entitled case is assigned to the Honorable Thomas S. Clark for all purposes. It
will be managed in Department/Division 17 until its conclusion. Peremptory challenges, if any, must be made within the
times set out in Code of Civil Procedure §170.6.

To Plaintiff(s) and Plaintiff(s) Counsel:

You are required to serve this Notice of Assignment and Notice of Order to Show Cause date and Notice of Case
Management Conference date with the Summons, Complaint [Local Rule 3.7(a), Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR)
Information Packet, and ADR Stipulation and Order Form (California Rules of Court, Rule 3.221).

You are ordered to appear on November 10, 2026 at 8:30 A.M. in Department 17 at 1415 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA
93301 to give any legal reason why sanctions shall not be imposed for failure to serve the complaint on all named
defendants and file proof(s) of service with the court within sixty (60) days after the filing of the complaint pursuant to
California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110. All appearances are mandatory, unless the court receives the required proof(s) of
service five (5) court days prior to the hearing date, and then no appearance is necessary.

To each party and their respective attorney(s) of record:
Your attention is directed to the California Rules of Court and the Code of Civil Procedure provisions regarding mandatory
expedited jury trial procedures, specifically to California Rules of Court Rules 3.1546, et seq., and Code of Civil Procedure

section 630.20, et seq.

This case is set for Case Management Conference on January 25, 2027 at 8:15 A.M. in Department 17 located at 14 15
Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301. Parties shall comply with and file case management statements at least fifteen (15)
days prior to the conference in accordance with California Rules of Court, Rules 3.720 — 3.730.

To Cross Complainant(s) and Cross Complainant(s) Counsel:
If you are bringing cross complaint against new parties, you are, likewise, required to serve this Notice of Assngnment
pursuant to California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, Notice of Order to Show Cause date and Notice of Case Management
Conference date on the new cross defendants. i

Tara Leal

Clerk of the Superior Court
Date: July 31, 2026

By:  /s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero
Alexandra Valles-Guerrero, Deputy Clerk



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
The Clerk of the Superior Court’s office has received a civil complaint from you for filing. Pursuant to the Trial Court

Delay Reduction Act, your case has been assigned to the Honorable Thomas S. Clark as monitoring judge.

Judge Thomas S. Clark has instituted a direct calendaring system for all cases assigned to him/her as the monitoring
judge. '

All law and motion, case management and trial setting conferences, ex parte matters and trials will be scheduled before
him/her in Department 17 at 1415 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301.

Law & Motion and Ex-Parte hearing dates must be pre-cleared by contacting the Direct Calendaring Clerk at 661-610-
6460. Tentative rulings are not provided in advance of the hearing.

At the time of filing the complaint, plaintiff's counsel will be given a Notice of Case Management Conference which sets
a conference approximately one hundred eighty (180) days after filing of the complaint. This notice must be served with
the summons and complaint on all defendants. Defendants must serve the notice on all cross-defendants named. The
notice must also be served on interveners and lien claimants.

Pursuant to Local Rule 3.2.1. a party wishing to appear remotely in any civil proceeding other than an evidentiary hearing
or trial, including conferences and law and motion hearings, is permitted to appear without advance notice to the court or
other parties. By appearing remotely those persons will be deemed to have requested a remote appearance. Instructions for
accessing Remote Court Hearings can be found on the court’s website. Each judicial officer retains the discretion to
require a party to appear in person at a conference, hearing, or proceeding, as authorized by Code of Civil Procedure
section 367.75. Remote proceedings for evidentiary hearings or trials in all divisions shall be noticed and conducted as
authorized by Code of Civil Procedure section 367.75 and California Rules of Court, rule 3.672.

The Court does not provide court reporters for civil matters. Parties wishing to have a matter reported must provide their
own reporter. The court maintains a list of pre-approved official reporters pro tem. Your preferred reporter can be added
to this list. Information regarding the court’s list is on the court’s website.

Another judge will hear settlement conferences in cases assigned to Judge Thomas S. Clark. However, those cases that do
not settle will be set for trial before him/her.



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
Superior Court Of California County Of Kern Special Rules Relating To Case Management Conferences

At least fifteen (15) days prior to the case management conference, each party shall prepare, file and serve on each other
party a case management conference statement providing the Court with the following information:

1. The “at-issue” status of the case including any new parties that may be contemplated;

2. A brief statement of the type of case and the general facts or contentions;

3. A description of the discovery done to date and that contemplated to be done;

4, Estimated time for trial and whether a jury is demanded;

5. Whether or not the case is entitled to priority in trial setting and if so, the legal authority thereof;,

6. An evaluation of the case for alternative dispute resolution, including arbitration (judicial or binding), mediation or
private judge handling;

7. 1f a person injury action, a description of the injuries sustained by each plaintiff and the elements of claimed damage;
8. A statement of any settlement negotiations undertaken thus far;

9. The name of the attorney primary responsible for the case on behalf of the party filing the statement.

More than one party may join in the filing of a single statement.

The case management conference shall be attended by the attorney primarily responsible for the case on behalf of each
party or a member of his or her firm or counsel formally associated in the case. The attorney attending shall be thoroughly
familiar with the case, and be able to engage in meaningful discussions with court and counsel, and to enter into
agreements on behalf of his or her client on the following subjects:

1. The “at-issue” status of the case including the dismissal of the unnamed doe defendants or cross-defendants by
agreement of all parties;

2. Discovery conducted and remaining to be done;

3. Amenability of the case to alternative dispute resolution including, but no limited to, arbitration (judicial or binding),
mediation, and private judge handling.

4. Delineation of issues including stipulation of facts not in substantial controversy;

5. Settlement prospects;

6. Setting the matter for trial, pre-trial conferences, settiement conference or further case management conference;
7. Any other matters relevant to the processing of the case to a final resolution.

Any violation of these rules shall result in the imposition of substantial sanctions which may include monetary, issue,
termination, or other appropriate sanctions.



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
Certificate of Service

The undersigned, of said Kern County, certify: That I am a Deputy Clerk of the Superior Court of the State of California,
in and for the County of Kern, that [ am a citizen of the United States, over 18 years of age, I reside in or am employed in
the County of Kern, that [ am not a party to the within action and that my business address is 1215 Truxtun Ave,
Bakersfield, CA 93301, that I served the Notice of Assignment to Judicial Officer for All Purposes, Notice of Order to
Show Cause Re: California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, and Notice of Case Management Conference attached hereto on
all interested parties and any respective counsel of record in the within action, following standard Court practices, by: (a)
enclosing true copies thereof in a sealed envelope(s) with postage fully prepaid and depositing/placing for collection and
delivery in the United States mail at Bakersfield, California; and/or (b) enclosing true copies thereof in a Kern County
interoffice envelope(s) and placing for collection and delivery; and/or (c) electronically transmitting true copies thereof by
electronic service or e-mail. Service address(es) are indicated on the attached service list.

Date of service: July 31, 2026

Place of service: Bakersfield, California

Sent from electronic service address: donotreply@kern.courts.ca.gov

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Tara Leal
' Clerk of the Superior Court
Date: July 31, 2026
By:  /s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero
Alexandra Valles-Guerrero, Deputy Clerk



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945

Service List

Michael Marzban

16000 Ventura Blvd Ste 701
Encino, CA 91436
eservice@bmclaw.net



ATTCRNEY OR PARTY WTHOUT ATTORNEY BTATE BAR NUMBER: 238624

nave: Michael M. Marzban, Esg.

rRmnaneE Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

sTReeT ADDRESS 16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701

citv: Encino STATE CA  2PCODE: §1436

tesoneno  (816) 886-3332 Faxwo: (818) 886-5878 iELEOTRONIOALLY FILED
apoesss: eservice@bmelaw.net . Sy

Ao Fom ane poien- i Superior Court of Californig,

SUPERICR COURT GF CALIFGRNIA, COUNTY OF KERN County of Kem

STREET ADDRESS 1215 Truxtun Ave By: Gricelda Bvans

MAUNGADORESS: 1295 Truxtun Ave
oty sp 2 cooe: Bakersfield 93301 Deputy Clerk
sRancHNAME: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse 08/:20/26 5:00 PM
PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF CASE NUMBER.
GUARDIAN AD I.ITEE:VE—“OPIXII;QND FAMILY LAW 26CUB02945

This form is for use in 8 civil or famity law proceeding in which a party is a minor, a person who lacks legal capacity to make
decisions, or a person for whom a consgervalor has been appointed A person who seeks the appointment of @ guardian ad litem in 8
proceeding under the Probate Code=—other than a proceeding under Probate Code sections 3500-3613 for approvalof a
compromise, seltlement, or disposition of judgment proceeds—shoulkd use form DE-350/GC-100. NOTE: A person may not act 88 8 ¢

guardian ad litem uniass the person is reprasentad by an atlomey. is an allomey, or, in an action undar the Unifarm Parentage Act
(Family Code, §§ 7600~7730), is an aduft refative of a minor parly.

1. | (applicent's name): JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
am (check ail that apply):
a the parent of (nams):
b. the guardian of (name): v
{1 the conservator of (name): ‘

~sae

a party to the suit
the minor to be represented (i the minor is 14 years of age or older).
another interested perscn (specify capacity):

2. |am asking the court to appoint the following peraon as guardian ad litem (name, address, phone number, and email address). |
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; :
{562) 826-2725;

16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 80723

3. The guardian ad litem will represent the interest of (name, address, and, if applicable, phone number and email sddress);
JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA,; '
(562) 826-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 80723

4. The person named in item 3 is a party and is {chack afl that apply):
a. [(x7] a minor (date of birth): December 12, 2011
b. [x7] a person who lacks legal capacity to make decisions fexplain the basis for claiming lack of capacily):
MINOR PLAINTIFF IS 14 YEARS OLD AND LEGALLY UNABLE TO BRING A LAWSUIT ON HIS OVWN BEHALF

[] Continued on Attachment 4b.
c. [} a persen for whom a conservator has been appointed (provide the delails of the appointment); -

(] Continued on Attachment 4c. - Page 9c12
Form Adapled for Mandatcty Uso Code aof Col Diotedune § 00 ulgeg
Jutea Councs of Coldarne APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF Fumriy Gate 8§ 8374 630

CIV-eI0L 835 Rev smary 1,224 GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW e



CIV-010/FL-836

PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA CASE NUMBER
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA 26CUB02%45

5. (3] The person named in item 3 i3 a minor and is (check one):
a. LX) @ plaintiff or petitioner in this action and the summons has not been issued
b. (] a defendant or respondent in this action, More than 10 days have passed since sefvice of the summons, and no one has
applied for the appointment of a guardian ad litem.
8. | am asking the court to appoint a guardian ad litem because the person named in item 3 (check all that apply):
a. [} is a minor who is a pary to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730).

b. [_] is 8 minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restralning order desctibed in Code of Civil
Procedure sections 372(b)(1) and 374(a). (If the minor is 12 yesrs of age or older, chack one of the following):
Theminor [_]doss [ doesnot cbjectto the appolntment of the person named in item 2.

