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CoreCivic, Inc., a Maryland 
corporation, 

Counter-Claimant, 

v. 

Sylvester Owino and Jonathan Gomez, 
on behalf of themselves, and all others 
similarly situated, 

Counter-Defendants. 
 

 

 
 

I, NICHOLAS D. ACEDO, make the following Declaration: 

1. I am over the age of 18 years and have personal knowledge of and am 

competent to testify to the matters set forth in this Declaration.   

2. I am counsel for Defendant CoreCivic, Inc. in this matter. 

3. On April 15, 2019, Plaintiffs filed their Notice of Motion and Motion 

for Class Certification (“Motion”).  See Dkt. 84, 84-1. 

4. On April 1, 2020, the Honorable Janis L. Sammartino granted in part 

and denied in part Plaintiffs’ Motion.  See Dkt. 179. 

5. On April 15, 2020, CoreCivic filed a Motion for Reconsideration of 

that Order, and sought reconsideration of the Court’s certification of the CA Forced 

Labor, National Forced Labor, and CA Labor Law Classes. 

6. The attached Exhibits were not presented with CoreCivic’s Opposition 

to Plaintiffs’ Motion because Plaintiffs did not make an argument requiring their 

submission.  However, in granting the CA Labor Law Class, the Court sua sponte 

proposed a damages formula that now requires their submission to support 

CoreCivic’s argument on reconsideration that the certification of that Class was 

error. 

7. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ Rule 

26(a) Initial Disclosures, served on July 18, 2018. 

8. Plaintiffs have never provided any supplemental or updated disclosure 

pursuant to Rule 26(e) in this case. 
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9. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Sylvester 

Owino’s Objections and Responses to Defendant CoreCivic’s Interrogatories (Set 

One), verified on February 22, 2019 and served on February 25, 2019. 

10. Attached as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff Jonathan 

Gomez’s Objections and Responses to Defendant CoreCivic’s Interrogatories (Set 

One), verified on February 24, 2019 and served on February 25, 2019. 

11. Neither Plaintiff Sylvester Owino nor Jonathan Gomez has provided 

any later supplemental or updated responses to CoreCivic’s Interrogatories pursuant 

to Rule 26(e). 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge. 

EXECUTED this 15th day of April, 2020 at Chandler, Arizona. 
 
 
      s/ Nicholas D. Acedo  
      Nicholas D. Acedo 
3694512 
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SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98122
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs SLYVESTER 
OWINO, JONATHAN GOMEZ, and 
the Proposed Class(es)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SLYVESTER OWINO and JONATHAN 
GOMEZ, on behalf of themselves and all 
others similarly situated, 

Plaintiffs,
vs.

CORECIVIC, INC., 

Defendant.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 17-CV-01112-JLS-NLS

CLASS ACTION 

PLAINTIFFS’ RULE 26(a) INITIAL 
DISCLOSURES 

Judge:  Hon. Janis L. Sammartino 
Magistrate Judge: Hon. Nita L. Stormes 

EXHIBIT 1 
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TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

Plaintiffs Sylvester Owino and Jonathan Gomez, on behalf of themselves and the 

putative class(es) (collectively, “Plaintiffs”) make these Initial Disclosures in compliance 

with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(a)(1).  These Initial Disclosures are based on the 

information reasonably available to Plaintiffs as of the present date and are subject to 

supplementation as additional information becomes available. 

 Plaintiffs’ investigation and discovery in this matter is ongoing.  By making the 

following disclosures, Plaintiffs do not represent that they are identifying every document 

or category of documents, tangible thing, or witness relevant to this action.  Plaintiffs 

reserve the right to call any witness and present any exhibit or item at trial not listed 

herein but determined through discovery or investigation to be relevant to the subject 

matter of this action.  If necessary, Plaintiffs will timely supplement these Initial 

Disclosures.

Plaintiffs’ Initial Disclosures are made without in any way waiving:  (1) the right 

to object to the admission or discoverability of any materials or testimony on the grounds 

of competency, privilege, the work-product doctrine, undue burden, relevancy and 

materiality, hearsay, or any other proper ground; (2) the right to object to the use of any 

information, for any purpose, in whole or in part, in any subsequent proceeding in this 

action or any other action; or (3) the right to object on any and all grounds, at any time, to 

any discovery request or proceeding involving or relating to the subject matter of these 

Initial Disclosures. 

