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HOWARD F. SILBER, ESQ. (State Bar #102888)
The Law Office of Howard F. Silber

9595 Wilshire Blvd. Suite 900

Beverly Hills, CA 90212
Phone: (310)300-8440
Facsimile: (310)300-8401

Attorney for Plaintiffs

® 212012

deputy

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

LEN BOOGARD an individual, and as a)
Successor in Interest to the late DEREK)
BOOGAARD; JOANNE BOOGARD an)
individual and as a Successor in Interest to)
the late DEREK BOOGAARD; )

Plaintiffs, )
)

vs. )

)
THE NATIONAL HOCKEY LEAGUE)
PLAYERS ASSOCIATION a business form)
unknown; and ROMAN STOYKEWYCH)
an individual; and DOES 1 through 50,)
inclusive, )

)
Defendants. )

caseno: BC4$25B8
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

1. Breach of the Duty of Fair Dealing;
2. Breach of Implied Contract; and
3. Breach of Fiduciary Duty

COME NOW Plaintiffs LENN BOOGAARD and JOANNE BOOGAARD, individually

andas Successors in Interest to the late DEREK BOOGAARD who allegeas follows:
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I.

PARTIES AND ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL

CAUSES OF ACTION

1. Defendant the NATIONAL HOCKEY LEAGUE PLAYERS ASSOCIATION, (NHLPA)

is a business form unknown which is recognized as the sole and exclusive bargaining

representative of hockey players in the National Hockey League (NHL) whose members

include the professional hockey players playing or residing in the State of California. By

virtue of overseeing those playing for and against the San Jose Sharks; Anaheim Ducks;

and the Los Angeles Kings the NHLPA does business in the County of Los Angeles State

of California.

2. Defendant the NATIONAL HOCKEY LEAGUE PLAYERS ASSOCIATION, (NHLPA)

a business form unknown also represents as its members the certified agents of

professional hockey players including those member agents residing in and or doing

business in the County of Los Angeles State of California and hence does business in the

County of Los Angeles State of California.

3. The NHLPA and the NHL have a jointly administered substance abuse program known

as the Performance Enhancing Substances Program ("Program") under the terms of the

NHL Collective Bargaining Agreement. Players found to be in need of the program are

sent to the Program's facility in Malibu, California in the County of Los Angeles, State of

California.
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4. The late DEREK BOOGAARD was a former hockey player in theNHL anda member of

theNHLPA. At the direction and control of the NHLPA and hisemployers DEREK

BOOGAARD was sent to the Program's facility on multiple occasions and hence at the

direction of defendant the NHLPA resided in the County of Los Angeles, State of

California.

5. Defendant ROMAN STOYKEWYCH is an attorney and is the head labor attorney for the

NHLPA and is a Director and or Administrator of the NHL-NHLPA Joint Substance

Abuse Program located in Malibu, California, and as such and in those capacities

conducts business in the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

6. Plaintiffs do not know the true names and capacities of the cross defendants sued herein

as DOES I through 50 inclusive. Plaintiffs will seek leave of court to amend this cross

complaint to allege their true names and capacities when ascertained.

7. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon allege that the defendants

designated as DOES 1-50 inclusive are persons or entities in some way responsible for

the acts of omission alleged, that they have some right, title, or interest in the subject

matter of this action or that they are otherwise required to be joined as a party in order for

cross complainant to obtain all the relief to which they are entitled. Moreover, plaintiffs

are informed and believe and based thereon allege that each of the cross defendants

including DOES 1-50 claims some type of possessory interest in and to the premises.
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8. Each of the defendants including the DOE defendants was and is an agent, employee,

employer, affiliate, representative, alter ego, subsidiary, affiliate and/or partner of one or

more of the defendants and was in performing the acts complained of acting within the

scope of such agency employment or is in some other way responsible for the acts ofone

or more of the defendants.

9. On or about July 1, 2010 a NHLPA certifiedagent conducting business in the County of

Los Angeles State of California negotiated a guaranteed four year Standard Player Contract

(SPC) on behalf of the late DEREK BOOGAARD with the New York Rangers covering the

2010-2011 NHL through 2013-2014 NHL seasons.

10. At certain times during his playing days with the Minnesota Wild and during the first

season (2010-2011) of his employment with the New York Rangers DEREK

BOOGAARD was sent by his employers and the NHLPA to reside at the aforementioned

Program's facility in Malibu California.

