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February 10,2011 

Lonnie Walsh Via Electronic and U.S. Mall 
Project Manager 
POlt of Los Angeles 
425 S. Palos Verdes Stt'eet, 3rd Floor 

San Pedro, California 90731 


Re: Millako Amel'ic(1 CO/poratioll d/b/a Millco COllstructioll 

Dear Ms. Walsh: 

The undersigned are attorneys fol' Local!1 of the International Bl'Otherhood ofElectrical 
Workers ("the Union"). 

The Union has informed us that Minako America Corporation d/b/a Minco ConstlUction 
("Minco") has submitted a bid to perform work on the Fiber Optic Network Phase #1 - Vincent 
Thomas Bridge Spec No. 2720 ("the Project"). By this letter, we urge the Harbor Department. 
("the Department'?) to disqualify Minco's bid on the Project. . 

Minco has a history of ignoring its obligations under the Labor Code. The State Labor 
Commissioner ("the Commissioner") issued a Civil Wage and Penalty Assessment against 
Minco in the amount of$63,697.54 for ajob awarded by the Coast Community College District. 
After conducting an investigation, the Commissioner found that Minco had failed to pay 
prevailing wage by misclassifying a worker and failing to repOlt all of the worker's hours and by 
paying less than prevailing rates to all of its workers. The Commissioner also issued another 
Civil Wage and Penalty Assessment against Minco. This one was for work awarded by the Palos 
Verdes Library District. Again, Minco failed to pay prevailing wage. In fact, Minco did not 
include one worker on its certified payrolls and failed to pay the prevailing rate for his work. (A 
copy ofthe Civil Wage and Penalty Assessments are attached as Exhibits 1 and 2.) 

Moreover, a Civil Wage and Penalty Assessment was issued against Minco in the amount 
of$28,880.13. The Commissioner found that Minco failed to pay prevailing wage on a job 
awarded by the Long Beach Unified School District. On the same job, Minco was also found to 
be in violation ofCalifornia Apprenticeship laws. This too was not an isolated incident. In fact, 
in the same year, the Division of Apprenticeship Standards cited Minco for violations on a job at 
Magruder Middle School in Torrance. (A copy ofthe Civil Wage and Penalty Assessment and 
the Apprenticeship Notices ofViolation are attached as Exhibit 3 - 5.) 

http:of$28,880.13
http:of$63,697.54
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Minco was also assessed $41 ;346,08 for violating prevailing wage laws for its work at 

Cerritos College. (A copy of the Cerritos College finding is attached as Exhibit 6.) 


Minco's legal problems have not been limited to administrative proceedings. In Los 
Angeles County alone, Minco has been involved in 12 lawsuits. In one case, Minco sued 
Redondo Unified School District in connection with a job awarded to Minco by the school 
district. (A copy of the Case Summary and Complaint is attached as Exhibit 7 and 8.) In the 
other cases, Minco was sued for a variety of legal violations, including derogation of 
employment rights, breach ofcontract and personal injury. In one of the employment cases, the 
parties agreed to arbitrate the dispute and the arbitrator found in favor ofthe employee and 
awarded the employee $143,078. (A copy of the Case Summaries are attached as Exhibits 9­
19.) 

In Orange County, Minco was sued for prevailing wage violations. (A copy ofthe Case 
Summary is attached as Exhibit 20.) 

In making the decision whether to disqualifY Minco, the Department must determine 
whether Minco is a "responsible contractor." Under the Contractor Responsibility Program 
codified in Chapter 1, Article 14 ofthe Los Angeles Administrative Code, the Department has an 
obligation to find, prior to awarding a contract, that the prospective bidder "is one that has the 
necessaly quality, fitness and capacity to perform the work set forth in the contract." Section 
1 0.40.2 (a). Responsibility is.determined by a number ofcriteria, including "satisfactory 
performance of other contracts; satisfactOlY record of compJianee with relevant laws and 
regulations; and satisfactory record of business integrity." Section 10.40.2 (a). It is clear that 
Minco fails this test. 

Please contact us ifyou have any questions. 

Yours very truly, 

HOLGUIN, GARFIELD, MARTINEZ & QUINONEZ, APLC 

By: 
--~~~-------4~ 

Elizabet 

Enclosures 

cc: 	 Richard Reed (w/enel.) 
Tommy Faavae (w/encl.) 



Labor Commissioner, Stnte of' California 
D6partment ofIndustrial Relatiolls 
Division ofLabor Sfatldards Enforcement 
300 pCflangate Ste.SSG 
Loiig Beaoh, CA 90802 
(562) 9"g~-l S32 
FAX: 562-499-6439 

OATS! h lI.ply ~r.( 10 Qos~No: 
A rR03.1008 411·20 15tl35 

CIVIL WAGE AN.D PENALTY ASSESSMENT 

jA\'IorllllBll<Idy ,werle :;;foIlllCO In C.~1l11.0r 
Consl Colllrllllnily CollllllO DlSliicl 
Pl\OJfC'I'NIIMI! o • 

. oiaiii~ Ciiiis! COlloM Busl W~l.llililY l.lnl!illde. (D) ConarelQ ~ ~ .~ "BldNo.-1919 " .. -. ....... .. 
Prime C."""lOt 
Mlnako America Cool. dbl Minco Conslroclfon .­
Svk..,.",.o, 
None 

After an investigation concerning the paymel1t ofwagell to workers employed in the execution ofthe contract fOI: 

the above-named public works project, the Division ofLabol' Stan~ards Enforcement (the "Divisionll
) has determined 

that viqlntions of the California tabor Code have been committed by the oontrMtor and/or subcontractor 
idelltified above. In accordanoe with Labor Q-Jde section 1741, the Division hereby issues this CiviJ 
Wage and Penalty Assessment. 

The nature of the vIolations ofthe Labor Code and the basis for the asseS$m~nt are as follows: 
Nonpaxment ofprevailing wages to workers oithe above contractor on the above~stated project in violation of 
Labor Code section 1774. Seecifical1y, Mlnako America Corp. dba Minco Constnlotion misolassified a worker 
for half ofhis hours resulting in lI11derpa~meilt. fai led to re20rt aU of the hours worked by said 'Yorker on its 

.....-.~.~.-..-'.certifie.(tpayroll.l~ol:~•.II)).d.llAid.the. rest Qf. i.~~w.Qrl<~~ 9,pJp',~Jlb.9y,1!I proj!)pttes:rJhan the prevaiUll~wage rates lis 
required under the applicable Preyailin~ Wa&e Deronnmations issued by the DirectOl' ofIuduslrial Relations, 

TJll!l attaohed Andlt Sununary further itemizes the caloulation 'ofwages due and penalties under Labor Code 
sectiolls 1715 and 1813, 

The DivisIon' has detenlliued that the totlll amount ofwages due is: $34.582.54 

The Division hilS detenllined that the totat amoullt of penalties assessed uuder Labor Code sectiolls 1175 
lind 1813 is: $29,115.00 

The Division has detennincd that the amount ofpenalties assessed against Hako Ameljca COIRo dba MincQ Copstruct 
under Labor Code section 1716 is: !Q.J2Q 

Pl(lftse refer to llftge 4 for specific withholding obligations pertaining to these umouuts. 

STATE LABOR COMMISSIONER 

B~!RC)JlldSUY 
Deputy Labor Commissioner I 

I'W 13 !n_·~ 

Page 1 01-4 
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Lnbm' Commlssioncr I SUite of' Cnlli'ol'llill 

Depal'lment oflndustrial Relations 


,t Division of Labor Standards Enfol'cemelll 
300 Oceangale Ste 850 
Long Beach, CA 90802 
(562) 983·]082 

FAX: (562) 499·6439 


CIVIL WAGE AND PENALTY ASSESSMENT 

PRoJeCT Il,\Mfl 

MuJ~!!It COY\) Ubrllfv rlmsu One Itehabllilalklll Project 

I~ullc ('''I11",,;10r 


Mil1~ko AmeriCll (.)upomlinu dbl. Millett CuIl$!I'IICliOlI 

Sob~, 

After an investigation coneernhtg the payment of wages to workers employed in tile execution of Ihe contract for 

the lIbOVe~Il!Uned public wOI'ks project, the Division of Lnbor Sbmdards Enforcement (tbe "Division") has determine<l 

that violations of the California Labor Code have been committed by the contrnctor a1\(l/or subcontractor 

identified above. In accordance with Labor Code section 1741, the Division hereby issues this Civil 

Wage and Pe.lalty Assessment. 


The nature of the violations of the Labor Code and fhe basis for the assessment nre as !ollows: 
Failure to 1?8X prevailing wages in violation ofLabol' Code 1774. Frank Pilaro was 1101 listed Oil, the Certified 
Payroll Records. Based on his affidavit and cOE 00 checks,he was eaid between $17.50 and $ 31.27. He 
workeras a framer and as a System Installer. TIle prevailing wage rate for a 081penter is $ 44.97 and fot a 
~ns. Installer is ~ 32.67:__ 

The attaohed Audit SUllll1UU'Y rurlhel'itemizes the oalculatioll of wages due and penalties undol' Labo)' Code 
sections 1775 lind 1813. 

The Division has detenl1ined that the lolal amount of wages due is: !it .955.32 

The Division has determined thal the total amOlll1t of penalties assessed under Labor Code sections 1775 
alld 1813 is; 

The Division hu~ detelmilled thal the tlmounl ofpenalties assessed ;!gainst Milluto ,\m"nca elba MlncoUlllSlru('11!l1l 

under Labol' Code section 1776 is: 

Please refel' to f1t1ge 5 for specific wWlllolding obUgntlolls pel·tnilling to these amounts. 

STATE LABOR COMMISSIONER 



) 

L1I.&grColllDllssiDllert Slat(: ufOtllrornla 

n~t or Il')d~trla1 Rcladoni 

Division ofIAbGr Stlludllrds Bnforceme.1II' 

320 W4th SIt,.I, 8ultQ 450 


:. 
Los Anael~.CA 90013 
2~3 m·lI" 
fAX: 213·8,.,·6426 

1.~,.,,«t!....eu.1'o'I! 
IUlnl. 

CIVIL WAGS AND PBNALTV ASSESSMENT 

After an illYlISliS'Itton collCcmio$ !he p:tymcnc ot wageno workers 'II'Iployed in rhuxllcullol\ I)hha conlrael r~r 


tbc 4'bOYIN",med publlo Wl)rks proJ~t. the DM,ion of Labor Standards ~lItorcemQnt (rna "D/Yfslon,,) bll.~ delem\ll!ed 

mal viol~llon' of1110 Calircmi~ ~borCodo '!law. bl2R (;Qmmilllld II, the (Qtlftlictor IIndlof IiUbeollUilclor 

Idcallificd :above. IlIlIcccrd4nc:e wjr1l1..;lbor C~ fecUlII1 1741, the DlvI,loli bercll,!' IsSliet this Cl1l11 

Wage lIIId Pen~lty AstllSsmCllf. 


I 
ThIs nr.lJlcl'le(l AVliiI SlImmW')! tu¥1/wr Itcmf~O$lh~ eoJcIlJ~doJ\ ot WOe" due IIIId pt:/lQld!a under ubo!' Cod¢ 
Ict:rlQDll17S and 1&13. 

TIle DivisIon IIU dctcrmSncd lhllllhe cotal amounCofw6gClllouc 11: 

The DivIsion h:lSclctennlncd th~llh' lot41 ClmounCo(pellAllles MfC$$tG IIndl:l LnborCode sectlOIiS 111S 
and 1&13 lsI ~ 

The. 0lv310n has dA{~ned Ihllliho amOUllI orpOlliUlies assemHI. 4/1s11151 l:alnpn eooslJIlettQ! C91 
1U1dl:t LabotCode Ullr1111'1 117(1 lSI §O.OD 

BY~/1d'1A' (b ~~ ---

Sumna Lopez ~ 

MUlUI,\l.llmfJIt 8r:cvlces Tcclmlei4l1 


tw '-l_."""'1 



STAte OFCALIFORNIA GRAY DAVIS, GQ'femQr 

DEPARTMBNT OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS 
))lVlSION OF APPRENTICESWP STANDARDS 
4SS GOLDEN GATB AVENUS1 8TH FLOOR 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
(415) 703-4920 

AnDMSS RBPLY TO: 
P.O. Box 420603 
SanEnnt;i$co. CA 94142 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 

JW1e 10. 2002 

RefatMina 
Minco Construction 

1350 West 228111 St #3 

Torrance. CA 90501 


RE: W!ey:Elem. School. Long Beach 

!}AS Complaint #200~Ol08 


Dear Mr. Mina: 

The Division of Apprenticeship Standards (DAB) has reViewed the complaint 

filed against Minco Construction for alleged Violations of Labor Code Section 

1777.5. 


The allegations include failure to provide notice of contract award 

information to the applicable ApprenUceslUp COmmittee per Title 8 CCR 

§2S0, failure to comply with the required apprentice to journeyman ratio per 

TItle 8 CCR §230.1(a) and fallure to make the reqUired contributions to a 

:(egistered apprenticeship p~ogram or to the CalifamJa Apprenticeship 

Councll (CAe). 


We received your letter dated May 8. 2002 along With lts accomp~ 

-documentation in response to the Notice of Compla1nt PAS had issued to 

your company on Apr.U 24. 2002. 


Based on all the information and evldence received, and based on all the 

surrounding facts and circumstances, It is my detenntnatiotl, that you have 

violated Labor Code Section 1777.6 by your failW'e to provide in a timely 

manner the applicable apprenticeship corn.mittee with notice of contract 

award and the required tra.1n1ng fund contributions. You have since met all 

requirements and this notice includes no civU penalties. 




FutW'e violations of Labor Code Section 1771.5 may result in civil penalties. 
You may also be denied the right to bld on or receive public works contracts 
for a pertod of up to three (S) years. 

To assist you in complying with the requirements on future public works 
projects, enclosed are a copy of the Excerpts from the California Labor Code 
relating to Apprentices on Public Work$ and a copy of the Summary of 
Requirements, Apprentices on Public Works. I 

If you have any questions, please contact Pacia Parker. ApprenticeslUp 
Consultant. at 415-355-5472. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
• NUNN III 

Enclosures 

Cc: Kirk Brungard 
Long Beach USD 
File 

2 




ORAYDAVlS, Govemor 
-D.l:n?ARd~....JNYOF lNDUSl'Rl._., ~". ~~'SF======"""""====--=====-=========~;;;;' 
DIVISION OF APPRENTICESfIIl' S·fAI·•.....-AlIDS 
455 GOLDEN GATE AVB.NUE, 8TH FLOOR 
8AN"FRANCISCO, CA 94102 
(415),703.4920 ADDRBSS REPLY TO: 

P.O. Box. 420603 
San Francisco, CA 94142 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 

June 10. 2002 

RefatMina. 
Minco Construction 

1350 West 228th St #3 


" Torrance, CA 90501' 


. RE: Magruder Middle Sehool, Torrance 

'. DAS Complaint ,2002-01QZ 


Dear Mr. M.1na: 

The Divlston of Apprenticeship Standards (DAS) has reviewed the complaint 

£i1ed against Minco Construction for alleged Violations Qf Labor Code Section 

1777.5. . . 


