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1 Plaintiffs Black Magid Live, LLC and Jean Claude LaMarre allege on information
2 | and belief as follows: _
3 1. This lawsuit arises from defendant Vivica A. Fox’s intentional and
4 | concentrated effort to destroy plaintiff Jean Claude LaMarre’s reputation, business and
S5 | emotional well-being. L.aMarre conceived the idea of a live a!l black male revue, and .
6 -successfully started a revue business named Black Magic Live. Fox employed a concerted
7 | effort of defamation, intimidation and misrepresentation .to steal talent from Black Magic
8 | Live, and to confuse Black Magic Live’s audience, providing the public wi_th false
9 || statements that Fox’s copycat dance venture was in fact the real “Black Magic Live”
10 | dance revue.
11 2. Plaintiff Jean Claude LaMarre (“LaMarre”) is, and at all relevant times was,
12 | an individual who resides in the County of Los Angeles. . .
13 3. | Plaintiff Black Magic Live, LLC (‘;Black Mégic Live”) is, and at all relevant
14 | times was, a limited liability company organized under the laws of the state of California,
15 | with its principal office in Beverly Hills, California, _
16 4, Defengiant Vivica A. Fox (“Fox™), on information and bélicf, is, and at all
17 | relevant times was, an individual who resides in the County of Los Angeles.
18 5. Defendants Does 1 through 10 are sued herein by fictitious names for the
19 | reason that their true names are unknown to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs will seek to leave to
20 | amend this complaint to allege the true names and capacities of these Defendants when
21 | the same have been ascertained. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based thereon
22 || allege that these ﬁc':titiously named Defendants &e responsible in some manner for the
= 23 | actions and damages alleged herein.
é 24 6.  Plaintiff is further informed and believes and based thereon alleges that
g 25 || Defendants at all times herein alleged were the agents, employees, servants, joint
26 venturers and/or co-conspirators of each of the other remaining Defendants, and that in
27 || doing the things herein alleged were acting in the course and scope of such agency,
28 | employment, joint venture and/or conspiracy. "
] 2
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1 7. Plaintiff is further informed and believes and based thereon alleges that the

2 | acts and conduct herein alléged of each such Defendant were known to, authorized by,
3 || directed by, and/or ratified by the other Defeﬂdants, and each of them, and the officers,
4 d.irectors and/or managing agents of Defendants and that they acted in conspiracy with
5 | each other s6 all of said Defenﬂants are jointly and séverally liable to Plaintiffs hereunder,

-6 ‘ ALLEGATIONS COMMON ;[‘0 ALL CAUSES OF ACTION
7 8.  Plaintiff Jean-Claude LaMarre is a highly Isuccessful writer, director and
8 | producer. LaMarre wrote and directed his first film in 2001. By 2007, LaMarre was one .
9 | ofthe most active African American independent filmmakers in the business. From 2004 '

10| to 2‘010, he: made almost forty fiims. His films -include ‘;Gang of Roses,” “Color of the

11 | Cross,” and “Brothers in Arms.” _

12 9.  LaMare wrote, directed and produced a succéssful film entitled “Chocolate

13 { City,” which was released in 2015. “Chocolate City” was a version of the 2012 male

14 | stripper movie “Magic Mike,” but was targeted at people of color. Following the success

15 | of “Chocolate City,” LaMarre wrote; directed and produced a sequel entitled “Chocolate

16 | City: Vegas.” .

17 10.  Defendant Fox is a well-known actress. Fox has appeared in well-known

18 | films such as the “Kill Bill” series, “Independence Day,” “Batman & Robin,” as well as

19 || popular television series, such as “Empire.”

20 11.  Defendant Fox played a supporting role in both “Chocolate City” movies as

21 | the mother of a college student who takes a job as a male stripper to make ends meet.

22 12, Asaresult of the popularity of the “Chocolate City™ movies, one of the star
= 23 | performers of the movies, Tyson Beckford, eamned a guest stint at the. Chippendales show
fi 24 | in Las Vegas. Beckford’s stint with Chippendales was a huge success, with all old
::E; 25 | Chippendales billboards on the Las Vegas strip replaced by billboards with the face of
" 26 | Tyson Beckford. _

27 - 13..  Seeing an opportunity, LaMarre sought to create a live male revue show -

28 Y| based on the “Chocolate City” movies. However, the financial backer of the movies, who
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1 | “controlled the use of the “Chocolate City” name, was not interested in creating a live
: 2 .rew-le show. In March 20015, LaMarre came up with the alternative name “Black Magic
| 3 | Live” .
"4 14.  InMay 2015, LaMarre began casting dancers and forming a business plan to '.
5 | launch his new male revue business, Black Magic Live. i
6 s Following the casting auditions; LaMarre settled on ten dancers, known by '
7 | their stage names as: Jamaika, Bolo, LoverBoy, GQ, Penetration, SloMotion, Slam, Heat,
8 | Addiction, and Profit. Each of these ten dancers was signed to a written Black Magic
i 9 | contract.
i 10 | 16.  As LaMarre was getting Black Magic Live up and running, he was
' 11 Y introduced to Propagate Content, a reality show company that was interested in doing a
12 | series about male exotic dancers to air on the Lifetime network. In May 2015, LaMarre
13 } signed a deal with Propagate to develop a reality series based on LaMarre’s live male
14 | revue business, Black Magic Live. LaMarre believed that publicity and exposure from the
15 ¥ series would provide a valuable opportunity to grow the Black Magic Live brand.
16 17.  The reality scéies was to feature the privat.e and personal lives of the male
17 | dancers, as well as Black Magic Live’s staff, i.ncluding stage manager Eurika Pratts and
18 || choreographer Darrin Henson. The series featured five of Black Magic Live’s dancers,
19 | plus three other dancers. _ .
20 18.  AsPropagate envisioned the reality show as a female workplace series that
21 | they could sell to the Lifetime network, Propagate wanted a female lead to act as the
22 | owner of the business. LaMarre suggested that the part be played by Fox.
:q: 23 19.  During a meeting with Propagate, LaMarre and Fox, a Lifetime executive
' Eﬁ 24 immediateiy bought the show.
b 25 20.  The premise of the show was that Vivica Fox runs an all-black male revue
= 26 || business callcci Black Magic, which js based in Inglewood, California, with the goal of
!. 27 gettihg her dancers and bus;incss a residency in Las Vegas. -
i 28 21.  LaMarre did not fight Propagate’s decision to portray someone else as the
4 ' ' '
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1 [ owner 6f the business, even if it was for entertainment purposes. LaMarre believed that l
. 2 | the exposure and publicity thz;t Black"Magic Live would receive from the reality series I'
| 3 | would dwarf any negative impact'from the perception of an actor, Fox, running his s
4 | business. ' '
-5 22.  Lifetime could not clear the rights to the title “Black Magic;” as another '
6 || show had previously used the name. LaMarre suggesteq the title “Vivica’s Black Magic” i
7 | tothe network, who eventually agreed to the name. o | !
8 23, By September 2015, LaMaﬁe and Propagate had developed a pilot.of !
9 | “Vivica’s Black Magic.” LaMarre directed the pilot and received a creator ¢redit and an ;
10 | executive producer credit. _ !
11 24, InJ anuary 2016, LaMarre and Fox entlere'd into the Black Magic Partnership |
12 | Agreement to manage the Black Magic Live Business, collaborate on the reality television
.13 | series, and sell merchandise. )
14 25.  InJanuary 2016, Lifetime picked up the show and ordered eight episodes of
15 | “Vivica’s Black Magic.” The show filmed from March 2016 thmu_gh May 2016. During -
16 | the show’s filming, Fox developed a personal relationship with four of the Black Magic
17_ Live 'dqpcers, Profit, Slam, Penetration and SloMotion. These four dancers then began to .
18 || have a change in attitude towarﬂs LaMarre, and they began missing rehearsals, were not
19 || responsive to text messages, and were late to meetings. . .
20 26. Meanwhile, LaMarre bégan mapping out a 75-city Black Magic Live tour to |
21 i capitalize on the television-release of “Vivica’s Black Magic.” All of the Black Magic
22 || Live dancers signeci a written contract with Black vMagic Live in January 2016. LaMﬁne
= 23 held weclgly meetings with all of the dancers (including the dancers who were not on the
f%. 24 | show) to discuss strategy for the tour, LaMarre projected the tour would have an average
. Eé 25 | venue size of 500 people, with two shows per night, at $40 per ticket, -
™ 26 27.  “Vivica’s Black Magic” pfemiered on January 4, 2017 to favorable ratings.
27 | Lifetime set up a multi-city publicity tour with Fox. On or abé?ut January 6, 2017, Fox
28 || appeared on the Breakfast Club, a popular New York morning radio show. During the

