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Ken D. Safo, State Bar No. 252543
COGSWELL NAKAZAWA & CHANG, LLP SLERK. U5, Jis?mrf COURT
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Long Beach, California 90802-8131

Telephone (562) 951-8668 3

Facsumile: (562) 951-3933 ,

Attorneys for Defendant :
KAWA}S[AKI KISEN KAISHA, LTD.

H

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
‘CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

STJ;I;];UCKS CORPORATION, | VCQS% N(Q 1 230 FJV\ CCL—X : j . 

ing business as STARBUCKS .
EE COMPANY, a corporation,
NOTICE OF REMOVAL UNDER

Plaintiff, 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (FEDERAL
o UESTIO) 28 US.C. 13
vs. | OF CITIZENSH

HANJIN SHIPPING co LID.;.. L
Py s@\mﬁ Does T’hfagﬁ‘h}@

inCi BSIVE
Defendan‘ts.

TO THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: S
" . PLEASB TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal
questlon), 28US.C §1332 (diversity of 01tlzensh1p) 28 U.8.C. § 1441(b)

A(removabihty of actmns) and 28 U.S.C. § 1446 (removal procedure) Defendaﬁf

KAWASAKI KISEN KAISHA, LTD, (hereinafter referred to as the “K» Lme)
removes the state case identified below to this Court. . o
1. OnJanmary 23, 2009, a Complaint was filed in the 'Supei'ior '
Court for the State of California, in and for the County of Los Angeles- South
District, entitled “Starbucks Corporatmn v. Hanjin S]:nppmg co. Ltd et al,, case
1 ’
1

NOTICE OF REMOVAT. ITNTIRR 28 TT Q. & 1221 (REMRD.AT 3 TEeTrman .

"".

13


http://dockets.justia.com/docket/court-cacdce/case_no-2:2009cv01230/case_id-437651/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/cacdce/2:2009cv01230/437651/1/
http://dockets.justia.com/
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nuniber NC052412. A true and correct copy of the Complaint is attached hereto as

Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein by this reference.

| 2. This removal is timely. A defendant has 30 days to remove the _
case to federal court, commencing upon service of the Complaint. 28 U.S.C. §
1446(b); Murphy Bros., Inc. v. Michetti Pipe Stringing, Inc., 526 U.S. 344, 143 L.
Ed. 2d 448,119 S. Ct. 1322 (1999). A copy of the Complaint was received by
“K” Line at the offices of it agent in Richmond, Virginia, on or about January 30,
2009. Hanjin Shipping Co., Ltd. (“Hanjin) is the only other defendant named
and served in this action and Hanjin was served with the Summons and Complaint
less than 30 days before the filing of this Notice of Removal.

3.  This Court has federal question jurisdiction over the .clai_ms ’

 against KAWASAKI KISEN KAISHA, LTD. 28 US.C. § 1331 confers original

jurisdiction to this Court of “all civil actions arising under the laws ... of the
United States.” As such, a federal court has original_juﬂ'sdiétion over all claims

arising under any act of Congress that regulates commerce, where the remedy

‘sought is inferable from the act or hinges upon an interpretation ofit. 28 U.S.C.

§1337; Lomanco, Inc. V. Missouri Pacific Railroad Co., 566 F. Supp. 846, 847-
848 (E.D. Ark. 1983).

4. TheCarriage of Goods by Sea Act(“COGSA”) “hasbeen held
to undoubtedly be such an ‘act of Congress regulating commerce’ within the
meaning of 28 U.S.C. §1337.” Lomanco, Iné. supra, 556 F. Supp. at 848.
COGSA “affords the same kind and character of regulation and control of the
carriage of goods by sea in Iforeign commerce as is afforded to interstate carriage
b_y rail and motor carriage under the Interstate Commerce Act, 91 et seq., Title 49,
U.S.C.A.; é.nd to carriage by air under the terms of the Civil Aeronautics Act, §401
et seq., Title 49, U.S.C.A” Crispin Co., v. Lykes Bros. 8.8.-Co., 134 F. Supp. 704,
705 (S.D. Tex. 1955). |
/17
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5. COGSA is a statutory scheme enacted by Congress in 1936
which regulates the carriage of goods by sea in foreign trade under bills of lading.

COGSA. is the United States version of the “Hague Rules”, an international

| maritime convention signed in Brussels on Aligust 25,1924, The Hague Rules

have been adopted by most of the major maritime nations of the world. COGSA,

like the Hague Rules, establishes a comprehensive framework of the rights and
liabilities by which shippers and ocean carriers are governed. See Vimar Seguros

Y Reaseguros, S.A. v. M/V SKY REEFER, 515 U.S. 528, 536 (1995); Institute of

|| London Underwriters v. Sea-Land Service, Inc.,.881 F.2d 761, 763 (9* Cir. 1989).

