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1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

Auto Tort Contract

Auto (22) Breach of contractiwarranty (06)
Uninsured moforisl {46) Aule 3.740 coflections {09)

Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/Property Other collections (09)

Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort Insurance coverage {18)

Asbestos (04) Other contract (37)

Produgct liability (24} Real Property -

Medical malpractice {45) Emineni domain/nverse
[ other PPDAD (23) condemnation (14) -
Non-PI/PD/WD (Other) Tort [ wrongful eviction (33}
Business tort/unfair business practice (07) [] Cther real property (26)
Civil rights {08} Unlawful Detainer
Defamation {13} Commercial (31}
Fraud {18) Residential (32)
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{Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
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Enforcement of Judgment
: C] Enforcement of judgment {20}
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Intellectual property (19) . Drugs (38) Other complaint (not specified above) (42)
Professicnal negligence (25} Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition
. Other non-PI/PD/WD fort (35) Asset forfeiture {05)

Partnership and corporaie gevernance (21)

Empioyment [ other petition (not specified above) {43)

Wrangful termination (36)

Petitian re: arbilration award (11)
[T writ of mandate {02)
|:| Cther employment (15) |__—| Other judicial review (39)

‘2. This case i__;_| is - isnot  complex under rule 3.400 of the California Hules of Gourt. If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management:.

ca ] Large number of separately represented parties
b.[_] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel
igsues that will be time-consuming to resolve ' _
c. [_| Substantial amount of documentary evidence

d ] Large number of witnesses

e. [__] Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court

f. D Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision
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To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. “In‘item 1, you must check
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type initem 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case" under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections case does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections
case will be subject to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case Cover Sheet to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the
plaintiff's designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex.

Auto Tort
Auto (22)-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death
Uninsured Motorist (46) (if the
case involves an uninsured
molorist 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 (not asbestos or
toxic/environmenial) (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 Badily Injury/PD/WD
{e.g., assault, vandalism)
Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress
Negligent Infliction of
Emotional Distress
Other PI/PD/WD
Non-PI/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-PI/PD/WD Tort (35)
Employment
Wrongful Termination (36)
Other Employment (15)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of Contract/Warranty (06)
Breach of Rental/Lease
Contract (not unlawful detainer
or wrongful eviction)
Contract/Warranty Breach—Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty
Other Breach of Contract/Warranty
Collections {(e.g., money owed, open
book accounts) (09)
Coliection Case—Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Collections
Case
Insurance Caverage (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,
report as 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
Wirit—Other Limited Court Case
Review

Other Judicial Review (39)

Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeal—Labor
Commissioner Appeals

Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal.
Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Involving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigation (28)
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30)
Insurance Coverage Claims
(arising from provisionally complex
case lype 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
(not unpaid taxes)
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)
Mechanics 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 Late
Claim
Other Civil Petition

CM-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007}

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET

Page 2 0f 2



c
(C’ T‘fgfh)nﬂlfw J?JIEISCIAL) | | (SOLO PARA 50 DE LA CoRTE

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: ZAID ESSAM SALEH ALKURDI, an individual;
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): Se¢ Additional Defendants On Attached Sheet

SUM-100

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINT]FF: LAURA OWENS, an individual
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): _

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you withaut your being heard uriless you respand within 30 days. Read the information
helow. )

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summeons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
setved 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 Certer (www.courtinfo.ca.goviselfhelp), your county law library, or the courthcuse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee walver farm. 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 waming from the Sourt. .

' There are other legal requirements. You may wantto call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attemey, you may want to call an attomey
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible far free legal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nonprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpealifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
(www.courtinfo.ca.govrselfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any seltlement 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 versidn. Lea ia informacién a
continuacién. . :

Tiens 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que le antreguen esta citacion ¥ papeles legales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corfe y hacer que se entfegue una copia af demandante. Una catta o una lamada telefdnica no lo protagen. Su respuests por escrito tiene que estar
en formata legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en fa corte. Es posible que haya un formulerio que usted pueda tusar para su respuesta.
Pueda encontrar estos farrularios de la corte y mds infarmacion en ef Centro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en la
bibliataca de leyes de su condado o en fa corte que e quede més cerca. 5 no puede pagar la cuota de presentacion, pida al secretario de la corfe

-que fe dé un formulanio de exencién de pago de cuotas: Si no presenta su respuesta a tlempo, puede perder el caso porincumplimiento y fa corte fe
podrd quitar su sueldo, dinero y bisnes sin mds adverfencis.