5 : g
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1 | Breakfast Club interview, Fox emphatically stated that gay men would not be welcome at
2 | Black Magic Live shows, a position widely reported in the media as homophobic. As a
3 | resultof Fox’s co-rmnents, the LGBT community organized and called for a boycott of the
4 | television series and live shows. Attacks on Fox and the television series on social rm;,dia
5 | occurred daily. | ,
6 28. A’s.F oX initially refused to retract her staterhents, LaMatre himself did an
7 | interview with TMZ to control the damage. LaMarre apologized to the LGBT community,
8 | said that Fox was not homophobic, and simply misspoke. LaMarre also distanced himself
9 | and the business from Fox’s comments. .
10 29.  LaMarre’s comments on TMZ angered Fox. Fox secretly began pianning to
11 || start her own male revue business, “Xplicit Minds.” Fox recruited four of the five Black
12 | Magic Live dancers from the television series. Fox began a campaign of defamation
13 | against LaMarre, telling the dancers that LaMarre didn’t care about them, was exploiting
14 | them, and taking advantage of them, and now that they were on the brink of celebrity,
15 | they no ldnger needed LaMarre.'Fox also began advertising her Xplicit Minds shows as
16 | dancers “from Vivica’s Black Magic.”
17 30. Fox also began a campaign of harassment, intimidation, and coercion to
18 | recruit Michael Bolwaire (Bolo), the remaining Black Magic Live dancer from the _
19 || television series, as well as Black Magic Live stage manager Eurika Pratts and
20 | choreographer Darrin Henson. Fox sent t.hreatening text messages to Bolwaire and
21 | Henson. Fox made defamatory comments concerning LaMarre to Bolwaire, stating that if |
22 | Bolwaire remained with Black Magic Live, LaMarre would “fuck you over” because “it’s
@ 23 | just who he is.” Fox told the dancers and staff that they had to pick-a side -- if they picked
5% 24 | LaMarre’s side, they- would not be able to return for season two of “Vivica’s Black
% 25 | Magic.”
h'““‘ 26 31.  LaMarre had a small window of opportunity to take advantage of the
27 | publicity from the television series. LaMarre attempted to rebuild Black Magic Live after
28 | the defection of the' four dancers from the television series. He began hofding auditions to
6
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replace the dancers and mapped out a Southern California tour.
32.  After Fox launched her male revue business, Fox used social media to

defame Black Magic Live and confuse its audience. Fox told fans of the television series

|| that she had hired the Black Magic Live dancers, and that LaMarre’s Black Magic Live

group was fake. Fox further stated on social media .that any shows LaMarre billed as
Black Magic Live were not real, and that the “buyer beware.” Fox continually ﬁosted to
Instagram and Twitter, advising fans that LaM%;.rre’s busingss was a fake and not to attend
his shows. Fox posted that any reference to “Vivica’s Black Magic” was “using my namg”
to sell tickets, so fans should not go to Black Magic Live shows.

33.  Asaresult of Fox’s defamatory social media campaign, LaMarre’s
customers cancelled Black Magic Live tickets and demanded refunds at shows. Black
Magic Live’s email inbox was flooded with complaints from cust-orners, who stated they
reached out to Fox and were told Black Magié Live was using her ﬁame to sell tickets.

34.  LaMarre had planned to use the television series as a springboard to propel
Black Magic Live into mainstream eniertainment. Fox’s homophobic interview comments
z;nd vindictive campaign against LaMarre and Black Magic Live destroyed any economic
advantages LaMarre expected to enjoy following the reality show.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
LIBEL .
(Against All Defendants)

