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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

WHEREAS, the Court has designated the above listed action as the Lead Action for all 

related cases (a current list of which is included as Exhibit A) (each a “Palisades Fire Case,” and 

collectively the “Palisades Fire Litigation”);

WHEREAS, the Court has designated the Lead Action and all related cases as complex 

within the meaning of the California Standards of Judicial Administration for Complex Litigation 

Section 3.10, and California Rule of Court (“Rule”) 3.400 (specifically, Rule 3.400(b)(2), (b)(3), 

and (b)(4)), and Rule 3.502;

WHEREAS, the Court has consolidated the Palisades Fire Cases for pre-trial purposes 

only;

WHEREAS, Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs filed a Master Complaint on October 

8, 2025, and a Revised Master Complaint on December 1, 2025, in the Lead Action (“Revised 

Master Complaint”);

WHEREAS, Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs, Proposed Liaison Counsel for 

Subrogation Plaintiffs, Proposed Liaison Counsel for Public Entity Plaintiffs (collectively, 

“Plaintiffs”), and Counsel for Defendants listed in Exhibit B (together with Plaintiffs, the 

“Parties”) met and conferred and are in agreement for an order to be entered by the Court based 

upon the stipulation below (“CMO 3”), but all Parties are retaining and reserving their rights to 

seek a modification of CMO 3 by mutual agreement should it prove problematic or unworkable in 

practice due to unforeseen issues; 

NOW THEREFORE, the Parties, by and through their respective undersigned counsel and 

subject to the approval of the Court, hereby agree as follows: 

I. GENERAL PROVISION

Nothing in this CMO 3, except for the limited lifting of the stay of discovery, as described 

below in Section IV.A, is intended to or does supersede the Case Management Order filed on 

April 23, 2025 (“CMO 1”) or the Case Management Order, filed on December 2, 2025 (“CMO 2”) 

in this matter, unless otherwise noted.
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

II. ORGANIZATION OF SUBROGATION AND PUBLIC ENTITY PLAINTIFFS 
GROUPS

A. Subrogation Plaintiffs Liaison Counsel

Subrogation claimants include the insurance companies seeking subrogation for paid 

damages (hereinafter “Subrogation Plaintiffs”).  Currently, the Subrogation Plaintiffs in the 

Palisades Fire Litigation are represented by multiple law firms and have brought multiple cases.  

The law firms and subrogation cases are listed in Exhibit C.  These cases are hereby related to 

the Lead Action, to the extent they have not been related already.  Counsel for Subrogation 

Plaintiffs in any future actions must promptly relate them to the Lead Action. 

The Subrogation Plaintiffs, after meeting and conferring, have designated Howard Maycon 

and David Brisco of Cozen O’Connor as Subrogation Plaintiffs’ liaison counsel in the Palisades 

Fire Litigation. 

B. Subrogation Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee 

Subrogation Plaintiffs, after meeting and conferring, have agreed to form a Steering 

Committee, which shall work in collaboration with Liaison Counsel to conduct discovery and 

prepare the Subrogation Plaintiffs’ cases for trial.  The following individuals shall serve on this 

Steering Committee: 

Dana Meyers and Phil Berens, Cozen O’Connor 

Tim Carey, Stutman Law

Zachary Marks, Denenberg Tuffley

Sally Noma, Noma Law

C. Public Entity Plaintiff Liaison Counsel

The City of Malibu is currently the only Public Entity Plaintiff.  It is represented by Quinn 

Emanuel Urquhart & Sullivan, LLP, which will serve as interim Public Entity Plaintiff Liaison 

Counsel.  Should other Public Entity Plaintiffs file suit, they will meet and confer with counsel 

for the City of Malibu regarding appointment of Public Entity Plaintiff Liaison Counsel.  

The City of Malibu action is hereby related to the Lead Action, to the extent it has not been 

related already.  Public Entity Plaintiffs in any future actions must promptly relate their action(s) 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

to the Lead Action.

D. Role of Liaison Counsel

Subrogation Plaintiffs and Public Entity Plaintiffs’ respective Liaison Counsel shall have 

the duties and responsibilities of a spokesperson and coordinator generally. 

Liaison Counsel will not have the authority to make decisions to bind significant issues in 

the cases of others.  The designation of Liaison Counsel confers no benefits or right to attorney’s 

fees or other rights. 

Each attorney in this case is representing their own client(s), and the designation of 

particular attorneys as Liaison Counsel confers no rights or responsibilities from a lawyer to 

people who are not their clients. The purpose is purely for there to be a smaller group of people 

within the three   Plaintiff groups with whom defense counsel can coordinate to move the case 

along and keep the Court and their respective groups informed of the progress in filings and 

during Court proceedings. 

Should Defendants need an extension of time to take an act (for example an extension on a 

filing or deposition), Defense Counsel may rely upon a communication from Subrogation 

Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel to bind the entire group of Subrogation Plaintiffs, and a 

communication from the Public Entity Liaison Counsel to bind the entire group of Public Entity 

Plaintiffs.1  Liaison Counsel for Subrogation Plaintiffs is instructed to attempt to meet and confer 

with all Subrogation Plaintiffs as time permits but Liaison Counsel for Subrogation Plaintiffs may 

bind the Subrogation Plaintiffs’ group to extensions when there are time constraints that do not 

allow a meeting of the entire group.  Liaison Counsel for Public Entity Plaintiffs is instructed to 

attempt to meet and confer with the Public Entity Plaintiffs as time permits but Liaison Counsel 

for Public Entity Plaintiffs may bind the Public Entity group to extensions when there are time 

constraints that do not allow a meeting of the entire group. 

Following a Status Conference, or other hearing, Liaison Counsel shall coordinate and 

1 Defense Counsel may similarly rely on upon communications from the Liaison Counsel for the 
Individual Plaintiffs to bind the entire group of Individual Plaintiffs, as set out in CMO 1.
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

prepare a Notice of Ruling to be e-served on the Parties via Case Anywhere of any matters at the 

Status Conference or hearing that need to be addressed via a Notice of Ruling. 

Liaison Counsel shall also take responsibility for the Plaintiff groups in working with 

Defendants to prepare joint reports to the Court, subject to the ability of counsel for any plaintiff 

to set forth a different position in the joint report if counsel does not agree with the position set 

forth by the other plaintiffs in the joint report. 

Liaison Counsel shall organize briefing on common issues amongst the Plaintiff groups. 

E. Newly Added Parties

All cases that are related to the Lead Action in the future, and all Parties (including all 

Plaintiffs) that may file suit, be sued, or be joined in the future, shall be bound and regulated by 

the provisions of this Order; all previous and future Case Management Orders in the Lead Action; 

the Stipulation and Protective Order governing Confidential and Highly Confidential Designations 

signed by the Court in the Lead Action on June 24, 2025 (“June 24, 2025 Protective Order”); and 

any future protective orders entered by the Court in the Lead Action.  Copies of this, previous, and 

future Case Management Orders, as well as the June 24, 2025, Protective Order and any future 

protective orders, are available on Case Anywhere.  All Parties appearing in this action after the 

date of this Case Management Order is entered shall have thirty (30) days to comply with the 

terms of all prior Case Management Orders that have been entered.  Any new Party to an action 

related to the Lead Action will have the right to file an objection to the contents of this Order 

within 15 days of their case being related to the Lead Action.