The allegatIons include failure to provide' notice of contract award 

information to the applicable Apprenticeship Committee per Title 8 CCR 

§230J fa:llure to comply with the reqUired apprentice to joumeyman ratio per 

TItle 8 CCR §230.1 Ca) and failure to make the required contributions to a 

registe~ed apprenticeship program ,or to the California Apprenticeship 

Councll (CAe). 


We received yoUl' letter dated May 8, 2902 along with its accompanying 

d<;lcum.entat1on in response to the Notice of Complaint DAS had issued to 


. your company on AprIl 24. 200.2. 

Based on all the infonnation and evidence received, and based on all the 

surrounding facts and circumstances; it is my determination.' that you have 

violated Labor Code Section 1777.5 by your failure to provide in a timely 

m8.llner the appUcable apprenticeship committee with notl~e of contract 

award and the reqUired tra.tnmg fund contrIbutions. You }lave since met all 

requirements and this notice :includes no clv.ll penalties. 




Future violations of Labor Code Section 1777.5 may result in civ:il penalties. 
You may also be denied the light to bid on or receive public works contracts 
for a period of up to three (3) yeru::s: 

To assist you in cornply.tng with the requirements on future public works 
projects, enclosed are a copy of :the Excerpts from the Californ.1a Labor Code 
relating to Apprentlces on Public Works and a copy of the Su:mm.ru:y of 
Requ:lrements, Apprentices on Publlc Works. 

If you have any questions, please' contact Pacia Parker, Apprenticeship 
Consultant, at415-355~5472. 

SlnCere1~x2,d~$7 
HENRY!NUNNIT'-­
Chief '.' 

Enclosures 

Co: Kirk'Brungard 
Torrance usn 
Flle 

. ' 

;, 
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LABOR CO:MPLIANCE PROGRAM ANNUAL REPORT 

. Suggested FOrma!for .ApprtJVed Program. 'that contracts with Awardtng Bodies to prwide labor compliance enforcement 

Report for the reporting period 06f0112009 to 0613012010 
tttlilfJdJJ1i:Ii> (iiiiiI<!ll}Y)') 

1. Name ofLabor Compliance Program (LCP): cS & Associates, Inc. 

2. LCP!.D. Number (assigned by DlR): 2003.00260 

3. Date oflnitial Approval: June 18, 2003 

4. Contact persen (include name: titleJ address, telephone, fa.x., and e--maU,. ifavailable): 

Charla Curtis, President 

26320 Diamond Place, Suite #160 

Santa Clarita, CA 91350 

(661) 253-3603 phone (661) 253-3606 faX 

Email: charlaC@1csainc.com 

S. 	Listall Awarding Bodies covered by this report as well as any other Awarding Bodies witb. whom the LCP currently bas a con1:ract to provide compliance 
enforcement. Ifnone, please proceed directly to item 7 and provide all requested information. Then co:mplete the infennation below, and sign and submit this . ~ 


form to DlR, Office ofthe Director, A:tt:n: LCP Special Ass.istant455 Golden Gate Avenue, 10 Floor, San Frencisco, CA 94102. 


PLEASE seE ATTACHED LIST 

What suggestions do yeu have fortbe Department ofIndustrial Relations to better assistyouwithyour program in the coming ye:t/Jt? (attach additional sheets ifnecessar 
Please make this form INTERA.CTIVE like the DAS-l40 form so itwill be easier to use. Thank:yell. 

~~ (1~11~ ~5 .IW6J~ 7-:J.~~ 
Signature 	 Name and Title r · .. . -_._._- Date 

Page lof33 

mailto:charlaC@1csainc.com


6. LC § 1771.5 enforcement activities (provide all information requested, attaching as many sheets as necessary, and please complete separateforms for each 
Awarding Body covered in this report). 

Awarding Body: Cerritos College 

A. List projects handled by LCP within the past 12 months. 

Project Name Bid Advertisement Date Prime Contractor Contract Amount 

B. Summarv of all wrures and nenalties assessed andlor recovered. 

Aquatic Center 

Phase 3 

Infrastructure Phase 3 

Fire Alarm 

Page2of33 

Affected Contractor 
(who directly employed the 

TrasomFire 

ICommercial Roofing Systems 

I De Angelo Fire 

De Angelo Fire 

Minco Construction 

IAmount Amount ApprovalofForfeimre IDeSCription ofVioJation 
Assessed Recovered Requested from Labor 

Commissioner? 

T$17.12 $17.12 No 

1$606.24 $606.24 No 

I $3.237.16 I $3.237.16 INo 

I $5.892.33 I $5.892.33 I No 

I $41.346.08 ITBD INo 

TUnderpayment ofPW 



6. LC § 1771.5 enforcement activities (provide aU information requested. attaching as many sheets as necessary). 

A. List projects handled by LCP within the past 12 months. 

Project Name I Bid Advertisement Date I Prime Contractor Contract Amount 

2 




· .._",.. ..... "-'._"'" u_.... , ..... , _ .. __...,..4-~t_r.... ~ 

B. List any project subject to the limited exemption clause ofLC § 1771.5(a). ifapplicable. 

Project Name Description of Project Contract Amount 

None 

Total 

C. Sum:mary of all wages and penalties assessed and/or recovered. 

Project Name Affected Contractor Amount Amount Approval of Descrlption of Violation 

(who directly employed the Assessed Recovered Forl'eiture 


Requested from
worker) 
LaOOJ:" 
CoIDDlissioner? 

DiamondES Chandlers AlC & Refrigeration $131.81 $131.81 No' Underpayment of Prevailing Wage 

Diamond ES - Phase 2 Minco Construction $105.89 $105.89 No Underpayment of Prevailing Wage 

Greenville ES - Phase 2 Y & M CollStl'UCtion $163.04 $163.04 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

Greenville ES Chandlers AlC &; Refrigeration $172.16 $172.16 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

Carr IS - Phase 2 Worthington Construction $161.04 $161.04 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

Santiago ES - Phase 2 Worthington Construction $60.00 $60.00 No Underpayment of Prevailing Wage 

KennedyES The Allison Company ~128.80 $128.80 No Underpayment ofPrevaiHng Wage 

Greenville ES Miean Construction Inc. $47.60 $47.60 No Underpayment of Prevailing Wage 

Can'IS - Phase 2 J?omingue.z Construction $39.71 $39.71 No Underpayment of Prevailing Wa.:,cre 

Carr IS - Phase 2 Dominguez Construction $62.19 $62.19 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

CarrIS Serenity Fire Protection $3,370.88 $3,370.88 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

CarrIS Southwest Grading $1.100.00 $1.100.00 No Underpayment ofPrevailing Wage 

CarrIS Mariscal Painting $398.16 $398.16 No Under-reporting of Manpower 

3 
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CarrIS 

DiamondES 

Martin ES - Phase 

CarrIS 

Diamond ES - Phase 2 

Total 

Beckers Sheet 

Beckers Sheet Metal 

Kacey Construction 

Modular 
International 

Minco 

$1,969.94 $1,969.94 No 

$258.24 

$l<t,v..)().vo TBD Miss classifications. underpayment 
ofPrevailing Wage, Under 

$31.68 $31.68 

$9,845.55 

D. F<>r any amount identified in item C for which approval of forleiture not requested from the Labor Commissioner, please explain below. 

Project Name Amount Assessed Amount Recovered. I Explanation 

ES $131.81 1 I Inadvertent Contractor error. ContJ:actor failed to pay the total. 
hourly rate due to a predeter:mined mcrease. Contractor corrected 
the error with paYment to workers. 

Diamond ES - Phase 2 $105.89 $105.&9 I Inadvertent Contractor error. Contractor failed to pay the total 
hourly rate due to a predetermined increase. CoIIl.LaCtor corrected 

error with l)3.vmeIl.t to workers 
Greenville ES ... Phase 2 $163.04 I Inadvertent Contractor error. Contractor failed to pay the total 

hourly rate due to a predetermined in.crease. Contractor corrected 
the error with 

$172.16 error. COntractor tailed to pay 
hourly rate due to a predetermined mcrease. CoIIl.LaCtor corrected 
the error with 

CarrIS­ 2 $1 Inadvertent Contractor error. Contractor failed to pay the total 
hourly rate due to a predetermined increase. Contractor corrected 
the error with 

2 Contractor error. Contractor failed to pay the total 
hourly rate due to a predeteIIllined increase. Conlractor corrected 
the error 

ES $128.80 Contractor error. Contractor failed to pay the total 
hourly rate due to a predetennined increase. Contractor corrected 
the mor with 

.60 

4 




Case Summary 

Please make a note of the Case Number. </ 

,Click here to access document images for thIs case, 

If this link fails, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 

the case number displayed on thIs page. 


Case Number: BC348729 

REFAAT HILMY MINA VS REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 


Filing Date: 03/09/2006 

Case Type: Othr Breach Contr/Warr-not Fraud (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: DismIssed - Other 12/21/2006 


Future Hearings 
None 

-.----.-.---­
Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

ATKINSON ANDELSON LOYA RUUD & ROMO - Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY - Cross-Defendant 

LONG MICHAEL G. ESQ. - Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

MINA REFAAT HILMY - Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Plaintiff/Petitioner's DBA 

REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT - Defendant and Cross-ComplaInant 

WATT TIEDER HOFFAR & FITZGERALD L.L.P. - Attorney for Cross-Defendant 

Case Informatton I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Please make a note of the Case Number. </ 

CHck here to access document images for this case. 

If this link falls, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 

the case number displayed on this page. 


Documents Flied (Filing dates listed In descendIng order) 



01/05/2007 Notice of Entry of Dismissal & PIS 

filed by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 


12/21/2006 Request and Entry of Dismissal (WITH PREJUDICE - ENTIRE ACTION 
) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

07/18/2006 Answer to Unverified Cross-Compl (OF HARTfORD fIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY) 
Filed by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 

07/10/2006 Proof of Service 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


06/22/2006 Statement-Case Management 

Filed by Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 


06/21/2006 Statement-Case Management 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


06/14/2006 Proof of Service 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


OS/22/2006 Summons Filed 

Filed by Attorney for Cross-Complainant 


05/17/2006 Answer to Cross-Complaint (BY X-DEFT REFAAT HILMY MINA, AN 
INDIVIDUAL DBA MINCO CONSTRUCTION) 
Flied by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 

04/26/2006 Answer and Cross-Complaint (of deft) 
Filed by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Com pi 

03/22/2006 Notice-Case Management Conference 
Flied by Clerk 

03/15/2006 Proof of Service (SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT PARTY 
SERVED:REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

03/09/2006 Complaint 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 

01/11/2007 at 08:30 am In Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
OSC RE Dismissal (AFTER SETTLEMENT) - Completed 



10/25/2006 at 08:30 am In Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
Conference-Post MediatIon Status - Completed 

07/07/2006 at 08:30 am In Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Completed 

Case Information I Partv Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding information 



'Michael G. Long (SBN 129771) 	 F I LED 
Christopher G. Morrow. Esq. (SBN 202865) ..·} WAIT, TIEDER. HOFFAR & FITZGERALD. L.L.P. 1,LOS ANOELSS SUPSRJOR COURT 
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5 	 Attorneys for PlainliffREFAAT HrLMYMmA. J. sO A,POTY 
an Individual dba MINCO CONSTRUCTION 

6 

7 	 9:14 
SUPERIOR COllRT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORN IA 

8 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

9 

10 
REFAAT HILMY MlNA. an Individual dba ) Case Number: BC348729 . 

11 MINCO CONSTRUCrrON ) 
) 

12 

13 

Plaintiff, 

VS. 

} 
) 
) 
) 

COMPLAINT AGAINST REDONDO 
BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL 
DISTIUCT 

14 

J5 

16 

17 

18 

REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL 
DISTRICT, a public entity: and DOES 1 
through J00; inclusive 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
), 
) 

eH/CAS£': BCJ<1tl729 lEAlPEfIt: 
RECEIPT #= ctH280104P47 
nATf PAID: 03/09JO~ a3:21:4l pn
PAYMENT: '320.00 0310 
REtfIIJEI); 

CMECf:, 
CASHt 
CHANGE, 
C!}RD: 

19 

20 Plaintiff Retaat Mina dba Minco Constrllction C'Minco") complains and alleges as follows: 

21 	 GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

22 1. Minco, at alJ times mentioned herein) was an individual doing business as Minco 
--I 

23 Construction, doing business in the Stale of California. and 1icensed to do business as a construction c:t:: 
Z 24 contractor by the Conlractors Slate License Board. license number 612429.-
c.D 25 2. Minco is infomled and believes. and on that basis alleges, that Defendant Redondo Beach-
t::r:: 26 . Unified School District ("RBUSD") is now, and at all times mentioned herein \Vas~ a public entity doing 
0 

27 business in the State of California. County oflos Angeles. 

28 3. Minco is Wlaware offhe true names or capacities. whether individual, corporate. associate 

COMPLAINT 
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or otherwise. of Defendants DOES 1 through 100. inclusive, and therefore sues them by such fictitious 

2 names, and leave ofcourt will be applied for when said names have been ascertained. 

3 4. At all times herein mentioned, each of the Defendants. including each of the Defendants 

4 	 sued herein as a DOE, was the agent or employee of each ofthe remaining Defendants, and in doing the 

acts herein al1eged was acting within the scope of said agency and employment. 

6 5. On or about June 16,2004, Minco and RBUSD and DOES 1 through 100 entered into a 

7 written contract ("Contract") whereby Minco agreed to serve as the general contractor on the public 

8 works project commonly known as Phase 2 of the Redondo Union High School Utility Infrastructure 

9 llpgrade ("Project"). A true and correct copy of the Agreement Fonn portion ofthe Contract is attached 

hereto as Exhibit "A" and made a part hereof. 

11 6. During Minco'8 performance of the Contract and prior to its completion. RBUSD 

12 improperly tenninated Minco's Contract on the ProjecL. 

13 7. Due to negotiations between Minco and RBUSD. the parties agreed to toU Minco's lime to 

14 file an administrative claim in accordance with Oovenullent Code section 900 et. seq. On or about 

December 21. 2005, and after the parties~ negotiations failed, Minco presented RBUSD with its 

16 administrative claim in accordance with Section 900. et seq. ofthe California Government Code. A true 

17 and COlTect copy of Minco's claim is attached hereto as Ex.hibit hB" and is incorporated into this 

18 Complaint by refet"ence as though sel forth in full. 

19 8. RBUSD denied Minco'8 claim in its entirety. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

21 (Breach of Contrad Against the RBUSD Defendants and 

22 DOES 1 through 100) 

23 9. Minco herein incorporates by reference as though set forth in full all allegations contained 

24 in paragraphs 1 through 8. inclusive. of this Complaint. 