35.  All previous allegations are realleged and incorporated herein by rcfere_nce.

36. Fox published the following false Offending Statements of and concerning
LaMarre and Black Magic Live’s business:

a. In response to a Black Magic Live Instagram post made on or about
February 2, 2017, Fox left the comment “Ladies just know that they are
using my name Vivica Fox to sell tix! Enjoy the show but this has nothing -
to do with me and I won’t be there! Just wanna make that clear as I got a lot

of complaints after the ... show in LA! FY[1”
7
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1 b. ‘In response to an Instagram user question about a Black Magic Live shov; in
2 Las Vegas, Fox responded “the live show I’m hosting w/ @xplicitminds
3 dosent [sic] have 5 Vegas date yet! So buyer beware as they are using my
4 name to mislead our fans!” \
5 c. On February 4, 2017, Fox re-tweeted a Vivica’s Black Magic post on
6 Twitter, commenting “UNBELIEVABLE yall still using my name to sell
7 tix?? Folks Vivica Fox has NOTHING to do with this show!! FYT!”
8 d. Concerning a late February 2017 Black Magic Live show, Fox tweeted
9 “Hey there it’s Vivical FYI! This is NOT a show that I'm hosting and most
10 of the dancers from the show wont be there! BUYER BEWARE!”
11 e. On March 7, 2017, Fox responded to a custom;:r on Twitter, stating “And I
12 can confirm that what you are saying is true! I will not be at this show and
13 neither will most of the dancers! Buyer beware.”
14 f.  On Twitter, Fox posted an advertisement for Black Magic Live’s March 17,
15 2017 live show with the comment “I want it to be made VERY clear to ALL
16 my fans! This is not my show and I won’t be in attendance! They are using
17 my name to sell tix!!”
18 g. OnMarch 19, 2017, Fox tweeted ‘RIVERSIDE CA fans! Thié is not my
19 show n I along with the majority of the dancers from the show will NOT be
20 there! Buyer beware.”, ._ -
21 h. On March 22, 2017, I*;ox had her publicist re-tweet the above, with the
22 comment “Know the difference btwn ‘real’ and ‘fake’: this show is
& 23 #FAKENEWS: the REAL @MsVivicaFox Riverside show u want to see
E% 24 features #XplicitMinds.” " | |
% 25 1. Fox made the following Instagram comments about Black Magic Live’s
:: 26 Riverside California show: “They are using my name and I’ve been letting
27 all my fans know as they are expecting to see me along with [names of
28 dancers]. THIS is our event Please let others know!!” and “Hey ... that’s not
8
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1 our show!! They are usiﬂg my name to sell tix n most of the dancers and 1
2 won’t be there! Buyer beware!”
3 j- Inlate March 2017, Fox published defam'a'torSI comments about LaMatre to
4 Black Magic Live dancer Michael Bolwaire via text messages. Fox .
5, cdmplained about Black Magic Live “doing me wrong and pimping my
6 name” and stated “Jean Cléu'de will fuck u over too! It’s just who he is!
7 TRUST!” and when “Jean Claude n ... Eurika fuck you over remember who
! 8 told you so!”
9 37.  Each of the Offending Statements are libelous on their face. Additionally,
10 because the Offending Statements caused harm to Plaintiffs’ business, trade, profession or
11 f occupation; and charged LaMarre with unethical conduct and a lack of integrity, they are
12 } libelous per se.
13 38.  The Offending Statements are reasonably susceptible of a defamatory
14 | meaning. Fox’s statements insinuate that Black Magic Live was a false and “misleading”
15 || knock-off of Fox’s male dance revue, and that Black Magic Live appropriated her fame
16 | from the television reality series to “sell tix.” Fox’s statements to Michael Bolwaire
17 | insinuate that LaMarre would inevitably take advantage of and defraud Bolwaire in
18 || business because of a lack of moral turpitude, i.e., “It’s just who he is!”
19 39.  Beyond Fox’s false insinuation, the Offending Statements are false under
20 any reasonable meaning. Black Magic Live was not fake, “misleading” or attempting to
21 | sell tickets using Fox’s name. LaMarre developed the Black Magic Live concept in March
22 || through May 2015. Black Magic Live was the original all-black male revué, and existed
< 23 | long before Fox’s involvement with the feality television series. In fact, the television
5% 24 | series waé envisioned by LaMarre from the beginning as a compliment to the Black Magic
’,% 25 || Live male revue. LaMarre was the creator, director and executive producer of the
- 26 | “Vivica’s Black Magic” reality show. It was only after Fox became a member of the
27 | Black Magic partnership and an actor on the reality series in January 2016, that Fox began
28 | the plan to usurp partnership opportunities by stealing talent and creating a competing
COMPQLAINT
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1 | male revue. A crucial part of that plan was disparaging Black Magic Live to its audience..
2 40.  The Offending Statements were published with negligence and with
3 | constitutional and actual malice, with knowlédge that they were false or wi£h areckless -E
4 | disregard for the truth or falsity of what was expressed and implied, ‘including, but not i
5 || limited to, the following:
6 a. Fox intended that her statements would be understood by social media users
7 | to express and imply the false and defamatory message that Black Magic
8 Live was a copycat entity attempting to cash in on the success of the
9 . television reality show. As a party to the “Black Magic Partnership
10 | . Agreement,” Fox knew that the Black Magic Live brand and male revue .
11 show pre-existed her involvement with the brand, and that her claims that
12 the Black Magic Live brand was “misleading” and “using her name” was
13 | . false. The Black Magic Live brand and the television reality series (of which
14 ' she was simply an actor) were one and the same. o
15 b. Fox had a pecuniary motive for making the Offending Statements on her
16 social media accounts. Every Black Magic Live fan she could convince to
17 go to an Xplicit Minds show instead put money in her pocket, as each ticket
18 cost a.t least $40. In this way, Fox intentionally used her fame as a social .
19 media weapon to defame Black Magic Live and co-bpt its fan base, to her
20 profit. _.
21 41.  As adirect and proximate result of the above-described conduct by
22 || Defendants, Plaintiffs have suffered general and special damages in an amount to be ‘
« 23 | determined at trial in an amount in cxcess‘ of the minimum jurisdiction of the Superior |
:g 24 | Court, including without limitation, damage to Plaintiffs’ réputation, career, and standing
E 25 || inthe community. .
524 26 . 42.  Fox’s conduct as described herein was done with a conscious disregard of
27 || the rights of Plaintiffs, with the intent to vex, aﬁnoy, and/or harass Plaintiffs. Such
28 || conduct was unauthorized and constitutes oppressiop, fraud, and/or malice under

10
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1 |. California Civil Code §3294,{ entitling Plaintiffs to an award of punitive damages in an

2 || amount appropriate to pﬁnish or set an example of the Defendants in an amount to be

3 | determined at trial. .

4 SECOﬁD CAUSE OF ACTION

5 SLANDER

6 (Against All Defendants)

7 43.  All previous allegations are realleged and incorporated herein by reference.

8 44.  Fox made the following false oral Offending Statements of and concerning

9 | LaMarre and Black Magic Live’s business:
10 a. InJanuary and February 2017, Fox stated, in tele_phone conversations with
11 Black Magic Live dancer Michael Bolwaire, that L:iMafre was stealing from
12 Bolwaire; that Bolwaire shouldn’t do business with LaMarrc; and that -
13 _ LaMarre was not to be trusted.
14 b. InJdnuary and February 2017, Fox stated in person to Black Magic Live -
15 : dancers Mike Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams
16 (Penetration), and Christian Dennis, that they should not pay commissions
17 to LaMarre because he was exploiting them.
18 45, Each of the above Offending Statements are libelous on their face.