Hay otras requisifos legales. Es recomendable que Hame a un abogado inmediatamerite. Sf no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remisién a abogadas. Si no puede pagar a un abogado, es posible gue cumpla con los requisitos para obtener servicios legales grafuitos de un
programa de sarvicios legales sin fines de lucro. Pusde enconfrar estos grupos sin fines da lucro en ef sitio web de California Legal Services,
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en ef Ceniro de Ayuda de las Cortes de California, (www._sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contastfo can fa corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, a corte tiene derecho a reclamar las cuotas ¥ los costos exenfos parimponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 6 mds de valor recibida mediante un actierdo o ung concesién de arbitrafe en un case de derecho civil. Fiane que
pagar el gravamen da la corte antes de que la corte pueda desschar ef caso.

The name and address of the court is: CASE NUM
(Ef nombre y direccién de fa corte es):
Superiar Court of California, County of San Franeisco
400 McAllister Street _
San Francisco, California 94102-4515 . ‘
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(E! nombre, la direccibn y el nimero de teféfono del abogado del demandante, o def demandarts que no tiene abogado, es}.
ALISON E. CORDOVA (SBN 284942)/ DONALD MAGILLIGA (257714) _
COTCHETT PITRE & McCARTHY, LLP 840 Malcolm Road, Burlingame, CA 94010
DATE: : T Cletk by <L
(Fecha) APR 0 4 2019 CLERK OF THE COURT (Secretario) —> .
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form FOS-070).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citatién use ef formufario Proof of Setvice 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):

L7

6C-19-575032

, Deputy
(Adjurto)

¢/

[SEAL]

' 3. [ on behalféf (specify):

under. [ 1 CCP 416.10 {corporation) "] CCP 416.60 (minor)
[ CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) “[[] CCP 416.70 (conservates)
[] CCP 416.40 (association ar partnership) [[] CCP 4156.90 (authorized persen)

_ 1 other (specify):
4. ["] by personal delivery on (date);

Page1oft
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use : Code of Civil Procedure §§ 412.20, 485
Judicial Coungil of Czlifornia : . SUMMONS www.c?:?:ﬂinfo‘ce.z.gov

SUM-100 [Rev. July 1, 2009] - ' T Wastlaw Dog & Form Builder



UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC., a Delaware Corporation; RASIER, LLC, a Delaware limited
liability corporation; RASIER-CA, LLC, a Delaware limited liability corporation; BRUCE
ROBERT BROGDEN, an individual; NU FOREST PRODUCTS, INC., a Cahforma
Corporation; and DOES 1 through 20, inclusive.
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ALISON E. CORDOVA

DONALD MAGILLIGA

- COTCHETT, PITRE & McCARTHY, LLP

San Francisco Airport Office Center
840 Malcolm Road, Suite 200
Burlingame, CA 94010

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

APR 0.4 2019

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

LAURA OWENS, an individual,
Plaintiff,
V.

ZAID ESSAM SALEH ALKURDI, an
individual; UBER TECHNOLOGIES,
INC., a Delaware Corporation; RASIER,
LLC, a Delaware limited liability '
corporation; RASIER-CA, LLC, a
Delaware limited liability corporation;
BRUCE ROBERT BROGDEN, an _
individual; NU FOREST PRODUCTS,
INC.,, a California Corporation; and DOES 1
through 20, inclusive.

. Defendants.

CASE NO. ' N
. CGC-19-575032
COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES BASED
UPON: |
(1) NEGLIGENCE
(2) NEGLIGENT ENTRUSTMENT
() NEGLIGENT HIRING,
SUPERVISION, OR RETENTION
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

TCOMPLAINT
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Pldintiff LLAURA OWENS (“LAURA™), by and througﬁ her.attorneys of record, makes
the following allegations and claims for her complaint against ZAID ESSAM SALEH
ALKURDI; UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC.; RASIER, LLC; RASIER-CA, LLC; -
BRUCE ROBERT BROGDEN, and NU FOREST PRODUCTS, INC.; and DOES 1

through 20, inclusive (collectwely, “DEFENDANTS”) The followmg allegatlons are made
‘upon information and belief, except as to allegatmns specifically pertaining to LAURA, whlch
are made upon knowledge. |