III. PLEADINGS MATTERS

A. Response Deadline For The State Of California And City Of Los Angeles 

On February 19, 2026, the Court entered Rulings on Demurrers Filed by State of 

California and City of Los Angeles (“City and State Demurrer Orders”).  In the interest of judicial 

economy, the City and State Demurrer Orders are deemed to apply to all Palisades Fire Cases filed 

by all Individual Plaintiffs, all Subrogation Plaintiffs and all Public Entity Plaintiffs, and to future 

actions filed by Plaintiffs that become related to the Lead Action.  Any appellate decision 

regarding the City and State Demurrer Orders will be deemed to apply to all pending and future 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

Palisades Fire Cases.  The State of California and the City of Los Angeles shall file Answers, 

respectively, to the Individual Plaintiff Revised Master Complaint by March 31, 2026.

B. The Remaining Defendants’ Responses to the Revised Master Complaint

Other than the State of California and the City of Los Angeles, the remaining Defendants 

named in the Revised Master Complaint have not yet responded to that complaint.2  To facilitate a 

manageable volume of demurrers for the Court to consider and resolve at any one time, there will 

be multiple rounds of responses filed by the remaining Defendants, listed below.  

Schedule.  The response dates and briefing schedules for the Defendants are as follows:

(1)  Round 1: Sempra and Southern California Gas Co., filed demurrers and a motion to 

strike on February 20, 2025; the County of Los Angeles, Los Angeles Waterworks District No. 29, 

and Mountains Recreation and Conservation Authority shall respond to the Revised Master 

Complaint by March 31, 2026.  The Individual Plaintiffs shall respond to any Round 1 motions 

by May 29, 2026, and any reply shall be filed by June 26, 2026.  The demurrers shall be heard on 

July 15, 2026, at 1:45 p.m.  Any orders on these motions will apply in all other actions filed by 

Plaintiffs related to the Lead Action. 

(2)  Round 2: All other Defendants who have not yet responded to the Revised Master 

Complaint (i.e., AT&T, Inc.,3 Biggs Realty, Charter Communications,4 Edison International, 

Frontier Communications,5 J. Paul Getty Trust, Las Virgenes Municipal Water District, Pacific 

Palisades Bowl Mobile Estates, LLC, Pacific Palisades Bowl Mobile Estate DEL, LLC, Southern 

2 On February 20, 2026, Defendants Sempra and the Southern California Gas Company filed 
demurrers and a motion to strike. Those motions were set for hearing on June 23, 2026, but the 
Court will move the hearing to July 15.

3 AT&T Inc. contends that it has been improperly named in this lawsuit.  AT&T Inc. does not 
consent to jurisdiction or venue in this Court, does not agree it can or should respond to discovery 
in this matter, and expressly reserves all substantive and procedural defenses, including but not 
limited to Cal. Civ. Proc. Code § 418.10.

4 The parties will be filing a stipulation substituting Spectrum Pacific West, LLC for Charter 
Communications shortly.

5 Frontier California Inc., erroneously sued as Frontier Communications, states that it has been 
improperly named in this lawsuit and reserves all rights.
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

California Edison Company, and Victor Martinez and Associates) shall respond by May 29, 2026.  

If the initial response is a motion and/or demurrer, then the Individual Plaintiffs shall respond to 

that motion and/or demurrer by July 31, 2026, and any reply shall be filed by August 31, 2026.  

The responsive motion or demurrers shall be heard on September 23, 2026, at 1:45 p.m.  Any 

orders on these motions or demurrers will apply in all other actions filed by Plaintiffs related to the 

Lead Action. 

C. Responses to Additional Causes of Action Asserted by Individual Plaintiffs

Certain individual plaintiffs, in their Notices of Adoption or separate complaints, have 

asserted various additional causes of action against one or more Defendants, beyond the causes of 

action asserted in the Revised Master Complaint (“Additional Causes of Action”).  The Parties 

will meet and confer on a schedule for pleading-stage motion practice regarding such Additional 

Causes of Action, which the Parties anticipate will occur after Round 2 pleading stage motion 

practice, as described in the preceding section. 

D. Additional Requirements Regarding Pleadings

Service of Process: Unless arrangements have been made with a Defendant to accept 

service of newly filed complaints in another manner or a Defendant agrees to accept a complaint 

by returning a Notice and Acknowledgement of Receipt (either via email or by posting on Case 

Anywhere), all service of newly filed complaints must be made through means prescribed by the 

Code.  Service of newly filed complaints through Case Anywhere is not valid.

Appearances in other Palisades Fire Cases: An appearance by a Defendant in this Lead 

Action shall constitute an appearance by that Defendant in any related Palisades Fire Case naming 

that Defendant.  Defendants appearing in this Lead Action may, but are not required to, file 

separate appearances in any related Palisades Fire Case. All Palisades Fire Cases, other than this 

Lead Action, remain stayed. No responsive pleadings, demurrers, or any motions shall be filed in 

any other Palisades Fire Cases while those cases remain stayed without leave of this Court issued 

through this Lead Action.

Complaints Filed by Subrogation Plaintiffs, Public Entity Plaintiffs, and Individual 

Plaintiffs Not Adopting the Revised Master Complaint: Because Subrogation Plaintiffs, and Public 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

Entity Plaintiffs cannot adopt the Individual Plaintiffs’ Revised Master Complaint, and because 

certain Individual Plaintiffs might not adopt the Individual Plaintiffs’ Revised Master Complaint, 

any Defendant must respond to each such complaint individually.  All Defendants’ obligations to 

respond to such complaints remain stayed until further order of the Court.

Cross-Complaints:  Pending resolution of the challenges to the Individual Plaintiffs’ 

Revised Master Complaint that certain Defendants may still bring, and pending further efforts to 

meet and confer and order of the Court, no Party shall file cross-complaints against another Party.  

The Parties contemplate that once such claims are brought, they will be brought as “Master Cross-

Complaints” in the Lead Action that will be incorporated automatically into each case related to 

the Lead Action.  Cross-Complaints include complaints brought by affiliates of Defendants.  

Notwithstanding the foregoing, if a Party believes it is required to assert a cross-claim against a 

governmental entity Defendant to comply with a limitations period, it may do so.  All Cross-

Complaints already filed as of the date of this CMO 3, or filed after the date of this CMO 3, are 

stayed, and no cross-Defendant is obligated to respond to any Cross-Complaint, until further order 

of the Court.

IV. DISCOVERY SERVED BY PLAINTIFFS ON DEFENDANTS

A. Partial Lifting of Discovery Stay

As discussed below, the stay on discovery served by Plaintiffs on the State of California 

and City of Los Angeles only is lifted as of March 31, 2026, when their answers are due.  As to 

the remaining Defendants, to facilitate a structured and orderly administration of discovery, 

discovery shall remain stayed until the Court rules on that Defendant’s demurrer/motion or, if no 

demurrer/motion is filed, until the Defendant files its answer to the Revised Master Complaint.

Nothing in this Order precludes any party from moving to stay discovery based on the 

filing of a writ petition or other reason, or precludes any Party from proposing phasing of 

discovery. 

B. Written Discovery Served by Plaintiffs on Defendants

Discovery requests, including but not limited to interrogatories, requests for production, 

requests for admission, third-party subpoenas, and requests for inspection, must be coordinated 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

among and by Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel. Specifically, no Plaintiff may serve any written 

discovery that will not be propounded as a Master Set or third-party subpoena issued by Plaintiffs’ 

Liaison Counsel, without first seeking leave of court by noticed motion. 

In addition, for the absence of doubt, each Plaintiff group, including Subrogation Plaintiffs, 

Individual Plaintiffs, and Public Entity Plaintiffs shall be able to serve their own sets of discovery 

on the Defendants, while making efforts to avoid duplication in discovery served.  

V. DISCOVERY ON INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFFS

Discovery as to specific Individual Plaintiffs’ claims shall take place in stages as described 

below.

