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Iq ()n l'chruan r", .21 II I() ;Ir l):")() a.m. in Dcparrmcnrj of the Los \n,L;l'les ~upen()r C(lurt, 

20 II\\ l ~t I)[:.:(r:cl, 1llc;lred It j-.2.=) \lain Street, Santa \[onica, CalifornIa, l)lql)l, proceedings \\'ere 

.21 held pm~lLlnr ru rhl' (.oun's .fanuan I), .2()()l) order that DefcnlLlIlt Joseph ~ernik t'/ernik") 

r ;1J1J1l'ar ;lnd s!1()\\ cau:,,' \\']1\ Ill' should not be held in contempt of court. [)urinll; the 

:2J I)j'(cel'llin~!,';, (:uuntn \\ide f [orne I.oans. Inc. i"C, lUlltn'\\ide") prcsl'nted e\·ideI1lT that ~crnik 

.2 -+ sh(uld 1>e held ill cOIltl.'mpt of coun for disoheYlng the (:ourt's !Jt'otecriH' (hder, dated .Iuh 

:?5 2\ .2( I( 1-, direcllng ~ernik tu communicate ~olch' \\'irh Countn\\·idc's designated cuunsel and (	 . -( 

:~ 6 110 ()rher (llficns or LTllployees regarding the present acrjon. John \\'. \mberg and Jenn,l 

:~ 7 \loJda\\:;)\.\ of Bryan CaH LJ T' appeared on behalf of Counm'wide. \'0 mher appearance:; 

:~ g ,\"L're made. 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, WEST DISTRICT

___________ . J

NOTICE OF RULING AND ENTRY
OF JUDGMENT
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20 \\ ,sl I )lst1"(I, It Jelted It 1-2) \Iain Street, Santa \l( lnica, Callfml11a, 1)1 ql) 1, j1mccl"ll1ngs \\ere

,21 !H'IJ j1l11'Sll;ll1t tu rhl (,lllln's[anuan U, ~()(Jl) order that Defendant Joseph /nnik ("/n11lk")

aplW;l1' ,ll1d shl)\\ CIU;; __ \\'h\ hl' ;;hould nllt be held In C(lntcmpt (lfcOllrI. DlI1'inl.'; the

~hluld 1>,' held in C01111,'mj1t of cilun for dls()heylng the (,IHln's 1>1'1 ltecri\,' (hder, dated ,Illh

.2~i, ,=II( 1-, din'ct1nl-!: /nnik t() communicate solely \\'ith Countrl\\,idc's designated counsel and

,]() [)rhn I ltficl'rs ur lTllployees regarding the pre~;ent act.ion, .r ohn \\. \mberg and.f enna

\lolda\\~;j\.\ of Bnan Can L1 ,F' appeared on behalf of Countn'widc. '\,0 (lthcr appearances

\OTICE C11 Rl iI.lN(J



THE COURT SPEC[FIC\LLY' ORDERED, DECREED .-\ND :\DJUDGED THAT: 

:2 I, Dcfcncl11t Juseph Zernik had actual knO\dedge of the contempt proceedings, 

.,-,and wa; properh' :;cn-cd \\'ith the Order tu Show Cause rc: Contempt; 

4 ':' The IJn'tectin' Order entered onJuh L), 2()()~ by the Honorable JaclJuelinc 

5 (> )nn01" is \alid :111d enfurccable; 

() ;, Defendan t .rosephI:ernikhadactualnotice 0ftheProteerin'Orderas0fJuk 

-7 
2\ 21)()', as I.ernik was prese11t at the .r uly 23, 20!l7 hearing granting the I 

S Prt )teuI'e (hde:' and submitted on the record to the Tenratin' RuJing granring 

<) the Pro tectin' ( hllL-r. /ernik \\'as also repeatedh reminded of the terms and 

I(I conditions of the Prorectin' ()rder h\ Countnwide's counsel and was sen'ed 

11 with a "orice of Ruling and a COP\ of the Court's.r uh, 23, 2()()' ;\ [inute (hder 
OJ "' ('] 