19 | Additionally, because the Offending Statements caused harm to Plaintiffs’ business, trade,
20 | profession or-_occupation, and charged LaMarre with unethical conduct and a lack of
21 | integrity, they are libelous per se. .
22 46, The Offending Statements are reasdnably s_usceptiblé of a defamatory
@ 23 | meaning. Fox’s statements to Michael Bolwaire insinuate that LaMatre would inevitably
:% 24 | take advantage of and defraud Bolwaire in business because of a lack of moral turpitude.
m 25 | Likewise, the statements to Strong, Boatner, Williams and Dennis insinuate that
~ 26 | exploiting them, that is, taking advantage of and defrauding them. -

27 47.  The Offending Statements were published with negligence and with

28 || constitutional and actual malice, with knowledge that they were false or with a reckless

i1
COMPLAINT

Doc# 1 Pagef# 11 - Doc ID = 1699186844 ~ Doc Type = OTHER



(Page 12 of 25)

o - o
1 | disregard for the truth or falsity of what was expressed and implied, including, but not
2 || limited to, the following: o '
3 a. Fox intended that her statements would be understood by the dancers to
4 express and imply the false and defamatory message that LaMarre was
5 stealing and cheating the dancers out of earnings. In truth, LaMarre was
6 ‘paying dancers and taking commissions dccording to the arm’s length
7 agreements entered int_o_ by LaMarre _and each dancer. .
8 b. Fox had a pecuniary motive for making the Offending Statements in that she
9 was attempting to solicit these dancers to her competing dance revue. The
.10 Black Magic Live dancers had gained valuable publicity from the reality
11 series. Every Black Magic Live fan Fox could convince to 2o to an Xplicit
12 Minds show instead put money in Fox’s pocket, as each ticket cost at Jeast
13 $40.
14 48. .As a direct and proximate result of the above-described conduct by -
15 | Defendants, Plaintiffs have suffered general and special damages in an amount to be
16 | determined at trial in an amount in excess of the minimum jurisdiction of the Superior
17 | Court, including without limitation, dar_nage to Plaintiffs’ reputation, caréer, and standing
18 | in the community.
19 49.  Fox’s conduct as described herein was done with a conscious disregard of
20 | the rights of Plaintiffs, with the intent to vex, annoy, and/or harass Plaintiffs. Such
21 | conduct was unauthorized and constitutes oppression, fraud, and/or malice under -
22 | California Civil Code §3294, entitling Plaintiffs to an award of punitive damages i£1 an
2 23 | amount appropriate to punish or set an example of the Defendants in an amount to be
::':,; 24 | determined at trial.
w25 | gy
~ 26 || /1
27 |
28 THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION
12
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® ®
1 INTENTIONAL INTERFERENCE WITH QONTRACTUAL RELATIONS
2 ' (Against All Defendants)
3 50. Al érevious allegations are realleged and incorporated herein by reference.
4 51.  InJanuary 2016, Black Magic Live entered into written contracts with
5 || dancers Mike Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams (Penetration), and
6 | Christian Dennis (SloMotion) under which the dancers agreed that their services as
7 | dancers in any project utilizing or spun off from the Black Magic brand would be
8 | exclusive to Black Magic Live. |
9 52.. Fox knew of the contracts between Black Magic Live and dancers Mike
10 | Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams (Penetration), and Christian
11 § Dennis (SloMotion). '
12 53.  Fox intended to disrupt the performance of the contracts between Black
13 | Magic Live and its dancers by recruiting Black Magic Live’s daﬁcers to her competing
14 | live male revue, Xplicit Minds.
15 54. Fox’s wrongful conduct in defa:ning LaMarre and making
16 | misrepresentations in her efforts to recruit Profit, Slam, Penetration and SloMotion for he1:
17 | own male dance revue, Xplicit Minds, prevented the performance of the Blacl-( Magic
18 | Live contracts. _
19 55.  Black Magic Live was harmed in that it was deprived of the services of the
20 | dancers. The four Black Magic Live dancers recruited by Fox were integral to the success
21 { of Black Magic Live, as they had gained valuabl;a celebrity status because of the television i
22 | exposure and publicity on “Vivica’'s Black Magic.” .
% 23 56.  Fox’s wrongful conduct in poaching Black Magic Live’s contractually- 3
;":31. 24 || obligated dancers was a substantial factor in causing harm to Black Magic Live’s
:;} 25 | business. The television series gave the dancers an immense following. Without the E
- 26 significant draw power of the gelebrity television series dancers, Black Magic Live’s .!
27 | ability to book shows at large venues and draw large audiences was substantially harmed. !
28 57.  As aproximate result of the foregoing, Plaintiffs have suffered actual .
- 13
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1 | damages, in an amount according to proof at trial blit in any event in excess of the
2 | jurisdictional threshold of the Superior Court,
3 58.  -Defendants’ conduct as described herein was done with a conscious
4 | disregard of the rights of Plaintiffs, with the intent to vex, annoy, and/or harass Plaintiffs.
5 | Such conduct was unauthorized and constitutes oppression,-fraud, and/or malice under
6 | California Civil Code §3294, entitling Plaintiffs to an award of punitive damages in an
7 || amount appropriate to punish or set an example of the Defendants in an amount to be
8 | determined at trial.
9 FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION
10 INTENTIONAL INTERFERENCE WITH PROSPECTIVE ECONOMIC
11 ADVANTAGE
12 (Against All Defendants)
13 59.  All previous allegations are realleged and incorporated herein by reference.
14 60. . Fox intentionally interfered with an economic relationship between Black
15 | Magic Live and dancers Mike Stroné (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams
16 § (Penetration), and Christian Dennis (SloMotion). That economic relationship would have
17 ¥ resulted in an economic benefit to Black Magic Live.
18 61.  Black Magic Live and dancers Mike Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam),
19 | Andrew Williams (Penetration), and Christian Dennis (SloMotion) were in a contractual
20 | relationship which would have economically benefitted Black Magic Live. '
21 62.  Fox knew of the contracts between Black Magic Live and dancers Mike
22 || Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams (Penetration), and Christian
e 23 | Dennis (SloMotion). ' ’
:’*;: 24 6'3. Fox intended to disrupt the contractual relationships between Biack ‘Magic
:;_: 25 | Live and its dancers by recruiting Black Magic Live’s dancers to her competing live male
i 26 || revue, Xplicit Minds.
27 64.  Fox’s wrongful conduct in defaming Black Magic Live and LaMarre and |
28 | making misrepresentations in her efforts to recruit Profit, Slam, Pénetration and
14
COMPLAINT
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SloMotion for her own male dance revue, Xplicit Minds, prevented the performance of
the Black Magic Live contracts. ‘ e

65.  Black Magic Live was harmed in that it was deprived of the services of the
dancers. The four Black Magic Live dancers recruited by Fox were integral to the success
of Black Magic Live, as they had gained valuable celebrity status because of the television
exposure and publicity on “Vivica’s Black Magic.” .

