








PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al. CASE NUMBER:
‘ BC 547897

SUBP-010

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al.

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

1. | served this Deposition Subpoena for Production of Business Records by personally delivering a copy to the person served
as follows: '

a. Person served (name):

b. Address where served:

c. Date of delivery:

_ d. Time of delivery:

e. (1) ] Witness fees were paid.

Amount:......cocevieereiiiniinne $

2 O Copying fees were paid
Amount:.........cccovevevceiieneinne. $
f. Fee for service: .......cocovvvvvevivvinernnns $

2. | received this subpoena for service on (date):

. 3. Person serving: - _
- a. [ Not a registered California process server.

b. [J Califomia sheriff or marshal.
c. [J Registered California process server.
d Employee or independent' contractor of a registered California process server.
e. [] Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b).
f. [0 Registered professional photocopier.
g.-[J Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451.
h. Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:

£

-t

i1 declare under penaity of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only)
., California that the foregoing is true and correct. | certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
"Date: o Date:
i '
L . ‘ :
(SIGNATURE) {SIGNATURE) -
SUBP-010 [Rev. danuary 1, 2012) DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION ' _ Page 2of 2

"OF BUSINESS RECORDS

[American LegalNet, Inc. @]
www FormsWorkFlow.com



. ‘
-

James Anthony Scott, et al. v. Los Angeles Unified, et al.
Court Case No.: BC547897
ATTACHMENT “;’:”
Scott, James Anthony
D.Q.B.: '09/03/98

Any and ALL RECORDS for treatment and/or consultation pertaining to the care, treatment and/or
examination of the above-named person from September 1, 2013 to the Present, including, but not limited
to, all office, emergency room, in-patient & outpatient charts patient histories, counseling, diagnostic
studies, itemized billing to include payments, adjustments, and writeoffs, disability, physical therapy,
presctiptions, extended living care facility, psychiatric history, and records relating to relationships with

other individuals including family membets, friends and peers, bullying, emotional distress, mental disorders,
mental illnesses, fears, general mood and emotional state.

Note: To the extent the records requested in this Attachment identify minors other than the above-named
person, please redact the identities of those minors.
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1LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL RULING RE:

Superior Court of California Su "wﬁgLED
County of Los Angeles
Department 36

SCOTT, . '
| Case No.: BC547897

Plaintiff(s),
V. | Hearing Date: 1/9/15

DISTRICT, DEFENDANT LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
- SCHOOL DISTRICT'S MOTION TO

Defendant(s). COMPEL SUBPOENAED ENTITIES TO

'PRODUCE RECORDS. '

The motion is denied, without prejudice to serve narrowly tailored subpoenas, and to obtain

information Plaintiff volunteers to provide.

Moving party has not evidenced that all requested records ére relevant, due to not identifying all
content of all records. Instead, moving party is arguing in generalities about relevance, and
speculating that specific, relevant information may be included within the broad scope of the
requests (e.g., reply, 7:11 (“Records from these group homes may reflect....”)). (Emphasis
added.] .

“Mere speculation 8s o the possibility that some portion of the records might be relevant to some
substantive issue does not suffice” for showing direct relevance as to private information sought
in discovery. Davis v. Sup. Ct. (1992) 7 Cal. App. 4t 1008, 1017-20 (directing trial court to
grant motion to quash as to discovery request that was not narrowly drawn to enable the court to

evaluate the appropriate extent of disclosure). Absent showings of direct relevance, compellin%
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1(1998) 65 Cal. App. 4th 794, 801-802,

. O 9

need, and unavailability of alternative sources, a trial court only could find that a privacy interest
prevalls Ombudsman Services of No, Cal. v. Sup, Ct. (2007) 154 Cal.App.4th 1233 1251.
Although discovery of other stressors may be relevant, the party seeking pnvate information tias
the burden to show that the information is directly relevant to the claims, by identifying the
specific emotional injuries claimed, and showing a nexus between the claimed damages and|

distress or other harm which may be shown by private information. E, g., Brenda L. v. Sup. Ct|

Patients have a reasonable expectation of privacy as to their medical information that is nof

directly relevant to a particular condition the patient has placed in issue. California Consumed
Health Care Council v, Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc. (2006) 142 Cal. App. 4th 21, 31.

“In those situations where it is argued that a party waives protectxon by ﬁlmg a lawsuit, the court
must construe the. concept of ‘waiver’ narrowly and a compellmg public interest is demonstrated
only where the material sought is directly relevant to the lmgatlon.” Tylo v. Sup. Ct. (1997) 55
Cal. App. 4th 1379, 1387, “[E]ven when a plaintiff files an action that places his or her medical
records at issue, waivers of constitutional rights are narrowly construed and not lightly found.”
Bearman v. Sup. Ct. (2004) 117 Cal. App. 4th 463, 473, Waivers of constitutional rights
including privacy, are not lightly found, bu:t are possible, depending on the circumstances. ﬂeA
v. Sup. Ct. (1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 525, 530. But see Weil & Brown, Civ. Pro. Before Trial
(The Rutter Group 2014) 18:319.2 (citing. Boler v, Sup. Ct. (1987) 201 Cal.App.3d 467, 472!
Implied waiver occurs when the objecting party places directly in issue privileged
communications, but not when the party 'seeking discovery has placed them in issue by their filed

documents. Aetna Casualty & Sur. Co. v. Sup. Ct. (1984) 153 Cal. App. 3d 467, 477.

(o Dhpean.””

ol
4 Gregory Alarcon
Superior Court Judge

I

Dated: 1/9/15




Lo Qs

ALLRED, MARDKO & GOLDBERG

A PARTNERSHIP OF PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

NATHAN GOLDBERG® 6300 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

MICHAEL MAROKO" SUITE 1500

GLORIA R. ALLRED'10 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048 OF COUNSEL -NEW YORK
JOHN S, WEST {323) 653-6530 MARIANN WANG
DQLORES Y. LEAL FAX (323) 653-1660 (212) 620-2600

R. TOMAS OLMOS www.amglaw.com

RENEE MOCHKATEL
MARGERY N. SOMERS
CHRISTINA CHEUNGY
MARCUS J. SPIEGEL

February 2, 2015

*A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
tALSO ADMITTED TO NEW YORK BAR
0ALSO ADMITTED TO WASHINGTON DC BAR

Via Federal Express

Lifeworks

Los Angeles LBGT Center
1125 N. McCadden Place
Los Angeles, CA 90038

Re:  James Anthony Scott v. Los Angeles Unified School District
LASC Case No. BC547897

To Person Most Knowledgeable:

As you know, we represent James Anthony Scott in his lawsuit against Los Angeles
Unified School District. Sheryl Rosenberg of Sedgwick, Deter, Moran & Arnold, on behalf of
Defendant, recently served you a second time with another Deposition Subpoena for Production of
Business Records regarding Mr. Scott. This subpoena is different from the first. The Court denied
the first subpoena. Thus, the defense is now trying again to obtain records by narrowing the scope.

