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Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen, APLC 
David Rosenberg (SBN# 99105) 
rsalaw@yahoo.com 
Annette Farnaes (SBN# 128701) 
afrsalaw@yahoo.com 
750 B Street, Suite 3210 
San Diego, California 92101 
Telephone: (619) 232-1826 
Facsimile: (619) 232-1859 

Farnaes & Lucio, APC 
Malte L.L. Farnaes (SBN 222608) 
malte@farnaeslaw.com 
Christma M. Lucio (SBN 253677) 
clucio@farnaeslaw.com 
135 LiveIpool Drive, Suite C 
Cardiff, California 92007 
Telephone: (760) 942-9431 

Co-Counsel for Defendants: 
Stemgenex, lnc;i. S'temgenex Medical Group, 
Inc.; Stem Cell Kesearch Centre, Inc.; Scott 
Sessions, MD,. Rita Alexander; Stem 
Cells ... The Human Repair Kit; Stemgenex 
Biological Laboratories and Stem Genetic 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

SELENA MOORER, individually 
and on behalf of all others similarly 
situated, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, 
INC., a California Corporation; 
STEMGENEX.J]'JC", a California 
COII'orati0l!~ S 1 eM cELL 
RESEARCH CENTRE, INC. a 
California Corporation;.A~I?RE P. 
LALLANDE~ D.O., an mdlVldual; 
SCOTT SES1SIONS M.D., an 
individual; RITA AlEXANDER, an 
individual; and Does 1-100, 

Defendants. 

Case No. 

NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION 
UNDER 28 U.S.C. §. 1441(A) & (B)­
FEDERAL QUESTION AND 
DIVERSITY 

(Case No. 37-2016-00028994-CU-NP­
CTL, Superior Court of the State Of 
California, San Diego County, Central 
Division) 

1 NOTICE OF REMOVAL 
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT Defendants STEMGENEX, INC.; 

STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., STEM CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, 

INC., SCOTT SESSIONS, M.D., and RITA ALEXANDER, 

STEM CELLS ... THE HUMAN REPAIR KIT; STEMGENEX BIOLOGICAL 

LABORATORIES, LLC; and STEM GENETIC (Collectively "Defendants") hereby 

jointly remove the above captioned matter from the Superior Court of the State of 

California, San Diego County - Central Division, Case No. 37-2011-00083232-CU­

NP-CTL (the "State Court Action") to this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1441(a) 

and (b). 

AS GROUNDS THEREFORE, Defendants allege as follows : 

1. On August 22, 2016 the State Court Action was commenced in the 

Superior Court of the State of California in and for the County of San Diego. 

Defendants were not served with Plaintiffs' initial complaint. A true and correct 

copy of the Complaint is attached hereto as Exhibit "A". 

2. On October 17,2016 Defendants acknowledged service of Plaintiffs 

First Amended Complaint. A Copy of Plaintiffs First Amended Complaint 

together with the Proof of Service with attached Notice of Acknowledgement of 

Service ofSurnmons for each Defendant are attached hereto as Exhibit "B". 

3. This action is a civil action of which this Court has original 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1331, and is one which may be removed to this Court 

by Defendants pursuant to the provisions of28 U.S.C. §1441(a) in that it arises 

under 18 U.S.C. § 1961, et seq., (RICO). 

4. In addition, and as separate grounds for removal, this action is a civil 

action of which this Court has original jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. 1332( d) 

( CAF A) and is one which may be removed to this Court by Defendants pursuant to 

the provisions of28 U.S.C. §1441(b) in that the named Plaintiff Selena Moorer is a 

/I I 
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resident ofthe State of Florida and Defendants are residents of California and the 

amount in controversy exceeds the sum of $5,000,000. 

5. Plaintiffs purport to represent "[a]ll persons, nationwide, who 

purchased Stem Cell Treatment from StemGenex between December 8, 2013 and 

present." [F AC at ~64.] Plaintiffs assert that "the proposed putative Class is made­

up of at least several hundred, if not thousands, of residents of California and other 

U.S. states." [FAC at ~69.] 

6. Plaintiffs further assert that "[a]ll consumers must pay a non-

refundable initial deposit and then an additional payment for a total base price of 

$14,900 per treatment, exclusive of "add-ons." [FAC at ~47.] 

7. All named Defendants hereby join in the Notice of Removal. 

8. All prior process and pleadings, other than the Complaint and the First 

Amended Complaint, are attached hereto as Exhibit "c". 
WHEREFORE, notice is given that this action is removed from the Superior 

Court of the State of California, San Diego County - Central Division, to the 

United States District Court, Southern District. 
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This notice of removal is signed pursuant to Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure, Rule 11; it is well grounded in fact and warranted by law. 

Respectfully submitted this 16th day of November, 2016. 
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A copy of the foregoing will be filed with 
the Clerk of the Superior Court of the 
State of California, County of San 
Diego, Central Division this 1 rJh day of 
November, 2016; 

A copy of the foregoing will be sent via 
Federal Express overnight this 16th day 
of November, 2016 to: 

Honorable Ronald L. Styn 
24 Superior Court 
25 330 West Broadway 

Department C-62 
26 San Diego, CA 92101 

27 
III 
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FARNAES & LUCIO 
A Professional Corporation 

By: /S/ Malte L. L. Farnaes 
Malie L. L. F arnaes, Esq. 

ROSENBERG, SHPALL & ZEIGEN 
A Professional Legal Corporation 

By: /S/ Annette Farnaes 
Annette Farnaes, Esq. 

Co-Counsel for Defendants: 
Stemgenex, lnc.; S'tem~enex Medical 
Group, Inc.; Stem Cell Research 
Centre, Inc.;.,Scott Session~ MD,; Rita 
Alexander; ~tem Cells ... 1 he Human 
Repair Kit; Stem~enex Biological 
Laboratories and Stem Genetic 
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1 Executed this 16th day of November, 
2 2016 at San Diego, California. 
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FARNAES & LUCIO 
A Professional Corporation 

By: /S/ Malte L.L. Farnaes 
Malte L. L. Famaes, Esq. 

Co-Counsel for Defendants: 
Stemgenex, Inc.; S'tem~enex Medical 
Group, Inc.; Stem Cell Research 
Centre, Inc.; Scott Session~MD,; Rita 
Alexander; Stem Cells ... lne Human 
Repair Kit; Stem~enex Biological 
Laboratories and Stem GenetIc 
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A 
,/ 

1 Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 
Elizabeth A. Banham, SBN: 131734 

2 Brian K. Findley, SBN: 251172 

3 
MULLIGAN, BANHAM, & FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Avenue, Suite 100 

4 San Diego, California 92101 
Tel: (619) 238-8700 

5 Fax: (619)238-8701 

6 
Allorneys for Plaintiff and the Pulali'Vll Closs 

7 

8 
SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

9 -~ .. --
COUNTY 9F SAN DIEGO 

10 

11 
SELENA MOORER, individually and on behalf ) Case No. 37.,201WOO28994-CtJ-NP.(;l\. 

of all others similarly situated, ) 

12 ) CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT , 
'.-. ) 

13 Plaintiff, ) Jury Trial Demanded 
) 

14 vs. ) 1. Violations of Bus. & Prof. Code 

15 
) §17200 et seq. (UCL); 

STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a ) 2. Violations of BWI. & Prof. Code § 

16 California Corporation; STEMGENEX, INC., a ) 17500 et seq; (False Advertising) 
California Corporation; STEM CELL ) 3. Violations of Cal. Civ. Code §1750 

17 RESEARCH CENTRE, INC., a California ) et seq. (CLRA); 
Corporation; ANDRE P. LALLANDE, D.O., an ) 4. Violations of Cal. Health & Safety 

18 Individual; SCOTT SESSIONS, MD., an ) Code §24170, et seq. (Human 

19 
Individual; RITA ALEXANDER, an Individual; ) Experimentation) 
and DOES 1-100, ) 5. Violation of 18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq. 

20 ) (RICO); 
Defendants. ) 6. Fraud 

21 ) 7. Neg6gent Misrepresentation 

22 
) 8. Unjust Enriclunent 

23 

24 Plaintiff. SELENA MOORER, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated, hereby 

25 alleges as follows: 

26 NATURE OF ACTION 

27 1. This is a class action against STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., and related 

28 rsons and entities (collectively, "Defendants" or "StemGcnex"). This action arises out of 

-1-
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I. 

1 emGenex's Scheme to wwll8fnlly market and sell "stem cell treatments" at their La Jona, 

2 aIifornia location to consumers nationwide. 

3 2. StemGenex's customers are often sick or disabled, suffering from incurable diseases 

4 d a dearth of hope. StcmGenex's lllIIiketing makes claims to these consumers that by performing 

5 liposuction of a person's adult fat cells, processing them, and ~ecting them back into a person as 

6 em cells (the ''Stem Cell Treatments"), they effectively treat a multitude of diseases. StemGenex 

7 aims that 1000A> of its prior customers are satisfied with its service. StemGenex has DO reasonable 

8 asis to make either of these claims. StemGenex omits material information from all marketing 

9 ut the Stem Cell Treatments and the dissatisfaction and complaints of ineffectiveness from people 

'10 0 have purchased the treatments. 

11 3. Plaintiff, SELENA MOORER, relied on StemGenex's false and mislcading 

12 arkcting and purchased a Stem Cell Treatmcnt for $14,900. Ms. Moorer brings this action on 

13 half ofhcrself and a putative Class OfWWDged consumers, to seek remedies from this Court. 

14 JURISDICfION AND VENUE 

15 4. Jurisdiction and venue are proper in this Court because the actions at issue occurred 

16 d originated from, and one or more of the Defendants reside, or have a principal place ofbusiness 

17 'D, the County of San Diego, California. 

18 5. Jurisdiction of this Court is appropriate over the subject matter of this claim and the 

19 efendants' marketing and sale offue Stem Cell Treatments. StemGenex's website represents that 

20 cir services are not subject to evaluation or approval by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

21 A), and that no approval has been sought by, or provided to, StcmGenex, fur its tn:atments, 

22 . es or research by the FDA. 

23 6. This Court has original jurisdiction to enfurce this civil RICO actioD under 18 U.S.C. 

24 § 1961 et seq. 

25 PARTIES 

26 A. Plaintiff 

27 7. Plaintiff, SELENA MOORER is a resident of the State of Florida who traveled to 

28 California after being contacted directly by StemGenex and after being impresSed by their website, in 

-2-
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1 mer to have Stem Cell Treatment. She was led by StemGenex to believe it would greatly improve 

2 er condition,lupus, an autoimmune disorder. Ms. Moorer was greatly impressed by StemGenex's 

3 site (www.stemgenex.com). including indications on that site that all customers were pleased 

4 ·th the outcomes of their treatments, statistics on the site showing no dissatisfaction by any 

5 omers, arid by video testimonials on the site. Based on Defendants' misrepreseltations and 

6 terial omissions, Plaintiff took money she could iIl-afford to spend arid paid a non-refundable 

7 eposit of thousands of dollars to StemGenex, and thereafter flew to California with iiunily members 

8 0 undergo the treatment. The total payment by Ms. Moorer to StemGenex, including the deposit, 

9 as $14,900. Plaintiff is informed and believes that this was the ·same base price paid to StemGenex 

10 all other similarly situated consumers for each and every Stem Cell Treatment. Those consumers 

11 t had multiple treatments on different dates, again paid an additional minimum base price of 

12 14,900 each time they returned to the company for a Stem Cell Treatment 

13 8. Plaintiff would not have paid for the Stem Cell Treatment had she known that the 

14 tistics on the StemGenex website reganling conswner satisfaction were false, and that StemGenex 

15 d no reasonable basis for its marl<eting claim that the Stem Cell Treatments were effective to treat 

16 . seases as advertised. 

17 9. Ms. Moorer received no significant benefit or effect from the $14,900 Stem Cell 

18 realment she purchased from StemGenex. After StemGenex was informed of this and Ms. 

19 oorer's dissatisfuction, StemGenex offered to sell Ms. Moorer an additional Stem Cell Treatment 

20 or $14,900. StemGenex's website never varied its 100"..1. client satisfilction approval statistics even 

21 er Ms. Moorer am others, informed SternGenex of their dissatisfuction. 

22 B. Defendant 

23 10. The Defendants who are liable to Ms. Moorer and all others similarly situated, and 

24 m wlxIm an injunction and other remedies are sought, are the following: 

25 11. STEMGENEX, INC., is an active California Corporation. located in the City of La 

26 oll.a, County of San Diego, State of Califomia. Its products and services are located in and it is 

27 ing business in the State of Califomia. 

28 

-3-
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• 

1 12. STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC. is an active California CoIpOration, 

2 ocated in the City of La JoDa, County of San Diego, Stale of California. Its products and services 

3 located in and it is doing business in the State of California. 

. 4 13. STEM CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, INC. is an active California CoIpOration, 

S ocated in the Oty of La Jolla, County of San Diego, State of California. Its products and services 

6 e located in and it is doing business in the State of California. 

7 14. RITA ALEXANDER ("Ms. Alexander") is an individual residing in the County of 

8 an Diego, State of California. It is believed that Ms. Alexander is an owner, operator and/or 

9 ntroller ofStemGenex. Plaintiff also alleges that Ms. Alexander is personally and directly liable 

10 0 Plaintiff and members of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

11 15. ANDRE LALLANDE, D.O. ("Dr. Lallande'') is an individual residing in the County 

12 f San Diego, State of California. It is believed that Dr. LaIlande owns, operates and/or controls 

13 temGenex. Plaintiff also alleges that Dr. Lallande is personally and directly liable to Plaintiff and 

14 embers of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

15 16. SCOrf SESSIONS, M.D. ("Dr. Sessions"), is an individual residing in the County of 

16 an Diego, State of California. It is believed that Dr. Sessions owns, operates and/or controls 

17 StemGenex. Plaintiff also alleges that Dr. Sessions is personally and directly liable to Plaintiff and 

18 embers of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

19 17. DOE Defendants 1 through I ~O, inclusive, whether individuals, corporations, 

20 artnerships or otherwise, are fictitious names of Defendants whose true names are, at this time, 

21 own to PlaintitI Plaintiff is informed, believe, and thereon a11ege that each of said fictitiously-

22 amed Defendants contributed to the damages herein alleged and Plaintitfwill name such Defendants 

23 hen their identities have been ascertained. 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

18. Furthermore, Plaintiff alleges that the DOE Defendants in this action committed the 

e or similar acts alleged as the named Defendants in this cause of action. Therefore, all acts 

\eged to have been cnmmitted by the named Defendants are also alleged to have been committed by 

e DOE Defuodants. 
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1 19. Plaintiff is informed. believe and thereon allege that each of the Defendants is the 

2 gent, joint venturer and/or employee of each of the remaining Defendants and in doing the things 

3 ereinafter alleged, each was acting within the course and IfCOpe of said agency, employment and/or 

4 oint veDture with the advm:e knowledge, acquiesceilce or subsequent ratification of each and every 

5 

6 20. All Defendants above, including DOES 1-100, are collectively referred to in this 

7 omplaint as "StemGenex." 

8 ALTER EGO I PIERCE CORPORATE VElL ALLEGATIONS 

9 21. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that some of the corporations, 

10 imited liability companies, and entities named as Defendants herein, including but not limited to 

11 
OES 1 through 100, and each of them, were at all times relevant the alter ego corporations of 

12 individual Defendants Ms. Alexander and Drs. Sessions and Lallande by reason of the following: 

13 
(a) Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that said individual defendants, at all 

times herein mentioned, dominated, Influenced and controlled each of Stem Gene x Defendants and 
14 

15 

16 

DOES and the officers thereof as well as the business, property, and affairs of each of said 

corporations. 

(b) Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times herein mentioned, 
17 

there existed and now exists a unity of interest and ownership between said individual defendants 
18 

and each of the StemGenex Defendants and DOES; the individuality and separateness of said 

19 individual defendants and each of the STEMGENEX entity Defendants and DOES have ceased. 
20 ( c) Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times since the 

21 incorporation of each, each StemGenex entity Defendant and each DOE has been and now is a mere 

22 shell and naked frameworlc which said individual defimdants used as a coDduit for the conduct of 

23 their personal business, property and affairs. 

24 (d) Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times herein mentioned, 

2S each of the StemGenex entity Defendants and each DOE was created and continued pursuant to a 

26 ftaudulent plan, scheme and device conceived and operated by said individual Defendants Ms. 

27 Alexander and Drs. Sessions & Lal1ande, whereby the income, revenue and profits of each of the 

28 StemGenex entities were diverted by said individual Detendants to themselves. 

-s­
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1 (e) Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times herein mentioned, 

2 each of the S1emGenex entities and each DOE was organized by said individual deEndants as a 

3 device to avoid individual liability and tOr the purpose of substituting financiallY in'esponsible 

4 corporations in the place and stead of said individual defendants, and each of them. and accordingly, 

5 formed the entities and published the website Document about those entities hosted at 

6 www·stemgenc:x.com. 