{1 | don't know whether the minor cbjects to the appointment of the perssn named in item 2:

¢. [] has no guardian or conservator of the estate.

d. [ hes a guardian of conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent tha persan's
interest in this action or proceeding because (explain):

[ Continued on Attachment 6d.
The guardian or conservator of the estate Is (name, address, telgphone number, and email address):

(Afier filing this application, you must give notice and @ copy of the application fo the gusrdian cor conservator above.)
7. The proposed guardian ad litem Is fully competent and qualified to understand and protect the rights of tho person named in ltem 3

Michael M. Marzban, Esg. ) =

{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY)

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing s true and correct
Date: 08/20/2026

Joshua Rock Garcla )

] T S AL
{TYPE OR PRINT NANME) (SIGNATURE OF APRLICANT)

DISCLOSURES AND CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM

8 | have the following relationship with the person named in item 3 (check ons):
a. [__] Norelationship
b. [(x] A familal relaticnship (specify): MOTHER
¢ [_] An affilate (nonfamiliai) relationship (spscify):

9. ) am (check one).
a. [ not aware of any actual or potentiel conflicts of interest that would or might arise from the eppointment.
b. ) aware of the lotlowing actual or potential conflicts that would or might arise {from the appointment (describe the ectval or
potential conflicts of intarest and explain why the proposed guardian should still be appointed):

[ Continued on Attachment Sb.

1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct | consentto actas |
guardian ad fitem in this action or proceeding. If | become aware that a potential confilct of interest has become an actual conflict, or
that @ new potentlal or actual confiict exists, | will promptly disclose the confiict of interest to the court.

Date: (08/20/2026

Rebecca Marie Garcia heron Rl
_rrvpt OR PRINT NAME) (SICNA TURE OF PROPOSED GUARDIAN AD LITEY)
CIV-D10/FL-83% (Rev Jaausty 1, '2024}‘ APPL!OAT!ON FOR APPO'NTME“T OF Page2otd

GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CiVIL AND FAMILY LAW



CIV-010/FL935

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMSER: 238824
nane: Michael M. Marzban, Eaq.

rirM name: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

STREET ADDREBS: 16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701

cry: Encino sTate: CA  z®cooE: 81436
TELEPHONE ND : (B18) 886-3332 Faxno.: (818) 886-5879

ENANL ADDRESS: eservice@bmclaw.net

ATTORNEY FOR {namex Plaintiffs

|SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
STREET ADORESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
crty AnD zip cone: Bakersfield 93301
BRANCHNANE: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

FOR COURT USE OMLY

ELECTRONICALLY FIL
Superior Court of Californ
County of Kern

By: Gricelda Evans
Deputy Cleri
08/20/26 5:00 PM

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF
GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
m EX PARTE

CASE NUMBER:

26CUB02945

(Family Code, §§ 7600~7730), is an adult rulative of a minor party.

This form is for use in a civil or family low praceeding in which a party is a minor, apemcn who lacks legal capacily to make
decisions, or a person for whom a conservator has been appointed. A person who seeks the appointment of a guardian ad litem in a
procesding under the Probate Codo—ather than a procssding under Probate Code sections 3500-3813 for approval of a
compromise, settlement, or dispositicn of judgment proceeds—should use form DE-350/GC-100. NOTE: A parson may nol act 88 8
guardian ad lilem unless the person Is repraesented by an attomay, is an atlomay, or, in an action under the Uniform Parentage Act

a,

1. | (applicant's name): NOAH BLADE GARCIA
am (chock all that apply):
a. [_] the parent of (name):
b. [ the guardianof (name):
¢. [_] the congarvator of (name):
d. a panty to the suit.
6. Lx_] the minor to be represented (if the minor is 14 years of age or ofder).
f. [_] anotherinterasted person (spocify capacily):

2. | am asking the court to acglaxomt the following person as guardian ad litem (name, addrass, phone number, and email addrass):

REBECCA MARIE GAR
(562) 626-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 80723

3. e Aﬁ:atdtan ad mem wtll reprasent the Interest of (name, address, and, ¥ applicable, phone number and email 8ddress):

BLADE GARCIA,;
(562) 828-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 80723

4. The pereon named in item 3 is a party and is {check aif thal apply):
a. [X] aminor (dafe of birth): duly 14, 2010

b. [x7] a person who lacks legal capacity to make decislons (axplein the basis for claiming lack of capaclly):
MINOR PLAINTIFF IS 15 YEARS OLD AND LEGALLY UNABLE TO BRING A LAWSUIT ON HIS OWN BEHALF

[] Continued on Attachment 4b.

¢. [_] aperson for whom a conservator has been appointed (provide the delails of the sppolnhnen!)

(] Continued on Attachment 4c.

Soge terd

i ot o cawor e APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF

Coda of Civi Prowadwe § 372 alsug
“amily Codq §§ 6220, 7638

C.B100FL35 (Rew Jarwery 1. 2020 GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW e s o oY



CiV-010/FL-9356

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAM BLADE GARCIA CASC NUMOCR
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL, 26CUB02945
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA "

5. [ ] The person named in item 3 is a minor and is (check one):
a. [x] aplaintiff or petitioner in this acticn and the summons hes not been issued
b. [_] adefendant or respondent in this action. More than 10 days have passed sinca service of the summons, and no one has

applied for the appointment of a guardian ad fitem .
8 | am asking the court to appaint a guardian ad litem because the person named in item 3 (check &l thet apply):
a [_] is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act (Family Code, §§ 7800-7730).

b. [_] s a minor who is requasting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Code of Civil
Procedure sections 372(bX1) and 374(a) (/f the minor is 12 years of age or oider, chack one of the feliowing):
Theminor [ Jdoes [ ] doesnot  cbjectto the appointment of the peraon named in item 2.

{1 | don't know whether the minor objects to the appointment of the person named in item 2.

¢. [[x7] has no guardian or conservator of the estate.
d. ] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's
interest in this action or proceeding because (explain):

] Continved on Attachment 6d.
The guardian or conservater of the estate is (name, address, telephone number, and email address):

(Afer filing this application, you must give nolice and & copy of the applicalion to the guardian or conservafor above ) '
7. The proposed guardian ad litem is fully competent and qualified to understand and protect the rights of the person named in ttem 3
Michael M. Marzban, Esq. p == ———> T
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATLIRE OF ATTORNEY)

| declare under penatty of perjury under the laws of the State of Cafifornia that the faregoing is tnve and cormect.
pate: 08/20/2026

Noah Blade Garcia

{TYPE OR PRINT NAME)

DISCLOSURES AND CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM

8. |have the following relationship with the person named in item 3 (check one):
a. [_] No relationship
b [ ] A familial relationship (specify): MOTHER
¢. [_] An affiliate (nonfamilial) relationship (specify):

8. ( am (checkone):
a. not aware of any actual or potential confiicts of interest that would or might arise from the appointment.
b aware of the fallowing actual or potential conflicts that would or might arise from the appointment (describe the sctualor

polential conflicls of interest and explain why the proposed guardian shoutd still be appointed):

(T continued on Attachment Sb.
| deciare under penally of perjury under the laws of the State of Catifornia that the foregoing Is true and correct. | consentto actas
guardian ad litem in this action or praceeding. If | become aware that a potential conflict of interest has become an actual confiict, or
that a new potential or actual conflict exists, | will promptly diselose the conflict of interest to the.court

Date: 08/20/2026 "&A_
’ cheted Mshe AV TGS7 SEFOT]

Rebecca Marie Garcia

{TVPE OR PRINT NANE}

CIV-010/FL.935 [Rev Januery 1. 2024) APPUCA"ON Fon APPOINTME“T OF
GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW

(SIGNATURE OF PROPOSED GUARDIAN AD LITEM) i
Pagedof2




Electronically Received 08/20/26 5:00 PM

EMAIL ADDRESS: eservice@bmclaw.net
ATTORNEY FOR (name): Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
cTy anp ziP cooe Bakersfield 93301
8raNcH NaMe: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

CIiV-011/FL-936
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 238624 FOR COURT USE ONLY
name: Michael M. Marzban, Esq.
sIRMNAME: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation
sTReeT ApDRESS: 16000 Ventura Blvd., Suite 701 FILED
ory-Encino sTATE: CA zipcope 91436 . . .
reLEPHONE No. (818) 986-3332 FaxNo: (818) 986-5879 Superior Court of California,

County of Kern

By: Gricelda Evans
Deputy Clerk

08/24/2026

ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
X ] EX PARTE

CASE NUMBER:

26CUB02945

1. Applicant (name):. REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
seeks appointment of a guardian ad litem of (name): JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA

2. [_] The application came on regularly for a hearing as follows:
a. Judicial officer (name):

b. Hearing date: Time: ] Dept.:

¢. The following persons were present at the hearing:
(1) ] Applicant (name):
(2) [ Attorney for applicant (name):
(3) [] Guardian ad litem named in item 6.
(4) [] Attorney for guardian ad litem (name):
(5) [_] PaintifffPetitioner (name):
(6) [ Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):
(7) [_] Defendant/Respondent (name):
(8) [_] Attorney for Defendant/Respondent (name):
(8) [_] Other (names):

THE COURT FINDS

3. [] Al notices required by law have been given.

4. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed is a party who is
a. [ x] a minor (date of birth):.December 12, 2011
b. [_] a person who lacks legal capacity to make decisions.
¢. [_] aperson for whom a conservator has been appointed.

5. [ X The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed

(] Room:

a. [__] is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act. (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730.)
b. [_] is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Code of Civil

Procedure sections 372(b) and 374(a).
¢. [X] does not have a guardian or conservator of the estate.

d. [] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's

interest and appointment of a guardian ad litem is expedient.

Page t of 2
Juiical Counci ot Cattoma, ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD LITEM— ey Gode 8 6220, 763

CIV-011/FL-936 [New January 1, 2024) CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW

www.courts.ca.gov

Westlaw Doc & Form Builder~



CIV-011/FL-936

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENGO, ET AL. 26CUB02945

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA CASE NUMBER:

OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

THE COURT ORDERS

6. (Name):REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
is appointed guardian ad litem of (name)j'( JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA

7. The guardian ad litem —{=gis [I| is not authorized to waive or disclaim any substantive rights of the represented
party without further order of this court.

8. The guardian ad litem must promptly report to the court any potential conflict of interest with the represented person that becomes
an actual conflict, as well as any new potential or actual conflict of interest that arises during the course of the representation.

9. [_] Other (specify):

(] Continued on Attachment 9.

10. Number of pages attached: \ﬁ\ S@ t

August 24, 2026

JUDICIAL OFFICER ThOmaS S Clark
[] $'GNATURE FOLLOWS LAST ATTACHMENT

CIV-011/FL-936 [New January 1, 2024] ORDER APPO'NTING GUARDIAN AD LlTEM— Page 20f 2

CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW



Electronically Received 0820026 5:00 PM

CIV-011/FL-936

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 238624
~ame: Michael M. Marzban, Esq.

