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LAW OFFICE OF ALEX D. GUERRERO 
ALEX D. GUERRERO, ESQ. (SBN: 215811) 
     Alex@GuerreroLegal.com 
301 N. Lake Avenue, Suite 600 
Pasadena, California 91101 
Telephone No.: (818) 964-1994 
Facsimile No.: (818) 533-6606 

 

THE ELMASSIAN FIRM 

ALBERT J. ELMASSIAN, ESQ. (SBN: 309291) 

633 S. Olive Street, Suite 100 

Los Angeles, California 90014 

Telephone No. (818) 423-9527 

 

Plaintiffs, in Propria Persona   

 

 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES - CENTRAL DISTRICT 

 

 

MARC MECHALY, 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

JACOB EMRANI, an Individual; and THE 

LAW OFFICES OF JACOB EMRANI A 

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION, a 

California Corporation; and DOES 1-50, 

Inclusive, 

 

Defendants. 

 

 CASE NO. 

 

CLASS ACTION 

 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR: 

1) FRAUD 

2) UNJUST ENRICHMENT 

3) BREACH OF CONTRACT 

4) BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT 

OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING  

5) DECLARATORY RELIEF 

 

 

 

COMES NOW Plaintiff, MARC MECHALY, (hereinafter “Plaintiff”) and for causes of 

action against Defendants, JACOB EMRANI and THE LAW OFFICES OF JACOB EMRANI A 

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION (hereinafter “Defendants” or “Emrani”), and DOES 1 

through 50, Inclusive, and each of them, alleges as follows: 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

1. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, plaintiff was a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of State of California.  
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2. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, defendant, JACOB EMRANI was an individual and attorney licensed in the State of 

California, State Bar License No. 185535, and was a resident of the County of Los Angeles, State 

of California.  

3. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, defendants, THE LAW OFFICES OF JACOB EMRANI A PROFESSIONAL 

CORPORATION was regularly doing business as a law firm located at 714 W. Olympic Blvd., 

Unit 300, Los Angeles, California 90015, and organized as a Corporation in the State of 

California. 

4. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, Jacob Emrani was an officer, director, manager, principal, and owner of defendants, 

including THE LAW OFFICES OF JACOB EMRANI A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION, 

and each of them, and had the actual and apparent authority to bind defendants and each of them. 

Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein mentioned, Jacob 

Emrani knowingly engaged in, directed and ratified the conduct of defendants and each of them, 

as described herein below. 

5. At all times mentioned herein, the true names and/or capacities, whether individual, 

partnership, proprietorship, corporate, associate or otherwise, of defendants, DOES 1 through 50, 

inclusive, and each of them are currently unknown to plaintiffs, who therefore sue said defendants 

by such fictitious names.  Plaintiffs are informed and believes, and thereupon alleges, that each of 

the defendants fictitiously named herein as a DOE is legally responsible in some manner for the 

events and happenings hereinafter referred to, and thereby caused the injuries and damages to 

plaintiffs as hereinafter alleged.  Plaintiff will seek leave of court to amend this Complaint to 

insert the true names, and/or capacities, of said fictitiously named defendants when the same have 

been ascertained. 

6. At all times mentioned herein, defendants named herein, and each of them were the 

agents, servants, employees and/or joint venturers, of each and all of the remaining defendants, 

and the acts described hereinafter occurred while said defendants were acting within the course 
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and scope of said agency, employment and/or venture. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

7. This Court has jurisdiction of this action under Article VI, section 10 of the 

California Constitution and section 410.10 of the Code of Civil Procedure. 

8. Jurisdiction over defendants is also proper because defendants are located in and do 

business in Los Angeles County, and have purposely availed themselves of the privilege of 

conducting business activities in California, and because defendants currently maintain systematic 

and continuous business contacts with this State, and has many thousands of clients who are 

residents of this State.  

9. Venue is proper in this Court because plaintiff and many Class Members did 

business with defendants in this County, defendants engaged in business in this County, and 

because defendants received substantial profits from clients and Class Members who reside in this 

County. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

10. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, defendants are an individual attorney and law firm providing legal services in the 

County of Los Angeles and other parts of California, which operates as a legal intake mill, 

wherein the business model is to generate hundreds of client leads through pervasive advertising. 