A. Individual Plaintiffs’ Registration with Data Services Provider

The Parties are meeting and conferring regarding the retention of a data services provider 

(the “Data Services Provider”) to track and aggregate certain data, including but not limited to, 

Plaintiffs Fact Sheets, Liability Questionnaires, and Damages Questionnaires.  The Data Services 

Provider shall provide reports to the Court and Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs and 

Defendants on the last court day of each month.  Any Individual Plaintiff with a case on file and 

related to the Lead Case as of the entry of this Case Management Order is required to register in 

the Data Services Provider’s Palisades Fire Litigation Portal within 30 days of the entry of this 

Order, or within 30 days of the date that it becomes active, whichever is later.  Information about 

how to ask questions of the Data Services Provider will be posted on Case Anywhere.  The Parties 

will meet and confer regarding the initial information needed to register with the Data Services 

Provider.

B. Stage 1: Individual Plaintiff Fact Sheets and Liability Questionnaires

Individual Plaintiffs and Defendants shall meet and confer regarding the forms of (a) the 

Individual Plaintiff Fact Sheets and (b) the Individual Plaintiff Liability Questionnaire 

(collectively, the “Initial IP Discovery”), which will be completed by each Individual Plaintiff – 

either individually or together with other members of the same household. The Initial IP 

Discovery shall be created within the Data Services Provider portal created for the Palisades Fire 

Litigation.  The Data Services Provider will also be responsible for provision of the Initial IP 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

Discovery to Defendants. Any Individual Plaintiff may amend or supplement their responses to 

the Initial IP Discovery without leave of this Court until the close of fact discovery applicable to 

their individual action. 

For any Individual Plaintiff already related to the Palisades Fire Litigation, one fifth of 

each plaintiff firm’s client households must serve complete and verified Initial IP Discovery every 

90 days, starting 90 days after the Data Services Provider’s portal is open, until all Individual 

Plaintiffs have served complete and verified Initial IP Discovery.  Although any bellwether 

process will be addressed in a future case management order, no bellwethers shall be picked until 

all plaintiffs have served complete and verified Initial IP Discovery. 

Any Individual Plaintiff whose complaint is deemed related after the date of this Order 

shall complete the Initial IP Discovery within 90 days of the date that their action is deemed 

related to the Palisades Fire Litigation.

C. Stage 2: Individual Plaintiff Damages Questionnaire, Document Checklist, and 
Other Discovery

Individual Plaintiffs and Defendants will meet and confer upon the timing and form of an 

Individual Plaintiff Damages Questionnaire and Document Checklist, which will be completed 

and verified by each Individual Plaintiff. The Individual Plaintiff Damages Questionnaire and 

Document Checklist shall be created within the Data Services Provider portal created for the 

Palisades Fire Litigation. Any Individual Plaintiff may amend or supplement their responses to the 

Damages Questionnaire and Document Checklist without leave of this Court until the close of fact 

discovery applicable to their individual action. 

Defendants may propound any additional discovery allowed under the California Code of 

Civil Procedure, including depositions of Individual Plaintiffs, after that specific Plaintiff’s case is 

set for trial.

D. Deficient Initial IP Discovery and Individual Plaintiff Damages Questionnaires

Individual Plaintiffs who fail to serve complete Initial IP Discovery or an Individual 

Plaintiff Damages Questionnaire by their respective due dates, and whose counsel has not sought 

and received an extension from Defendants for the submission in question prior to its due date, 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

shall be referred to in this Order as Overdue Plaintiffs.

Defendants shall notify counsel for Overdue Plaintiffs by email about the delinquency and 

state that the late submission is due within 15 calendar days of receipt of that notification. 

Overdue Plaintiffs shall be required to complete, verify, and serve upon Defendants (via the Data 

Services Provider) cured responses within 15 days of receipt of Defendants’ notification 

regarding the delinquency.

In each CMC Statement, starting after the first tranche of Initial IP Discovery is due, 

Defendants shall include a list of all Overdue Plaintiffs (if any) who did not cure after the lapse of 

the 15-day notification period and may request an Order to Show Cause for failure to comply and 

why sanctions should not issue.  The Court may set a hearing on the OSC, with Defendants 

giving notice of the OSC.  Seven (7) court days before the OSC hearing, Overdue Plaintiffs shall 

file with the Court a response and evidence showing good cause why sanctions should not be 

issued.  No reply from Defendants need be filed unless requested by the Court.  Upon review of 

each Overdue Plaintiff’s response to the OSC, the Court shall inform Defendants whether any 

Overdue Plaintiff shall be removed from the upcoming OSC, and Defendants shall give notice.  

Otherwise, the Overdue Plaintiff shall appear at the OSC and address with the Court the failure to 

comply with discovery deadlines and why sanctions should not issue.

E. Written Discovery Served by Defendants on Plaintiffs

In addition to IP-specific discovery described in Sections V.B and V.C, above, Defendants 

may serve master sets of written discovery on Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs, Liaison 

Counsel for Subrogation Plaintiffs, and Liaison Counsel for Public Entity Plaintiffs in “Master 

Sets.”  Plaintiffs shall respond to each Master Set of written discovery jointly by serving a Master 

Response (i.e., one set of Master Responses for Subrogation Plaintiffs, one set of Master 

Responses for the Individual Plaintiffs, and one set of Master Responses for the Public Entity 

Plaintiffs). 

Master responses shall be deemed adopted and binding, unless an Individual Plaintiff, 

Subrogation Plaintiff, or a Public Entity Plaintiff serves an objection to the respective master 

response within 35 days. Any Plaintiff who serves an objection to any Master Response must 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

serve their own response to the specific discovery requests within 30 days of stating their 

objection.

The stay on serving written discovery on Plaintiffs is lifted as of April 30, 2026.

VI. SUBROGATION PLAINTIFF DISCOVERY

A. Compilation of Claims Damages Data

Subrogation Liaison Counsel shall produce to Defense counsel a compilation of claims 

damages data, as an Excel spreadsheet, which lists the names, addresses, policy numbers, dates of 

loss, claim numbers, amounts paid, and open reserves (as that information is available) as to each 

of the subrogated claims for which they are seeking reimbursement (hereinafter the “List of 

Claims”).  Subrogation Plaintiffs will provide the first List of Claims by June 30, 2026. Thereafter, 

updates will be provided by the end of each subsequent quarter.  

Because it is an unverified compilation of claims data prepared by counsel, the List of 

Claims shall be designated confidential and subject to the mediation privilege.  Defendant 

recognizes that Liaison Counsel for Subrogation Plaintiffs is communicating with other Plaintiffs 

Subrogation Counsel representing insurers, taking data in different formats, and compiling that 

data.  By producing the List of Claims under the mediation privilege, Subrogation Liaison Counsel 

does not waive any work product protection or other privilege applicable to the compilation of the 

List of Claims.  This List of Claims produced by Subrogation Liaison Counsel shall not be the 

subject of formal discovery. 

The List of Claims, and all updates shall not be verified. However, should verifications be 

needed, the Parties can meet and confer regarding verified data.

B. Claim File Matching

The Parties anticipate there will be a number of named Individual Plaintiffs who have also 

filed insurance claims. The Parties have met and conferred and recognize that those Individual 

Plaintiffs have certain rights pertaining to the production of their insurance claim files, and thus 

matching of Individual Plaintiffs to the Claims in order to provide their claim file is necessary 

before claim file production can begin. This process is known as “Claim File Matching.” Based on 

the number of named and anticipated Individual Plaintiffs and number of anticipated insurance 
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claims, the Parties recognize Claim File Matching cannot begin until (1) Individual Plaintiffs have 

registered into the Data Services Provider Portal, creating an Initial “IP List”6, (2) the first List of 

Claims7 is compiled by Subrogation Plaintiffs, and (3) the Initial IP List is provided to Subrogation 

Plaintiffs by Individual Plaintiffs and matched by the Subrogation Plaintiffs, to the extent possible, 

to the List of Claims.

