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LOS ANt
MARTIN D. SINGER (SBN NO. 78166) NGELES SUPERIOR COURy
PAUL N. SORRELL (SBN 126346)
LAVELY & SINGER UEL 1~ 2008
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION :
2049 Century (I;arllc: East,gSol(l)ié% 249%% JOH
Los Angeles, California 2 (o)
Telephone: (310) 5563501 W ‘}iﬂ I,‘..E' (
Facsimile: (310) 556-3613 BY MARY
(e-mail: psorrell@lavelysinger.com)

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
DUANE “DOG” CHAPMAN and
BETH CHAPMAN
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DUANE “DOG” CH.

INS 11 || individual; and BE]
N individual,
12
NS .
V. N
14 '
Al
apman (collectively, "Plaintiffs") allege
_dE PARTIES
. g") Chapman is, and at all times material heret pagbaen, an
RImMMS
" ume conducts business in the County of Los Angeleéég a2
ORLRE " Ben
24| ' ictor in a television program appearing on the A&E%ﬁ change! entitied
- T 7 SEgg
i 25||'De " nty Hunter” (“the Program”). 2228
= < B3
é 26 2. Plaintiff Beth Chapman is, and at all times material hereto has b%n, an g Rual
: PER
1 27 || who from time to time conducts business in the County of Los Angeles, State of Califoﬁu’a, dnd
i;' 28 || 1s an actress in the Program. g 3
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3. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendant Boris

ey

Krutonog ("Krufonog") is, and at all times material hereto has been, an individual residing and
doing business in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, and the owner and/or principal
of Defendant Pivot Point Entertainment LLC.

4. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon i vot Point
Entertainment LLC is, and at all times material hereto * ) ‘ o

organized under the laws of the State of Califo

County of Los Angeles, State of Califor ~

A - - - Y (T - 7 o

Entertainment LLC are sometime:

jo—
(=

5. Plaintiffs ~

j—
[—

allege that the ficti*

pk
(3]

in some ms

==
[**]

circu
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3 0r
rt to amend
ned Defendants

ce to a named Defendant

. sed upon such information and belief,
" 1e agents, employees, partners, joint-venturers,
-nployers of the remaining Defendants, and each of
-in mentioned were, acting within the course and scope of that

i ! <rship, conspiracy, ownership or joint venture. Plaintiffs are further
24 ; and, based upon such information and belief, allege that the acts and
COn. 1 alleged of each such Defendant were known to, authorized by, and/or ratified by
26 || the other Defendants, and each of them.

Frag, 4 deorie
o
n

7. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Defendants are, and at

28 (| all times, material hereto, were the alter-egos of each other and there exists at all imes material
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b
~1

- K:MI73-PLE\COMPLAINT 112508.wpd

2 COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION




2136281908

b2 S RO SR i ow I R o

O <y & R W N -

= . T
FOO T R S . e —]

25

27
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hereto, and at all times material hereto has existed, a unity of interest and ownership among such
Defendants such that any separateness has ceased to exist in that, among other things, Krutonog

and Pivot Point have commingled their respective assets and used assets of ©” + ather party for

their own separate purposes, and caused assets to be transferred to e ut adequate
consideration.
8. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and ¢ .0g

completely owned, controlled, dommnated, used,

intermingled assets of said alter-ego for ]

liability of Pivot Point as alleged he

liability of its alter-ego K -

9. Plain

of the separate

party ¢ _ o
ion

" ns and rights

'ACTION
«d Plaintiffs to enter into an
s written, entitled “Life Rights
uant to the Life Rights Agreement, Defendants
ure employment for Plaintiffs as their de facto talent
2avors as “artists” within the meaning of the California
de §§ 1700 et seq. (the “Act”).
-2 Rights Agreement provided, among other things, that in exchange for
ren. "ses as Plaintiffs’ de facto talent agents, Defendants would receive certain fees
from Plaintiffs’ earnings in the entertainment industry, including from feature films and
television programs. -

12. On or about March 26, 2007, Plaintiffs invoked the jurisdiction of the California

K:\173-4\PLE\COMPLAINT 112508, wpd
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Labor Commissioner by filing a Petition to Determine Controversy, a true and correct copy of
which is attached as Exhibit "A" heretq ("Petition"”), pursuant to which Plaintiffs sought
determination of a controversy between Plaintiffs and Defendants arising fron. Defendants'
unlawful procurement activities as an unlicensed talent agent in viola.’ " . Among
other things, Plaintiffs in the Petition contend that Defendants * purported
agreements (which collectively and as amended are ref; |
Agreement") with A&E Television Networks, I
Productions, Inc. (collectively “the Prody
“producer fee” to Defendants. The
payment to Defendants of »
commissions to Deft o ' |
in violation of
Comr
© amings and continue to receive
8 in the future.
ssion Agreement between
xrt the Act's limitation on
yroducer fee" was nothing more than an
sefendants for procuring work for Plaintiffs as
: Program. In the Petition, Plaintiffs seek a
1gs, the Commission Agreement is null and void because it
o Tucers shall not pay any further fees or other compensation to
‘ogram because such phyments would violate the prohibitions in the Act,
and i all compensation payable under the Commission Agreement should be paid to
Plaintiffs, not Defendants, pursuant to the provisions of the Act.
14.  Under well-settled California law, the California Labor Commissioner has

original jurisdiction over disputes arising under the Act, including the matters alleged in the