FIrmName: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

STREET ADDRESS: 16000 Ventura Blvd., Suite 701

ciry: Encino state: CA zipcope 91436
TELEPHONE No.: (818) 986-3332 FAxNo.:(818) 986-5879

EMAIL ADDRESS: eservice@bmclaw.net

ATTORNEY FOR {name): Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
ciry anp zip cooe: Bakersfield 93301
BRANCH NAME: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

FOR COURT USE ONLY

FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern

By: Gricelda BEvans
Daputy Clerk

08/24/2026

ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
X1 EX PARTE

CASE NUMBER:

26CUB02945

1. Applicant (name). REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
seeks appointment of a guardian ad litem of (name). NOAH BLADE GARCIA

2. [_] The application came on regularly for a hearing as follows:
a. Judicial officer (name):

b. Hearing date: Time: [] Dept.:

c. The following persons were present at the hearing:
(1) ] Applicant (name):
(2) [_] Attorney for applicant (name):
(3) [_] Guardian ad litem named in item 6.
(4) [] Attorney for guardian ad litem (name):
(5) [[_] Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):
(6) [_] Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):
(7) [] Defendant/Respondent (name):
(8) [_] Attorney for Defendant/Respondent (nams):
(9) [_] Other (names):

THE COURT FINDS

3. [_] All notices required by law have been given.

4. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed is a party who is
a. a minor (date of birth):July 14, 2010
b. [_] a person who lacks legal capacity to make decisions.
¢. [__] aperson for whom a conservator has been appointed.

5. [X7] The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed

[] Room:

a. [_] is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act. (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730.)
b. [_] is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Code of Civil

Procedure sections 372(b) and 374(a).
c. [X[] does not have a guardian or conservator of the estate.

d. [] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's

interest and appointment of a guardian ad litem is expedient.
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CIV-011/FL-936

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENQO, ET AL. 26CUB02945

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA CASE NUMBER:

OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

THE COURT ORDERS

6. (Name):REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
is appointed guardian ad litem of (name): NOAH BLADE GARCIA

7. The guardian ad litem dE-is [Xx] is not authorized to waive or disclaim any substantive rights of the represented
party without further order of this court.

8. The guardian ad litem must promptly report to the court any potential conflict of interest with the represented person that becomes
an actual conflict, as well as any new potential or actual conflict of interest that arises during the course of the representation.

9. [] Other (specify):

[] Continued on Attachment 9.

10. Number of pages attached: S

August 24, 2026 2

JUDICIAL OFFICER

Thomas S. Clark

[[] SIGNATURE FOLLOWS LAST ATTACHMENT

CIV-011/FL-936 [New January 1, 2024)
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SUM-100
SUMMONS (S0L0 PARA USO DE LA CORTE)
(CITACION JUDICIAL)
NOTCETOLE N ELECTRONICALLY FILED
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): =uperior Court of California,
ARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENQ; COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT County of Kern
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; AND ¥
DOES 1 TO 100, INCLUSIVE, AND EACH OF THEM By Gricelda Evans
YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: DEDMLy S
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): 09/28/26 3:32 PM
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian
ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his
guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA

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.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, Ia 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 telefénica 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 encontrar estos formularios de la corte y mas 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 presentacion, pida al secretario de la corte
que le de un formulario de exencién de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
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 sitio 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. AVISQ: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier 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
pagar el gravamen de la corte antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court iS' CASE NUMBER:
El nombre y direccion de la corte (Nimero el Casc);
UPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA COUNTY OF KERN 26CUB02945

Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

1215 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:

ﬁl nombre, la direccion y el ntimero de teléfono del abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no tiene abo ado, es):

ichael M. Marzban, sq. (Bar # 238624) Fax No.: (818) 986-5879
Cohen & Malzban Law Corporation Phone No.: (818) 986-3332
lljg{T)(gQ Ventura Blvd, Ste 701, Encino, CA 91436 Cleriby ’ . Deputy
(Feché) 09,/28:,2026 TaraLeal (Secrlefario) /s Gricelda Evans (Adjunto)

(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)).
NOTICE TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served

1. [__] as an individual defendant.

2. [_] as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):

NTY OF KERN
3. X on behalf of (specify): LOUNTEE
under: [__] CCP 416.10 (corporation) [] CCP 416.60 (minor)
[ ] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) [_] CCP 416.70 (conservatee)
[ ] CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [ ] CCP 416.90 (authorized person)

[ ] other (specify): 416.50 (public entity)
4.-[] by personal delivery on (date):

Page 1 of 1

Form Adopted for Mandatory Use SUMMONS Code of Civil Procedure §§ 412.20, 465

Judicial Council of California wiww.courtinfo.ca.gov
SUM-100 [Rev. July 1, 2009] LexisNexis® Automated California Judicial Council Forms
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MICHAEL M. MARZBAN, ESQ. (SBN: 238624)
BRENNAN C. AZIZI, ESQ. (SBN: 363779)

COHEN & MARZBAN

Law Corporation

16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701
Encino, California 91436
Telephone: (818) 986-3332
Facsimile: (818) 986-5879

File No.: 26825ABC&26826AB
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

(Space Below for Filing Stamp Only)

ELECTRONICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of Kern

By: Alexandra Valles-Guermrero
Deputy Clerk
07/28/26 11:04 AM

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF KERN, METROPOLITAN JUSTICE COURTHOUSE
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH ) Case No.: 26CUB02945

BLADE GARCIA, a minor, by and

through his guardian ad litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA;

JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor,

)

; COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES:

1. MOTOR VEHICLE -

by and through his guardian ad
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) WRONGFUL DEATH
litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; 9. GENERAL NEGLIGENCE -
EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA WRONGFUL DEATH
RIVERA, 3. DANGEROUS CONDITION OF

PUBLIC PROPERTY

Plaintiffs, (Government Code §§ 815.2,
vs. 815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 et
seq., 840.2, 905, 945) -

MARIA DEL ROCIO WRONGFUL DEATH
RODRIGUEZMORENO; COUNTY OF 4. GENERAL NEGLIGENCE
KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT (Independent Contractor(s) of
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF the Governmental Entities) -
CALIFORNIA; CALIFORNIA WRONGFUL DEATH
HIGHWAY PATROL; AND DOES 1 5. PREMISES LIABILITY

TO 100, INCLUSIVE, AND EACH OF

THEM,

Defendants.
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(Independent Contractor(s) of
the Governmental Entities) —
WRONGFUL DEATH

COMES NOW Plaintiffs REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE
GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE
GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA

(“Plaintiffs”), and allege as follows:

1

Complaint for Damages
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1. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA is,
and at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

2. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

3. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.

4, At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA is,
and at all relevant times herein was, the spouse of and an heir of Decedent Angel
Barraza Garcia (“Decedent”) for the purposes of bringing this wrongful death

lawsuit.

5. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff NOAH BLADE GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, the child of and an heir of Decedent for the

purposes of bringing this wrongful death lawsuit.

6. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a
minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, is, and
at all relevant times herein was, the child of and an heir of Decedent for the
purposes of bringing this wrongful death lawsuit.

7. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff EDGAR MORA is, and at all
relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los Angeles,

State of California.
8. At all times herein mentioned Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA is, and

at all relevant times herein was, an individual residing in the County of Los

2
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Angeles, State of California.

9. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO is
and was at all relevant times an individual having a residence in the County of
Kern, State of California.

10. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant COUNTY OF KERN is and was at all relevant
times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the State of
California.

11.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION is and was at all relevant times a public entity existing under
the Constitution and laws of the State of California.

12.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant STATE OF CALIFORNIA is and was at all
relevant times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the State
of California.

13.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times herein mentioned, Defendant CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL is and was
at all relevant times a public entity existing under the Constitution and laws of the
State of California.

14. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
times mentioned herein, Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL were and are public entities authorized to
conduct business, including supervising and administering roads, roadways, traffic
conditions, intersections, intersection controls, lighting and all other highway and

roadway issues within the unincorporated community of Lebec, California. This

3
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includes, but is not limited to, control of the vehicular traffic on the I-5 Freeway
within Lebec, California.

15. The section of I-5 Freeway that exists within Lebec, California is
situated within the County of Kern, State of California.

16. The true names and capacities of Defendants referred to herein as
Does 1 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, are unknown to Plaintiffs at this time
and Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that they are in
some way responsible for the damages incurred. Plaintiffs will amend this
Complaint to allege the true names and capacities when ascertained.

17.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that at all
material times each of the Defendants were the agents, ostensible agents, managing
agents, alter egos, servants, directors, managers, officers, hirees, independent
contractors, contractors, commissioners, representatives, parents, minor children,
principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies, franchisor, franchisee,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or employees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an
agency, managerial, representative or employment capacity within the course and
scope of their authority, whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the
permission and consent of the co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and
conduct was known to, authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are
informed and believe and based thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual
Defendants, which was outside the scope of their authority, was known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants.

18.  Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and capacities of Defendants
sued herein as Does 1 to 100, inclusive, and therefore sue these Defendants by such
fictitious names. Plaintiffs will amend his complaint to allege the true names and
capacities of said fictitiously named Defendants, and each of them. Plaintiffs are

informed and believe and thereon allege that each of the fictitiously named

4
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Defendants acted negligently, carelessly and/or are responsible as owners, operators
and/or managers of property and business, and/or acted negligently, carelessly,
recklessly, intentionally and/or maliciously, or in conscious disregard of the rights
and safety of the Plaintiffs herein, all to cause injury and damages to the Plaintiffs,
and which acts and/or omissions occurred within the jurisdiction of the above-
entitled Court as hereinafter alleged, and that Plaintiffs’ losses as herein alleged
were proximately caused by such acts and/or omissions of said fictitiously named
Defendants.

19. That the above-entitled Court is the proper Court for this action

because the injury to the Plaintiffs occurred within the jurisdiction of said Court.

ALLEGATIONS OF MOTOR VEHICLE NEGLIGENCE

20. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about October 5, 2025, (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject Date”), Decedent
Angel Barraza Garcia was operating a motorcycle (the “Garcia Motorcycle”) and
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA was operating a motorcycle (the “Mora Motorcycle”); that
Decedent Angel Barraza Garcia and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were traveling
southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the first lane at or near Grapevine
Road within the unincorporated community of Lebec, in the County of Kern, State
of California 93243 (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject Location”); that at the
Subject Location, a turn through existed (hereafter referred herein as the “Subject
Turn Through”); and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on the I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, so as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the

direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and

5
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traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

21. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent Angel Barraza Garcia
eventually resulting in his death on or about October 5, 2025, and catastrophic
injuries and damages to Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’,
MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each
of their, conduct, Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs
NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and
Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of
consortium for the injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff

EDGAR MORA.