The Parties will further meet and confer regarding the Claim File Matching completion 

date after the List of Claims is created and provided to the Defendants under mediation privilege, 

and after the Initial IP List is provided to Subrogation Plaintiffs (the “Initial Matching 

Completion”).  The Parties will then advise the Court of the anticipated date of the Initial 

Matching Completion. Individual Plaintiffs will provide Subrogation Plaintiffs with an updated IP 

List on the last court day of each month.  The IP List shall include names of Individual Plaintiffs 

organized into households, loss location address, insurance carrier, claim number and insurance 

policy number.  The List of Claims is maintained by Subrogation Plaintiffs and shared only with 

the Defendants.  The List of Claims shall not be provided to the Individual Plaintiffs or the Data 

Services Provider.

C. Claim File Production

Upon the Initial Matching Completion, the Subrogation Plaintiffs will begin to produce 

matched closed claim files to Defendants within 45 days on a rolling basis, and pursuant to the 

Protective Order. The Parties stipulate, and the Court orders, that any claims related to Individual 

Plaintiffs who are listed on the IP List will receive a copy of their claim file prior to production to 

the Defendants, and Individual Plaintiffs shall have 15 days from receipt of the file to review 

before the file is released to Defendants. These matched claim files will be provided to counsel for 

the Individual Plaintiffs through the Data Services Provider. Individual Plaintiffs shall bear the 

cost(s) for the production of claim files through the Data Services Provider. Individual Plaintiffs 

6 The IP List shall include names of Individual Plaintiffs organized into households, loss location 
address, insurance carrier, claim number and insurance policy number.
7 The List of Claims in maintained by Subrogation Plaintiffs and shared only with the Defendants, 
the List of Claims shall not be provided to the Individual Plaintiffs or the Data Services Provider.
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

waive any objection to the release of their claim file to Defendants if it is not raised prior to the 

15-day hold.  

Defendants may request the production of particular closed or open matched claims files 

earlier in time in specific instances, and the Defendants and Subrogation Plaintiffs will meet and 

confer on any such request. Subrogation Plaintiffs are free to produce any unmatched claim files 

beginning November 1, 2026. If Defendants request any unmatched claim file prior to November 

1, 2026, Subrogation Plaintiffs will advise Individual Plaintiffs’ Liaison Counsel of the request, 

and are free to produce the claim file(s) to Defendants if Subrogation Plaintiffs do not receive 

information related to a potential matched insured for the claim file(s) within 15 days. The Parties 

agree that absent a request for a specific claim file, claim files which are not matched to an 

Individual Plaintiff shall not be produced.

VII. PUBLIC ENTITY PLAINTIFF DAMAGES DISCOVERY

Public Entity Plaintiffs and Defendants will meet and confer, at an appropriate time, on a 

mutually agreeable process for sharing damages documentation.  Public Entity Plaintiffs and 

Defendants will report to the Court on the status of these discussions as part of a future Case 

Management Order.  

VIII. DEPOSITIONS 

A. Depositions of Defendants and Third Parties

The Parties will cooperate in the notice and taking of depositions as follows:

After following the requirements outlined below, Notices of Deposition will be served via 

Case Anywhere. All depositions noticed by the Parties will be scheduled through an agreed-upon 

court reporting service (“Court Reporting Service”). The Court Reporting Service shall maintain a 

master service list of counsel of record in this Action and shall serve notice of the scheduling of all 

depositions on the Parties. 

For future depositions conducted with notice as prescribed in this Order, a witness may be 

deposed only once in the Lead Action in the capacity in which they are providing their testimony, 

except by order of the Court based on a showing of good cause or by agreement of all interested 

parties.  The Parties will meet and confer regarding deponents who have already sat for deposition 
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3

as of the date this order is entered.

All interested parties shall meet and confer in good faith no later than three court days in 

advance of any deposition’s scheduled date to discuss the amount of time each questioning party 

reasonably anticipates needing during the deposition so that the interested parties can reasonably 

allocate anticipated time amongst all questioning parties.

Liaison Counsel for Individual Plaintiffs will designate one (1) attorney to question each 

deponent, and no other Individual Plaintiffs’ attorneys will question that deponent (though 

Individual Plaintiffs’ attorneys who are not questioning the deponent may provide proposed 

questions to the questioning attorney).  Subrogation Plaintiffs may nominate one (1) attorney to 

question each deponent.  Public Entity Plaintiffs may nominate one (1) attorney to question each 

deponent.  Notwithstanding any other provisions of law, in no event shall all Plaintiffs questioners, 

combined, question a deponent for more than seven hours on the record.

One attorney for each Defendant may question each deponent.

All Parties are entitled to conduct any deposition in-person, and counsel for the deponent 

may request that any deposition be conducted in person.  If any such request is made, the Parties 

shall meet and confer.  Otherwise, the default is that all depositions shall be noticed with a remote 

option via Zoom, Teams, or similar platform providing both audio and visual communication with 

the witness.  

B. Depositions of Plaintiffs

The Parties shall meet and confer regarding procedures for depositions of Plaintiffs at a 

later stage of discovery.  However, within 30 days of the entry of this order, Liaison Counsel for 

the Individual Plaintiffs shall identify any Individual Plaintiff who may may need to have their 

testimony preserved due to heath considerations or other extenuating circumstances.  The Parties 

agree that Individual Plaintiffs who present such concerns may be deposed before the Parties 

devise an agreed deposition protocol for the Individual Plaintiffs.

C. PMQ Depositions 

The Parties shall meet and confer in good faith regarding mutually agreeable dates, times 

and locations for depositions for any Person Most Qualified (“PMQ”) under CCP § 2025.230 and 
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shall factor the needs of any third party counsel and witnesses; depositions shall not be unilaterally 

noticed.  The Parties shall also meet and confer in good faith concerning the scope of the PMQ 

deposition(s), taking into account the opposing party’s objections to the notice, if any.

The noticing Party or Parties reserve the right to seek the Court’s guidance to resolve any 

outstanding issues related to the scope of the deposition following the completion of the 

deposition(s).  The opposing Party reserves the right to serve objections, if any, to the notice of 

deposition per § 2025.410(a) and (b), and to raise objections during the deposition(s) as needed.  

The Parties agree that any non-privileged documents used to educate the witness on the topic of 

the deposition, or that the witness intends to rely on to provide testimony, must be produced in 

response to any deposition notice will be provided 72 hours prior to the start of the deposition, 

unless such documents were already produced in the litigation.  The Parties agree to meet and 

confer further regarding procedures to streamline PMQ depositions (e.g., timing of other 

document productions and disclosing name of PMQ designee).  There is a maximum of 20 PMQ 

topics on which any Party must prepare one or more witnesses.

All Parties shall be given the opportunity to question the PMQ witness after the noticing 

Party has completed their questioning.  If another Party seeks to question the witness on topics 

other than those designated, that Party shall issue its own PMQ deposition cross-notice pursuant to 

the requirements of this section, and shall coordinate in good faith with the Party that originally 

noticed the deposition and counsel for the witness to minimize duplication in deposition topics to 

be covered by the PMQ witness within a reasonable time (no shorter than twenty-one days) before 

the date of the deposition.  The additional topics noticed by an additional Party are subject to the 

20-topic maximum described above, and the Party producing the PMQ witness reserves all rights 

to object to topics noticed and any additional topics noticed by an additional Party.