12 \..':ranrinL' the PrmeoiH' Order. I.ernik \\'as also sened \\ith the Court's :\[arch ~ ," 
o0 
o <: 
('] 0 13 I), 211llH Order ;ltllrlD1ng the ProtecriH Order and the Court's [\[arch 11, 2l)()R w ell 

~~~ 

-' :JZ 
w Ir: til ,~ ('Olltl1llpt.r lldgn1L'nr: > '0 
~ ~~ 
u ;: -' 
Z0 <: :'i ~ De fl'ndanr .1 oseph /ernik \\'as able {() cumph \\'[th rhe Prorcctin' (hder, which I
<f <: U 
>-0' 
Il: Il: <f 
ill ill ':' 

o Z 1() \\';\S prohibiton', nalT()wh LlilornL and limited in scnpe. This is e\idencnl h\' 
0J 0
-:;: 

<f 
.... 17 /LTnik'~ numerous (:ommut1lcarion,s that \\TH' made t() (:nuntrn\"llk's cnul1se] Z 
<: 
til 

1:'{ ()f rl'coLI. /ernik, hO\\l'\l'r, chose to repeatnlh' conltnunicate with
 

I <) (:< >lll1tn'\lde odlcers and emp!(l\ces rhat \\cre nor destgnarnl c( )unsels ()f'
 

~() rl'U lrl1:
 

:::1 ::, lJdenlL ',11 .1 (l:'lph /.ernik committee! si:-;: ((i) SepaLlte aets of cO!Hempr h\
 

'Y' \\illf1l1h .,io!atlng the (:ourt's .Illh 23, :21 )11-Pmtl'eti\l' (hdn dIrecting /ernik to
 

J -,
_:l U)lllmullicare s()k h \\lth COllntn\\·ide's designatcd counsel and no other 

24 otlicns 111' emplmce:-; regarding the present action: 

25 (I. The rCjwDlion of Dd'endant ,Ioseph /ernik's \io!ations of rhe Protcctin ()reln 

26 i:, e\,idellce of the \\lllfulness of hIS \'iolatlons: Zernik's Y1<llat1olls of the 

-
J-'

/ Pmtectl\~' Chdcr \\'('re not accidentaL h.lrther, in senT:1! of /ernik's 

28 commutl:catlons \\irh represented (:ounrtT\\,ide officers and emplnn:es, Zernik 
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THE COURT SPEC[FIC\LLY' ORDERED, DECREED .\ND :\DJUDGED THAT:

I, Defcncll1t J o~eph Zernik had actual knmdedge of the contempt proceedings,

and wa; properl\' :;cn'cd with the Order to ~hmv Cause rc: Contempt;

The lJn'tecrin' Order entered on Iul\ 2J, 2()( I~ b\ the Honorable IaCljuclinc. . . .

(:onnor is Yalid :111<1 enforceable

,), Defendant Joseph /ernik had actual notice of the Protectin' ()rder as ofJ ul\'

2\ 21)()', :1S l.ef111k \\'as present at the July 2J, 2()1)- hearing granting the

Pn ltect"l' (hdc:' ami submitted 011 the record to the Tentat1\T Ruling granting

the Protecrin' (hdl'\'. I:crnik \\'as als() rcpeatedh reminded of the rcrm~ and

conditions of r1w Protecti\ e ()relet h\ Countn\\idc's counsel and was served

with a ',oriel' of Ruling and a COr\ of the Court's J uh' n, 2i)()~ :\ [inute (hder

\2:r:mrirw the PrmecriH' Order, I.ernik \\'as also sened \\'lth the Courr'~ i\[arch, "

I), :211(11) ()rder ,Iftinning the Protccti\ e (hder and the Coun's :\[arch 11, 21.)(lR

Dc fl'ndan t ,I oscph /'ernik \\'a~ able to C()tnp h \\1 th the Protecrin' ( )rder, wh ic h

\\',IS prohibiton, n:1rrowh tailored, and limited 111 SC( lpe, This i~ e\idencl'll b\'

()f 1'l'C! )cl. /erl11'c;, hO\\l'\Tr, Cho~e to rcpea ted h' comtnunica te WIt h

(.oUl1tn'\lde odlccrs and empl(l\Tcs th.lt \\ere not dcstgnatl'll counscl~ or-

rn()rd:

\\illf1l1h .. io!at1ll\2: the (:Ollrt 's Illh :2), :21111- Pmtl'Cri\ l' (hder dlrl'eting /crnik to. ,. (

U lt1lmUllicatc S( lk'h \\lth COllnrn\\'ide's designated counst.. 1and no other

utlicers 111' emplm ecs regarding the present action:

1~ c\'idence of the \\ll1fulness of hl~ \'iolation~: I.ernik\ \'lu]ations of the

