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~care~ the legislature '4 fi pass~ under the
cover of darkness, the hasty and flawed SBX2 11
with retroactive immunity for all sitting-judges,

By November 9, 2011 Plaintiff had established
V tenancy "at will" in City Hall Park. No pr~~r

eviction notices or proper eviction process were
tinder consideration or being discussed with
Plaintiff. Plaintiffs feared state and federal
officials would be negligent --u;:-defending their

>tentlhome rights just as Carmen Trutanich,
r- Xamala-rIarris and Eric Holder had been

negligent in defending homeowner right~ or.
eliminating the unconstitutional payments to Lot
Angeles Judges. or.- 0 .....

I \. IL. v

Plaintiffs sought declaratory relief) from the
Superior Court. However, no declaratory relief is
possible from the Superior Court of Los Angeles.
The Superior Courts are under a cloud of massive ~~v\'+l~

judicial corruption where most judgments are void
d ' . I ~f\'t!:'.sc-ue to unconstitutiona payments to ~ county \.
judges by the County of Los Angeles. RICO
charges are known to be in preparation against the ..r'·"
Superior Court of Los Angeles·;u~he California
Attorney Ge~~al~oR) the California Judges
Association ang;'tne California State Bar. Plaintiffs
intended to join those efforts or initiate their own
claim. Plaintiffs expected the Federal Courts and
officials to vigorously prosecute the RICO
allegations to guarantee and enforce the citizens
and the protesters' rights,

Plaintiff sought a
Order against LAPD
clandestine attempts

Temporary Restraining
and Charlie Beck for
to terminate "said
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occupation" without the required notic~ The
Mayor and the City Attorney would. hold out the
"threat of force" during their good-faith discussions
.with Occupy Los Angeles. Plaintiffs sought a
permanent injunction against such force by LAPD.

Plaintiff sought protection from the California
courts because they would ):lominally pave
jurisdictiop. However, Plaintiff believed that
Federal injunctions and protections were
necessary because no relief, civil or criminal, was
likely in State Court due to the ill~al and
unconstitutional judicial payments t~Superior
Court Judges. Further, Eric Holder was named as
one of the Federal Defendants ~e to his violation /./
of Misprision of Felony statute:; hJ's refusal to stop
the unconstitutional county payments in
California~his refusal to order the California
Attorney General to investigate said payments and/C)Q.
his own subsequent denial of due process rights to
an Californians.

Plaintiffs Fourth Amendment rights were at
risk as well as the destruction of property that
would likely result from any forcible removal of
the First Amendment protesters in City Hall Park.
Those rights were, indeed, subsequently violated.

The Courts have determined that the tents
used by the homeless and others are subject to the'
same protecflons as ]iomes. The threatened use of
fOl.:ce by the LAPD as directed by other officials
seriously threatened the protesters' tent/homes, as
well as yiolating_ the Jones Agreeml2lJ.t which
further protected the tent/homes of the homeless
in Los Angeles (Jones F. City of Los Angeles, 444
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F.3d 1118 (9th Cir. 2006». Any violation of the
Jones Agreement also made the actions a Federal
issue. The Mayor and the LAPD did in fac-rrg-;-;;;~--

'theJones Agreement and removed the tenttpomes
of homeless Plaintiffs, C.R. Legal an~lvIario
Nitrini III, from the sidewalk.

The Federal Courts, in Metropolitan Council,
Inc. v, Seiir, also determined that a complete ba~
of sleeping on a sidewalk is prohibited. The City of
Los Angeles ignored all the~edents in order
to pursue an illegal eviction of the Occupy Los
Angeles protesters.

Plaintiffs in the extant case filed on November
9, 2011 in Los Angeles Superior Court at the first
hint of illegal actions by the Defendants. They
were not the only protesters to seek protection
from the courts. On November 28, 2011, illegal
actions had been announced and were imminent
prompting two other groups of protesters
associated with Occupy Los Angeles to file
additional civil suits in Federal Court. Katherine
Knox-Davies et al v. City of Los Angeles et el., case
number CVl1-9792-GHK-(JCx) only addressed 1sf

amendment violations and sought no damages.
Geneva Reese et 81 v. City' of Los Angeles et el,
case number CVll-9790-GHK"(JC), sought
protections for 1st, 4th, 8th, and 14th Amendment
rights. Plaintiffs case, Occupy Los Angeles v. City
of Los Angeles et el. case number CV12-0297
GHK"(JCx) seeks protections for 1st, 4th, 5th, and
14th Amendment rights but adds charges of
racketeering and negligence among city and state
Defendants and racketeering and negligence
among Federal Defendants:-·~·~h .~--.---.,_/----~



..{ASSISTANCE ON EVICTIONS

..{ HELP ON GETTiNG REPAIRS
I RENT CONTROL INFORMATION
I TENANT ORGANIZING ASSISTANCE & MORE

EDNESDAY EVENINGS
7:00 PeM@

AND

SATURDAY ORNINGS
10:00 A@M@

You MUST ARRIVE BY 7 PM OR lOAM TO ENSURE GE"ITING ASSISTANCE
WE CAN'T GUARANTEE You WILL BE SEEN IF'You ARRiVE LATE

HELD AT

(IN THE COMMUNI1'Y BUILDING)

7377 SANTA MONICA BLVD0
(BETWEEN FAIRFAX AVE & LA BREA AT MARTEL AVE.)

ONE~ON~ON£INDIVIDUAL COUNSELING
No CHARGE, BUT A DONA TION IS REQUESTED

FOR MORE iNFORMATION:

COALITION FOR ECONOMIC SURVIVAL (CES)
PHONE: (213) 252-4411 • EMAIL: CONTACTCES@EARTHLINK.NET

WEB SITE: WWW,CESINACTION.ORG

No iNFORMATiON WILL BE PROVIDED OVER THE PHONE OR By EMAil"
You MUST COME TO THE CLINIC TO RECEIVE ASSISTANCE



City of Man ravia Department of Community .servlces
MONROVIA PUBLIC LIBRARY

321 South Myrtle Avenue. 626.256.8274
www.monroviapubliclibrary.org

Saturday, June 2
1:00 - 3:00 p.m,

Library Community Room
FREE

To sign-up call or stop by the Adult Reference
Desk, 626-256-8274, or sign up online at

monroviapubliclibrary.org

Walk-ins welcome

.. Divorce

.. Credit card debt

Medical debt

'" Neighbor issues

.. Workplace issues

.. Landlord or tenant problems

This valuable public service program
partners LA Law Libraryvilth the Center
for Conflict Resolution at Loyola
Law School to present an overview of
various ways to use mediation to stay out
of court.

Avoid expensive legal fees with timely
advice from those who know the system.

LIBRARY

OL
LOS ANGELES





Name & Address:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

PLAINTIFF(S)

CASE NUMBER

v.

SUMMONS

DEFENDANT(S).

TO: DEFENDANT(S):

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within days after service of this summons Onyou (not counting the day you received it), you
must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached D complaint D amended complaint
o counterclaim 0 cross-claim or a motion under Rule 12of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer
or motion must be served on the plaintiff's attorney, , whose address is
_____________ ~ . . If you fail to do so,
judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. You also must file
your answer or motion with the court.

Clerk, U.S. District Court

Dated: _
Deputy Clerk

(Seal of the Court)

[Use 60 days if the defendant is the United States or a United States agency, or is an officer or employee of the United States. Allowed
60 days by Rule 12(a)(3)].

SUMMONSCV-Ol A (1011 I