IX. THIRD-PARTY DISCOVERY  

The Parties will attempt to coordinate the service of any Subpoenas Duces Tecum to any 

third party for production of documents and testimony.  Notice of any such subpoena shall be 

effectuated through Case Anywhere.  A copy of any and all documents obtained through 

subpoenas shall be provided to all Parties within 15 days of receipt, with notice to all Parties as 
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provided herein.  Nothing in this Order requires that the Parties agree on any such subpoena, 

merely that they attempt to coordinate.  Any Plaintiff who wishes to serve third party discovery 

shall comply with the coordination provisions in Section IV.B above.

X. PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

A. Production Mechanics

Defendant productions will be provided to all other Parties through bilateral document 

transfers.  Defendant productions will be provided to Plaintiffs by providing them to the Plaintiffs’ 

Liability-Only Document Repository (see below).  Productions may be made by secured FTP or 

by mailing hard drives.

B. ESI Protocol

The Parties shall meet and confer and file an Electronically Stored Information Protocol 

(“ESI Protocol”) within sixty (60) calendar days of the Court signing and entering this CMO.  If 

the Parties cannot come to mutually agreed upon language for a joint Electronically Stored 

Information Protocol (“ESI Protocol”), the Parties will submit separate proposals.  The Parties 

anticipate that the ESI Protocol will contain the following features:

(a) Metadata Fields.  The Parties anticipate the ESI Protocol will require production of 

electronically stored documents to contain the following metadata, when available: Custodian, File 

Name, Subject, From, To, CC, BCC, Date, family information.  The ESI Protocol may require 

additional metadata, and the Parties reserve the right to modify ESI related provisions contained 

herein.

(b) Privilege Logs.  The ESI Protocol shall specify the content and timing of privilege logs.  

The Parties agree that communications between the any Party and its outside counsel or work 

product generated on and after January 7, 2025 need not be logged.  

(c) Naming Convention for Plaintiff Productions.  The ESI Protocol will specify naming 

conventions for Individual Plaintiff Fact Sheets, Liability Questionnaires, Damages 

Questionnaires, and Document Checklists, and Bates numbering for Individual Plaintiff document 

productions.
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C. Plaintiff Document Repository

Individual Plaintiffs and Subrogation Plaintiffs will maintain a shared online Liability-

Only Document Repository on Everlaw (the “Liability-Only Repository). The Liability-Only 

Repository will contain copies of all documents produced by any Party or third party related to 

liability issues in the Palisades Fire Litigation. The documents will be maintained by Plaintiffs’ 

third-party administrator company in the native format and will be text-searchable (i.e., OCRed). 

The third-party administrator company shall upload each document in the Liability-Only 

Repository. All documents produced will comply with the terms of the ESI Protocol.

XI. PROTECTED COMMUNICATIONS

The Court recognizes that cooperation among counsel and the Parties is essential for the 

orderly and expeditious resolution of the Action. The Parties agree that the following 

communications shall be presumptively subject to California’s common interest doctrine, and thus 

shall not waive the attorney-client privilege or the protection afforded to an attorney’s work 

product: (1) communications between and among counsel for the Individual Plaintiffs, 

Subrogation Plaintiffs and Public Entity Plaintiffs relating to actions undertaken by such Parties 

against Defendants/Cross-Defendants and (2) communications between and among counsel for 

Defendants/Cross-Defendants relating to this litigation. 

Nothing contained in this provision shall be construed to limit the rights of any Party or 

counsel to assert the attorney-client privilege or attorney work-product doctrine, nor to challenge 

such an assertion. To be clear, nothing in this provision shall be construed to expand the scope or 

protection of attorney-client privileged or attorney work-product protection. As among the Parties 

to these related actions, the fact of communication among Plaintiffs or Defendants/Cross-

Defendants, pursuant to this paragraph, shall not constitute evidence of conspiracy, concerted 

action, or any other wrongful conduct, nor shall it constitute evidence of approval or ratification of 

any allegedly wrongful conduct by any other Party. 

XII. PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE

The Parties are cognizant of their obligations to preserve material under California Law, 

and are taking reasonable steps to fulfill those obligations.   
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XIII. DISCOVERY DISPUTE RESOLUTION

Parties agree without the need for a stipulation to use their best efforts to meet and confer 

remotely or in person to resolve any discovery disputes. Conferences by Zoom, or other 

videoconferencing methods, or telephone may be conducted when appropriate. 

Parties also agree without the need for a stipulation that once the Parties have met and 

conferred and reached an impasse, they shall notify the Court in accordance with the Court’s 

informal discovery conference protocols and procedures. A Party need not obtain permission from 

the other to declare an impasse, so long as one good faith meet and confer session has been held. 

XIV. EXPERT WITNESSES 

Notwithstanding the Code of Civil Procedure or the Rules of Court: 

1. An expert described in Code of Civil Procedure Section 2034.210(b) whose 

deposition is noticed shall, no later than five court days before his or her deposition, produce any 

materials or category of materials, including electronically stored information, called for by the 

deposition notice, except to the extent the Parties have agreed that such materials are not subject to 

production as set out in this Section or otherwise.

2. Neither a Party nor testifying expert witness need produce or disclose drafts of any 

report or disclosure prepared by the testifying expert witness, regardless of the form in which the 

draft is recorded. 

3. Neither a Party nor testifying expert witness need produce or disclose 

communications between the Party’s attorney and the testifying expert witness, regardless of the 

form of the communications, except to the extent that the communications: (i) relate to 

compensation for the expert’s study or testimony; (ii) identify facts or data that the Party’s 

attorney provided and that the expert relied upon in forming the opinions to be expressed; or (iii) 

identify assumptions that the Party’s attorney provided and that the expert relied upon in forming 

the opinions to be expressed.

4. This order does not modify the scope or application of any work product 

protection, or any other privilege, except as they may pertain to expert witnesses, and only to the 

extent stated. 
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated:  _________________, 2026

Honorable Samantha Jessner
Judge of the Superior Court

March  26
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Exhibit A – List of Cases 

As of March 16, 2026; subject to change.