11. That at numerous times during his professional hockey career to cope with injuries and

pain and simply to be able to play or sleep after games DEREK BOOGAARD was

prescribed or given a multitude of narcotics and sleeping pills by both the team doctors,

physicians, trainers, and dentists of the New York Rangers and the Minnesota Wild, and

that DEREK BOOGAARD had become addicted to these drugs.
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12. That having suffered numerous blows to the head and other head trauma during his NHL

career DEREK BOOGAARD had suffered severe brain injury and brain damage known

as Chronic Traumatic Encephalopathy (CTE), and was at certain times during the last

years of his life without his full mental capacity.

13. That on or about May 13, 2011 DEREK BOOGAARD while a player for the New York

Rangers and a member of the NHLPA died in his sleep from a mixture of drugs and

alcohol.

14. That on or about July 1, 2011 Defendant ROMAN STOYEWYCH contacted Plaintiff

LEN BOOGAARD to advise plaintiffs of their rights with regard to the payments of the

balance of the compensation on DEREK BOOGAARD'S SPC; insurance payments; and

any other rights he or they had under the Collective Bargaining Agreement by and

between the NHL and the NHLPA which governs the business of professional hockey.

Plaintiffs LEN BOOGAARD and JOANNE BOOGAARD are the parents of and

Successors in Interest to the late DEREK BOOGAARD.

15. That on July 27, 2011 Defendant STOYKEWYCH knowing that the New York Rangers

and the Minnesota Wild had previously prescribed narcotics to DEREK BOOGAARD;

knowing the cause of death; and knowing that the New York Rangers would not be

paying anything further on the player's SPC wrote to William Daily, Deputy
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Commissioner of the NHL and demanded documentation including medical records to

be used ina Grievance toenforce payment under the SPC if necessary. Atrue and correct

copy of said letter is attached hereto as Exhibit "A".

16. Thereafter and in September and October 2011 Defendant STOYKEWYCH updated the

plaintiffs on his progress or lack thereof in obtaining these medical records requested and

informing them that the league was delaying things and he was having trouble obtaining

the records from the doctors in California, Defendant STOYKEWYCH promised

plaintiffs he would be taking "legal action" on their behalf.

17. That on or about October 1, 2011 The 2011-2012 NHL Season began and no

compensation was paid or received from the New York Rangers as guaranteed under

DEREK BOOGAARDS SPC.

18. That the plaintiffs' and each of them relied upon the supposed expertise in this area of

defendant STOYKEWYCH as an experienced laborattorney.

19. That under the terms of the Collective Bargaining Agreement by and between the

NHLPA and the NHL all disputeshavingto do with the failureofa club to payany

portion ofa player's compensation must be heard by way of a Grievance, whichcan only

be filed by the league or the NHLPA.
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20. Article 17of the CBA reads in pertinentpart:

"17.1 Grievance. A Grievance is any dispute involving the interpretation or

application of, or compliance with, any provision of this Agreement, including

any SPC. All Grievances will be resolved exclusively in accordance with the

procedures set forth in this Article, except wherever another method of dispute

resolution is set forth elsewhere in this Agreement."

21. That in addition under the terms of the CBA a Grievance must be filed within sixty days

of the party's knowledge of the issue giving rise to the Grievance. Article 17.2 of the

CBA reads as follows:

"17.2 Initiation.

(a) A Grievance may be initiated by the NHL or the NHLPA only.

(b) A Grievance must be initiated within sixty (60) days from the date of the

occurrence or non occurrence of the event upon which the Grievance is based, or

within sixty (60) days from the date on which the facts of the matter became

known or reasonably should have been known to the party initiating the

Grievance, whichever is later."

22. That at no time prior to the expiration of the sixty day period did ROMAN

STOYKEWYCH request that the NHLPA or did the NHLPA file a Grievance on behalf

of the plaintiffs and against the New York Rangers for failure to pay DEREK

BOOGAARD'S salary for the 2011-2012 Season and beyond, or any other Grievance on

Behalfof the Plaintiffs.
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23. That demand for payment from the New York Rangers was objected to on the basis mat

no Grievance had been timely filed by the NHLPA to enforce the SPC when it was

obvious that the New York Rangers were not going to honor the SPC after the death of

DEREK BOOGAARD, and that the issue of payment by the team was time barred.