Typically, once a prospective client calls in or contacts defendants through its website, a dedicated 

non-attorney staff person (“intake staff person”) whose sole job is to screen the prospective client, 

gathers information related to that person’s accident and injuries. The intake staff person then 

makes a preliminary determination regarding legal liability (i.e. that the prospective client is not at 

fault for the accident and/or their injuries). If that determination of legal liability is favorable, then 

the prospective client is furnished with an Emrani “Attorney-Client Contingency Fee Agreement” 

(“Fee Agreement”). A true and correct copy of the agreement that was executed by plaintiff and 

Emrani is attached hereto as Exhibit, “A.” 

11. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, the typical Emrani Fee Agreement charged attorneys’ fees of 45% of the gross 
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recovery once a lawsuit was filed on behalf of the client, and included language that stated that the 

45% applied “even if [the lawsuit was] not served.” Upon information and belief, this language 

was included because it was common for Emrani to file lawsuits on behalf of clients shortly before 

the expiration of applicable statutes of limitations, and it was also common that the named 

defendants would go very long periods of time without being served. These long delays in the 

litigation process often led to a very high attrition rate of clients. It was common for Emrani 

clients to either terminate Emrani’s representation or, if a lawsuit had been filed, for Emrani to be 

substituted out of the litigation. 

12. In the vast majority of instances, the Emrani Fee Agreement also charged both a) a 

“flat administrative fee” for “handling any property damage claim and settlement, regardless of 

percentage,” and also b) an “administrative fee” ostensibly for “in-house handling and 

investigation of [a] Client’s bodily injury claim, separate and in addition to itemized costs and 

fees.” These fees were charged to Emrani clients separately from any other “costs,” and were not 

based on any calculation of attorney or staff time, nor any other tangible measure of costs. For 

example, the “administrative fee” was supposed to include items like copy and/or printing costs, 

phone calls, postage, and faxes; even though the firm did not possess a copy machine that was 

capable of tracking numbers of copies made. Therefore, there could be no calculation of the actual 

copy costs that were incurred by Emrani. Likewise, other costs that were presented to clients, 

including postage, were never internally tracked within the firm—therefore, when those costs were 

presented to clients, they were completely fabricated with absolutely no basis in fact. Further, the 

real reason Emrani charged the “flat administrative fee” and the separate “administrative fee” was 

because the firm’s representation would so often be terminated, that Emrani devised this as a 

means to derive a profit and/or recoup money against his very considerable monthly advertising 

budget. 

13. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, on numerous occasions clients of Emrani would question or dispute the allocation of 

settlement funds. On many occasions if questioned about, for example, the amount of costs in a 

case, Emrani would present the client with falsified receipts for costs that were not actually 
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incurred. Further, Jacob Emrani would expressly direct his employees to present clients with 

falsified receipts. After the client was presented with the falsified receipts which were used to 

justify the allocation of settlement funds, Emrani and/or his employees would destroy the falsified 

receipts at the express direction of Jacob Emrani. 

14. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, falsification of costs receipts was not the only way that Emrani misappropriated 

settlement funds. It was very typical for Jacob Emrani to refer clients to medical treatment to a 

small handful of medical doctors with whom he had personal and professional relationships. Two 

such doctors were Pejman Shirazi M.D. and Sam Bakshian, M.D. Emrani sent a high percentage 

of his clients to these doctors, who treated Emrani clients on a lien basis. Jacob Emrani directed 

these doctors as to what treatment to render. Emrani would also direct these doctors to change 

their medical reports if he did not like what was reported. After the client had been treated, a 

medical report and billing were generated by the doctors to utilize in settlement negotiations. 

Upon settlement of a client’s case, the doctors’ bills would typically be reduced by approximately 

half of the original amount. This reduction was deceptively presented to Emrani’s clients by Jacob 

Emrani as a savings to the client such that more settlement funds would net to the client. However, 

the doctors would actually accept a lesser amount than the amount that was presented to the client, 

and Jacob Emrani would then keep a portion of the amount that the client was told the doctor 

would be paid to pay off the outstanding lien. These doctors, and others, come into the Emrani 

office to pick up both checks and cash in envelopes. 