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that we are objecting on behalf of Mr. Scott to the
production of these records, as they contain information we believe violates Mr. Scott’s
constitutional right of privacy. We intend to file a Motion to Quash with the Court before the date
of production unless we can come to some agreement with the defense first (called “meet and
confer”) regarding the parameters of this latest subpoena or to withdraw it.

- Therefore, do not produce any of the requested records until I advise you as to the outcome
of our discussions and/or the Court has ruled on Mr. Scott’s motion. Any production of such
documents without a court order would be a violation of our client’s privacy rights and could
subject you to liability. We will notify you once the Court has decided whether these records
should be produced.

NEw YORK OFFICE | 305 BROADWAY, SUITE 607 | NEw YORK, New YORK 10007
T(212) 202-2966 | FAx(212) 202-2967



Lifeworks
February 2, 2015
Page 2

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

ALLRED, MAROKO & GOLDBERG
C—7
——
MARGERY N. SOMERS
MS:js

Enclosures
cc: Sheryl Rosenberg, Esq.




s ' | : ‘ SUBP-010

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY.(Name, Stafs Bar number, and address): FCR COURT USE ONLY
Valene Rojas (Bar No. 180041) / Anurita S. Varma (Bar No. 279486) '
Sheryl Rosenberg (Bar No. 232862)

Sedgwick LLP, 801 S. Figueroa St., 19™ F.
Los Angeles, CA 90017 :
TELEPHONENO.: 213-615-8032 - FAxN0:213-426-6921
.. EmALADDRESS: sheryl.rosenberg@sedgwicklaw.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Name): LOS Angeles Unified School District
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles
STREET ADDRESS: 111 N, Hill Street
MAILING ADDRESS:
crmyanp ziP cobe: Los Angeles, CA, 90012
BRANCH NAME: Stanley Mosk Courthouse

'PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: L0S Angeles Unified School Distridt, etal

DEPOSITION SUBPOENA . B I-rivico iy
FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO (name, address, and telephone number of deponent, if known):
Custodian of Records: Lifeworks, Los Angeles LGBT Center, 1125 N. McCadden Place, Los Angeles, CA 90038, 323-

ﬁﬁ%aﬁze ORDERED TO PRODUCE THE BUSINESS RECORDS described in item 3, as follows:
To (name of deposition officer): Pike Photocopy, Inc., X395 (310) 397-0400
On (date): February 17, 2015 ' At (time): 10:00 a.m.
Location (address): 4221 S. Sepulveda Blvd., Culver City, CA 90230 ‘
Do not release the requested records to the deposition officer prior to the date and time stated above.

a. D hy delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3, enclosed in a sealed inner
- wrapper with the title and number of the action, name of witness, and date of subpoena clearly written on it. The inner

wrapper shall then be enclosed in an outer envelope or wrapper, sealed, and mailed to the deposiiion off icer at the
address in item 1.

b. (] by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3 to the daposition officer at the
witness's address, on receipt of payment in cash or by check of the reasonable costs of preparing the copy, as determmed
under Evidence Code section 1563(b).

c. ¥ by making the original business records described in item 3 available for mspectlon at your business address by the
attorney's representative and permitting copying at your business address under reasonable concitions during normal
business hours.

2.- The records are to be produced by the date and time shown in item 1 (but not-sooner than 20 days after the issuance of the
deposition subpoena, of 15 days after service, whichever date is later). Reasonable costs of locating records, making them
available or copying them, and postage, f any, are recoverable as set forth in Evidence Code section 1563(b). The records shall be
accompanied by an affidavit of the custodian or other qualified witness pursuant to Evidence Code section 1561.

~3. The records to be produced are described as follows (if electronically stored information is demanded, the form or
forms in which each type of information is to be produced may be specified): .

-~ [X Continued on Attachment 3.

4.IF YOU'HAVE BEEN SERVED WITH THIS SUBPOENA AS A CUSTODIAN OF CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE RECORDS UNDER
, CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE SECTION 1985.3 OR 1985.6 AND A MOTION TO QUASH OR AN OBJECTION HAS BEEN
' SERVED ON YOU, A COURT ORDER OR AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES, WITNESSES, AND CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE
- AFFECTED MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE YOU ARE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE RECORDS.

_* DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE LIABLE
-, FOR THE SUM OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY. -

Date issued: January 26, 2015

 Afurita S, Varma ] o -p ‘%M S 4&“"‘

. (TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PERSON ISSUING SUBPOENA)
Atty for Def. Los Angeles Unified School District
A (TIMLE)
: (Proof of service on reverse) - Page 1 of 2
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use DEPOS'T'ON SUB POENA FOR PRODUCTION Code of C|\l| Procedure §§ 2020.410-2020.440;
Judiclal Councll of Califomia -

SUBP-010 [Rev. January 1, 2012 - ' - OF BUSINESS RECORDS - _ Govemmant Code, § 680671

Wwww.courts.ca.gov



SUBP-010

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al. ' | CASE NUMBER:
‘ ‘BC 547897

1

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al. .

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

| sefnﬁad this Deposlt/on Subpoena for Production of Business Records by personally dellvenng a copy to the person served
as follows:

a. Person served (name):

b. Address where served:

c. Date of delivery:
d. Time of delivery:

e. (1) ] Witness fees were paid.