66.  Fox’s wrongful conduct in poaching these contractually-obligated dancers

was a substantial factor in causing harm to Black Magic Live’s business. That

O 00 =~ N v b W N

independent wrongful conduct consisted of the tactics Fox used to solicit these dancers:

10 | the defamation, slander, and breach of fiduciary duties alleged in this Complaint. Without |
11 | the significant draw power of the celebrity television series dancers, Black Magic Live’s
12 § ability to book shows at large venues and dra-xw large audiences was substantially harmed.
13 67.  As aproximate result of the foregoing, Plaintiffs have suffered actual
14 | damages, in an amount according to proof at trial but in any event in excess 6f the
I5 | jurisdictional threshold of the Superior Court.
16 68. Defendants’ conduct as described herein was done with a conscious
17 | disregard of the rights of Plaintiffs, with the intent to vex, annoy, and/or harass Plaintiffs.
18 Such conduct was unauthorized and constitutes oppression, fraud, and/or malice under
19 | California Civil Code §3ﬁ94, entitling Plaintiffs to an award of punitive damages 1n an
20 | amount appropriate to punish or set an example of the Defendants in an amount to be
21 | determined at trial. -
22 FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
i 23 _ VIOLATION OF BUSINESS & PROFESS!ONS CODE SECTION 17200
5;:; 24 (Against All Defenfl‘_ants)
gé 2.5 69.  All previous a]legatidns are realleged and incorporated herein by reference.
- 26 '70.  Fox has committed acts of unfair competition, as defined by Business and
27 | Professions Code sec':tion 17200, by engaging in the :t:ollowing practices:
28 a. Intentionally interfering with Black Magic Live’s contractual relationship
' 15
COMPLAINT _
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1 with dancers Mike Strong (Prdﬁf), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andre\»;f Williams
2 (Penetration), and Christian Dennis (SloMotion).
3 b. Intentionally interfexiing with Black Magic Live’s prospective economic
4 advantage by-disrupting the contractual relationship with dancers Mike
5  Strong (Profit), Oneal Boatner (Slam), Andrew Williams (Penetration), and
6 Christian Dennis (SloMotion). . ' '
7 - ¢. Making fraudulent, defamatory, and confusing statements on social media,
8 directed to the general public, to the effect that Black Magic Live’s live i
9 male revue was “fake,” “misleading” and was using Fox’s name to sell
10 tiokets. | |
11 71. The_ée acts and practices violate Business and Professions Code section
12 | 17200 in the following respects: | . .
.13 a. Fox’s practice of wrongﬁlly solicit{ng Black Magic Live dancers consists of
14 intentional interference with contractual relationship and intentional
15 interference with prospective economic advantage, and consequently,
16 constitutes: both an unlawful and unfair business practice within the meaning
17 of section 17200
18 b. Fox’s conduct in defaming Black Magic Live and misrepresenting Black -
19 Magic Live’s business as “fake” and “mislea.lding” to the general public is
20 likely to mislead the general public, and, consequently, constitutes a
21 fraudulent business act or practice within the meaning of section 17200.
22 72, The unlawful, unfair, and fraudulent business practices, as described above,
ﬁ; 23 || present a continuing threat to Plaintiffs and the general public.
:g 24 |- 73, Plaintiffs have no'otherad_équate remedy in the law to enjoin all of the
:g 25 || above-described conduct.
:i 26 74.  Pursuant fo Business and Professions' Code section 17203, and pursuant to
27 | the equitable powers of the Court, plaintiffs request that the defendants be preliminarily
28 || and permanently enjoined as set forth below:
' 16
COMPLAINT
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‘ 1 a. Upon information and belief, Plaintiffs allege that, unless enjoined and
2 restrained by the Court, Defendants will continue to wrongly solicit
3 Black Magic Live dancers, adversely affecting Black Magic Live’s
4 ability to conduct business. Upon information and beli;af, Plaintiffs
5 allege that they lack an adequate remedy at law insofar as damages will
6 be .very difficult to calculate for such on-going injuries. By reason of the
7 foregoing, Plaintiffs are entitled to a permanent injunction enj oining and
8 restraining Defendants, and each of them, and all persons acting in
9 concert with them, from further wrongful solicitation of Black Magic -
10 Live dancers.
11 b. Upon information and belief, Plaintiffs allege that, unless enjoined and
12 restrained by the Court, Defendants will continue to wrongly solicit and
13 employ Black Magic Live dancers and unjustly profit from employing
14 the stolen talent. This conduct will adversely affect Black Magic Live’s
15 ability to conduct business, and permit Fox to continue to profit from her
16 acts of unfair competition. Upon information and belief, Plaintiffs allege
17 that they lack ‘an adequate remedy at law insofar as damages will be very
18 difficult to calculate for such on-going injuries. By reason of the
19 foregoing, Plaintiffs are entitled to an order requiring Fox (and her
20 Xplicit Minds venture) to terminate any former Black Magic Live
21 dancers found to have been wrongfully solicited.
22 SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION
= 23 " Breach of Fiduciary Duty
5%' 24 (Against All Defendants)
L»::; 25 75.  All previous allegations are realleged and incorporated herein by reference.
26 76.  LaMarre and Fox entered into a “Black Magic Partnership Agreement” on
27 | or about January 23, 2016. The purpose of the partnership was to create, own and/or
28 || manage a black male revue business featuring male exotic dancers; collaborate on the
17
COMPLAINT
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- . e o
1 { reality television show; and engage in the development and sale of merchandise,
2 77.  Fox owed ﬁduciafy duties to act with the utmost good faith in the best
3 || interests of Fox’s partner LaMarre. Those duties included the duty of undivided l.oyalty,
4 | the duty to refrain from self-dealing, the duty not to compete, the duty of full disclosure,
5 || and the duty to refrain from secret dealings. .
6 78.  Fox knowingly acted against LaMarre’s interests and breached each of these
7 | fiduciary duties by wrongfully soliciting dancing talent under contract to Black Magic
8 _Live; setting up a competing all-black male revue, Xplicit Minds; and engaging in a social ’
9 | media campaign intentionally designed to discredit and destroy Black Magic Live. :
10| 79.  LaMarre did not give informed consent to Fox’s conduct. |
11 80. LaMarre and the pannerghip were harmed in that they were deprived of the
12 || services of the dancers, as well as the partnership opportunities usurped by Fox. The four
13 | Black Magic Live dancers recruited by Fox were integral to the success of Black Magic
14 | Live, as they had gained valuable celebrity status as a result of the television exposure and
15 | publicity on “Vivica’s Black Magic.”
16 81.  Fox’s wrongful conduct in poaching these contractually-obligated dancers
17 | was-a substantial factor in causing harm to LaMarre and the partnership’s business.
18 Without the significant draw power of the celebrity television series dancers, Black Magic
19 { Live’s ability to book shows at large venues and draw large audiences was substantially
20 | harmed. _ _
21. 82.  Asaproximate result. of the foregoing, Plaintiffs have suffered actual
22 damages, in an amount according to proof at trial but in any event in excess of the
» 23 | jurisdictional threshold of the Superior Court. '
:g 24 83.  Defendants’ conduct as described herein was done with a conscious
:; 25 || disregard of the rights of Plaintiffs, with the intent to vex, annoy, and/or harass Plaintiffs.
55 26 { Such conduct was unautho_rized and constitutes oppression, fraud, and/or malice under
27 | California Civil Code §3294, entitling Plaintiffs to an award of punitive damages in an
28 | amount appropriate to punish or set an example of the Defendants in an amount to be
18
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1 | detérmined at trial.
2 PRAYER FOR RELIEF
3 Wherefore, Plaintiffs pray. for judgment against the Defendants, and each of them,
4 | as follows:
5 1. For general damages according to proof;
6 2. For compensatory damages according to proof;
7 3. For special damages for pecuniary loss according to proof;
8 4. For punitive damages;
9 5. For a permanent injunction;
10 6. For pre-judgment interest as allowed by law; -
I1 7. For costs of suit; and .
12 8. For such other and further relief as this court maj; deem just and proper.
13
14
15 | DATED: June 5, 2017 JOHNSON & JOHNSON LLP
By
17 ' Neyille L. Johndon |
18 Attemeys for Plgintiff
19 - :
20 : DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL
2i Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury. ~
22 | DATED: June 5, 2017 JOHNSON & JOHNSON LLP
@ 23 . ' — W
& 24 _ By ,\,
o Neyille L. Joknson
b 25
2 ‘
- 26
27
28
19
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1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case: ~
Auto Tort Contract Provisionally Complex Clvit Litigation
Auto (22) (1 Breach of contractwarranty (06)  (Cal. Rules of Court, rules 3.400-3.403)
Uninsured motorist (46} D Rule 3.740 cottections (09} l:l Antitrust/Trade regulation (03)
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Professional negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Other non-PIPDAND tort (35) [ assetforteiture (05 Partnership and corporate govemance (21)
Emptoyrment [ pettion e: ariation award (1) Other patitisn {nct specified above) (43)
Wrengfid termination (36) |:] Wit of mandate (02)
l:] Other employment {15) :] Other judicial review {39)