6.  COGSA applies ex proprio vigore to every bill of lading that
evidences a contract of carriage by seato and from the United States in foreign
trade. 46 U.S.C. §30701 (formerly-46 US.C. §1312). Crispin Co., supra, 134 F.
Supp. 706.; The Continental Insurance Company v. Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd.,
542 F. Supp. 2d 1031, 1034 (N.D. Cal. 2008). |

7. The Complaint alleges that the defendants received shipments
of bags of green coffee at Belawan, Indonesia for carriage to Balt’ifnore, Maryland;
pursuant to certain Hanjin ocean bills of lading. (See Complaint, Exhibit “A” at’q
5). Although the Complaint 'makes no mention of COGSA, the cargo claims
arising from the ﬁanspoﬂation of these goods are governed by COGSA, by 't'he

force of its own terms and by the terms and conditions.of bills of lading. See

Institute of London Underwriters v. Sea-Land Service, Inc., 881 F. 2d 761, 763 (o

Cir. 1989); Hoegh Lines v. Green Truck Sales, Inc., 298 F. 2d 240, 242 (9" Cir.
1962); cert, denied, 371 U.S. 817 (1962). -

8. . Plaintiffs claims against “K” Line Lconsequerntly arise under
the Jaws of the United States, which bring them within the scope of this Court’s
federal question jurisdiction. This case is therefore removable pursuant to 28

U:S.C. § 1441(b). See The Continental Insurance Company v. Kawasaki Kisen

Kaisha, Ltd., 542 F. Supp. 2d 1031 (N.D. Cal. 2008); B.F. McKernin & Co., Inc. v,

3
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United States Lines, Inc., 416 F. Supp. 1068, 1071 (S.D.N.Y. 1976); Jones v.

' Compagnie Generale Maritime, 882 F. Supp. 1079, 1083 (S.D. Ga. 1995); Joe

Boxer, Inc. v. Fritz Transp. Int’l, 33 F. Supp.2d 851, 854 (C.D. Cal. 1998); .

9, The great weight of authority supports a finding that any state
law claims alleged by Plaintiff are preempted by COGSA.

10. InB.F McKernin & Co., Inc. . United States Lines, Inc., 416 F
Supp 1068 (S.D.N.Y. 1976), the cargo owner sued the ocean carrier in New York
State Court to recover damages allegedly resulting from the carrier’s delay in
delivering a shipment from New York io the Nethetlands. The case was removed
to federal court. The Plaintiff cargo owner alleged common law claims for
conversion and breach of contract. The ocean carrier contended, inter alia, that
any claim arises solely under COGSA. Id. At 1070. The Court agreed, finding hat
under Sections 1300 and 1312 of COGSA, the remedies of COGSA are .exclus’iv.é.
The Court dismissed the common law claims for conversion and ‘breach of
contract, The Court, quoting from Crispin Co.,, supra, 134 F. Supp. at 706
stated: ' '

“The petitionl contains no mention of or reference to, the

Carriage of Goods by Sea Act. In separate paragraphs,

- allegations.are made of breach of contract... and of

negligent handling of the cargo. . . But the only duty

which the defendant owes plaintiff springs from the

shipper-carrier relationship; and despite careful .Onﬁssion

of any reference to the statute, and whether the complaint

sounds in tort or contract, the obligations, responsibilities,

and liabilities wich result from the shipper-carrier relation,

are circumscribed bytermé of the statute.”

11. Similarly, in Polo Ralph Lauren, L.P. v. Tropical Shipping &
Construction Co., Ltd, , 215 F. 3d 1217, 1220 (11" Cir. 2000), the Eleventh Circuit

4
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addressed COGSA’s purpose of “achiev{ing] international uniformify. .. by
setting out certain duties and responsibilities of carriers. . .” The Court found that
“Iblecause COGSA governs during the time after cargo is loaded and before it is
removed from the ship, the implication from this provision is that COGSA, when
it applies, supersedes other laws.” Id., citing §1311. The Court held that because
COGSA, applied to Plaintiff’s action agaihst the ocean carrier, it provided the
exclusive remedy to the cargo lost overbdar.d in rough seas .

12, The recent United States Supreme Court decision in Norfolk
Southern Railway Company v. Kirby, 543 U.S. 14 (2004) also provides guidance

| for this Court and supports COGSA’s preemption of state law claims.