7 
(f) Plaintiff is informed and believes that the StemGenex entities and DOES were formed with 

8 capitalization totally inadequate for the business in which said corpomtion(s) were engaged. 

9 
(g) By virtue of the foregoing, adherence to the fiction of the separate corPorate existence of 

each of the StemGenex corporate entities and each DOE would, under the circumstances, sanction a 
10 

fraud and promote injustice in that Plaintiff and members of the Class would be unable to realize 
11 

upon any judgment in their favor. 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

22. Plaintiff is infonned and believes and thereon alleges that, at all times relevant hereto, 

e individual defendants Ms. Alexander and Drs. Sessions and Lallande and the StemGenex entity 

efendants and DOES acted for each other in connection with the conduct hereinafter alleged and 

at each of them perfonned the acts complained of herein or breached the duties herein complained 

f as agents of each other and each is therefore fully liable for the acts of the other 

COMMON FACfUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. What is StemGenex? 

22. StemGenex was founded by a DOn-physician, Ms. Alexander. It receives profits and 

20 revenues through the sale of Stem Cell Treatments to persons who have illnesses or medical 

21 conditions causing pain and/or disability. 

22 23. StemGenex'S Stem Cell Treatments are carried out by Andre LaIlande, D.O., and 

23 Scott Sessions, MD., with the assistance of other individuals who are employees and/or agents of 

24 StemGcnex. 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

24. Defendant, StemGenex, Inc. has been operating in La Jolla. Calitbrnia. since 2011. 

primary operating filcility and headquarters of StemGenex is located In La Jolla. Calitbrnia. 

25. Through July 2016, S1emGenex. represented on its website that it was accredited by 

e Accreditation Association for Ambulatory Care (AAAHC), which provides seals of approval for 
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outpatient surgical centers. The following logo was published on StemGenex's website. at the 

2 bottom of nearly every page: 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

... ...... AAAHC 

26. Plaintifl'is informed and believes that StcmGenex was not, in fact. accredited by 

AAAHC. Plaintiff is informed and believes that the accreditation logo was removed from 

StemGenex's website in August 2016. when a newspaper reporter irom the Los Angeles Times 

confronted StemGenex about the false accreditation and AAAHC issued a cease-and-desist letter to 

StemGenex. 

B, What does StemGenex do'! 

27. StenlGenex holds itself out to consumers as a pioneer in research and devoted to 

effective Stem Cell Treatments. making representations such as the following on its website: 

5temGenex ~/l.'di(L Group has :",ace 5r(~at ~c'ides In the advancemem of stem (ell 
therapy and is dedICated cO providing patiems access to safe and effective stem 
(ell treatmems. 

28. Using its website and internel ads which direct consumers to that website, 

20 StcmGenex pitches its services at people with crippling diseases, including Alzheimer's. Parkinson's 

21 isease, chronic lung disease. autoimmune conditions (such as multiple sclerosis. lupus, and 

22 rheumatoid arthritis) as well as many other debilitating conditions. 

23 29. Ms. Moorer, and all others similarly situated, have been subject to StemGenex' s 

24 repeated false advertising, deception. and misrepresentation regarding the quality, character and 

25 efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatment, as well as omissions of material/act regarding the truth about its 

26 services, the lack of data supporting their efficacy, and customer dissatisfaction rates. StemGenex' s 

27 website highlights this variety of claimed Stem Cell Treatments (sometimes referred to as "therapy") 

28 n its home page: 

- 7 -
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30. StemGenex represents that they can effectively treat degenerative diseases generally 

2 accepted by the relevant scientiiic community as incurable: 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

J I 

.. 

31. The StemGenex business is fueled by il~ robust website advertising campaign, which 

12 reaches consumers nationwide and beyond. StemGenex represents on its website that "over 70% of 

13 atients travel to StemGenex Medical Group from out of state." StemGenex directs internet traftic 

14 and requests for information to its website, which PlaintitT is informed and believes is viewed by 

15 every prospective StemGencx Stem Cell Treatment purchaser throughout the country. 

16 32. StemGenex's website represents that it's "adult adipose-derived stem cell therapy" is 

17 "effective" to "treat diseases" : 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

28 

Tile ~teIllGeli~), ;,',(?(l;«'. (,1 CUi) pndes Itself in ;),?i n§. !.i,e vJorld·wide pioneers ii, 
providing stem cell therilPY to patiel1ts throughout tile world and is passionately 
committed to helping people with Ulll1let clinical needs achieve optitllIlIllIHO'illtl" 

and better (FIc?lit\, of life til' oug') thl' )'''"'' ii ng i)enp.fits of their own stem ceUs 

~ ; - _~ , .. ~. ,'." ".:= " ." ,.t.· . r- . . ." 

II: ," -: ,: ',: -.', . ~ ' j • . . 
• • i,:!)<.~ (! . • '; ,.- ••••.. - ' : ' .,:., ;, ' " ,\1" , • . "" ". :" ,' 
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1 

2 33. "Adipose-derived" means from the flItty tissue of the body. StemGenex' website 

3 ~ffers treatments based on iqjecting consumers with stem cells supposedly drawn and created from 

4 eir own adult body lilt. The Stem Cell Treatments oflCred at StemGenex begin with liposuction-

S ~y take part of the consumer's belly fat and then. after minimal processing, iqject the "stem cells" 

6 back into the same spot, and/or other spots on the body. 

7 34. StemGenex appeals to consumers with the thought they will be receiving special 

8 lattention, getting an approach that is not "cookie-cutter", and that this will increase the effectiveness 

9 pftbe treatment: 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

CUstomized Treatment Plans 

Every patient treated through StemGenex Medical Group receives a customized treatment plan based upon the 

disease and compncatlons they are experiencing. Stem cell treatment centers using a cookie·cutter approach to 

stem cell therapy undoubtedly limit the effectlveness of the patlent's t",atment. StemGenex Medical Group 

treatment plans consIst of cutting edge protocols developed by top physicians over the years. PaUents receIving 

treatmentthroughStemGenex Medical Group can be confident they will always halle access to the latest 

advancements In stem cell treatment. 

19 35. StemGenex at various times represents its work as treatment, and at other times as 

20 I-studies." This is often done within the same paragraph. AI; an example, on its home page, 

21 StemGenex represents, "These cuttin~-edge protocols utilize targeted administration methods and the 

22 latest activation methods to ensure the safest most effective stem celllreatmenls possible." 

23 ,Emphasis added.) StemGenex otrers at the end of1he same paragraph: "Through these stem cell 

therapy studies, we hope to provide patients with options that may clumge the course of1heir lives as 
24 
25 well as the course of their disease." (Emphasis added.) In the recesses of its website, and completely 

26 contrary to its own promises and representations in all prominent portions of the website, StemGenex 

27 attempts to quietly disavow that ''tttatm"nt using autologous stem cells [that Is, cells drawn from the 

28 patient's own body] are a cure for any condition, disease or iqjury." 
. 

- 10-
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36. StemGenex apparently does not publish its research nor the results of its "studies" 

2 here to the knowledge ofPlaintitt Instead, it presents "anecdotal" video testimonials from 

3 'ents. According to StemGenex' website, its "principal purpose is helping people with umnet 

4 linical needs achieve optimum health and better quality of life," and that It has "ueedotal 

5 eedbaek. ... from our patients that their symptoms have dramatically improved and their quality of 

6 life bas substantially increased." (Emphasis added). 

7 37. StemGenex admits that its Stem Cell Treatment is not FDA approved. Indeed 

8 laintiff can find no evidence that Defendants ever even submitted an application for FDA approval. 

9 e ability of stem cells derived from adult body filt to rebuild damaged tissue or neurons in the 

10 uman body by injection is an unproven hypothesis. At the present time, no suclr therapy Iras shown 

II 'Is safety and efficacy in clinical trials, as the FDA requil'es before approvaL 

12 38. Experts will testify that the generally accepted scientific consensus is that there is no 

13 alment for degenerative diseases, or any disease, with a person's own adult stem cells, that has 

14 en proven "effective" at any level. Yet StemGenex promises consumers "the most effective steul 

15 ell treatments possible," giving the consumer the clear impression that some "effect" will occur if 

16 ey pay for the "treatment." 

17 39, Certain language is repeated over and over on its site, creating an echo of benefit. 

18 temGenex uses terms like "truly benefit" and "significantly inlprove one's quality of life." On 

19 . ally every oage of its website, StemGenex makes the following claim: 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 
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1 

2 

~ 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 
40. 
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Sto?rnGE!1~;'; '·.1€-di(.."11 i;~·".lp offers ~'c(€'~':.:o indi'::dJ::lizfd S:~P'1 c~1I 

tlt'..ltf"~€,r,t pi~ns. \IO$.t ~.te-m ((Iii tlp.atrnent c~r\t4?r? .. 1nd ::iin;<s offer,j 

·> t,?i!1d~~rri !n:<~rr~'l?nt ~Itjiizir.g .'U~ l',.' I): direct il~. jE( ~i:'\I~s. ;.':~ b;; ! i€".:~ thtl 

~:ty to th~ rnost I?f!'.:: r. ~ :\' ':- ~t-:·i"I~ cr:-II t!;?, ,1 ~ I'! :e!1: ;-; : i"'r::-.\.!r.r :fi:- .1 : !·1(·n~ pi .. 1n 

ci.i-::.:omi;:\i: ioi:,;"5 €-ad~ ;)~l:ip. : l~~, dj-:e-..;s~ i::!. d;ff;'-lt::nt.l!',1t i~ fl{· • .1tmE';~~ 

,)I~d :' Y;"1~t f) n~~ .. . Th i :; i~. \'~I':' St~J,;,C~I~I~€'X '/o?d; {,.~ i Group 01';-f~. -.lC(';' ~' ·.~ to 

j·,d,' ,· id ·. ~1 ; ·" .,;.(I·f':'<I·r'I·~-· n· !' .. .l J IY " ,i'icb -~ .. ·t '·<t ,f' ~ ':J ,:...( . .-I 1 ' 11'1 : ":~" "·:()I· . . ..... . . ... . __ ~ _ . " , \ ,. .. ;> " . ,. • .c • .• , .. \; ... . .. _ _ ' ., " oo ~ "oo loo "oo~" . 

€oAi=;r. Tho~ll;h :: u:;t!) t rrj:~d. t.ll?Et-:d S!":-I!l ( .~ i; :rt:Jtmo?rt pIL1!1'; "''"h;I g<J~J 
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StemGenex omits on these pages the information it knows to be true: Aside from a 

15 possible placebo effect, it cannot make any supportable claims regarding tbis experimental 

16 tberapy's ability to treat, c:ure, mitigate, relieve or impact ANY disease, condition or malady. 

17 

18 

19 

c. Wbo Buys StemGenex's Treatments? 

41. Many of StemGenex'5 consumers are ill and/or disabled from work. Most are 

20 seeking hope and some possibility of an effective and lasting treatment for their disease, or at least an 

21 provement in their relative levels of disability. Many are in great financial hardship because of a 

221iPreexisting disease. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

42. StemGenex puts the consumers up in hotels and supplies them a car service to get to 

from the clinie once they arrive in the San Diego area. Photos of a lovely hotel and happy 

pIe entering a limo grace the pages of the site under the section, "We Make Getting Here Easy." 
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1 D. How Much Money Do Consnmen Pay StemGeaeJ:? 

2 43. Sadly, because of their desperation, many consumers with serious conditions rely on 

3 their 1iImilies to help them to pay StemGenex. All consumers must pay a non-refundable initial 

4 deposit and then an additional payment fur a total base price of$14,90D per treatment, exclusive of 

5 "add-ons." This cost is not covered by health insurance plans. This cost is not covered by 

6 !8<'vemment benefit programs such as Medicare or Medicaid. 

7 44. Consumers are encouraged by StemGenex employees to begin crowd-Sourcing 

8 fundraising activities, such as "Go Food Me" pages, in order to raise the money to pay for 

9 ~temGenex's fees. 

10 45. StemGenex promotes the idea that consumers should have more than one Stem Cell 

II Treatment. This is done both on its website, and in follow-up calls to consumers, even those that Ore 

12 in the hospital oodergoing other treatments. The representation is made on StemGenex' website: 

13 "Could a stem celliherapy be repeatetll Yes, a stem cell therapy may be repeated. Current studies 

14 indicate the strong possibility ora cumulative effect from multiple stem cell therapies a 

1 5 ~onsumer received for their condition. Long-term studies will attempt to better ooderstand this 

16 ~etail." 

17 46. Plaintiff is informed and believes that StemGenex has no reasonable basis to make 

I 8 ~s claim. Dissatisfied consumers are simply led to believe that the first treatment did not 'take' and 

19 that the consumers should retum for more, expensive Stem Cell Treatments. 

20 47. Consumers are told by StemGenex: "Some consumers have taken up to 6 months 

21 before seeing the full effect of the treatment" And, StemGenex posts the following: 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

or How long will it take to see results? 

Each condition and patient Is unique, and there Is no cuarantee ~r what results will be achieved or how 

quickly they may be observed. Most pallents report the results beoome apparent over 1-3 months, but It 

can take as long as 6·9 months. 

Ii 
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I E. What About StemGenex's ]00% Satisfied "Patient Ratings'''! 

.., 
48. On or about December 8. 2013. StemGenex began advertising "Patient Ratings." 

3 n December 17.2013. a Press Release was published by StemGenex slating. "StemGellex®, the 

4 leading resource for adult adipose stem cell therapy in the US aimed at improving the lives of patients 

5 eaJing with degenerative diseases today announced the public release of their satisfaction ratings for 

6 atients who have received stem cell therapy through StemGenex. Patients have trusted StemGenex 

7 for years to provide them with access to cuuing edge stem cell therapies at the absolute highest levels 

8 of care. StemGenex believes this is something that has been lacking in the industry for some time 

9 ow. These ratings now allow the public transparency into patient satisfaction in multiple categories 

1 O 'hich are now posted and updated monthly on the StemGenex website." 

II 49. As an example. at the time of drafting of this Complaint. the ratings appear on the 

12 home page of StemGenex's website in the following format: 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

'" " . ' 

.", . 

d,· ... 

... . , 
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2 50. 

3 ead as follows: 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

JO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

The "Patient Ratings" from July of2016. on the home page ofStemGenex's website. 

. , 

.. 

11------ ------·.··- -;-;;------------- -
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

51. In all representations to the public, (for August of2016, and July of2016). the 

satisfaction levels add up to 100% of customers being satisfied. StemGenex made these same or 

ubstantially similar representations of 100% customer satisfaction all the way back to at least 

16 December 2013. 

17 
52. StemGenex knows, and knew at all times of publication, tbe 100% satisfaction 

18 rate was and is not true and evidence available to StemGencx roves it was not true at the time 

19 
the re resentations were made. At the time of these publications of 100% satisfaction, and those 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

earlier since December of2013. StcmGenex had received complaints. including but not limited to 

statements from consumers that no effect had been experienced, the promised effect had not been 

experienced. and/or that they wanted a refund because StemGenex did not live up to its promises. 

53. StemGenex knew that not all persons who receive or received its Stem Cell 

reatment are benefited or satisfied and a significant portion are dissatisfied. Nevertheless. 

StemGenex's statements and representations to tbe public contain false and misleading 

26 information that misrepresent or omit this information and StemGenex is being, and bas been, 

27 
unjustly enricbed as a result. StemGenex's marketing of its product is in violation of laws of the 

28 
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1 tate of Califomia and the United Stales. P1aintiffMs. Moorer and others have been banned by 

2 Iianee on StemGenex's misrepresentatioDS and omissions. 

3 54. StemGenex's methods for gathering infonnation from former consumers follows no 

4 c protocol, is inaccurately recorded, and does not accurately measw-e consumer satisfaction. 

5 s a result, month after month, fillse and misleading "consumer ratings" are posted anew in a 

6 minent position on their website. These monthly fiIIse "statistics" give consumers a sense of 

7 mfort and willingness to go forward with the treatment They make the express statement that 

8 0 ONE was unsatisfied with the service at any time prior. 

9 

10 

11 

What About Positive Consumer Reviews On Other Websites? 

55. Plaintiff is informed and believes that false reviews have been posted by StemGenex 

12 n various consumer review websites. Plaintiffis informed and believes that StemGenex requested its 

13 employees to write reviews of the company as if they were actual consumers, and to give high 

14 tings. Plaintiff is informed and believes these fillse ratiogs were tben published by agents and/or 

15 mployees of StemGenex, about StemGenex, which gave the public another further sense of security 

16 at the product/service they were purchasing was of high and effective quaJity. 