Pn Itectl\~' Urder \\'t'rc not accidentaL hwther, in sen:nl of I.ernik \

commutl:catlons \\ith represented Countr:--\nde officer~ and emp](}\Te~, Zernik

\.()TICT OF RULIN(j



adrnitted the existence of the Protecti\'e Order; 

_. ')Defendant.l oseph Lernik is guilt\· of contempt pursuant to Code of Ciyil 

':1, Procedue Section 12U9(a) and is to pay a fine in the amount ofS6,()()() for six 

4 (6) sep,nne acts of contempt. pur~l1ant to Code of Ci\'il Procedure Section 

5 L21K(a) l.ernik is fined S1,(II)(1 for each Yiolation, fm a total ofS,GJ)(H), payable 

6 If) the (:lerk of till' (:ourt: 

I' ~. Defend ,111 l' .f mcph /.ernik is to pa~' the Clerk 0 f the Cmtrt the amOl1tlf 0 f SCJ,()()() 

~. \\'irhin ~)[) days of the hearing. In the C\cnt that lernik fails to p,1\ this fine to 

9 rhe (:Il'1" of rhe (:ourt, rhe Recel\Tr in rhls marter, Da\id.f. Pasternak, is 

10 authorii:ed 1'0 pal' the fine to the Clerk of the (ourt from the Recciycr's hmd 

I J upon l10rice to rhe Recei\l'r and Defendant Joseph /.ernik; 
f!) 
0) 
C') 

i2 <) Countn \\'ide sh,ll! pay irs o\\'n attorne\s' fees and costs ass! lCUted with the ':' 
o0 
o '1 -, 
C') 0 , contemrlt proceeding. w (J) 

~~ ~ --J ::J Z 
W (j) '" -+ \ trill' and [( ltT:.'CI CO!)\' of rhe (:ourt's.l udgment is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 
>; 2 -< -<­
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aclrnined the existence of the ProtectlH Order;

') Countn\\'ide sh,ll1 pay its mnl attorne\s' fees and C,)sts asse)cuted with the

\ tr1w and (( )rr::et CO!)\" of the Court's.l udgment is attached hereto ;h Exhibit A.
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12IK(a) l.ernik is fined 5U I11(l for each Yio!ation, fl)r a toral ofS(lJ)()(), pa~"ablc

up()n notice to the ReceinT and Defendant Joseph /ernik:

(6) sepw'ate acts of contempt. pursuant to Code of Ci\-il Procedure Section

Procedue Section 12()9(a) and is to pay ,\ fine in the amount of S6,()()() for six

Defendant.l oseph Lernik IS guilt\· of contempt pursuant to Code of Ci\-il
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'lOR
4 

F[8 1 ~URT 

JOHN 72009 ~ 5 A· 

6 ByJ.1lr~"-)~~·: CLfRK 
ON, D~PU7Y 

7 

8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

9 FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, WEST DISTRICT 

10 

N1VIF S,\,i\L\,\N Case No. SC087400 11 
to 
Q) 

Plaintiff, 
';l
M 

12 
[PR.QP~B o ;; CONTEMP~JUDGMENT RE: 

o" M0 13 lL W ('l) \~. 

-' t-« 

~~ ~ 14 :> . 0 
« >-~ D.\TE: hbruarv 17, 20m U «­

~ -' l'j II j':)SI;YH Zl:RNIK, TL\lF: 9:30 a.l~. z0« 
«« U 
)-0 . DEPT: J OC OC « 
N) en ~ Defendant 

oZ 16 
N0 
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«
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(f) " On hbruary '.7, 2()()<) ilt <):.')() a.m. in Department j of the Los Angeles Superior Court,
Ig 

Wesr District, ]ocatu. (1tl725 l\1:lin Street, Santa i\!onica, CaLiforni(1, 9U401, proceedings \vere 
19 

]~ cld purs LJan t to the Court's J1lluary 13, 2009 order tha t Defendant joseph Zermk ("~crnik") 

20 

,1ppC<lr ,Inti show GH:;e why h,: should not he held in contempt of court. During the 
21 

rrocccJillgs, Countr,\vide Home J,oans, Inc. ("Countrywide") presented evidence that Zernik