K:W1T3-NPLE\COMPLAINT 112508.wpd
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Petition. The Labor Commissioner thus has original jurisdiction over the determination as to
whether Defendants’ Commission Agreement with the Producers is null, void and
unenforceable as a result of Defendants’ unlawful procurement activities, ar 1 as to whether
and to whom further fees or compensation should be paid by the Pr = . . the
Commission Agreement.
15.  The hearing on the Petition was commr
Commissioner on October 15, 2007, and the L:
on the merits. The hearing could not ip
parties and the hearing officer.
16.  Rather that
proceedings, whicu
Agreement,
paya
0T
SCOVETY,
enses to the claims
-act discovery, -
d, attempted to circumvent the
wrmination as to whether the
_afate action against the Producers in the State
mission Agreement. This New York action was
R : of Defendants® wrongful scheme.
, on or about May 19, 2008, Defendants filed an action in the
~. .« State of New York, County of New York, Case No. 08601516 ("the
N- «on"), secking to address the very issues which are the subject of, and which
will be resolved by, the California Labor Commissioner in reaching a determination in the
Petition. A true and correct copy of the Complaint filed in the New York Action is attached as

Exhibit "B" hereto. In the New York Action, Defendants seek to enforce and obtain judgment

K:\4173-APLEA\COMPLAINT 112508.wpd
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on the very same Commission Agreement which Plaintiffs seek to have declared null, void and
unenforceable by the California Labor Commissioner pursuant to the Petition. Defendants
sought to conceal from Plaintiffs, who are not parties to the New York Ac™ , that Defendants
filed the New York Action, seeking relief that i1s inconsistent with . “.abor
Commissioner’s original jurisdiction over the dispute pertain
Commission Agreement. Defendants have also sought : New
York Action, and to continue delaying the pro~
notwithstanding that the New York Acti-
after the Labor Commissioner co1
18.  Plaintiffs h:
pending the conclus
exhaustion o
Defen
“dly
e same
 effort to defeat the
‘erenced in the Petition
ussion Agrecment.

the resumption of the hearihg on the

AUSE OF ACTION
1st All Defendants For Declaratory Relief)
1t and reallege as if fully set forth herein each and every allegation
-hs 1 through 19, inclusive, of this Complaint.
Plaintiffs assert that all agreements between Plaintiffs and Defendants, including
the same Commission Agreément which Defendants seek to enforce in the New York Action,
are null, void and unenforceable as a result of Defendants’ violations of the licensing

requirements of California's Talent Agencies Act. Plaintiffs further assert that the California

KMI73-0\PLEVCOMPLAINT 112508, wpd
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Labor Commissioner has original jurisdiction over the instant controversy, including jurisdiction .

to determine jurisdiction in the first instance, and that until that original jurisdiction is exhausted

and a final determination has been rendered on Plaintiffs' Petition filed with the California Labor

Commissioner on March 26, 2007, Defendants should not be permitte ™ - vith the New
York Action.

22.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and b ' deny
Plaintiffs' contentions, and that contend themsel : o d

enforceablé, that the instant controversy is
the California Labor Commissioner
23. A justiciabl
instant controversy :
jurisdiction ¢ 7
power
It
alifornia
-sy, Defendants
" "1on immediately.
.aration by this Court that the
.. the California Labor Commissioner,
v York Action until such time as the California
zinal jurisdiction over the instant controversy and any
-Commissioner’s ruling has been exhausted as well,
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
wst All Defendants For Preliminary and Permanent Injunctive Relief)
Plaintiffs repeat and reallege as if fully set forth herein each and every aliegation
contained in Paragraphs 1 through 19 and 21 through 23, inclusive, of this Complaint.
26.  Plaintiffs have requested that Defendants stay or dismiss the New York Action

pending the conclusion of the proceedings before the California Labor Commissioner, and the

K41 T3-NPLE\COMPLAINT 112508 wpd
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exhaustion of the California Labor Commissioner's original jurisdiction over this controversy.
Defendants, however, have failed and refused to stay or dismiss the New York Action absent a
Court Order preventing it from going forward.