10. Defendants RBUSD and DOES 1 through 100 have failed to perform their obligations 

26 	 . 'under the Contract and have breached the tenns and conditions of the Contract by. including but not 
,I 

27 'limited to: 


28 a. Improperly terminating Minco; 


2 
COMPLAINT 



b. Failing to timely pay Minco for the work performed on the Project; 

2 c. Failing to make a timely and complete payment ofretention; 


3 d. Failing to provide proper testing and inspections; 


4 e. Failing to provide complete and accurate plans and specifications: 


5 Failing to promptly perform obligations under the Contract; 


6 g. Requiring Minco to provide labor. services, equipment and materials other than those 


7 prescribed by the Contract without compensation therefore; 


8 h. Interfering with or otherwise disrupting. delaying andlor acceJerating Minco's performance 


9 ofwork on the Conlmct; 


to i. Failing to properly and competently administer the Project; 


11 j. failing to promptly review and approve valid change order requests; and 


12 k. Failing to execute change orders. 


[3 J1. Minco duly performed or was excused from perfonning a11 of the terms and conditions 


14 required on its part to be performed under the Contract. 


15 12. As 11 direct and proximate result of the aforementioned breache.s by Defendants RBUSD 


16 and DOES 1 through 100l Minco has incurred damages exceeding the jurisdictional limits of this Court~ 


17 inciuding costs and interest, plus statutory penalties and attorneys fees pursuant to California Public 


18 ConIracl Code section 7101. 


19 13. Tn order to present its claim and to prosecute this action, Minco has been compeUed to 


20 engage the law linn of Watt, Tieder. Hoffar & FitzgeraJd, L.L.P.~ to prosecute this action. Minco is 

21 entitled to be reimbursed :Jbr its reasonable attorneys' fees. 

22 WHEREFORE, Minco prays for reHefas hereinafter set forth. 

23 SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

24 (For Violation of Public Contract Code Section 7107 

25 Against Defendants RBUSD and DOES 1 Through 100) 

26 14. Minco herein incorporates by reference as though set forth in full all allegations contained 
! 

27 in paragraphs 1through 13. inclusive, ofthis Complaint. 

28 

3 
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15. Defendant RBUSD and DOES 1 through 1OO~ and each of them, had a legal duty to make 

2 timely payment of retention to Minco under the Contract pursuant to California Public Contract Code 

J Section 7107 ("Section 7107"). 

4 16. MINCO is infonned and believes and lhereon alleges that the Project was deemed 

completed in August 2005. the date defendant RBUSD accepted the work of improvement. Pursuant to 

6 Section 7107) Minco's retention was to be released to Minco no later than 60 days afte.r RBUSD accepted 

7 the work ofimprovement. 

8 17. Minco is infomled and believes and thereon alleges (hat Defendants violated Section 7107 

9 by failing and refusing to release Minco's retention. 

18. Section 7107 provides that if a public entity fails 10 timely pay retention to the original 

II contractor within 60 days, the public entity "shall be subject to a charge of 2 percent per month on the 

12 improperly withheld amount) in lieu of any interest otherwise due:' Minco hereby seeks payment of two 

13 percent per month for the period defendant RBUSD delayed payment of retention under Section 7107. 

14 19. Section 7107 further provides that if a public enlity fails to timely pay retention to the 

original contractor within 60 days. in any action for the collection of the fund wrongfully withheld, the 

16 original contractor shall be entitled to recover from the public entity its attorneys' fees and costs. 

J7 20. Minco has been compelled to engage the law firm of Watt} Tiederl Hoffar & Fitzgerald. 

18 L.L.P.} to prosecute this legal action. Pursuant to Section 7107. Minco is entitled to recover its attorneys~ 

t9 fees and costs paid to enforce prompt payment of retention under the .statute. 

WHEREFORE. Minco prays as follows: 

21 AS TO THE FlRST CAUSE OF ACTION: 

22 1. For general damages according to proof; 

23 2. For attorneys fees pursuant to Public Contract Code section 7107; 

24 3. For interest; and 

4. For costs. 

26 AS TO TIlE SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION; 

27 1. For reasonable attorneys fees incurred in connection with this action; and 

28 2. For a charge of2 percent per month pursuant to Public Contract Code section 1+07. 

4 
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1 AS TO ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

:.2 1. For such other and further relict'as the Court may deem just and proper. 

3 Dated: March '1.2006 WAIT, TIEDER. HOFFAR 

& FIT GERALD, L.L.P. 


4 


By:,~__~~~______________
6 


ic 1G. Lo g
lstopher G. Morrow7 


Attorney for Plaintiff 
REFAAT HILMY MINA.8 

an Individual dba MINCO CONSTRUCTION 

fl99097vt9 
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12 
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14 


16 


17 


18 


19 


21 


22 


23 


24 


26 


27 


28 
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I 	 AGREEMENT FORM 

I 	 THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this,.lL'l'Hday (It: JUNE , , 2004 in the County of Los 
AmgeJes of the State ofCaJifornia; by and between the REDONDO BBACH UNIFIBD SCHOOL 
n1STRJCT, hereinafter oalled the "DISTRICT", andMlNOO CONSmUCTION • hereinafterI c8lled the uCONTRACTOR", 

WITNESSEm that the DISTRICT and the CONTRACTOR for the consideration stated herein
I 	 agree as follows: 

ARTICLE I - SCOPE OF WORK: The CONTRACTOR shall furnish aU labor, materials,

I equiprnont. tools, and utility and transportation services. and perform Md complete aU work 
required jJl coJUlection with Redondo lh:dQn High SohooJ,QgUty lnfrastructt.u:e Phase 2 in sfrict 
a~rdance with the.contract docwnents enumerated in ArtioJe 1 below. The CONTRACTOR

I shall be liable to the DISTRICT for any damages arising as a result of a failure to comply with 
that obligation. and the CONTRACTOR shalf not be excused with respect fo any failure to so 
comply by an act or omlssi,on of the Arohitecr~ Engineer, Inspector, Division of the State

I At!cbfteot (DSA)I or recpresentative of any oftbetn, \Ulless suoh act or omission actually prevents 
tho CONT.RACTOR from fully compJyIng with the contract documents and the CONTRACTOR 
pretests, in accordance with tho contract documents, that the act or omission is preventiQg the

I C0NTRACTOR from fully complying with the cQntract documents. Such protest shall not be 
effective unless reduced to writing and filed with the DISTRICT office 'witltin seven (1) days of 
the dato of occurrence of such aot or omiss1on preventing the CONTRACTOR from fully 
complying with the Contract Doouments. 

, .I . 

I 
qTlCLE 2 .. TIME OF COMPLETION: The DISTRICT may give notice to proceed within 

~ (3) months of the a~ of the bid by the) DISTRICT. Once. the CONTRACTOR has 


'ved a notice to proceed, the CONTRACTOR shall complete the work within..»X SW'. 5" ~004. ~t'--'
· calendar'days from receipt of the notice to procead. It is expressly understood that time is . 
;'~ .afthe CSsetlcc.I , 

In the event that the DISTRIct desires to postpone giving the notice to proceed beyondI this three (3) month period, it is expressly understood that with reasonable notice to the 
. CONTRACTOR. giving the notice to proceed may be postponed by the DISTRICT. It is further

/ eXpressly understood by the CONl'RACTOR, that the CONTRACTOR shP11 not be entitled to 
' tUlY. olaim ofadditional oom~atio.n as a result ofthe DISTRICT's postponement ofgiving the 

1, noUce to proceed,' " . 


. If (be CONTRACTOR beHeves that a postponement will oause hardsh!P ,to it, ther.j COJfI'RACTORmaytetminate the ~ntraot'wlth written notice to the DISTRICT WIthin ten (to) 
I dart( after receipt by tl!.o CONTRAcToR of the DISTRICT's notice of postponement.• It is 
I fucQier understood by tho CONTRACTOR that in the event that the CONTRACTOR terJU1J1ate8

[
I the ~OJltmct as a resuit of postponement by the DISTRICT, the DISTRICT shall only be 

..oblfiated to pay the CONTR.ACTOR for the work performed by the CONTRACTOR at the time 
,en ~tlfioation .of P9.stponem~nt. Should the, CONTRA~OR terminate the contract as a result 

b 



r . 
f 
1 ... 

ofa notfc~ ofpostponement, the DISTRICT shailltave the authority to award the contraot to the 

next lowest responsibJe bjdder, 


ARTICLE 3 .. LIQUIDATED DAMAGES: It being impractioable and infeasible to detennine 

the amount of aotual damage, it is agreed that tho CONTRACTOR will pay the DISTRICT the 

sum ofTwo Thousand Five Hundred dollars ($2.500.00) per oalendar day for each and every day 

of delay beyond the time set forth in Article 2 of thIs Agreement for completing said work as 

liquidated ~amagos and not as a penalty or forfeiture, In the event the same is not paid, the 

CONTRACTOR further agrees that the DISTRICT may deduct such amount thereof from any 

money due or that may become due the CONTRACTOR under the contract. This Article shall 

not be construed 88 preventing the DISTRICT from the recovery of damages under provjsions of 

the contract doouments. 


ARTICLE 4 • CONTRACT PRICE: The DISTRICT shaU pay to the CONTRACTOR as full 
consideration for the faithful perionnance of the contractdubject to any additions or deductions 
as provided in tho contract documents, the BUIp. of !Illl 10 Eig t un Se ent sev,roo [X) 

DOLLARS ($ 2 877 , 170! 00 ' ), said sum being e tota amo\Ult stIpulate in t er 

proposal. Payment shall be made as'set forth in the Genera] Conditions. 

Should any Change Order result in an inorease in the contracf price, the cost of such 

Change Order shall be agreed to in advanoo by tho CONTRACTOR and the DISTRlCT, subject 

t~ the monotaly limitations set forth in Publio Contraot'Code Section 20118.4. In the event that 

tile CONTRACTOR proeeeds with a change in work without an agreement between tho 

DISTRICT ftnd CONTRACTOR. regarding the cost of a Change OrderJ the CONTRACTOR 

waives any olaim ofadditional compensation for such addi~onaJ work. 


i 
, 

ARTICLE 5 .. HOLD HARMLESS AGREEMENT:' CONTRACTOR snail defend. iinde~ and hold hannless DISTRICT, Architeot. Inspector, the State of Califontia and their 
omcers. employees, agents and independent contractors from aJlliabiIitics, olaims, actio.Q8, liens) 
judgments, 4emands, damages, losses, costs or expenses of. any kind arising from death, personal 
injury) property damage or other oause based or asserted upon any aot, omission, or breach 
connected with or arising from the progress of Work or perfonnance of service under this 
Agreement or tho Contraot Docwncnts. As part'ofthis indemnity, CONTRACTOR shaH protect 
and dotbnd, at its own expense, DISTRICT, Architeot, Inspeotor, the State ofCalifornia and their 
OfliCCf8. employecs, Bgonts and independent oontraotors ti'om any legaJ action including 
attorneys fees or other proceedlng based upon suoh act. omission, or breach. ( 

Furthermore, CONTRACTOR agrees to and does hereby defend, indemnify and hoM 
I 

Ihannless DISTRICT, AroJUteot, Inspeotor, the State of California. and their offioers, employees, 
1ag$llts and independent contractors from every claim or demand made, and every liability, loss. 

damas~, expense or attorneys fees of any nature whatsoever, which mey be incurred by reason ..! I 
of: I 

I 1 

~la) Liabmty for (1) death or bodiJy iqjwy to persons; (2) damage or injury to~ Joss . I 
I 
: I 

j.including tlioft), or loss of usc of, any propertYi (3) any failure or alleged faiJure to r 
~?mply·with any provision of Jawor the Contraot Doournen.tsj or ~4) any o~8r lo~s, I

• 
I 

~amage or expense, sustained by any person, finn or cOlporation or m cormecllon with 
" .j

" I 
I 
i 
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I 

I 
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I 

I 

I ' 

.. 

the Work called for in this Agreement or the Contract Documents, except for Jiability 
resulting from tbe sole or active negligence, or the wiJlful misconduct of the DISTRICT. 

(b) Any bodi Iy injury to or death ofpersons or damage to property caused by any act, 
omission or breach of CONTRACTOR or any person. finn or corporation employed by 
CONTRACTOR, either directly or by independent contract, including all damages or 
jnJury tOt loss (includIng theft), or Joss ofuse of, any property, sustained by any person, 
finn or corporation, including the DISTRICT. arising out of or in any way connected 
with Work covered by this Agreement or the Contract Documents, whether said injUly or 
damage occurs either on or off DISTRICT property, but not for any loss, injury, death or 
damages caused DY the sole or active negligence or wiUful misconduct of the DISTRfCT. 

(0) Any dispute between CONTRACTOR and CONTRACTOR's 
Buboonb:aotors/supplicslsureties, including. but not limited to) any failure or alleged 
failure of the Contractor (or any person hired or employed directly or indirectly by the 
Contl'actor) to pay any Subcontraotor or MaterlaJman of any tier or any other person 
employed in connection with the Work andlor filing ofany stop noUce or mechanic's lien 
claims. 

CONTRACTOR, at its own expense, cost, and risk, shan defend any rutd all claims, 
aotions, suits, or other proceedings that may be brought or instituted against the DISTRICT, its 
officers, agents Of employees, on any such claim or Ilability, and shall payor satisfy any 
judgment that may be rendered against the DISTRICT, its officers, agents or employees in any 
action, suit or other proceedings as a result thereat 

ARTICLE 6 .. PROVISIONS REQUIRED BY LAW: Each and every provision of Jaw and 

cIa\1Se required to be inserted In this contract shaIl be deemed to be inserted herein, and this 

Comtract shall be read and enforced 88 though it were included herein, and if through mistake or 

otherwise any suoh provision is not inserted or is not insert~ correctly, then upon applioation of 

either party the contract shall forthwith be physioally amended to make such insertion or 

correotion. 