L INTRODUCTION

1. On April 6, 2017, at approximately 10:45 a;m., Plaintiff LAURA was an
unwiﬁing passenger in an UBER TECHNOLOGIES, INC. (“UBER”) rideshare wherein the
UBER driver, Defendant Zdid Essam Salf_:h Alkurdi (“ALKURDI”) was n_ot_inSured to providé
rideshare services in any manner, despite picking uld and driving LAURA asa passehger in the
rear of his SUV within the course and Scope of his agency as a common carrie_r driver for
Defendants UBER, RASIER, LLC, and/or RASIER—CA LLC.

2. i Rather than paying attention to the road ALKUR])I was focused on hlS cell
phone and ALKURDI suddenly slammed on his brakes spun around, hit the car in front and
got hit by a truck from behind being driven by Defendant Bruce Robert Brogden
(“BROGDEN.”)

3. Defendant BROGDEN was driving a_ithiﬁ the -

- course and'scop_e of his employment with defendant NU FOREST PRODUCTS, INC.

BROGDEN had also taken his eyes off the road in front of him dnd was driving his trdck too
fast for the condltlons |

4.  Asaresult of the combined negligence of DEFENDANTS, Plaintiff LAURA
suffered serious injuries and damages hereafter alleged..

1. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

5. This court has personal jurisdiction over DEFENDANTS because
])EFENDANTS are residents of fhe state of California and, at al.l times rélevant the events

which combmed to produce the injuries sustained by LAURA occurred in the county of San

COMPLAINT

I
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Francisc:o State of California. This court is :competent to adjudicate this action'and the amount
in controversy exceeds the Jur1sd1ct1onal minimum of this court |

6. Venue is proper in San Franc1sco County pursuant to California Code of C1V11
‘Procedure § 395 because _substannally all of the events, acts, omlssmns, and/or transacnons
eoniplained of herein occurred in,'or_ originated froni, San Fiancisco County, State of

California.

1.  PARTIES

A.  Plaintiffs

7. Plaintiff LAURA OWENS is a natural person who is and at all .timea mentioned .

in this eomplaint was a resident of San Fraricisco, California."
B. Defend‘ants , . |
' 8. Plamtlfts are 1nformed and beheve and thereon allege, that Defendant Zaid
Essam Saleh Alkurd1 (“ALKURDI”) was, at all relevant times mentioned herein, an individual

who resnded in Carmichael, California, County of Sacramento At the time of the automoblle

'colllswn that injured LAURA, ALKURDI was the driver of th_

(Cahforma llcense plate-) Defendant Alkurd1 was the employee, agent, servant, and

under the control of Defendants UBER TECHNOLOGIES INC., RASIER, LLC, and/or |

RASIER-CA, LLC during the time giving rise to the causes of action described below.

9, Plaintiffs are int‘oi‘med and belieVe and thereon allege, that Defendant UBER
TECHNOLOGIES, INC. (“UBER”) was, at all relevant times Inent:loned herein a |

' transportatlon network company 1ncorporated in Delaware With ofﬁces and fac111t1es located in

~ the Clty and County of San Francisco.

.1 0. Plamtlffs are informed and believe and thereupon allege that Defendant

_RASIER LLC and RASIER-CA, LLC are Delaware limited 11ab1l1ty corporanons which are |

wholly- owned subsidiaries of UBER RASIER, LLC and RASIER-CA LLC have thelr

| principal places of business in, and they conduct busmess in, , San Franmsco, -Cahfornla.