27.  Unless Defendants are enjoined from prosecuting the ™™ . “tion prior to
a determination of the instant controversy by the California 1 ’ intiffs
will be irreparably inju£ed in that: (1) Plaintiffs will be
dispute determined by the California Labor Cor
jurisdiction over the dispute; (2) the Cow

compepsation that should, in fact,

notwithstanding their unl~
determination of the
Plaintiffs wi
Labc
:of
. at law to compel
it grants a preliminary |
- nts from proceeding with the
dministrative remedies before the
de novo review of the Labor Commissioner’s
- o¢ irreparably damaged in the respects set forth above
-. .- _. _  tunity to have their rights properly determined by the
..oner, |

, an actual controversy has arisen and now exists between Plaintiffs and
Dc alleged herein, pursuant to which Plaintiffs seek a preliminary and permanent
injunction enjoining and restraining Defendants from further prosecuting the New York Action
and proceeding before the New York courts until such time as the California Labor

Commissioner has rendered a determination of the instant controversy, and until the rights of

K- 1T3-4PLEACOMPLAINT 112508, wpd
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potential de novo review are exhausted by the parties.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgment against Defendants as follows:
As to the First Cause of Action;

1. For a judicial declaration to the effect that the« - . he
validity and enforceability of the Commission Agreeme
Produwrs falls within thé original jurisdiction of ' ' C Tt
Defendants are not entitied to proceed wi
California Labor Commissioner h
any right to de novo revie' .
As to the Second

2,
Defe

tion,

_ns just and proper.

LAVELY & SINGER

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
MARTIN D. SINGER
PAUL N. SORRE

By

Attorneys for Plaintf
DUANE “D0OG” C
BETH CHAPMAN

i
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| MARTIN D. SINGER (BAR NO. 78166) .

PAUL N. SORRELL (BAR NO. 126346)
ROBERT S. ROSS (BAR NO. 218%13)
LAVELY & SINGER .
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
2049 Century Park East, Suite 2400

Los Angeles, California 90067-2906

‘Telephone: (310) 556-3501

Facsimile: (310) 556-3615 :
(E-Miil: mdsinger@lavelysinger.com)

Attorneys for Petitioners

DUANE “DOG” CHAPMAN, and * .
ALICE BARMORE-SMITH

DIVISION OT
DE~-

DUANE™

indi ¢

04:26:29p.m. 12-01-2008

1 Alice Barmore-Smith (“Petitioners™) allege:

The Parties
" ioms filed pursuant to the authority of Sections 1700 et seq. of the
Labc. ’ jtat_e Qf_‘ Catifornia, commonly known as the Talent Agencies Act.

2 Petitiéner Duane “Dog” Chapmaﬁ 18, and at all times material hereto has been,

conducting business in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, and is and at all times

© KMIT3-ALABOR\PETITION FOR DETERMINATION. wpd :
. : % ? PETITION FOR DETERMINATION OF

material hereto was an “artist” as that term is defined in Section 17004 of_ the Labor Code in that

1
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he is an actor in a television program entitled “Dog, The Bounty Hunter”
3.'_ Petitioner Alice Barmorc-Srmth 18, and at all times matenal hereto has been,

conductmg business in the County of Los Angeles, State of Califormia, andisa  + all times

material hereto was an “artist” as that term is defined in Section 1700.4 “ode in that -

she is-an actress in a television program entitled ‘;Dog, The Boun
4. Petiﬁonefs are informed and believe and
Krutonog is, and at all times material hereto has b o . | B ,
of Los Angeles, State of California, and is t
Entertainment, Inc.
3. Petitioners are -

Point Entertainment, .

| company orga

Angeler _ !

nan

_convinced Petitioners Duane
agreement, part of Which was oral and
\greement”, with Respondent Boris
it Pivot Point Entertainment, LLC (hereafter referred
. .he Agreement, Respondents agreed to seek to procure .
uane “Dog” Chapnian and Alice Barmore-Smith as their de facto
ta ict to Petitioner’s profcssmnal endcavors as artists within the meanmg of
the C_ _ ‘alent Agcncxes Act, i connection with thc m,ot:(_m picture, television and various

other entertainment enterprises, by any' and all mangers of presentation, whether as actor/actress,

model, spokesperson, endorser, sponsor, author, spokesperson or otherwise.
H
KA4I73-4\LABORVPETITION FOR DETERMINATION.wpd 2

PETITION FOR DETERMINATION OF
CONTROVERSY
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04:27:29p.m.  12-01-2008
7 The Agreement provided, among other things, that in exchange for rendering

services as Petitioners’ de facto talent agents, Respondents would receive certain fees, some of

which would be paid directly to Respondents from third parties, and some of h would be

paid from Petitioners Duane “Dog” Chapman’s and Alice Barmore-Sr~ _ received in |

connection with activities and/or services rendered in the enterta’ g

feature films and television programs.