1. WITNESSES 

The following are the last known names of individuals currently known to 

Plaintiffs who are likely to have discoverable information that Plaintiffs may use to 

support the material allegations of the pleadings filed by Plaintiffs, or rebut the material 

allegations of the pleadings filed by Defendant CoreCivic, Inc.  The following disclosures 

do not include expert witnesses, who will be identified at a later date in accordance with 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure Rule 26(a)(2).  In providing this information, Plaintiffs 

EXHIBIT 1 
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are not waiving any applicable privilege or work-product protection.  Plaintiffs expressly 

reserve the right to identify, depose, and call as witnesses additional persons if, during the 

course of discovery and investigation relating to this case, Plaintiffs learn that such 

additional persons have relevant knowledge.  Plaintiffs reserve the right to supplement 

these Initial Disclosures as may be appropriate and warranted in the circumstances of this 

case.

The individuals likely to have discoverable information that Plaintiffs may use to 

support their claims or defenses (except for information that Plaintiffs may use solely for 

impeachment) are as follows: 

Identity Anticipated Subject(s) of  

Discoverable Information 
1. Named Plaintiffs Sylvester 

Owino and Jonathan Gomez 
(may be contacted through 
counsel)

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 
limited to:  Plaintiffs’ respective personal 
experiences in a CoreCivic detention facility 
related to forced labor and/or “dollar-a-day” 
labor; specific labor activities performed and 
locations of labor performance; payment 
methods and amounts (if any) for work 
performed; availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including threats of or actual 
solitary confinement or other detention); 
conditions of working environments; 
identification of other class members who 
performed labor; identification of 
Defendants’ employees who assigned labor, 
oversaw labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme. 

2. California Putative Class 
Members who were detained in 
a California detention facility 
run by CoreCivic during the 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 

EXHIBIT 1 
Page 0003
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applicable Class Period (names 
and contact information 
unknown to Plaintiffs but 
would be accessible in 
Defendant’s records) 

limited to:  Further personal experiences in a 
CoreCivic detention facility related to forced 
labor and/or “dollar-a-day” labor; specific 
labor activities performed and locations of 
labor performance; payment methods and 
amounts (if any) for work performed; 
availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including threats of or actual 
solitary confinement or other detention); 
conditions of working environments; 
identification of other class members who 
performed labor; identification of 
Defendants’ employees who assigned labor, 
oversaw labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme. 

3. Nation-wide Putative Class 
Members who were detained in 
a detention facility run by 
CoreCivic during the 
applicable Class Period (names 
and contact information 
unknown to Plaintiffs but 
would be accessible in 
Defendant’s records) 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 
limited to:  Further personal experiences in a 
CoreCivic detention facility related to forced 
labor and/or “dollar-a-day” labor; specific 
labor activities performed and locations of 
labor performance; payment methods and 
amounts (if any) for work performed; 
availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including threats of or actual 
solitary confinement or other detention); 
conditions of working environments; 
identification of other class members who 
performed labor; identification of 
Defendants’ employees who assigned labor, 
oversaw labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme. 

4. Third parties, the identity and 
contact information of whom 
may be unknown at this time, 
but including Carlos Gonzalez, 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 

EXHIBIT 1 
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Juan Jose Merino-Rodas, 
Maribel Gutierrez-Duarte, and 
Jennye Pagoada-Lopez (all of 
whom may be contacted 
through counsel, Burns Charest 
LLP) 

limited to:  Further personal experiences in a 
CoreCivic detention facility related to forced 
labor and/or “dollar-a-day” labor; specific 
labor activities performed and locations of 
labor performance; payment methods and 
amounts (if any) for work performed; 
availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including threats of or actual 
solitary confinement or other detention); 
conditions of working environments; 
identification of other class members who 
performed labor; identification of 
Defendants’ employees who assigned labor, 
oversaw labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme. 