- In Kirby, cargo was carried from Australia to Savannah, Georgia, and
then by rail to Huntsville, Alabama under through ocean bills of lading. The

ocean carrier hired atailroad to carry the cargo from Savannah to. Huntsville.

|| During the r4il transportation, the train derailed and the cargo was damaged. The

|| cargo owner sued the railroad. Therailroad asserted the limitation of liability

under the terms of the ocean bills of lading and COGSA.. The cargo owner

asserted that its tort and contract claims were governed by state law, rather than

federal law. |
Kirby held that “so long as a bill of lading requires substantial

carriage of goods by sea, 'itjpurposé 1s to effectuate maritime commerce - and thus

|| it is a maritime contract” Id. at 27. Kirby also concluded that the through bill of
| lading should be governed and interpreted under federal Taw to promote the

uniformity of general maritime law. 7d at 28. Tn Kirby, as in this case, that federal
law was COGSA. Id, at 29.

Kirby sought to “protect the uniformity of federal maritime law,” and

- “reinforce the liability regime Congress established in COGSA.” Kfrby, 543 U.S.

at29. The application of state law in a COGSA case undermines the fundamental

policies the Kirby sought to advance. As Kirby stated: [a]pplying state law to

5




cases like this one would undermine the uniformity of general maritime law.” Id.
at 28. Application of state law to an ocean bill of lading would create the
[c]onfusion and inefficiency” that “inevitably result[s] when “more than one 'body
of law governs a given contract’s meaning.” Id.

13. This Court also has diversity jurisdiction over the claims against

“K” Line. This is a civil action by which this Court has original jurisdiction under

28 U.S.C. §1332, and is one which may be removed tothis Court by defendants

purSuant to the provisions of 28 U.S.C. §1441(b) in that it is a civil action between

citizens of a State and citizens of foreign states and the matter in controversy

gxceeds the sum of $75,000, exclusive of interest and costs, based on the
allegations in the Complaint.

14.  Atthetime of the filing of the Complaint and at the time this
Notice of Removal was filed, defendant “K” Line was and is a corporation
organized and existing under the laws of Japan with its principal place of business
in 'Tol;yb, Japan, defendﬁnt Hanjin was and is a corporation organized and existing
under the Taws of the Republic of Korea with its principal place of business in
Seoul, Korea, and Plaintiff ié incorporated inthe State of Washington with its
principal place of business in Seattle. Thus, complete diversity existed at the time

of the filing of the Complaint and at the time of the ﬁiing of this Notice of

.Remowal.
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15. All other defendants who have been served with the Summons
and Complaint have joined in this Notice of Removal, as evidenced by the Joinder

of Hanjin.

Dated: February /7 ,2009 ~ COGSWELL NAKAZAWA & CHANG, LLP

Ll

Alan Na

Dena.S Agha e

Ken DA\Sato

Attorne fendant KAWASAKI

KISEN'KAISHA, T.TD.
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CONFORMED COFY
OF ORIGINAL FILED
DENNIS A. CAMMARANO/BAR NO. 123662 Los Angeles Superior {ouart

CAMMARANO & SIRNA, LLP

3535 East Ocean Boulevard, Suite 501 JAN 2872000

Long Beach, California 90802 : .
' John A, Clare, Boovuw e u_J..‘.-.ur.fL,'lm'k

Telephone: (362)495-9501

Facsimile: (562) 495-3674 . Deput;

A CASE MANAGEMENT CONEERENCE
Attorneys for Platntiff, 230
TAEEICKS CORPORATION doind bisingss 030 ATH.
as STARBUCKS COFFEE COMPANY jn 2 2 9009 H(
| TN DEPARTMENT. e
SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - SOUTH DISTRICT

- T R I - '-
Case No.: N INY: .

STARBUCKS:CORPORATION doing
‘business as STARBUCKS ‘COFFEE Do .
COMPANY, COMPLAINT FORDAMAGE TO.
- . CARGO; NEGLIGENCE/WILLFUL

‘Plaintiff, MISCONDUCT; BREACH.OF .

. CONTRACT; BREACH OF

I s, WARRANTY:; BREACH OF,

BAILMENT .

HANJIN SHIPPING CO., LTD; and DOES 1
through 20, inclusive,. ) '

Defendants.