Defendants STOYKEWYCH and the NHLPA do not dispute this position.

II.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

BREACH OF THE DUTY OF FAIR DEALING

(By Plaintiffs LEN BOOGAARD and JOANNE BOOGAARD as Successors in

Interest to the late DEREK BOOGAARD and Against Defendant the NHLPA)

24. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate and re-allege paragraphs 1 through 23 in form and

substance as though fully set forth herein.

25. At all material times herein the NHLPA owed DEREK BOOGAARD and his Successors

in Interest plaintiffs LEN and JOANNE BOOGAARD a duty of fair representation. The

duty of fair representation requires a union to serve its members interests without

hostility or discrimination towards any, to exercise its discretion with complete good faith

and honest, and to avoid arbitrary conduct. This duty prohibits bad faith or discriminatory

treatment of its members by their union. The duty to refrain from arbitrary conduct

further prohibits actions by the union so far outside a wide range of reasonableness as to

be irrational.
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26. At all times herein mentioned the NHLPA breached the duty offair representation owed

to plaintiff DEREK BOOGAARD by amongst other things failing to meet with the

Plaintiffs to discuss a Grievance within a timely manner; failing to properly investigate

the issues ofthe Grievance; failing to properly calculate the necessary time period within

which to file a Grievance; failing to properly investigate the law which would govern the

Grievance; and did not timely file a Grievance on behalf of DEREK BOOGAARD

despite the credibility of his claim. That it is irrational for this union to believe that a

Grievance should not be filed over the non-payment of the balance of one of itsmembers

SPC when the union is aware that a team or teams bears responsibility for the player's

death.

27. Due to the actions ofdefendant the NHLPA, in breaching its duty of fair representation,

plaintiffs lost the right to enforce through Arbitration its claims for the balance of the

compensation owed under the guaranteed SPC by and between DEREK BOOGAARD

and the New York Rangers in the amount of $4,800,000.00. Rather Plaintiffs have been

compelled to take this action to obtain reliefunder their claims and has incurred thecosts,

attorney's fees, and expenses of this action that but for the NHLPA's breach of duty, it

would not have incurred. In addition because of the NHLPA's breach of duty, plaintiffs'

have lost the ability to obtain a speedy resolution of its dispute, and have incurred

additional loss by reason ofthe breach ofduty and delay, including the time value ofany

monetary relief they obtain and emotional distress and suffering.
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HI.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

BREACH OF IMPLIED CONTRACT

(By Plaintiffs LEN BOOGAAARD AND JOANNE BOOGAARD

Individually and against Defendant ROMAN STOYKEWYCH)

28. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate paragraphs 1-27 of this Complaint in form and substance as

though fully set forth herein.

29. Defendant STOYKEWYCH entered into an implied contract with Plaintiffs to act as

their attorney and to investigate all of their rights under the CBA after the death of their

son.

30. DefendantSTOYKEWYCH breached this impliedcontract by failing to investigateall

of plaintiffs' rights under the CBA or otherwise after the death of their son including but

not limited to failing to meet with the Plaintiff to discuss a Grievance within a timely

manner; failing to properly investigate the grievance; failing to properly calculate the

necessary time period within which to file a Grievance; failing to properly investigate the

law which would govern the Grievance; and did not timely file a Grievance on behalfof

the late DEREK BOOGAARD despite the credibility of the claim. Further the defendant

did not inform these plaintiffs of the sixty day limitations period.what so ever and

allowed the time for file a Grievance to expire.
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31. Plaintiffs were damaged in that they lost the right to file aGrievance against the New

York Rangers for the balance of the compensation owed under the SPC in the sum of

$4,800,000.00.

IV.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY

(By Plaintiffs LEN BOOGAARD and JOANNE BOOGAARD Individually

and against Defendant ROMAN STOYKEWYCH)

32. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate and re-allege paragraphs 1 through 31 in form and

substance as though fully set forth herein.