~ Respondénts’ Unlawful Attempts +

8. Petitioners are info~

hérein mentioned, Respond~
to solicit and procur

for “artists” as

Petitior

, offering,

. u$ artists in the

thereon allege that these

ndents acting in the capacity of
- - at the request of, any licensed talent
:t, and that said wrongful and unlawfil

"2 violation of the licensing requirements contained in

ondents may have purported to involve licensed attorneys asid/or

i ‘ ' their unlawful procurement activities, sich involvement was a mere

subter ~ spondents’ unlawful conduct in violation of the Talent Agenc1es Act,and .
Respondents activity violated the Talent Agenc1es Act noththstandmg the attcmpls to mvolve

any such thxrd parties.

10.  Among other unlawiul acts, Respondents prom:sed to procure and negotiate and

K:WI73-0LABORWETITION FOR DETERMINATION. wpd 3.
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attempted to procure and negotiate employment for each Petitioner as an “artist™ within the
meaning of the Talent Agencies Act, by, among other things, arranging meetings and negotiating
with producers and studio executives in projects including, but not limited to, 1 - George prez

telev1sron show, the television series "Dog, the Bounty Hunter and m

| appearances for Duane "Dog" Chapman

11.  In procuring and negotiating employmer.-
Hunter”, Respondents entered into a separate, cr

Networks, Hybrid Films, Inc., andfor D&L

| Producers”) that required the Prodt

L1

Respondents’ producer fee” -
Petitioners’ de facto 1
Act’s limitatio'
nothire
| ’r

.2y were to

s that Respondents™

: Rights Agreement states that

_nents to Pctltroners from various .
Agreement (including Books Memhandlsmg.
| rsh:p and Spokesperson work), but in contrast, the .
~wionog shall be named as a producer on foature ﬁlnrsland'
Petitioners and that Krutonog shall receive a “prociucér fee”, as
0] . on, on all such feature films and iel'ovision series. - |
| 13. Petitioners are informed and believe and thereon allege that at-all rnéten'al times,
Respondenits were not licensed as talllent_‘agents as required by Sect.ion 1700.4 of the LnbOr Code.-
14. Petitioners are informed and believe and thereon allege-that Respondents, in
addition to the prevrously alleged unlawful acts, vnolated the Talent Agencies Act as defined in

K: \4173—4\LABOR\PETITION FOR DETERMINATION.wpd- 4
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California Labor Co;c‘lc Sections 1700 ef seq., by, among other things, the following:

(a)  Acting in the capacity of a talent agent as defined in Labor Code Section
1700.4 by procuring, offering, promising and/or attempting to proéure employt tor |
engagements on behalf of Petitioncrt; as an “artist” under tﬁe Talent A~ : ~ hout first -

obtaining a talent agent license from the California Labor Comr- )  red by

 Section 1700.5 of the California Labor Code;

(b)  Acting in the capacity of »
to negotiate employment agxﬂecmcnts for Pe
defined by Labor Code §1700.4;

(¢)  Failis

between Petitioners a

Code; and

. »oTEgOIing

. iis Petition, are in direct

5 the unlawful solicitation of ,
,neaniﬁg of the Taleat Agencies Act, and
€5 S0 tainte_d with illegality fhe Agreement _tﬁat it
7 | wvered as between lawful and unl'awﬁi] purposes, the
2 Rights Agmement, should be dcclared null and void and

un ‘ . 1rety ab jnitio as a rcsult of Respondents’s violations of Labor Code

Secti_. | er.seq.
17. An actual controversy has arisen and now exists between Petltnoncrs and
Rcspondent because of the foregoing, and Petitioners rcspcct:ﬁllly request that the Labor

.Comrmssxoner determme the controversy pursuant to Labor Code Sect:ons 1700 et seq.

K:MITIALABORWETITION FOR DEI‘ERMINATION.wpd 5
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18.  Petitioners are entitled to a full and complete accounting from Respondents and _

any other related entities concerning ail monies received by Respondents directly or indirectly, in

connection with all contracts, employment, engagements or activities pertair " iany way to the
personal services of Petitioners as artists in the entertainment industre | any express
or implied agreement between Petitioners, on the one hand, and | ' v hand,

including but not limited to, any and all “producer fees”

Respondents by the Producers under any and all -

19.  Petitioners are entitled to f
any an&‘ all mbnies or things of valv
the Agreement, inchuding, b -
expenses, costs of ol

20.