11.  Plaintiff is informed and Believes and thereupon alleges. that UBER, RASIER

LLC, and RASIER—CA LLC, and DOES 1-10 operate a Transportatlon Network Company
COMPLAINT :
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o
o

(“TNC”) in 'San Francisco that provides a mobile applicéti_on (“App™) onli'ne—'en'abled- platfonh
connecting passengers with drivers who use their personai vehicles by allowing people to pay
for rides through their phones. The popular “ride hailing” service provides transportation to the
general public by matching a rider with a driver Who drives themn to a destination. UBER, .‘
RASIER, LLC, and/or RASIER-CA, LLC, and DOES 1-10 solicit and retain tens of
thqusands of non-professional drivers, including ALKURDI, énd exercise control over the
.drivers’ vehicle speciﬁcatioﬁs, vehicle inspections, insurance requirements, operational

restrictions, dress code, hygiene standards, in-car behavior, and other mandates. UBER,

'RASIER, LLC, and/or RASIER-CA, LLC; and DOES 1-10 are directly liable for their

negligent hiring, supervision, and retention of Defendant ALKURDI under the doctrine of
respondear superior. Accordingly, UBER, RASIER, LLC, and/or RASIER-CA, LLC, and
DOES 1-10 are liable for their emplo.yees’ .and actual 'andfor_apparent agents’ intentional and
negligent torts. |
12. - Plaintiffs are'inforr_neld and believe, and thereon allege, that Defendant Bruce
Robert Brogden (“BROGDEN”) was, at all relevant times mentioned heréin, an individual

who resided in Healdsburg, California, County of Sonoma. At the time of the automobile

collision that injured LAURA, BROGDEN was the driver of the _

-(California license plate-.

13.  Plaintiffs are informed and bélieve, and thereon allege, that Defendaht Nu Forest
Products, Inc. (“NU FOREST PRODUCTS”) was, at .all relevant times mentioned herein, a
corporation with offices and facilities located in the city of Cloverdale, California, Counfy of
Soﬁoma. At the time of the subject collision that injured LAURA, NU FOREST.
_PRODUCTS was the owner, bailor,_ lessor, and/or licensor of th_that
BROGDEN was driving. Furthermore, Defendant BROGDEN was the employee, agent,
servant, and or under the control of NU FOREST PRODUCTS. NU FOREST PRODUCTS
is liable for tﬁeir negligent hiring, supervision, and retention of Defendant BROGDEN under
the doctrine of respondeat superior. Accordingly, NU FOREST PRODUCTS is liable for

their employees’ and actual and/or apparent agents’ intentional and negligent torts.
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'C.  Other Defendants
14.  The true names and capacities, Whe_ther'individual, corporate, associate or
otherwise of the Defendants DOE 1 fhrough DOE 20, incll;lsive.are unknowr to Plaintiffs who
therefﬁre sues sﬁid Defendants by such fictitious names pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §
.474; Plaintiffs further alleges thét each of said fictitious Défendants is in some manner
responsible for the acts and occurrences hereinafier set forth, Plaintiffs will amend this
Complaint to show their true names and capacities when the same are aséertained_, és well as

the manner in which each fictitious Defendant is responsible.

D. Agency & Couéei‘t of Action

15. At ail times herein mentioned, Defendants, aﬁd each of them, hereinabove,. were
the agents, servants, employees, partnérs, aiders and ébettoré, co-conspirators, and/or joint
vénturers of each of the Defendants named herein and were at.all tirhes operati.ng and acting |

within the purpose and scope of said agency, service, employment, partnership, enterprise,

| conspiracy, and/or joint venture, and each Dcfendaht has ratified and approved the acts of each

of the remaining Defendzints. Each of the Defendants aided‘ and abetted, encouraged, and
rendered substantial assistance fo the other Defendants in breaching their obligations to
Plaintiffs, as alleged herein. In taking act.i-on to aid and abet and substantially assist the
commission of these wrongful acts and othér wrongdoings complained of, as élleged hérein,
each .of the Defendants acted with an awareness of his/her/its primary wrongdoing and realized

that his/her/its conduct would substantially assist the accorr_iplishment of the wrongful conduct,

| wrongful goals, and wrongdoing.

IV.  FACTUAL BASIS FOR THE CLAIMS ASSERTED
| 16. "LAURA requested a rlde from UBER at appro-x1mately 10:30 a.m. on Aprﬂ 6,
2017. ALKURDI picked her up in a_(Callforma license plate
- and began driving her across San Francisco.
17.  As ALKURDI drove LAURA through the_in San Francisco,

" he turned h_is attention to his phone and away from the road.
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- 18. ALKURDI sﬁddenly slammed on his brakes to avoid hitting cars ahead of him.
The force af'the stopping caused him to spin around, hit thé car in front of him, hit the tunnel,
and stop facing the wrong way just outside the tunnel. | |
1.9. As ALKURDI spun, their car was hit by a—
(Callforma hcense plate-belng, driven by Defendant BRODGEN.
20. Defendant ALKURDI so negligently, wrongfully, recklessly, and/or unlawfully
operated his vehicle that Laura suffered i injuries.