2. Thiscase | lis |« ]isnct complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex mark the
factors requiring exceplional judicial management:

a [ Largs number of separately represented parties d. |:] Large number of witnesses .
b.[_] Extensive motion practice ralsing difficult or novel e. [ coordination with refated acticns pending in one or more courls

issues that will be time-consuming to resclve in other counties, states, or countries, or in a federal court
¢. (] substantial amourt of documentary evidence f. [ Substantiat postjudgment judicial supervision

3. Remedies sought (check alf that apply): a.|I| monetary b. nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive relief  c. punitive
4. Number of causes of action (specify): 6

5 Thiscase [ lis ishot & class action suit.

B. ¢gif there are any known relaled cases, file and serve a nolice of related case. (Y
Défe: June 5, 2017
Nevnille L. Johnson
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rinder the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Insfitutions Coi
“ih sanctions.

* File this cover sheet in addition to any cover sheet required by lacal court rufe:

» |f this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the California Rules of Count, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet onall
other pames to the action or proceeding.

» Unless this is a collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes ony

or proceeding (excelt small claims cases or cases filed
. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result
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CM-010
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET
To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing & first paper (for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civil Case Cover Sheet contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check -
one box for the case type that best describes the case. If the case fits both a general and a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
. check the more specific one. If the case has multiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
i 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 a cover sheet with the first paper filed in a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both o sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court,
To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case” under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum slated to be certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorney's fees, arising from a transaction in
which property, services, or money was acquired on credit A collections case does notinclude an action seeking the following: {1) tort :
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, (4) recovery of personal property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of i
attachment. The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general

time-for-service requirements and case management nles, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections . '
case will be subject to the requirements for service and cblaining a judgment in rule 3.740,

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Givif Case Cover Shes! to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate boxes in items 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no later than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the

plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plaintiff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex,

Auto Tort ,
Auto (22y-Personal Injury/Property
Damage/MWrongful Death
Uninsured Molorist (46) (if the
case invalves an uninsured
motorist claim subject fo
arbilralion, check this item
instead of Auto) .
Other PYPD/WD {Personal Inury/
Property Damage/Wrongful Death)
Tort
Asbestos (04)
Asbestos Property Damage
Asbestos Personal Injury/
. Wrongful Death
Product Liability (not asbestos or
foxic/environmental) (24)
Medical Malpractice (45)
Medical Malpractice—-
Physicians & Surgeons
Other Professional Health Care
Malpractice
Qthér PIfPDMD (23)
Premises Liability (e.g., slip
and fal))
Intentional Bodity Injury/PDAWD
(e.0., assault, vandalism)
Intentional Infliction of
Emotional Distress
Negligent Infliction of
Emotignal Distress
Other PUPDMD
Non-PHPRIWD (Other) Tort
*Business TorbUnfair Business
Practice {(07)
Civil Rights {e.g., discrimination,
false aest) (rof civil
4 harassment] (08)

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Contract
Breach of ContractWarranty (06)
Breach of RenlalfLease
Contraet (not unlawful detainer
or wionglful eviction)
ConlractWarranty Breach-Seller
Plaintiff (not fraud or negligence)
Negligent Breach of Contract/
Warranty ’
Other Breach cf ConfractWarranty

Collections {e.g., money owed, open
book accounts}) (09)