AR.TICLE 7 - COMPONENT PARTS OF THE CONTRACT: The Contract entered into by 
this Agreement consists of the foJlowing Contract Documents, aJl of which are component parts 
ofthe Contract as ifherein sot out in fulJ or attached hereto: 

Notice Inviting Bids 

Instructions to Bidders 

Designation ofSubcontractors 

Non-Collusion Affidavit 

Bid Ouamtttee Bid Form 

Bid Bond 


. BidFonn 

£1 Ccntiactor's Certificate Regarding Worker's Compensation 

.~ Acknowledgment ofBidding Practices Indemnity.
6 Agreement Fonn 

l) Payment Bond 

J 
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I 

I ~ .. Supplementar,y ari~ Sp'~j;U:C~nditio~~ ." ..' ::. , " 

. I :Specjfio~ti()u:I•..".: ' ., :..1:,.:, ;.. . "," 


AJI Addoilda as ISBued
I .; :Drawmg;'(ffappJ{oablo):Ui' .. '. :' 

" '" SubstitudoJ\.Requcst.pomr /.... ..... , ." .... , .' .... , 


.,.: ':I:.abor Compliance Ptograh) \,;, ,.' ,,'.. ... ,':.', ,"" :,.~ ", 

t *~.~ ·.~.,Io .'Jt~: ·.0 .,I:.t -ljOS:. "tf} <J»(1,=,: "l,.l"ll "',.' \i,t:,·:.J;:ifAtfi.\2:, .' ". ·t·# • .1 

I 
AlJ,of.th,,:atxiyo:ruunc~ <;Ontr!torDo,~ument8:ft1'e ~tendc4:iQ.ke Complementary. ,Work required 
by-one oftho above named Contract Doouments and not by others shall be done as ifrequired by 
all, , ..... . 
~i.~,·..l:' I::. !<.<i:: VI,:l ~ill'~;l"tt ii:lti2 .~I.th .[i~t'J ,U;l,n 11l?JNri.:>~!iin'i1.Q~i:t~ I • •:11.'" ......\.: : 
A.B.TICJfE!8. ~..r.J;UUY4ILING;iWr.t\qE~uoW~g~:R\f," ~,Projcct shall be in.accordanceI 	 Yd~~.8el1em1.Pf~R~g.n~q.!pt1#I11fd,.a)UJl~.9~~I'l'· ,.~Q.l,e loctPfty in whic~.the work is 
to bo·p.erfozw..cd,fof'tnW,~~tclassfff~tJon;rbll){P. r;n:oeded,to execute thes eODtI'a;Ct as 
detennlned by the. Dlroctor of tho Dcpartment1o(.JlJi .. ~Jat!on81" Copies. of schedules of 

I 
I ~ SO determined by the Dfreotol' of the Departrnont 'of,Jfi~ustrlal Relations are on file at the 

~vc.~io.mQo{ of;! thehlDIS.111U~ ahd'~ hrC~alt(mavftnftbl& from· the . Director of the 
Departmmit otId~usbial ReJationsl'!O!If). i.d ii '::'1 l';;;·i_!~iy;~);"~:jfll:.i!:· : 'I .:, '. ' 

I :101,,i't,l l~fJ' ..ul,·~tl (I/lil . ':;""~11i b~Jlml·.'''I' .....~.: ,. 11·.:Ulll:·:·), It·.• ,'·' ',,; '. ". . 

The folJowtOg atp:herebY,referonced.and· madQ a·part;oitwa Agreenwnt and CONTRACTOR 
stipulates to the provisIons containod .tb~rein/ .. . t.:: :.!', !ll' '. . . .., .I 

1. Chapter 1 ofP8l1 7 ofDivision 2 ofthe Lab.or.Cpde (Seotion 1720 et seq.) 
: ;.:;'.ll'· ·."1o·fim,':J ~/! ~ I'~~)J..>t.n11; \:,) :.t} I " ;·fO ·i~:J::U:(~. '1'... . ::•• :, , ' ' I 	 J, I ,,2.,..h I..eanto,mtl\ .Codo, Q(~08W~~PWJ, .:rJtJ~,B;·~bllpt~,8, Subohapters ,3 & ~, (Section 


. J~OOO et seq.) ·,':'·,,·.IJ ,,',':":';1)'J ,'.. :'!Ii~ .I~ ~l " •• ' .. " :' 

'. .... . ........ 

. 3. Tha DISTRICT's Labor Complianco~Program .. .. :;~i~.. \ . ; ·~d· •.' ~I 	 ,. . .. .. . . ~., 	 ..
!+.:... 	 .. .:. "....... J".".. t......... t. -.. ,.... ,~::l£s ..',: ::".-.;1 " •• ;.~ 


AR!rl~ 9>:, .~P.lID AWIT.:. Jp ~~I\f:~:,mth.k<l9~9A'OO}.cml; Cp4~;;§P.9«o~. 8546.7,

I .' records of both. tho'DISTRICT an~ th~,.C04l..L"-t1.CTo.~~fl;iEW·/~~: sul;df'9~. to...t?xaminatlon and 
audit by the Auditor General for a poriod o/three (3) )'ellri''aft~ ~al paY.ll1ent. : ~ , 
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I 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement has been duly executed by the above named 
parties, on the day and year fust above written. 

REDONDO SCHOOL CONTRACTOR: }OUNCe CONSTRUCrION 
DISTRICT...--~-' 

By:,________~~__________ 
Type or Printed Name 

D,ned: JON!!: 16, 2004 
Title (Authorized Officers or Agents) 

(CORPORATE SEAL) 
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MICHAEL O. LONG. (S8N l29771) 

CHRISTOPHER G. MORROW (SBN 202865) 


2 WATT, TIEDER, HOFFAR & FITZOERALD. L.L.P. 

2040 Main Street. Suite 300 


3 Irvine. California 92614 

(949) 852-6700 FAX: (949) 261-0771 


4 


Attorneys for Claimant 

RBPAAT MlNA doing business as MINCO CONSTRUCTION 


6 

7 

8 

9 

11 REFMT MINA doing business as MINCO ) GOVERNMENT CODE CLAIM BY 
CONSTRUCTION, ) REFAAT MINA doing business as 


12 ) MINCO CONSTRUCTION 

Claimant, ) 


13 ) 

)
vs. 

14 ) 

REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL ) 


)DISTRICT. 
) 


16 Respondent. ) 

) 


17 	 -----------------) 
18 

19 TO: 	 Mr. Todd Loewenstein, or the 
Secretary or Clerk ofthe 
Redondo Beach Unified School District 
1401 Inglewood Avenue 21 
Redondo Beach, CA 90278 

22 
23 REFAAT MINA doing business as MINCO CONSTRUCTION C'ClaimantU or \~Minco") hereby 

24 presents this claim to the Redondo Beach Unified School District ("RBUSO") pursuant to Seclions 900 M 

~ ofthe CaHtbmia Government Code. 

26 /11 

27 III 

28 III 

GOVERNMENT CODE CLAIM BY MINCO CONSTRUCTION ~d 4... \t\3 
qy., '-" c.:.'.:: \f 



1 1. The name, address and telephone number of Claimant is as foJlows: 


2 
 REFAAT MINA doing business as MINCO CONSTRUCfION 


3 1214 W. 255th Street , 

Harbor City. CA 90710 

(310) 534-25044 

S The name, address and telephone number to which Claimant desires notices to be sent is as 

6 follows: 


7 

Christopher Morrow, Esq. 

WATT, TrEDER, HOFFAR & FITZGERALD, L.L.P.
8 
2040 Main Street, Suite 300 

Irvine, California 92614
9 
PHONE: (949) 852-6700 


10 FAX: (949) 261-0771 


11 3. This claim arises out of a prime contract between Claimant and RBUSD concerning the 


12 construction of the project known as Phase 2 of the Redondo Union High School Utility Infrastrocture 


13 Upgrade (UProject") located at 631 Vincent Park, Redondo Beach, county of Los Angeles, California 


14 90277. The contract was entered into on or about June 16,2004. 


IS 4. Claimant contends that RBUSD, among other things. (1) has failed to properly grant 


16 contractual time extensions for events and delays for which Claimant was entitled to suoh time 


17 extensions; (2) has failed to fully compensate Claimant for cosfs andlor expenses and/or amounts 


18 otherwise due and payable by RBUSD to Claimant; (3) improperly tenninated Claimant's contract on the 


19 Project: and (4) has otherwise failed to adequatelY compensate Claimant for damages suffered for which 


20 RBUSD is responsible. 


21 s. Claimant believes that at least the following individuals from RBUSD may have 


22 knowledge ofthe events and/or claim issues: Vince Madsen, Al Duhon and Robert Paulson. 


23 6. The events and issues upon which Claimant's claim is premised have been previously 


24 described and presented to RBUSD. As a result of the events described herein. which constitute a breach 

n 

25'~ of contract by RBUSD, Claimant has been damaged in an amount that exceeds the sum of ten thousand . . 
I 

26U dollars ($10.000.00). In addition, Claimant contends that~ because RBUSD has wrongfully withheld 
q 

27.; progress payments andlor retention money, RBUSD has liability to Claimant under California's Prompt ,.. 
28 t; Payment statutes. 
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http:10.000.00


. . 


7. Because the claim exceeds the sum of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00), it would not be a 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

limited civil case. 

Oated: December~. 2005. WAIT, TlEDER, HOFFAR 
& FITZGERALD, L.L.P. 

BY: 
fYJAAh _ --' 
~-q~------
Christopher G. Morrow, Esq. 
Attorneys for CJaimant REFAATMINA doing 
business us MrNCO CONSTRUCTION 
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·. 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

2 STATEOFCALIFORNIA ) 
) 

3 COUNTY OF ORANGE ) 

4 I am employed in the County of Orange. State of California. 1am over the age of 18 and not 
5 party to the within action; my business address is~ 2040 Main Street, Suite 300, Irvjne~ Cali fornia 92614. 

6 I am readiJy familiar with the firm's practice for collection and processing correspondence fo 
mailing, and, in the ordinary course of business, the correspondence would be deposited with the Unit 

7 State Postal Service on the day on which it is collected at the business. I am aware tbat on motion ofth 
8 party served, service is presumed invalid if the postal cancellation date or postage meter date is mor 

than one day after the date of deposit for mailing stated in the proofof service. 

9 On December 23, 2005, I served the foregoing document{s) described as GOVERNMEN 
10 CODE CLAIM BY REFMT MINA doing business as MINCO CONSTRUCTION on th 

interested party(s) as follows: 
11 

Mr. Todd Loewenstein, or the Terry T. Tao. Esq. 

12 Secretary or Clerk of the Atkinson~ Andelson, Loya, Ruud & Romo 


Redondo Beach Unified Schoo] District l7S71 Park Plaza Drive, Suite 200 
13 140 I Inglewood Avenue Cerritos, California 90703-8591 

14 Redondo Beach, C A 90278 


15 	 [XI lBY MArL only to Terry Tao, Esq.) I caused such envelope(s} with postage thereon ftll] 
prepaid to be placed in the United States mail at Irvine. California. 

16 
17 	 [X] (BY CERTIFIED MAIL only to Todd Loewenstein) I caused such envelope(s) with postaS 

thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the United States mail at Irvine, California. 

18 
[] (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) I caused such envelope(s) to be delivered to an overnigh 

19 delivery carrier with delivery fees provided for, addressed to the person(s) on whom it is to be served. 

20 [J (BY FACSIMILE) I served the parties listed on the attached service list by facsimile on the fa. 
21 numbers listed below each of the parties. 

22 [XJ (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that th 
above is true and correct. 

23 
Executed on December 23. 2005. at Irvine. CalilQm~li)(::tlkj{lll£ 

LlsaM. Lowe 

#97017 



FOR COUR.TUSI1 ONi.Y 
l!IJ..'';l1cl~l G. Long, Esq. (SSN 129771) 

Christopher G. Morrow, Esq. (SSN 202865)

Watt, Tieder, Hoffar & Fitzgerald/ L.L.P. 

2040 Main Street, Suite 300 
 FILED 
Irvine, CA 92614 LOS ANGELES SUPBRIOR 

TflEPHOIlENo.: 949/852-6700 FAAI/O. 949-261-0711 
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STREETAODRESs.lll N. Hill Street 
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¢ITVANOZll>COOE Los Angeles 90012 

CASE NAME: 	 Beach USD 

Complex Case DeslgnaUon 
Counter D Joinder 

Flied with first appearance by defendant 
(Cal, Rules of rule 181 

1. Check: one box belOW for the case type that best descrlbes this case: 
Aulo Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Utigatlon
D Aulo (22) Bleach of contrac\fWarranty (06) (oal. Rulo8 of Court. rulll&1800-1812) 

o Uninsured motorlsl (48) Collections (09) o AntitrusVTrade regulalion (OO) 
Olhor PIIPDIWD (Personallnjury/Property Insurance coverage (18) D Conslruollon defect (10} 
DamagtlWrong(ul C&ath) Tort Other contraot (31) D Ma$S tort (-to) 
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D 	Olher PI/PDIWD l23} Wrongful evlellon (~3) above listed provisionally complex cllse 

types (41)Non.PIIPDIWD (Other) 'Tort 	 Olher reaf property (26) 

o Business toItlunfair business practice (07) Unlawful Detainer &nfO(Cilment of Judgment 

D Civil rights (OS) 0 Commercial (31) o Enforcement ofJudgment (20)

D Defamation (13) D ResIdential (32) Miscellaneous Clyll Complaint 


D fraud (1S) D Drugs (38) RICO (27) . 

D Intelleclual property (19) Judicial Review Olber complalnl (not $poc/Ii(;d above) (42) 

D ProfessIonal negligence (25) D Asset forfeiture (OS) Miscellaneous Civil Petition 

o Other nOIl·PIIPDIWO tost (35) 0 PetIlion re: 8rbltrsllon award (11) D 	 Partnership and corporato governance (21) 

o Writ of mandate (02) o Other pelUlon (riot $p6c10ed above, (43)
D Olher JudicIal review (39) 

2. 	 Ii IJ[] Is not complex under rule 1800 of the Callromla Rules of Court. If the esse Is complex, mark the 
laCl[QI§UGI(1UII'lng excepllonal judicial management: 

number of separately represented partIes d. 0 Large number ofwitnesses 
Extensive motion practice raisIng difficult or novel e. D Coordination withrelated actions pending In one armors courts 
issues that will be tlme·consumlng to resolve In other counties, states. or countries, or In a federal court 

c. Substantial amount of documentary evidence f. Substanlial postjudgment Judicial supervision 
3. 	 Typo of remedies Gought (check 81/ that apply): 

e. lJO monetary b. D nonmonetary; declaratory or Injunctive relief c. 0 punitive
--1 4. Number of causes of action (specify): Two 
c:::(' 5. This case fs 00 Is not a class acUon suit. 
~ 6. If there are any known rela1ed cases, fila and serve a notice of related ca e. (You 

~Date: .. 
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! 	 NOTICE - • Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the fbt paper filed In the action or proceeding (except small claims casSS or cases fileda:: und\ar Ihe Plobate Code. Family Code, orWelfare and Institullons Code). (Cal. Rules of Court. rule 201.8,) Failure to file mayo resdil In sanctIons. 
• File~hlS COver sheet In addition to any cover sheet required by local court ruls, 
• If th esse Is complex under rule 1800 at seq. of Ihe California Rules of Cour1. you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all 

oth parties to the action or proceeding. 
• 	 nl s ~hh; Is a com lex case this covar sheet will be use for statistical IJ oses onl • P£ • t ora 
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SIlOR. TITL!!: CASE NUMBER 

Minco v. Redondo Beach 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION 
CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION 

This fonn Is required pursuant to LASe Local Rule 2.0 In all new civil case filings In the Los Angeles Superior Court. 
Item I. Check the types of hearing and flU In the estimated length of hearing expected for this case: 

JURY TRIAL? 'V 'ES CLASS ACTION? • 'es LlMrreD CASE?· 'ES TIME ESTIMA'rEO FOR TRIAL1:.!.....-· ~OURSI\' eAYS. 
Item II. Select the correct district and courthouse location (4 sleps - If you checked "LImited Case", skip to Item III. Pg. 4): 
Step 1: After first compleUng the Civil Case Cover Sheet Form, find the main civil case cover sheet heading for your case in 
the left margin below, and, to the right In Column A, the CIvil Case Cover Sheet oase type you selected. 
Step 2: Check Q!!! Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case. 
Step 3: In Column C, olrcle the reason for the court location choice that applies to the type of action you have checked. 
For any exception to the court location, see Los Angeles Superior Court Local Rule 2.0. 