AMOUNE:....o.ervrrrireerieerereces $
2) [0 Copying fees were paid <
AMOUNt......o.ovvrierrrenrirereiene $
f. Fee for service: ......cceecrncvnnicnnins $
2. | received this subpoena for servicé on (date):
3. Person serving:

a. [J Nota registered California process server.

b. (J California sheriff or marshal.

c. [J Registered California process server. )

d. [J Employee or independent contractor of a registered Califomia process server.

e. J Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b).

f. [J Registered professional photocopier. _

g. [ Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451.

h. Name, address, teléphone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:
3
i..,...‘:. .
(+] declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only)
- Califomia that the foregoing Is true and corréct. . | cértify that the foregoing is true and correct.
1 ;
“Date: - ) . Date:

s

%—*}

157

4

(SIGNATURE) ' ' - ' (SIGNATURE)

SUBP-010 Rov.January 1,202 DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION Pago2of2

. OF BUSINESS RECORDS*

[An;aﬂtan LegolNet, Inc.  £73 ;
F )




N LA ' . . ’

James Anthony Scott, et al. v. Los Aﬁgelcs Unified, et al.
Court Case No.: BC547897
| ATTACHMENT “3”
Scott, James Ant'ho'ny' |
D.OB.:09/03/98

Any and all documents, from January 1, 2011, to the Present, which evidence, reflect, discuss, mention, or
comment upon the above-named person, including, but not limited to, those related to educational records,
attendance, disciplinary actions, involvement iri academic and non-academic activities, relationships with
other individuals, bullying, emotional distress, mental disorders, mental illnesses, and general mood and
emotional state. ‘ ' :

Note: To the extent the tecords requested in this Attachment identify minors other than the above-named
person, please redact the identities of those minors.

LA/2266936v1
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| LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL RULING RE:

: F
Superior Court of California Supsrior Cyuhrt%%
o of o

County of Los Angeles
Department 36 . JAN 09 2015

Sheni
8y, R;' f;ﬁeﬂ EX%F(:“!E gﬂ: '
Cher Magg, D’“Wy

SCOTT,
' Case No.: BC547897
Plaintiff(s),

V. | Hearing Date: 1/9/15

DISTRICT, DEFENDANT LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
- SCHOOL DISTRICT'S MOTION TO

Defendant(s). COMPEL SUBPOENAED ENTITIES TO

'PRODUCE RECORDS, |

The motion is denied, without prejudice to serve narrowly tailored subpoenas, and to obtain

information Plaintiff volunteers to provide.

Moving party has not evidenczd that all requested records are relevant, due to not identifying all
content of all records. Instead, moving party is arguing in generalities about relevance, and
speculating that specific, relevant information may be included within the broad scope of the
requests (e.g., reply, 7:11 (“Records from these group homes may reflect....”)). [Emphasii
added.] .

“Mere speculation as to the possibility that some portion of the records might be relevant to some
substantive issue does not suffice” for showing direct relevance as to private information sought
in discovery. Davis v. Sup. Ct. (1992) 7 Cal. App. 4t 1008, 1017-20 (directing trial court to
grant motion to quash as to discovery request that was not narrowly drawn to enable the court tg

evaluate the appropriate extent of disclosure). Absent showings of direct relevance, compellin;
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need, and unavailability of alternative sources, a trial court only could find that a privacy interest
prevails. Ombudsman Services of No. Cal. v. Sup. Ct. (2007) 154 Cal.App.4th 1233, 1251.

Although discovery of othgr stressors may be relevant, the party seeking private information lag

the burden to show that 'the information is directly relevant to the claims, by identifying the
specific emotional injuries claimed, and showing a nexus between the claimed damages anq
distress or other harm which may be shown by private information. E.g., Brenda L. v. Sup. Ct]
(1998) 65 Cal. App. 4th 794, 801-802.

Patients have a reasonable expectation of privacy as to their medical information that is nof
directly relevant to a particular condition the patient has placed in issue. California Consumer
Health Care Council v. Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc. (2006) 142 Cal. App. 4th 21, 31.

“In those situations where it is argued fhat a party waives protectior; by filing a lawsuit, the court
must construe the concept of ‘waiver’ narrowly and a compelling public inferest is demonstrated
only where the material sought is directly relevant to the litigétion.” Tylo v. Sup. Ct. (1997) 55
Cal, App. 4th 1379, 1387. “[E]ven when a plaintiff files an action that places his or her medical
records at issue, waivers of constitutional rights are narrowly construed and not lightly found."
Bearman v. Sup. Ct. (2004) 117 Cal. App. 4th 463, 473. Waivers of constitutional rights,
including privacy, are not lightly found, but are possible, depending on the circumstances. Hed
v. Sup. Ct. (1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 525, 530. But see Weil & Brown, Civ. Pro. Before Trial
(The Rutter Group 2014) 78:319.2 (citing. Boler y. Sup. Ct. (1987) 201 Cal.App.3d 467, 472,
Implied waiver occurs when the objecting party places directly in issue privileged
communications, but not when the party seeking discovery has placed them in issue by their filed
documents. Aetna C'a'sualg' & Sur. Co. v. Sup. Ct. (1984) 153 Cal. App. 3d 467, 477.

0. Blpsan”

4
l/ Gregory Alarcon
Superior Court Judge

<

Y

Dated: 1/9/15




Lo O

ALLRED, MAROKO & GOLDBERG

A.PARTNERSHIP OF PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

6300 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

NATHAN GOLDBERG*

MICHAEL MAROKO* SUITE 1500

GLORIA R. ALLRED*0 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048 OF COUNSEL -NEW YORK
JOHN S, WEST (323) 653-6530 MARIANN WANG
DOLORES Y. LEAL FAX (323) 653-1660 (212) 620-2600

R. TOMAS OLMOS www.amglaw.com '

RENEE MOCHKATEL
MARGERY N, SOMERS
CHRISTINA CHEUNGt
MARCUS J, SPIEGEL

*A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
tALSO ADMITTED TO NEW YORK BAR
0ALSO ADMITTED TO WASHINGTON DC BAR

Ey

February 2, 2015

Via Federal Express

Los Angeles Youth Network
2471 North Beachwood Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90038

Re:  James Anthony Scott v. Los Angeles Unified School District
LASC Case No. BC547897

To Person Most Knowledgeable:

As you know, we represent James Anthony Scott in his lawsuit against Los Angeles
Unified School District. Sheryl Rosenberg of Sedgwick, Deter, Moran & Armold, on behalf of
Defendant, recently served you a second time with another Deposition Subpoena for Production of
Business Records regarding Mr. Scott. This subpoena is different from the first. The Court denied
the first subpoena. Thus, the defense is now trying again to obtain records by narrowing the scope.

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that we are objecting on behalf of Mr. Scott to the
production of these records, as they contain information we believe violates Mr. Scott’s
constitutional right of privacy. We intend to file a Motion to Quash with the Court before the date
of production unless we can come to some agreement with the defense first (called “meet and
confer”) regarding the parameters of this latest subpoena or to withdraw it.