ALLEGATIONS AGAINST GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS

22.  Plaintiff further is informed and believes and based thereon alleges that
on and/or before October 5, 2025, Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does 51 to 75, inclusive, and each of them
(hereafter referred herein as “GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS”), and/or its
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors, contractors and other employees, staff, agents or contractors,
acting within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency failed
to properly install, maintain, repair, operate, monitor and/or control the roadway at
the accident site and/or the Subject Turn Through and/or provide adequate lighting

and/or control the traffic and/or signs for motorists and/or pedestrians (traveling
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southbound at the Subject Location) to perceive, react and avoid striking othen
motorists. Motorists at the Subject Location and in the area of the Subject Location|
routinely travel at high speeds. The Subject Location lacked appropriate visual cues,
signage and/or warnings to warn drivers about the Subject Turn Through, including,
but not limited to, the pavement markings blending in with their surrounding area,
the slope of the roadway, limited visibility as a result of the angle of the roadway,
limited visibility as a result of the preceding center median barrier, a false sense of
safety created by the preceding center median barrier which abruptly ends, the
elongated center turn through area, and the lack of barricade in the center turn
through area. Alongside all of these aspects, there was a lack of signage and/on
inadequate signage. This created a false sense of safety and/or a trap in the Subject]
Location wherein Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were struck. There was a
special need of appropriate, safe, and functional lighting, signals and signs in order
to reduce the risk of injury to motorists at the Subject Location. There was a high
volume of vehicular traffic such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew oy
should have known that this was a dangerous condition of public property.

23. More specifically, but by no means limited to the following, this Subject
Location had a significant prior collision history; inadequate and/or unsafe geometry]
design; signage and/or signals; a center median barrier that creates limited visibilityj]
and/or abruptly ends; inadequate and/or unsafe line of sight as to the Subject Turn
Through and/or the center median barrier ending.

24. These above-stated failures, acts and/or omissions of/by
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS were inherently dangerous and created a peculiay
risk, nuisance, and trap. The safe and normal function of the roadways was
suspended and the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS should have properly informed
drivers of what to expect at the Subject Location, with a high volume of traffic, high
speeds, high speed limit, and limited visibility with broken, defective, and/ox
inadequate visibility.
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25. Moreover, as an addition, in addition, and/or in consideration of the
above, the Subject Location was unsafe and dangerous as it should have had,
including, but not limited to, guardrails, K-rails, Jersey walls, a median barrier,
signal lights, signage regarding no left turns or U-turns, and/or other controls at,
near, and/or approaching the Subject Turn Through.

26. The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or their management,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors|
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and
scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts and/or omissions created,

or allowed to be created, a dangerous condition under Government Code § 835 et seq,

The installation, maintenance, repair, operation, monitoring and/or control of the
Subject Turn Through was done negligently, inadequately and improperly and,
together with and independent of the absence of traffic controls, such as traffig
signals, and/or signage warning motorists and/or pedestrians and/or othen
appropriate traffic control(s), and created a hazard, trap and dangerous condition
under Government Code § 835 et seq. It also created a peculiar risk and trap as the
above factors created a dangerous condition not reasonably apparent to motorists.
27. Moreover, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or their management,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and
scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts and/or omissions,
unreasonably altered, modified, and/or changed the design, configuration, placement,
condition, and appearance of the Subject Location without the appropriate]
investigation, plans, and approval, and thereby, created or increased the dangers of
the Subject Location. Furthermore, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or thein
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting]

within the course and scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful actg
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and/or omissions, unreasonably failed to properly and adequately inspect,
investigate, maintain, repair, report, operate, supervise, control, and/or adequately
warn motorists of the dangerous and unsafe condition(s) which had become]
dangerous due to a change in the physical conditions. Sufficient time had elapsed for
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS to have remedied, repaired and/or warned againstj
such dangerous conditions of the Subject Location.

28. As a result of this/these dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA|
DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them,
struck Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA, resulting in Plaintiffs’ injuries and|

damages.
29.  Sufficient time passed from the moment the dangerous conditions were]
created such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or should have known|

a dangerous condition(s) was/were created and such that it had sufficient time to have
remedied or warned against the dangerous condition(s).

30. The collision was foreseeable to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS
and, yet, they failed to warn motorists. It is believed that notice was actually provided
to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS through prior accidents under similax
circumstances such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had sufficient time to
take action to remedy the dangerous conditions.

31. The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or its management,
administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors|
and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and|
scope of their duties and/or employment/agency negligently, unreasonably and
improperly owned, operated, designed, planned, engineered, maintained, inspected,
repaired, failed to repair, and controlled the roadways, including the Subject Location
and the surrounding and/or adjacent areas; thereby creating a dangerous condition(s)

and exposing motorists to a dangerous condition(s). The GOVERNMENT]

DEFENDANTS undertook to control the Subject Location, invited reliance on the
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Subject Location and are liable as it created a dangerous condition in doing so.

32. The dangerous condition(s) created a reasonably foreseeable risk of the
kind of injuries which were incurred, and (a) were created by a negligent or wrongful
act or omission of an employee of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS; and/or (b) the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had actual or constructive notice of the dangerous
condition(s) within a sufficient period of time prior to the injury to have taken
measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s).

33. These dangerous condition(s) and these acts and/or omissions of the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its management, administrative, designers,
planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors and/or other employees,
staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and scope of their duties legally
(proximately) caused the Plaintiffs’ damages.

34. Further, these dangerous condition(s) were/was directly attributable
wholly or in substantial part to a negligent or wrongful act of these employees/agents
of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and these employees/agents had the
authority and the funds and other means immediately available to take alternative
action which would not have created the dangerous condition(s); and/or these
employees/agents had the authority and it was his/her/their responsibility to take
adequate measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s) at the expense of
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and the funds and other means for doing so
were immediately available to him/her/them, and he/she/they had actual on
constructive notice of the dangerous condition(s) a sufficient time prior to the injury
to have taken measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s).

35. Further, signs, warnings or other devices were necessary to warn of
these dangerous condition(s) which endangered the safe movement of traffic and
which would not be reasonably apparent to, and would not have been anticipated by,

a person exercising due care.

36. Further, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its employees/agents
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acting within the scope of their employment/agency undertook, gratuitously or fon
consideration, to avoid, remedy and/or abate these dangerous condition(s). These
undertakings and promises were the kind that they recognized as necessary for the
protection of third persons. These entities and their employees/agents acting within
the scope of their employment/agency failed to exercise reasonable care in the
performance of these undertakings and promises, the failure to exercise reasonable
care resulted in physical harm to the third persons; and either (a) their carelessness
increased the risk of such harm, or (b) the undertaking or promises were to perform
a duty that the other owed to the third persons, or (c) the harm was suffered because
either the other or the third persons relied on the undertaking.

37. Due to these acts and failures to act and dangerous conditions, the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and their employees/agents are liable for Plaintiffs]
damages under the Government Code §§815.2, 815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 et seq.,
840.2, 905, 945.

38. Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA is the wife of Decedent and
Plaintiff MARIA LUISA RIVERA is the wife of Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. Plaintiffs
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA and MARIA LUISA RIVERA seek loss of consortium
damages including, but not limited to, the loss of their husbands’ love,
companionship, comfort, care, assistance, protection, affection, society, and moral
support.

39. Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA, the wife of Decedent, and
Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, the children of
Decedent, seek wrongful death damages including, but not limited to, loss of
financial support; loss of gifts and benefits; funeral and burial expenses; the
reasonable value of household services; the loss of Decedent’s love, companionship,
comfort, care, assistance, protection, affection, society, and moral support. Plaintiff
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA also seeks damages for the loss of the enjoyment of
sexual relations. Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
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also seek damages for the loss of Decedent’s training and guidance.
40. This claim, as against GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS arises from and

is authorized by the California Government Claims Act and California Government

Code §945. Further, as required by California Government Code §§905 and 911.2, 3
timely claim form was mailed to Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA|
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and
CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL on February 18, 2026, and specifically identified,
the subject incident as well as Plaintiffs’ injuries and damages that were known at
that time. These timely claim forms were subsequently rejected by Defendant
COUNTY OF KERN on or about March 25, 2026 by way of a written denial; and|
Defendants CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF
CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL on or about April 4, 2026, by,
operation of law, i.e. 45 days from the date the initial claim forms were presented.
Thus, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ denial of Plaintiffs’ timely claims gives
rise to the instant action which is authorized by California Government Code § 945.6.
This Complaint was timely filed following the denial of Plaintiffs’ claims by the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS.

41. Moreover, in addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ liability,
Plaintiffs hereby allege that private entity Doe defendants Does 51 to 100, inclusive,
and each of them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected,
renovated, designed, constructed, repaired and/or modified, the Subject Location,

including the areas at, near and/or adjacent to the Subject Location.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
Motor Vehicle
(As Against Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and

Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them)

42. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
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allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though
fully set forth here.

43. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Plaintiff]|
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Subject
Turn Through existed; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so
carelessly and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

44. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENQO:; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.
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45. At all times mentioned herein, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, was/were
the registered owner(s) and/or authorized renters of the Defendants’ vehicle, i.e. the
vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven by, used by, operated by, utilized
by and/or leased to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and
Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on or before the Subject Date and during
the subject incident.

46. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly granted
permission and/or entrusted to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, to use, drive,
operate, utilize and/or borrow the Defendants’ vehicle.

47.  Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly employed,
contracted, retained, hired, and/or engaged Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, wherein
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25,
inclusive, and each of them, was/were a permissive user of the Defendants’ vehicle
while traveling at or near the Subject Location so as to cause it to make an unsafe
lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction of the Subject Turn
Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when it was not
reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR
MORA’s persons, causing Decedent’s eventual death and Plaintiffs’ injuries and
damages.

48. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of owning the subject vehicle,
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50,

inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable and responsible for the injuries and

14

Complaint for Damages




W 0 T O A W N M

N DN DD D DD DN NN H HH = =
0 3 & Ot W W N = O W 00 3 & U = W N = O

damages to person(s) and/or property resulting from a negligent or wrongful act in
the operation of the Defendants’ vehicle by any permissive user. Defendants,
MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each
of them, breached his/her/their duty when he/she/they negligently and carelessly
drove, operated and/or controlled the Defendants’ vehicle on the Subject Date.

49. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of its ownership of the
Defendants’ vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven, operated and/or
controlled by Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on the Subject Date, and the express permission
granted to him/her/them, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable
and responsible for the injuries and/or damages sustained by the Plaintiffs.

50. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50,
inclusive, and each of them, as alleged herein, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries and
damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to,
past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property
damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortium,
wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiction

of this Court to be determined according to proof.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
General Negligence
(As Against Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and
Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them)
51. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though

fully set forth here.
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52.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Subject
Turn Through existed; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so
carelessly and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

53. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

54. At all times mentioned herein, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO

RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, was/were
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the registered owner(s) and/or authorized renters of the Defendants’ vehicle, i.e. the
vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven by, used by, operated by, utilized
by and/or leased to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and
Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on or before the Subject Date and during
the subject incident.

55. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly granted
permission and/or entrusted to Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, to use, drive,
operate, utilize and/or borrow the Defendants’ vehicle.

56. Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently and carelessly employed,
contracted, retained, hired, and/or engaged Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them, wherein
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25,
inclusive, and each of them, was/were a permissive user of the Defendants’ vehicle
while traveling at or near the Subject Location so as to cause it to make an unsafe
lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction of the Subject Turn
Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when it was not
reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR
MORA'’s persons, causing Decedent’s eventual death and Plaintiffs’ injuries and
damages.

57. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of owning the subject vehicle,
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50,
inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable and responsible for the injuries and

damages to person(s) and/or property resulting from a negligent or wrongful act in

the operation of the Defendants’ vehicle by any permissive user. Defendants,
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MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each
of them, breached his/her/their duty when he/she/they negligently and carelessly
drove, operated and/or controlled the Defendants’ vehicle on the Subject Date.