Plaintiff ‘al‘leges: _ _
FIRST-CAUSE:OF ACTION AGAINST ALL D.EFEﬂ'DANTS

(Damage:to Cargo)

1. Plaintiff, STARBUCKS CORPORAITON-aoing buginess as STARBUCKS |
COFFEE COMPANY (hereinafter “STARBUCKS” or “Plaintiff””) 152 corporation authorized o
do business in the State of California with an éfﬁ'ce and place of business at 2401 Utah Avenue
South, Suite 800, S-LA1, Seattls, Washington 98124 Plaintiff brings this action on its own |
behalf and on behalf of all others having any interest in the Cargo referred to below.

2 At all times materie] herein, Defendant, HANJIN SHIPPING CO., LTD.,

et w

(hereinafter “HANJIN" or with Does “Defendants”), was a corporation doing business in this
ace of

'judicial ‘district as an ocean common carrier and freight forwarder with an office.and pl

Complaint for .[?ﬂmﬂg e to Cargo ' | | | EX%EE%EF@W
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business at 301 Hanjin Road. Long Beach, California 80802,

3. Plaintiff has no knowledge of the true names and capacities of Defendants sued

herein as Does | through 20 inclusive, except that Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that

' basis alleges, the damage to the cargo was proximately caused by Defendants’ wrongful acts.

Plaintiff therefore sues these Defendants by such fictitious names and Plaintiff will amend this

complaint to allege their true names and capacities when ascertained.

4. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and on that basis alleges, that each of the Doe

Defendants were at all tirnes herein mentioned the agent, servant, employee or contractor of the .

other Defendants.

3. On or about September 3, 2007, Defendants accepted a shipment consisting of
2400 bags of green coffee (“Cargo”) to be carried from Belawan, Indonesia to B‘alt-fimore,
Maryland in th'e-same,gé)od order and éondition as when received iﬁ Container Nos.
HICU2914395, HICUS315624, HICUS236274, HICUS470750, HICU8934193 and
HICUB490381 under HANJIN bills of lading nuﬁb ers HISCBANA01099506,

HISCBANAQ01099607 and HISCBANAO01100005 each dated ,Septemberﬁ, 2007 and the Hanjin-

Starbucks Master Service Agreement effective starting on May 20, 2004 and remaining in effect
on the date of the shipment. | S . B |
6. Defendants, and each of them, failed aﬁd neglected to carry, handle and monitor
the Cargo. and maintain its good order a'md con.dit-ion as when Iec.eived. To the contrary, the
cargo was damaged while in the care and custody of D.efendants.
7. By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff has been damaged in the sum of

£525,000.00, plus miscellaneous expenseé, interest and éosts, no part of which has been paid by

Defendants despite dernand therefor.
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

(Negligence/Willful Misconduct)
8. Plaintiff refersto peragraphs 1 through 7, inclusive, of this complaint and

incorporates them herein as though fully set forth.

9, . Theloss to the Cargo was directly and proxiniately caused by the negligence,

Page 2

Complaint for Damage to Cargo
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carelessness, and willful misconduct of Defendants, and each of them.

10.  As a direct and proximate result of such conduct, Plaintif has been damaged in

the sum of $325,000.00, plus miscellaneous exXpenses, interest and costs, no part of which has

been paid by Defendants despite demand therefor.
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

(Breach of Contract)

11, ‘Plaintiffrefers to paragraphs 1 through 10, inclusive, of this complaint and

incorporates them herein as though fully set forth.
12.  On or about Septenber 35,2007, Defendants, and each of them, agreed to safely

‘handle, store, count, transport and deliver the Cargoin the same good otder and condition as

* when received.

- 13. i)efen&ants, and each of ﬁaem, materially aﬁd substantially:b reached and deviated
from their agreement by failing to délive;; the Cargb in ihe samé good order and condition as
when received. | | |

14,  Allof any, conditions and/or covenants required to be performed in accordance
with the terms and conditions of the agreement, Were cpmplied with or otherwise excused.

15.  Asadirectand proximaté' result of the material breach of, and deviation from, the
agreements by Defendants, Plaintiff has been damaged in the sum of $525,000.00, plus
miscellaneous expenses, interest and costs, 10 part of whlch has been pald by Defendants.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

| ~ {Breach of Bailment)
16, Plaintiff refers to paragraphs 1 through 15, inCh's;siVe, of this complaint and
incorporates them herein as thongh fully set forth.
17,  The damage of the Cargo was directly and proximately caused by the acts and
omissions of Defendants, and each of them, in violation of their statutory and common law duties

and obligations as bailees to safely care for the Cargo and take.adequate exception o its

condition upon receipt.