| Califor

sections 1700 et seq. of the -

. including the Life Rights Agr_cenicnt, is null

: nceable, and lﬁat Petitioners have no liability thereon

uv riglits or privileges thereunder

rmmmg that Respondents’ agreements with Hybnd F 1lms Inc.,

I S ‘ ictions, Inc., and/or A&E Television Networks relating to “Dog, the

Bom:ity ‘ are void s.'uch 'that Hybn'd Films, Inc., D&D Television Productions, Inc., and/or
A&E shall not pay any funher “producer fees” or other compensation to Respondents on ‘Dog,

the Bounty Hunter”, but shali pay any. and a]] such compensanon to Petitioners;
i

KMI73-A\LABORWPETITION FOR DETERMINATION. wpd 6
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4.  An abcounﬁng from Respondents cor__;éeming any and all monies; or things of
value, paid to or received directly or indirectly by Respondents in oonnecﬁon with any seﬁces
rendered or to be rendered by Pf:titi;:méis, or relating in any way 1o any services :rfonne_d or to
be performed by Petitioners, puréuaﬁt to the Agreemén( or pursﬁam to: . ‘mplied
agreement between Petitioners, on the one hand, and Respondér‘“

5. An order- requlrmg ReSpondems to disgors - L | |
monies or thmgs of value received by Respondem : | '
Agreement, including, but not limited to, » R

expenses, costs or other monies, ph

6.  Adeterminal’ , | &
value of any service.

7.

8.

ORATION

£
\ULN.SORRELL
1eys for Petitioners
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HKENNETH D, FREUNDLICH

SCHLEIMER & FREUNDLICH, LLP }

9100 Wilshire Boulovard, Suite 615 East '
Beverly Hills, Californiz 90212 - '
Telephone: (310} 273-9807

Telecopler: (310) 273-9809

kfreundlich@earthlink.net

MARK L. BIEGELMAN

T. MICHAEL WICKERSHAM
BEIGELMAN, FELDMAN & ASSOCIATES, ¥
100 Wall Street, 23rd Floor

Now York, NY 10005
Telephone;
Telccopier:

PIVOT

) A o

alleg

212) 230-1300
212} 230-1090

!
J

. Krutonog and Pivot Point Entertainment LLC,

! ag follows:

12-01-2008

17433
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The Partics .

L Plam.tlﬁ' Pivﬁt Point Entertainment LLC (*Pivot Pr;int') isa
Limited liability company with its principle place of business ir
California, R

2.  Plaintiff Boris Krutonog (“Krutono; *
screenwriter, and television producer. 1
owner of Pivot Point, which “lo»

hercto, Mr. Krutonog har

3.  Defer
principle
1, ABC,
. thercon alleges
i, N.Y.
‘ _.s‘ a television producer and co-
‘ ‘ waterial hcrcio, Houts has been doing
_ tiff is informed and believes and thereon
& ident of New York, N.Y,

R

181733
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* Figst Cause of Action
(Breach of Written Contract-by Pivot Point against Hybrid,. D&D
7.  Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by reference paragrar~
of this Complaint, as though fully alleged herein.
8.  Inor about 1995, Plaintiff Krutonog |
{(“Dog”) Chapman, a bail bondsman, ex-con .
Honolulu, Hawaii. “Dog” Chapme*
recognized that Chapman’s *
serve as the basis fo
Mr. Kruton.

Char+

:rs and
wclusive rights
»duce, nor distribute the
ain Plaintiffs’ consent, the |
Krutonog as co-cxccuﬁv;c producer of Dog
th . nsate him accordingly. On or about Decemnber

19,2C. d Hybrid entered into a writtén contract for Krutonog’s

-3-
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producing services. The original producer agreement was amended on or about
December 21, 2003 and then amended again on or about November 2~
(collectively, "Amended Original Producérl Contract”}.

10. On or about December 19, 2005, the part..
amendment to the contract {*2005 Producer Cot
becamie a contracting party and agreed
co-executive producer of the Pr_

contracting parties; and {

. Agreement .were

Amended “
iner
e 2005
served on
- will not be filed with
agreement to keep the
sbjection to Defendants filing them
ic record. |
«« Contract, Pivot Point agreed to provide the services
of K- * ecutive producer fﬁr the life of the Progi'am, in exchange

-4-

20/33
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. » '

for, inter alia, per-episode compensation payable to Krutonog/Pivot Point and &

percentage of gross income from varigus forms of exploitation, includir
video and other syndication. Pursuant to the Contract, Krutc - |

are entitled to such compensation for the life of the Pree o |
Contract, Krutonog/Pivot Point are entitled to qu

-video, syndication, and other sources of r

percentage of gross. Pursuant to ¢

litigation is entitled to reco -
agreed that the Co~
litigation.
“vhen
Jreached the Contract
N ' -, 1wonog’s salary for the fourth, Gfth
~, in an amount not presenty known but
b 00,000, plus additional salary which comes due
each . ““le is produced, said claim being potentially in excess of

-5
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$4,500,000 if the scries continues for several additional seasons;

b.  Failing to render accountings to Plaintiffs for home video,
syndication, and other areas of exploitation of the Program;

c.  Pailing to pay Plaintiffe monics due from he ,
and other Qources of revenue, in an amount w!’
$500,000, and for additional sums wh*
are rcoeivéd;

d. Failing to resu

co-workers, incht

Alice Bari_
pr
i and Alice
am through the
: seach of Contract in an
1 excess of $4,000,000, but in no event
1 still being accrued, plus prejudgment

ir ' 3 of suit incurred herein, including attorney fees.