58. As a direct and legal (proximate) result of its ownership of the
Defendants’ vehicle that was negligently and carelessly driven, operated and/or
controlled by Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
to 25, inclusive, and each of them, on the Subject Date, and the express permission
granted to him/her/them, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, is/are liable
and responsible for the injuries and/or damages sustained by the Plaintiffs.

59. Moreover, Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon alleges
that, on or before the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, negligently
hired, contracted, trained, supervised, retained, engaged, employed and/or managed
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 25,
inclusive, and each of them. Further, Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 26 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, knew, or in
the exercise of reasonable diligence should have known, that Defendants, MARIA
DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO:; and Does 1 to 25, inclusive, and each of them,
herein were negligent and/or careless drivers, prone to violate various laws.

60. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50,
inclusive, and each of them, as alleged herein, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries and
damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to,
past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property
damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortium,
wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiction

of this Court to be determined according to proof.
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
Dangerous Condition of Public Property
(As Against Defendants COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT
OF TRANSPORTATION; STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA
HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does 51 to 75, inclusive, and each of them)

61. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though
fully set forth here.

62. At all relevant times, the Subject Location was within an area owned,
operated and/or controlled by GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, and within an area
over which GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS exercised ownership in fee, right-of-
way, easement, or other property right.

63. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on or
about the Subject Date, Decedent was operating the Garcia Motorcycle and Plaintiff]
EDGAR MORA was operating the Mora Motorcycle; that Decedent and Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA were traveling southbound on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the
first lane at or near the Subject Location; that at the Subject Location, the Subject
Turn Through existed; and that on the Subject Date, Defendants, MARIA DEL
ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so
carelessly and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified,
maintained and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound
on the I-5 Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location,
so as to cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the
direction of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and
traffic when it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia
Motorcycle and the Mora Motorcycle.

64. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1

to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
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entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to
Plaintiff EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants’, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

65. On the Subject Date, Plaintiffs sustained injuries and damages as a
result of the failure of the employees and/or other agents and representatives of
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS charged with the responsibility of designing,
constructing, placing, maintaining and supervising safe public roadways at and/or
near the Subject Location.

66. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that on
and/or before the Subject Date, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and/or its
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors, contractors and other employees, staff, agents or contractors,
acting within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency failed|
to properly install, maintain, repair, operate, monitor and/or control the roadway at
the accident site and/or the Subject Turn Through and/or provide adequate lighting]
and/or control the traffic and/or signs for motorists and/or pedestrians (traveling]
southbound at the Subject Location) to perceive, react and avoid striking other
motorists. Motorists at the Subject Location and in the area of the Subject Location
routinely travel at high speeds. The Subject Location lacked appropriate visual cues,
signage and/or warnings to warn drivers about the Subject Turn Through, including,

but not limited to, the pavement markings blending in with their surrounding area,
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the slope of the roadway, limited visibility as a result of the angle of the roadway,
limited visibility as a result of the preceding center median barrier, a false sense of]
safety created by the preceding center median barrier which abruptly ends, the
elongated center turn through area, and the lack of barricade in the center turn
through area. Alongside all of these aspects, there was a lack of signage and/or
inadequate signage. This created a false sense of safety and/or a trap in the Subject]
Location wherein Decedent and Plaintiff EDGAR MORA were struck. There was g
special need of appropriate, safe, and functional lighting, signals and signs in order
to reduce the risk of injury to motorists at the Subject Location. There was a high
volume of vehicular traffic such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or
should have known that this was a dangerous condition of public property.

67. More specifically, but by no means limited to the following, this Subject]
Location had a significant prior collision history; inadequate and/or unsafe geometry;
design; signage and/or signals; a center median barrier that creates limited visibility
and/or abruptly ends; inadequate and/or unsafe line of sight as to the Subject Turn|
Through and/or the center median barrier ending.

68. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them,
negligently and unreasonably failed to properly and adequately inspect, investigate,
maintain, repair, report, operate, supervise, control, and/or adequately warn|
motorists and/or pedestrians of the dangerous and unsafe condition of the Subject
Location.

69. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, through
their agents and/or employees unreasonably altered, modified, and changed the
design, configuration, placement, condition, and appearance of the Subject Location|
without the appropriate investigation, plans, and approval, and thereby, created or
increased the dangers of the Subject Location. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS,
inclusive and each of them, and their agents and/or employees knew that the areas

at and/or near the Subject Location would be used by vehicles traveling at high rates
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of speed but negligently failed to implement and timely provide proper safety
measures as listed above to warn motorists and/or nearby pedestrians/persons of the
dangerous condition of the Subject Location.

70. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, through
their agents and/or employees negligently failed to provide the Subject Location with
the appropriate visual cues, visibility, signage, physical features and/or warnings to
reasonably and adequately alert motorists and/or nearby pedestrians/persons to the
dangerous conditions posed by the Subject Location.

71. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, were
aware and knew, and/or should have been aware and should have known for years,

that the Subject Location constituted a dangerous condition under Government Code

§ 835 et seq., when used with due care and that an incident similar and/or identical
to the one suffered by Plaintiffs was foreseeable and inevitable. GOVERNMENT
DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, knew or should have known that the
Subject Location without the appropriate safety measures endangered motorists and
nearby pedestrians/persons. Sufficient time had elapsed to have remedied, repaired
and/or warned against such dangerous conditions of the Subject Location.

72. These dangerous conditions were directly attributable wholly or in
substantial part to the negligent or wrongful acts of these employees and/or agents of
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and these
employees and/or agents had the authority and the funds and other means
immediately available to take alternative action which would have remedied,
ameliorated and/or not have created the dangerous condition; and/or these employees
and/or agents had the authority and it was their responsibility to take adequate)
measures to protect against the dangerous conditions at the expense of the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and the funds and
other means for doing so were immediately available to them.

73. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, had othen
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mandatory duties under state and local statutes, regulations, municipal codes,
ordinances, and other enactments with which they failed to comply; such failures
were proximate and legal causes of the injuries and damages suffered by Plaintiffs.

74.  Further, the names of the public employees and/or agents causing injuryj
or damage are currently unknown to Plaintiffs.

75. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and/on
their management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting]
within the course and scope of their duties and through negligent or wrongful acts
and/or omissions created, or allowed to be created, a dangerous condition unden
Government Code § 835 et seq. The installation, maintenance, repair, operation,
monitoring and/or control of the Subject Turn Through was done negligently,
inadequately and improperly and, together with and independent of the absence of]
traffic controls, such as traffic signals, and/or signage warning motorists and/ox
pedestrians and/or other appropriate traffic control(s), and created a hazard, trap and|
dangerous condition under Government Code § 835 et seq. It also created a peculian
risk and trap as the above factors created a dangerous condition not reasonably
apparent to motorists.

76. Sufficient time passed from the moment the dangerous conditions were
created such that the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew or should have known
a dangerous condition(s) was/were created and such that it had sufficient time to have
remedied or warned against the dangerous condition(s).

77. The collision was foreseeable to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS,
inclusive and each of them, and, yet, they failed to warn drivers or persons in the
vicinity. It is believed that notice was actually provided to the GOVERNMENT
DEFENDANTS through prior accidents under similar circumstances such that the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had sufficient time to take action to remedy the

dangerous conditions.
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78. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, inclusive and each of them, and/or its
management, administrative, designers, planners, engineers, maintenance
personnel, inspectors and/or other employees, staff, agents or contractors, acting
within the course and scope of their duties and/or employment/agency negligently,
unreasonably and improperly owned, operated, designed, planned, engineered,
maintained, inspected, repaired, failed to repair, and controlled the roadways,
including the Subject Location and the surrounding and/or adjacent areas; thereby
creating a dangerous condition(s) and exposing drivers and persons or the public in
the vicinity to a dangerous condition(s). The GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS
undertook to control the Subject Location, invited reliance on the Subject Location
and are liable as it created a dangerous condition in doing so.

79. The dangerous condition(s) created a reasonably foreseeable risk of the,
kind of injuries which were incurred, and (a) were created by a negligent or wrongful
act or omission of an employee of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS; and/or (b) the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS had actual or constructive notice of the dangerous
condition(s) within a sufficient period of time prior to the injury to have taken
measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s).

80. These dangerous condition(s) and these acts and/or omissions of the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its management, administrative, designers,
planners, engineers, maintenance personnel, inspectors and/or other employees,
staff, agents or contractors, acting within the course and scope of their duties legally
(proximately) caused the Plaintiffs’ damages.

81. Further, these dangerous condition(s) were/was directly attributable
wholly or in substantial part to a negligent or wrongful act of these employees/agents
of the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and these employees/agents had the
authority and the funds and other means immediately available to take alternative
action which would not have created the dangerous condition(s); and/or these

employees/agents had the authority and it was his/her/their responsibility to take
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adequate measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s) at the expense of
the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and the funds and other means for doing so
were immediately available to him/her/them, and he/she/they had actual on
constructive notice of the dangerous condition(s) a sufficient time prior to the injuryj
to have taken measures to protect against the dangerous condition(s).

82. Further, signs, warnings or other devices were necessary to warn of
these dangerous condition(s) which endangered the safe movement of traffic and|
which would not be reasonably apparent to, and would not have been anticipated by,
a person exercising due care.

83. Further, the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and its employees/agents
acting within the scope of their employment/agency undertook, gratuitously or for
consideration, to avoid, remedy and/or abate these dangerous condition(s). These
undertakings and promises were the kind that they recognized as necessary for the
protection of third persons. These entities and their employees/agents acting within|
the scope of their employment/agency failed to exercise reasonable care in the
performance of these undertakings and promises, the failure to exercise reasonable
care resulted in physical harm to the third persons; and either (a) their carelessness
increased the risk of such harm, or (b) the undertaking or promises were to perform
a duty that the other owed to the third persons, or (¢) the harm was suffered because
either the other or the third persons relied on the undertaking.

84. Due to these acts and failures to act and dangerous conditions, the
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS and their employees/agents are liable for Plaintiffs
damages under the Government Code §§815.2, 815.4, 820, 830.4, 830.8, 835 et seq.,
840.2, 905, 945.

85. As a proximate and legal result and cause of the dangerous conditiong
arising out of and/or related to the Subject Location, Plaintiffs sustained serious and
permanent injuries and damages.

86. As a direct result of the negligent design, maintenance, construction,
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supervision, monitoring, inspection, control and management of the Subject Location
by employees, agents and/or representatives of GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, as
stated hereinabove, a dangerous condition(s) of public property was created pursuant;

to Government Code §835 et. seq. As a result, the Subject Location was unsafe for the

movement of vehicles. The above-described dangerous condition(s) caused the subject
incident and the injuries and damages to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs have not yet completed,|
their investigation, and therefore, they cannot at this time state with specificity each
and every reason why the Subject Location was a dangerous condition of public
property pursuant to Government Code §835 et seq.