5. Defendants’ employees / 
corporate officers, directors, or 
managing agents, or other 
persons employed by or acting 
at the direction of Defendant 
(current or former) who 
assigned labor, oversaw labor, 
or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme 
(names and contact information 
unknown to Plaintiffs but 
would be accessible in 
Defendant’s records) 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 
limited to:  Specific labor activities 
performed by detainees and locations of 
labor performance; payment methods and 
amounts (if any) for work performed; 
availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including policies and/or threats 
regarding solitary confinement or other 
detention); identification of Defendants’ 
employees who assigned labor, oversaw 
labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme; Defendant’s 
policies and procedures for forced labor 
program and/or “dollar-a-day” labor 
program, including design and 
implementation of labor plans; conditions of 
working environments; identification of the 
scope of the class and relevant records to 
identify the putative class members. 
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6. Defendants’ employees / 
corporate officers, directors, or 
managing agents, or other 
persons employed by or acting 
at the direction of Defendant 
(current or former) who were 
responsible for designing, 
implementing, or enforcing 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme 
(names and contact information 
unknown to Plaintiffs but 
would be accessible in 
Defendant’s records) 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 
limited to:  Specific labor activities 
performed by detainees and locations of 
labor performance; payment methods and 
amounts (if any) for work performed; 
availability of any funds paid and 
requirements for use of such funds; 
conditions under which labor was required or 
coerced (including policies and/or threats 
regarding solitary confinement or other 
detention); identification of Defendants’ 
employees who assigned labor, oversaw 
labor, or had other involvement in 
CoreCivic’s labor scheme; Defendant’s 
policies and procedures for forced labor 
program and/or “dollar-a-day” labor 
program, including design and 
implementation of labor plans; conditions of 
working environments; identification of the 
scope of the class and relevant records to 
identify the putative class members. 

7. Defendants’ employees / 
corporate officers, directors, or 
managing agents, or other 
persons employed by or acting 
at the direction of Defendant 
(current or former) with 
knowledge of CoreCivic’s 
contracts for the operation of 
its detention facilities (names 
and contact information 
unknown to Plaintiffs but 
would be accessible in 
Defendant’s records) 

These witnesses may have knowledge or 
information relevant to the allegations and 
claims in the Complaint, Counterclaims, and 
affirmative defenses, including but not 
limited to:  Contracts for the operation of 
detention facilities; monies paid for 
operation of detention facilities; required 
policies, standards, or procedures for 
operation of detention facilities. 

8. All individuals disclosed by 
Defendant under Fed. R. Civ. 
P. 26 

EXHIBIT 1 
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9. All individuals identified in 
Defendant’s responses to 
discovery requests.

10. All individuals necessary for 
rebuttal, foundation, or 
impeachment.  

2. DOCUMENTS

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(a)(1)(A)(ii), Plaintiffs identify the 

following categories of documents in their possession, custody, or control that may be 

used to support Plaintiffs’ claims or defenses, unless such use would be solely for 

impeachment: 

Handbooks for some national detention facilities. 

Plaintiffs’ grievance reports and/or requests for assistance. 

Various news reports and other press / publications related to detention 

facilities and employment conditions in said facilities. 

Filings with the Securities and Exchange Commission. 

Some contracts with ICE / DHS / DOJ, including ICE Detainee Handbooks, 

Voluntary Program and Housekeeping Guidelines, inspection / audit reports, 

and reports from the Department of Homeland Security. 

Plaintiffs expressly reserve the right to identify and use documents from additional 

categories if, during the course of discovery and investigation related to this case, 

Plaintiffs learn that such additional documents exist or that such additional documents are 

relevant to the factual or legal contentions in this matter. 

Plaintiffs will produce discoverable documents in their possession, custody, or 

control that are not subject to any privilege or other valid protection. 

3. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES 

Plaintiffs and the putative classes have numerous claims with varying damage 

calculations as set forth below.  By making these disclosures, Plaintiffs are projecting 

potential damage calculations but reserve the right to modify such calculations as 

EXHIBIT 1 
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discovery progresses 

A. CALIFORNIA LABOR CODE CLAIMS 

Failure to pay minimum wage under California law 

o Reimbursement of all hourly wages not paid for work performed (or 

the difference between any work performed and what was paid for the 

work), as applicable to Plaintiffs and the entire applicable class(es) 

during the applicable statute of limitations.  For purposes of this 

damage calculation, Plaintiffs assume one hour’s pay is equivalent to 

the applicable California minimum wage at the time of the violation. 

o $100 statutory penalty (first violation only) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

pay minimum wage.  For purposes of this damage calculation, 

Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o $250 statutory penalty (subsequent violations) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

pay minimum wage.  For purposes of this damage calculation, 

Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o Potential damages equal  to the amount of wages improperly held, 

plus interest (in addition to or as an alternative to the above damages 

calculation). 