Therefore, do not produce any of the requested records until I advise you as to the outcome
of our discussions and/or the Court has ruled on Mr. Scott’s motion. Any production of such
documents without a court order would be a violation of our client’s privacy rights and could
subject you to liability. We will notify you once the Court has decided whether these records
should be produced.

NEw YORK OFfFICE | 305 BROADWAY, SUITE 607 | NEw YORK, New YORK 10007
T(272)202-2966 | Fax (212) 202-2967
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Los Angeles Youth Network
February 2, 2015
Page 2

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

ALLRED, MAROKO & GOLDBERG

MARGERY N. SOMERS
MS:js
Enclosures
cc: Sheryl Rosenberg, Esq.
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address): ‘ FCR COURT USE ONLY
| Valerie Rojas (Bar No. 180041) / Anurita S. Varma (Bar No. 279486)
[ Sheryl Rosenberg (Bar No. 232862)

Sedgwick LLP, 801 S. Figueroa St., 19" Fl.
_Los Angeles, CA 90017
TELEPHONE NO.: 213-615-8032 FAXNO: 213-426-6921
 EMAIL ADDRESS: sheryl.rosenberg@sedgwicklaw.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Neme): LOS Angeles Unified School District

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS Angeles

sTREeT ADDRESS: 111 N, Hill Street
MAILING ADDRESS:

cryanp zip cooe: Los Angeles, CA, 90012
BRaNCH NAME: Stanley Mosk Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al. -

DEPOSITION SUBPOENA BC 547897
FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

SUBP-010

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO (name, addreSS, and telephone number of deponent, if known):
Custodian of Records: Los Angeles Youth Network, 2471 N. Beachwood Dr., Los Angeles, CA 90038, 323-962-0430

1. YOU ARE ORDERED TO PRODUCE THE BUSINESS RECORDS described in item 3, as follows:
To (name of deposition officer). Pike Photocopy, Inc., X395 (310) 397-0400
On (date): February 17, 2015 - : At (time): 10:00 a.m.
Location (address): 4221 S. Sepulveda Blvd., Culver City, CA 90230 :
Do not release the requested records to the deposition officer prior to the date and time stated above.

a. [ by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3, encloszd in a sealed inner
wrapper with the titie and number of the action, name of witness, and date of subpoena clearly written on it. The inner
wrapper shall then be enclosed in an outer envelope or wrapper, sealed, and malled to the deposttion officer at the

.address in item 1. :
b. (J by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3 to the deposition officer at the
: witness's address, on receipt of payment in cash or by check of the reasonable costs of preparing the copy, as determined
under Evidence Code section 1563(b).

c. X by making the original business records described in item 3 available for inspection at your business address by the
attorney's representative and permitting copying at your business address under reasonable conditions during normal
business hours.

2. The records are to be produced. by the date and time shown in item 1 (but not sooner than 20 days after the issuance of the
- deposition subpoena, or 15 days after service, whichever date is later). Reasonable costs of locating reccrds, making them
available or copying them, and postage, if any, are recoverable as set forth in Evidence Code section 15€3(b). The records shall be

accompanied by an affidavit of the custodian or other qualified witness pursuant to Evidence Code section 1561.

3. The records to be produced are described as follows (if electronically stored information is demanded, the form or
forms in which each type of information is to be produced may be specified):

"'\ X continued on Attachment 3.

+4.1F YOU HAVE BEEN SERVED WITH THIS SUBPOENA AS A CUSTODIAN OF CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE RECORDS UNDER
. CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE SECTION 1985.3 OR 1985.6 AND A MOTION TO QUASH OR AN OBJECTION HAS BEEN
" SERVED ON YOU, A COURT ORDER OR AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES, WITNESSES, AND CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE

- AFFECTED MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE YOU ARE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE CONSUMER OR EM?LOYEE RECORDS.

|- DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU W LL ALSO BE LIABLE
-, . FOR THE SUM OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY.

éate issued: January 26, 2015

‘AhuritaS.Varma. : : } ‘Q«AA/{A S /VD\_——w

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) ' (SIGNATURE OF PERSON ISSUING SUBPOENA) -
; ’ ‘ ' . Atty for Def. Los Angeles Unified School District
. . (TMLE)
(Proof of service on reverse) . Page 1 of 2
' Form Adopted for Mandatory Use DEPOS'T'ON SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCT'ON . Code of Ciwli Procedure, §§ 2020.410-2020.440;
. Judicial Counell of Callfornla

www. courts.ca.gov

SUBP-010 [Rev. January 1, 2012} OF BUSINESS RECORDS : ' Govemmort Codo, § 68057 1
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al. CASE NUMBER:
- BC-547897

SUBP-010

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al,

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DEPOS|TION SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

1.1 se}ngled this Deposition Subpoena for Production of Business Records by personally dellvenng a copy to the person served
as follows:

a. Person served (name):

4 b Address where served:

c. Date of delivery:
d. Time ofAdeIivery:

e. (1) [0 Witness fees were paid.

AMOUNt:......oviiveviceereerrereene $

2) O Copying fees were paid. '
F-Y14 T 10T | $
f. Fee for'service: .................................. $

2. | received this subpoena for service on (dafe):

3. Person serving:
. [ Not a registered California process server. .

a
b California sheriff or marshal.

c. Registered California process server.

d. Employee or independent contractor of a registered Califomnia process server.
e

f

g

h

O

Registered professional photocopier.
Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451

O
O

. [0 Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b).
0

. [0 Exer

. Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:

~ 4% declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only)
-. Califomia that the foregoing is true .and correct. 1 certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
:,:,Date: Date: -

S_;} . : . )

Ly

(SIGNATURE) ' (SIGNATURE)

SUBP-010 [Rov. January 1, 2072 “DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION Pago 22

OF BUSINESS RECORDS -
[American LegoiNet, Ine.” @ :
www FormsWorkFlow.com :
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James Anthony Scott, et al. v. Los Angeles Unified, et al.

Court Case No BC547897

ATTACHMENT «3”
Scott, James Ahthonfz
D.O.B.: 09/03/98

Any and all documents, from January 1 2013, to the Present, which evidence, reflect, discuss, mention, or
comment upon the above-named person, mcludmg, but not limited to, those related to educational records,
attendance, disciplinary actions, involvement in academic and non-academic activities, relationships with
other individuals, bullying, emotional distress, mental disotders, mental illnesses, and general mood and
emotional state.