18, By reason of the foregoing, Plaintiff has been damaged in a sum of $525,000.00,

Complaint for Demage to Cargo

Page 3




b

G

i

R =T - IR B o Y

plus miscellaneous expenses, interest and costs, no past of which has been paid by Defendants

despite demand therefor.
| FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

{Breach of Warranty)
‘ 19. Plaintifflrefers to paragraphs 1 through 18, inclusive, of the Complaint and
incorporates them herein as though fully set forth. A
20.  Inloading, stowing and unloadifﬁg the Cargo, Defendants warranted that they
would perform the services in a workmantike manner usint; the proper equip;nent and personnel.

21.  Defendants improperly stowed, loaded and offloaded the Cargo and thus,

breached their Warrantv

22, Asd direct and proximate result of defendant's breéch of warranty, ?laintiff has
been damaged in the sum of $525,000.00, plus mlscellaneous expenses mterest and costs, no

part of which has been pald by Defendants desplte demand therefor.
PRAYER

‘'WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for Judcment against Defendants, }omtly and

severally, as follows

1. For general damages in the sum ."of $525,000.00, plus miscellaneous eXpenses,

mterest and costs;

2, For pre-judgment interest at the rate of 10% per anmum from October 25,2007;

For post-judgment interest at the rate of 10% per annum,

:JJ

4, For costs of suit herein; and
A, For such other and further relief as this court deems just and proper.

CAMMABRANO & SIRNA,LLP

,/ 772
Tennis A. Cammarano
Attorneys for Plaintiff,
STARBUCKS CORF ORATION
doing business as STARBUCKS
COFFEE COMPANY
294712 _

Dated: January 22, 2000

By:

Complaint for Dumage to Cargo Page 4
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AN ACOREES, AND TELEPHONE N CTAGER OF AT TORMEY DR FaRTT WITHCUT ATTCANEY.
pannis b Cammarane, 2s5§.

CAMMARAND & SIRNA, LLP

cyg Bast Ocean glvd., Suite 501

Long Beach, california 30802

(562} 495-9501

ATTORNEY FOR (Name]: plainciff

STATE AR NUMEER Heserved lor Glark s Fiig Srame

23ead

—

OF ORIGENAL ¥
Yoot o Court

O/R: 2947 y

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNI

A, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

COURTHOUSE ADDRESS:

415 W, Cgeanl Blvd., Long Beach, California 90802

Los Aungelss T
JAN 23 2009

PLAINTIFE:

STARBUCKS CORPORATION doing business as STARSUCKS CO

Jﬁ#ﬂ A. Ch!l'l{i‘a. La Ly 2 £ r/Clﬂ!‘-‘
FFEE COMPAN j

DEFENDANT:
HANTIN aygTPPING CO., LID.. ET AL.

o

"5 . Deguty

AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT
(Fictitious /incorrect Name)

L

CASE NUMBER:
NCcos2412

I FICTITIOUS NAME (No order required}

Upon the filing of the complaint, the 'plainliff, bei

designated the defendant in the compiaint by th

ng ignerant of the irue name of the
e fictitlous name_of:

defendant and having

FGTIOUS NAME
DCE ONE

—

and having discovered the frug name of the defendant to be:

TRUE NAME
KAWASAKI KISEN KAISHA, LID.

|

Vi)

amends the com laink by substituting the frue nam

igus niary

n the complaint.

wharever it appears i

a for the flctit
"DATE TYPE OR PRINT NAME .

SIGEN oF ATT

01/22/08 DENNIS A. CAMMARANQ, BSQ.

1z

[] INCORRECT NAME (Order required)

The plaintiff, havin designated a defendant in the complaint by

the incomect name of:

TNCORRECT NAME

and having discovered the frue name of the defendant to be:

2
TRUE NAME

_J
i

amends the comglaint.bg substituting the tue name for the incor

DATE TYPE OR PRINT NAME

\

rect narme wheraver it appears in the ¢om laint, )
SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY
. 1

ORDER
THE CDURTORDERS the amendement approved and filed. '
Dated Judicial Officer
LACIV 105 (Rev, 01/07) AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT Code Civ. Proc., §§ 471.5,

LASC Approved 03-04

(Fictitious / incorrect Name)

472473, 474
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PROOFT OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of I.os Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within action; my business address is: 444 West Ocean Boulevard, Suite
1250, Long Beach, California $0802-8131.

On February 19, 2009, I served the foregoing document described as: NOTICE OF
REMOVAL UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (FEDERAL QUESTION) AND 28 U.S.C. § 1332
(DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP) on the interested parties in this action, by placing the ()
original (x ) true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelope to the addressee as follows:

Dennis A. Cammarano ‘ Tel: (562) 495-9501
CAMMARANO & SIRNA, LLP Fax: (562) 495-3674
555 East Ocean Blvd., Suite 501 Attorneys for Plaintiff, Starbucks Corporation

Long Beach, CA 90802

(X) by mail as follows: I am "readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and
processing correspondence for mailing, which is deposited with U.S. Postal Service on
that same day with postage thereon fully prepared at Long Beach, CA in the ordinary
course of business. Iam aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed
invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of
deposit for mailing in affidavit.