Failure to pay overtime under California law 

o Reimbursement of all overtime hourly wages not paid for work 

performed (or the difference between any work performed and what 

was paid for the work), plus interest, as applicable to Plaintiffs and the 

entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute of limitations.  

For purposes of this damage calculation, Plaintiffs assume one hour’s 

EXHIBIT 1 
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pay is equivalent to the applicable California minimum wage (and 

related overtime) at the time of the violation. 

o $50 statutory penalty (first violation only) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

pay overtime wages. For purposes of this damage calculation, 

Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o $100 statutory penalty (subsequent violations) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

pay overtime wages. For purposes of this damage calculation, 

Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

Failure to provide meal and rest periods under California law 

o Premium of one hour’s pay for each missed meal or rest period, as 

applicable to Plaintiffs and the entire applicable class(es) during the 

applicable statute of limitations.  For purposes of this damage 

calculation, Plaintiffs assume one hour’s pay is equivalent to the 

applicable California minimum wage at the time of the violation. 

o $50 statutory penalty (first violation only) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

provide proper meal or rest breaks.  For purposes of this damage 

calculation, Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o $100 statutory penalty (subsequent violations) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

provide proper meal or rest breaks.  For purposes of this damage 

calculation, Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 
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Wage statement violations under California law 

o $50 statutory penalty (first violation only) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

provide a proper and accurate wage statement.  For purposes of this 

damage calculation, Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o $100 statutory penalty (subsequent violations) for Plaintiffs and each 

member of the entire applicable class(es) during the applicable statute 

of limitations for each pay period during which CoreCivic failed to 

provide a proper and accurate wage statement.  For purposes of this 

damage calculation, Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

o Alternatively a maximum statutory penalty of $4,000 per employee. 

Waiting time penalties under California law. 

o Up to 30 days’ wages for all former employees for failure to pay all 

wages due at the time of termination of employment.  For purposes of 

this damage calculation, Plaintiffs assume one hour’s pay is 

equivalent to the applicable California minimum wage at the time of 

the violation. 

Additional PAGA penalties under California law. 

o If a PAGA claim is eventually added, for each damage item noted 

above, an additional PAGA penalty of $100 per employee per pay 

period for the first violation, and $200 per employee for pay period 

for subsequent violations.  For purposes of this damage calculation, 

Plaintiffs assume a pay period every two weeks. 

B. FEDERAL TRAFFICKING OF VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT 

For Plaintiffs and each member of the entire applicable class(es) during the 

applicable statute of limitations, the full amount of each victim’s losses are recoverable, 

including the greater of the gross income or value to CoreCivic of each victim’s services 
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or labor, or the value of each victim’s labor.   

C. CALIFORNIA TRAFFICKING OF VICTIMS PROTECTION ACT 

For Plaintiffs and each member of the entire applicable class(es) during the 

applicable statute of limitations, the greater of $10,000 or up to three times each victim’s 

actual damages 

Punitive damages as authorized by statute. 

D. CALIFORNIA UNFAIR COMPETITION LAW 

All relief available under the Unfair Competition Law, including injunctive relief 

and disgorgement, for CoreCivic’s unlawful, unfair, or fraudulent activities. 

E. COMMON LAW COUNTS OF NEGLIGENCE AND UNJUST 

ENRICHMENT

Plaintiffs’ damages for negligence and unjust enrichment are currently 

undetermined at this time.  However, Plaintiffs and the putative class(es) are entitled to 

recover all sums of money that Defendant has retained or benefited by as a result of its 

forced labor practices, including either the value of the work performed by Plaintiffs and 

the class(es) at the prevailing minimum wage rate or the wage the Defendant would have 

paid to hire non-forced labor employees to perform the same tasks that Plaintiffs and the 

class(es) performed.  In addition, Plaintiffs and the class(es) are entitled to damages for 

Defendant’s negligence related to the forced labor practices at its facilities.  These 

amounts will be determined at trial but are believed to be in excess of the jurisdictional 

minimum under CAFA. 

F. INTEREST, OTHER DAMAGES, FEES, AND COSTS 

To the extent allowed, Plaintiffs and the class(es) will also recover applicable pre-

judgment and/or post-judgment interest pursuant to statute, punitive or exemplary 

damages as authorized by statute, attorney’s fees as permitted by the applicable statutes, 

as well as costs as the prevailing party. 