Collection Case-Seller Plaintiff
Other Promissory Note/Coliections
Case

Insurance Coverage (not provisionally
complex) {16)

Auto Subrogalion
Other Coverage

Other Contract {(37)
Contractual Fraud
Other Contract Dispule

Real Property

Eminent Demainfinverse
Condemnation (14)

Wieongfu! Eviction (33)

Other Real Property (e.g., quiet litle) (26)
Wiit of Possession of Real Property
Mortgage Foreclosure
Quiet Title -

Other Real Preperty (not eminent
domain, landlordtenant, or
foraclosure)

Unlawtul Detainer

Commercial (31)

Residential (32)

Drugs (38) (if the case involves illegal
drugs, check this item; otherwise,

‘Provisienally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal,
Rufes of Court Rules 3,400-3.403)
Antitrust/Trade Regulation (03)
Construction Defect (10)
Claims Invelving Mass Tort (40)
Securities Litigalion (28) .
Environmental/Toxic Tort (30}
Insurance Coverage Claims
{arising from provisionally complex
case type listed above) (41)
Enforcemsnt of Judgment
Enforcement of Judgment (20)
Abstracl of Judgment {Out of
County)

Contession of Judgment fron-
domestic relations}

Sister State Judgment

Administrative Agency Award
(not unpaid taxes)

Petition/Certification of Entry of
Judgment on Unpaid Taxes

OmeéaEsnlurcemenl of Judgment

e

Miscellaneous Civil Complaint

RICO (27)
Other Complaint (rot specified
dbove) (42)

Declaratory Relief Only

Injunctive Relief Only (ron-
harassment)

Mecharnics Lien

Other Commercial Complaini
Case (non-lortinon-complex)

Other Civil Complaint ~
{ron-lortfnon-complex)

* Miseeltanaous Civil Petition
Partnership and Corporale
Governance (21)

. § ] vise, | Other Petition (not specified
$"®efamation {e.g., stander, libel) repont as Commercial or Residential) abave) (43)
- (13) Judicial Review Civil Harassment
SEraud {16) Assel Forfeiture (05) Workplace Violence
Intellectual Property (18) Petition Re; Arbitration Award (11} Elder/Dependent Adult
,,:Erufessiunal Negligence {25) Wit of Mandate (02) Ahuse
¢ Legal Malpractice Wril-Administrative Mandamus Election Contest
= Other Professiona! Malpractice Writ-Mandamus on Limited Court Petition for Name Change
~ (not medical or fegal) Case Matter Petition for Reliet From Late
& 'Olher N:an-PUPDIWD Tort (35) Wiit-Other Limiled Court Case Claim
mpioymen - Review Cther Civil Pelition
Wrongful Termination (36) Other Judicial Review (39) :
Other Employment (15) Review of Health Officer Order
Notice of Appeat-Labor
Commissioner Appeals
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CASE NUMBER

SR T Black Magic Live, LLC et al. v. Vivica A. Fox m 66 4 0‘:5 1

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

This form is required pursuant to Local Rule 2.3 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.

Step 1: After completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet {Judicial Council form CM-010), find the exact case type in
Column A that corresponds ta the case type indicated-in the Civil Case Cover Sheet.

Step 2: In Column B, check the box for the type of action that best deseribes the nature of the case.

Step 3: In Column C, circle the number which explains the reason for the court filing location you have
chosen.

Applicable Reasons for Choosing Court Filing Location {Column€) - l

1. Class actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, Cenlral District, 7. Lacation where petitioner resides.

2. Permissive filing in central district. 8. Location wherein defendantirespondent functions wholly,

3. Location where cause of aclion arose. 9. Location where.one or more of the parlies.reaida.

4, Mandatory personal injury filing in North District. 10. Location of Labor Commissioner Office.

5. Localion where perfarmance requbed or defendant resides. 11. Mandatory filing location {Hub Cases — unlawful detainer, limited

non-collection, limited collection, or personal injury).
6. Lecation of property ar permanently garaged vehicle.

o R =
ﬁ A ‘%%?“" % SRR
"Go%?snee i '
‘#‘li-i‘ﬂﬂisg?%‘?& L2 VLIRS i
Auta (22}
gt :
f(' 2 Uninsured Motarist (46) 0O A7110 Personal injury/Property DamageMVrongful Death — Uninsured Motorist { 1,4, 11
O A6070 Asbastos Pro; Damage 1.1
: Asbestos (04) . pedty . :
'F - 0O A7221 Asbestos - Personal Injury/Wrongfu! Death 1,1
a O
§ ; Preduct Liability (24) O A7260 Product Liability (not asbestas or toxicfenvironmental) | 1,4,11
o o
-— 0
zo - O A7210 Medical Malpractice - Physicians & Surgeans 1.4.11
=8 Medical Malpractice (45) . . N PYVRT
_-_;\3’.:2’ O A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpractice v
e 8
-]
Et% O A7250 Premises Liability {e.g., siip and fall) 1411
e Other Personal e
..tg Inury Propesty O A7230 Intentional Bodily Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death {e.g., 1411
S Damage Weengfu! assault, vandal:sm elc.} '
0:: Death (23) ' 0O A7270 Imennonal Infliction of Emotional Distress Lan:
O A7220 OtherPersonal Injury/Property DamagefWrongful Death ham
LACIV 108 (Rev 2/16) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 1of 4
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SPORTTE Biack Magic Live, LLC et al. v. Vivica A, Fox CASE NUMBER

