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E}GEDITE
-No hearing set

_X_ Hearing Set
D*n: 1211,8115
Time: 9:00 a-m.
Judge/Calendar: Hon- Mary Sue Wilson

STATE OFWASHINGTON,

Plainti-tr

'v.

LA IIwESTORS, TJ'C, d/b/a LOCAL
RECORDS OtrT'ICE; and ROBERTO

ROMERO ASCENCIO, individually and as
aMember and Manager of LA INVESTORS,
LLC, and on behalf of the marital commrmity
comprised ofRobsto Romero and Lalra
Romero; and LAIIRA ROMERO,
individuaiiy and as a Member andManager of
I"q,INVESTORS, LLC and onbehalf ofthe
marital community comprised of Roberto
Romero and Laura Ronero.

Defendants.

l.

2.

3.

STATE OF WASHINGTON
TSURSTON COTINTY SUPERIOR CO{IRT

NO. 13-2-02286-6

ORDER GRANTiNG PI-AINTIFF'
STATE OF WASHINGTON MOTION
FOR STIMMARYJI'DGMENT

This matter, having come before the Court on the State of Washington's Motion for

Summary Judgment and tle Court having heard the arguments, if any, of the parties, and

considered the following material:

Declaration of JohnNelson and exhibits attached thereto;

Declaration of Anthony Pratkanis and exhibits attached thereto'

Declaration of Lesli Ashley and exhibits attached thereto;

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASEINGTON
Consr:rner Protection Divisi on
800 Fiffh Averue, Suite 2000

Seatde,WA 98104-3188
(206) 46+774s

ORDER ON SUMMARY JIIDGMENT
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Declaration of Asta Margaryan;

Declaration of Jennifer Richter;

Declaration of Melanie Muzatko;

Declaration of Jason Bernsfiein;

Declaration of Daniel Bohm;

Deciaration of Margriet Denny;

Declaration of Mireya Espindola;

Declaration of Della l{allengren;

Declaration of Lindri Henegar;

Declaration of Michael Kennedy;

Declaration of Erika Ludwig;

Declaration of Vitaliy Marchenko;

Declaration of Gwendelyn Marshall;

Declaration of Lindsey Miller;

Declaration of Athena Osbom;

Declaration of Ingdd Parke4

Declaration of Matthew Parker;

Declaration of Krista Richardson;

Declaration of Angela Romano;

Declaration of Pablo Sala;

Declaration of Susan Sauer;

Declaration of Theodore Smith;

Declaration of Jennifer Snowden;

Declaration of Howard Stambor;

Declaration of James Touhey;

Declaration of Ingdd Troy;

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

1s.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF IffASHO{GTON
Consumer Protoction Division
800 Fifth Aveaue, Suite 2000

Seattle,WA 98104-3188
(206) 46+774s

ORDER ON SUMMARY JIIDGMENT
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30.

31.

1')

33.

Declaration of Gerald'Wiilits;

Declaration of Kyoko kight;

State of Washington's Motion for Summary Judgment;

Any Opposition or Reply briefs and supporting deciarations as well as any other

papers or pleadings on file relaied to the State's Motion for Summary Judgment;

Dc.^\ Arq,^^r,f J+^r t (lt2Ol6, *a
t*o

34.

35.

36.

Having found that there exist no issues of material fac! it is therefore ORDERED tlal

the State of Washington's Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTEOqIhe Court therefore

DECLARES that: An ter-l-"

1. Defendant I-A Investors

Liabilify Company principally local€d in Bellflower, Califomia Defendant is registered in

X/ashington as a foreign limited liability mmpany and conducts business in the State of

Washington

The State must prove tlree elements to prevail on its Consumer Protection Act

(CPA) claim: (1) an unfair or deceptive act or practice; (2) occuning in trade or cornmerce;

(3) f.hat affects the public interesl State v. Kaiser,l61Wn App. 705,71g,254P-3d,S50 (2001);

see also Hangman Ridge Training Stables v. Safeco Title Ins. Co.,1.A5 Wn2d 778,71.9 P.2d 531

(1985). Whether a particular act is unfair or deceptive is a question of law. See Ponag r. Farmers

Ins. Co. ofWashington,166 Wn2d 27,47,204P.3d 885 (2009).

3. Defendants meated and mailed 215,304 solicitations to.Washington

The Court finds that fhe Defendants' solicitation was unfair and deceptive and violated thrc CPA

Defendants created the deceptive net impression that Defendants' solicitation was from a

govemmental agency or was a bill thx Washington consumers were obtgated to respond to or

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF IilASHINGTON
Consuner hotection Division
800 fif! Ave,nue, Suite 2000

Seattle, IVA 9&104-3188
(206) 464-n4s

.)

{$-

,tuJten'- t .}otz
j^l t*tv
zat',

Itn*

ORDER ON SIIMMARY JUDGMENT
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solicitations to Washington consum€rs and 7,985 Washington conflIme$ were deceived into

purchasing * Hg[*?:;:" J;!,.T):- # Ji') ;;'fl, y ioia*r

pay. Defendants' solicitation had the capacity to deceive a substantial mrmber of Washington

consumers.