15. The Emrani firm never used any type of billing software, nor was there any sort of 

method of keeping track of attorney or staff time spent on cases.  

16. Emrani would also employ disbarred attorneys to perform legal services at the firm, 

without informing clients that individuals working on their cases were disbarred. 

17. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, with regard to Emrani’s practice of resolving clients’ property damage claims, non-

attorney case managers were paid a “bonus” or an “incentive” of $50.00 to induce the client to 

have their vehicles repaired at specific autobody repair shops. One such autobody shop was called 
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CBS Auto Body Shop, Inc. (“CBS”).  An individual named Carlos that worked at CBS, would 

work with Jacob Emrani, wherein Emrani clients who had their vehicle repaired at CBS would 

have their property damage repair bills forwarded to Emrani for presentation to insurance 

companies. The bills from CBS were then used to settle the clients’ property damage claims, and 

insurance companies would send a check for the entirety of the repair bill. Jacob Emrani would 

then negotiate the insurance check, forward a portion of the money to CBS, and keep the 

remaining portion. 

18. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, Emrani offered other “bonuses” or “incentives” to case managers as well. For 

example, case managers would receive $100.00 for convincing one of the firm’s clients to get 

surgery. If a case manager was able to obtain a pre-litigation settlement of the applicable insurance 

policy limits, that case manager would receive $50.00. 

19. Emrani advertises itself as a skilled law firm utilizing first rate legal services with a 

personal approach, however, Jacob Emrani does not personally call any client to gather the client’s 

information for any purpose (e.g. settlement negotiations, discovery, etc.). Jacob Emrani does not 

personally take or defend depositions, Jacob Emrani does not draft complaints or discovery, he 

does not review medical records, and Jacob Emrani has only performed approximately 2 trials in 

the past more than 25 years. 

20. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, that despite advertising suggesting the contrary, Emrani has never once represented a 

current of former member of the Los Angeles Lakers basketball team, administration, or any 

owner of the team. 

21. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, that Emrani has been sued at least 20 times in an attorney fee disputes. Generally, 

Emrani’s custom and practice in situations where he had been substituted out of litigation was to 

insist that he was entitled to 50% of the settlement, and if the other attorney would not agree to 

this split, he would demand that his firm be on the settlement draft and refuse to endorse the check 

unless his demand was met. 
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22. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, that Emrani has been sued by doctors at least 20 times in lien disputes. 

23. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, that typically, when Emrani was substituted out of litigation, when the former client 

and/or the client’s new attorney would demand that Emrani turn the client’s file over—Jacob 

Emrani would remove portions of the client’s file including medical liens, sanctions awards, 

retainer agreements, medical authorizations, intake sheets, and copies of receipts associated with 

costs. If questioned about the missing client file contents, Jacob Emrani would refuse to return the 

items that were removed and/or destroy those items. 

24. Plaintiffs is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all times herein 

mentioned, that Emrani frequently fails to timely file lawsuits on behalf of his clients (i.e. he 

misses the deadline in which to file the lawsuit pursuant to the applicable statute of limitations); 

and on such occasions, he has fraudulently lied to the client informing them that a settlement has 

been reached, prepared a falsified settlement agreement/release, and then paid the client 

“settlement funds” out of Emrani’s own account.  

25. Plaintiff is a former client of Emrani, in an action arising from a February 6, 2015 

car accident. On or about February 3, 2017 (three days prior to the date that the applicable statute 

of limitations was set to run), Emrani filed a Judicial Council form Complaint on behalf of Marc 

Mechaly, Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. BC648622. Notably, Emrani stated in the 

Complaint a) the incorrect date of the subject accident, and b) even spelled Marc Mechaly’s name 

incorrectly.  

26. On or about June 19, 2017, Marc Mechaly emailed Emrani requesting an update as 

to the status of the lawsuit, and Jacob Emrani, on behalf of all defendants and each of them, stated 

to Marc Mechaly that the case was “in litigation,” and then falsely told Mr. Mechaly that he would 

have to respond to interrogatories and submit to a deposition within 90 days. Jacob Emrani’s 

statement, on behalf of defendants and each of them, was a knowingly false statement to Mr. 