22 

~hould he held In u)r:tcmpt OJ' c>urt for di::;obcying the Court's Protective Order, dated july 7~ 

-,) 

~.), ~~l)()7, Jirecung l~crnik to communicate solely with Countrywide's designated counsel and 
24 

ro (,ther officers or tmployees regarding the present action. John W. ,\mberg and.lenna
25 

~Iolda\Vs~y of Bryan Can: LLP appeared on behalf of Countrywide. No other appearances
26 

\,ere rn:Klc 
27 

28 
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On h:bruary '7, 2()()<) ilt <):_)0 a.m. in Department j of the Lo~ ,\ngek~ Superior Court,

\,Vest Dis [riel, ]()catu at 172.5 l\1:lin Street, Santa i\loniC3, California, l)U401, procccdl11gs \vere
19

20
hid pursuant to the Court's J1nuary 13,200') order that Defendant joseph Zcrmk ("I.crnik")

21

22

,\ pre,] r ,tntl show Cili. :;e why h,: should not he held In con tempt of court. During the

rwCt.edlllgs, Countr, wide Home 1,0ans, Inc. ("Countrywide") presented evidence that Zernik

should III held 111 C()r:tcmpt 01" c>urt for disobc\'lllg the Court'~ Protective Order, dated July

24
~.\ ::~()()7, uJrecung I~crnik to communicate solely with Countrywide's designated counsel and

26

co (,ther officers or (~mrloyees regarding the present action. John \Y. ,\mberg and.lenna

~Iolda\Vs~y of Bryan Ca\'C LLP appeared on behalf of Countlj'\viJc. No other appearances

27

28
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IT IS ~IJ~RI':B\' ORDERJ':D, DEC:RI'~J'~D ,\ND ,\DjUDGI':D '1'H.\T: 

2 1. Defendant Joseph J:ernik h,ld actual knowledge of the contempt proceedings, 

.J";lnd \V"S nr()nl'rhr se.....erl ",ith the (')I"Q1e1' tf\ ,hf\", Cau"'" r",' ("ntpty,nt· -.. --.'~ ,---'r"--"j .' .l\ , ~'... \'\..1 \". .L\.... 'Jol\.! 1,.1\.... \.JllL\..-J.JJ.lJL, 

4 
') 

The Ptotective Order entered on.luly 23,2007 by the Honorable JacCjueline 

5 Connor is valtd and enforceable; 

6 ). DcfcndantJoseph I.emik had actual notice of the Protective Order as ofJuly 

7 2\ 2n,17, as I.crnik WilS present at the July 23, 2007 hearing granting the 

8 Protec Ij\'C Order and submitted on the record to the Tentative Ruling granting 

9 the Prr ltective Order. J:ernik was also repeatedly reminded of the terms and 

10 conditions or the ProteetiH.' Order by Countrywide's counsel and was served 

II \\lith a Notice of Ruling and a copy of the Coun's July 23, 2007 Minute Order 
(l) 

<Xl
 
(')
 

~ 12 granting the Protcc:ti\'c Order. I.crnik was also served with the Court's J\larch 
o0
 

(') 0

0" 

1".1 1.\ 2()!IR Order affirming the Protecti\'(' Order and the Court's 1\1arch 11, 2()()8 W Ol 

~~ ~ .J :> Z 

W rn'" 14 Contempt Judgllcnt; > .0 ,. ... 

u" " ~ -~ 
Z0 " 15 -L Defcn.:lant Jose[!h J:ernik W;lS ;lblc to comply with the Protective Order, which " r " 0 U. 
<r.. " 
III In (j 

oZ 16 \vas prohibitory, n:utowly tailored, and Iirruted in scope. This is evidenced by N0 _ ::E 

~ 

z " 17 I.crllik's nllrnCf(lllS communicauo1\s that were made to Countrywide's counsel 
rn " 

18 of record. I.err:ik, however, chose to repeatedly communicate with 

19 (:ountrywide officers ,mel employees that were not designated counsels of 

70 record, 

21 5. The CUlrt finJs that Defendant .Jo~eph !,ernik committed six (6) separate acts 