87. Employees, agents and/or representatives of GOVERNMENT]
DEFENDANTS had actual and/or constructive knowledge of]
the dangerous condition(s), and/or created the dangerous condition(s), within a
sufficient time prior to the subject incident in order to take corrective measures.
DEFENDANTS failed to either make such report or reports, and/or take such
corrective measures. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS failed to act reasonably with|
regard to the dangerous condition(s) at the Subject Location.

88. In addition, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS failed to select a
competent and safe contractor or contractors to do work on the roadways at or nea
the Subject Location, and failed to supervise, monitor, inspect, control and manage|
the activity of said contractor or contractors so as to avoid the creation and
maintenance of the dangerous condition(s) of public property alleged herein.

89. In addition, the Subject Location constituted a trap for purposes of
Government Code § 830.8in that it was necessary for GOVERNMENT
DEFENDANTS to warn of the above-described dangerous condition(s), which
endangered the safe movement of vehicles on the roadway, and would not have been
reasonably apparent to, nor would have been reasonably anticipated by, a person|
exercising due care. GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS completely failed to provide|

such warnings.

26

Complaint for Damages




© 00 2 & Ot B W N o~

DN DN DN DN DN DN DN DN N M o e e e e e e e e
0 3 & O b W N = O W 00 3 & Ot B W b = O

90. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries and damages and|
will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not limited to, past and future:
physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses; property damage; lost earnings;
lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of consortium, wrongful death damages,
and incidental damages, in a sum within the jurisdiction of this Court to be

determined according to proof.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
General Negligence

(As against Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them)

91. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though fullyj]
set forth here.
92. In addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ liability, Plaintiffs
hereby allege that private entity Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of
them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected, renovated,
and/or modified, the Subject Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the
Subject Location.
93. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all
material times each of the above-mentioned Defendants were the agents, implied
agents, ostensible agents, managing agents, alter egos, servants, directors,
managers, officers, hirees, independent contractors, contractors, commissioners,
representatives, principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or employees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an agency,
managerial or employment capacity within the course and scope of their authority,

whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the permission and consent of the
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co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and conduct were known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and
thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual Defendants, which was outside
the scope of their authority, was known to, authorized and ratified by the co-
defendants.

94. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that on or before
the Subject Date, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, negligently
and carelessly owned, maintained, controlled, managed, operated, inspected,
guarded, supervised, renovated, repaired, designed and/or secured the Subject]
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in that Dog
Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, knew, or in the exercise of
reasonable care should have known, that the Subject Location, and/or surrounding ox
adjacent areas to the Subject Location was/were at all times in a unsafe and/ony
defective condition(s) and constituted an unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiff of
which Plaintiff was unaware. Moreover, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and
each of them, negligently and carelessly failed to maintain or repair the Subject]
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in a safe
condition or warn Plaintiff of its unsafe condition, so that on the Subject Date, and as
a result of said dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained|
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on the I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, so as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction
of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when
it was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia Motorcycle and
the Mora Motorcycle.

95. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1
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to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA. As a vresult of Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE|
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

96. Further, Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that, on
or before the Subject Date, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS negligently and
carelessly paid, hired, retained, commissioned, retained, supervised, reprimanded,
instructed, advised, trained, contracted with and/or employed Defendants, Does 76 to
100, inclusive, and each of them.

97. Moreover, GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS knew, or in the exercise of
reasonable care should have known, that Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and
each of them, were negligent and/or careless operators, contractors, repairers,
designers, controllers, constructors, managers, supervisors, guarders, renovators,

maintainers, securers, fixers, menders, restorers and/or controllers of the Subject

Location.
98. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, Plaintiffs have suffered

injuries and damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but not
limited to, past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses;
property damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of

consortium, wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the
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jurisdiction of this Court to be determined according to proof.

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
Premises Liability
(As against Defendants, Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them)

99. Plaintiffs restate and reiterate each and all of the paragraphs and
allegations set forth above and make them part of this cause of action as though fully
set forth here.

100. In addition to the GOVERNMENT DEFENDANTS’ liability, Plaintiffs
hereby allege that private entity Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each off
them, negligently owned, controlled, maintained, repaired, inspected, renovated,
and/or modified, the Subject Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the
Subject Location.

101. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all
material times each of the above-mentioned Defendants were the agents, implied
agents, ostensible agents, managing agents, alter egos, servants, directors,
managers, officers, hirees, independent contractors, contractors, commissioners,
representatives, principals, partners, owners, subsidiaries, parent companies,
trustees, co-trustees, joint venturers, co-venturers, co-conspirators and/or employees
of the co-defendants, and in doing the things herein alleged were acting in an agency,
managerial or employment capacity within the course and scope of their authority,
whose acts and conduct herein alleged were with the permission and consent of the
co-defendants. Each of the Defendants’ actions and conduct were known to,
authorized and ratified by the co-defendants. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and
thereon allege that all the conduct by the individual Defendants, which was outside
the scope of their authority, was known to, authorized and ratified by the co-
defendants.

102. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that on or before
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the Subject Date, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, negligentlyj]
and carelessly owned, maintained, controlled, managed, operated, inspected,
guarded, supervised, renovated, repaired, designed and/or secured the Subject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in that Doe
Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, knew, or in the exercise of
reasonable care should have known, that the Subject Location, and/or surrounding ox
adjacent areas to the Subject Location was/were at all times in a unsafe and/on
defective condition(s) and constituted an unreasonable risk of harm to Plaintiff of
which Plaintiff was unaware. Moreover, Doe Defendants 76 to 100, inclusive, and
each of them, negligently and carelessly failed to maintain or repair the Subject
Location, and/or surrounding or adjacent areas to the Subject Location, in a safe
condition or warn Plaintiff of its unsafe condition, so that on the Subject Date, and as
a result of said dangerous condition(s), Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly
and negligently owned, operated, entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained
and/or controlled their vehicle which was initially traveling southbound on the I-5
Freeway in approximately the third lane at or near the Subject Location, so as to
cause it to make an unsafe lane change and/or left turn and/or U-turn in the direction)
of the Subject Turn Through based upon the conditions of the road and traffic when
1t was not reasonably safe to do so, causing a collision with the Garcia Motorcycle and|
the Mora Motorcycle.

103. Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does ]
to 50, inclusive, and each of them, so carelessly and negligently owned, operated,
entrusted, leased, repaired, modified, maintained and/or controlled their vehicle
causing catastrophic injuries and damages to Decedent eventually resulting in his
death on or about the Subject Date, and catastrophic injuries and damages to Plaintiff
EDGAR MORA. As a result of Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO
RODRIGUEZMORENO; and Does 1 to 50, inclusive, and each of their, conduct,
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Plaintiff REBECCA MARIE GARCIA lost her husband, Plaintiffs NOAH BLADE
GARCIA and JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA lost their father, Plaintiff EDGAR MORA
suffered and continues to suffer severe injuries and damages, and Plaintiff MARIA|
LUISA RIVERA suffered and continues to suffer from a loss of consortium for the
injuries and damages sustained by her husband Plaintiff EDGAR MORA.

104. As a direct and legal (proximate) consequence of the conduct of
Defendants Does 76 to 100, inclusive, and each of them, Plaintiffs have suffered|
injuries and damages and will suffer further foreseeable damages, including but notj
limited to, past and future: physical and emotional injuries; medical expenses;
property damage; lost earnings; lost earnings capacity; general, special, loss of
consortium, wrongful death damages, and incidental damages, in a sum within the

jurisdiction of this Court to be determined according to proof.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; NOAH BLADE
GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem, REBECCA MARIE
GARCIA; JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA, a minor, by and through his guardian ad litem,
REBECCA MARIE GARCIA; EDGAR MORA; MARIA LUISA RIVERA pray for
Judgment against the Defendants, MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO;
COUNTY OF KERN; CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION;
STATE OF CALIFORNIA; and CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL; and Does 1 to
100, inclusive, and each of them, as follows:

1. For general damages in a sum according to proof;
For special damages in a sum according to proof;

For loss of consortium damages in a sum according to proof;

For any physical impairment or disfigurement;

2
3
4, For wrongful death damages in a sum according to proof;
5
6 For medical expenses;

7

For property damage, diminution of value, and loss of use;
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8. For loss of earnings and loss of earnings capacity;

9. For prejudgment and post-judgment interest;

10. For costs and expenses of suit incurred herein; and

11. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and

proper.

Dated: July 27, 2026

COHEN & MARZBAN,

Law Corporation Q

MICHAEL M. MARZBAN, ESQ.
BRENNAN C. AZIZI, ESQ.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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Comprehensive Groundwater Adjudication
47
Insurance Coverage Claims (arising from
provisionally complex case type listed
above) (41)

Enforcement of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)

Abstract of Judgment (Out of County)

Confession of Judgment (non-domestic
relations)

Sister-State Judgment

Administrative Agency Award

Petition/Certification of Entry of Judgment
on Unpaid Taxes

Other Enforcement of Judgment Case

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint

RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-harassment)
Mechanic's Lien
Other Commercial Complaint Case
(non-tort/non-complex)
Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/
non-complex)

Miscellaneous Civil Petition

Partnership and Corporate Governance (21)
Other Petition (not specified above) (43)

Civil Harassment

Workplace Violence

Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse

Election Contest

Petition for Name Change

Petition for Relief From Government

Claim Requirement
Other Civil Petition

Rev. July 1, 2026
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FOR COURT USE ONLY

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA FILED
COUNTY OF KERN SUPERIOR COURT OF
Bakersfield Metropolitan Justice CALIFORNIA
1215 Truxtun Ave COUNTY OF KERN
Bakersfield, CA 93301 July 31,2026

Phone: (661) 610-6000

/s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero,
Deputy Clerk

Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al

Notice of Assignment to Judicial Officer for All Purposes, Notice of | Case Number:
Order to Show Cause Re: California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, and 26CUB02945
Notice of Case Management Conference

By order of the presiding judge, the above-entitled case is assigned to the Honorable Thomas S. Clark for all purposes. It
will be managed in Department/Division 17 until its conclusion. Peremptory challenges, if any, must be made within the
times set out in Code of Civil Procedure §170.6.

To Plaintiff(s) and Plaintiff(s) Counsel:

You are required to serve this Notice of Assignment and Notice of Order to Show Cause date and Notice of Case
Management Conference date with the Summons, Complaint [Local Rule 3.7(a), Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR)
Information Packet, and ADR Stipulation and Order Form (California Rules of Court, Rule 3.221).

You are ordered to appear on November 10, 2026 at 8:30 A.M. in Department 17 at 1415 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA
93301 to give any legal reason why sanctions shall not be imposed for failure to serve the complaint on all named
defendants and file proof(s) of service with the court within sixty (60) days after the filing of the complaint pursuant to
California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110. All appearances are mandatory, unless the court receives the required proof(s) of
service five (5) court days prior to the hearing date, and then no appearance is necessary.

To each party and their respective attorney(s) of record:

Your attention is directed to the California Rules of Court and the Code of Civil Procedure provisions regarding mandatory
expedited jury trial procedures, specifically to California Rules of Court Rules 3.1546, et seq., and Code of Civil Procedure
section 630.20, et seq.

This case is set for Case Management Conference on January 25, 2027 at 8:15 A.M. in Department 17 located at 1415
Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301. Parties shall comply with and file case management statements at least fifteen (15)
days prior to the conference in accordance with California Rules of Court, Rules 3.720 — 3.730.