Mechaly intended by defendants to deceive him, as Mr. Emrani knew that none of the defendants 

had been served or filed a responsive pleading at the time of Mr. Mechaly’s inquiry. Jacob 
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Emrani’s, and defendants’ knowingly false statement to Marc Mechaly, their client, constituted a 

knowing and intentional violation of California Rules of Professional Conduct, Rule 8.4(c), which 

prohibits a lawyer from engaging in “conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or reckless or 

intentional misrepresentation.” Mr. Emrani’s, and defendants’ knowingly false statements to their 

client, Marc Mechaly, also constituted a violation warranting disciplinary action by the California 

State Bar, pursuant to California Business and Professions Code, Section 6106, which states, “The 

commission of any act involving moral turpitude, dishonesty or corruption, whether the act is 

committed in the course of his relations as an attorney or otherwise, and whether the act is a felony 

or misdemeanor or not, constitutes a cause for disbarment or suspension.”  

27. On or about June 19, 2017, Jacob Emrani, on behalf of defendants, and each of 

them, also specifically told Marc Mechaly to fabricate the amount of his loss of earnings claim so 

that it could be used in the lawsuit, and advised him to get particular medical treatment 

(specifically, epidural injections) to improperly inflate Mr. Mechaly’s medical special damages in 

the lawsuit, despite the fact that Jacob Emrani is not a medical doctor and was not relying upon the 

recommendation of any medical practitioner—going so far as to state to Mr. Mechaly that his case 

would not be worth more than $25,000 if he did not get epidural injections. Jacob Emrani’s 

counseling of Mr. Mechaly, on behalf of defendants and each of them, to both fabricate the 

amount of his loss of earnings claim, as well as his improper counseling to undergo unneeded 

medical treatment in order to inflate Mr. Mechaly’s medical special damages, constituted 

violations of California Rules of Professional Conduct, Rules 1.2.1 (which prohibits lawyers from 

advising or assisting the violation of law or engage in criminal or fraudulent conduct) and 8.4(c). 

Mr. Emrani’s conduct, on behalf of defendants and each of them, also constituted a violation 

warranting disciplinary action by the California State Bar, pursuant to California Business and 

Professions Code, Section 6106. 

28. Emrani let the case languish for approximately two years without even serving any 

of the defendants, before plaintiff terminated Emrani’s legal representation and ultimately hired 

attorneys Albert Elmassian and Alex D. Guerrero to represent him with regard to the lawsuit. 

Despite numerous requests, Emrani refused to provide plaintiff’s legal file to his new attorneys 
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until ordered by the California State Bar. 

29. Due to the exclusive efforts of his new attorneys, plaintiff was able to reach a 

settlement in the underlying lawsuit on January 22, 2020. Marc Mechaly executed a settlement 

agreement and release on February 5, 2020 with regard to the underlying lawsuit. At that time, 

plaintiff’s counsel informed Emrani of the settlement because Emrani had asserted a lien for his 

attorneys fees and costs on the case. 

30. At the time of the settlement, Emrani refused to cooperate with plaintiff’s new 

attorneys. For example, Emrani threated to hold the entire settlement up by insisting that his name 

be on the settlement check and refusing to endorse the check, such that plaintiff would be deprived 

of his settlement funds. Further, Emrani charged plaintiff fraudulent and unlawful “administrative 

fees” as detailed in paragraph 12 above, amounting to $1,000. These fraudulent fees were 

negotiated and claimed as “costs” by both Emrani employee, Mitzy Rimando and Jacob Emrani. 

Plaintiff paid these fraudulent administrative fees to Emrani in an effort to have Emrani cooperate 

with the settlement. Emrani accepted the fraudulent fees, and then refused to cooperate with the 

settlement.  

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

31. This action is brought on behalf of the plaintiff individually and on behalf of all 

others similarly situated pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure, Section 382.  Plaintiff seeks to 

represent the following class: 

All persons who have been represented by Jacob Emrani and/or The Law Offices of Jacob 

Emrani a Professional Corporation in the past four (4) years who have executed an 

“Attorney-Client Contingency Fee Agreement” (Exhibit, “A”) and been charged an 

“administrative fee” by Emrani. 