17 

18 G. 

19 

What Can Be Done About It? 

56. StemGenex has taken advantage of desperate consumers, particularly consumers that 

20 are sick with degenerative and incurable diseases, and has given fillse hope 10 consumers who can ill 

21 ord their fees, at times encouraging them to take out loans or solicit funds from others in order to 

22 ay them. They have not told the truth 10 the public about their services, via 1idse statements, 

23 . leading statements, and material omissions. They have taken large amounts ofmoney from the 

24 lass members under fiIIse pretenses. 

25 57. The 1idse and misleading representations complained of in this lawsuit m made 

26 arily via StemGenex's primary marketing 1001, its website. Further, aside from StemGcnex's 

,27 ebsite, this action is based upon the material omission of important information from any 

28 ommunication by StemGenex 10 its consumers: That StemGenex has no data or reasonable basis to 
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1 support the efficacy of its Stem Cell Txeatments, meaning, that they are different from a placebo 

2 ."'-t in any significant way, at actually treating, curing. mitigating. relieving or impar,ting any 

3 disease. condition or malady. 

4 58. While individual actions by consumers would be expensive, time consuming, and 

S 1y to support the cost of litigation, StemOenex's wronged COl1SUDIers, as well as its prospective 

6 ponsumcrs and the public at large, would be benefited by the damages and injunctive relief requested 

7 /tete on a class-wide basis. 

8 CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

9 59. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated as a 

10 Iclass action pursuant to Code o{Civil Procedure §382 and CIvil Code §1781. 

11 60. The Class which Plaintiff seeks to represent is defined as fullows: All persons, 

12 inationwide, who purchased Stem Cell Txeatment from StemGenex between December 8,2013 and 

13 present. 

14 61. Excluded fronl the Class are (i) StemGenex, any entity in which StemGencx has a 

IS controlling interest or which has a controlling interest in StemGenex, and StemGenex's legal 

16 representatives, predecessors, successors and assigns; (ii) governmental entities; (iii) StemGenex's 

17 employees, officers, directors, agents, and representatives and their family members; and (iv) the 

18 udge and staff to whom this case is assigned, and any member of the Judge's immediate family. 

19 62. Plaintiff reserves the right to amend the Class definition if discovery and/or further 

20 investigation reveal the Class should be expanded or otherwise modified. 

21 63. This action has been brought and may properly be maintained as a class action, 

22 ~use there is a well-defined community of interest in the litigation in which common issues 

23 lmdominatc, the Class is so numerous as to make it impracticable to bring all of its members before 

24 ~e Court. and the proposed class is easily ascertainable. 

2S 64. Numerosity. StemGenex's Stem Cell Txeatmcnt is and was sold directly by 

~ l~emGenex in California, and was Dl8rlteted through the in1emet to consumers throughout the United 

27 . Plaintiff is informed and believes that the proposed putative Class is made-up of at least 

28 ~everal hundred, if not thousands, of residents of Califurnia and other U.S. states. 
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1 65. Common b,ues Predominate. Common questions of law and fact exist as to all 

2 embers of the Class and predominate over any questions which affect only individual members of 

3 e Class. This action is based primarily upon false and misleading statements made by StemOenex 

4 ut consumer satisfaction and efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatments via its primary point of contact 

5 . consumers, its website (www.stemgenex.com). as wen as material omissions. The Su:mGenex 

6 ebsite contained the fi1lse and misleading statements complained of in this action from December 8, 

7 013 through the date of the filing of this complaint. Eacb class member purchasing Stem Cell 

8 reatments from StemGenex would have viewed identical filIse and misleading statements as 

9 omplained of in this action. Plaintiff is informed and believes that no Class member was provided 

10 e information alleged as material omissions in this complaint, via the website or otherwise. The 

11 temGenex website and dissemination of information about StemGenex'S Stem Cell Treatments was 

12 'thin StemGenex's possession and control at all relevant times. There is a well~efinecl community 

13 finterest in the questions of law and fact involved and that affect consumers who purcbased the 

14 tern Cell Treatments. These questions oflaw and fact predominate over questions that affect only 

f 15 individual Class members. The common questions oflaw and fact include, without limitation: 

16 i. Whether StemGenex's statements and statistics regarding prior consumer satisfaction were 

17 false or misleading; 

18 ii. Whether StemGenex's statements regarding the efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatments were 

19 false or misleading; 

20 iii. Whether StemGenex knew andlor recklessly disreg8lded the falsity or misleading nature 

21 of their statements; 

22 iv. Wbether StemGenex concealed and failed to disclose material facts in its communications 

23 and disclosures to Plaintiff and Class members regarding its Stem Cell Treatments; 

24 v. Whether StemGenex bas engaged in unfair methods of competition, unconscionable acts 

2S or practices, and unfair or deceptive acts or practices in connection with the marketing and sale of its 

26 Stem Cell Treatments; 

27 vi. Whether StemGenex's conduct constitutes violations of law as alleged in this Complaint; 

28 vii. Whether consumers are and were likely to be deceived by StemGenex's conduct; 
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1 viii. Whether, as a result ofStemGenex's misoonduct, Plaintiff and the Class members have 

2 sufl'eIed damages, and if so, the appropriate amount thereof; and 

3 ix. Whether, as a result ofStemGenex's misconduct, Plaintiff and Class members are entided 

4 to equitable relief and/or other reliet and, if so, the nature of such relief. 

5 66. Typiealitv, Plaintifr s claims are typical of the claims of the Class members in that 

6 laintift' and the Class members made a direct purchase from StemGenex based upon identical, talse 

7 and misleading marketing statements made by StemGenex. StemGenex made the same uniform 

8 missions to all consumers. Therefore, the claims of Plain tift' are and will be typical of Class 

9 

10 67. The Class is Ascertainable. Plaintiff has adequately and objectively defined the 

II lass, as detailed above, so the Court and Class members will be able to use the definition to 

12 etermine Class membership. 

13 68. Adequacy. Plaintiffwill OOly and adequately represent the interests of all Class 

14 embers. Plaintiff has purchased a stem cell treatment from StemGenex and is an adequate 

15 presentative of the Class as she has no interests which are adverse to the interests of absent Class 

16 embers. PIaintiffhas retained counsel with experience and success in the prosecution of complex 

17 edical and consumer class action litigation. 

18 69. Superioritv, A class action is superior to other available means for the fair and 

19 fficiem adjudication of this controversy. Class action treatment will permit a large number of 

20 'milarly situated persons to prosecute their common claims in a single forum simultaneously, 

21 cientJy and without the unnecessary duplication of effort and expense that numerous individual 

22 lions would engender. The disposition of their claims in this case and as part of a single class 

23 ction lawsuit, rather than h\Uldreds or thousands of individual lawsuits, will benefit the parties and 

24 greatly reduce the aggregate judicial resources that would be spent if this matter were bandled as 

25 h\Uldreds of separate lawsuits, Furthermore, given the extJaordinary expenses and burden in 

26 conducting discovery and presentation of evidence, the burden of iDdividuallitigation would make it 

27 extremely difficult, if not impossible for individual members of the Class to redress the wrongs 

28 asserted herein, while an important public interest will be served by addressing the matter as a class 
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1 action. Moreover, separate prosecution by hundreds or thousands of individual members of the Class 

2 would likely establish inconsistent standards of conduct fur the StemOenex and result in the 

3 impajnnent of and potentlaI harm to, Class members' rights and the disposition of their interests 

4 through actions to which they were not parties. Plaintiff is informed and believes that a great amount 

5 of time and expense will be saved by conductiDg the discovery and prcsentati~ of evidence in a 

6 single class action lawsuit, in contrast to the repeated discovery and presentation of evidence in 

7 hundreds or thousands of separate lawsuits brought on the common questions presented by the 

8 allegations of this complaint Plaintiff knows of no difficulty that will be encountered in the 

9 management of this litigation which would preclude its maintenance as a class action. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

70. 

71. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACfION 

(Violations of Cal. Bus. & Prot: Code § 17200 et seq.) 

Against All Defendants 

Plaintiff incorporates by reference all prior paragraphs as iffully set forth again. 

Plaintiff brings this cause of action on behalf ofhcrself and the Class, pursuant to 

15 alifomia Business and Professions Code, § 17200, et seq. 

16 72. StemGenex's conduct constitutes unfair, unlawful and fraudulent business acts and/or 

17 ractices because StemGenex's practices have caused and are likely to cause substantial injury to 

18 laintiff and the Class, which injury is not reasonably avoidable by Plaintiff and the Class in light of 

19 StemGenex's exclusive knowledge of the truth about its Stem Cell Treatments, its consumer 

20 tisfaction rates, and the basis for claims about the efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatments, though it 

21 'srepresented, concealed and omitted this truth. Such conduct is ongoing and continues to this date. 

22 73. StemGenc:x's acts and practices are unlawful because they violate the Consumer 

23 gal Remedies Act, Civil Code 1750 et seq., Bus. & Prof Code § 17500, and the Racketeer 

24 uenced and COllUpt OIganizations Act 18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq., as alleged in this Complaint and 

2S rporated here by reference. 

26 74. StemGenc:x's acts and practices are fraudulent In that they have deceived andIor are 

27 'likely tQ deceive" Plaintiff and a significant portion of the consuming public and/or of targeted 

28 onsumers. StemGenex sold Plaintiff and Class members Stem Cell Treatments and/or induced them 
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1 make deposits fur such 1reatments. fur which they made false and ~eading statements, and , 
2 mitted material inf011D8tion, in order to induce reliance and encoumge deposits and purchases by 

3 

4 75. StemGenex was obliged to disclose the material mcts because: a) StemGencx had 

5 clusive knowledge of the material facts not known to Plaintiff and Class members, since only 

6 mGenex had access to the aggregate data from its consllltlem, its own reseawh and tests, and 

7 complaints from its customers; and b) StemGenex: actively concealed and suppressed the material 

8 facts from Plaintiff and Class members in regard to the true facts available on those subjects. 

9 76. The injury to consumers is substantial, particularly due to the substantial cost of the 

10 Stem Cell Treatments. Plaintiff and Class members paid thousands of dollars fur Stem Cell 

II reatmeuts tbat they would not otherwise have spent, had they known the truth about the Stem Cell 

12 reatments. The Stem Cell Treatments are worth substantially less than Plaintiff and Class members 

13 aid fur them, ifanything at all. 

14 77. The injury to consumers is not outweighed by any countervailing benefits to 

15 onsumers or competition. Any pwported benefits to consumers are negated by consumers' interests 

16 . knowing the true facts regarding services offered for purchase, particularly medical or pseudo-

17 edical treatments they are purchasing at substantial cost Consumers have an important interest in 

18 iog informed of this information at an adequate time and location remote from purchase and 

19 ormance of the service. in order to make an intelligent and informed decision about whether to 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

78. The injury 10 consumers is not an injury that'consumers themselves could reasonably 

e avoided because consumers did not know the true facts regarding the Stem Cell Treatments and 

no reason 10 believe that StemGenex's statements were false. misleading. or omitted material 

79. StemGenex's acts and practices otlend established public policy and are immoral, 

thical, oppressive, nnscrupulous andIor substantially injurious to consumers. 

80. Plaintiff and Class members relied on StemGenex's unnm, unlawful and fraudulent 

28 onduct and would not have purchased the Stem Cell Treatments or would have paid less fur the 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

m Cell Treatments had Stem.Genex conducted itself fhlrly with respect to the transactioDS. 

temGenex's conduct caused Plaintiff's and Class members' uguries in that Plaintiff and Class 

bers would not have purchased the Stem Cell Treatments, would have paid Jess for them, or 

ould not have paid deposits for them, bad StemOenex conducted itseJffairly during the 

1ltnullSllC'tions. 

81 . StemQenex's unfair. unlawful and ftaudulent business acts and practices directly and 

roximately caused Plaintiff and Class members' uguries as complained of in this complaint. 

StemGenex's omissions and misrepresentations have a tendency to deceive a significant portion of 

e consuming public andlor of targeted consumers. 

82. Plaintiff and Class members seek an order of this Court awarding restitution, 

11 mjunctive relief and all other relief allowed under Section 17200, et seq., plus interest, attorneys' 

12 ees, and costs. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

83. 

84. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Violations of Cal. Bus. & Prot: Code § 17500 et seq.) 

Against All Defendants 

Plaintiff incorporates by reference all prior paragraphs as if fully set forth again. 

Plaintiff brings this cause of action on behalf of herself and the Class pursuant to 

18 alifomia Business and Professions Code, § 17500, et seq. 

19 

20 

85. 

86. 

StemGenex is a "person" as defined by Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17506. 

StemGenex falsely advertised the Stem Cell Treatme!lls by making partial, false and 

21 . leading representations, while omitting material information, as alleged in this complaint. 

22 

23 

24 

87. 

88. 

StemGenex's false advertising has deceived and is "Ilkely to deceive" Plaintiff and 

Plaintiff and Class members relied on StemGenex's false advertising to their 

25 etriment in that they would not have purcb8sed the Stem Cell Treatments or made non-refundable 

26 eposits on the same, bad StemGenex disclosed the true filets. 

27 89. StemGenex's false advertising direcdy and proximately caused Plaintiff's and Class 

28 embers' uguries in that StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements and omissions were a 
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1 I . • 

1 bstantial tilctor in their deposits and purchases of the Stem Cell Treatments and at the significant 

2 aunt that was charged, and that but fur StemGenex's 1hlhnes to disclose material information. 

3 laintiff and Class members would not have put deposits upon. paid for and/or overpaid for the 

4 c:nts. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

90. PlaiDtiff and Class members have suffered injury in filet and have lost money as a 

uIt of SlemGenex's faIse advertising as above. 

91. Pursuant to Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17203 and 17535, Plaintiff seeks an order 1) 

uiring StemGenex to immediately cease the unlawful, unfuir, and or fraudulent business acts 

9 or practices and fhlse and misleading advertising complained of herein; 2) enjoining StcmGenex 

10 from continuing to fulsely advertise the Stem Cell Treatments; and 3) requiring StemGenex to 

II vide full restitution to Plaintiff and Class members, plus interest and attorneys' fees. 

12 THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

13 (Violations of the California Consumers Legal Remedies Act, Cal. Civ. Code § 1750 et seq. -

14 Seeking Injunctive Relief Only) 

Against All Defendants IS 

16 

17 

92. Plaintiff repeats and Ie-alleges all prior paragraphs and incorporates them as iffully 

18 93. Plaintiff seeks to enjoin StcmGenex's violation of the California Consumers Legal 

19 emedies Act ("CLRA"), California Civil Code §§ 1750 et seq_ 

20 94. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff and Class members were ·consumer[s)" as that 

21 erm is defined in Civ. Code § 1761(d). 

22 95. At all times relev$llt hereto, StemGenex constituted a !'person" as that term is defined 

23 Civ. Code § 1761(c). 

24 96. StemGeocx's faIse statements, misleading statements and omissions as detailed in 

25 . s complaint represented that their services had sponsorship, approval, characteristics, Ingredients, 

26 , benefits or qualities that they do not have and that their personncl bas sponsorship, approval, 

27 affiliation or connection that they do not have, in violation ofCa!. Civ. Code §1170 (a)(5). 

28 
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1 97. StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements and omissions as detailed in 

2 • s complaint represented that their services are of a particular standard, quality or grade when they 

3 not, in violation of Cal. Civ. Code §171O (a)(7). 

4 

5 

6 

7 

98. StemGencx's false statements, misleading statements and omissions as detailed in 

complaint advertised services wi1h intent not to sell them as advertised, in violation of Cal. Civ. 

e §InO (a)(9). 

99. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff's and Class members' purchases of 

8 emGenex's Stem Cell Treatments and deposits for the S8Il!e constituted a "transaction" as 1hat 

9 erm is defined in Civ. Code § 1761(e). 

10 100. At all times relevant hereto, StemGencx provided "services" to Plaintiff and members 

11 fthe Class within the meaning of Civil Code § 1761(b). 

12 101. Plaintiff and Class members would have behaved differently by not purchasing the 

13 tern Cell Treatments from StemGenex, or paying deposits toward them, and/or by paying less for 

14 e Stem Cell Treatments, had they been aware of the true facts. 

15 102. StemGenex was obliged to disclose the material facts because: a) StemGenex had 

16 xclusive knowledge of the material facts not known to Plaintiff and Class members, since only 

17 StemGenex had access to the aggregate data from its consumers, its own research and tests, and 

18 plaints from its customers; and b) StemGenex actively concealed and suppressed the material 

19 facts from Plaintiff and Class members in regard to the true facts available on those subjects. 