!-s“"" ‘Q., 2 L Fr Tty =
a’ oL ’ SR :. ‘ i H
( H H )« %
%wﬁ 'di'{._z.y "'ag Wx‘mgfw""" ‘% S
Business Fort {07) O A5029 Other Commercial/Business Tort {not fraud/breach of contract) 1,22
=
E:,E . Civil Rights (08) O As005 Civil Rights/Discrimination 1.2,3
g ‘
o g Defamation (13) 2 AG010 Defamation (slandeniibe) ' 1.2,3
53 : :
£2 Fraud (16) O AS013 Fravd {no contract) 1,2,3
gs : -
B3 O AB017 Legal Malpractice : 1,2,3
) Professional Negligence (25)
°-‘.: E O AB050 OtherProfessional Malpractice (not medical or legal) 1.2,3
238
Qther (35) O AB6025 Other Non-Personal Injury/Property Damage tort 1,2,3
?: — ——
o Wrongful Termination {36) | O AB037 Wrongful Temmination 1.2,3
Q - .
E .
& O A6024 Other Employment Complaint Case 1,2.3
B Other Employment {15) ,
El 0 AB109 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10
e ———IIm—————h——_—————
0O ABC04 Breach of RentalfLease Conlraci {not unlawful detainer or wrongful
eviction) 2.5
Breach of Contract/ "Warman
(06) Y |0 Asto8 Convracwarranty Breach Selle Plaint (no fraudinegligence) 25
(not insurance) O A5019 Negligent Breach of ConlractWWarranty (no fraud) 12,5
O A8028 OtherBreach of ContractWarranty (no! fraud or negligence) 1.2.5
E . O A8002 Collections Case-Seller Plaintiff . 5.6, 11
= Collections (05) , .
= O AB012 Other Promissory Note/Collections Case 511 '
© O A6034 Collections Case-Purchased Debt (Charged Off Consumer Debt 5,6.11
Purchased on or after January 1, 2014)
_ Insurance Coverage (18) 0O A8015 Insurance Coverage {not complex) 1.2,58
O AB009 Contractual Fraud 1,2,3,5
Other Contract (37) I A6031 Tortious Interference 1.2,3,5
O AG6027 Other Contract Dispute(not breachiinsurancelfraud/negtigence) 1.2,3,89
—_ —
Eminent Comainfinverse L . .
Condemnation (14) O A7300 Eminent Domain/Condemnation Number of parcels 2,6
Wrongful Eviction (33) [ D A6023 Wrongful Eviction Case 2.6
O A6018 Mortgage Foreclosure 2,6 .
Olher Rea! Property (26} 0O A6032 Quiet Title : 2,6

O A6080 Other Real Property (not eminent domain, landlordtenant, foreclosure) | 2,8

Unlawful Defainer-Commercial o

Unlawful D&f3ifié 7 S & 7 5Real Property

31 AG021 Unlawful Detainer-Commercial (not drugs or wrongful eviction) 6, 11 . H
Unlawhul Dei‘;;’;ﬁ"“"s'“e”“a‘ O A6020 Unlawlul Detainer-Residentiaf (not drugs o wrengful eviction) 6. 11 _
Unlawful Detainer- i Pt " i
Post-Forediosure (34) 0 A8020F Unlawiful Detainer-Post-Foreclosure 2,6,
Unlawful Detainer-Drugs (38) | O A6022 Unlawful Detainer-Drugs 2, B 11
LACIV 109 (Rev 2/16) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.3
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 2 of 4
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SHORT TITLE:
Black Magic Live, LLC et al. v. Vivica A. Fox

CASE NUMBER

i “‘:;b‘-'xbs;:g‘A-*m B /;, ST P AL %f""
%,S, il Gati <co : 6%2@- o
“’C! E f (CH

TP AE A Hv& ;".*,wj;ﬁ-)-. ETEN J*
Assel Forfeiture (05) I:] AB108 Asset Foreiture Case
| z . Petilion re Arbitration (11) O AE6115 Petition {o Compel/Confim/Vacale Arbitration 2,5
(3] .
5
g O A8151 Wril - Administrative Mandamus 2,8
':'g Wit of Mandate (02) 0O A6152 Wirit- Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2
l 3 .| @ A6153 Wiil- Other Limited Gourt Case Review 2
Cther Judicial Review(38) | O A6150 Cther Wiit Judicial Review 2,8
- AntitrustTrade Regulation (03) | B AS003 Antitrust/Trade Regulation 12,8
Q
- Construction Defect (16} | O AB007 Construction Defect 1,2,3
E=
pa s -
%:. Claims Invo(lré;g MassTot | o Ag00s Claims Involving Mass Tar 1,28
£
8 Securities Litigation (28) O A6035 Securities Litigation Case 1,2,8
3 .
K Texic Tort . .
=
-3 Environmental (30) O AB036 Toxic Tor/Environmental 1,2,3,8
2 -
E '"ﬁg:%cggpﬁzigggec(lﬂ;ﬁ 0O A6014 IijsuranceCoverage!Subrugation (complex case only) 1,258
O A6141 Sister State Judgment 2,51
o - 0O A6160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6
§ ‘é’, Enforcament O A8107 Cenfession of Judgment (nan-domestic retations) 2,9
£ E of Judgment (20) O A6140 Administrative Agency Award {not unpaid laxes) 2,8
5% O A6114 Petition/Cedificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpaid Tax 2,8
O AS112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case 2,89
—_ e
. RICO (27} O AB033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2,8 :
2 2 -
2 % 0O AB039 Dedlaratory Relief Only 1.2,8
= .
% § Other'CompIainls O AB040 Injunctive Relief Only (not domesticsharassment) 2,8
g = (Not Specified Above) (42) | AB011 Other Commercial Complaini Case (non-tort/non-camplex) - 1,2.8
= o 0O AS000 Other Civil Complaint (nan-tort/non-complex) 1,2,8
Partnership Corporation .
~ Governance (21) O A6113 Parinership and C'orpomie Govemance Case 2,8
s O A6121 Civil Harassment 12,39
5
g..z% B A6123 Workplace Harassment 2.3,9
DR
O A6124 ElderDependent Aduit Abuse Case 2,3,9
E’:ﬁ Otner Pettions (Nal A eriDependent
§f-_-‘= Specified Above) (43) O AB160 Election Conlest 2
Eig O AB110 Pelition for Change of Name/Change of Gender 2,7
™ O AB170 Petition for Refief from Late Claim Law 23,8
0O AB100 Cther Civil Petition 2,9
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i W
. .

SHORT TITLE: .
Black Magic Live, LLC et al. v. Vivica A. Fox CASE NUMBER

' Step 4: Statement of Reason and Address: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown under Column C for the

. type of action that you have selected. Enter the address which is the basis for the filing location, including zip code.
{No address required for class action cases).

N ADDRESS:
REASON: 20808 Daosta Way
| #1.02.93.04.05.06.07.-08.0 9.010.011.
GTY: STATE: 2iP COCE;
Parter Ranch CA 91326
Step 5: Certification of Assignment: | certify that this case is properly filed in the Central ' District of

the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., §392 et'seq., and Local Rule 2.3(a)(1)(E)].

Dated: June5, 2017 . ’ £ /

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FI
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

Qrigina! Complaint or Peition.

. Iffiling a Complaint, a completed Summeons form for issuance by the Cleric.

1
2
3. CIVll Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Councit form CM-010.
4

. Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
02/16). )

Péyment in full of the filing fee, unless there is court order for waiver, partial or scheduled payments.

4

6. Asigned order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judiciat Council form CIV-010, if the plaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons.

7. Additional copies of documents to-be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating p!eadir}g in the case.

& .
P
<5
1
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