33. By virtue of the attorney-client relationship that existed between Plaintiffs JOANNE and

LEN BOOGAARD onthe one hand and ROMAN STOYKEWYCH on the other hand by

the affirmative action taken at the outset of these events on behalf of plaintiffs by said

attorney their existed at all material times herein a fiduciary relationship between these

parties and a fiduciary duty on defendant STOYKEWYCH with regard to these plaintiffs.
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34. Despite having voluntarily accepted the trust and confidence of these plaintiffs in regard

to their rights and their son's rights under the CBA or otherwise and in violation of this

relationship of trust and confidence defendant abused that relationship by amongst other

things failing to meet with the Plaintiff to discuss the necessity of a Grievance within a

timely manner; failing to properly investigate the grievance; failing to properly calculate

the necessary time period within which to file a Grievance; failing to properly

investigate the law which would govern the Grievance; and did not timely file a

Grievance on behalfof plaintiffs or DEREK BOOGAARD despite the credibility of his

claim. Further defendant STOYKEWYCH did not inform these plaintiffs of the sixty day

limitations period what so ever and allowed the time for file a Grievance to expire. Only

after the expiration of the sixty day period did this defendant take the position a

Grievance would not be merited.

35. As a result of the breach of his fiduciary duty to these plaintiffs they as the parents of

DEREK BOOGAARD weredamaged in an amount equal to the unpaid compensation for

the remaining three years of the SPC in the amount of $4,800,000.00.

36.Defendant STOYKEWYCH acted with oppression and malice in knowingly allowing the

time period to file a Grievance against the New York Rangers or others to expire and in

taking no action on behalf of the plaintiffs or even advising them of the need to file a

Grievance within a certain sixty day period. Defendant STOTKEWYCH instead told the

plaintiffs to go away and file a claim for Workers Compensation and that no Grievance

was merited only after the expiration of the sixtyday period. The conductof this
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Defendantwas in conscious disregard of the rights of these plaintiffs.

37. As a result of defendants conduct in knowingly allowing the time period to expire

without filinga Grievance; in doing the acts alleged above and in advisingplaintiffs only

after the time period's expiration that no Grievance was merited when it was obvious

such a Grievance had merit, plaintiffs should be entitled to punitive damages against

defendant STOYKEWYCH in the sum of $5,000,000.00

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgment as follows:

1. For damages for the balanceof the compensationas set forth in the SPC in the

sum of $4,800,000.00.

2. For punitive damages in the sum of$5,000,000.00

3. For costs incurred in this action;

4. For reasonable attorneys fees; and

5. For such other and further relief as the court deems just and proper.

DATED: September 18,2012

LAW OFFICES OF HOWARD F. SILBER

By:
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Uninsured Motorist (46) (if the
case involves an uninsured
motorist claim subject to
arbitration, check this item
instead of Auto)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort

Asbestos (04)
Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/

Wrongful Death
Product Liability (nor asbestos or

toxic/environmental) (24)
Medical Malpractice (45)

Medical Malpractice-
Physicians & Surgeons

Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice

Other PI/PD/WD (23)
Premises Liability (e.g., slip

and fall)
Intentional Bodily Injury/PD/WD

(e.g., assault, vandalism)
Intentional Infliction of

Emotional Distress
Negligent Inflictionof

Emotional Distress
Other PI/PD/WD

Non-Pl/PD/WD (Other) Tort
Business Tort/Unfair Business

Practice (07)
Civil Rights (e.g., discrimination,

false arrest) (not civil
harassment) (08)

Defamation (e.g., slander, libel)
(13)

Fraud (16)
Intellectual Property (19)
Professional Negligence (25)

Legal Malpractice
Other Professional Malpractice

(not medical or legal)
Other Non-Pl/PD/WD Tort (35)

Employment
B Wrongful Termination (36)
j« OtherEmployment (15)

H
_i,
CMO10 (Rev. July 1.2007)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES

Contract

Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease

Contract (not unlawfuldetainer
or wrongfuleviction)

Contract/Warranty Breach-Seller
Plaintiff (not fraudor negligence)

Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty

Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections (e.g., money owed, open

book accounts) (09)
Collection Case-Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections

Case
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 title) (26)

Writ of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title
Other Real Property (not eminent
domain, landlord/tenant, or
foreclosure}

Unlawful Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)
Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal

drugs, check this item; otherwise,
reportas Commercial or Residential)

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-Other Limited Court Case

Review

Other Judicial Review (39)
Review of Health Officer Order

Notice of Appeal-Labor
CommissionerAppeals

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Other Enforcement of Judgment
Case