Note: To the extent the records requested in this Attachment identify minors other than the above-named
person, please redact the identities of those minors.

LA/266936v]
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Superior Court of California Sy m%sgm
of Log Ann.OMig
County of Los Angeles AN % Angeles
S 092
Department 36 Shem B, 215
' By, B0 i (v
SCOTT, . _
| Case No.: BC547897
Plaintiff(s), '
\2 | Hearing Date: 1/9/15
1 LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL RULING RE:
DISTRICT,. DEFENDANT LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
o SCHOOL DISTRICT'S MOTION TO -
Defendant(s). COMPEL SUBPOENAED ENTITIES TO
'PRODUCE RECORDS.

The motion is denied, without prejudice to serve narrowly tailored subpoenas, and to obtain

information Plaintiff volunteers to provide.

Moving party has not evidenced that all requested records hre relevant, due to not identifying all
content of all records. Instead, moving party is arguing in generalities about relevance, and
speculating that specific, relevant information may be included within the broad scope of the
requests (e.g., reply, 7:11 (“Records from these group homes may reflect....”)). [Emphasisg
added.] )

“Mere speculation as to the possibility that some portion of the records might be relevant to some
substantive issue does not suffice” for showing direct relevance as to private information sought
in discovery. Davis v, Sup. Ct. (1992) 7 Cal. App. 4th 1008, 1017-20 (directing trial court to
grant motion to quash as to discovery request that was not narrowly drawn to enable the court tg

evaluate the appropriate extent of disclosure). Absent showings of direct relevance, compelling]
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| specific emotional injuries claimed, and showing a nexus between the claimed damages and|

[(1998) 65 Cal. App. 4th 794, 801-802.

-documents. Aetna Casualty & Sur, Co. v. Sup. Ct. (1984) 153 Cal. App. 3d 467, 477.

| Dated: 1/9/15

P @

need, and unavailability of alternative sources, a trial court only could find that a privacy interest
prevalls Ombudsman Services of No. Cal. v. Sup. Ct. (2007) 154 Cal.App.4th 1233 1251.
Although discovery of other stressors may be relevant, the party seeking pnvate information hag
the burden to show that the information is directly relevant to the claims, by identifying thg

distress or other harm which may be shown by private information. E.g, Brenda L. v, Sup. Ctj'

Patients have a reasonable expectation of privacy as to their medical information that is not
directly relevant to a particular condition the patient has placed in issue. California Consumerl
Health Care Council v. Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc. (2006) 142 Cal. App. 4th 21‘, 31

“In those situations where it is argued that a party waives protectxon by ﬁlmg a lawsuit, the court
must construe the. concept of ‘waiver’ narrowly and a compellmg public interest is demonstrated
only where the material Sought is directly relevant to the lmgauon.” Tylo v. Sup. Ct. (1997) 55
Cal. App. 4th 1379, 1387. “[E]ven when a plaintiff files an action that places his or her medical
records at issue, waivers of constitutional rights are narrowly construed and not lightly found.”
Bearman v. Sup. Ct. (2004) 117 Cal. App. 4th 463, 473, Waivers of constitutional rights,
including privacy, are not lightly found, bu:t are possible, depending on the circumstances. M
v. Sup..Ct. (1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 525, 530. Bur see Weil & Brown, Civ. Pro. Before Trial
(The Rutter Group 2014) 18:319.2 (citing‘ Boler y. Sup. Ct. (1987) 201 Cal.App.3d 467, 472|
Implied waiver occurs when the objecting party places directly in issue privileged

communications, but not when the party.seeking discovery has placed them in issue by their ﬁled

o Bhan”

i
' ” Gregory Alarcon
Superior Court Judge
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ALLRED, MAROKDO & GOLDBERG

A PARTNERSHIP OF PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS

6300 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

NATHAN GOLDBERG'

SUITE 1500
MICHAEL MAROKO* OFC New Y
GLORIA R. ALLRED*10 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048 F COUNSEL -New YORK
JOHN S. WEST (323) 653-6530 MARIANN WANG
DOLORES Y. LEAL FAX (323) 653-1660 (212) 620-2600
R. TOMAS OLMOS www.amglaw.com
RENEE MOCHKATEL
MARGERY N. SOMERS
CHRISTINA CHEUNGt
MARCUS J. SPIEGEL
February 2, 2015
*A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
1ALSO ADMITTED TO NEW YORK BAR
0ALSO ADMITTED TO WASHINGTON DC BAR .
Via Federal Express

Opportunities for Learning
1160 Commerce Center Drive
Lancaster, CA 93534

Re: James Anthony Scott v. Los Angeles Unified School District
LASC Case No. EC547897

To Person Most Knowledgeable:

As you know, we represent James Anthony Scott in his lawsuit against Los Angeles
Unified School District. Sheryl Rosenberg of Sedgwick, Deter, Moran & Arnold, on behalf of ‘
Defendant, recently served you a second time with another Deposition Subpoena for Production of
Business Records regarding Mr. Scott. This subpoena is different from the first. The Court denied
the first subpoena. Thus, the defense is now trying again to obtain records by narrowing the scope.

The purpose of this letter is to advise you that we are objecting on behalf of Mr. Scott to the
production of these records, as they contain information we believe violates Mr. Scott’s
constitutional right of privacy. We intend to file a Motion to Quash with the Court before the date
of production unless we can come to some agreement with the defense first (called “meet and
confer”) regarding the parameters of this latest subpoena or to withdraw it.

Therefore, do not produce any of the requested records until I advise you as to the outcome
of our discussions and/or the Cou-t has ruled on Mr. Scott’s motion. Any production of such
documents without a court order would be a violation of our client’s privacy rights and could
subject you to liability. We will notify you once the Court has decided whether these records
should be produced.

New YORK OFFICE | 305 BROADWAY, SuITE 607 | NEw YORK, New YORrk 10007
T(212)202-2966 | FAX(212)202-2967
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Opportunities for Learning
February 2, 2015
Page 2

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Very truly yours,

ALLRED, MAROKO & GOLDBERG

MARGERY N. SOMERS
MS:js
Enclosures
cc: Sheryl Rosenberg, Esq.
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and addess): FOR COURT USE ONLY
| Valerie Rojas (Bar No. 180041) / Anurita S. Varma (Bar No. 279486)

Sheryl Rosenberg (Bar No. 232862)
Sedgwick LLP, 801 S. Figueroa St., 19" FI
Los Angeles, CA 90017 ,
TELEPHONE NO: 213-615-8032 FAXNO.: 213-426-6921
E-MAILADDRESS: sheryl.rosenberg@sedgwicklaw.com
ATTORNEY FOR (Neme): LOS Angeles Unified School District
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Los Angeles

STREETADDRESS: 111 N. Hill Street
MAILING AQDRESS:

cy anozie cooe: Los Angeles, CA, 90012
BRANCHNAME: Stanley Mosk Courthouse

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al.
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al.