Caption Case No. 
Grigsby, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV00832
Pratt, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV01720
Gonzalez, et al. v. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, et al. 25STCV01325
Kohanim v. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, et al. 25STCV01074
Angeledes v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV02616
Csombo, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV03587
Sammartino, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV04627
Afshar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV06359
Holzman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV07152
Hinds, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV07449
Parodi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV07459
Boyle Law PC, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV08248
De Robertis, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV07863
Helmintoller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV08053
Perkal, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV08363
AFN Development, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV08270
Smith, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV08564
Marr, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV09869
Morrissey, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV09858
Lippin, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV10322
Lobl, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV10479
Laurient, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV10431
Silver, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV10609
Schwartz, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV11012
Sallus, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV11311
McCormick, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV11452
Shipley v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01798
Roberts v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01795
Golpa v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01797
Amaya v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01801
Gonzales v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01794
Steiner, et al. v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01800
Sanchez v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV01796
Gandhi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV11721
Aston, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV13368
Parikh, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV12335
Carroll, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV12780
Grant, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV12779
Baldwin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV14743
Onofre-Vasquez, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV13368
Janneck, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV14020
Kern, et al. v. The City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV13967
Raskin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV14098
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Caption Case No. 
Stepp, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV14720
Abrahams, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15180
Adams, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15118
Cabe, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15291
Bird, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15780
Thompson, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15417
S. Silver, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV15521
Klimaszewski, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV16802
Oswald, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV16756
Evans, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV17087
Stefanis v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV17629
Hoffman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV20231
Moss v. Department of Water & Power of Los Angeles 25SMCV03303
Gilani, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV19925
Abukova, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV21033
Reading v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 25SMCV03305
Baroch et al. v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 25SMCV03247
Whettam v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 25SMCV03266
Self Hugues Family Trust, dated 2002, et al. v. LADWP 25STCV21559
Butler, et al. v. LADWP 25SMCV03711
Adhami, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24661
Colmenares, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24662
Gauri, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24708
Lamore, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24712
Nelson, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24714
Tamamian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV24732
Booke, et al. v. LADWP, et al. 25SMCV03966
Amar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV25558
Diermenjian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV26230
Darvish, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV29260
Mochizuki, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV29265
Lusinchi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles et al. 25STCV32461
Turner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV32533
Oliveau v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV32591
Schoenberg, E.R., et al. v. State of California, et al. 25STCV23198
Petropoulos v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25TSCV33190
Makoff, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33183
Schoenberg, C., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33234
Czernin v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33241
Schoenberg, L., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33174
Kellen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33480
Schlei, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33435
Ephraim, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33353
Feuerlicht, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33584
Schoenberg, F., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33545
Port, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV33620
Afsar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25SMCV06091
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Caption Case No. 
Anderson, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV34345
Kraft, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25SMCV05922
Lujan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV35582
Golubchik, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV35592
Mayer, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV35723
Forrest, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV35920
Fisher, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV36417
Aflalo, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV36436
Deiter, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV36476
Aurora Point, LLC v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25SMCV06673
Orion Indemnity Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37686
Vale, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37022
Minium, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38572
Finocchio, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37646
Andron, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37263
Xie, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37625
Lowe, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37608
Seltzer, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37294
Burke, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37403
Mc Leod, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37785
Bachner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al 25STCV37927
Rush Air Services v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37663
Kho, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38179
Jones, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38381
Murray, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38563
Abrams, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 255STCV38584
Gilbert, et al. v. State of California, et al. 5STCV38530
Gundlach, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37807
Valentine, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37407
Kerr, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37526
Rockwell, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37501
Mackie, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38388
Wagner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38596
Elliott, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV36689
Boren, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38594
Clemens, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38327
Jernigan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38054
Spiller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37910
Lichtenberg, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37971
Rand-Lewis, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38642
Baker, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38592
Sykes, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38481
Boich, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38716
Ahern, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38458
California Fair Plan Association v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37770
Las Brisas HOA, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38485
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Caption Case No. 
Simoneau, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38574
Caldwell, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37472
DWellGood, LLC, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38588
Chu, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38162
Aldrovandi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38673
O'Neill, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37898
Tchakerian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38690
Gabayan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38737
Aldon, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38641
Braveman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38612
Venkov, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV37674
Alvarenga, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00844
Stipanovich, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25SMCV06829
Champion, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38334
Keighley, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38631
Landau, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38765
Saget Living Trust, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01259
Sunset Housing Solutions, L.P. et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01506
Alarab, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38685
Michelle and David Taub Family Trust, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38680
Alpert, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38764
Brumbach, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01019
Boechat, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01015
Bar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38692
Abu Shanab, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38722
Hartford Fire Insurance Company v. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 26CHCV00159
Fishman, et al. v. Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 26CHCV00144
Kovner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01575
Troum, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00707
Harlan v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26SMCV00970
Babcock, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38703
Haden, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38766
Baum, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38781
Ameli, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38833
Branson-Clark, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01596
Chen v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00873
Davies, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00883
Durghalli, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00928
Ross, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02673
Engel, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00547
Farmer v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00550
Giess, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00563
Hoiles, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00569
Shirazi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38876
Holiday v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00573
Cassidy, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04097
Jacob, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00671
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Horowitz, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00588
Idelson, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00593
Kaler, et. al v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00601
Keshtkar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00605
Kling v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00610
Kono-Wells, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00614
Lattimore, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00621
Lee v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00625
Lemel, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00627
Mahallati, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00631
Blake, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00635
Marsh, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00640
Mashamesh v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00692
Pittluck, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00697
Ryan-Foster, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01210
Aflatouni, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38623
Alexander, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38629
Hine, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01286
Besson, et al. v. California Fair Plan Association, et al. 26STCV00708
Moore, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00727
Armandpour, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38632
Chesne, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38635
O'Connell, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00729
Sangerman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00719
Prieto, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00733
Spezzotti, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00507
Rafique v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01008
Connolly, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00759
O'Donnell, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01817
Entin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38614
Vodolazhskaya, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01091
Goetz, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01126
Burelli, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00513
Fay, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00527
Bateman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01007
Lari-Joni, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01339
Cohen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01335
Thrasher, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01026
Songhorian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01244
Vaughn, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01268
Wong, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01272
Wisner, et al. v. State of California, et al. 26STCV00422
Evans, et al.  v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV17087
Yonekura, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01037
Blanchard, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01042
Juha, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01045
Ryan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01048
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Kanner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01278
Salo, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01369
Heidt, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01337
Lipsky, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01199
Nichols, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01220
Jaklitsch, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01224
Godsey, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01070
Cutter, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01073
Torin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00646
Wilson, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01077
Songhorian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01044
Luckinbill, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01081
Sheard, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01084
Ashwood, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01086
Weber v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01093
Wenger, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01096
Egbewunmi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01103
Lang, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00920
Sack, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00924
Vo, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00968
Eastman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00974
Shafai, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38627
Devane, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00690
Tevlovski, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00983
McCune, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01305
BSM United Corporation, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00767
Rovello, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00987
Selna, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01284
Nader v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01189
Kamin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01146
Estrada, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01161
Mestres, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01363
Cawood Butler, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01425
Friedman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01522
Rappaport, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01433
Garrett, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01438
Nitti, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01450
Stevenson, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01371
Rocker, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01654
Barad, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01515
Mehra, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01529
Nickels, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01535
Mallow, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01737
Martin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01731
Ryan-Lopez, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01767
Brew, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01686
Vista Del Mar Townhomes Association, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01689
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Rhames, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01682
Haag, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02489
Evans, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01701
Nash, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01706
Bastendorf, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38729
McMillan III, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01710
Kervin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01720
Roostaeian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01792
The Cincinnati Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02743
Ogle, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01801
Razavi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01788
Almanza, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01924
Pokrywka, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01764
Perez, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01831
Gipsman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01736
Mallen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01815
Meller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01832
Ruhman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01931
Mass, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01798
Rodmand, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01802
Karadjian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02754
Adler, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01810
Abrahams, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01828
Dersh, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01893
Marks, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01852
Landsberg, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01882
Brittain, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01877
Goldstein, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01871
Pfizenmaier, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01899
Clearmountain, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01910
Forbath, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02057
Rothman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02215
Kelly, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02077
American Family Connect Property and Casualty Insurance Company, et al. v. City 
of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04532
AGCS Marine Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04508
Arch Specialty Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04459
Great Lakes Insurance SE, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03157
Faynsod, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03141
Title, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03335
Peters, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV0e119
Xu, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01863
City of Malibu v. State of California, et al. 26STCV05031
Srinivasan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03351
Boltiansky, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03416
Standish, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03372
Price, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03114
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
A.K., a minor v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01159
A.K., a minor, by and through Nicole Perri, as Guardian Ad Litem, et al. v. City of 
Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00864
Shapiro, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38618
21247 PCH, LLC, et al. v. AT&T, et al. 25STCV38573
Kopp-Duller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00819
Stevenson, A., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38628
Rivin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38671
Ures, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38755
Barrymore, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38719
Ghane Family Trust v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00758
Ghane Family Trust v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01263
Tucker v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00790
Tucker v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00711
Tucker v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01309
Cohen, I. J., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38795 
Schwarz, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38801
Blake v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00811
Markoff, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38608
O'Sullivan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38613
Miller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38589
Evtuhov, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38636
Baldecchi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38648
Khodayari, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38468
Lurie v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01059
Furst v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00984
Lake/Major Productions, Movie Maven v. City of Los Angeles acting by and 
through the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 26STCV01503
Ovsiowitz Revocable Family Trust  v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through 
the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 25STCV38854
Alarcon, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38587
The Johnson Haberfield Trust Dated May 16, 2016 v. City of Los Angeles acting by 
and through the Los Angeles Department of Water and Power 25STCV38691
Djalali, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38452
Alti, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38639
Morris, B., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38320
Clemens, R. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38609
Chiamulon v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38646
 Albert, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38862
Dam, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38768
Navon v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38784
Macdonald, R. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38787
Kellen, J. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38812