12 of con ~cmpt by wi1lfullv \C!o\ating the Court's July 23, 2007 Protectivc Order 

2J clJ1TCtIl1f!: /crnik to commUl11cate solei) with Country\vide's designated counsel 

24 and no other offlcers or employees regarding the prcsent action; 

25 (). The rnctition c f Defendant Joseph J:ernik's violations of the Protective Order 

26 i~; evidence of tre willfulness of his dolations; /.crnik's violations of the 

n ProteclVc Order were not accidentaL r:urther, in se\"eral of Zernik's 

.2R communicl1tioll:; WIth represented Countrywide officers and employees, l,crnik 

\ ~ II) \ 1), I( "71 <'ii>' I2 
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iT 1S ~[J~RI:B\' ORDLRI·:D, DFCRI':I'T) .\ND ,\DjUDGI':D TH,\T:

I, Defendant Jo~cph /ernik h,1d ,lCtU:ll knowledge of the contempt proceedings,

and Wi'S properly sen'cd with the Order to Show Cause re: Contempt;

The ProtectIve Order entered on.luly 23,2007 by the Honorable Jacyueline

Connor is valtd and enforceable;

,), DcfcndantJoseph /crnik had actual nottee oEthe Protective Order as ofJuly

21, 2nl7, as j.ernih: Wi1S present at the July 2\ 2007 hearing granting the

Protcej\T Order and submitted on the record to the Tentative Ruling granting

the Prr ltective Order, /ernik \Vas also repeatedly reminded of the terms and

conditions of the Protecti\'(-, Order by Countrywide's counsel and was served

\vith a Notice of Ruling and a COpy of the Coun\; July 23, 2()07 r\'linute Order

granting the Protcc:ti\'c Order. I:ernik was also servcd with the Court's i\Iarch

1.), 2()IIR Order affirming the Prott'ctin Order :lnd the Court\; i\Iarch 11, 2()()8

Contempt J udg nent;

-t Defen,:lant Jostrh Zernik W;lS able to complv with the Protective Order, which

was pmhibitory. n:mnwlv tailored, and limned in scope, This is eVldcnced by

/t't'lljk~ llumcr!)US COlTlffiUl1lCatlOn,.; that were mack to Countrywide's counsel

(,f rl'« ,rd. lerrik, howcvcr, chose to repeatedly communicate with

(:ountrvwide officers and employees that were not designated counsels of

LTC<) rd.

), The Cc urt finJs that Defendant Joseph /ernik committed six (6) separate acts

c·j COil ~empt by wi1lfullv \'Iolatlng the Court's July 23, 2007 Protective Order

dlre(t1n~ /crmk to communteate solei) with Country,vide's designated cmlJ1sel

:lnd ,,0 other ofGcns or cnlployees regarding the present action;

() The rnetltion c f Defendant Joseph /'ernik's violations of the Protective Order

L:, evidence of tre willfulness of his dolations; Zcrnik\ violations of the

ProteCI\'(' Ordcr wcrc not aCCldcntaL I:urther, in sC\'eral of Zcrnik's

communicmioll:; \\11th represented Countrywide officers and employees, Zcrnik

\~ 11111'11 I( \71 <'ii>' I
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admitted the cxi~,tcncc of the Pwtective Order; 

1 7, The (clJrt finds th:lt Defendant Joseph Zernik IS guilty of contempt pursuant 

:1 t(, (',,,I,. \ ,J (';";1 ..l\ l ])l'('C"'lILlr" I L <..:" .. t'('11} 11 ()"(") "1,,1 '"' lU ;,. tn n",· tJ£l.\ j,.\ " fjn,';n the .1.1 "'mOLll1t ( ••• ~ e'F' .. l 1 ,,\I\..l', "'I ' II L "",--"--l-l ---,:J cl 1,'1 {.'.J .1.11'-... 111 .... -' 

4 S(J,()( I() for six (():' SCrar:lte acts of contempt, rursuant to Code of Civil 