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (see Column C below) 
must be filed In the ~UlllyCourthouse, Central Districl. S. of property. or permanehl/y garaged whlcle. 

2. May Central (Other county. or no Bodily InjurylProparty Damage). 7, ~ere petilloner resides. • 
3. L 0 causa of aollon arose. S. L ereln defendanll~&potldent functions wholly.
4. Location wharo bod~y (nJul)'. death ordamage ocewred. Q. l W ero one or more of the l!3!1leueslde. 
5. LO<;;ition where petformanoo requIred or defendant resides. 10. l of ltl!)o, Commlssitlllst OJffCe. 


Step 4..Fill in the Informallon reQuested on page 4 In Item III' complete Item IV. Sign the deciaratlon. 
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Personal Injury 
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Projle!1y Damage 1 .. 2 .. 4.assault. vandalism, etc.)
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~t! , Fraud tie,~e'. • ·A6013 fraud (no contract) 1.,2.• 3. 
~ c. I 
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Professional - -A6017 legal MelPl8.ctlce 1.,2.• 3. 
Negligence 
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SHORfTITle 

Minco v. Redondo Beach 

A B 

Civil Case Cover Shoet Typo of Action 


Category No. (Check only one) 


• tA61S1 Writ- Administrative Mandamus 

Wdl ofMandale 
 - tA6152 Writ - Mandamus on Umlled Court Case Matter 

(02) • -A6U3 Writ· other tlmited Couct Case Review 

OIlIer Judlclal Revl8\\t 
• -A6150 Other Writ IJlldlclal Review(391 

AnUtruslfrrade 
Regulallon (03) • IAoooa AnIlIrusVTredt RegulaUQn 

Consll\lClil)n Defect (10) 
• ·A6007 Conslructlon de1ett 

ClalmslnvoMng Mass 
• -MOO6 ClaIms (nvoMng M!J$$ TOI11011(40) 

Securilies liligalion (28) • -A6ooG Securltles lItigatlQll Calill 

ToldcTort 
Toxic Tort/EnvlronmenlalEnvironmental (301 • 'A6ooG 

Insurance Coverage 
Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only)Clalm$ rrom Complex - 'A6014 


Case {41} 


• -ASf41 Sisler State Judgment 

• -A6160 Abslratt of Judf}mentEnroroemenl 
of Judgment • -ASt07 Comuslon of Judgment (non-domesllc felallen$) 

(20) • -A6141) Adminlst(allve Agency Awerd (notunpafd laxes) 

• IMH4 PeUtiOll/Certificale for Enlly ofJudgment on Unpaid Tax 

, 'A6112 Other Enforcement orJudgment Case 

RleO(27) - -A6oo3 Recklltellritlg (RICO) Case 

I 'A6030 Declaratory Relief Only 

Other Complalnls 
 • -A6040 InJum:Uvt Relief Only (nol domosllcJharlissmenl)

(Nol Specified Above) 
• 'AB011 Other CommerCIal Compla/nt CaS(! (non.(Qtl/non-complex) 

(42) 
Other Civil Complaint (non-laNnon·complex}• '''0000 
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OIlIer Pelitlcns 


(No! Specl1ied Above) Eledion Contest
• -A6190~ 
- (43) • -A6110 P&Ullon for Change of Name 
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2.• 8. 
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SH(lRTTITlfi: CASE NUMBER 


~finoo v. Redondo Beach 


Item III. statement of Location: Enterthe address of the accident, party's residence or place ofbusiness, performance, or 
othercircumstance Indicated In Item II., Step 3on Page 1. as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected. 

REASON: CHECK THE NUMBER UNDER COLUMN C ADDRESS: 	 r\"LJ :i/!,.\fh f1~"Yb(1 S
INHICH APPLIES IN THIS CASE 

LoS. ~~~ GltoI'L 
• ' .• I."';.· 4.· 8.· e.· f.· 8.· I.- '0. 

CllY: ISTATE' l2:iPcooe: 

nem IV. Declaration ofAssignment: I declare under penalty of pe~u'Y under the laws of the Slate of CalifOrnIa that the foregoing Is 

true and correct and that the above-entitled matter is properly filed for assIgnment to 1he Stanley Mosk courthouse In the 

Central District of the los Angeles Superior Court (Code Civ. Proc., § 392 at seq•• and LASC local Rule 2.0, 

subds. (b). (c) and Cd}). \ 

Dated; March 9, :1006 

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

1. 	 Original Complaint or Petition. 

2. 	 If filing a ComplaInt, a completed Summons form for Issuance by the Clerk. 

3. 	 Civil Casa Cover Sheetfonn CM·010. 

4. 	 Complete Addendum to CMI Case Cover Sheet form CIV 109. 03·04 (use latest tevlslon) 

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

6. 	 Signed order appointing the Guatdlan ad Utem. JC form 982(a)(27). if the plaintiff or petitioner is a minor 
under 16 years of age, or If required by Court. 

7. 	 Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Coples of the cover sheetand this addendum 
must be served along wnh the summons and complaint, or other Initiating pleading in the case. 

o...,. 
;;; 

'; " 
, 

l 

I 
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Case Summary 

Case Number: NC041558 

VAHEN ISSAGHOLIAN VS. MINCO CONSTRUCTION ET AL 


Filing Date: 10/11/2005 

Case Type: Other Employment Complaint (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed - Other 01/17/2007 


------.--------------------~---------Future Hearings 
None 

Documents Flied I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

ISSAGHOLIAN VAHEN - Plaintiff 

KADE & ASSOCIATES - Attorney for Plaintiff 

LAWRENCE G. KEPIRO LAW OFFICES OF - Attorney for Defendant 

MINA REFAAT (DOE 1) - Defendant 

MINAKO CONSTRUCTION INC - Defendant 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Defendant 

SCHLACKMAN MARVIN 1. - Arbitrator 

Case Information I Party InformaUoD J Proceeding Information 

Documents Filed (Filing dates listed in descending order) 

03/14/2007 MIscellaneous-Other 
Flied by CLERK 

01/23/2007 Order (RE: JURY FEES SIGNED AND FILED. BAIL REFUND # 623370 
ISSUED ON 1/29/07. CONFORMED COPIES SENT TO AnY VIA AnY SERV BOX ON 
1/30{07. ) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

01/19/2007 Declaration (AND ORDER RE: ADVANCE JURY FEES RECEIVED AND 
GIVEN TO DEPT 88C. ) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 



01/17/2007 Request for Dismissal (W/PREJUDICE AS TO: ENTIRE ACTION) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

12/20/2006 Notice (OF DEPOSIT OF JURY FEES. ) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

10/25/2006 Request-Trial de Novo 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant 

10/05/2006 Award-Arbitrator (IN FAVOR OF VAHEN ISSAGHOLIAN AND AGAINST 
MINCO CONSTRUCTION AND MINCO CONSTRUCTION INC, JOINT AND SEVERAL 
LIABILITY IN THE AMOUNT OF $143/078.00 ) 
Flied by Arbitrator 

06/20/2006 Notice-Assignment-Arbitrator 
Filed by ADR Clerk 

06/16/2006 Statement-Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

05/11/2006 Miscellaneous-Other (REPORT TO THE COURT RE: THE AT- ISSUE 
STATUS OF ALL PARTIES) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

05/11/2006 Request for Dismissal-Partial (W/OUT PREJUDICE AS TO: DEFT. 
MINCO CONST. ONLY) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

05/11/2006 Notice of Continuance 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

04/04/2006 Answer to Complaint Filed 
Filed by Attorney for Defendant 

03/01/2006 Statement-Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant 

02/24/2006 Notice (OF CMC ) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

02/24/2006 Statement·Case Management 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

01/24/2006 Amendment to Complaint (DOE 1: REFAAT MINA) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

01/09/2006 Answer to Complaint Flied 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant 

12/22/2005 Rtn of Service of Summons & Compl (AS TO: MINCO 
CONSTRUCTION) 

http:143/078.00


Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

10/11/2005 Notice-Case Management Conference 
Flied by CLERK 

10/11/2005 Complaint Flied 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 

01/18/2007 at 08:30 am In Department BEA88C, Roy L. Paul, Presiding 
Final Status Conference - Order of Dismissal 

11/14/2006 at 08:30 am In Department BEA88C, Roy L. Paull Presiding 
Post-Arbitration Status Conference (ARBITRATION TO BE COMPLETED BY10-11-06) 
- Court Makes Order 

11/13/2006 in Department ADRO, ADR Neutral, Presiding 
Closed-ADR (09/28/06MARVIN SCHLACKMAN, ARBITRATOR [R]) - Filed-Request~ 
TON-Defendant 

06/19/2006 at 08:30 am In Department SEA88C, Elizabeth Allen White, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Election to Arb - $25,000-50,000 

05/08/2006 at 08:30 am In Department BEA88C, Elizabeth Allen White, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Matter Is continued 

03/10/2006 at 08:30 am In Department SEA88Cr Elizabeth Allen White, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management (ALS01 esc RE POS) - Matter is continued 

12/27/2005 at 08:30 am in Department BEA88C, Elizabeth Allen White, Presiding 
eSC-Failure to File Proof of Servo - Matter Is contInued 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: VC056793 

GCI CONSTRUCTION, INC. VS. MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION, ET-AL 


Filing Date: 07/22/2010 

Case Type: Other REal Property Rights Case (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: DismIssed - Other 12/13/2010 


Future Hearings 

02/16/2011 at 08:30 am in department Fat 12720 Norwalk Blvd., Norwalk, CA 

90650 

Order to Show Cause (RE ENTRY Of, DEFAULT/DEFAULTJUDGMENT ON THE X· 

COMPLTPER MIO 12-01-10) 


Documents Filed I Proce~ding Information 

Parties 

CALIFORNIA STATE OF - Defendant 

CERRITOS COMMUNITY COLLEGE - Defendant 

GCI CONSTRUCTION INC. - Plaintiff 

HAUSMAN & SOSA LAW OFFICES OF - Atty for Defendant and Cross·Compl 

INT'L BUSINESS & MECANTILE REASSURANCE CO - Defendant 

INT'L FIDELITY ISNSURANCE COMPANY· Defendant 

MINA REFAAT HILMY - Cross-Defendant 

MINAKO AMERICAN CORPORATIN - Defendant/Cross-Defendant 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Defendant/Cross-Defendant 

OLD REPUBLIC GENERAL INSURANCE CORP. - Defendant and Cross-Complainant 

PUBLIC AGENCY LAW GROUP LAW OFFICES OF - Attorney for Defendant 

PURCELL D. PAUL LAW OFFICES - Attorney for Plaintiff 

Case Information ! Party Information I Proceeding Information 



Documents Flied (F!ling dates listed In descending order) 

02/02/2011 Request for Correc~ion (DEF REC: 12-29-10 DEF REJ: 2-2-11. 

REASON: A DISMISSAL FILED DISMISS- ING XCOMPLAINT RELATING TO THESE 

DEFAULT REQUESTS. RETURNED VIA A/S (JANNEY),) 

Flied by Clerk 


12/13/2010 Partial Dismissal W/out PrejudIce (X/C BY OLD REPUBLIC GENERAL 
INSURANCE CORP FILED ON 9/1/10 (THIS ENTRY DISMISSES THE ENTIRE 
ACTION) WIO PREJ ) 
Flied by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Campi 

12/09/2010 Notice (OF OSC) 

Flied by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Campi 


10/29/2010 Default Entered (AS TO MINAKO AMERICA CORP. dba MINCO 

CONSTRUCTION ON X-COMP FILED 9-01-10) 

Filed by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Campi 


10/19/2010 Proof of Service (OF SUMMONS AND CROSS COMPLAINT Af, TO 

REFAAT HILMY MINA ) 

Filed by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Campi 


10/19/2010 Proof of Service (BY MAIL) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


10/06/2010 Statement-Case Management 

Filed by Attorney for Defendant 


10/05/2010 Rtn of ServIce of Summons & Campi (OF SUMMONS ON CROSS­

COMPLAINT AS TO MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION DBA MINCO CONSTRUCTION 

) 

Filed by Attorney for Defendant 


10/05/2010 Partial Dismissal With Prejudice (COMPLAINT (DOESN'T CLOSE 

CASE; X/C WAS FILED 9/1/10)(RFD PLACED IN FILE 10/7/10) W PREJ ) 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 


09/29/2010 Request for Correction (RFD REC'D 9-24-10 REJ. REASON: X-COMPL. 

FILED 9-1-10j ) 

Flied by Clerk 


09/23/2010 Rtn of Service of Summons & Campi (AS TO CERRITOS COMMUNITY 

COLLEGE DISTRICT) 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 


09/23/2010 Rtn of Service of Summons & Campi (AS TO MINAKO AMERICA 

CORPORATION DBA MINCO CONSTRUCTION) 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 




09/23/2010 Proof of Service (BY MAIL) 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


09/23/2010 Rtn of Service of Summons & Compl (AS TO INTERNATIONAL 
FIDELITY INSURANCE COMPANY) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

09/23/2010 Rtn of Service of Summons & Compl (AS TO INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS AND MERCANTILE REASSURANCE) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

09/01/2010 Summons Flied (ON CROSS COMPLAINT) 
Flied by Attorney for Cross~Complainant 

09/01/2010 Cross-complaint filed 
Flied by Atty for Defendant and Cross-CampI 

09/01/2010 General Denial 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant 

08/23/2010 Answer to Complaint Filed 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant 

07/22/2010 ComplaInt flied-Summons Issued 

07/22/2010 Notice-Case Management Conference 

Case Information I Party Information 1 Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed in descending order) 

12/01/2010 at 01:30 pm In Department F, Raul A. Sahagun, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Matter held 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: TC022804 

YERVAND ASADOORAN VS. MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION, ET AL 


Filing Date: 05/14/2009 

Case Type: Other Employment complaint (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed - Other 04/06/2010 


------.-----....-'"--------~--.-.-..---­
Future Hearings 
None 
---.--~.~---~--.,......,....,,---

Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

ASADOORAN YERVAND - Plaintiff 

CHARLEY. STOLL A.P.C. - Attorney for Defendant 

COMPTON SUPERIOR COURT - File Copy 

DOES 1 THROUGH 100 INCLUSIVE - Defendant 

KADE MICHAEL P. LAW OFFICE OF - Attorney for Plaintiff 

KLEIN A. JOEL - Mediator 

MINA REFAAT - Defendant 

MINA REGAAT - Erroneously Sued As 

MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION - Defendant 

.._._--_._---.....-,-.--'----~-------.--~ 

Case Inrormation I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Documents Filed (Filing dates listed In descending order) 

04/06/2010 Request for Entry of Dismissal (WITH PREJUDICE ENTIRE ACTION) 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