.4.

practices

bn )',.*,r*,neA"

Defendants werc engaged in hde and commerce as they sent 215,304 deceptive

Defendants' acts affected the public interest. The unfair and deceptive acts were

committed in the course of Defendants' business, there was there a patteT or generalized course

of conduc! tbe acts were repeated, and many consumers were affected or likely to be affected-

including corporate offi.cers, may be personaliy liahle for conduct thai

vioiates the CPA if h;;fr; approve[d] of' the practice

that violates the v. Ralph Willioms' N.W. Inc.,87 IIV'n-2d 298,

3P.21423 {1976).

The individual Defendants, Robsrto Romero, alkJa Juaa Roberto Romero

Ascencio and are found prsonatly liable for the conduct that violates the.

described herein- Roberto Romero, Roberto LavraRomero are

the sole members s1d alanagers of have been directly invoived in

the day-to-day the business from inception to the Romero,

aMa J Romero Ascencio and Laura Romero participated in the design and r,f
al of the deceptive alailing.

8. In determining the appropriate amount for a civil that

ATTORNEY GENERAI, OF WASHINGTON
Consruner Protection Division
800 Fifth Avenuf, Suite 2000

seatrlqwA 98i04-3188
(2o5) 46+774s

J
rw

N.

t of ll.e
o4suwf
ffw tl.n^
ftc.4 .

Defendants repeatedly CPA through transactions with

thousands of consumers in DefendanG gct in good faith- The acts and

wfle not isolated instances of misjudgmenf

practice. Defendants' violations caused substantial rqiuryto the public.

(on su ^<, rrltfut pn -{ s or dar.A 'i- otr 6 lv'oun'f +t

(9.u, rq 86)

,rrltrl)

t'4J
Nt\- '
l"

,,&Jt

ORDER ON SUMMARY JIIDGMENT
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Defendants, as well as their successors, assigns, offtcers, agents, servants, employees,

representalives, and all other psrsons in active concert or participation with them, are

PERh,IANENTLY ENJOINED, pursuant to RCW 19.86.080(1) from:

1. Engaging in acts or practices that violate the CPA in the solicitation of or

hansactions with Washington consumers;

2. Engaging in any other acts or practices rhat violate the CPA;

3. Failing to ensure that all their successors, assigns, officers, agents, servants,

employees, representatives, and all other persons in active concett or participation with them

receive a copy of this Order.

The Court ORDERS tlat Defendants shali jointly and severally pay:

An amount equal to all fees received from (and not previously to) the

Washington thaf responded to the Defendants' solicitation.

Defendants shall identify all fees received (and not previously

refunded to) the consumers that fhe Defendantsl solicitation

to the State and the on or before J / . 20t6. Defendants shall alsq

provide to the State on or January 2016, a list of all its past and present

Washington consumers, most information for those consumers, and the

amount of all un-refirnded ived from each consumer, in order to facilitate

distribution of this restituti ymed, is ordered pursuant to RCW 19.86.080.

b. The submit a method to administer the restihrtion

paym.ents to the by January ,2A16. bjection shall be submitted by

January , 26tA, and any response shall be submitted\ February 

-, 
?016. The

Court wif determine the method to administer the without oral

unless it notifies the parties.

, Cl r",\ 3"olht5 in 6n Qntarn'f +t t, i IoJ",

J

i,l"*

@

c rtnl

ATTORNEY GENERAI OF WASHINGTON
Coa$rmer Protection Division
800 Fii! Avenug Suite 2000

Seattle, WA 98104-3188
(206) 46+774s
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$2,776,745 in civil penalties to the State of W

to RCIM 19.86.140.-This amount is of $89 for each of Defendsnts' 7,895

deceived pa a penalty of $10 per mailing for those deceptive

that did not result in a purchase

The State' s reasonable costs and attomey's fees. The State shall submiJ itp cq{g
$AilF+.' /r1arz.t, L-l1L

the award of costs and attorney's fees without oral argument unless it notifies the parties.

4. These amounts shall be paid to the State of Washington by check nade payable

to "Attomey General-State of Washington" and sent to the Office of the Attorney General,

Attention: Cpthia Lockridge, 4dminishative Office Manager, 800 Fifftr Avenue, Suite 2000,

Presented by:

ROBERT W, FERGUSON
Attonrey General

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF WASHINGTON
Consumer hotection Division
800 Fifll Avenue, Suite 2000

seatrle, wA 98104-3i88

Qaq46+774s

and fees to the Couil byffi2016. Any-objection shall be submitted byJeuery 

-,20t6, andany restrlonse shall bedsubmitte dby#:; !! zOrc. The Court will determine

JIIDGE MARY SI,iE WILSON

N, WSBA #45724
Kistant Attorney General
Attorneys for Plaintiff State of Washington

ORDER ON SI]MMARY JTIDGMENT
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