20 103. Plaintiff and Class members justifiably acted or relied to their detriment upon the 

21 false statements, misleading statements, and concealment and/or non-disclosure of material facts as 

22 . denced by their purchases of the Stem Cell Treatments. Had StemGencx disclosed the true 

23 aterial facts, Plaintiff and 1he Class members would have behaved differently by not buying the 

24 ervice, not paying deposits, and/or paying 1css. 

25 104. StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements, and omissions of material facts 

26 irectly and proximately caused Plaintiff's and Class members' injuries in that Plaintiff and Class 

27 embers would not have overpaid for the Stem Cell Treatments. or purchased them at all. As such, 

28 laintiff and Class members did not receive the benefit of the bargain. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

S 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

lOS. Cal. Civ. Code § 1780 (a)(2) permits any court of competent jurisdiction to eujoin 

. ces that violate Civil Code § 1770. 

106. Pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code § 1782(d), Plaintiff seeks only injunctive relief under this 

ause of action at present. Plaintiff has sent StemOenex a demand letter that complies with Cal. Civ. 

ode § 1782(a). Should StemOenex not satisfy all of the elements of Cal. Civ. Code § 1782(cXl)-

4), Plaintiff will amend this complaint to include a claim for daJpages under the CLRA. 

FOURTII CAUSE OF ACflON 

(Violation of Human Experimentation Law - Cal. Health & Safety Code § 24170, et seq.) 

Against All Defendan/s 

107. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs and incorporates them as if fully 

108. Pursuantto California Health & Safety Code Section 24175(a), no person shall be 

bjected to a medical experimentation. The pmctice of administering adipose derived stem cell 

empy to treat, prevent, or mitigate various diseases is not FDA approved and remains classified 

xperimental in nature. Ms. Moorer, including others similarly situated, were misled particularly 

into believing that StemGenu bad no unsatisfied other patients, and did not give informed 

I F""", ... t to be part of a medical experiment in which there had been previously unsatisfied 

18 articipants. This claim for illegal human experimentation via the Stem Cell Treatments arises under 

19 

20 

on 24175 (aX 1). requiring that a patient be properly informed ofinvestigational research. 

1 09. The \W)rding of the StemGenex website and other materials runs directly counter to 

21 e notification requirements of human experimentation law. StemGenex was required to inform its 

22 atients in accord with 21 CPR 50.27(a). as well as California Health & Safety Code Section 

23 4172(a) and (b), which also requires the patient be infunned and CORSent. 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

110. Under Health & Safety Code Section 24173, "infonned consent" means the 

tborization given pursuant to Section 24175 to have a medical experiment performed after each of 

following conditions, and others in the code, have been satisfied: 

(c) The subject or subject's conservator or guardian, or other representative, as specified in 
ScctiOD 24175, is infurmed both verbally and within the Written consent fonn, in nontechnical 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

tenDs and in a language in which the subject or the subject's conservator or guardian, or O1her 
representative, as specified in Section 24175, is fluent, of the foHowing facts of1he proposed 
medical experiment, which might influence the decision to undergo the experiment, including, 
but not limited to: 

(1) An explanation of the procedures to be followed in the medical experiment and any drug 
or device to be utilized, including the purposes of the procedures, drugs, or devices. H a 
placebo is to be admiDistered or dispensed to a portion of the subjects involved in a medical 
experiment. all subjects of1he experiment sha11 be infolDled of that fact; however,they need 
no1 be informed as to whether they will actually be adrnini$tered or dispensed a placebo. 

(2) A description of any attendant discomfort and risks to the subject reasonably to be 
expected. 

(3) An expbmation of any benefits to the subject reasonably to be expected, if 
applicable. 
(4) A disclosure of any appropriate alternative procedures, drugs, or devices that might be 

advantageous to the subject, and their relative risks and benefits. .. .. 
(11) The material financial stake or interest, if any, that the investigator or research institution 

has in the outcome of the medical experiment. For pIU]105es of this section, "material" means 
ten thousand dollilrs (S 1 0,000) or more in securities or other assets valued at the date of 
disclosure, or in relevant cumulative salary or other income, regardless of when it is earned or 
expected to be earned. 

Ill. Consent under this code must be voluntarily and freely given by the human 

bject or the conservator or guardian, or other representative, as specified by Section 24175, without 

e intervention of any element of force, fraud, deceit, duress, coercioD, or uDdue influeDce. 

laintiff and members of the Class were defrauded and did not voluntarily and freely give consent. 

1 i2. The Stem Cell Treatments to Plaintiff and members of the Class fall under 

eclion 24174 "medical experiment", which means: (a) The severance or penetration or damaging 

f tissues of a human subject or the use of a drug or device, as defined in Section 109920 or 109925, 

lectromagnetic radiation, heat or cold, or a biological substance or organism, in or upon a human 

bjectjn the practice or research of medicine iD a manner not reasonably related to maintaining or 

proving the health of1he subject or otherwise directly benefiting the subject. ..... 

113. Under Section 24175 (8) DO person sball be subjected to any medical experiment 

ess the informed coDSent of such person is obtained. InfolDled consent was not obtained from 

laintiffnor any of the other Class Members. 

114. A3 8 result of the negligent failure to obtain infbrmed consent OD these 

. riments, StemGcnex and all Defendanm are liable for damages un~ Section 24176 (a) Any 
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J rson who is primarily responsible fur conduct of a medical experiment and who negligently allows 

2 experiment to be conducted without a subject's informed consent, as provided in this chapter, 

3 I be liable to the subject in an amount not to exceed ten thousand dollars ($10,000), as detennined 

4 y the court. The minimum amount of damages awarded shall be five hundred dollars ($500). 

5 lIS. Plaintiff alleges in the alternative that the failUI'C to obtain infonned coosent was 

6 . naI. As a result of the intentional fiJilUI'C to obtain infunned consent on these experiments, 

7 StemGenex and all Defendants are liable for damages under Section 24176 (b) Ally pelSon who is 

8 rimarily responsible for the conduct of a medical experiment and who wiUfuUy fuils to obtain the 

9 ubject's informed consent, as provided in this chapter, shall be liable to the subject in an amount not 

10 0 exceed twenty-five thousand dollaIS ($25,000) as determined by the court. The minimum amount 

II of damages awarded shall be one thousand doilaIS ($1,000). 

12 116. Each and every medical experiment performed in violation of any provision of this 

13 hapter is a separate and actionable offense. 

14 117. Any attempted or purported waiver of the rights guaranteed, or requirements 

15 rescribed by this chapter, whether by a subject or by a subject's conservator Or guardian, or other 

16 presentative, as specified in Section 24175, is void. 

17 118. Plaintiff and the members of the Class pray for all damages available under Cal. 

18 eallh & Sqfety Code § 24170, et seq. 

19 FIFrHCAUSEOFACTION 

20 (Violation of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO)-

21 18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq.) 

22 Against All Defendants 

23 1 ] 9. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs and Incorporates them as if fully 

24 forth herein. 

25 J 20. At all relevant times, StemGenex conducted substantial business in the State of 

26 alifumia, including mada:ting, advertising, and performing its 1reBlments in the State and in the 

27 ounty of San Diego. 

28 
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121. SlemGenex is an "enterprise" within the meaning ofl8 U.S.C. §1961(4), through 

hi.d1 Defendants conducted the pattern of racketeering described in this Complaint 

122. Throughout its existerx:e, StemGenex engaged in, and its activities affected interstate 

mmerce because its business enterprise involved activities across state lines, including. but Il()t 

limited to, a national internet marketing campaign and direct solicitation of consumers in other states 

y telephone, including Plaintiff. Plaintiffis infurmed and believes that StemGenex's business 

tivities with other members of the Class involved communication, solicitation of business, requests 

for payments and transfer of payments by Class members to StemGenex, in exchange for Stem Cell 

reatments, via its website, mail, email, telephone, and bank wires, all across state lines. 

123. Defendants, and each of them, exercised substantial control over the affairs of the 

StemGenex enterprise, through creation and approval of its marketing materials and scheme to 
• 

efraud consumers, providing capital, collateral and/or guarantees to fund the scheme, providing 

services to perform the Stem Cell Treatments and further the scheme, instructing, encouraging and 

centivizing SlemGenex employees and personnel to participate in the fraudulent scheme, including 

y posting positive, false consumer reviews on internet websites, and other means. 

124. The StemGenex enterprise has an ascertainable structure separate and apart from the 

ttern of racketeering activity in which Defendants, and each of them, have engaged. The 

temGenex enterprise is separate and distinct from each Defendant alone. 

125. Defendants, and each of them, were knowing and willing participants in the scheme, 

d reaped revenues and/or profits from it. StemGenex, Defendants, and each of them, knowingly, 

·l1ful1yand unlawfully conducted or participated, directly or indirectly, in the a1liIirs of the 

nterprise through a pattem of racketeering activity within the meaning of 18 U .S.C. §§ 1961 (1), 

1961(5) and 1962(c), as described in this Complaint The raclceteering activity was made possible by 

e regular and repeated use of the mcilities, services, distribution channels and employees of the 

126. The racketeering acts were not isolated, but ratber \'r\:re related in that they bad the 

same or similar pwposes and results. participants, victims and methods of commission. Further, the 

cketeering acts were continuous, occurring on a regular basis beginning by at least December 8, 
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to 

1 013, when StemGeDe1l began advertising its false patient satisfilction review statistics. and 

2 

3 127. In devising and executing the Scheme. StemGenex, its penmnel, Defendants and 

4 ath of them, committed acts constituting indictable offenses under 18 U.S.C. §§1341 and 1343. in 

5 they devised and knowingly carried out a material scheme or artifice to defraud or to obtain 

6 oney by means of materially false or fiaudulent pretenses, representations, promises, or omissions 

7 f material facts. For the purpose of executing the scheme. Defendants committed these racketeering 

8 cts, which number in the hundreds or thousands, intentionally and knowingly, with the specific 

9 ntent to advance the illegal scheme; 

10 128. · StemGenex, Defendants, and each oftbem, used hundreds or thousands of mail and 

11 erstate wire communications throughout the Class period to create and perpetuate the Scheme 

12 ough virtually uniform misrepresentations, concealments and material omissions. 

13 129. . Plaintiff and members of the Class relied on the fraudulent misrepreseotations and 

14 missions by StemGencx, Defendants, and each of them, were hanned by the scheme, and are 

15 ntitIed to treble damages, attorney's fees, and other relief authorized by 18 U.S.C. § 1964( c) and the 

16 

17 SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

18 (Fraud) 

19 Against AU Defendants 

20 130. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs and incorporates them as iffully 
\ 

21 t forth herein. 

22 131. StemGenex intentionally misrepresented to the Plaintiffand members of the Class 

23 at it had no dissatisfied customers, when in filet that was not true. StemGencx repeatedly 

24 bUshed chartslpie cbartsldiagrams that showed 100"1. of its customers were satisfied. This was 

25 true and StemGenex knew it at the timeofStemGencx.'s publication. 

26 . 132. Additionally, StemGenc:x intentiona1ly misrepresented to plaintiff and members of 

27 Qass that they would truly benefit from the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment when in filet 

28 emGenex bad no reasonable supporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this was true. 
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, "' . \ 

1 133. Additionally, StemGenex intentionally misrepIesented to Plaintiff and members of 

2 Class that they would significaDlly improve fiom the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment when in 

3 ct StemGtmcx had no reasonable supporCing data or olber reasonable basis to claim that this was 

4 

5 134. These intentional misrepresentations constitute fraud. StemGenex perpetrated this 

6 ud on Plaintiff and members ofllie Class by purveying these 18Ise statements on its website at 

7 stem enex.oom. 

8 135. StemGenex also perpetrated this fraud on Plaintiffand members of the Class by 

9 . g similar verbal false statements to them. 

10 136. StemGenex also perpetrated this fraud on Plaintiff and members of the Class by 

II ublishing or directing to be published false and fabricated reviews of its services on the internet. 

12 137. StemGenex knowingly concealed and omitted material information fiom its 

13 onsumers as described in this Complaint, despite a duty to disclose the information. 

14 138. StemGenex knew that the representations above were false when they made them or 

15 temGenex made the representations recklessly and without regard for their truth. 

16 139. StemGenex intended that Plaintiff and the members of the Class rely on StemGenex' 

17 presentation. StemGenex knew that by putting out information that all customers, 100%, were 

18 tisfied or extremely satisfied with its services that consumers would be more apt to go forward with 

19 . s expensive full payment and service. 

20 140. Plaintiff and the members of the Class relied on the false representations and material 

21 missions. Their reliaocc upon StemGenex's representations was justified because of the manner in 

22 ruch StemGenex made the representations. This included an impressive website with not just a 

23 ent about the statistics, but round graphic representations. These statistics were simply 

24 'cooked up" and were not based on actual and complete CDnsWDCr feedback. In fact, at the time, 

25 cmGenex knew that some COJlSWJICTS were dissatisfied. had had no effects andIor wanted their 

26 oney back. But, Plaintiff and members of the Class had no reasonable WIlY to know this. The 

27 nable reliance also came about because of po~rfuI and persuasive on-line reviews which were 

28 tual1y manufactured by StemGenex itself through direction to its agents and employees. This also 
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1 included firm and repeated verbal fidse statements about the nature, quality and efficacy of the 

2 ~""Genex's Stem Cell Trealment. 

3 141. Plaintiff and the members of the Class were banned. 

4 142. Plaintifrs and Class members' reliance on StemClenex's fidse representations and 

5 ~aterial omissions was a substantial filctor in causing their bann. Plaintiff prays for damages for 

6 ~tentiona1 misrepresentationlfraud as below, and exemplary and punitive damages to punish and 

7 fllake an example of Defendants. 

8 SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACfION 

9 (Negligent Misrepresentation) 

10 Against All Defendants 

II 143. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs and incorporates them as iffully 

12 ~furthherein. 

13 144. StemGenex misrepresented to the Plaintiff and members of the Class that it had no 

14 ~ssatisfied customers, when in fact that was not true. 

15 145. StemGenex misrepresented to Plaintiff and members of the Class that they would 

16 Itruly benefit from the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment when in fact StemGenex had no reasonable 

17 ~upporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this was true. 

18 146. StemGenex misrepresented to Plaintiff and members of the Class that they would 

19 ~ignificantly improve from the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment when in fact StemGenex had no 

20 !reasonable supporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this W3Ii true. 

21 147. StemGeoex omitted material information from discloswe to Plalntiffand the 

22 of the Class, though it had a duty to disclose it. 

23 148. StemGeuex may have believed its representations were reasonably made and omitted 

24 ~ormation was reasonably concealed or not disclosed, but its beliefwasunreasonable and fell below 

25 ~e applicable duty of care. 

26 149. StemGenex intended Plaintiff and members of the Class to rely on these 

27 -r • ons and its discloswes. 

28 
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I .c;:I. , 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

150. Plaintiff and the Members of the Class reasonably relied on StemGcnex' 

l~nescntatiODS. 

151. P1aintiffand the members of the Class were harmed. 

152. Plaintiff' and the members of the Class' reliance on the representations and material 

missions, and each of them, was a substantial factor in causing their harm. 

EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACl'ION 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

Against All Defendants , 
153. Plaintiffrepeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs and incorpoIlltcs them as iffuJly 

10 set forth herein. 

11 154. In connections with the wrongful conduct of StemGenex described above, Plaintiff' 

12 d members of the Class made payments to StemGenex grelltly in excess of what was earned by 

13 

14 155. The excessive payments made by Plaintiff and members of the Class have been 

15 ccepted, used and enjoyed by StcmGenex. 

16 156. StemGenex was aware at the time of the payments that its work had not entitled it to 

17 e payments by Plaintiff and members of the Class. StcmGenex knew that the actual goods andlor 

18 rvices it provided to Plaintiff and members of the Class were worth far less than the amotmts paid, 

19 that it was entitled to far less than the amOunts paid andIor no payments at all. 

20 

21 

22 

157. StemGc:nex was unjustly enriched by the excessive payments made by Plaintiff and 

mbel's of1he Class, who paid 514,900 per Stem Cell Treatment to StemGenex. 

158. No part of the above sum bas been paid by StemGenex to Plaintiff' and the members 

23 f the Class, despite Plaintiff's demand. That amount is now due, owning and tmpaid to Plaintiff' and 

24 embersofthc Class by SfanGenex. 