22 (33
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Tt

Becond Cause of Action
{Promissory Fraud-by all Plaintiffe against all Defendants)
15. Plaintiffs hereby incorporate by reference paragrap” .

of this Complaint, as though fully alleged herein.
16. To induce Plaintiff to release his exc”
Program and exclusive ownership of the
behalf and on behalf of all the ¢n
~ Krutonog would receive a
Program for the F
& percent:

ent

| 5'

-r and creator

ndants, and each of them,
. promises, lnstead,'.Defmdants
uce Plaintiff to give up his exclusive rights to
tensive services developing and creating the

Prog never intended to pay Plaintiff's salary for the life of the

.
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Program and they never intended to pay Plaintiff his share of gross revenue,
With respect to the false promise that Defendants would render qua.. |
accountings to Plaintiff and promptly pay Plaintiff his share of

from home video and syndication, Defenciants have r

accounting, and they have never paid a penny ~

though substantial gross monies have |

and substential payments are d
requested an accounting
Plaintiff’s request:

18.

-be

scording to proof.

rdants Hybrid, D&D and AKE)
_rreference paragraphs 1 through 18
- ’ . ~ alleged herein,
ort that they are justified in refusing to account

to P g to pay Plaintiffs’ salary based on alleged violation by

-8-
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Plaintiffs of the California Talent Agencies Act (TAA). An actual controversy
exists, in that Plaintiffs contend that said Defendants ase obligated t -

under the Contract, whereas Defendants contend that they are

performance by the TAA. A justiciable controversy exi -
entitled to a declaration and determination that
from performing their dutiés under the
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays fo-

1.  For compen
excess of $5,000,

2.

lrsuant

morable Court may

LEIMER & FREUNDLICH LLP

D. FREUNDLICH, Attorneys
for Plaintiffs Boris Krutonog and
Pivot Point Entertainment LLC

R

25/33
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Cortification Pureuant to 22 NYCRR Section 130-1.1A
Kenneth D. Freundlich, an attorney duly licensed to practice lav

State of New York, upon penalty of perjury, hereby certifies as f
Pursuant to Section 130-1.1a of the Rulces of the (

undersigned certifies that to the best of his knov
the instant action is not frivolous as defit

Executed at Beverly Hills, ~

-10-
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Index No. Year 2008

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

 Pivot Point Entertainment, LLC, & California limited liability company.
Boris Krutonog, an individual

Plaintiffs,
~against-
Hybrid Films, Inc., a corporation; D&D Television Productions,

A&E Television Networks, a purported joint venture; and
David Houts, an individual,

SUMM

BE

----------

JJresented for settlement fo the
., lgesof the within named Court,

o 20 Lol M.

Dated: .
PEIGELMAN, FELDMAN & ASSOCIATES, P.C,

Attorneys for Plaintiff
100 WALL STREET,23 FLOOR

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10005 -
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Los Angeles, California 90067-2906

TeLepHonE NG T: 310-556-350  saxwo: F: 310-556-3615 UQHMGI 1RKE, GhERK
ATTORNEY FORMam;  Plaintiffs ‘
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS -ANGELES BY m m
seeTaporess: 111 North Hill Street
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crymozecooe: Los Angeles, California 90012
sranchname: Central Digtrict

CASE NAME: CHAPMAN, et al. v. KRUTONOG, et al.
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CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET Complex Case Designation 1 9 :
(x] meimd [ mtedt [ counter [ 1 Join -
ount un Filed with first appearance :
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exceeds $25,000) $25.000 or less) (Cal. Rules of Cot -

ftems 1-6 below must be compi~
1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes ‘-

Auto Tort Contract ‘
[ | Auto22) L e !
] Uninsured motorist (46) - f

Other PIPDIWD (Personal Injury/Property
Damage/Wrongful Death) Tort
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msmg:ms ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE C SHEET CM-010

Ta Plaintiffs and Others Filing First rs. if you are filing a first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must

..somiete and file, along with your first paper, the Civif Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics abeut the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In ftam 1, you must check
one box for the case type that bast dgscribes the case. If the cass fits both a general and a more specific type of case Bsted in item 1,
check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the ptimary cause of action,
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover
sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file 2 cover shest with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party, its
counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court.