To Cross Complainant(s) and Cross Complainant(s) Counsel:
If you are bringing cross complaint against new parties, you are, likewise, required to serve this Notice of Assignment
pursuant to California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, Notice of Order to Show Cause date and Notice of Case Management
Conference date on the new cross defendants.

Tara Leal

Clerk of the Superior Court
Date: July 31, 2026

By:  /s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero
Alexandra Valles-Guerrero, Deputy Clerk




Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
The Clerk of the Superior Court’s office has received a civil complaint from you for filing. Pursuant to the Trial Court
Delay Reduction Act, your case has been assigned to the Honorable Thomas S. Clark as monitoring judge.

Judge Thomas S. Clark has instituted a direct calendaring system for all cases assigned to him/her as the monitoring
judge.

All law and motion, case management and trial setting conferences, ex parte matters and trials will be scheduled before
him/her in Department 17 at 1415 Truxtun Ave, Bakersfield, CA 93301.

Law & Motion and Ex-Parte hearing dates must be pre-cleared by contacting the Direct Calendaring Clerk at 661-610-
6460. Tentative rulings are not provided in advance of the hearing.

At the time of filing the complaint, plaintiff's counsel will be given a Notice of Case Management Conference which sets
a conference approximately one hundred eighty (180) days after filing of the complaint. This notice must be served with
the summons and complaint on all defendants. Defendants must serve the notice on all cross-defendants named. The
notice must also be served on interveners and lien claimants.

Pursuant to Local Rule 3.2.1. a party wishing to appear remotely in any civil proceeding other than an evidentiary hearing
or trial, including conferences and law and motion hearings, is permitted to appear without advance notice to the court or
other parties. By appearing remotely those persons will be deemed to have requested a remote appearance. Instructions for
accessing Remote Court Hearings can be found on the court’s website. Each judicial officer retains the discretion to
require a party to appear in person at a conference, hearing, or proceeding, as authorized by Code of Civil Procedure
section 367.75. Remote proceedings for evidentiary hearings or trials in all divisions shall be noticed and conducted as
authorized by Code of Civil Procedure section 367.75 and California Rules of Court, rule 3.672.

The Court does not provide court reporters for civil matters. Parties wishing to have a matter reported must provide their
own reporter. The court maintains a list of pre-approved official reporters pro tem. Your preferred reporter can be added
to this list. Information regarding the court’s list is on the court’s website.

Another judge will hear settlement conferences in cases assigned to Judge Thomas S. Clark. However, those cases that do
not settle will be set for trial before him/her.



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
Superior Court Of California County Of Kern Special Rules Relating To Case Management Conferences

At least fifteen (15) days prior to the case management conference, each party shall prepare, file and serve on each other
party a case management conference statement providing the Court with the following information:

1. The “at-issue” status of the case including any new parties that may be contemplated;

2. A brief statement of the type of case and the general facts or contentions;

3. A description of the discovery done to date and that contemplated to be done;

4. Estimated time for trial and whether a jury is demanded;

5. Whether or not the case is entitled to priority in trial setting and if so, the legal authority thereof;

6. An evaluation of the case for alternative dispute resolution, including arbitration (judicial or binding), mediation or
private judge handling;

7. If a person injury action, a description of the injuries sustained by each plaintiff and the elements of claimed damage;
8. A statement of any settlement negotiations undertaken thus far;

9. The name of the attorney primary responsible for the case on behalf of the party filing the statement.

More than one party may join in the filing of a single statement.

The case management conference shall be attended by the attorney primarily responsible for the case on behalf of each
party or a member of his or her firm or counsel formally associated in the case. The attorney attending shall be thoroughly
familiar with the case, and be able to engage in meaningful discussions with court and counsel, and to enter into
agreements on behalf of his or her client on the following subjects:

1. The “at-issue” status of the case including the dismissal of the unnamed doe defendants or cross-defendants by
agreement of all parties;

2. Discovery conducted and remaining to be done;

3. Amenability of the case to alternative dispute resolution including, but no limited to, arbitration (judicial or binding),
mediation, and private judge handling.

4. Delineation of issues including stipulation of facts not in substantial controversy;

5. Settlement prospects;

6. Setting the matter for trial, pre-trial conferences, settlement conference or further case management conference;
7. Any other matters relevant to the processing of the case to a final resolution.

Any violation of these rules shall result in the imposition of substantial sanctions which may include monetary, issue,
termination, or other appropriate sanctions.



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
Certificate of Service

The undersigned, of said Kern County, certify: That I am a Deputy Clerk of the Superior Court of the State of California,
in and for the County of Kern, that I am a citizen of the United States, over 18 years of age, I reside in or am employed in
the County of Kern, that [ am not a party to the within action and that my business address is 1215 Truxtun Ave,
Bakersfield, CA 93301, that I served the Notice of Assignment to Judicial Officer for All Purposes, Notice of Order to
Show Cause Re: California Rules of Court, Rule 3.110, and Notice of Case Management Conference attached hereto on
all interested parties and any respective counsel of record in the within action, following standard Court practices, by: (a)
enclosing true copies thereof in a sealed envelope(s) with postage fully prepaid and depositing/placing for collection and
delivery in the United States mail at Bakersfield, California; and/or (b) enclosing true copies thereof in a Kern County
interoffice envelope(s) and placing for collection and delivery; and/or (c) electronically transmitting true copies thereof by
electronic service or e-mail. Service address(es) are indicated on the attached service list.

Date of service: July 31, 2026

Place of service: Bakersfield, California

Sent from electronic service address: donotreply@kern.courts.ca.gov

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

Tara Leal
Clerk of the Superior Court
Date: July 31,2026
By:  /s/ Alexandra Valles-Guerrero
Alexandra Valles-Guerrero, Deputy Clerk



Rebecca Marie Garcia, et al v. Maria Del Rocio Rodriguezmoreno et al
26CUB02945
Service List

Michael Marzban

16000 Ventura Blvd Ste 701
Encino, CA 91436
eservice@bmclaw.net



CIV-010/FL-935

[ATTORNEY OR PARTY WATHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 238624
nave: Michael M. Marzban, Esq.

fiAmnaMe Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

STREET ADDRESS 16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701

aty: Encino sTaTE CA 2IP cont: 91436
TeLterHONENG  (818) 9686-3332 FAXNO: (818) 986-5879

EMaiL ADDRESS: eservice@bmclaw.net

ATIORNEY FOR (name) Plaintifis

FOR COURT USE ONLY

ELECTRONICALLY FILE
Superior Court of Californi

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
SIREETADDRESS 1215 Trsdun Ave
MAILING ADORESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
1Ty aND 2 coos: Bakersfield 93301
ERaNCHNAME: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL,
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

County of Kem

By: Gricelda Bvans
Deputy Clerk
08/20/26 5:00 PM

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF

GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
(3] EX PARTE

CASE NUMBER.

26CUB02945

{Family Code, §§ 7600~7730), is an adult relative of a minor pany.

This form is for use in a civil or family law proceeding in which a party is a minor, a person who lacks legal capacily lo make
decisions, or 8 person for whom a conservalor has been appointed A person who seeks the appointment of a guardian ad litem in a
proceeding under the Probate Code—other then a proceeding under Probate Code sections 3500-3613 for approval of a
compromise, seltlement, or disposition of judgment procesds—should use form DE-350/GC-100. NOTE: A person may nol act as 8
guardian ad litem uniass the person is represented by an allomey, is an altomey, or, in an action under the Uniform Parentage Act

1. | (spplicant’s name): JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
am (check all that apply):
the parent of (name):
the guardian of (name):
. {_] the conservator of (name):
(1 a party to the suit.
the minor to be represented (if the minor is 14 years of age or older).
another interested person (specify capacily):

o»

~mpao

2. |am asking the court to appoint the following pereon as guardian ad litem (name, address, phone number, and email address).

REBECCA MARIE GARCIA;
{562) 826-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 90723

3. The guardian ad litem will represent the interest of (name, address, and, if applicable, phone number and email address):

JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA; .
(562) 826-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 80723

4. The person named in item 3 is a parly and is (check all that apply):
a. (x] aminor (date of birth): December 12, 2011

b. [x] a person who lacks legal capacity to make decisions (explsin the basis for claiming lack of capacity):
MINOR PLAINTIFF IS 14 YEARS OLD AND LEGALLY UNABLE TO BRING A LAWSUIT ON HIS OWN BEHALF

[] Continued on Attachment 4b.

¢. [] a person for whom a conservator has been appointed (provide the details of the appointment);

[ Continued on Attachment 4c.

Page tof 2
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CiV-D10/FL-935

PLAINTIFE/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA CASE NUMBER
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENGO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA 26CUB02945

s. [(X_] The person named in item 3s a minor and is (check one);
a. X a plaintiff or petitioner in this action and the summons has not been issued
b. [ a défendant or respondent in this action. More than 10 days have passed since service of the summons, and no one has
spplied for the appointment of a guardian.ad litem.
8. | am asking the court to appoint a guardian ad litem because the person named in item 3 (check all tha! apply):
a. [ is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730).

b. ) is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Gode of Civil
Procedure sections 372(bj(1) and 374(a). (if the.minor is 12 years of age or older, chack one of the following):
The minor | ] does E does not object to the appointment of the person named in item 2.
[C—J | don't know whether the minor objects to the appoiniment of the person named in item 2:

c. [X] has no guardian or conservator of the estate.

d. [ has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's
interest in this action or proceeding because (explain):

[T Confinued on Attachment 6d.
The guardian or conservator of the estate is (name, address, lelephone number, and email address):

(Afier filing this application, you must give nolice and a copy of the application to the guardian or conservator above.)
7. The proposed guardian ad litem is fully competent and qualified to understand and protect the rights of the person named in item 3

Michael M. Marzban, Esq. ’ == = =

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF £TTORNEY)

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct
oate:  08/20/2026
Joshua Rock Garcia P _teshusn Rock gre

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT]

sy

DISCLOSURES AND CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM

& | have the following refationship with the person named in item 3 (check one):
a. [} No relationship
b. [ A familial relationship (specify): MOTHER
¢ [_] An affiliate (nonfamilial) relationship {specify):

9. 1 am (check one):
a. [X] not aware of any actusal or potentiat conflicts of interest that would or might arise from the appointment.

b. [_) aware of the following actual or potential conflicts that would or might arise from the appointment (describe the actual or
potential confiicts of interest and explain why the proposed guardian should still be appointed):

(] Continued on Attachment 9b.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct | consent fo act as
guardian ad litem in this action or proceeding. 1f | become aware that a potential conflict of interest has become an actual conflict, or
that 2 new potential or actual confiict exists, | will promptly disclose the conflict of interest to the court.

Date: (08/20/2026

Rebecca Marie Garcia — ——
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME} (SIGNA IURE OF PROPOSED GUARDIAN AD LITEV)

Page2otd

CIVOIOFL RS [Rev saniany 1 2624 APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF
GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW



CIV-010/FL-935

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 238624
NAME: Michael M. Marzban, Esq.