25 PRAYER 

26 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, individually. on behalf of the Class and on behalf of the public, 

27 prays for judgment against Defendants as follows: 

28 
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·J " 

1 1. That this action be certified as a class action, pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure § 

2 382 and/or the Consumer Legal Remedies Act, Civil Code § 1781; 

3 2. That this law firm be appointed as counsel for the Class; 

4 3. That Plaintiff be afforded ajury trial on behalf of herself and the Class, and ajury 

5 trial is demanded; 

6 4. That pursuant to the CLRA, UCL and False Advertising Law, all defc:ndants, their 

7 officers, directors, principals, assignees, successors, agents, representatives, employees, 

8 subsidiaries, affiliates, and all persons, corporations and other entities acting by, through, under, or 

9 on behalf of said defendants, or acting in concert or participation with them, be pennanentiy 

10 enjoined from directly or indirectly making any illegal, untrue or misleading statements in 

11 violation of the CLRA, Business and Professions Code §§ 17200 et seq. and 17500 et seq., 

12 including, but not limited to, the untrue or misleading statements alleged in this complaint; 

13 5. That pursuant to Business and Professions Code § 17204, alI defendants, their 

14 officers, directors, principals, assignees, successors, agents, representatives, employees, 

15 subsidiaries, affiliates, and all persons, cOlJlOrations and other entities acting by, through, under, or 

16 on behalf of said defendants, or acting in concert or participation with them, be permanently 

17 enjoined from directly or indirectly committing any violations of Business and Professions Code 

18 §17200 et seq., including, but not limited to, the violations alleged in this complaint; 

19 6. Awarding Plaintiff and members of the Class treble damages and attorney's fees as 

20 authorized by 18 U.S.C. §1964{c). 

21 7. Ordering the disgorgement of all sums unjustly obtained from Plain1ifi: the 

22 members of the CIII$ and the public; 

23 8. 

24 the public; 

25 9. 

26 to proof; 

27 10. 

28 proof; 

Ordering defendants to make restitution to Plaintiff, the members of the Class and 

Awarding Plaintiff and the members of the Class compensatory damages according 

. 
Awarding Plaintiffaud the members of the Class genera! damages according to 
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II . Awarding Plaintiff and the members of the Class economic damages according to 

2 proof: 

3 12. Awarding Plaintitf and the members of the Class damages Illr "illlation of Cal. 

4 Health & Safety Code * 24170. et sey. 

5 D . Awarding Plaintiff and members of the Class punitive and exemplary damages 

6 according to proof: 

7 ! 
• 

81 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

1<) 

10 

12 

24 

25 

27 

2X 

Awarding prejudgment and post-judgmcnt interest al the maximum legal ralc: 

A\\'arding attomeys' fees according to proof: 

16. A wunling C(lSts of suil: and 

17. All such other and fUI1hcr relicf as the COlll1 deems juSI and pmper. 

Dated: August 22. 201(, :\IULUGAN, BA:-.IHAM, & FINDLEY 

~. 

C~h; 
Elizaheth A. Banham 
Brian K. Findley 
Attomcys for PlaintitTand the Putative Class 
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1-_· ... , 

1 JllDice F,. MulHgan, SBN: 99080 
Elizabeth A. 'Sanham, SBN: 131734 

2 Brian K.. Findley, SBN: 251172 
3 MULLIGAN, BANHAM, & FINDLEY 

2442 Fourth Awnue, Suite 100 
4 San Diego, California 92101 

Tel: (619) 238-8700 
5 Fill(: (619) 238-8701 

6 Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Putative Class 

7 

By:-_ _o, Deputy 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

27 

28 

SUPERIOR COURT OF· THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

SELENA MOORER. individually and on behalf ) Case No. 37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-C1L 
of all others similarly situated, ) 

) FIRST AMENDED CLASS ACTION 
Plaintiffs, ) COMPLAINT 

) 
vs. ) Jury Trial Demanded 

) 
STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a ) 1. Violations of Bus. & Prof. Code 
California Corporation; STEMGENEX, INC., a ) §17200 et seq. (UCL); 
California Corporation; STEM CELL ) 2. Violations olBus. & Prof. Code § 
RESEARCH CENTRE, INC., a California ) 17500 et seq. (False Advertising) 
Corporation; ANDRE P. LALLANDE, D.O., an ) 3. Violations or Cal. Civ. Code §1750 
Individual; scorr SESSIONS, M.D., an ) et seq. (CLRA); 
Individual; RITA ALEXANDER. an IndividWlI; ) 4. Violations of Cal. Health & Safety 
and DOES 1-100, ) Code §24170, et seq. (Human 

) Experimentation) 
Defendants. ) 5. Violation of 18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq. 

) (RICO); 
) 6. Fraud 
) 7. Negligent Misrepresentation 
) 8. UDjust Enrlebment 
) 9. Violation otWell. & Inst. Code 
) §1S600 et seq. (F'mandal Elder 
) Abuse) 
) 
) Judge: HoD. Rooald L. Sty» 
) Dept: C-62 
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1 This First Amended Complaint adds a new Plaintiff to this action, STEPHEN GINSBERG, 

2 among other amendments. Plaintiffs. SELENA MOORER and STEPHEN GINSBERG, on behalf 

3 of them selves and all others similarly situated, bereby allege as follows: 

NATURE OF ACTION 

1. This is a class action against STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., and related 

6 ons and eOtities (collectively, "Defi:odants" or "StemGenex"). This action arises out of 
• 

7 emOtmex's scheme to wrongfully market and sell "Stem cell treatments" at their La 10lla, 

8 California location to consumers nationwide. 

9 2. StemOenex's customers are often sick or disabled, suffering from incurable diseases 

10 d a dearth of hope. StemOenex's marketing makes claims to these consumers that by performing 

11 liposuction of a person's adult fat cells, processing them, and injecting them back into a person as 

12 stem cells (the "Stem Cell Treatmentsj, they effectively treat a multitude of diseases. StemOenex 

13 Iaims that 100%. of its prior customers are satisfied with its service. StemOenex has no reasonable 

14 &sis to make either of these claims. StemGenex omits material infonnation from all marketing 

IS bout the Stem Cell Treatments and the dissatisfaction and complaints of ineffectiveness from people 

16 ho have purchased the treatments. 

17 3. Plainti~ Selena Moorer; relied on StemGenex's false and misleading marketing and 

18 urchased a Stem Cell Treatment for $14,900. Ms. Moorer brings this action on behalf of herself 

19 

20 

a putative Class of wronged consumers, to seek remedies from this Court. 

4. Plainti~ Stephen Ginsberg, also relied on StemGenex's false and misleadirig 

21 arketing and purchased a SteIJ!. Cell Treatment for at or about $14,900. Mr. Ginsberg brings this 

22 'on on behaIf of himself and a putative Class of wronged consumers, as well as a subclass of 

23 e1ders~ under the law who have been banned due to elder abuse, to seek remedies from this Court. 

24 

2S 5. 

JURISDICfION AND VENUE 

Jurisdiction and venue are proper in this Court because the actions at issue occurred 

26 originated from, and one or more of the Defi:ndants reside, or have a principal place of business 

27 the County of San Diego, California. 

28 
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1 6. Jurisdiction of this Cowt is appropriate over the subject matter of this claim and the 

2 fi:Ddants' marketing and sale of the S18m Cell Treatments. StemOenex's website represents that 

3 eir services are not subject to evaluation or approval by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

4 A), and that no approval has been sought by, or provided to, StemGenex, for its trealm.ents, 

S ies or research by the FDA. 

6 7. This Cowt has original jurisdiction to enforce this civil RICO action under 18 U.S.C. 

7 §1961 et seq. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

PARTIES 

A. Plaintiffs 

8. Plaintiff, Selena Moorer ("Ms. Moorer'') is a resident of the State of Florida who 

aveled to San Diego, California after relying on StemGenex's website, in order to have Stem Cell 

reatment. She was led by StemGenex to believe it would greatly improve her condition, lupus, an 

13 utoimmune disorder. Ms. Moorer was greatly im:rressed by StemGenex's website 

14 www.stemgenex.com). including indications on that site that all customers were pleased with the 

15 utcomes of their treatments, statistics on the site showing no dissatisfuction by any customers, and 

16 y video testimonials on the site. Based on Defendants' misrepresentations and material ornissions, 

17 laintiff took money she could iII-afford to spend and paid a non-refundable deposit of thousands of 

18 ollars to StemGenex, and thereafter flew to California with family members to undergo the 

19 tInenl. The total payment by Ms. Moorer to StemGenex, including the deposit, was $14,900. 

20 1aintiff is informed and believes that this was the same base price paid to StemOenex by all other 

21 irni1arly situated consumers for each and every Stem Cell Treatment. Those consumers that had 

22 ultiple treatments on different dates, again paid an additional minimum base price of $14,900 each 

23 e they teturned to the company for a Stem Cell Treatment. Ms. Moorer underwent the Stem Cell 

241fIiwIIlIent with StemGenex on or aoout April 5, 2016. She did not benefit and also told the company 

2S e did not benefit and that she blamed them for a worsening ofher condition. 

26 9. Pl~ Stephen Ginsberg ("Mr. Ginsberg") is a resident of the State of Florida, who 

21 veled to San Diego, Calitomia after telying OIl StemGenex's website, in order to have Stem Cell 

28 He was led by StemOenex to believe it would gIeat1y improve his condition, diabetes, 
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1 Imd other related conditions. Mr. Ginsberg was greatly impress:d by StemGenex's website 

2 ex ".om 'I.. including but not limited to the statements about the number and pm:entage 

3 [of satisfied customers. Mr. Ginsberg paid StemGenex at or around S 14,900 to get treatments in 

4 ~ifferent parts ofbis body. Mr. Ginsberg was given Stem Cell Treatment by StemGenex on or about 

. S ~ovember of201S. The treatment had no effect. Mr. Ginsberg told StemGenex be received no 

6 ~ffect from the treatment. 

7 10. P1aintiffil, and each of them, would not have paid for the Stem Cell Treatment had 

8 ~ey known that the statistics on the StemGenex website regarding consumer satisfaction were fulse, 

9 ~ that StemGenex bad no reasonable basis for its marketing claim that the Stem Cell Treatments 

10 were effective to treat diseases as advertised. 

11 11. Neither Ms. Moorer nor Mr. Ginsberg received any significant benefit or effect from 

12 ilhe $14.900 Stem Cell Treatment they purchased from StemGenex. They reported Ibis to 

13 StemGenex. StemGenex's website never varied its 100% client satisfaction approval statistics even 

14 ~er Ms, Moorer, Mr. Ginsberg and others informed StemGenex of their dissatisfaction with the 

IS ~em Cell Treatments, After StemGenex was informed of Ms. Moorer's dissatisfilction, StemGenex 

16 ~tuaIly offered to sell her an additional Stem Cell Treatment for $14,900. 

17 B. Defendants 

18 12. The Defendants who are liable to Ms. Moorer. Mr. Ginsberg and all others similarly 

19 ituated, and from whom an injunction and other remedies are sought, are the following: 

20 13. STEMGENEX, INC., is an active California Corporation, located in the City of La 

21 ~olla, County of San Diego, State of California. Its products and services are located in and It is 

22 business in the State of California. 

23 14. STEMOENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC. is an active California COJporation, 

24 ocated in the City of La Jolla, County of San Diego, State ofCaIifomia. Its products 8IId services 

25 !are located in and it is doing business in the State of California. 

26 1 S. STEM CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, INC.. is an active California Corporation, 

27 located in the City of La Jolla, County of San Diego, State of Califumia. Its products and services 

28 \are localed in 8IId it is doing business in the State of California. 
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1 16. RITA ALEXANDER ("Ms. Alexander") is an individual residiDg in the County of 

2 an Diego, State of CalIfornia. It is believed that Ms. Alexander is an ownet, operator and/or 

3 lIer ofStemGenex. Plajntjffi also allege that Ms. Alexander is penonally and directly liable 

4 PlaintifiS and members of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

S 17. ANDRE LALLANDE, D.O. ("Dr. LaIlandc") is an individual residing in the County 

6 fSan Diego, State of California. It is believed that Dr. LaIlande owns, operates and/or controls 

7 StemGenex. Plaintiffs also allege that Dr. LaIlande is personally and directly liable to Plaintiffs and 

8 . embers of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

9 18. scon SESSIONS, M.D. (nOr. Sessions"), is an individual residing in the County of 

10 San Diego, State of California. It is believed that Dr. SessionS owns, operates and/or controls 

11 temGenex. Plaintiffs also allege that Dr. Sessions is personally and directly liable to Plaintiffs and 

12 embers of the Class on all Causes of Action below. 

13 

14 

15 

19. DOE Defendants 1 through 100, inclusive, whether individuals, corporations, 

erships or otherwise, are fictitious names of Defendanls whose true names are, at this time, 

own to Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are informed, believe, and thereon allege that each of said 

16 Ictitjously-named Defendants contributed to the damages herein alleged and Plaintiffs will name 

17 nch Defendants when their identities have been ascertained. 

18 20. PlaintifT~ have amended the original Complaint to add the following Defendants, 

initially identified as "DOES": 
19 

a. DOE I: "STEM CELLS ... THE HUMAN REPAIR KIT, a California Business 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

21. 

Entity, Form Unknown"; 

b. DOE 2: "STEMGENEX BIOLOGIC LADORA TORIES, LLC, a CalIfornia 

Limited Liability Corporation"; and 

c. DOE 3: "STEM GENETIC, a California Busine~ Entity. Form Unknown." 

Furthermore, Plaintiffs allege that the DOE Defendants in this action committed the 

e or similar acts aUeged as the named Defendants in this cause of action. Therefore, all acts 

eged to have been committed by the named Deftlndants are also alleged to have been committed by 

DOE Deftlndants. 
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1 22. Plaintiffi; arc infonned. believe and thereon allege that each of the Defendants is the 

2 ent, joint venturer and/or employee of each of the remaining Defimdants and in doing the thinW; 

3 ereinafter alleged. eDCh was DCting within the course and scope of said agency, employment andIor 

4 oint ven1ure with the advance knowledge, acquiescence or subsequent ratification of each and every 

5 emaining Defendant. 

6 23. All Defendants above, including DOES 1-100. arc collectively referred to in this 

7 Complaint as "SlemGenex." 

8 

9 24. 

ALTER EGO I PIERCE CORPORATE VEIL ALLEGATIONS 

Plaintiffs arc informed and believe and thereon allege that some of the corporations, 

1 0 imited liability companies, and entities named as Defendants herein, including but not limited to 

11 
OBS 1 through 100, and each of them, were at all times relevant the a1ler ego corporations of 

12 . dividual Defendants Ms. Alexander and Drs. Sessions and Lallande by reason of the following: 

13 
(a) Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that said individual defendants. at all 

times herein mentioned, dominated, influenced and controlled each of Stem Gene x Defendants and 
14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

DOES and the officers thereof as well as the business, property, and affairs of eaeh of said 

corporations. 

(b) Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that, at all times herein mentioned, 

there existed and now exists a Wlity ofinterest and ownership between said individual defendants 

and each of the StemGenex Defendants and DOES; the individuality and separateness of said 

19 individual defendants and eaeh of the STEMGENEX entity Defendants and DOBS have ceased. 
20 (c) Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that, at all times since the 

21 incorporation of each, each StemGenex entity Defendant and each DOE has been and now is a mere 

22 shell and naked fiamework which said individual defeodants used as a conduit m the conduct of 

23 their personal busjness. property and affairs. 

24 (d) Plaintiffs arc informed and believe and thereon allege that, at all times h!lrein mentioned, 

25 each of the StemGenex entity Defendants and each DOE was created and continued pursuant to a 

26 ftaudulcnt plan, scheme and device conceived and operated by said individual Defendants Ms. 

27 Alexander and Drs. Sessions &; I.al1ande. whereby the income, revenue and profits of each of the 

28 StemGenex entities were diverted by said individual DefeDdants to themselves. 
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1 (e) Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that, at all times herein mentioned, 

2 each of tile SIemGenex entities and each DOE was OJg8Diud by said iadividual de-fimdantg as a 

3 device to avoid individual liability and for the purpose of substitutin& financially irresponsible 

4 corporations in the place and stead of said individual deferdantB, and each of them, and accordingly. 

5 formed the entities and published the website Document about those entities hosted at 

6 www.stemgenex.com. 

7 (1) Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the StemGenex entities and DOES were formed 

8 with capitalization totally inadequate for the business in which said corporation(s) were engaged. 

9 
(g) By virtue of the foregoing. adherence to the fiction of the separate cotporate existence of 

each of the StemGenex corporate entities and each DOE would, under the circwnstances, sanction a 
10 

fiaud and promote injustice in that Plaintiffs and members of the Class would be unable to realize 
11 

upon any judgment in their favor. 
12 

25. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe and thereon allege that, at all times relevant 
13 

ereto, the individual defendants Ms. Alexander and Drs. Sessions and LaIlande and the StemGenex 
14 

ntity Defendants and DOES acted for each other in connection with the conduct hereinafter alleged 
15 

d that each of them performed the acts complained of herein or breached the duties herein 
16 omplained of as agents of each other and each is therefore fully liable for the acts of the other. 
17 

COMMON FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

18 A. 

19 
What is StemGenex? 

26. StemGenex was founded by a non-physician, Ms. Alexander. It receives profits and 
20 

21 

22 

venues through the sale of Stem Cell Treatments to persons who have illnesses or medical 

nditions causing pain and/or disability. 