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified

above) (42)
Declaratory Relief Only
Injunctive Relief Only (non-

harassment)
Mechanics Lien

Other Commercial Complaint
Case (non-tort/non-comptex)

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 Late

Claim

Other Civil Petition

Pag* i or 2



SHORT TITLE:

BOOGAARD VS. NHLPA
CASEIN g£49258o

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION

(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

This form is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.0 Inall new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court

Item I. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:

JURY TRIAL? KJ YES CLASS ACTION? Q YES LIMITED CASE? DyES TIME ESTIMATED FOR TRIAL f D HOURS/13 DAYS

Item II. Indicate the correct districtand courthouse location (4 steps - Ifyou checked "Limited Case", skip to Item 111, Pg. 4):

Step 1: After first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheetform, find the main Civil Case Cover Sheetheading for your
case inthe left margin below, and, to the right inColumn A, the Civil Case Cover Sheet case typeyou selected.

Step 2: Check o_Qfi Superior Court typeofaction in Column B below which best describes the nature ofthis case.

Step 3: tnColumn C, circle the reasonfor the court location choice thatapplies to the typeofaction you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0.

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below)

1. Class actions must be Died in the Stanley MoskCourthouse, central district
2. Maybe fled In central (other county, or no bodilyInjury/property damage).
3. Location where cause of action arose.
4. Location where bodily Injury, death or damage occurred.
5. Location where performance required or defendant resides.

6. Location of property or permanently garaged vehicle.
7. Location wherepetitioner resides.
8. Location wherein defendant/respondent functions wholly.
9. Location where one or more of the parties reside.

10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office

Step 4: Fill inthe information requested on page 4 in Item III; complete Item IV. Sign the declaration.

< I-
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A
Civil Case Cover Sheet

Category No.

B
Type of Action

(Check only one)

C
Applicable Reasons -

See Step 3 Above

Auto (22) P A7100 Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1..2..4.

Uninsured Motorist (46) 0 A7110 Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death - Uninsured Motorist 1..2..4.

Asbestos (04)
D A6070 Asbestos Property Damage

D A7221 Asbestos - Personal injuryATVrongful Death

2.

2.

Product Liability (24) D A7260 Product Liability(not asbestos or toxic/environmental) 1.,2.,3.,4.,8.

Medical Malpractice (45)
a A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeons

CJ A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice

1..4.

1..4.

Other

Personal Injury
Property Damage
wrongful Death

(23)

D A7250 Premises Liability (e.g., slip and fall)

D A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death (e.g.,
assault, vandalism, etc.)

D A7270 Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress

D A7220 Other Personal Injury/Property Damage/WrongfulDeath

1..4.

1..4.

1..3.

1..4.

LACrV 109 (Rev. 03/11)

LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0

Page 1 of 4



SHO«r TITLE:

BOOGAARD VS. NHLPA
CASE NUMBER
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A
Civil Case Cover Sheet

Category No.

B
Type of Action

(Check only one)

C
Applicable Reasons -

See Step 3 Above

Business Tort (07) • A6029 Other Commercial/Business Tort (not fraud/breachof contract) 1.,3.

Civil Rights (08) D A600S Civil Rights/Discrimination 1.,2., 3.

Defamation (13) O A6010 Defamation (slander/libel) 1.2.3-

Fraud (16) O A6013 Fraud (no contract) 1.,2.,3.

Professional Negligence (25)
O A6017 Legal Malpractice

Q A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal)

1..2..3.

1,2.. 3.

Other (35) O A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 2,3.

Wrongful Termination (36) D A6037 Wrongful Termination 1..2..3.

Other Employment (15)
Q A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case

D A6109 Labor Commissioner Appeals

1..2..3.

10.

Breach of Contract/ Warranty
(06)

(not insurance)

D A6004 Breach of Rental/Lease Contract (not unlawful detainer or wrongful
eviction)

O A6008 Contract/Warranty Breach -Seller Plaintiff(no fraud/negligence)

O A6019 Negligent Breach of ContractArVarranty (no fraud)

O A6028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud or negligence)

2„5.

2., 5.

1., 2., 5.

1..2., 5.

Collections (OS)
D A6002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff

D A6012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case

2., 5., 6.

2., 5.

Insurance Coverage (18) D A6015 Insurance Coverage (not complex) t.,2.,5.,8.