DEPOSITION SUBPOENA BC 547897
FOR PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO (name, address, and telephone number of deponent, if known):
Custodian of Records: Opportunmes For Learning, 1160 Commerce Center Dr., Lancaster, CA 93534 (661) 951 3646

1. YOU ARE ORDERED TO PRODUCE THE BUSINESS RECORDS described in item 3, as follows:
To (name of deposition officer): Pike Photocopy, Inc., X395 (310) 397-0400
On (date): February 17, 2015 At (time): 10:00 a.m.
Location (address): 4221 S. Sepulveda Blvd., Culver City, CA 90230 :
Do not release the requested records to the deposition officer prior to the date and time stated above.

a (J by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3, enclosed in a sealed inner
wrapper with the title and number of the action, name of witness, and date of subpoena clearly written on it. The'inner
wrapper shall then be enclosed in an outer envelope or wrapper, sealed, and mailed to the deposition officer at the
address in item 1.

b. [J by delivering a true, legible, and durable copy of the business records described in item 3 to the deposition officer at the
witness's address, on receipt of payment in cash or by check of the reasonable costs of preparing the copy, as determined
under Evidence Code section 1563(b).

c X by making the original business records described in item 3 available for inspection at your business address by the
attomey's representative and permitting copying at your business address under reasonable conditions during normal
business hours.

2. The records are to be produced by the date and time shown in item 1 (but not sooner than 20 days after the issuance of the
deposition subpoena, or 15 days after service, whichever date is later). Reasonable costs of locating records, making them

available or copying them, and postage, if any, are recoverable as set forth in Evidence Code section 1563(b). The records shall be
accompanied by an affidavit of the custodian or other qualified witness pursuant to Evidence Code section 1561.

_3. The records to be produced are described as follows (if electronically stored information is demanded, the form or

forms in which each type of information is to be produced may be specified):

X Continued on Attachment 3.

4 IF YOU HAVE: BEEN SERVED WITH THIS SUBPOENA AS A CUSTODIAN OF CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE RECORDS UNDER
- CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE SECTION 1985.3 OR 1985.6 AND A MOTION TO QUASH OR AN OBJECTION HAS BEEN
ix/ SERVED ON YOU, A COURT ORDER OR AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES, WITNESSES, AND CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE
-, AFFECTED MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE YOU ARE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE CONSUMER OR EMPLQYEE RECORDS.

., DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE LIABLE
FOR THE SUM OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY.

5: te issued: January 26, 2015

A;aurita S. Varma | | 4 , 9/7\/&/(, .S\ W&M*

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) . v (SIGNATURE OF PERSON [SSUING SUBPOENA)
- Atty for Def. Los AnLes Unified School Dlstnct
(TITLE)
: A (Proof of service on reverse) ’ . Page 10f2
Form Adopted for Mandatory Use Ccda of Civil P dure, §§ 2020.410-2020.440;
T eoplod or Mandatary U DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION o of Cvl Procsdure, §§

SUBP-010 [Rev danuery 1, 2012 ~ OF BUSINESS RECORDS : L e

s www.courts.ca.gov
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: James Anthony Scott, et al. © | CASENUMBER:
: : BC 547897

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: Los Angeles Unified School District, et al.

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR
PRODUCTION OF BUSINESS RECORDS

- 1. | served this Deposition Subpoena for Production of Business Records by personally delivering a cdpy to the person served
as follows: ‘ ' '

a. Person served (name):

_b. Address where served:

¢. Date of delivery:
d. Time of delivery:

e. (1) J Witness fees were paid:

Amount:........cocovveviineinne $

2) (J Copying fees were paid.
Amount:............ et $
f. Fee for service: .........cocovvvvevveneenieenn, $

2. | received this subpoena for service on (date):

3. Person serving:

Not a registered California process server.

California sheriff or marshal.

Registered California process server.

Employee or independent contractor of a registered Califonia process server.
Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b).
‘Registered professional photocopier.

. [ Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section'22451.

. Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number:

oooooo

a
b
c.
d.
e
f.
g
h

o

-

i1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only)
.. Califomia that the foregoing is true and correct. | certify that the foregoing is true and correct.
Y""bate: Date:

t

. )

17

{SIGNATURE) ) . (SIGNATURE)

; SUBPOIORov. Januany 1,20%2] DEPOSITION SUBPOENA FOR PRODUCTION R

OF BUSINESS RECORDS

[Amerlcan LegaiNet, Ioc. . 0
“. Ha
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James Anthony Scott, et al. v. Los Angeles Unified, et al.

Court Case No.: BC547897

ATTACHMENT “3”
Scott, James Anthony

D.0.B.: 09/03/98

Any and all documents, from January 1, 2010, to the Present, which evidence, reflect, discuss, mention, ot
comment upon the above-named petsos, including, but not limited to, those related to educational records,
attendance, disciplinaty actions, involvement in academic and non-academic activities, relationships with

other individuals, bullying, emotional distress, mental disorders, mental illnesses, and general mood and
emotional state. :

Note: To the extent the records requested in this Attachment identify minors other than the above-named-
person, please redact the identities of those minors. -

"~ LA/2266936v]
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Superior Court of Ca{lforma s'gggtry %!’,'{,; ;’-f?éa"fomh
County of Los Angeles
Department 36 ' i JAN 09 2015
SCOTT, | |
| Case No.: BC547897
Plaintiff(s),
V. . | Hearing Date: 1/9/15
| LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL RULING RE:
DISTRICT,. DEFENDANT LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
- SCHOOL DISTRICT'S MOTION TO
Defendant(s). COMPEL SUBPOENAED ENTITIES TO
‘PRODUCE RECORDS. '

- .‘_%. Q

The motion is denied, without prejudice to serve narrowly tailored subpoenas, and to obtain

information Plaintiff volunteers to provide.

Moving party has not evidenced that all requested records are relevant, due to not identifying all
content of all records. Instead, moving party is arguing in generalities about relevance, and
speculating that specific, relevant information may be included within the broad scope of the
requests (e.g., reply, 7:11 (“Records from these group homes may reflect....”)). [Emphasis
added.) .