() by personal service as follows: I caused to be delivered by messenger service to the
offices of the addressee(s).

() by facsimile as follows: I caused service by facsimile. The transmission was reported as
complete and without error with transmission report.

O by overnight mail as follows: I caused the foregoing document to be served by overnight
service.

(X)  (State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
above is true and correct.

() (Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court
at whose direction the service was made.

Executed on February 19, 2009, at Long Beach, California.

\X%C«%&%«

Grace Kang




From: JANNEY & JANNEY COURT SERYICES 4138024 02/19/2009 17:07 #787 P. 0187017
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UNITED STi £ 1ISTRICT COURT, CENTRAL DIS’I‘RIC’l we LAL’IFORNIA
CIVIL COVER SHEET

b

1 (a) PLAINTIFFS (Check box if you are representing yourself ) - . DEFEI\_T‘DM\I_TS_
Starbucks Carporation, doing business as Starbucks Coffee Company Hanjin Shipping Co., L1,
Kawasaki Kisen Kzisha, Lvd.

{b) Attorneys (Firn Name, Address and Talephone Mumber. If you are representing | Attorneys (i Known)

yolursel, provide sate,) Alar Nakazawa, Cogswell Nakazawa & Chang, LLP, 444 W. Qcean Blvd., Suite
Dcni_us A, Cammamno, Cammaranc & Sitna, LLP, 555 East Ocean Blvd,, Suite 1250, Long Beach, CA 90302 (562) 551-5668
_SDI, Long Beach, CA 90802 (562) 495-9501

11. BASIS OF JURISDICTEQN (Place an X in one box oniy.) Il CITIZENSEIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES - For Diversity Cases Only

{Place an X in ane box for plaintif¥ and one for defendant )
© O1US. Gnvemment?imnttff o3 Federat Question (U.5. . PIF DEF . PTF DEF
Govemment Not a Party) Citizen of This State {11 [@1 Incorporated or Principel Place O 4 D04
. ] of Business n this State
02 U.8. Govemment Defendant &4 Diversity (Indicate Ciﬁzmship Citizen of Another State \!{ 2 12 Incorpomied and Principel Place 05 05
. of Parties in fera 1) ' : of Business in Another State -
Citizen or Subject of a Foreign Country £33 M3 Foreign Nation Q& 06

. IV, QRIGIN (Piacem)(meneboxun.ly)

03 Originel #2 Removed fom I3 Resanded from  [14 Reinstated or (05 Transferred from another district (specify): 06 Muil‘l- 07 Appeal ta District ‘
Pmceeding State Court Appellate Court’ Reopened ) Istrict Judge fram
th!gahon Magistate Judge

V. REQUESTED IN COMPLAINT, JURY DEMAND' 0 Yes ¥ No (Check “Yes' only if demanded in ::ornpla.mt.)
CLASS ACTION under FR.CP.23: GYes ONo {0} MONEY DEMANDED IN COMPLAINT: §; 5?-5 00

VI, CAUSE OF ACTION (Cite the 115, Civil Statute under which you are filing and write 2 brief stztement of cause. Da not cite jurisdictional stetutes unlm‘s' diversity )
Admiralty cago damage cause of action under United States COGSA, 46 U.S.C. section [300, et seq.