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 29
[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Harwood v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38816
Guy Barlow, as trustee of The John Neville Barlow and Francies Margaret Barlow 
2021 revocable family trust, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38822
Bakhani, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38859
Cole, C., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38825
Agha, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38864
Lasky, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38863
Ruocco, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38881
Becker, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38843
Calkins, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38780
Ardalan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38873
McGeagh, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01638
Goldstein, D., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38815
Alexander, E., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01629
Bass, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38841
Kim, K., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38804
Smith, D., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01611
Lerner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01603
Bradley, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38810
Lane, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01591
Druss, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38807
Sturgis, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38436
Farasatpour, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38819
Relles, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38733
Howarth, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38798
Applebaum, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00850
Babashi v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00858
Bresnahan, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01016
Griffiths, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 25STCV38361
J.M., a minor, by and through Adrian Mardyks, as guardian ad litem v. City of Los 
Angeles, et al. 26STCV00778
Rafique v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00735
Trust of Annette Rossilli, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00763
Sykes, E., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01266 
C.C., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00664
Cohen, J., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00795
Riach, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01671
Scilacci Jr., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV01958
Gruen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02145
Gallagher, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02189
Londono, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02206
Williams, T., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02207
Hafford, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02295
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Archipley, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02226
Gould, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02267
Schiro, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02271
Nudleman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02277
Kanner, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02284
Ofiesh, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02384
Seibel v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02467
Skiba, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02407
Ponty, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02419
Elliott, K., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02429
Griffith, M., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02444
Awrabi, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02491
Light, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02510
Banks, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02613
Sugarman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02678
Ryan, D. A., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02529
Garcia, J. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02651
Kunkle, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02556
Svendsen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02538
Keohohou v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02623
Karadjian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02706
McGuire, C., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02560
Grisby, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02573
Shaw, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02594
Brown, J. , et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02502
Ali, A., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02733
Panajotovic, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02739
Anderson, D. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02748
Hutton, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02765
Davis, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02876
Collins, P., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02969
Rogers, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02848
Chong, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02855
Polidoro, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02926
Boghosian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02871
Rand, A., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02894
Higbie, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03010
Lavia Jr., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03000
Sarkisian, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03453
Baird v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02980
Allen-Attar, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03030
Knapp, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03052
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Johnson, L., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03073
Andrews, E., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02912
Brill, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02942
Turtle, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02955
Stack, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV02961
McConnell, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03302
Geller, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03136
Berman, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03198
Bowen, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03192
Kennedy, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03183
Crystal, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03174
Klein, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03145
McInerney , et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03167
Fishkin, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03160
Kraber, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03338
Casement, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03333
Meredith v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03310
Mikrut v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03319
Hunter, A., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03425
Thorne, C., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03421
Curtis v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03446
Farazha v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03442
Eglee v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through The Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power 26STCV03437
Chay-Fairty v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03430
Call v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03459
Lara Metzger v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03238
Branch v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through The Los Angeles Department 
of Water and Power 26STCV03527
Cohen, M. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03420
Goldsher v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through The Los Angeles 
Department of Water and Power 26STCV03472
Frank v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through the Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power 26STCV03406
Lang v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03486
Baffa v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03492
Gottlieb v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through the Los Angeles Department 
of Water and Power 26STCV03501
Carey v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03526
Smigla v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03267
Rene Bell v. City of Los Angeles acting through the Los Angeles Department of 
Water and Power 26STCV03577
Bari v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03592
Becker v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03282
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT A

Caption Case No. 
Sharpe v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03292
Wunderlich Schlaff v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03830
Assouad v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03966
Baram, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03892
Balakrishnan v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03821
Gordon v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03775
Grove v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03994
Terman v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03986
Ginestro v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03981
Einbinder v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03726
Farzin Kabaei, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03599
Anna Hsu, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03544
Achen v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03967
Tang v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03959
Fisher, F. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04380
Lambrecht v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03939
Binder, T. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03936
Sacks, E. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03927
Collins, G. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03922
Axelrod v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03871
Leis v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03853
Sigworth v. City of Los Angeles acting by and through the Los Angeles Department 
of Water and Power 26STCV03928
Park v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03404
Francis, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03951
Adler, B., et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04098
Adeyemi, et al. v.  City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03826
Zasloff, et al. v.  City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV04257
Guterman, et al. v.  City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV03955
Mortimer, et al. v.  City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV07279
Burch, et al. v.  City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV07466
Robert C. Mortier, special administrator of the Estate of Charles Crooks Mortimer 
aka Charels C. Mortimer v. City of Los Angeles, et al.  26STCV07608
Grimberg, et al. v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 26SMCV00050
Ayati, et al. v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 26SMCV00042
Ivener, et al. v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 26SMCV00044
Weil v. Department of Water and Power of Los Angeles 26SMCV00046
Papp, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. ECU004487
Papp, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26SMCV00085
Papp, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al. 26STCV00725
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 – EXHIBIT B

Exhibit B – List of Defense Counsel

Defendant Counsel
State of California acting by and through the 
State of California Department of Parks and 
Recreation (also erroneously sued herein as 
California Department of Parks and 
Recreation)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
KENNETH G. LAKE (SBN 144313)
   kenneth.lake@doj.ca.gov 
300 S. Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90013
Tel.: (213) 269-6525

City of Los Angeles Acting By and Through 
the Los Angeles Department of Water and 
Power

MUNGER, TOLLES & OLSON LLP
BRAD D. BRIAN (SBN 79001)
  brad.brian@mto.com 
DANIEL B. LEVIN (SBN 226044)
  daniel.levin@mto.com 
NICHOLAS D. FRAM (SBN 288293)
  nicholas.fram@mto.com 
350 South Grand Avenue, Fiftieth Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071-3426
Tel.: (213) 683-9100

Southern California Edison Company and 
Edison International

HUESTON HENNIGAN LLP
John C. Hueston, State Bar No. 164921
  jhueston@hueston.com
Douglas J. Dixon, State Bar No. 275389
  ddixon@hueston.com
Marshall A. Camp, State Bar No. 231389
  mcamp@hueston.com
Michael A. Behrens, State Bar No. 284014
  mbehrens@hueston.com
620 Newport Center Drive, Suite 1300
Newport Beach, CA 92660
Telephone:      (949) 229-8640
Facsimile:        (888) 775-0898

Charter Communications, Inc., erroneously 
sued as Charter Communications, a Delaware 
corporation

MAYER BROWN LLP
BRONWYN F. POLLOCK (SBN 210912)
  bpollock@mayerbrown.com
JILLIAN C. JOSEPH (SBN 307856)
  jjoseph@mayerbrown.com
MICHAEL H. BORNHORST (SBN 363003)
  mbornhorst@mayerbrown.com
333 S. Grand Ave., 47th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90071
Telephone: (213) 229-5194
Facsimile: (213) 576-8138