27. StemGenex's Stem Cell Treatments are carried out by Andre Lallande, D.O., and 

23 cott Sessions, M.D., with the assistance of other individuals who are employees andlor agents of 

24 StemGeru:x. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

28. Defendant, StemGeru:x. Inc. has been operating in La 101la, CalUbmia, since 2011. 

primary operating facility and headquarters of StemGencx is located in La 101la, California. 

29. Through 1uly 2016, StemGencx represented on its website that it was 8CCn!dited by 

e Accreditation Association for Ambulatory Care (AAAHC), which provides seals of approval for 
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outpatient surgical centers. The following logo was published on StemGenex ' s website. at the 

2 bottom of nearly every page: 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

..... AAAHC 

30. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that StemGenex was not. in fact, accredited by 

I/"VV'-nc. Plaintiffs are infonlled and believe that the accreditation logo was removed from 
9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

StemGenex's website in August 2016, when a newspaper reporter from the Los Angeles Times 

onfronted StemGenex about the false accreditation and AAAHC issued a cease-and-desist letter to 

StemGenex. 

B. What does StemGcncx do? 

31. StemGenex holds itself out to consumers as a pioneer in research and devoted to 

etleclive Stern Cell Treatments, making representations such as the following on its website: 

Ste!'IGenex !,',€,dical Group has made great Strides in tile advancement of stem celt 
therapy and is dediccted to providing patients access to safe and effective stem 
ce:l t:eat ments. 

32. Using its website and internet ads which direct consumers to that website, 

20 StemGencx pitches its services at people with crippling diseases, including Alzheimer' s, Parkinson's 

21 disease. chronic lung disease, autoimmune conditions (such as multiple sclerosis. lupus, and 

22 rheumatoid arthritis) as well as many other debilitating conditions. 

23 33. Ms. Moorer, Mr. Ginsberg and all others similarly situated, have been subject to 

24 StemGenex's repeated false advertising, deception, and misrepresentation regarding the quality, 

25 

26 

haracter and efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatment, as well as omissions of material fact regarding the 

th about its services, the lack of data supporting their efficacy, and customer dissatisfaction rates. 

27 StemGencx's website highlights this variety of claimed Stem Cell Treatments (sometimes referred to 

28 "therapy") on its home page: 
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25 34. StemGenex represents that they can effectively treat degenerative diseases generally 

26 cepted by the relevant scientific community as incurable: 

27 

28 
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I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

35. The StemGenex business is fueled by its robust website advertising campaign, which 

eaches consumers nationwide and beyond. StemGenex represents on its website that "over 70% of 

atients travel to StemGenex Medical Group from out of state." StemGenex directs internet traffic 

and requests lor inli.mnation to its website, which Plaintiffs are infomled and believe is viewed by 
12 

every prospective StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment purchaser throughout the country. 
13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

36. StemGenex ' s website represents that it's "adult adipose-derived stem cell therapy" is 

'effective" to "treat diseases" : 

TI F ur 

Tile StemGenex Medical Group prides itself in being { ile wond,wide pioneers in 
provi ding stem ( ell tl1erapyto patients throughout the world and is passionately 
::olllmitted to helping people withllllillet clinical needs achieve optimum health 
and better quality of life through the healill~ benefits of their own stem (ell~ . 

37. "Adipose-derived" means fTOm the fatty tissue of the body, StemGenex' website 
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1 pffets treatments based on injecting consumers with stl:m. cells supposedly drawn and created from 

2 their own adult body fat. The Stem Cell Treatments offeted at StcmGcncx begin with liposuction-

3 they take part of the consumer's belly filt and then, after minimal processiug. inject the ''stem cells" 

4 back into the same spot, and/or other spots on the body. 

5 38. StemGcnex appeals to consumers with the thought they will be receiving special 

6 ~ttention, getting an approach that is not "cookie-cutter", and that this will increase the effectiveness 

7 pf the treatmc:nt: 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Customized 1teatment Plans 

Every patient treated through StemGenex Medical Group receives a customized treatment plan based upon the 

disease and complications they are experiencing. Stem cell treatment centers using a cookle-cutter approach to 

stem cell therapy undoubtedly limit the effectiveness oftbe patient's treatment. StemGenex Medical Group 

treatment plans consist of cutllng edge protocols developed by top physicians aver the years. Patients receiving 

treatment through StemGenex Medical Group can be confident they will always have access to the latest 

advancements In stem cell treatment. 

39. StemGenex at various times represents its wolk as treatment, and at other times as 

18 "studies." lbis is often done within the same paragraph. As an example, on its home page, 

19 StemGenex represents, "These cutting-edge protocols utilize targeted administmtion methods and the 

20 latest activation methods to ensure the safest most effective stem cell treatmems possible." 

21 (Emphasis added) StemGenex offers at the end of the same paragraph: "Through these stem cell 

22 itherapy studies, we hope to provide patients with options that may change the course of their lives as 

23 well as the co.urse of their disease." (Emphasis added.) In the recesses of its website, and completely 

24 ~ntraIy to its own promises and n:presentations in all prominent portions of the website, StemGcnex 

25 attempts to quietly disavow that ''treatment using autologous stem cells [that is, cells drawn from the 

26 ~tient's own body) an: a cure fur any condition, disease or injmy." 

27 
40. StemGenex apparently does not publish its research nor the results of its "studies" 

28 
"J ere to the knowledge of Plaintiffs. Instead, it presents "anecdo1al" video testimonials from 
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1 • ents. According to StemGenex' website, its "principal pwpose is helpiDg people with unmet 

2 linical needs achieve optimum health and better quality of life," and that it has "anecdotal 

3 eedbaek .... from our patients that their symptoms have dramatically improved and their quality of 

4 're has substantially increased." (Emphasis added). These anecdotal testimonials are In violation of 

5 e Federal Trade Commission's guides for endorsements on social media, which represent the 

6 plicable standard of care for these types of advertisements. The testimonials do not reflect that the 

7 ults are not typical nor does it disclose clearly and conspicuously the generally expected 

8 ircumsflmces. StemGenex does not haVe adequate proof to back up the claims that the results shown 

9 in the ad are typical. Additionally, endorsements 'by employees or paid or compensated individuals 

10 should be identified as such. The video segments on the website are therefore further 

11 . srepresentations published by StemGenex. 

12 41. StemGenex admits that its Stem Cel! Treatment is not FDA approved. Indeed 

13 laintiffil can fmd no evidence that Defendants ever even submitted an application for FDA approval. 

14 e ability of stem cells derived :from adult body fat to rebuild damaged tissue or neurons in the 

15 uman body by injection is an unproven bypothesis. At the present time, no such therapy lIas shown 

16 its safety and efficacy in cUnlcal trials, as the FDA requires before approvaL 

17 42. Experts will testify that the gellerally accepted scientific consensus is that there is no 

18 atment for degenerative diseases, or any disease, with a person's own adult adipose stem cells, that 
, 

19 as been proven "effective" at any level. Yet StemGenex promises consumers ''the most effective 

20 tem cell treatments possible," giving the consumer the clear impression that some "effect" will occur 

21 they pay for the "treatment." 

22 43. Certain language is repeated over and over on its site, creating an echo of benefit. 

23 temGenex uses terms like "truly benefit" and "significantly improve one's quality ofli1\:." On 

24 irtuaIly everv page of its website, StemGenex makes the following claim: 

25 

26 

27 

28 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

\3 

14 
44. 

-

::~~~': : )' S t e m G e n e x'" 
, ." .' : ,: M E 0 I C A L G R 0 U P 

StemGenex omits on these pages the information it knows to be true: Aside from a 

IS possible placebo effect, it cannot make any supportable claims regarding this experimental 

16 therapy's ability to treat, cure, mitigate, relieve or impact ANY disease, condition or malady. 

17 

18 

19 

c. Who Buys StemGcnex's TI'eatments? 

45. Many of StemGenex's consumers are ill and/or disabled from work. Most are 

20 eeking hope and some possibility of an effective and lasting treatment for their disease, or at least an 

21 'mprovement in their relative levels of disability, Many are in great financial hardship because of a 

22 

23 

teexisting disease, 

46. StemGenex puts the consumers up in hotels and supplies them a car service to get to 

24 and Irom the clinic once they arrive in the San Diego area. Photos of a lovely hotel and happy 

25 people entering a limo grace the pages of the site under the section, "We Make Getting Here Easy," 

26 

27 

28 
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1 D. How Much MODey Do CoDSumers Pay StemGeaex? 

2 47. Sadly, because of their desperation, many consumers with serious conditioos rely on 

3 their fiunilies to help them to pay StemGeDex. All cODSUlDers must pay a non-refundable initial 

4 deposit and then an additional payment fur a total base price ofS 14,900 per treatment, CDtclusive of 

5 '"add-ons." This cost is not covered by health insurance plans. This cost is not covered by 

6 ~overnment benefit programs such as Medicate or Medicaid. 

7 48. Consumers are ~ouraged by StemGenCDt employees to begin crowd-sourcing 

8 .. sing activities, such as "Go Fund Me" pages, in order to raise the money to pay for 

9 StemGenex's tees. 

10 49. StemGenex promotes the idea that consumers should have more than one Stem Cell 

II Treatment. This is done both on its website, and in follow-up Cans to consumers, even those that are 

12 in the hospital undergoing otber treatments. The representation is made on StemGenex' website: 

13 'Could a stem eel/therapy be repeatetIl Yes, a stem cell therapy may be repeated. Current studies 

14 lindicate tbc strong possibility of a cumulative effect from multiple stem cell tberapies a 

15 !consumer received for tbeir cOildition. Long-tenn studies will attempt to better understand this 

16 ~etail." 

17 50. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that StemGenex has no reasonable basis to make 

18 this claim. Dissatisfied consumers are simply led to believe that the first treatment did not 'take' and 

19 Ithat the consumers should return for more, expensive Stem Cell Treatments. 

20 51. Consumers are told by SternGenex: "Some consumers have taken up to 6 months 

21 /before seeing the full effect of the treatment." And, SlemGenex posts the following: 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

.... How long wiU it take to see results? 

Each condition and patrent Is unique, and there Is no guarantee of what resullS will be achieved or how 

quickly they may be observed. Most patients report the results become apparent over 1-3 monllls. but It 

can take as long as 6-9 mont"s. 
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E. What About StemGenex's 100% Satisfied "Patient Ratings"? 

2 52. On or about December 8, 2013, StemGenex began advertising "Patient Ratings:' 

3 n December 17,2013. a Press Release was published by StemGenex stating, "StemGenex®, the 

4 leading resource for adult adipose stem cell therapy in the US aimed at improving the lives of patients 

5 t:aling with d.:gen.:rative di~s today announced the public releas.: of their satisfaction rdtings for 

6 patients who have received stem cell thempy through StemGenex. Patients have trusted StemGenex 

7 for years to provide them with access to cutting edge stem cell thempies at the absolute highest levels 

8 f care. StemGenex believes this is something that has been lacking in the industry for some time 

9 ow. These ratings now allow the public transparency into patient satisfaction in multiple categories 

10 which are now posted and updated monthly on the StemGenex website." 

I 1 53. As an example. at the time of drafting of this Complaint, the ratings appear on the 

12 orne page ofStemGenex's website in the following format: 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

.!' • ~".' .:. .. ,., ~ . 

"."," "I': .. .•. , .... ' . \._ .• •. , .. · i· .. ·. O-

• , I .. ,1 ' ,. F .r. ... ·,'. 
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. I 

54. The "Patient Ratings" from July 01'2016. on the home page ofStemGenex's website. 

2 read as follows; 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 
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'26 

27 

28 
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3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

. - ~. 

55. In all ofStemGenex's representations to the public. for August 0[2016 through 

present, the satisfaction levels add up to 100% of customers being satisfied. StemGenex made 

hesc same or substantially similar representations of I 00% customer satisfaction all the way back 10 

16 at least December 2013. 

17 
56. StemGenex knows, and knew at all times of publication, the 100% satisfaction 

18 
rate was and is not true and evidence available to StemGenex roves it was not true at the time 

19 
the re resentations were made. At the time of these publications of 100% satisfaction, and those 

20 
earlier since December 0[2013, StemGenex had received complaints, including but not limited to 

21 
statements from consumers that no efiect had been experienced, the promised effect had not been 

22 
experienced, and/or that they wanted a refund because StcmGenex did not live up to its promises. 

23 
57 SlemGenex knew that not all persons who receive or received its Stem Cell 

24 
Treatment are benefited or satisfied and a significant portion are dissatisfied. Nevertheless, 

25 
StemGenex's statements and representations to the public contain false and misleading 

26 
information that misrepresent or omit this information and StemGenex is being. and has been. 

27 
unjustly enriched as a result. SlemGenex's marketing of its product is in violation of laws of the 

28 
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1 ofCalifumia and the United States. Plainti1D and others have been banned by reliance on 

2 temGenex's mi$representations and omissions. 

3 58. StemGenex.'s methods for gathering information 110m former eonswners follows no 

4 . c protocol, is inaccurately recorded, and does not accurately measure consumer satisfaction. 

5 a result. month after moDlh, false and misleading "eonswner ratings" are posted anew in a 

6 minent position on their webSite. ThtSe monthly false ''statistics" give consumers a sense of 

7 mfort and willingness to go forward with the treatment. They make the express statement that 

8 0 ONE was unsatisfied with the service at any time prior. 

9 

10 What About Positive Consumer Reviews On Other Websites? 

11 59. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that false reviews have been posted by 

12 StemGenex on various consumer review websites. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that 

13 temGenex requested its own employees to write reviews ofiB: company as if they were actual 

14 onsumers, and to give high ratings. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe these false ratings were then 

15 ublished by agents and/or employees of StemGenex, about StemGenex, which gave the public 

16 other further sense of security that the product/service they were purchasing was of high and 

17 

18 

19 G. 

20 

What Can Be Done About It? 

60. StemGenex has taken advantage of desperate consumers, particularly consumers that 

21 sick with degenerative and incurable diSC!ISCs, and has given false hope to eonsumers who can ill 

22 rd their fees, at times encouraging them to take out loans or solicit funds from others in order to 

23 Y them. They have not told the truth to the public about their services, via false statements, 

24 • eading statemems, and material omissions. They have taken large amounts of money from the 

25 lass members under false pretenses. 

26 61. The false and misleading representations complained ofin this lawsuit are made 

27 . . y via StemGenex's primary madceting tool, its website. Further, aside 1iom StemGenex's 

28 bsite, this action is based upon the material omission of important information 110m any 
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1 unication by SlemOenex to its COIISIID1en: That StemOenex bas no data or reasonable basis to 

2 pport the efficacy ofits Stem CeU Treatments, meaning, tbat they are cliffmmt from a placebo 

3 ffeot in any siguificant way. at actually treating. curing, mitigating, relieving or impacting any 

4 

5 62. While individual actions by consumers would be expensive, time consuming, and 

6 • ely to support the cost of litigation, S1emGenex's wronged consumers, as well as its prospective 

7 nsumers and the public at large, would be benefited by the damages and i1Vunctive relief requested 

8 

9 

)0 63. 

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

PlaintiflS bring this action on behalf of themselves and all others similarly situated as 

II class action pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure §382 and Civil Code §1781. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

64. The Class which Plaintiffs seek to represent is defined as fullows: All persons, 

'onwide, who purchased Stem Cell Treatment from StemGenex between December 8, 2013 and 

65. Plaintiff, Stephen Ginsberg, seeks to represent a subclass, defmed as follows: Elder 

16 buse Subclass: All members of the Class aged 65 years or older at the time of purchase. 

17 66. Excluded from the Class are (i) StemGenex, any entity in whiCh StemGenex has a 

18 on1rolling interest or which has a con1rolling interest in StemGenex, and StemGenex's legal 

19 epresentatives, predecessors, successors and assigns; (ii) governmental entities; (iH) StemGenex's 

20 employees, officers, directors, agents, and representatives and their family members; and (iv) the 

21 udge and staff to whom this case is assigned, and any member of the Judge's immediate family. 

22 67. PlaintiflS reserve the right to amend the Class definition if discovery and/or further 

23 estigation reveal the Class should be expanded or otherwise modified. 