‘ ¥IL NATURE OF SUIT (Ploce an X in one box'anly.}

State Reappottionment gllﬁ Insurance &) 0 710 Fair Labor Standeyds
0410 Antitrust 120 Marine 00310 Airplape B 2101510 Motions fo Act
430 Banks und Bunking 130 Mjker Act 1315 Aimplane Product {3370 Other Fraud Vacate Sentence [1720 Laborfgmt.
.0450 Commerce/iCC 1140 Negotiable Instriment Lisbility 01371 Truthin Lending Habeas Corpus - Relations
‘ Rafew/gte, (1150 Recovery of 3320 Assault, Libel & {7380 Other Personal {11530 General 073¢ Labor/Mgmt
L1460 Deportation Overpayment & {  Slander . Property Damage (1535 Death Penalty Reporting &
£1470 Racksteer Influenced Enforcement of (1330 Fed.Employers” |0 395 Mendamns/ Disclosure Act
: and Corrupt . Judgment 130 h‘:";i'*"y Other D1740 Rajiway Labor Act
"' Organizations 1151 Medicars Act o Maﬂ:: Prodiot Civit Rights 795 -Other Labor
© 1480 Congumer Credit 1152 Recovery of Defanited Liability Prison Condition Litigation
1490 Cable/SatTY $tudent Loan (Excl. 01350 Mowr Vebicle
. D810, Seleotive Serviee Veterans) 0355 Mtor Vehicle
< {0850 Securities’Commeodities/ )1 153 Recovery of Product Liability Agriculture
. Exchange ) Overpayment of 1360 Other Personal (ither Fand &
0875 Customer Challenge 12 Veteran’s Benefils Injury foking Prug
: USC 3410 160 Stockholders' Suits {1362 Personal infury- Employment 0625 Drug Related
. 3890 Other Satutory Actions [0 150 Other Contract Med Malpractice Housing/Acco- Seizuwe of
B89l Agricuiural Act 1195 Contract Product 3365 Personal Injnry- . mmodations Property 21 USC B 261 HIA (1395€1)
‘892 Economic Swhilization | - Liability . ProductLisbility [0 444 Welfare 88l |c1862 Black Lung (923)
Act i . - 10368 Asbestos Personel |[1445 American with |0630 Liquorlaws |0 863 DIWCDIWW
- -[1893 Enviroamental Maum‘s Injury Product Disabilities - | 640 RR. & Truck ' {405(g))

[18%4 Buergy Allocation Act §0210 Land Condemnation

Employment (0650 Airline Regs 11 864 S5ID Title X1
[ 895 Freedom of Info. Act {0220 Forsclosure 4

1446 American with |[[3660 Occupational - |03 865 RSE (40

01900 Appeal of Fee Deterni- {1230 Rent Lease & Ejectment Naturalization Disehilities - Safety /Health ] S
‘ nation Under Bqual {01240 Torts to Land ] Appiication - Qther D690 Other [ 87C¢ Taxes (U.S. Plamntiff
.. Accessto Justics 1245 Tort Product Lisbility |0 463 HabeasCorpus- i1 440 Other Civil - or Defendant}
. 1950 Constitutionafity of 0290 All Other Real Property Alien Defaines |, Rights ~ 1871 IRS-Third Party 26
o Stie Staiutes - D465 Other Immigration . USC 7609

Actions

: , — Y0 -y
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From: JANNEY & JANNEY COURT SERVICES 4138024 02/19/2008 17:08 #7687 P.M5/017

. PP . ¢ s ] <
€ " UNITED S'Ii_ + ~:STRICT COURT CENTRAL DISTRIC. . CAUIFORNIA
' CIVIL COVER SHEET .

VI(a). IDENTICAL CASES: Has this action bcan previously fﬂcd in this court and dismissed, remanded or closed? ®No O Yes
1f yes, list case number(s):

E VIO(b), RELATED CASES: Have any cases been previously filed in this court that are related lo the present case? E’ No O ch

" if yes, list case nomber(s):

Clvd cases are desmed refated if 5 previously filed case aed the present case:
(Chack all baxes that apply) D1 A, Arise from the same or closely refated transactions, happerings, or events, or .
OB. Call for delerminalivn of the samu o substanlally 1elated or similar questions of law and fact or -
O C. Forother reasens would eatail substential dupiication of labor if keard by different judges; or
31D, Involve the seme patent, rademark or copyright, and one of the factors identificd above in a, b or calso is present.

IX. VENUE: (When completing the fo'llnwing information, use an additional sheet if uecmsary.)

(a) Listthe Ccmnty in this Distriot; California County outside of this District; State if other tban Ca[lfomm or Foreign Country, in which EACH named plaintiff resides.
[ Check here if the povernment, its agencies or employees is 8 named plaintiff. If this box is chcckcd_, 4 fo item {b).

County in this Districk* i ) California Cnun‘y otitside of this District; State, if other than Cal;fomla, o Fore'ngn Couistry

Seattle, Washington

(b) Liat the County in this Dlslrlct, California County outside of this Disicict; State if other than California; or Foreign Canntry, is which EACH narned defendent resides.
O Check here if the government; fts agencies or emp]ovm is a named defendant. If this box is checked, go to item (c).

Couniy in this Disriet:* - . . California County outside of this Dmncl; State, if other then Cahforma, &r Fareign Country
‘ ' Seou], Korez
Tokyo, Japan -

(¢} Listthe Courny in this Diswict; California County ouisids of this District; State if ather then California; or Foreign Country, in which EACH oleim irose.
‘Note: ln Land eondemnsation cases, use the facation of the tract of lsmd invoived.