5 Procedure ~eeti( In 121 H(:l), I,emik is fined $1,()()() for each \'iolatiol'l, for a total 

6 of S(J,( 1
1 

11), pa\abk t'l the Clerk of the Court; 

7 K, Dc femhn 1.1 osert11 /ernik is to pay the Clerk of the Court the amount 0 f $(l,()()O 

8 wllhin =~() Ja\'s of the hearing, 1n the e\"Cnt that I,ernik fails to pay this fine to 

9 the Clerk of the Court, the Recei\u in this matter, Dand J. Pasternak, is 

10 authon;~ed to pay the fine to the Clerk of the Court from the Receiver\; hll1d 

11 upon lJotice to t~1e Receiver and DcfcndantJoseph I.ernik; 
<D 
ro
 
M (),

N 12 Countrv\vlde shall pay its own attOt'tlns' fees and costs associated with the
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Ma 13 contempt proc:cultng.
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PROPOSED JUDGMENT 

aJmirtEd the cxi~,tcncc of thc Protectivc OrJer;

'7
/ . The C<~IJrt finds th;lt Dcfencbnr Joseph Zernik IS guilty of contempt pursuant

SI\()(I() for ~jx ((l: ~Cra1"ate acts of contempt, rur~uant to Code of Civil

Procedure ~ecti( In 121 H(:l). j,ernik IS fined ~ 1,()()1} for each \'(ohuorl, for a total

7 K.

of S(J,n I(), pmablc t,) the Clerk of the Court;

Dcrencl mI.l osertll /ernik is to ray the Clerk of the Coun [he amount of $(),()()O

\\lIhin :~() Ja\'~ of the hearing. 1n the eyent that j,ernik falls to pay this fine to

9 t he Clerk of the Court, the RecC!\'cr in thIS tTlatter, Danc.l J. Pasternak, i~

10 authon;~ed to pay the fine to the Clerk of the Court from the RecClvcr\ hlOd
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14

1c; [;1 tn L

upon nOlice to t!le Receiver and DcfenJantJoscph I.ernik;

Countr"\vlde ~hall pay its own attot'1lns' fees and costs associated with the

conternrt proceeding.

,~ "13 ~~-~/~~Ot\t~~,
Hon.'l·~~dman
Iudge, Superior Court 0 f Cali fornia
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PROOF OF SERVICE 

') I am employed in the Ccunty of Los Angeles. State of California. I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within acton. My business address is 120 Broadway, Suite 300, Santa 
Monica. California 90"~0 1-2305 :I 

On February 20. 2009, I served the foregoing documem(s) described as: NOTiCE OF 4 RULING AND ENTRY OF JUDGMENT, on each interested party in this action. as follows: 

5� 
Joseph Zernik� 

6 2415 Saint Gecrge Street 
Los Feliz. Calil~)rnia 900n 

7 
~~ (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) I deposited in a box or other facility maintained 

8 by Federal Express. an express carrier service. or delivered to a courier or driver authorized by 
sad express carrier service to receive documents. a true copy (or original) of the foregoing 

9 document to the party. isted above. in an envelope designated by said express service carrier, with 
delivery fees paid or pl'lJvided for.

10 

David J. Pastl;.'rnak Moe Keshavarzi. Esq. 11 
ll) Pasternak. Pasternc( & Patton. LLP Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton. LLP OJ 
(1) 

<;J 12 1875 Century Park r~ast. Suite 2200 333 South Hope Street. 48th Floor 
o 0 Los Angeles. Califl:>rnia 90067-2523 Los Angeles. CA 90071-1448 o '! 
(1)0 1'I

~) 

w (l) 
Rohert.J. Shulkin, Esq. ~ ': ~ .J ::> Z 

W (J) '" 14 The Law Department > .0 
<: >-... 

<: -Coldwell Banker Residential u ~ .J 