 

 

32. The proposed Class is composed of thousands of persons dispersed throughout the 

State of California and joinder is impracticable. The precise number and identity of Class 

members are unknown to plaintiff but can be obtained from Emrani’s records.  

33. There are questions of law and fact common to the members of the Class which 

predominate over questions affecting only individual Class members. 
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34. Plaintiff is a member of the Class and plaintiff’s claims are typical of the claims of 

the Class. 

35. Plaintiff is willing and prepared to serve the Court and the proposed Class in a 

representative capacity. Plaintiff will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the Class and 

has no interests adverse to or which conflict with the interests of the other members of the Class. 

36. The self-interest of Plaintiff is co-extensive with and not antagonistic to those of 

absent Class members. Plaintiff will undertake to represent and protect the interests of absent 

Class members. 

37. Plaintiff has engaged the services of counsel indicated below who are experienced 

in complex class litigation, will adequately prosecute this action, and will assert and protect the 

rights of and otherwise represent the Plaintiff and absent Class members. 

38. The prosecution of separate actions by individual members of the Class would 

create a risk of inconsistency and varying adjudications, establishing incompatible standards of 

conduct for Blue Cross. 

39. A class action is superior to other available means for the fair and efficient 

adjudication of this controversy.  Prosecution of the complaint as a class action will provide 

redress for individual claims too small to support the expense of complex litigation and reduce the 

possibility of repetitious litigation. 

40. Plaintiff anticipates no unusual management problems with the pursuit of this 

Complaint as a class action. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Fraud—Against All Defendants) 

41. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in the above 

paragraphs, inclusive, and by this reference incorporates the same herein as though fully set forth 

at length. 

42. Defendant, JACOB EMRANI, both in his capacity as an individual, and also as a 

managing partner, officer, and director of THE LAW OFFICES OF JACOB EMRANI A 

PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION, explicitly made intentionally false verbal and written 
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statements of fact to plaintiff and Class members, that certain administrative services had been 

performed, when they had not. Defendants then charged plaintiff $1,000 in “administrative fees” 

for services that were not in fact performed. 

43. Defendants intended that plaintiff rely upon his false statements in order induce 

plaintiffs to pay the “administrative fees.” 

44. Plaintiff and Class members reasonably relied upon the false statements and 

promises of defendants and each of them, and directed his attorneys to pay the fees to Emrani.  

45. Upon information and belief, other Class members have been defrauded by 

falsified receipts, falsified medical lien negotiations and falsified settlements as described above. 

46. Defendants, and each of them, engaged in intentional misrepresentations, deceit 

and concealment of material facts known by defendants with the express intention on the part of 

the defendants and each of them of thereby depriving plaintiffs and Class members of property, 

legal rights, money, business reputation, all of which causing injury; thereby entitling plaintiffs to 

recover punitive and/or exemplary damages from defendants, and each of them, in an amount 

appropriate to punish, and make an example of, said defendants, pursuant to Civil Code, Section 

3294. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Unjust Enrichment—Against All Defendants) 

47. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in the above 

paragraphs, inclusive, and by this reference incorporates the same herein as though fully set forth 

at length. 

48. Defendants, and each of them, received a substantial benefit from plaintiff and 

Class members in the form of payment of $1,000 in administrative fees, mislabeled as “Costs.” 

Defendants specifically requested that plaintiff pay the fees with a false promise that actual 

services were being rendered. Plaintiff and Class members justifiably relied upon defendants, and 

each of their false promises, and paid the fees.  

49. Plaintiff and other similarly situated Class members have been harmed in an 

amount to be ascertained at trial, not including interest and attorney’s fees, and are entitled to 
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restitution from defendants in an amount to be proved at trial. 

/// 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of Contract—Against All Defendants) 

50. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in the above 

paragraphs, inclusive, and by this reference incorporates the same herein as though fully set forth 

at length. 

51. Plaintiff and the other Class members and defendant THE LAW OFFICES OF 

JACOB EMRANI A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION entered into a valid written contract 

attached hereto as Exhibit, “A.” 

52. Upon being informed of a settlement on or about February 5, 2020, defendant 

breached said contract by claiming that it had incurred “costs” in the form of “administrative fees” 

that were not in fact performed, and which were illegal. 