21. Defendant UBER faﬂed to use due care in the hu‘mg, superwsmn selection,

- andf or retention’ of ALKURDI. Defendant UBER knew or should have known that

ALKURDI was unfit and/or incompetent to safely operate his vehlcle
22, Defendant BROGDEN so negligently, wrongfully, recklessly, and/or unlawﬁllly
operated his vehicle that LAURA suffered i injuries.
© 23, Defendant NU FOREST PRODUCTS falled to use due care in the hlrmg,
supervision, selectlon and/or retention of BROGDEN. Defendant NU FOREST
PRODUCTS knew or should have- known that BROGDEN was unﬁt and/or mcompetent to
safely operate his Vehlcle

V. CAUSES OF ACTION

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
' (NEGLIGENCE)

jAgamst Defendants ALKURDI and BROGDEN and DOES 1-10)
24, Plaintiff LAURA hereby realleges and i 1ncorp0rates by reference each and_every

- allegation contained in the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth in detail herein.

25.  Plaintiff LAURA is informed and believe, and thereon allege, that at the time of
the subjéct collision, Defendant ALKURDI negligently, carelessly, recklessly, and/or :
anlawfully operated the_(Califomia license plate- so as to

“cause the subject collision. Asa direct and legal result of the wrongful acts and omissions of |
Defendant ALKURDI L AURA sustained con51derable physmal and mental injuries as a result

of the traffic accident.

COMPLAINT - | 73
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26. Pla.intiﬂ' LAURA is .infor'med and believe, and thercon allege, that at the time of
the subject collision, Defendant BROGDEN neghgently, carelessly, recklessly, and/or
unlawfully operated th_(Cahforma 11cense plate- SO as |
to cause the sub_]ect coll1s10n. ‘As a direct and legal result of the wrongful acts and omissions of
Defendant BROGDEN, LAURA sustained considerable physical and mental injuries as a
result of the traffic accident.

27. At the time of the subject collision, Defendants ALKURDI and BROGDEN
were under a duty to comply with California Vehicle Code § 22350;

28. At the time of the subject collision, ALKURDI and BROGDEN were under a

. duty to comply with California Vehicle Code § 21703,

29. At the time of the subject collision, Defendant ALKURDI was under a duty to

comply with California Vehicle Code §§ 23123 and 23123.5. ,
30. At the time of the subject collision, Defendants ALKURDI and BROGDEN

violated the _abOVe-referencéd statutes when they caused the collision causing harm to Plaintiff
LAURA.

31. Plaintiff LAURA was among._the_ class of_persons for whose protection ’;hese
statutes were afforded.

32, Asa direct and legal result of\the-mohgful conduct and/or omiésions, and
statutory violations of Defendants ALKURDI and B_R(.)GD.EN, Plaintift LAURA was injured
in her health, strength, and activity, and sustaihed injuries to her body and mind, all of which
caused her great physical, mental, emotional, and nervous pain and suffering. Plaintiff
LAURA is informed and Belrieves, and upon such information and .belicf alleges, that such
injuries have resulted in débilitating injuries, all tf_) her general damages in amount according to |
proof at trial. | |

33,  As afurther direct and legal result of the wrongful conduct and/or omissions of
Defendant ALKURDI and BROGDEN, Plaintiff LAURA was required to employ physicians

and other health care providers to examine, treat, and care for her injuries, and have had to
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incur medical and incidental expenses for such examination, treatment, rehabilitation, and care

in amount according to proof at trial.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
- (NEGLIGENT ENTRUSTMENT)
(Against Defendants NU FOREST PRODUCTS; and DOES 1-10)

34, Plaintiff LAURA hefeby reallegés_ and incorpc)rafes by reference each and every
allegation contained in‘_the foregoing paragra’phs as if fully set forth in detail herein.