County in this District* ' ) California County outside of this Dlsmat, Stare. if otber tian California; or Foreign Country

Baltimore, Maryland

* Los Angeles, Orange, San Brroerdino, Riversid

o . seles, di fversi anta Barb:ra, or San Luis Obispo Counhns
- Note:In iaﬂd cundcmnaﬁon cas:s.usethc Iocation of the track of Yand involved /

X. SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY (OR PRO PER)

211109

Notlc.e te CounsellParhes The CV-71 (35-44) LAl Cover Sheet and the information contained hersin neither replace norsupplemcnrm: filingand service of| pleadings
or other paers nsrequired by law. ‘This form, ﬂ;!Pm'vedby the Judicisl Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required pursuant to Local Rule 3-1 is not filed
but is used by the Clerk ofthe Com'tﬁorﬁ:e putpose of statistics, verme and initiating the civil docket sheet. (Formore detailed instructions, see sepame instructions sheet)

Keyto Staustma] cudes relam:g to Socm! Seounty Cases
Nature of Suit Cede ~ Abbreviation  Substantive Statement of Cavse of Action

%61 THA Al ciaizhs for heatth insurance benefits (Medicare) under Titls 18, Part A, of the Social Secwity Act, as amended,
Also, includs clafms by, hospitels, skilled nursing facilities, ete., for certification us providers of services under, the
prograt, (42 U.8.C. 1935FF (b)) B ) '

862 BL All claims for “Black Lung™ benefits under Title 4, Part B, of the Federal Coal Mine Heslth and Safety Act of 1969
{30 U.5.C. 523)

863 DIWC All claims filed by insured workers for disability nsurance benefits under Title 2 of the Social Seourity Act, 25

amended; plus all claims filed for child’s insurance benefits based on disability. (42 U.S.C. 405(g)}

863 . orvw Al claims filed for widows or widowers insurance benefits Based on disability under Title 2 of the Suclal Security

o Act, as amended. (42 U.S.C. 405(g)

BG4 SSID All claims for supplemental security income payments based upon disability filed under Title 16 of the Soeial Sacurlty

' ' + Act, as amended,
865 RSI ' Al claims for refirement (old age) and survivors benefits under Titte 2 of the SDC]E] Seeurity Act, as ameﬂdad (42
: UsC.(g)
CV-71 {053/08) ) ) CIVIL COYER SHEET - . PageZof2 *
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" From:JANNEY & JANNMEY COURT SERVICES 4138024 02/19/2008 17:03 #7687 P.8/017

. o et ¢
od -7 { ' {
1 | PROOF (OF SERVICE
2 || STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES |
3 '] am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. -1 am over the age of 18
: and not a party to the within action; my business address is; 444 West Ocean Boulevard, Suite -
4 || 1250, Long Beach, California 90802-8131. ' '
5 On February 19, 2009, I served the foregoing document described as: CIVIL COVER
| SHEET on the interested parties in this action, by placing the () original (x ) true copy thereof
6 | enclosed in sealed envelope to the addressee as follows: :
- 7| Dennis A. Cammarano Tel: (562) 495-9501
3 CAMMARANO & SIRNA, LLP Fax: (562) 495-3674 o
555 East Ocean Blvd., Suaite 501 Attorneys for Plaintiff, Starbucks Corporation
9 Long Beach, CA 90802 ‘ ’ : T
0] | -
11 ) by mail as follows: I am "readily farniliar” with the firm's practice of collection and
: " processing correspondence for mailing, which is deposited with 1.8, Postal Service on
12 4 that same day with postage thereon fuslly prepared at Long Beach, CA in the ordinary
course of business. [ am awate that on motion of the party served, service is presumed
13 invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day aftei date of
) deposit for mailing in affidavit.
14 : ' ) :
() by personal service as follows: I caused to be delivered by inessenger service to the
15 {- -  offices of the addressee(s). ‘ -
161 () by facsimile as follows: I caused service by facsimile. The transmission was reporéed as -
coniplete ahd without erfor with transmission report. . .
10O by overnight mail as follows: I caused the foregoing document to be served by overnight-
18 service. A . S ?
io | 0D (State) I declare under penalty of petjury under the laws of the State of California that the |
above is true and correct. . . . '
20f § ' S .
O (Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of & member of the bar of this court - | -
21 at whose direction the service was made. .
99 ‘Executed on February 19, 2009, at Long Reach, California.
y S e
‘ a .
24 . = 7 SN
Grace Kang
25
26
27
- 28
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