To Parties In Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections casa” under rule 3.740 is defined as an action ~1y of money owed
in a sum stated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of inferest and attlomey's faes, ar- saction in which
property, services, or monay was acquired on credit. A collections case does not Include an ar wing: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, _ ‘attachmant.
The identification of 2 ¢ase as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form maans that it will b “-service
requirements and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading - )e subject
to the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740.
To Parties In Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case Is complex under rule 3.400 ¢. W
completing the appropriate boxas in iflems 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates = !
complaint on all parties fo the action. A defendant may file and serw
plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is notco—
the case is complex. CASE TYI
Auto Tort Contract
Auto (22)—Personal injury/Property Breach |
Oamage/Wrongful Death
" Uninsured Motorist (46} (if the
case involves an uninsurad
motorist cialm subject to ,
arbitration, check this ifem
instead of Auto)
Other PUPD/WD (Personal Injur °
Property Damage/Wrongful |
Tart
Asbestos (04)
Asbastos |
Asbestot
4
Proc - ~ent (non-
iong)
Judgment
uve Agency Award
v Ot unpald taxas)
Pefition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes
Other Erforcement of Judgment
Case
Miscellaneous Civil Complaint
RICO (27)
Other Complaint (not specified
abave) (42)
i Declaratory Relief Only
N ‘;’"”G"f tnjunctive Relief Only non-
: ’ harassment)
fo) Machanics Lisn
Non-PUP. of) Other Commercial Complaint
Busines_ l (:'32) Gasa (non-tor/non-complax)
Practice ¥8) (it the case involves ilegal Ofher Ol Complaint
Civil Rights (.« arugs, check this item; otherwiss, (non-tor/non-complex)
false arvast) taport as Commercial or Resltentlal) Miscetianeous Glvil Petition
harassment) Judictal Review - Partnership and Corporate
Defamation (¢.g., st Asset Forfeltuce (05) Govemanca (21)
(13 Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) OmegoP::ﬂc;n {not specified
Fraud (16) Wit of Mandate (02) ° e H) 43)
Intefleciual Property {12) Wilt-Administrative Mandarmus Wkt oy
Profeséipnal Negligence {25) Wiit-Mandamus on Limited Court Warkplace violencs
Legal Malpractice . Case Matter Ider/Dependent Adult
Professional Malpractice Writ-Other Limited Court Case g ‘:’“sg \
l\;;‘md medical or legaf) ot l}e;:zlw' Roview @01 : P::ﬁ:: fof:!ae:::e Change
Other Ngn-PUP er Judiclal Review -
Employmeit DWD Tort (35) Review of Health Officer Order Patition for Reliet from Late
Wrongf Temmination (36) Notice of Appeal-Labor Cialm
Other Egpployment (15) Commissioner Appeals Other Civil Patition
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CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

) This form is required pursuant to LASC Local Rule 2.0 in all new clvil case filings In the Los Angeles Superior Court.

< ftem 1. Check the types of hearing and fiil in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:

2 JURYTRIAL? [ X ] YES CLASSACTION? | | YES LMTEDCASE? [ _ ] YES TIMEESTRMATED FOR TRIAL - "] Hourst [ % | pAYs
= Item |l. Select the comect district and courthouse location (4 steps — If you checked "Limitr ) tem I, Pg. 4):

(D) Step 1: After first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet Form, find the main civil case " ryourcasein
- the left margin below, and, to the right in Column A, the Civil Case Cover Sheet casi .
(X2 Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action In Column B below which b~
(O step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choice that : ' ' d.
For any exception to the court location, see Los Angeles Superior Cour

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Courtt :