02/02/2010 Statement-Agreement (Full) 

Filed by Mediator 

11/02/2009 Notice-Assignment-Mediator 



Flied by ADR Clerk 

10/08/2009 Statement-Case Management 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


10/08/2009 Notice of Continuance (OF CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE AND 
OF RELOCATION OF JUDGE HOM TO DEPARATMENT A ) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

08/31/2009 Answer to First Amended Complaint 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/28/2009 First Amended Complaint 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 


07/20/2009 Lodge Transcript/Record (OF NON-CALIFORNIA AUTHORITIES IN 

SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT REFAAT MINA'S DEMURRER TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 

) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/17/2009 Mlscellaneous:-Other (MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORI­

TIES IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT REFAAT MINA'S DEMURRER TO PLAIN- TIFF'S 

COMPLAINT) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/17/2009 Proof of Service (DEMURRER TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT) 

Filed by Attorney for Defendant 


07/17/2009 Demurrer (TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINTi STATE- MENT OF 

DEMURRER) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/17/2009 Miscellaneous-other (MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORI­

TIES IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION'S DEMURRER 

TO PLAINTIFF'S COM PLAINT) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/14/2009 Demurrer (TO PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT; STATE- MENT OF 

DEMURRER) 

Flied by Attorney for Defendant 


07/13/2009 Proof of Service (SUMMONS, COMPLAINT, STATEMENT OF DAMAGES 

) 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


06/23/2009 Proof of Service (SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT) 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 


05/14/2009 Complaint filed-Summons Issued 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 




05/14/2009 Summons Flied 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

.-~.-~---,-.-- ~-~------.- -, .. 
Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 

04/06/2010 at 09:00 am In Department A, Rose Hom, Presiding 
Conference-Post Mediation Status (TO: 5-10-10FSC; 4-29-101'4CD: 3-05-10) ­
Matter Placed Off Calendar 

02/02/2010 In Department ADRO, ADR Neutral, Presiding 
Closed-ADR - Agreement (Full) 

10/23/2009 at 09:00 am In Department A, Rose Homl Presiding 
Conference-Case Management (*Advanced & cont. from 10-21-09) - Stipulation 
to Med-$25,OOO-50,OOO 

08/27/2009 at 10:00 am In Department COMD8, Law & Motion, Presiding 
Hearing on Demurrer - Matter Placed Off Calendar 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: NC042643 

TWIN CITY FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY VS REFAAT MINA 


Filing Date: 07/14/2008 

Case Type: Ins Coverage/Subro (Complex Only) (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed for Lack of Prosecution 09/29/2008 


---- ----------_._-­
Future Hearings 
None 

Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

Does 1 THROUGH 10 INCLUSIVE - Defendant 

LAW OFFICES OF SLADE J. NEIGHBORS ~ Attorney for Plaintiff 

REFAAT MINA - Defendant 

TWIN CITY FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY - Plaintiff 

Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Documents Filed (Filing dates listed in descending order) 

07/14/2008 Summons Flied 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

07/14/2008 Complaint Flied 

-------_•. _.----------­
Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 

09/29/2008 at 08:30 am In Department SEA88CI Roy L. Paull Presiding 
OSC-Fallure to File Proof of Servo - Order of Dismissal 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Please make a note of the Case Number.</ 

Click here to access document Images for this case. 

If this link falls, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 

the case number displayed on this page. 


Case Number: BC348729 

REFAAT HILMY MINA VS REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT 


Filing Date: 03/09/2006 

Case Type: Othr Breach Contr/Warr-not Fraud (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed - Other 12/21/2006 


Future Hearings 
None 
----------."------~--~---,~. 

Documents Flied, I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

ATKINSON ANDELSON LOYA RUUD & ROMO - Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY - Cross~Defendant 

LONG MICHAEL G. ESQ. - Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

MINA REFAAT HILMY - Plaintiff and Cross-Defendant 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Plaintiff/Petitioner's DBA 

REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT - Defendant and Cross-Complainant 

WATTTIEDER HOFFAR & FITZGERALD L.L.P. - Attorney for Cross-Defendant 

---.-~-----.-~--~, 

Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Informatlon 

Please make a note of the Case Number.</ 

Click here to access document images for this case. 

If this link falls, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 

the case number displayed on this page. 


Documents Filed (Filing dates listed in descending order) 



01/05/2007 Notice of Entry of DismIssal & PIS 

Flied by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 


12/21/2006 Request and Entry of Dismissal (WITH PREJUDICE - ENTIRE ACTION 
) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

07/18/2006 Answer to Unverified Cross-Campi (OF HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE 
COMPANY) 
Flied by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 

07/10/2006 Proof of ServIce 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


06/22/2006 Statement~Case Management 

Filed by Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 


06/21/2006 Statement-Case Management 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


06/14/2006 Proof of Service 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


OS/22/2006 Summons Filed 

Flied by Attorney for Cross-Complainant 


05/17/2006 Answer to Cross-Complaint (BY X-DEFT REFAAT HILMY MINA, AN 

INDIVIDUAL DBA MINCO CONSTRUCTION) 

Flied by Atty for Plaintiff and Cross-Deft 


04/26/2006 Answer and Cross-Complaint (of deft) 

Flied by Atty for DeFendant and Cross-Compl 


03/22/2006 Notice-Case Management Conference 

Flied by Clerk 


03/15/2006 Proof of Service (SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT PARTY 

SERVED:REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT) 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner . 


03/09/2006 Complaint 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed in descending order) 

01/11/2007 at 08:30 am in Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
OSC RE Dismissal (AFTER SETTLEMENT) - Completed 



10/25/2006 at 08:30 am In Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
Conference-Post MedIation Status - Completed ' 

07/07/2006 at 08:30 am in Department 74, Teresa Sanchez-Gordon, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Completed 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: TC021253 
SIMPlEXGRINNELL LP VS. MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION, ET-AL 

Filing Date: 08/15/2007 
Case Type: Othr Breach Contr/Warr-not Fraud (General Jurisdiction) 
Status: Dismissed - other 09/10/2007 

Future Hearings 
None 


Documents Filed I proceeding Information 


Parties 

COMPTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE - Defendant 

COMPTON SUPERIOR COURT - File Copy 

DOES 1 THROUGH 200 INCLUSIVE - Defendant 

DOUGLAS E. BERNHART INC. - Defendant 

HARTFORD FIRE INSURANCE - Defendant 

MCGUINNESS &ASSOCIATES - Attorney for Plaintiff 

MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION - Defendant 

, MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Defes DBA 

SIMPLEXGRINNELL LP - Plaintiff 

Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Documents Flied (Filing dates listed In descending order) 

09/10/2007 Request for Dismissal (W/O PRJ AS TO ENTIRE ACTION OF ALL 
PARTIES AND ALL CAUSES OF ACTION) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


08/29/2007 Proof-Service/Summons 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 


08/23/2007 Proof-Service/Summons 



Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 

08/21/2007 Proof-Service/Summons 
Filed by Attorney for PlaintifF 

08/15/2007 Summons Flied 

08/15/2007 Complaint Filed 

08/15/2007 Notice (FIVE-DAY NTC OF ACTION) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

Case Information I Parl~ Information I Documents Flied 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 
None 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding In(ocmation 



Case Summary 


Case Number: GC038766 

TINA TA VS. EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 


Filing ,Date: 03/26/2007 

Case Tvpe: Other PI/PD/WD (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed - Other 06/26/2008 


--------_._---­ -----~-

Future Hearings 
None 

Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

BISTLINE & COHOON - Attorney for Cross-Defendant 

DECLUES BURKETI & THOMPSON LLP - Atty for Defendant and Cross-Campi 

EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DIST. - Defendant 

EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT - Defendant 

LAW OFFICE OF PHU DO NGUYEN - Attorney for Plaintiff 

MACCHIAGODENA MARINA A. - Mediator 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY - Cross-Defendant 

OWENBY RUTH - Mediator-Immediate Former 

TA TINA - Plaintiff 

TRAN DUNG - Plaintiff 

Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Documents Filed (Filing dates listed in descending order) 

06/26/2008 Request for Entry of Dismissal (ENTIRE ACTION) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff 

05/01/2008 Notice (OF POST MEDIATION STAT CONF OFF CALENDAR AND 
SETTING OF OSC RE DISMISSAL) 



Flied by Atty for Defendant and Cross~Cornpl 

04/25/2008 Statement-Agreement (Full) 

Flied by Mediator 


04/23/2008 Notice of Settlement 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff 


04/02/2008 Stipulation and Order (to continue post mediation status conference 
) 
Filed by Atty for Defendant and Cross-Compl 

03/12/2008 Notice-Mediation Hrg Date 
Flied by Mediator 

03/11/2008 Notice-Mediation Hrg Date 
Flied by Mediator 

02/19/2008 Notice-Mediation Hrg Date 
Flied by Mediator 

02/11/2008 Notice of Ruling 
Flied by Attorney for Cross-Defendant 

02/07/2008 Notlce-Reassgnment-Medlator 
Flied by ADR Clerk 

12/28/2007 Notlce-Recusal-ADR Neutral 
Flied by Mediator 

12/07/2007 Notlce-Assignment-Medlator 
Flied by ADR Clerk 

10/17/2007 Notice of Ruling 
Flied by Attorney for Cross-Defendant 

07/30/2007 statement-Case Management 
Filed by Attorney for Defendant 

03/26/2007 Complaint Filed 

---~~--~-~~ ....- ...............- .........- ...... ------..-.-------..~--..­
Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descending order) 

05/02/2008 at 08:30 am in Department S, JOSEPH DE VANON, Presiding 
Post Mediation Status Conference - Orf Calendar 

04/25/2008 at 09:30 am In Department ADR, ADR Neutral, Presiding 



, , 

ClosedwADR (04/21/08MARINA MACCHIAGODENA w MEDIATOR) - Agreement 
(Full) 

02/07/2008 at 08:30 am In Department 5, JOSEPH DE VANON, Presiding 
Post Mediation Status Conference (MEDIATION TO BE COMPLETED BYi/1S/08) w 

Matter contInued 

10/15/2007 at 08:30 am In Department 5, JOSEPH DE VANON, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Court ordered Med ~ $25,000-50,000 

08/14/2007 at 08:30 am In Department 51 JOSEPH DE VANON, Presiding 
Conferen~e-Case Management - Continued bV Plaintiff 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: 06C01679 

TA, TINA VS. EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 


Filin,g Date: 08/11/2006 

Case Type: OTHER PI/D/W TORT (limited Jurisdiction) 

Filing Court: EI Monte Courthouse 

Status: CASE TRANSFERRED 


Future Hearings 

None 


-.---------.-----~-.-~~~----~ 

History Information 

Parties 

Plaintiff: TA TINA 

Attorney: DO PHU, ANH TUAN & HUY HOANG - PHU DO NGUYEN 


Plaintiff: TRAN DUNG 

Attorney: DO PHU, ANH TUAN & HUY HOANG - PHU DO NGUYEN 


Defendant: EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Attorney: DECLUES, BURKETT & THOMPSON, LLP - GLENN S. GOLDBY ESQ 

Cross-Complaint 01 

Cross-complainant: EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT A PUBLIC ENTITY 
Attorney: DECLUES, BURKETT & THOMPSON, LLP - GLENN'S. GOLDBY ESQ 

Cross-defendant: MINCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY AKA MINCOCONSTRUCTION 
CO. 
Attorney: BISTLINE & COHOON, A LAW CORPORATION - GREGORY D. BISTLINE 

Party Information 

Histories ( Dates listed in descending order) 

09/28/2007 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT FILED AS TO (EL MONTE CITY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT) • 

03/29/2007 RECEIPT FOR RECORD OF TRANSFER FILED. NEW CASE I\lUIVIBER 
GC038766. 

03/23/2007 RECEIPT FOR RECORD AND TRANSFER DOCUMENTS FORWARDED 



TO 

PASADENA COURT. 


03/23/2007 AMENDED NOTICE OF TRANSMITTAL/FILING RECORD ON TRANSFER 
MAILED TO RESPECTIVE PARTIES. 

03/22/2007 REJECT SHEET RECEIVED FROM NORTHEAST DISTRICT, ALHAMBRA 
CT 
RETURNING THE TRANSFER DOCUMENTS, DUE TO THE FACT THE 
DOCUMENTS BELONGS TO UNLIMITED COURT PASADENA. 

03/08/2007 PURSUANT TO ORDER FOR TRANSFER AND FEES HAVING BEEN 

PAID, 

ENTIRE FILE FORWARDED TO THE PASADENA~UNLIMITED COURT 

VIA COURT MESSENGER. RECEIPT # PAID • 


03/05/2007 RECEIVED FEES FROM ATTORNY ETHAN YSAIS IN THE SUM OF $ 
140.00 FOR TRANSFER OF CASE. RECEIPT # ELM136007007 

02/28/2007 MATTER SET FOR HEARING ON ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE ON 

04/04/07 

AT 09:00A M, IN DEPT. 001 • 


02/28/2007 NOTICE OF CHANGE OF ADDRESS FOR ATTORNEY FOR 

PLAINTIFF 

(TAl TINA) 

FILED. 


02/28/2007 NOTICE OF CHANGE OF PHONE NUMBER FOR ATTORNEY FOR 

PLAINTIFF 

(TA, TINA) 

FILED. 


02/20/2007 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT FILED AS TO (TA, TINA) • 

02/13/2007 ANSWER OF CROSS-DEFENDANT(S): (MINCO CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY) TO CROSS~COMPLAINT OF CROSS-COMPLAINANT(S): (El 
MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT) A PUBLIC ENTITY FILED. 
RECEIPT # ElM136007027 • 

02/13/2007 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT FILED AS TO (El MONTE CITY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT) . 

02/13/2007 PROOF OF SERVICE RE: SUMMONS ON CROSS-COMPLAINT & 
CROSS-COMPLAINT STIPULATION FOR LEAVE TO FILE A SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND ORDER THEREON FILED. SERVED AS TO 
(MINCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY) AKA (MINCO CONSTRUCTION CO.,) 
• COSTS OF $ 50.98 • 

01/19/2007 2ND AMENDED COMPLAINT FILED. RECEIPT # PAIDON080606 • 



01/19/2007 ANSWER TO 2ND AMENDED COMPLAINT FILED AS TO (EL MONTE 
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT) A PUBLIC ENTITY. RECEIPT #: 6103GC 

01/19/2007 CROSS-COMPLAINT FILED. CROSS-COMPLAINANT(S): (EL MONTE 
CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT) A PUBLIC ENTITY • 
CROSS-DEFENDANT(S): (MINCO CONSTRUCTION COMPANY) AKA 
(MINCO CONSTRUCTION CO. I ) • RECEIPT #: 6103GC . 

01/19/2007 SUMMONS ON CROSSwCOMPLAINT ISSUED. 

01/12/2007 NOTICE OF RULING RE: DEMURRER TO SECOND AMENDED 

COMPLAINT 

FILED. 