Firm NAME: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

STREET ADDRESS: 16000 Ventura Blvd, Suite 701

Ty Encino sTaTe: CA 2P CoDE: 91436
1eLEPHONE ND : (818) 986-3332 FAxNO: (818) 986-5879

EMAL ADDRESS: @service@bmclaw.net

ATTORNEY FOR (nome): Plaintiffs

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
STREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
ity anD 2t CODE: Bakersfield 93301
BRANCHNAME: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

FOR COURT USE ONLY

ELECTRONICALLY FILED

Superior Court of Californ|a,

08/20/26 5:00 PM

County of Kern

By: Gricelda Evans
Deputy Clerk

APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF

GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
(X1 EX PARTE

CASE NUNBER

26CUB02945

(Family Code, §§ 7600~7730), is an adult relative of 8 minor party.

This form is for use in a civil or family law praceeding in which a party is a minor, a person who lacks legal capacily to make
decisions, or a person for whom a conservator has been appointed. A person who seeks the appointment of a guardian ad litem in a
proceeding under the Probate Code—other than a proceeding under Probate Code sections 3500-3613 for approval of a
compromise, settlement, or disposition of judgment proceeds—should use form DE-350/GC-100. NOTE: A person may not act as a
guardian ad litem unless the person is represented by an attomey, is an atlomey, or, in an action under the Uniform Parentage Act

1. | (applicant's name). NOAH BLADE GARCIA
am (check all that apply):
a. [_] the parent of (name):
b. [C_] the guardian of {neme):
c. [__] the conservator of (name}):
d. a party to the suit.
e. |_X_] the minor to be represented (if the minor is 14 years of age or older).
f. [_] anotherinteresied person (specify capacily):

2. 1 am asking the court to appoint the following person as guardian ad litem (name, address, phone number, and email address):

REBECCA MARIE GARCIA;
(562) 826-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 90723

3. The guardian ad litem will represent the interest of (name, address, and, if spplicable, phone number and email address):

NOAH BLADE GARCIA;
(562) 826-2725;
16236 Orizaba Ave, Paramount, CA 90723

4. The person named in item 3 is a party and is (check all thai apply):
a. [(X_] a minor (dafe of birth): Juiy 14, 2010

b. IE a person who lacks legal capacity to make decisions fexplain the basis for claiming lack of capacity):
MINOR PLAINTIFF IS 15 YEARS OLD AND LEGALLY UNABLE TO BRING A LAWSUIT ON HIS OWN BEHALF

[] Continued on Attachment 4b.

c. [_] aperson for whom a conservalor has been appointed (provide the delails of the appointment):

[ Continued on Attachment 4c.

Page Y012
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CIV-010/FL-935

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA CASE NUMICR'
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA 26CUB02945

5. [(x_] The person named in item 3 is a minor and is (check one):

a. [X] a plaintiff or petitioner in this action and the summons has not been issued
b. (] adefendant or respondent in this action. More than 10 days have passed since service of the summons, and no one has

applied for the appointment of a guardian ad fitem .
8 | am asking the court to sppoint a guardian ad litem because the person named in item 3 {check all that apply):
a [ is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act (Family Code, §§ 7800-7730).

b. ] is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining orders described in Code of Civil
Procedure sections 372(b){(1) and 374(a) (/f the minor is 12 years of age or older, check one of the following):
Theminor [__]does [ ] doesnot objectto the appointment of the person named in item 2.

[ t don't know whether the minor objects to the appointment of the person named in item 2.

¢. [(XJ has no guardian or conservator of the estate.
d. (] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate 1o represent the person's
interest in this action or proceeding because (expfsin):

[CJ Continued on Attachment 6d
The guardian or conservator of the estate is (name, address, telephone number, and email address):

(After filing this application, you must give nolice and & copy of the spplicetion to the guardian or conservalor above )

7. The proposed guardian ad litem is fully competent and qualified to understand and protect the rights of the person named in item 3

P —— et
Michael M. Marzban, Esq. | 4 =

{TYPE OR PRINT NAME) {SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY)

| declare under penatty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct.

pate: 08/20/2026
Noah Blade Garcia b Noalv B_&Jef arcio

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME}

DISCLOSURES AND CONSENT TO ACT AS GUARDIAN AD LITEM

8. [ have the following relationship with the person named in item 3 (check one):
a. [_] No relationship
b [X| A familial relationship (specify): MOTHER
¢. [_] An affiliate (nonfamiliat) relationship (specify):
S. | am (check one):
a. [X] not aware of any actual or potential conflicts of interest that would or might arise from the appointment.
b. [_] aware of the following aclual or potential conflicts that would or might arise from the appointment (describe the acfual or
polential conflicls of intersst and explain why the proposed guardian should still be appointed):

{] Continued on Attachment Sb.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. ! consent to act as
guardian ad litem in this action or proceeding. If | become aware that a potential conflict of interest has become an actual conflict, or
that a new potential or aclual conflict exists, | will promptly disciose the conflict of interest to the court

Date: 08/20/2026
Rebecca Marie Garcia

{TYPE OR PRINT RAME}

CHA01OL-228 {Rev lunuery 1. 2024 APPLICATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF
GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW

) "Rehecea Mpne Garcia (Aug 20. 2026 1047 SR FOT)

{SIGNATURE OF PROPOSED GUARDIAN AC LITEM)
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Electronically Received 08/20/26 5:00 PM CIV-011/FL-936

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY STATE BAR NUMBER: 238624

name:Michael M. Marzban, Esq.
FRMName: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation

FOR COURT USE ONLY

sTREET ADDRESS: 16000 Ventura Blvd., Suite 701 FILED
crry: Encino state: CA zIPcone: 91436 . . .
TELEPHONE NO. (818) 986-3332 Faxno.: (818) 986-5879 Superior Court of California,
EMAIL ADDRESS eservice@bmclaw.net C ounty of Kern
ATTORNEY FOR (name). Plaintiffs By: Gricelda Evans
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN Deputy Clerk

sTREET ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave 08/24/2026

MAILING ADDRESS: 1215 Truxtun Ave
ity anD ziP cooe: Bakersfield 93301
8RANCH NamE: Metropolitan Justice Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENQO, ET AL.
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

CASE NUMBER:

ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
[X] EX PARTE 26CUB02945

1. Applicant (name): REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
seeks appointment of a guardian ad litem of (name): JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA

2. [_] The application came on regularly for a hearing as follows:

a. Judicial officer (name):
b. Hearing date: Time: (] Dept.: [] Room:
c. The following persons were present at the hearing:

(1) ] Applicant (name):

(2) [_] Attorney for applicant (name):

(3) [] Guardian ad litem named in item 6.

(4) [ Attorney for guardian ad litem (name):

(5) [[_] Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):

(6) [_] Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner (namse):

(7) [_] Defendant/Respondent (name):

(8) [_] Attorney for Defendant/Respondent (name):

(9) [ Other (names):

THE COURT FINDS
3. [ All notices required by law have been given.

4. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed is a party who is
a, a minor (date of birth):December 12, 2011
b. [_] aperson who lacks legal capacity to make decisions.
¢. [_] aperson for whom a conservator has been appointed.

5. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed
a. [__] is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act. (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730.)

b. [_] is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Code of Civil
Procedure sections 372(b) and 374(a).

¢. [X] does not have a guardian or conservator of the estate.

d. [[_] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's
interest and appointment of a guardian ad litem is expedient.

Page 1 of 2
il Councilof Cattorna ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD. LITEM—. . - O O iy Cotl 8 6220.7535"
CIV-011/FL-936 [New January 1, 2024] CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW www.courts.ca gov
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CIV-011/FL-936

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENGO, ET AL. 26CUB02945
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

THE COURT ORDERS

6. (Name):REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
is appointed guardian ad litem of (name)j‘( JOSHUA ROCK GARCIA

7. The guardian ad litem —2&gkis [ ] is not authorized to waive or disclaim any substantive rights of the represented
party without further order of this court.

8. The guardian ad litem must promptly report to the court any potential conflict of interest with the represented person that becomes
an actual confiict, as well as any new potential or actual conflict of interest that arises during the course of the representation.

9. [ Other (specify):

[] Continued on Attachment 9.

10. Number of pages attached: f 2 S

August 24, 2026

JUDICIAL OFFICER Thomas S Clal’k
[ ] SIGNATURE FOLLOWS LAST ATTACHMENT

CIV-011/FL-936 [New Januaty 1, 2024) Page 2 of 2

ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN-AD -LITEM—
CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
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Electronically Received 08/20/26 5:00 PM

CIV-011/FL-936

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY

name: Michael M. Marzban, Esq.

FIRmNaME: Cohen & Marzban, Law Corporation
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ORDER APPOINTING GUARDIAN AD LITEM—CIVIL AND FAMILY LAW
EX PARTE

CASE NUMBER:

26CUB02945

1. Applicant (name): REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
seeks appointment of a guardian ad litem of (name): NOAH BLADE GARCIA

2. [_] The application came on regularly for a hearing as follows:
a. Judicial officer (name):
b. Hearing date:
¢. The following persons were present at the hearing:

(1) ] Applicant (name):

(2) [] Attorney for applicant (name):

(3) [] Guardian ad litem named in item 6.

(4) [_] Attorney for guardian ad litem (name):

(5) [_] Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):

(6) [_] Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner (name):

{7) [_] Defendant/Respondent (name):

(8) [[_] Attorney for Defendant/Respondent (name):
(9) [_] Other (names):

Time:

THE COURT FINDS
3. [_] Al notices required by law have been given.

4. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed is a party who is
a. [x] a minor (date of birth):July 14, 2010
b. [_] aperson who lacks legal capacity to make decisions.
¢. [ aperson for whom a conservator has been appointed.

5. The person for whom a guardian ad litem is to be appointed

o o

Procedure sections 372(b) and 374(a).
. [X(] does not have a guardian or conservator of the estate.

oo

interest and appointment of a guardian ad litem is expedient.

[] Dept.:

] Room:

. [ is a minor who is a party to an action under the Uniform Parentage Act. (Family Code, §§ 7600-7730.)
. [[_] is a minor who is requesting or opposing a request for an injunction or restraining order described in Code of Civil

. [[] has a guardian or conservator of the estate, but the guardian or conservator is inadequate to represent the person's
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CIV-011/FL-936

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: NOAH BLADE GARCIA CASE NUMBER:
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: MARIA DEL ROCIO RODRIGUEZMORENGQ, ET AL. 26CUB02945
OTHER PARENT/PARTY: REBECCA MARIE GARCIA

THE COURT ORDERS

6. (Name):REBECCA MARIE GARCIA
is appointed guardian ad litem of (name). NOAH BLADE GARCIA

7. The guardian ad litem is is not authorized to waive or disclaim any substantive rights of the represented
party without further order of this court.

8. The guardian ad litem must promptly report to the court any potential conflict of interest with the represented person that becomes
an actual conflict, as well as any new potential or actual conflict of interest that arises during the course of the representation.

9. [[] Other (specify):

[ Continued on Attachment 9.

10. Number of pages attached: ﬂ S

August 24, 2026

JUDICIAL OFFICER

Thomas S. Clark
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