1. Class Actions must be filed In the County Courthouse, Central |
2. May be filed in Central (Other county, or no Bodily InjuryfF
3. Locatlon where cause of action arose.
4. Locatlon where bodlly injury, death or damage oc™
5. Location where performance required of defer
Step 4: Fill in the information requested o
A
Civil Case Cover Shest -
5 Category No- ~ !
= Auto (22) o
24 —_
.5; Uninsured Motorist {
A )
LS
£El
2 —
— . 1.,2,3,4. 6
1.2, 4.
1.2,4,
1.2.4.
a age/Wrongful Death (e.g.,
3 : 1.2.4
.. |
a1 notional Distress 1.2,3
" inryfProperty Damage/Wronghyl Death 1.2,4,
ES ———
g. £ Busir ’ " immercialiBusiness Tort (not fraud/breach of contract) 1,2,3.
0
o .
& 2 CmiRigh _ Cwi Rights/Discrimination 1.2.3,
>~ -
e
-gug 5 Defamation (13) . _] A6010 Defamation {sianderfibel) 1.2.3.
-9 &
'
£ g 7 Froug (16) | [ ] A6013 Fraud {no contract) 1.2.3
] (2
& 3
g 1
5§/
28
3
LACIV 108 (Rev. 0107) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LASC, rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03.04 AND STATEMENT OF LLOCATION Page 10f4
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3 [ )
£ |somvme CHAPMAN, et al. v. KRUTONOG, et al. GASE NUMBER
8~
-]
£ B c
88 | civiicase Cover Type of Action Applicable Reasons
&5 t | Sheet Gategory No. {Chack only one) - See Step 3 Above
4
e Professionat ABD17 I Malpracti 1,2,3
38 Negligence ] Legal Malpractice n
§ e (25) {_ ] A6050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 2.3
é £
g g Other (35) I 1 A6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort
=2
E |w | Termination
E rongfu(%) (] A8037 wWrongful Temination
2 | Other Employment [ ] AB024 Other Employment Complaint Ca '
E (15) [_] A6109 Labor Commissioner Anns
AB004 Breach of Rental/l:
Breach of Contract/ b
Warranty (] As008 Contracthy
(06)
(not insurance) ] neo19 N .
[ ] Ae028
-g Collections E !
i (09) .
i<
£ - -
9 Insurance Coverage
(18)
QOth
) w3 5.
1.,2,3,8
_ 2. -
) 2,6
2. 6.
2. 6.
ninent domain, kandlord/tenant, foreclosure)l 2., 6.
§ v ' r-Gommerdial (not drugs or wrongful aviction) 2.6
g | un-
§ Resic : Unlawful Detainer-Residential {not drugs or wrongful eviction) 2.6
% Unlawfut C~
5 " Drugs {38) AB022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2,6.
= | Asset Forfeiture (05) | A6108 AssetForfsiture Case 2,6 .
4 _.n
4 Elﬁﬁon re Arbitration (11) [ ] A6115 Petition to Compel/Confirm/Vacate Arbitration 2,5,
= E
s
%—; .
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM LASC, rule 2.0
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Civit Casa Cover Sheet Type of Action Applicable Reasons -
- Category No. {Check only one) Soo Step 3 Above
3
§' ] A8151 Wl - Administrative Mandamus 2.8,
z Wit of Mandate [T ] As152 writ - Mandamua on Limited Court Case Matter
g ©2) [T] AB153 Writ - Other Limited Court Case Review
= 7 L
Other Judicial Review
5 39 [T AB150 Other Wit/ Judiclal Review N
4 =
Antitrust/Trade ,
Regulation (03) (T3 As003 AntirustTrade Regutation )
Construction Dafect (10) L] A8607 Construction defect
" _
& | Claims involving Mass [C7] As008 Claims Involving A
§ . Tort (40)
F -]
§ B | Secuties Ligation (28) [T] A6035 Secur™
O 3 T -
‘B
> Toxic Tort A0
& Environmental (30) [ - o
Insurance Coverage E“
Claims from Complex
Case (41)
v
[
g g Enforc .
of |
5 g | ‘
= 2 |
u's
é & -assment)
go
2 - s (non-tortnon-complex)
= wiortnon-complex)
F_:_
g Parté\::'em ind Corporate Govemance Case 2,8
g i Haragsment 2,3.9
§ ;’; o Workplace Harassment 2,3,
e ther Pelitions ,
e,
9 Aot Specified ¢ . AB124 Elder/Dependent Adult Abuse Case 2,39
o I _) AB190 Election Contest 2.
2 |f “3) ”
2 |5 {1 aat10 Petition for Change of Name 2,7
-1-_
é 4 {T] 6170 Petition for Relief from Late Claim Law 2,3,4.,8.
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CASE !IMBE‘R '

| sworrmme: CHAPMAN, et al.™w . KRUTONOG, =t al.

ltem 1if. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or

other circumstance indicated in item 11, Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selectad.
REASON; CHECK THE NUMBER UNDER COLUMN C WHICH APPLIES IN THIS CASE | A0DRESS:
O e 08 LI D5 D36 L7 LI L8 LH0. 19934-1/2 Beverly Glen #335
CITY: STATE: 2 CODE:
Los Angeles , CA 90077 '
item V. Declaration of Assignment. { declare under penaity of perjury under the ST
foregoing is frue and correct and that the above-entitied matter is propedy fi
courthouse in the CENTRAL ; -
{Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and LASC Local Rule 2.0, subds. '
l
Dated: December 01, 2008
PLEASE HAVE ~
1. Origl
2,1
oy
b . o ved 03-04,
or petitioner is a minor
of the cover sheet and this addendum
' initiating pleading in the case.
1
5
£
4
Ed
7
i
i
a
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