BLANK ROME LLP
Dennis Ehling (Bar No. 168892)
  dennis.ehling@blankrome.com
Alycia S. Tulloch (Bar No. 335916)
  alycia.tulloch@blankrome.com
2029 Century Park East, 6th Floor

mailto:kenneth.lake@doj.ca.gov
mailto:brad.brian@mto.com
mailto:daniel.levin@mto.com
mailto:nicholas.fram@mto.com
mailto:jhueston@hueston.com
mailto:ddixon@hueston.com
mailto:mcamp@hueston.com
mailto:mbehrens@hueston.com
mailto:bpollock@mayerbrown.com
mailto:jjoseph@mayerbrown.com
mailto:mbornhorst@mayerbrown.com
mailto:dennis.ehling@blankrome.com
mailto:alycia.tulloch@blankrome.com
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT B

Defendant Counsel
Los Angeles, California 90067
Telephone: 424-239-34008

Frontier Communications MILBANK LLP
DANIEL M. PERRY (SBN 264146)
  dperry@milbank.com
SCOTT A. EDELMAN (pro hac vice)
  sedelman@milbank.com
NOLA B. HELLER (pro hac vice pending)
  nheller@milbank.com
LACEY K. REIMER (pro hac vice)
  lreimer@milbank.com
55 Hudson Yards
New York, NY 10001-2163
Tel.: (212) 530-5000

Pacific Bell Telephone Company and AT&T 
Mobility LLC

PAUL HASTINGS LLP
Susan K. Leader (SBN 216743)
  susanleader@paulhastings.com
Ali R. Rabbani (SBN 253730)
  alirabbani@paulhastings.com
1999 Avenue of the Stars, 27th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90067
Telephone: (310) 620-5700
Facsimile: (310) 620-5899
 
CROWELL & MORING LLP
THOMAS F. KOEGEL (SBN 125852)
  tkoegel@crowell.com
3 Embarcadero Center, 26th Floor
San Francisco, California 94111
Telephone: (415) 986-2800
Facsimile: (415) 986-2827

County of Los Angeles and Los Angeles 
Waterworks District No. 29

MILLER BARONDESS LLP
MIRA HASHMALL (State Bar No. 216842)
  mhashmall@millerbarondess.com
CASEY B. SYPEK (State Bar No. 291214)
  csypek@millerbarondess.com
CLAIRE-LISE Y. KUTLAY (State Bar No. 
307080)
  ckutlay@millerbarondess.com
2121 Avenue of the Stars, Suite 2600
Los Angeles, California 90067
Telephone: (310) 552-4400
Facsimile: (310) 552-8400

8 Counsel in California Fair Plan Association v. City of Los Angeles Acting By and Through the 
Los Angeles Department of Water and Power, et al.

mailto:dperry@milbank.com
mailto:sedelman@milbank.com
mailto:nheller@milbank.com
mailto:lreimer@milbank.com
mailto:susanleader@paulhastings.com
mailto:alirabbani@paulhastings.com
mailto:tkoegel@crowell.com
mailto:mhashmall@millerbarondess.com
mailto:csypek@millerbarondess.com
mailto:ckutlay@millerbarondess.com
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT B

Defendant Counsel
Las Virgenes Municipal Water District ALESHIRE & WYNDER, LLP

KEITH LEMIEUX, State Bar No. 161850
   klemieux@awattorneys.com 
KEITH F. MILLHOUSE, State Bar No. 
126082
   kmillhouse@awattorneys.com 
ALEX LEMIEUX, State Bar No. 302602
   alemieux@awattorneys.com 
ISAAC C. YOUNG, State Bar No. 334077
   iyoung@awattorneys.com 
340 N. Westlake Blvd., Suite 115
Thousand Oaks, California 91362
Telephone: (805) 495-4770
Facsimile: (949) 223-1180

Sempra Energy and Southern California Gas 
Company

MORGAN, LEWIS & BOCKIUS LLP 
Deanne L. Miller, Bar No. 185113 
  deanne.miller@morganlewis.com 
Jeremy B. Esterkin, Bar No. 268530 
  jeremy.esterkin@morganlewis.com
300 South Grand Avenue 
Twenty-Second Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90071-3132 
Tel: +1.213.612.2500 
Fax: +1.213.612.2501 

J. Paul Getty Trust WILSON SONSINI GOODRICH & 
ROSATI
LUIS LI (SBN 156081)
  luis.li@wsgr.com
CHRISTOPHER CHIOU (SBN 233587)
  cchiou@wsgr.com
MATTHEW A. MACDONALD (SBN 
255269)
  matthew.macdonald@wsgr.com
TREVOR N. TEMPLETON (SBN 308896)
  ttempleton@wsgr.com
953 East 3rd Street, Suite 100
Los Angeles, CA 90013-1952
Telephone: (323) 210-2900

Mountain Recreation and Conservation 
Authority

THE MORRISON LAW GROUP
A Professional Corporation
Edward F. Morrison, Jr. (State Bar No. 
149495)
  morrison@morrisonlawgroup.com
Larry A. Schwartz (State Bar No. 202038)
  schwartz@morrisonlawgroup.com
77564 Country Club Drive, Suite 244
Palm Desert, California 92211
Telephone: (760) 978-6200
Facsimile: (760) 904-0987

mailto:klemieux@awattorneys.com
mailto:kmillhouse@awattorneys.com
mailto:alemieux@awattorneys.com
mailto:iyoung@awattorneys.com
mailto:deanne.miller@morganlewis.com
mailto:jeremy.esterkin@morganlewis.com
mailto:luis.li@wsgr.com
mailto:cchiou@wsgr.com
mailto:matthew.macdonald@wsgr.com
mailto:ttempleton@wsgr.com
mailto:morrison@morrisonlawgroup.com
mailto:schwartz@morrisonlawgroup.com
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT B

Defendant Counsel
Pacific Palisades Bowl Mobile Estates, LLC 
and Pacific Palisades Bowl Mobile Estates Del 
LLC; Biggs Realty

FREEMAN, MATHIS & GARY,LLP
MATTHEW G. SALAZAR (SBN 189043)
  Matthew.salazar@fmglaw.com 
LORI R. MAYFIELD, (SBN 172047)
  Lori.mayfield@fmglaw.com 
2281 Lave Ridge Court, Suite 130
Roseville, CA 95661
Telephone: 916.472.3300

Victor Martinez and Associates, Inc. HAWKINS PARNELL & YOUNG, LLP
Elaine K. Fresch (SBN CA 119809)
  efresch@hpylaw.com 
Tara D. Shah (SBN CA 217162)
  tshah@hpylaw.com 
445 S. Figueroa Street, Suite 3200
Los Angeles, CA 90071
Telephone:      (213) 486-8000
Facsimile:       (213) 486-8080

mailto:Matthew.salazar@fmglaw.com
mailto:Lori.mayfield@fmglaw.com
mailto:efresch@hpylaw.com
mailto:tshah@hpylaw.com
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[PROPOSED] CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER NO. 3 - EXHIBIT C

Exhibit C

LIST OF SUBROGATION CASES FILED

1. Orion Indemnity Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 25STCV37686.

2. AGCS Marine Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 

26STCV04508.  

3. American Family Connect Property and Casualty Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los 

Angeles, et al., Case No. 26STCV04532. 

4. The Cincinnati Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 

26STCV02743. 

5. California Fair Plan Association v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 25STCV37770. 

6. Great Lakes Insurance SE, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 26STCV03157. 

7. Fortegra Specialty Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 

26STCV04154.  

8. Arch Specialty Insurance Company, et al. v. City of Los Angeles, et al., Case No. 

26STCV04459.  