Z0 <: IS <: <: U Brokerage Compar y >-0 . 

'"'" <: ~ 27271 Las Rambla:; III III 
oZ 16 
-
N 

~ 

0 Mission Viejo. CA 92691 
<: 

17 I-
Z ~~ (B Y MAl L) I placed a true copy of the foregoing document ina sealed envelope <: 
(J) 

addressed to each inter;:sted parly as set forth above. I placed each such envelope for collection 1g 
and mailini.! at Brvan Cave LLP. Santa Monica. California. I am readilv familiar with Brvan Cave '---... ./,.; 

19 LLP's practice ['(11' collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States 
Po~;taJ Svnilce. Under that practice. the correspondence would be deposited. with postage thereon 

.20 tltli y prepai d. \vith the United States Postal Service on that same day in the ordinary course of 
bw iness. 

21� 

Executed on February 2(', :!009. at Santa Monica, California.� 
n 
') 1 I declare under penalty of peljury under the la\\s of the United States of America and the 

State oCCaJifomia that ':he foregoing is true and correct. 

:~<-1 

'):.._,"Alexa Kim 

26 

n 

28 

~M(ll DOCS' I :'S-l8.! 4 

Alexa Kim

Executed on February 2(1. =~009. at Santa M'Jnica. California.

Moe Keshavarzi. Esq.
Sheppard Mullin Richter & Bampton. lLP
333 South Hope Street. 48th Floor
Los Angeles. CA 90071-1448
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I am employed In the Cc unty of los Angeles. State of California. I am over the age of 18
and not a party to the within acton. My business address is 120 Broadway, Suite 300, Santa
Monica. California 90"~01-2305

On February 20. 2009, I served the foregoing document(s) described as: NOTiCE OF
RULING AND ENTRY OF JUDGMENT, on each interested party in this action .. as follows:

Joseph Zernik
2415 Saint Gecrge Street
Los Feliz. Calil~)rnia 90027

C~ (BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY) I deposited in a box or other facility maintained
by Fecleral Express. an express carrier service. or delivered to a courier or driver authorized by
sad express carrier service to receive documents. a true copy (or original) of the foregoing
document to the party · [sted above. in an envelope designated by said express service carrier, with
delivery fees paid or pJ'Ovided for.

David J. Pastl'rnak
Pasternak. Pasterne <. & Patton. LLP
J875 Century Park r~ast. Suite 2200
Los Angeles. Califl:>rnia 90067-2523

Rohert.r. Shulkin. Esq.
The Law Department
Coldwell Banker Residential
Brokenlge Compar y
27271 Las Rambla:;
Mission Viejo. CA 92691

~~ (BY MAll) [placed a true copy of the foregoing document in a sealed envelope
addressed to each inter~:sted parl) as set forth above. I placed each such envelope for collection
and mailing at Bryan (dve LLP. Santa Monica. California. I am readily familiar with Bryan Cave
LLP's rJactice tor collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States
Po~;taJ Svrvlce. Linder that practice. the correspondence would be deposited. with postage thereon
tltli y prepai d. with the United States Postal Sen'ice on that same day in the ordinary course of
bw incss.

I declare under penalty of peljury under the hms of the lTnited States of America and the
State oCCalifornia that 'he foregoing is true and correct.

4
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