Other Contract (37)

D A6009 Contractual Fraud

O A6031 Tortious Interference

• A6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breach/insurancenraud/hegligence)

1.,2.,3..5.

1..2..3..5.

1..2..3..8.

Eminent Domain/inverse
Condemnation (14) • A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of oarcels 2.

Wrongful Eviction (33) • A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2., 6.

Other Real Property (26)

O A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure

O A6032 Quiet Title

a A6060 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlord/tenant, foreclosure)

2..6.

2.. 6.

2.. 6.

Unlawful Detainer-Commercial
(31) Q A6021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2,6.

Unlawful Detainer-Residential

(32)
0 A6020 Unlawful Detainer-Residential (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2., 6.

Unlawful Detainer-

Post-Foredosure (34)
0 A6020F Unlawful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2.. 6.

Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) Q A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2., 6.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11)

LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0

Page 2 of 4



SHORT TITLE:
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CASE NUMBER
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A
Civil Case Cover Sheet

Category No.

B
Type of Action

(Check only one)

c
Applicable Reasons -

See Step 3 Above

Asset Forfeiture (OS) D A6108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2., 6.

Petition re Arbitration(11) D A6115 Petition to Compel/ConfirmA/acate Arbitration 2., 5.

Writ of Mandate (02)

O A61S1 Writ • Administrative Mandamus

O A6152 Writ - Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter

D A6153 Writ- Other Limited Court Case Review

2., 8.

2.

2.

Other Judicial Review (39) O A6150 Other Writ/Judicial Review 2.8.

Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03) O A6O03 Antitrust/TradeRegulation 1,2., 8.

Construction Delect (10) D A6007 Construction Defect 1,2., 3

Claims Involving Mass Tort
(40) D A6006 Claims Involving Mass Tort 1..2., 8.

Securities Litigation (28) • A6035 Securities LitigationCase 1., 2„8.

Toxic Tort
Environmental (30) • A6036 Toxic Tort/Environmental 1..Z, 3., 8.

Insurance Coverage Claims
from Complex Case (41) D A6014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.,2.,5.,8.

Enforcement

of Judgment (20)

a A6141 Sister State Judgment

O A6160 Abstractor Judgment

D A6107 Confessionof Judgment(non-domestic relations)

Q A6140 Administrative Agency Award(not unpaidtaxes)

a A6114 Petition/Certificate for Entry of Judgmenton Unpaid Tax

D A6112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case

2,9.

2„6.

2., 9.

2., 8.

2., 8.

2., 8., 9.

RICO (27) D A6033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.,2.,8.

Other Complaints
(Not Specified Above) (42)

D A6030 Declaratory Relief Only

• A6040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domestic/harassment)

D A6011 Other Commercial Complaint Case (rxxvtort/non-complex)

O A6000 Other Civil Complaint (non-tort/non-comptex)

1.,2.,8.

2., 8.

1., 2., 8.

1., 2., 8.

Partnership Corporation
Governance (21) D A6113 Partnership and Corporate Governance Case 2., 8.

Other Petitions
(Not Specified Above)

(43)

O A6121 Civil Harassment

O A6123 Workplace Harassment

• A6124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case

• A6190 Election Contest

D A6110 Petition for Change of Name

O A6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law

Q A6100 Other Civil Petition

2., 3., 9.

2., 3., 9.

2.. 3., 9.

2.

2.. 7.

2., 3.. 4.. 8.

2., 9.

LACIV109 (Rev. 03/11)

LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM
AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0

Page 3 of 4



SHORT TITLE:

BOOGAARD VS. NHLPA
CASE NUMBER

Item III. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in Item II., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reasonfor filing in the court location you selected.

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

01. 02. 03. 04. D5. D6. 07. 08. D9. D10.

ADDRESS:

1111 South Figueroa Street

CITY:

LOS ANGELES

STATE:

CA

ZIP CODE:

90015

Item IV.Dedarationof Assignment. Ideclare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true

and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assignment to the STANLEY MOSK courthouse in the
CENTRAL District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proa, §392 etseq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. (b), (c) and (d)].

Dated: SEPTEMBER 21,2012

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. Iffiling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.

3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.

4. Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

5. Payment in full of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council form CIV-010, ifthe plaintiffor petitioner is a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.
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LftCIV 109 (Rev. 03/11)

LASC Approved 03-04

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM

AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION

Local Rule 2.0
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