24 68. This action bas been brought and may properly be maintained as a dass action, 

2S there is a well-defined community of interest in the litigation in which common issues 

26 edominate, the Class is so numeroUS as to make it impracticable to bring 1111 of its I!lembers before 

27 Court, and the proposed class is easily ascertainable. 

28 
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I 69. Numerosity. StcmGenex's Stem Cell Treatment is and was sold directly by 

2 temGenex in CaIi1bmia, and was marketed through the inte.met to consumers throughout the United 

3 . Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the proposed putative Class is made-up of at least 

4 em hundred, if not thollsands. of residents of California and other U.S. states. 

5 70. Common Issues PredomiDate. Common questions of law and filet exist as to all 

6 embers of the Class and predominate over any questions which affect only iudlvidual members of 

7 e Class. This action is based primarily upon false and misleading statements made by StemGencx 

8 bout consumer satis1ilctlon and efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatments via its primary point of contact 

9 ·th consumers, its website (www.stcmgenex.com). as weD as material omissions. The StemGenex 

10 ebsite contained the fulse and misleading statements complained ofin this action from December 8, 

11 013 through the date of the filing of this complaint. Each class member purchasing Stem Cell 

12 reatments from StemGenex would have viewed identical false and misleading statements as 

13 ompll\ined of in this action. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that no Class member was provided 

14 e information alleged as material omissions in this complaint, via the website or otherwise. The 

15 StemGenex website and dissemination of information about StemGenex's Stem Cell Treatments was 

16 ·thin StemGenex's possession and control at all relevant times. There is a welklefined community 

17 f interest in the questions of law and fact involved and that affect consumers who purchased the 

18 Stem Cell Treatments. These questions oflawand fact predominate over questions that affect only 

19 individual Class members. The common questions of law and fact include, without limitation: 

20 i. Whether StemGenex's statements and statistics regarding prior consumer satis1ilction were 

21 false or misleading; 

22 iL Whether StemGenex's statements regarding the efficacy of its Stem Cell Treatments were 

23 false or misleading; 

24 iii. Whether StemGcnex knew and/or recklessly diSregarded the falsity or misleading nature 

2S of their statements; 

26 iv. Whether SteniGenex concealed and failed to disclose material facts in its communications 

27 and disclosures to Plaintiffs and Class members regarding its Stem Cell Trcatrncnts; 

28 
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1 v. Whether StemGenex has engaged in unfair methods of competition, lIDCODSCionable acts 

2 or practices, and unfair or deceptive acts or practices in connection with the marlceting and sale of its 

3 Stem Cell Treatments; 

4 vi. Whether StemGenex's conduct CODStitutes violatioDS oflaw as alleged in this Complaint; 

S vii. Whether consumers are and were likely to be deceived by StemGenex's conduct, 

6 viii. Whether, as a result ofStemGenex's misconduct, Plaintiffs and the Class members have 

7 suffered damages. and if so, the appropriate amount thereof; and 

8 ix. Whether, as a result of StemGenex's misconduct, Plaintiffs and aass members are 

9 entitled to equitable relief andlor other reliet; and, if so, the nature of such relief 

10 71. Typicalitv. Plaintiffs' claims are typical of the claims of the Class members in that 

11 laintiffs and the Class members made a direct purchase from StemGenex based upon identical, false 

12 d misleading marketing statements made by StemGenex. StemGenex made the same unifonn 

13 missions to all consumers. Therefore, the claims ofPlaintiflS are and will be typical of Class 

14 

IS The Class is Ascertainable. Plaintiffs have adequately and objectively defined the , 72. 

16 lass, as detailed above, so the Court and Class members will be able to use the definition to 

17 etennine Class membership. 

18 73. Adequacy. Plaintiffs will fairly and adequately represent the interests of all Class 

19 mbers. Plaintiffs have purchased a stem cell treatment from StemGenex and are adequate 

20 presentatives of the Class as they have no interests which are adverse to the interests of absent 

21 lass members. Plaintiffs have retained counsel with experience and success in the prosecution of 

22 plex medical and consumer class action litigation. 

23 74. Superiority. A class action Is superior to other available means for the fiIir and 

24 cient adjudication of thIs controversy. aass action treatment will permit a Iarge number of 

2S 'lady situated persons to proseeute their common claims in 8 single forum simultaneously, 

26 ciently and without the unnecessary duplication of effort and expense that numerous individual 

27 'ODS would engender. The disposition of their claims in this case and as part ora single class 

28 . on lawsuit, rather than hundreds or thousands of individua1lawsuits, will benefit the parties and 
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1 greatly reduce the aggregate judicial resources that would be spent if this matter were handled as 

2 hundreds of sepamte lawsuits. Furthennorc, given the cxtraordiruu'y expenses and burden in 

3 conducting discovery and presentation of evidence, the burden of individual litigation would make it 

4 extremely difficult, ifnot impossible for individual members of the Class 10 ~ss the wrongs 

5 asserted herein, while an important public interest win be served by addressing the IDlI1ter as a class 

6 action. Moreover, separate prosecution by hundreds or thousands of individual members of the Class 

7 would likely establish inconsistent standards of conduct fur the StemGencx and result in the 

8 impairment of and potential harm to, Class members' rights and the disposition of their interests 

9 through actions to which they were not parties. PlaintiffS are informed and believe that a great . . 
10 amount of time and expense will be saved by conducting the discovery and presentation of evidence 

II in a single class action lawsuit, in contrast to the repeated discovery and presentation of evidence in 

12 hundreds or thousands of separate lawsuits brought on the common questions presented by the 

13 allegations of this complaint. Plaintiffs know ofno difficulty that will be encountered in the 

14 management of this litigation which would preclude its maintenance as a class action. 

15 

16 

17 

18 75. 

19 forth herein. 

20 76. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACfION 

(Violations of Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 17200 et seq.) 

Against All Defondants 

PlaintiffS repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs and incorporate them as if fully set 

Plaintiffs bring this cause of action on behalf of themselves and the Class, pursuant to 

21 California Business and Professions Code, § 17200, et seq. 

22 77. StemGenex's conduct constitutes unfair, unlawful and fraudulent busillCSS acts and/or 

23 ractices because StemGencx's practices have caused and are likely to cause substantial injury to 

24 laintiffS and the Class, which injury is not reasonably avoidable by Plaintiffs and the Class in light 

2S fStcmGenex's exclusive knowledge of the truth about its Stem Cell Treatments, its consumer 

26 • sfilction rates, and the basis fur claims about the efficacy of its Stem Cell TJeIIlments, though it 

27 srepresented, concealed and omitted this truth. Such conduct is ongoing and continues to this date. 

28 
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I 78. StemGenex's acts and practices are unlawful because they violate the Consumer 

2 gal Remedies Act, Civil Code 1750 et seq., Bus. & Prof. Code § 17500. and the Racketeer 
, 

3 ueneed and Corrupt OrganiutionsAct 18 U.S.c. §1961 etseq., as alleged in this Complaint and 

4 ted here by reference. 

5 79. StemGenex's acts and practices are fraudulent in that they have deceived andIor are 

6 likely to deceive" Plaintiffs and a significant portion of the consuming public andlor of targeted 

7 onsumets. StemGenex sold Plaintiffs and Class members Stem Cell Treatments andIor induced them 

8 0 make deposits for such treatments, for which they made fillse and misleading statements, and 

9 mitted material information, in order to induce reliance and encourage deposits and purchases by 

10 laintiffs and members of the Class. 

11 80. StemGenex was obliged to disclose the material facts because: a) StemGenex bad 

12 clusive knowledge of the material facts not known to Plaintiffs and Class members, since only 

13 StemGenex had access to the aggregate data from its consumers, its own research and tests, lind 

14 omplaints from its customers; and b) StemGenex actively concealed 8nd suppressed the material 

15 acts from Plaintiffs and Class members in regard to the true facts available on those SUbjects. 

16 81. The injury to consumers is substantial, particularly due to the substantial cost of the 

17 tem Cell Treatments. Plaintiffs and Class members paid thousands of dollars for Stem Cell 

18 reatments that they would not otherwise have spent, had they known the truth about the Stem Cell 

19 Treatments. The Stem Cell Treatments are worth substantially less than Plaintiffs and Class me.mbers 

20 

21 

fOI them, if anything at all. 

82. The injury to consumers is not outweighed by any countervailing benefits to 

22 nsumers or competition. Any purported benefits to consumers are negated by consumers' interests 

23 knowing the true facts regarding services offered for purchase, particularly medical or pseudo-

24 . cal treatments they are purchasing at substantial cost Consumers have an important interest in 

25 ·ng informed of this information at an adequate time and location remote from purchase and 

26 rformance of the service, in order to make an intelligent and informed decision !Ioout whether to 

27 

28 
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I 83. The injury to consumers is not BIl injury that-consumers themselves coo1d reasonably 

2 ve avoided because consumers did not know the tme filets regarding the Stem Cell Treatments and 

3 no reason to beHeve that StemOenex's statements were false, misleading, or omitted material 

4 

5 84. SfeiriGenex's acts arid· practices offend established public policy BIld are immoral, 

6 'caI, oppressive, unscrupulous IIIldior substantially injurious to con.sumers. 

7 85, Plaintiffs and Class members relied on StemOenex's unfair, unlawful BIld fraudulent 

8 nduct and would not have purchased the Stem Cell Treatments or would have paid less for the 

9 tem Cell Treatments had StemGenex conducted itself fairly with respect to the tIans8ctions. 

10 StemGenex's conduct caused Plaintiffs' BIld Class members' injuries in that Plaintiffs BIld Class 

11 embers would not have purchased the Stem Cell Treatinents, would have paid less for them, or 

12 u1d not have paid deposits fur them, had StcrnGencx conducted itself fairly during the 

13 tions. 

14 86. StemGencx's unfair, unlawful BIld fraudulent business acts and practices directly and 

IS roximately caused Plaintiffs' and Class members' injuries as complained ofin this complaint •. 

16 StemGenex's omissions and misrepresentations have a tendency to deceive a significant portion of 

17 conswning public andlor of targeted consumers. 

18 87. Plaintiffs and Class mem hers seek an order of this Court awarding restitution, 

19 . njunctive relief and all other relief allowed under Section 17200, et seq., plus interest, attorneys' 

20 ees, and costs. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

2S 

26 

88. 

89. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Violations ofCa!. Bus. & Prof. Code .§ 17500 et seq.) 

Against All Defendants 

Plaintiffs repeat IIIld re-allege all prior paragraphs IIIld Incorporate them as iffully set 

Plaintiffs bring this cause of action on behalf of themselves BIld the aas, pursuant to 

27 'fumiaBusiness BIld Professions Code, §17500, et seq. 

28 90. StemOenex is a "petSOn" as defined by Cal. Bus. & Prot: Code § 17506. 
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I 91. StemGcnex mIsely advertised the Stem Cell Treatments by making partial, fiIIse and 

2 . leading representations, while omitting material information, as alleged in this complaint. 

3 92., StemOenex's fil1se advertising has deceived and is "likely to dllCCive" Plaintiffs and 

4 

5 93. Plaintiffs and Class members relied on StemOencx's false advertising to their 

6 etriment in that they would not have purchased the Stem Cell Treatments or made non-refundable 

7 eposits on the same, had StemOencx disclosed the true tacts. 

8 94. StemOenex's fil1se advertising directly and proximately caused Plaintiffs' and Class 

9 embers' injuries in that StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements and omissions were a 

10 ubstantial factor in their deposits and purchases of the Stem Cell Treatments and at the significant 

11 ount that was charged, and that but for StemGenex's failures to disclose material infonnation, 

12 laintiffs and Class members would not have put deposits upon, paid fur andlor overpaid for the 

13 ents. 

14 95. Plaintiffs and Class members have suffered injury in fact and have lost money as a 

15 suit of StemGenex's false advertising as above. 

16 96. Pursuant to Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code §§ 17203 and 17535, Plaintiffs seek an order 1) 

17 Wring StemGenex to immediately cease the unlawful, unfair, and or fiaudulent business acts 

18 dlor practices and false and misleading advertising complained of herein; 2) el1ioining StemGenex 

19 m continuing to fil1sely advertise the Stem Cell Treatments; and 3) requiring StemGenex to 

20 rovide full restitution to Plaintiffs and Class members, plus interest and attomeys' fees. 

21 TBIRD CAUSE OF ACfION 

22 

23 

24 

25 

(Violations of the Califurnia Consumers Legal Remedies Act, Cal. Civ. Code § 1750 et seq. ­

Seeking Injunctive Relief and Damages) 

97. 

26 orth herein. 

27 

28 

Against All DefendtmJs 

Plaintiffs repeat and 1'&-a1lege all prior paragraphs and incorporate them as if fully se! 
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1 98. plaintiffs seck to enjoin StemGenex's violation of tile California Consumers Legal 

2 ies Act ("CIRA "), California Civil Code §§ 1750 et seq. plajntiffs also ~ damages on 

3 of themselves and the Class. 

4 99. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiffs and Class members were "conswner[s]" as that 

5 is defined in Clv. Code § 1761 (d). 

6 100. At all times relevant hereto, StemGenex constituted a "person" as that term is defined 

7 Clv. Code § 1761(c). 

8 101. StemGenex's false statements, mialeading statements and omissions as detailed in 

9 complaint represented that their services had sponsorship, approval, characteristics. ingredients, 

10 , benefits or qualities that they do not have and that their personnel has sponsorship, approval, 

11 tatus, affiliation or connection that they do not have, in violation of Cal. Civ. Code §1770 (a)(5). 

12 102. StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements and omissions as detailed in 

13 . s complaint represented that their services are of a particular standard, quality or grade when they 

14 

IS 

not, in violation of Cal. Civ. Code § 1770 (a)(7). 

103. StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements and omissions as detailed in 

16 's complaint advertised services with intent not to sell them as advertised, in violation of Cal. Civ. 

17 Code §1770 (a)(9). 

18 104. At all times relevant hereto, PlaintiflS' and Class members' purchases of 

19 StemGenex's Stem Cell Treatments and deposits for the same constituted a "transaction" as that tenn 

20 ·sdefinedinCiv.Code§ 1761(e). 

21 IDS. At all times relevant hereto, StemGenex provided "services" to Plaintiffs and 

22 

23 

embers of the Class within the meaning of Civil Code § 1761(b). 

1 06. P1aintifJi and Class members would have behaved differently by not purchasing the 

24 tem Cell Treatments from StemGenex, or paying deposits toward them, and/or bY paying less for 

25 e Stem Cell Treatments, had they been aware of the true facts. 

26 107. StemGenex was obliged to disclose the material facts because: a) StemGenex had 

27 xclusive knowledge of the material fitcts DOt known to PJaintiffs and Class members, since only 

28 temGenex had access to the aggregate data from its consumers, its own research and tests, and 
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· , 

1 oll1J!Iaints from its customers; and b) StemGenex actively concealed and suppressed the material 

2 from Plaintiffs and Class members in regard to the true filets available on those subjects. 

3 108. Plaintiffs and Class members justifiably acfed or relied to their detriment upon the 

4 se statements, misleading statements, and concealment anellor non-disclosure of material filets as 

5 'denced by their purehases of the Stem Cell Treatments. Had StemGenex disclosed the true 

6 terial facts, Plaintiffs and the Class members would have behaved differently by not buying the 

7 . ce, not paying deposits, anellor paying less. 

8 109. StemGenex's false statements, misleading statements, and omissions of material facts 

9 irectly and pro~te1y caused Plaintiffs' and Class members' injuries in that Plaintiffs and Oass 

10 embers would not have overpaid for the Stem Cell Treatments, or purchased them at all. As such, 

11 laintiffs and Class members did not receive the benefit of the bargain. 

12 110. Cal. Civ. Code § 1780 (aX2) pennits any court of competent jurisdiction to enjoin 

13 ractices that violate Civil Code § 1770. Porsuant to Cal. Civ. Code § 1782(d), Plaintiffs seek 

14 . ~unctive relief under this cause ofaction. 

15 111. Plaintiff Selena Moorer, on behalf of herself and all others similarly situated, sent 

16 StemGenex a notice letter that complies with Cal. Civ. Code § 1782(a). On August 30, 2016, the 

17 lice period of that letter expired. At the time of this filing, StemGenex has not satisfied any of the 

18 lements of Cal. Civ. Code § 1782(c)(I)-(4), on indicated its agreement to satisfy those elements. 

19 laintiffs now amend this complaint to include a claim for damages under the CLRA: 

20 (a) As a result of such conduct in violation of California Civil Code §§ 1770, et seq., Plaintiffs 

21 and members of the Class have suffered damages. Plaintiffs and members oftbe Class had 

22 actual reliance on Defendants' misrepresentations and suffered actual injury as a result of 

23 those misrejrCsentations. 