01/11/2007 MINUTE ORDER AND CLERK'S NOTICE OF RULING IV1AILED TO ALL 
PARTIES. CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE FILED. 

01/10/2007 CAUSE CALLED AT 02:00P M, IN DIV. 001, HON. JAMES 
LEBERTHON, JUDGE PRO TEM PRESIDING FOR HEARING RE: 
DEMURRER. THE COURT RULES AS FOLLOWS: DEMURRER IS 
SUSTAINED WITHOUT LEAVE TO AMEND AS TO THE SECOND, THIRD 
AND FOURTH CAUSES OF ACTION. DEMURRER IS OVERRULED AS TO 
THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION .• MATTER IS SET FOR STATUS 
CONFERENCE ON 02/28/07 AT 9:30AM IN DIVISION 001. 

01/10/2007 CASE FILE RETURNED TO CIVIL DEPARTMENT FROM COURTROOM. 

01/10/2007 MATTER SET FOR STATUS CONFERENCE ON 02/28/07 AT 09:30A 
MJ IN DIV. 001 • 

01/05/2007 OPPOSITION TO DEMURRER TO SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT i 
POINTS AND AUTHORITES IN SUPPORT THEREOF FILED BY (TAl 
TINA) . 

01/03/2007 NOTICE RE: NON-RECEIPT OF OPPOSITION TO DEMURRER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT FILED. 

12/28/2006 CAUSE CALLED AT 09:00A MI IN DIV. 0011 HON. RICHARD 
BERRY PRESIDING FOR HEARING RE: CASE MANAGEMENT REVIEW 
. THE COURT RULES AS FOLLOWS: ALL PARTIES PRESENT AND 
INFORM THE COURT THAT THEY ARE IN THE PROCESS OF TAKING 
DEPOSITIONS. STIPULATION FOR LEAVE TO FILE SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND ORDER THEREON IS SIGNED BY JUDGE RICHARD G. 
BERRY. MATTER TO REMAIN ON CALENDAR FOR DATE OF 1/10/07 
AT 2:00 P.IVl. FOR DEMURRER. 

12/28/2006 MINUTE ORDER AND CLERK'S NOTICE OF RULING MAILED TO ALL 
PARTIES. CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE FILED. 

12/28/2006 CASE FILE RETURNED TO CIVIL DEPARTMENT FROM COURTROOM. 



12/28/2006 MATTER SET FOR HEARING ON 01/10/07 AT 02:00P M, IN 

DIV. 001 . RE: DEMURRER 


12/20/2006 MINUTE ORDER AND CLERK'S NOTICE OF RULING MAILED TO ALL 

PARTIES. CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE FILED. 


12/20/2006 CASE FILE RETURNED TO CIVIL DEPARTMENT FROM COURTROOM. 

12/20/2006 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT FILED AS TO (TA, TINA) I (TRAN, 
DUNG). 

12/19/2006 SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATIONS OF TINA TA AND DUNG TRAN IN 

SUPPORT OF MOTION TO RECLASSIFY CASE FROM LIMITED TO 

UNLIMITED JURISDICTION FILED BY (TA, TINA) , (TRAN, 

DUNG) . 


12/19/2006 CAUSE CALLED AT 02:00P M, IN DIV. 001 1 HON. RICHARD 

BERRY PRESIDING FOR HEARING RE: MOTION TO RECALSSIFY 

CASE FROM LIMITED TO UNLIMITED JURISDICTION • MOTION IS 

GRANTED. 


12/13/2006 CASE MANAGEMENT STATEMENT FILED AS TO (El MONTE CITY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT) . 

12/11/2006 NOTICE RE: DEMURRER AND DEMURRER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT FOR NEGLIGENCE,VICARIOUS LIABILITY, INVERSE 
CONDEMNATION AND NUISANCE; MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES FILED. 

12/11/2006 REQUEST RE: JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF DEMURRER TO THE 
SECOND AMENDED COI'1PLAINTi MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIESj DECLARATION RECEIVED AND FILED. OF GLENN S. 
GOLDBY 

11/28/2006 CASE FILE RETURNED TO CIVIL DEPARTMENT FROM COURTROOM. 

11/21/2006 CAUSE CALLED AT 02:00P M, IN DIV. 001, HON. ROBERT 
HARRISON PRESIDING FOR HEARING RE: MOTION TO RECLASSIFY 
CASE FROM LIMITED TO UNLIMITED JURISDICTION AND DEMURRER • 
• THE COURT RULES AS FOLLOWS: MATTER IS CONTINUED TO 
12/19/06 AT 1:30 P.M. IN DEPARTMENT 001. PLAINTIFF TO 
GIVEN NOTICE. 

11/21/2006 MATTER SET FOR HEARING ON 12/19/06 AT 02:00P M/ IN 
DIV. 001 . RE: MOTION TO RECLASSIFY CASE FROM LIMITED 
TO UNLIMITED JURISDICTION AND DEMURRER. 

11/16/2006 STIPULATION RE: LEAVE TO FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 
FILED AND ORDER THEREON RECEIVED. CASE FILE FORWARDED TO 
DIV. 001 FOR CONSIDERATION. RECEIPT:# PAID . 



11/13/2006 NOTICE RE: NON-RECEIPT OF OPPOSITION TO DEMURRER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT FILED. 

10/25/2006 NOTICE OF MOTION TO RECLASSIFY CASE FROM LIMITED TO 

UNLIMITED JURISDICTIONi AND PROPOSED ORDER, 

DECLARATION, AND POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

FILED. RECEIPT # 00.00 • MATTER SET FOR HEARING ON 

11/21/06 AT 02:00P M, IN DIV. 001 • 


10/25/2006 CASE FILE FORWARDED TO DIVISION 001 FOR CONSIDERATION. 

10/23/2006 NOTICE RE: DEMURRER AND DEMURRER TO FIRST AMENDED 

COMPLAINT FOR NEGLIGENCE, VICARIOUS LIABILITY, INVERSE 

CONDEMNATION AND NUISANCE;MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 

AUTHORITIES FILED. 


10/23/2006 REQUEST RE: FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF DEMURRER TO 

THE FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINTiMEMORANDUM OF POINTS & 

AUTHORITIES; RECEIVED AND FILED. DECLARATION OF GLENN S. 

GOLDBY 


10/18/2006 NOTICE RE: TAKING DEMURRER TO COMPLAINT OF PLAINTIFFS, 

TINA TA AND DUNG TRAN, OFF-CALENDAR FILED. 


10/13/2006 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FILED. NO SUMMONS ISSUED. 

09/28/2006 DEMURRER TO COMPLAINT AND P & A'S IN SUPPORT THEREOF 

FILED 

BY (EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT) • MATTER NOTICED FOR 

HEARING ON 11/01/06 AT 02:00P M IN DIV. 001 • 

RECEIPT # 6103.4GC 


09/28/2006 REQUEST RE: JUDICIAL NOTICE IN SUPPORT OF DEMURRER TO THE 

COMPLAINT; MEMO OF P &A AND DECL. RECEIVED AND FILED. 


09/26/2006 PROOF OF SERVICE RE: SUMMONS, COMPLAINT, NOTICE OF CASE 

MANAGEMENT REVIEW AND CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM 

FILED. SERVED AS TO (EL MONTE CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT) . 

COSTS OF $ 110.00 . 


09/18/2006 REJECT SHEET SENT TO (TA, TINA) FOR REJECTION OF PROOF 

OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS: NAME OF DEFENDANT ON PROOF OF 

SERVICE DOES NOT MATCH THE NAME OF THE DEFENDANT ON THE 

COMPLAINT SUBMITTED ON 09/15/06 


08/11/2006 COMPLAINT FILED. RN ELM135994016. 

08/11/2006 SUMMONS ISSUED. 

08/11/2006 NON-APPEARANCE CASE MANAGEMENT REVIEW SCHEDULED FOR 
12/28/06 AT 09:00A M, IN DIV/DEPT. 001 • CLERK'S 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE MAILED/GIVEN TO RESPECTIVE 
PARTIES/COUNSEL ON 08/11/06 

08/11/2006 SUMMONS FILED. 

--------------------_._-­
Case Information I Party Information I History Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: BS094624 

REFAAT HILMY MINA VS LUXOR PLUMBING AND FIRE PROTECTION 


Filing Date: 01/24/2005 

Case Type: Petn to Comp/Conf Arbitration (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: Dismissed" Other 01/27/2006 


------------,----_._-, --------_. 
Future Hearings 
None _____~_~~_____ .._ ~~ .._. ·__,_________~n_ __ __ 

Documents Flied I Proceeding Infon~ation 

Parties 

KEPIRO LAWRENCE G. ESQ. - Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

LUXOR PLUMBING AND FIRE PROTECTION - Defendant/Respondent 

MINA REFAAT HILMY - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Plaintiff/Petitioner's DBA 

MORROW CHRISTOPHER G. ESQ. - Attorney for Petitioner 

.._----_.---­--.--~-

Case Information r Party InformaDon I Proceeding Information 

Documents Flied (Filing dates listed in descending order) 

02/07/2006 Notice of Entry of Dismissal & PIS 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

01/27/2006 Request for Dismissal (without prejudice; Entire action of all parties 
& all causes of action; ) 
Flied by Attorney for Petitioner 

11/21/2005 Notice of Ruling 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

02/24/2005 Proof of Service (LUXOR PLUMBING AND FIRE PROTECTION) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

01/24/2005 Petition 

---.--....~ 



-----

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Flied 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed in descending order) 

02/06/2006 at 08:30 am In Department 24, Robert L Hess, Presiding 
Order to Show Cause (** OFF CALENDAR CASE DISMISSED ONOl-27-06i **) ­
Case Dismissed/Disposed 

12/16/2005 at 08:30 am in Department 24, Robert L. Hess, Presiding 
Conference~Post Mediation Status - Proceeding continued 

11/18/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 24, Robert L. Hess, Presiding 
Conference-Post Mediation Status - Proceeding continued 

04/19/2005 at 08:30 am in Department 24, Robert L. Hess, PresIding 
Hearing on Petition (PETITION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION) - Proceeding 
continued 

04/05/2005 at 08:30 am in Department 24, Robert L. Hess, Presiding 
Hearing on Petition (PETITION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION) - Off Calendar 

03/11/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 24, Robert L. Hess, Presiding 
Hearing on Petition (PETITION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION) - Off Calendar 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Eiled I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Please make a note of the Case Number. </ 

Click here to access document Images for this case. 

If this link falls, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search usIng 

the case number displayed on this page. 


Case Number: BC322406 

LUXOR PLUMBING AND FIRE VS REFAAT HILMY MINA ET AL 


FilIng Date: 10/01/2004 

Case Type: Othr Breach Contr/Warr-not Fraud (General Jurisdiction) 

Status: DismIssed - Other 01/27/2006 


Future Hearings 
None 

Documents Flied I Proceeding Information 

Parties 

DOE STOP NOTICE RELEASE BOND SURETY - Defendant/Respondent 

FELDMAN MARK A. ATTORNEY AT LAW - Attorney for PlaIntiff/Petitioner 

HARTfORD FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY - Defendant/Respondent 

LAWRENCE KEPIRO - Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

LUXOR PLUMBING AND FIRE PROTECTION - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

MINA REFAAT HILMY - Defendant/Respondent 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION - Defendant/Respondent's DBA 

REDONDO BEACH UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT - Defendant/Respondent 

SEDGWICK DETERT MORAN & ARNOLD - Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

----~.-----~----.---..---.---------------~--
Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Please make a note of the Case Number.</ 

Click here to access docyment images for this case. 

If this link (ailsl you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 




the case number displayed on this page. 

Documents Flied (Filing dates listed In descending order) 

02/02/2006 Notice of Entry of Dismissal & PjS 

Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


01/27/2006 Request and Entry of Dismissal (w/prejudlce as to entire action of all 
parties and all causes of action) 
Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

12/22/2005 Notice-Settlement 

Filed by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 


08/02/2005 Miscellaneous-Other (CIVIL DEPOSIT ) 

Filed by Court 


07/27/2005 Stipulation and Order (STAYING PROCEEDINGS PENDING 
ARBITRATION) 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

01/28/2005 Answer 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

01/24/2005 Stipulation and Order (TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT AGAINST HARTFORD 
) 
Filed by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

01/19/2005 Statement-Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

01/14/2005 Statement-Case Management 
Filed by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

01/11/2005 Statement·Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/07/2004 Notice of Ruling 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/06/2004 Partial Dismissal (w/o Prejudice) (AS TO REFAAT HILMY MINA; ) 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

11/29/2004 Proof of Service (hartford fire insurance company) 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

11/29/2004 Summons Flied 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

11/29/2004 Default Entered (hartford fire Insurance company SET ASIDE PER 



STIP. & ORDER FILED 1/24/05 ) 

Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 


11/24/2004 Opposition Document (TO MOTION TO COMPEL ARBITRATION AND 
STAY PROCEEDINGSj ) 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

11/24/2004 Notice (OF CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE; ) 

Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 


11/18/2004 Answer 

Filed by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 


11/05/2004 Answer 

Filed by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 


10/05/2004 Notice-Case Management Conference 
Flied by Clerk 

10/01/2004 Complaint Fld - No Summons Issued 

Case Information I Parly Information I Documents Flied 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed In descendIng order) 

01/27/2006 at 01:30 pm In Department 541 Ernest Hlroshlger Presiding 
Mandatory Settlement Conference - Case Dismissed/Disposed 

08/05/2005 at 10:00 am In Department 541 Ernest Hlroshigel Presiding 
Mandatory Settlement Conference - Off Calendar 

08/02/2005 at 03: 30 pm In Department 541 Ernest Hlroshige, PresidIng 
Exparte proceeding - Completed 

01/24/2005 at 09:00 am in Department 541 Ernest Hlroshlge, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management - Completed 

12/06/2004 at 08:30 am In Department 541 Ernest Hlroshlger Presiding 
Motion - Off Calendar 

---_..-.--------.-----,--.,------..----~------
Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Case Summary 

Case Number: 95C01012 
TRAFFIC CONTROL SERVICE, INC. VS. MINCO CONSTRUCTION 

Filing Date: 06/21/1995 
Case Type: BREACH CONTRACT (Limited Jurisdiction) 
Filing Court: Michael Antonovlch Antelope Valley Courthouse 
Status: CASE DISMISSED 

Future Hearings 
None 

------­ -------­ -~-..­
History Information 

Parties 

Plaintiff: TRAFFIC CONTROL SERVICE INC. 

Attorney: LAW OFFICES OF PHILIP L. HUMMELl IV - PHILIP L. HUMMEL, IV 


Defendant: MINCO CONSTRUCTION 
Attorney: None 

Defendant; MINA REFAAT HILMOI 
Attorney: None 

Defendant: STAR INSURANCE COMPANY 
Attorney: ATTORNEY AT LAW GEOFFREY R. HUDSON ESQ h 

Defendant: CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Attorney: ATTORNEY FOR DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION - V. R. INMAN 

Cross-Complaint 01 

Cross-complainant: STAR INSURANCE COMPANY 
Attorney: ATTORNEY AT LAW - GEOFFREY R. HUDSON ESQ 

Cross-defendant: MINA REFAAT IND. AND DBA MINCO CONSTRUCTION 
Attorney: None 

--~---~..~- -----~---.--.----

Party Information 

Histories ( Dates listed In descending order) 

10/31/1997 CASE FILE ORDERED DESTROYED PER SECTION(S) 71008 AND/OR 



68152 OF THE GOVERNMENT CODE. 

10/31/1997 PURSUANT TO COURT ORDER THE CASE FILE WAS DESTROYED ON 
10/31/97. 