o 35.  On April 6, 2017, Defendant NU FOREST PRODUCTS and DOES 1-10
entrusteci and/or permitted Defendant BROGDEN 1o drive a truck for which they were the
owner, bailor, IeSsor,' and/ or licensee _
| 36.  Atthe tinw Defendant NU FOREST PRODUCTS and DOES 1-10 permitted
and/or entrusted Defendant BROGDEN to drive théir ﬁuck, NU F()REST PRODUCTS and
DOES 1-10 knew or should have known, th_at Defe'ndantl BROGDEN was incompetent and/or
unfit to Séfely dri.ve the vehicle. |

| 37. Atall times preceding the collision, Defendant BROGDEN’S mcompetence
-and/or unfitness to drlve was the legal cause of Plaintiff LAURA’s injuries. |

38. Asadirect and legal result of the aforementioned acts of Defendants NU

~ FOREST PRODUCTS and DOES 1-10, and/or each of them, Plaintiff LAURA suffered the

damages hereinabove set forth.

: THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
(NEGLIGENT HIRING, TRAINING AND SUPERVISION)

{ gamst Defendants UBER; RASIER, LL.C; RASIER-CA LLC; and D()ES 11-20)

39. " Plaintiff LAURA hereby realleges and mcorporates by reference each and every

allegation contamed in the foregomg paragraphs as if fully set forth in detail herein.

40. Atall times hereln mentioned, Plaintiff LAURA had the expectation that she
would be safe and sécure travelling in. the MabArthurlTunnel in San Francisco.

41.  Atall times herein mentioned, Defendants UBER; RASIER, LLC; RASIER-

CA, LLC; and DOES 11-20 had a responsibility to properly .identify, screen, select, train,
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eupervise, monitot', ovetsee, and/or evalluate' tts ernpleyee_s' and/or independent contractore to -
ensure the fitness of such individuals for employment in position’sl of transporting passengers in -
vehicles. B | | 7 | _ |

42, Atall times herein mentiened Defendant ALKURDI'.was unfit to transport

passengers in hi_mth Callforma license plate_because he -

did not have liability i insurance to act as a rldeshare driver — the Job he was hired for —as -

required by Cahforma State Law and/or the terms of Defendant ALKURDI’S hirer-

1ndependent contractor relatlonshlp with UBER.
43. At all times herein mentloned Defendants UBER RASIER LLC, RASIER—
CA, LLC, and DOES 11--20,_and/0r each of them; knew or should have known_ that Defendant |
ALKURDI waé unﬁt to operate_ivith California license plate-as a
driver and that his unfitness created a partlcular risk of harm to all passengers who stepped 1nt0
...th_wﬂh Cahforma license pIate- such as Plaintiff LAURA.
- 44.  Asaresult of the unfitness of Defendants descr’ibed herein, Plaintiff LAURA
was seriouslj injured due to the 'acci-dent that -t)efendants ALKURDI and BROGDEN .directly

caused.

- 45,  Asa d1rect and legal result of Defendants UBER RASIER, LLC RASIER—-
CA LLC and DOES 11-20’s, and/or each of their, failure to properly identify, screen, select

tram, supervise, momto_r, oversee, and/or evaluate the fitness of Defendant ALKURDI as an

operator of the_with California license plate- PLAINTIF FS

. suffered the injuries and damages hereinabove set forth.

VL.  PRAYER FOR RELIEF

' WHEREF ORE, Plaintiffs pray that this Court enter judgrnent. in theit‘ favor on every
claim for relief set forth above and .award them relief including, but n.ot"limited to, the
following: o o

1. ‘For general damages in an amount according to proof at trial, and beyond the
juriec.li.etiona,.l minimum of this Court; | | | | |

2. For economic losses, in an amount accordtng to proof at trial;

: COMPLAINT




o0 1 N

10
11
12
13
14

15

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Law Offices
COTCHETT, PITRE
& MCCARTHY, LLP

3. For interest upon any judgment entered as provided by law;

4 For medical and related expenses according to proof at trial;

5. For costs of suit incurred herein;

6. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
Dated: April _4, 2019 COTCHETT, PITRE & McCARTHY, LLP

By: . LA _—~—t—

: DONALD J. MAGILLIGAN
. Attorneys for ’@'

VIL JURY DEMAND

Plaintiff LAURA demands trial by jury on all issues so triable.

Dated: April 4,2019 COTCHETT, PITRE & McCARTHY, LLP

By: M /L__

DONAL AGILLIGAN
Attorneyé for Plaintiffs
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