53. Plaintiff paid the “costs” and/or “fees” in the amount of $1,000, which defendant 

accepted. The other Class members have also paid similar illegal “costs” and/or “fees” to 

defendant, which defendant accepted.  

54. Upon information and belief, plaintiff is informed that other Class members have 

been similarly charged for illegal and improper “costs” and/or “fees” 

55. Plaintiff and Class members have been harmed and will continue to be harmed by 

defendants’ conduct as described herein.  

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Breach of Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing—Against All Defendants) 

56. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in the above 

paragraphs, inclusive, and by this reference incorporates the same herein as though fully set forth 

at length. 

57. As a result of these actions as described herein, defendants have breached their duty 

of good faith and fair dealing owed to plaintiff and members of the Class. 

58. As a proximate result of the aforementioned unreasonable and bad faith conduct of 
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defendants, plaintiff and members of the Class have suffered, and will continue to suffer in the 

future, damages, plus interest, and other economic and consequential damages, in an amount to be 

proven at trial. 

59. As a further proximate result of the unreasonable and bad faith conduct of 

defendants, plaintiff and members of the Class were compelled to retain legal counsel and to 

institute litigation to obtain the benefits due under the contracts. Therefore, defendants are liable 

for those attorneys’ fees, witness fees and litigation costs reasonably incurred. 

60. Defendants’ conduct described herein was intended by the defendants to cause 

injury to members of the Class and/or was despicable conduct carried on by the defendants with a 

willful and conscious disregard of the rights of members of the Class, subjected members of the 

Class to cruel and unjust hardship in conscious disregard of their rights, and was an intentional 

misrepresentation, deceit, or concealment of material facts known to the defendants with the 

intention to deprive members of the Class property, legal rights or to otherwise cause injury, such 

as to constitute malice, oppression or fraud under California Civil Code section 3294, thereby 

entitling plaintiff and members of the Class to punitive damages in an amount appropriate to 

punish or set an example of defendants 

61. Defendants’ conduct described herein was undertaken by defendants’ officers or 

managing agents who were responsible for claims supervision and operations decisions. The 

previously described conduct of said managing agents and individuals was therefore undertaken 

on behalf of defendants. Defendants further had advance knowledge of the actions and conduct of 

said individuals whose actions and conduct were ratified, authorized, and approved by managing 

agents whose precise identities are unknown to Plaintiff at this time and are therefore identified 

and designated herein as Does 1 through 50. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Declaratory Relief—Against All Defendants) 

62. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege each and every allegation contained in the above 

paragraphs, inclusive, and by this reference incorporates the same herein as though fully set forth 

at length. 
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63. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that an actual controversy has 

arisen and now exists between plaintiff/Class members and defendants concerning 1) the validity 

and enforceability of “administrative fees” and/or “costs,” 2) the legal services defendants 

provided to plaintiff other Class members, and 3) the amount plaintiff and/or Class members have 

been defrauded by defendants’ conduct. This controversy is amenable to declaratory relief 

pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure, Section 1060. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, plaintiffs pray for judgment against defendants, and each of them, as 

follows: 

 1. For a judicial determination of parties’ rights and duties, and a determination as to 

the amount, if any, that plaintiffs and Class members are owed as a result of defendants’ conduct; 

 2. Special, economic and consequential damages in an amount to be proved at trial; 

 3. That plaintiff and Class members be awarded costs, reasonable attorneys’ fees, and 

witness fees incurred in connection with this action; 

 4. Punitive and exemplary damages in an amount appropriate to punish or set an 

example of defendants on the First and Fourth Causes of Action only; 

 5. For costs of suit against each and every one of the defendants herein;  

 6. Prejudgment interest; and  

 7. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 

 

Dated:  January 3, 2024   LAW OFFICE OF ALEX D. GUERRERO 

 

 

 

 

     BY:  ____________________________________ 

ALEX D. GUERRERO, ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, MARC MECHALY 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

 Plaintiff hereby demands a jury trial. 

 

Dated:  January 3, 2024   LAW OFFICE OF ALEX D. GUERRERO 

 

 

 

 

     BY:  ____________________________________ 

ALEX D. GUERRERO, ESQ. 

Attorneys for Plaintiff, MARC MECHALY 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT “A” 