11/13/1995 DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE FILED FOR THE ENTIRE ACTION 
AS 
TO ALL DEFENDANTS AND ALL CAUSES OF ACTION .• 

10/06/1995 GENERAL DENIAL OF (STAR INSURANCE COMPANY) • 

CROSS-COMPLAINT FILED. CROSS-COMPLAINANT (STAR INSURANCE 

COMPANY) • CROSS-DEFENDANT (MINAI REFAAT) IND. AND DBA 

(MINCO CONSTRUCTION) • RN 118680 


10/06/1995 SUMMONS ON CROSS-COMPLAINT ISSUED. 

09/11/1995 REQUEST FILED AND DEFAULT ENTERED OF (MINCO 

CONSTRUCTION) 

. DECLARATION UNDER 585.5 CCP, DECLARATION PURSUANT TO 

587 CCP, MEMO OF COSTS, AND DECLARATION OF NON-MILITARY 

STATUS FILED. 


09/11/1995 REQUEST FILED AND DEFAULT ENTERED OF (MINA, REFAAT 

HILMOl) . DECLARATION UNDER 585.5 CCP, DECLARATION 

PURSUANT TO 587 CCP, MEMO OF COSTS, AND DECLARATION OF 

NON-MILITARY STATUS FILED. 


08/21/1995 ANSWER FILED OF (CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION) 
• RN EXEMPT. 

07/31/1995 PROOF OF SERVICE RE: SUMMONS, COMPLAINT AND STATEMENT 
OF 
DAMAGES FILED. SERVED AS TO (CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION) • COSTS OF $ 25.00 . 

07/20/1995 PROOF OF SERVICE FILED. 

07/07/1995 PROOF OF SERVICE RE: SUMMONS AND COMPLAINTi STATEMENT 
OF 
DAMAGES FILED. SERVED AS TO (MINCO CONSTRUCTION) • 
COSTS OF $ .00 • 

07/07/1995 PROOF OF SERVICE RE: SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT FILED. SERVED 
AS TO (MINAI REFAAT HILMOI) • COSTS OF $ .00 . 

06/21/1995 COMPLAINT FILED. RN 053750. 

06/21/1995 SUMMONS ISSUED. 



06/21/1995 STATEMENT OF DAMAGES FILED. 

06/21/1995 NOTICE OF PROCEEDINGS FILED•• 

Case Information I Party Information I History Information 



Case Summary 

Please make a note of the Case Number.</ 


Click here to access document images for tills case. 

If this link falls, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 

the case number displayed on this page. 


Case Number: BC303686 
ROBERT CORONA ET AL VS CENTINELA VALLEY UNION SCHOOL ET AL 

Filing Date: 10/06/2003 
Case Type: Civil Rights (General Jurisdiction) 
Status: Dismissed - Other 02/23/2006 

Future Hearings 
None 
---' -.--.---------------------­

Documents Filed I ProceedIng Information 

Parties 

CENTINELA VALLEY UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT - Defendant/Respondent 

CORONA ROBERT - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

GIBEAUT MAHAN & BRISCOE LAW % - Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

HENDERSON LARRY - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF ELECTRICAL - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

KEENBERG SUSAN - Mediator 

KEPIRO LAWRENCE G. ESQ. - Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

MINA RAFAT - Defendant/Respondent 

MINA REFAAT - Defendant/Respondent's AKA 

IVlINCO CONSTRUCTION - Defendant/Respondent's DBA 

MINCO CONSTRUCTION & ENGINEERING - Defendant/Respondent's AKA 

NORTON KEVIN - Plaintiff/Petitioner 



OEOY BOB - Plaintiff/Petitioner 

SINGER HOPE J. ESQ. ~ Attorney for PlaIntiff/Petitioner 

Case Information I Party Information I Proceeding Information 

Please make a note of the Case Number.</ 

Click here to access document Images for this case. 
If this link falls t you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using 
the case number displayed on this page. 

Documents Flied (Filing dates listed in descending order) 

Click on any of the below link(s) to see documents flied on or before the date 
Indicated: 
01/0712004 

02/23/2006 Request and Entry of Dismissal (w/out prej., entire action court 
enforcing the terms of the sttlmnt agreementl which has been signed but not found 
) 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

01/31/2006 Notice of Contlnu'ance 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/22/2005 Notice (of further osc) 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/20/2005 Request (OF PLTF TO SET A FURTHER SHOW CAUSE HEARING AND 
OR TO CALENDAR A TRIAL SElTING CONF ) . 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

10/31/2005 Notice (of osc re dlsm. ) 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

10/27/2005 Notice-Settlement 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

06/02/2005 Notice of Trial (AND RELATED RULINGS) 
Flied by Attorney for Plaintiff/Petitioner 

OS/27/2005 Declaration (of h.slnger ) 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

02/28/2005 Statement-Non-Agreement 
Filed by Mediator 

12/22/2004 Notice-Assignment-Mediator 



Flied by ADR Clerk 

12/16/2004 Status Conference Questionnaire 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

12/09/2004 Status Conference Questionnaire 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

08/31/2004 Notice of Ruling 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

07/29/2004 Notice of Status Conference filed 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

06/18/2004 Notice of Status Conference flied 

05/12/2004 Answer to Complaint 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

05/07/2004 Answer to Complaint 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

04/16/2004 Notice of Change of Address 
Flied by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

01/13/2004 Opposition Document (supplemental opposition to demurr ) 
Flied by Attorney for PltfjPetnr 

01/08/2004 Reply/Response (to opp to demurrer) 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

01/08/2004 Reply/Response (TO OPP TO MTN TO STRIKE) 
Filed by Attorney for DeftjRespnt 

Click on any of the below link(s) to see documents filed on or before the date 
Indicated: 
TOP 01/07/2004 

01/07/2004 Statement~Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/31/2003 Opposition Document (to mtn to strike) 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/31/2003 Opposition Document (to demurrer) 
Filed by Attorney for Pltf/Petnr 

12/30/2003 Statement-Case Management 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 



12/22/2003 Notice of Continuance (CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE) 
Filed by Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

12/18/2003 Miscellaneous-Other (ntc of continuance of hearing demu rrer) 
Flied by Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

12/09/2003 Stipulation and Order (TO CONTINUE CASE MANAGEMENT 
CONFERENCE AND ORDER THEREON) 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

11/24/2003 Demurrer 
Flied by Attorney for. Deft/Respnt 

11/20/2003 Notice of Continuance 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt . 

11/19/2003 Notice-Case Management Conference 
Filed by Clerk 

11/17/2003 Motion to Strike 
Flied by Attorney for Deft/Respnt 

10/22/2003 Affidavit - mlsc (of Reasonable diligence) 
Flied by Attorney for. Plaintiff/Petitioner 

10/06/2003 Complaint 

Click on any of the below linkes) to see documents flied on or before the date 
Indicated: 

01107/2004 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed 

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed in descending order) 

02/24/2006 at 08:30 am in Department 89, Judith Chirlin, Presiding 
OSC RE Dismissal - Case Dismissed/Disposed 

01/31/2006 at 08:30 am in Department 89, Judith Chlrlln, Presiding 
esc RE Dismissal - Held-Continued 

12/21/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 89, Judith Chirlin, Presiding 
esc RE Dismissal - Held-Continued . 

11/01/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 891 Judith Chirlln, Presiding 
Final Status Conference - Case Deemed Settled 

06/01/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 89, Judith Chirlin, Presiding 



Conference~Post Mediation Status ~ Completed 

03/15/2005 at 08:30 am In Department 89, Judith Chlrlin, Presiding 
Conference-Post Mediation Status «cont. from 12/17/04» Held"ContinuedM 

02/28/2005 at 10:00 am In Department ADRO, ADR Neutralf Presiding 
Closed"ADR (SUSAN KEENBERG, MEDIATOR) - Non-Agreement 

12/17/2004 at 08:30 am In Department 89, Judith Chlrlln, Presiding 
Conference-Post Mediation Status - Status Conference continued 

08/30/2004 at 08:30 am In Department 89f Judith Chlrlln, Presiding 
Status Conference - Completed 

07/15/2004 at 08:30 am In Department 89, Judith Chlrlin, Presiding 
Non-Appearance (Case Review) - Completed 

04/19/2004 In Department 89, Judith Chlrlin, Presiding 
Ruling on Submitted Matter - Completed 

01/13/2004 at 08:30 am In Department 89f Judith Chlrlln, Presiding 
Conference-Case Management (and MOTION TO STRIKE) - submitted 

01/07/2004 at 08:31 am In Department 89 f Judith Chlrlln t Presiding 
Hearing on Demurrer - Matter continued 

12/10/2003 In Department 891 Judith Chlrlln, Presiding 
Non-Appearance (Case Review) - completed 

Case Information I Party Information I Documents Filed I Proceeding Information 



Civil Public - Print Case 	 Page 1 of3 
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07CC06696 	 ORANGE COUNTY IBEW·BECA VS MINAKO. IIOTHER 106108/2007 ICIVIL· 


AMERICA CORP IIEMPLOYMENT _ UNLIMITED 


Participants 
Rasulls 1 • 7 of 7 

FISHER & PHILLIPS LLP ATTORNEY 07/27/2007 

LAW OFFICES OF ELLYN MOSCOWITZ ATTORNEY 11/01/2007 

ORANGE COUNTY ELECTRICAL JOINT 
 PLAINTIFF 06/08/2007APPRENT 

PATRICK T COONEY, LAW OFFICE OF ATTORNEY 06/08/2007 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF 
 PLAINTIFF 06/08/2007ELECTRICA 

MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION DEFENDANT 06/08/2007 

ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR 
 PLAINTIFF 06/08/2007MANAGEME 

Hearings 
.___ E."~~~...... _...___. _ ... _~c_h.ed~t~~_p'at~.__ . ____._ ...____~t.ar~T!~~_.. . ____ .)?~P~__ . ___-1udge..__. 

No Records Found 

Register of Actions 
Results 1 • 24 of 24 

ROA .. Add +/_ Docl(et Entry 	 Filing Date Pages 
___~_..~o. <:axL_..... __.__..___._._ .._. ___~__..___._.. _._._..____________.._......_.__._________.....___._. 

CASE DISMISSED WITH DISPOSITION OF 26 	 05/01/2009REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL 
REQUEST FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE ­

.'.1 ENTIRE ACTION FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY 25 	 05/01/2009 1IVEW-NECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 
COOPERATION COMMITT ON 05/01/2009 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL24 	 06/27/2008 1GENERATED 
MINUTES FINALIZED'FOR CHAMBERS WORK 23 	 06/26/2008 106/26/2008 07:01: 15 AM. 
CASE REASSIGNED TO OMNI EFFECTIVE22 	 06/27/200806/26/2008. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT (OF ENTIRE CASE) 

19 :~) FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY ELECTRICAL JOINT 06/23/2008 2 
APPRENTICESHIP COMMITTEE ON 06/23/2008 
CASE REASSIGNED TO POLOS/PETER 18 	 01/29/2008 2EFFECTIVE 01/28/2008. 

17 01/28/2008JURY TRIAL REASSIGNED TO AT CENTRAL 

https:llocapps.occourts.orgicivilwebShopping/DisplayCaseInformation.do?sr... 2/8/2011 
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JUSTICE CENTER ON AT 09:00:00 AM. 
CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE HEARD ON 

16 	 11/14/2007 AT 09:00:00 IN CJC AT CENTRAL 
JUSTICE CENTER 
MINUTES GENERATED (ORDER - MINUTE15 ORDER) ON 11/14/2007 
CASE MANAGEMENT STATEI\J1ENT (CASE 
MANAGEMENT STATEMEN"2 WAS FILED BY 

14 	 ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-N CA LABOR 
MANAGEMENT COOPERATION COMMITT ON 
11/02/2007 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEY (ASSOCIATION 
OF ATTORNEY) WAS FILED BY ORANGE 13 COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 

,COOPERATION COMMITT ON 11/01/2007 
PROOF OF SERVICE (PROOF OF SERVICE) WAS 
FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR 12 MANAGEMENT COOPERATION COtv'!MITT ON 
11/01/2007 
CASE MANAGEtv'IENT STATEMENT ~CASE 
MANAGEMENT STATEMENT) WAS ILED BY11 
MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION ON 
10/30/2007 
PROOF OF SERVICE (PROOF OF SERVICE) WAS 
FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR 10 MANAGEMENT COOPERATION COMMITT ON 
10/29/2007 
STIPULATION AND ORDER (STIPULATION AND 
ORDE~ WAS FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY 9 IVEW- ECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 
COOPERATION COMMITT ON 10/29/2007 
NOTICE - OTHER (NOTICE OF CMC HEARING)8 
WAS FILED ON 09/28/2007 
PROOF OF SERVICE (PROOF OF SERVICE) WAS 
FILED BY ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR 7 MANAGEMENT COOPERATION COMMITT ON 
08/31/2007 
STATEMENT RE MEET AND CONFER ~MEET AND 

' CONFER STATEMENT) WAS FILED B ORANGE6 COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 
COOPERATION COMMITT ON 08/31/2007 
PROOF OF SERVICE (PROOF OF SERVICE ­
SUBSTITUTED) WAS FILED BY ORANGE5 COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 
COOPERATION COMMITT ON 08/15/2007 
ANSWER TO COMPLAINT (ANSWER/GENERAL 
DENIAL TO COMPLAINT/PETITION) WAS FILED '4 
BY MINAKO AMERICA CORPORATION ON 
07/27/2007 
COMPLAINT (COMPLAINT) WAS FILED BY 
ORANGE COUNTY IVEW-NECA LABOR 3 . MANAGEMENT COOPERATION COMMITT ON 
06/08/2007 

SUMMONS ISSUED AND FILED (SUMMONS 

11/14/2007 

12/08/2007 N/V 

11/02/2007 N/V 

11/01/2007 N/V 

11/01/2007 N/V 

10/30/2007 N/V 

10/29/2007 N/V 

10/29/2007 N/V 

09/28/2007 N/V 

08/31/2007 N/V 

08/31/2007 N/V 

08/15/2007 N/V 

07/27/2007 N/V 

06/08/2007 N/V 
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ISSUED AND FILED) WAS FILED BY ORANGE 
2 	 COUNTY IVEW~NECA LABOR MANAGEMENT 06/08/2007 N/V 

COOPERATION COMMITT ON 06/08/2007 
1 	 CASE HAS BEEN INITIATED ON 06/08/2007 06/08/2007 
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