“Mere speculation as' to the possibility that some portion of the records might be relevant to somd
substantive issue does not suffice” for showing direct relevance as to private information sought
in discovery. Davis v, Sup. Ct. (1992) 7 Cal. App. 4t 1008, 1017-20 (directing trial court to
grant motion to quash as to discovery request that was not narrowly drawn to enable the court to

evaluate the appropriate extent of disclosure). Absent showings of direct relevance, compelling]
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| specific emotional injuries claimed, and showing a nexus between the claimed damages and

1(1998) 65 Cal. App. 4th 794, 801-802.

‘documents. Aetna Casualty & Sur, Co. v. Sup. Ct. (1984) 153 Cal. App. 3d 467, 477.

1 Dated: 1/9/15

. X @

need, and unavailability of alternative sources, a trial court only could find that a privacy interest
prevalls Ombudsman Services of No. Cal. v. Sup. Ct. (2007) 154 Cal.App.4th 1233 1251.
Although discovery of other stressors may be relevant, the party seeking pnvate information kiag

the burden to show that the information is directly relevant to the claims, by identifying the

distress or other harm which may be shown by private information. E.g, Brenda L. v, Sup. Ct!

Patients have a reasonable expectation of privacy as to their medical information that is not
directly relevant to a particular condition the patient has placed in issue. California Consumer
Health Care Council v. Kaiser Foundation Health Plan, Inc. (2006) 142 Cal. App. 4th 21, 31.

“In those situations where it is argued that a party waives protectlon by ﬁhng a lawsuit, the court
must construe the concept of ‘waiver’ narrowly and a compellmg public interest is demonstrated
only where the material sought is directly relevant to the lmgatlon.” Tylo v. Sup, Ct. (1997) 55
Cal. App. 4th 1379, 1387. “{E]ven when a plaintiff files an action that places his or her medical
records at issue, waivers of constitutional rights are narrowly construed and not lightly found.”

Bearman v. Sup. Ct. (2004) 117 Cal. App. 4th 463, 473. Waivers of constitutional rights|

including privacy, are not lightly found, but are possible, depending on the circumstances. Hedal

| v. Sup. Ct. (1990) 225 Cal. App. 3d 525, 530. But see Weil & Brown, Civ. Pro. Before Trial

(The Rutter Group 2014) §8:319.2 (citing Boler v. Sup, Ct. (1987) 201 Cal.App.3d 467, 472,
Implied waiver occurs when the objecting party places directly in issue privileged

communications, but not when the party 'sceking discovery has placed them in issue by their filed

i loson”

o/ |
Gregory Alarcon
Superior Court Judge
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THE VILLAGE FAMILY SERVICES e
6736 LAUREL CANYON BLVD., SUITE 200

NORTH HOLLYWOOD, CA 91606

818-755-8786

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
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JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT, Case No.: BC547897
Plaintiff, ECLARATION OF DEBORAH
vs. OFFMAN, PsyD RE OPPOSITION TO
THE RELEASE OF RECORDS OF JAMES
LOS ANGELES UNIFIED, ANTHONY SCOTT
Defendant.

DECLARATION OF DEBORAH HOFFMAN, PsyD

I, Deborah Hoffman, PsyD, do hereby declare:

1. The facts stated herein are within my personal knowledge except as to those matters which

are stated on information and belief. As to those matters, I believe them to be true and if

sworn as a witness, I could and would competently testify to the following:

2. I am employed by The Village Family Services where I am currently the Director of

Outpatient Services. I am a licensed clinical psychologist, who has spent over 13 years

treating and assessing a diversity of clients ages 3 to 95 from various cultural backgrounds in

community health, corrections, residential setting and the private sector.

3. The plaintiff of the above case was a patient of The Village Family Services from May 3,
2013 to August 20, 2014 and from September 8, 2014 to October 15, 2014, the declarant has

known the plaintiff’s case at The Village Family Services since August 2013.
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4. Tbelieve releasing records in this case could pose physical and/or psychosocial danger to the
_client and holds substantial risk of adverse consequences for the client, including adversely
affecting the client’s familiar relationship(s), functioning and well-being,

5. I'believe it is my obligation to register my objection based on Health and Safety Code
Section 123115.

6. Iam requesting that the court review these records in camera prior to ordering the release of

any records.

I declare under the penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of California the foregoing
is true and correct. Executed in Los Angeles, CA

DATE: A, @-WD

January 7, 2015 Dr. Debgralt Hoffiafl, Declarant
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. Iam over the age of 18 years

and not a party to the within action. My business address is: 6736 Laurel Canyon Blvd., Suite 200,
North Hollywood, CA 91606.

On January 8, 2015, I served the foregoing documents described as:

DECLARATION OF DEBORAH HOFFMAN, PSYD RE OPPOSITION TO THE RELEASE OF
RECORDS OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT '

on the interested parties in this action as follows:

SHERYL M. ROSENBERG MARGERY SOMERS

801 S. FIGUEROA STREET, 19™ FL 6300 WILSHIRE BLVD #1500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017-5556 LOS ANGELES, CA 90048
FACSIMILE: 213-426-6921 FACSIMILE: 323-653-1660

I transmitted by facsimile transmission the above document to the above attornesy and receiving
facsimile numbers. The sending facsimile machine I used, with facsimile number (818)755-8786

complied with C.R.C. Rule 2003(3). The transmissions were reported as complete and without
error.

In addition, I placed a true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes and I caused such envelope
to be delivered by hand to the addressee(s) listed above. :

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

EXECUTED on January 8, 2015 at North Hollywood, California.
gg@bﬁé%
j $ Gonzale O
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GLORIA ALLRED, SBN 65033
NATHAN GOLDBERG, SBN 61292
MARGERY N. SOMERS, SBN 174052
LAW OFFICES

ALLRED, MAROKO & GOLDBERG
6300 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, SUITE 1500

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90048-5217
Telephone No. (323) 653-6530
Facsimile No. (323) 653-166

msomers@amglaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT, a minor,
appearing through AMBER BAKER, his
Guardian ad Litem,

Plaintiff,

CASE NO.: BC547897
(Assigned to Hon. Gregory Alarcon)

DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY
SCOTT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
COMPEL DEFENDANT’S DOCUMENTS

Date: January 9, 2015
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Dept.: 36

VS.

LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT; and DOES 1 through 50,
inclusive,

Trial Date: September 24, 2015
Defendants.

s e e Nt Moo e s s M e e e e e e e

I, James Anthony Scott, aka Shear Avory, declare as follows:

1. I am 16 years of age and am a resident of the Clark County, State of Nevada. The
following is true of my own personal knowledge. If called, I could and would competently testify
thereto.

2. During the Spring of 2013, I was under the purview of the Department of Child
and Family Services (“DCFS”).

1

DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT
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3. At this time, [ resided at Los Angeles Youth Network (“LAYN?), a youth shelter
and group home in Hollywood., California. In the Summer of 2013, eager to begin Daniel Pearl
Magnet High School (“DPMHS”), I moved and resided at Penny Lane, a group home, in the San
Fernando Valley so that I could attend and be closer to school. I returned home and lived with
my mofher on October 18, 2013 and continued to attend DPMHS during the Fall when I was
bullied and was not protected by LAUSD. I received no mental health services at Penny Lane,
Group Home.

4. LifeWorks is the Youth Development And Mentoring Program of The Los
Angeles LGBT Center (formerly named the Los Angeles Gay and Lesbian Center). They have
workshops, events and programs. It is not a mental health clinic and I never received mental
health services from there.

5. I began attending LifeWorks' programs in 2011 and became heavily involved as
an activist and humanitarian in my community.

6. I'soon became a Peer Mentor at Lifeworks and in 2012 I became the Supervising
Peer Mentor and I ran workshops, created and scheduled events and programs, developed events,
became a member of various committees, and spoke at the Los Angeles Gay and Lesbian
Center's 41st Anniversary Gala in 2012. Again, Lifeworks does not provide mental health
services and I never received mental health services from Lifeworks.

7. Before attending DPMHS, I maintained excellent grades averaging mostly A's
and a few, if any B's.

8. While attending DPMHS, I was unable to focus in class and at home due to the
continuous torment, harassment and lack of protection from LAUSD administrators.

9. My grades suffered tremendously as a result of the harassment and in the semested]
that [ attended DPMHS I was unable to excel in my education as I had previously and my grades
went down.

10.  Upon transferring from DPMHS to my new schooi, I began to prosper and scored
a 450 out of 450 on the English California High School Exit Exam and a 390 out of 450 on the

Mathematics California High School Exit Exam.

2

DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT
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1. T wasnot enrolled at DPMHS prior to or during my residence at Los Angeles

Youth Network,

12. 1 moved to and resided at Penny Lane in the San Fernando Valley to attend

| DPMHS. This was my housing ~ ry residential placemenit only. Again, no mental health

services were received there:

13.  The only mental health services that I received once I retumned home were from

'Maurice Zeitlin, MD and Therapist Carlos Lach.

I decldre under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that ihe

foregoing is true and correct,

Executed on this /may of December 2014 at_ (204 ‘Z_Mi' éﬁ,Neva‘da.

thony Scott

3

"DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I'am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. I am over the ageof 18
and not a party to the within action; my business address is: 6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite
1500, Los Angeles, California 90048.

On December 19, 2014, I served the foregoing document described as DECLARATION-
OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO COMPEL
DEFENDANT’S DOCUMENTS on the interested parties in this action by placing a true copy
thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope addressed as follows:

Attorneys for Defendant LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

SEDGWICK LLP
CRAIG BARNES, ESQ.
craig.barnes(@sedgwicklaw.com
SHERYL ROSENBERG, ESQ.
sheryl.rosenberg@sedgwicklaw.com
801 S. Figueroa Street, 19th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90017
Telephone: (213) 426-6900
Facsimile: (213) 426-6921

[1] BY MAIL: I caused such envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the
United States mail at Los Angeles, California.

[1 BY PERSONAL SERVICE: I caused such envelope to be hand-delivered to the offices
of the addressee(s).

[] BY FAX: by transmitting a true copy via facsimile transmission from telecopier number
(323) 653-1660 located at 6300 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1500, Los Angeles, California 90048.

(] BY EMAIL: I caused such document to be electronically served via email to the email
address of the addressee(s).

[X] BY FEDERAL EXPRESS: I caused such document(s) to be delivered via Federal
Express in a package designated to be picked up by Federal Express with delivery fees provided
for to the addressee(s) designated. I am readily familiar with the business practice of collecting
and processing correspondence to be picked up by an employee of Federaf)Express.

Executed on December 19, 2014, at Los Angeles, California.

[X]  (State) I declare under pehélty 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

o

at whose direction th. made.

JENNIFERRSHUEMAKER

4

DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT




O o0 3 O

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

¢ o

PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of California. I am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within action; my business address is: 6300 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite
1500, Los Angeles, California 90048.

On March 12, 2015, 1 served the foregoing document described as PLAINTIFF JAMES
ANTHONY SCOTT’S MOTION TO QUASH DEFENDANT LOS ANGELES UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT’S SUBPOENAED ENTITIES TO PRODUCTION OF RECORDS -
SECOND SET; DECLARATION OF JAMES ANTHONY SCOTT, DECLARATION OF
MARGERY N. SOMERS AND DECLARATION OF DR. DEBORAH HOFFMAN on the
interested parties in this action by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope
addressed as follows:

Attorneys for Defendant LOS ANGELES UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

SEDGWICK LLP
CRAIG BARNES, ESQ.
craig.barnes@sedgwicklaw.com
SHERYL ROSENBERG, ESQ.
sheryl.rosenberg@sedgwicklaw.com
801 S. Figueroa Street, 19th Floor
Los Angeles, California 90017
Telephone: (213) 426-6900
Facsimile: (213) 426-6921

[] BY MAIL: I caused such envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the
United States mail at Los Angeles, California.

(] BY PERSONAL SERVICE: I caused such envelope to be hand-delivered to the offices
of the addressee(s).

] BY FAX: by transmitting a true copy via facsimile transmission from telecopier number
(323) 653-1660 located at 6300 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 1500, Los Angeles, California 90048.

BY EMAIL: I caused such document to be electronically served via email to the email
address of the addressee(s).

[X] BY FEDERAL EXPRESS: I caused such document(s) to be delivered via Federal
Express in a package designated to be picked up by Federal Express with delivery fees provided
for to the addressee(s) designated. I am readily familiar with the business practice of collecting
and processing correspondence to be picked up by an employee of Federal Express.

Executed on March 12, 2013, at Los Angeles, California.

[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 directioq the service sz

J

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO QUASH