///

///
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4. LIABILITY INSURANCE 

Plaintiffs have no applicable insurance coverage with respect to the claims asserted 

in the Defendant’s counterclaim.

DATED:  July 13, 2018 FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
J. Mark Waxman 
Eileen R. Ridley 
Geoffrey M. Raux 
Nicholas J. Fox 

/s/ Eileen R. Ridley
Eileen R. Ridley 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs SLYVESTER OWINO, 
JONATHAN GOMEZ, and the Proposed 
Class(es)

Robert L. Teel 
LAW OFFICE OF ROBERT L. TEEL 
ROBERT L. TEEL 
lawoffice@rlteel.com
207 Anthes Ave., Suite 201 
Langley, Washington 98260 
Telephone:(866) 833-5529 
Facsimile: (855) 609-6911 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Proposed 
Class(es)
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See American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. 

U.S.A., Inc.
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See Trevino v. ACB Am., Inc.

Gonzalez, et al. 

v. CoreCivic, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications v. 

Earhugger, Inc.

EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0020

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8395   Page 22 of
153



EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0021

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8396   Page 23 of
153



Gonzalez, et al. 

v. CoreCivic, Inc.

EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0022

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8397   Page 24 of
153



EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0023

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8398   Page 25 of
153



See Superior Communications v. Earhugger, Inc.

See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See Superior Communications v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 
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See Superior Communications v. Earhugger, Inc.

See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 
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See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.

EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0054

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8429   Page 56 of
153



EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0055

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8430   Page 57 of
153



Gonzalez, et al. 

v. CoreCivic, Inc.

EXHIBIT 2 
Page 0056

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-2   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8431   Page 58 of
153



See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 

v. Earhugger, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 
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See Superior Communications 
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications 
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., 

Inc.
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See American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. 

U.S.A., Inc.
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v. CoreCivic, Inc.
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See also American GNC Corp. v. LG Elecs. U.S.A., Inc.

See Superior Communications v. 

Earhugger, Inc.
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and all others similarly situated, 

Counter-
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I am a citizen of the United States and am over the age of eighteen years, and 

not a party to the within action.  My business address is Struck Love Bojanowski & 

Acedo, PLC, 3100 West Ray Road, Suite 300, Chandler, AZ 85226.  On April 15, 

2020, I served the following document(s): 
 

DECLARATION OF NICHOLAS D. ACEDO and this  
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
 BY MAIL:  by placing the document(s) listed above in a sealed 

envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States Mail at 
Phoenix, Arizona addressed as set forth below. 
 

 BY ELECTRONIC SUBMISSION: per Court Order, submitted 
electronically by CM/ECF to be posted to the website and notice given to all 
parties that the document(s) has been served.   

 
LAW OFFICE OF ROBERT L. TEEL 
Robert L. Teel 
1425 Broadway, Mail Code: 20-6690 
Seattle, WA 98122 
Telephone:  (866) 833-5529 
Facsimile:   (855) 609-6911 
Email:  lawoffice@rlteel.com 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
 
FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Nicholas J. Fox 
11988 El Camino Real, Suite 400 
San Diego, CA 92130 
Telephone: (858) 847-6700 
Facsimile: (858) 792-6773 
Email:  nfox@foley.com 
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FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Eileen R. Ridley 
Alan R. Ouellette 
555 California Street, Suite 1700 
San Francisco, CA 94104-1520 
Telephone: (415) 434-4484 
Facsimile: (415) 434-4507 
Email: eridley@foley.com 
aouellette@foley.com 
 
FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Geoffrey M. Raux 
111 Huntington Avenue 
Boston, MA 02199-07610 
Telephone: (617) 342-4000 
Facsimile: (617) 342-4001 
Email: graux@foley.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Proposed Class 

 
I declare that I am employed in the office of a member who is admitted pro 

hac vice in this Court at whose direction the service was made.  I declare under 
penalty of perjury that the forgoing is true and correct. 

 
Executed on April 15, 2020, at Chandler, Arizona. 

 
 

s/ Nicholas D. Acedo    
 
 
 

Case 3:17-cv-01112-JLS-NLS   Document 182-3   Filed 04/15/20   PageID.8529   Page 3 of 3


	EX 1 - PLF Initial DS
	EX 2 - Owino Rog Resp
	EX 3 - Gomez Rog Resp