24 (b) Porsuant to California Civil Code § 1780, et seq., Plaintiffs and members of the Class are 

25 entitled to actual damages, punitive damages, court costs and attomeys fees. 

26 (c) The aforesaid acts ofDe1ilndants, and each of them, which were performed, authorized 

27 andIor ratified by Defendants' officers, directors andIor managing agents were malicious, 

28 
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, . 

1 fraudulent andlor oppressive, as defined by Civil Code Section 3294, therefure justifying an 

2 award of exemplary and punitive damages. 

3 FOURTII CAUSE OF ACTION 

4 (Violation of Human Experimentation Law - Cal. Health & Safety Code § 24170, et seq.) 

5 Against All Defendants 

6 112 Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all I¥ior paragraphs and incorporate them as if fully set 

7 

8 113. Pursuant to California Health & Safety Code Section 24175(a), no person shall be 

9 bjected to a medical experimentation. The practice of administering adipose derived stem cell 

10 erapy to treat, prevent, o~ mitigate various diseases is not FDA approved and remains classified 

11 xperimental in nature. Ms. Moorer and Mr. Ginsberg, including others similarly situated, were 

12 isled particularly into believing thltt StemGeneI had no unsatisfied other patients. and did not 

13 ive 'nfonned consent to be part of a medical experiment in which there had been previously 

14 atistied participants. This claim for illegal human experimentation via the Stem Cell Treatments 

15 . ses under Section 24175 (a)(I). requiring that a patient be properly infonned of investigational 

16 

17 114. The wording of the StemGenex website and other materials runs directly counter to 

18 e notification requirements of human experimentation law. StemGenex was required to infonn its 

19 tients in accord with 21 CFR50.27(a), as well as California Health & Safety Code Section 

20 4172(a) and (b), which also requires the patient. be infonned and consent. 

21 115. Under Health & Safety Code Section 24173, "infonned consent" means the 

22 uthorization given pursuant to Section 24175 to have a medical experiment performed after each of 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

e following conditions, and others in the code, have been satisfied: 

(c) The subject or subject's conservator or guardian, or other representative, as specified in 
Section 24175, is informed both verbally and within the written eonsentform, inOOl1technical 
tenDs and in a language in which the subject or the subject's conservator or guardian, or other 
representative, as specified in Section 24 ]75, is fluent, of the following facts of the proposed 
medical experiment, which might influence thC decision to undergo the experiment, including, 
but not limited to: . 

(1) An explanation of the procedures to be followed in the medical experiment and any drug 
or device to be utilized, including the purposes of the procedures. drugs, or devices. If • 
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1 

- 2 

3 

.. 
5 

6 

1 

8 

9 

10 

placebo Is to be admial.tered or dispensed to aportion of the subjects involved in a medical 
cxperiment. all subjects of the experiment sball be informed of that fact; however, they need 
DOt be InfOrmed as to whether they will actually be administered or dispensed a placebo. 

(2) A description of any attendant discomfort and risks to the subject reasonably to be 
expected. 

(3) AD aplan_doa of any beaefits to tile SIIbject reuollably to be expected, If 
applicable. 
(4) A disclosure of aay appropriate alternative procedures, drugs, or devices that might be 
advantageous to the subject, and their relative risks and benefits. . .•. 
(1 1) The material financial stake or interest, if any, that the investigator or research institution 

bas in the outcome of the medical experiment For purposes of this section, "material" means 
ten thousand dollars ($ 1 0,000) or more in securities or other assets valued at the date of 
disclosure, or in relevant cumulative salary or other income, regardless ofwben it is eamed or 
expected to be earned. 

116. Consent under this code must be voluntarily and freely given by the human 

11 bject or the conservator or guardian, or other representative, as specified by Section 24115, without 

12 e intervention of any element offorce, fraud. deceit. duress, eoercioa, or undue influence. 

13 laintiff and members of the Class were defrauded and did not voluntarily and freely give consent 

14 111. The Stem Cell Treatments to Plaintiffs and members of the Class fall under 

15 Section 24114 "medical experiment". which means: (a) The severance or penetration or damaging 

16 ftissues ofahuman subject or the use of a drug or device, as defined in Section 109920 or 109925, 

11 lectromagnetic radiation, beat or cold, or a biological substance or organism, in or upon a human 

18 ubject in the practice or research of medicine in a manner not reasonably related to maintaining or 

19 improving the health of the subject or otherwise dii'ectly benefiting the subject. .. ... 

20 118. Under Section 24115 (a) no person shall be subjected to any medical experiment 

21 ess the infanned consent of such person is obtained. £nftmned consent was not obtained from 

22 laintiffs nor any of the otber Class Members. 

23 119. As a result of the negligent failure to obtain infonned consent on these 

2411ex11Cri1l1lC:nts, StemGenex and all Defendants are liable for damages under Section 24116 (a) Any 

2S rson who is primarily responsible for conduct of a medical experiment and who negligently allows 

26 e expe1iment to be conducted without a subject's u:uanned consent, as provided in this chapter, 

21 I be liable to the subject in an amount not to cxceed ten thousand dolI81lI ($10,000), as determined 

28 Y the court. The minimum amount of damages awarded sball be five hundred dollars (SSOO). 
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, . 

I 120. Plaintiffs allege in the alternative that the failure to obtain infonned consent was 

2 intentional. As a result of the intentional failure to obtain infurmed consent on these experiments, 

3 temGcnex and all Defendants are liable for damages under Section 24176 (b) Any person who is 

41 jprilrulri'ly responsible fur the conduct of a medical experiment and who wlDfully fails to obtain the 

5 ubject's informed consent, as provided in this chapter, shall be liable to the subject in an amount not 

6 0 exceed twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000) as determined by the court. The minimum amount 

7 f damages awarded shall be one thousand dollars (51,000). 

8 121. Each and every medical experiment perfonned in violation of any provision of this 

9 chapter is a separate and actionable offense. 

10 122. 'Any attempted or purported waiver of the rights guaranteed, or requirements 

II rescribed by tms chapter, whether by a subject or by a subject's conservator or guardian, or other 

12 epresentative, as specified in Section 24175, is void. 

13 123. Plaintiffs and the members of the Class pray for all damages available under Cal. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

ealth & Safoty Code § 24170, et seq. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Violation of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO)-

18 U.S.C. §1961 et seq.) 

Against All Defondan/s . 

19 124. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs and incorporate them as if fully set 

20 furth herein. 

21 125. At all relevant times, StemGenex conducted substantial business in the State of 

22 Califumia, including marketing, advertising, and performing its treatments in the State and in the 

23 County of San Diego. 

24 126. StemGenex isan "enterprise" within the meaning of18 U.S.C. §1961(4), through 

25 mch Defendants conducted the pattern of racketeering described in tms Complaint. 

26 127. Throughout its existence, StemGenex engaged in, and its activities affi:cted interatate 

27 commerce because its business enterprise involved activities across state lines, including, but not 

28 United to, B national internet marketing campaign and direct solicitation of consumers in other states 
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1 Y telephone, including Plaintiffs. Plaintiffs are inComed and believe that StemGenex's business 

2 activities with other members of the Class involved oommunication, solicitation of business, requests 

3 for payments and transfer of payments by Class members to StemGenex, in exchange Cor Stem Cell 

4 reatments, via its website, mail, email, telephone, and bank wires, all across state lines. 

5 128. Defendants, and each of them, exercised substantial control over the affairs of the 

6 StemGenex enterprise, through creation.and approval of its marketing materials and scheme to 

7 efraud consumers, providing capital, collateral and/or guarantees to fimd the scheme, providing 

8 ices to perfom the Stem Cell Treatments and further the scheme, instructing, encouraging and 

9 centivizing SlemGenex employees and personnel to participate in the fraudulent scheme, including 

lOy posting positive, false consumer reviews on internet websites, and other means. 

11 129. The StemGenex enterprise has an ascertainable structure separate and apart from the 

12 altern of racketeering activity in which Defendants, and each of them, have engaged. The 

13 temGenex enterprise is separate and distinct from each Defendant alone. 

14 130. Defendants, and each of them, were knowing and willing participants in the scheme, 

15 nd reaped revenues and/or profits from it. StemGenex, Defendants, and each of them, knowingly, 

16 illfullyand unlawfully conducted Dr participated, directly Dr indirectly, in the affairs of the 

17 nterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity within the meaning of18 U.S.C. §§1961(1), 

18 1961(5) and 1962(c), as described in this Complaint. The racketeering activity was made possible by 

19 the regular and repeated use of the facilities, services, distribution channels and employees of the 

20 StemGenex enterprise. 

21 13 I. The racketeering acts were not isolated, but rather were related in tIu!t they had the 

22 same or similar purposes and results, participants, victims and methods of oommission. Further, the 

23 cketeering acts were continuous; occurring on a regular basis beginning by at least December 8, 

24 013, when StemGel1CX began advertising its false patient satisfaction review statistics, and 

25 ontinuing through the present. 

26 132. In devising and executi!lg the Scheme, StemGenex, its personnel, Defendants and 

27 ch of them, committed acts constituting indictable offenses lDuter 18 U.S.C. §§1341 and 1343, in 

28 at they devised and knowingly carried out a material scheme or artifice to defraud or to obtain 
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ney by means of materially false or fraudulent pretenses, representations, promises, or omissions 

2 f material facts. For the purpose of executing the scheme, Defendants committed these racketeering 

3 ts, which number in the hundreds or thousands, intentionally and knowingly, with the specific 

4 nlent to advance the illegal scheme. 

5 133. StemGenex. Defendants, and each of them, used hundreds or thousands of mail and 

6 . terstate wire communications throughout the Class period to create and perpetuate the Scheme 

7 

8 

ugh virtually uniform misrepresentations, concealments and material omissions. 

134. Plaintiffs and members of the Class relied on the fraudulent misrepresentations and 

9 missions by StemGenex, Defendants, and each of them, were hanned by the scheme, and are 

10 ntitled to treble damages, attorney's fees, and other relief authorized by 18 U.S.C. § I 964(c) and the 

11 

12 

13 

14 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Fraud) 

Against A /I Def...endants 

IS 135. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs and incOiporate them as if fully set 

16 rth herein. 

17 136. StemGenex intentionalIy misrepresented to Plaintiffs and members of the Class tha~ it 

18 ad no dissatisfied customers, when in fact that was not true. StemGenex repeatedly published 

J 9 harts/pie charts/diagrams that showed 1 Qoolo of its customers were satisfied. This was untrue and 

20 temGenex knew it at the time ofStemGenex's publication. 

21 137. Additional1y, StemGenex intentionally misrepresented to Plaintiffs and members of 

22 he Class that they would truly benefit from the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatment when in filet 

23 StemGenex had no reasonable supporting data ~r other reasonable basis to claim that this was true. 

24 I 138. Additionally, StemGclJcx intentionally misrepresented to Fiaintiifs and members of 

25 he Class that they would significantly improve from the StemGenex Stem Cell Treatmeilt when in 

26 t StemGenex had no reasonable supporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this was 

27 

28 
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) . 

I 139. These intentional misrepresentations constitute fraud. StemGenell pet'I>t1t1ated this 

2 fraud on PlaintiftS and members of the Class by purveying these false statements on its website at 

31~~!!l&!l!~m! 

4 140. StemGenell also perpetrated this fraud on PlaintiftS and members of the Class by 

5 aking similar verbal false statements to them. 

6 141. StemGenex also perpetrated this fraud on PlaintiftS and members of the Class by 

7 ublishing or directing to be published false and fabricated reviews of its services on the internet 

8 142. StemGenex knOwingly concealed and omitted material information from its 

9 consumen; as described in this Complaint, despite a duty to disclose the information. 

10 143. StemGenex knew that the representations above were false when they made them or 

II StemGenex made the representations recklessly and without regard for their truth. 

12 144. StemGenex intended that Plaintiffs ond the members of the Class rely on StemGenex' 

13 epresentation. StemGenex knew that by putting out information that all ~ustomers, 100%, were 

14 atisfied or extremely satisfied with its services that consumers would be more apt to go forward with 

IS his expensive full payment and service. 

16 145. Plaintiffs and the members ofthe Class relied on the false representations and 

17 aterialomissions. Their reliance upon StemGenex's representations was justified because of the 

18 manner in which StemGenex made the representations. This included an impressive website with 

19 not just a statement about the statistics, but round graphic representations. These statistics were 

20 imply "cooked up" and were not based on actual and complete consumer feedback. In fact, at the 

21 . me, S temGenex knew that some consumers were dissatisfied, hod had no effects' andlor wanted their 

22 oney back. But, PlaintiffS and members of the Class had no reasonable way to know this. The 

23 onable reliance also came about because of powerful and persuasive on-line reviews which were 

24 actually manufactured by StemGenex iiseiftbrough direction to its agents and empioyees. This also 

25 included firm and repeated verbal false statements about the nature, quality and e~cacy of the 

26 temGcnex's Stem Cell Treatment 

27 146. Plaintiffs and the members of the Class were banned. 

28 
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1 147. Plaintiffil' and Class members' reliance on StemGenex's fiIIse representations and 

2 aterial omissions was a substantial factor in causing their harm. Plaintiffs pray for damages for 

3 ntional misrepresentation/fraud as below, and exemplary and punitive damages to punish and 

4 ake an example of Defcndants. 

5 SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

6 ' (Negligent Misrepresentation) 

7 Against All Defendants 

8 148. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs and incorporate them as ,if fully sel 

9 forth herein. 

10 149. StemGenex misrepresented to the Plaintiffs and members of the Class that ithad no 

11 issatisfied customers, when in fact that was not true, 

12 150. StemGenex misrepresented to Plaintiffs and members of the Class that they would 

13 Iy benefit from the StemGenei Stem Cell Treatment when in fact StemGenex had no reasonable 

14 upporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this was true. 

15 lSI , StemGenex misrepresented to Plaintiffs and members of the Class that they would 

16 ignificantly improve from the StemGenelC Stem Cell Treatment when in fact StemGenelC had no 

17 easonable supporting data or other reasonable basis to claim that this was true. 

18 152. StemGenex omitted material infonnation from disclosure to Plaintiffs and the 

19 embers ofthe Class, though it had a duty to disclose it. 

20 153, StemGenex may have believed its representations were reasonably made and omitted 

'21 infunnation was reasonably concealed or not disclosed, but its belief was unreasonable and fell below 

22 he applicable duty of care. 

23 154. StemGellCll intended Plaintiffs and members of the Class to rely on these 

24 presentations and its disclosures. 

25 

26 

ISS. Plaintiffs and the members of the Class reasonably relied on StemGenex' 

resentations. 

27 156. Plaintiffs and the members of the Class were harmed. 

28 
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I 157. Plaintiffs and the members of the Oass' reliance on the representations and material 

2 missions, and each ofthern, was a substantial factor in causing their hwm. 

3 

4 

5 

EIGIITH CAUSE OF ACI10N 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

Against All Defendants 

6 158. Plaintiffs repeat and re-a1lege all prior paragraphs and incorporate them as if fully set 

7 orth herein. 

8 159. In connections with the wrongful conduct of StemOenex described above, Plaintiffs 

9 nd members of the Class made payments to StemOenex greatly in excess of what was earned by 

10 StemGenex. 

II 160. The excessive payments made by Plaintiffs and members of the Class have been 

12 accepted, used and enjoyed by StemGenex. 

13 161. StemGenex was aware at the time of the payments that its work had not entitled it to 

14 he payments by PlaintiffS and members ofthe Class. StemGenex knew that the actual goods andlor 

15 rvices it provided to Plaintiffs and members ofthe Class were worth far less than the amounts paid, 

16 nd that it was entitled to far less than the amounts paid andlor no payments at all. 

17 162. StemGenex was unjustly enriched by the excessive payments made by Plaintiffs and 

18 embers ofthe Class, who paid $14,900 per Stem Cen Treatme,nt to StemGenex. 

19 163. No part ofthe above sum has been paid by StemGenex to Plaintiffs and the members 

20 fthe Class, despite Plaintiffs' demand. That amount is now due, owning and unpaid to Plaintiffs 

21 nd members ofilie Class by StemOenex. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Financial Elder Abuse; Violation of Welfare & Institutions Code § I 5600, et seq.) 

By Plaintiff, STEPHEN GINSBERG, and All Others Similarly Slhlated. Against All DEFENDANTS 

164; Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege aU prior paragraphs and incorporate them as if ful1y set 

forth herein. 
27 

28 
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165. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that, at all times herein mentioned, Plaintiff 

2 Stephen Ginsberg and all other members of the Putative Class who reside in the State of California 

3 d are over the age of 65 are "elders" as defined by California Welfare & Institutions Code Section 

4 1561027. These persons are referred to in this Complaint as "the Elder Subclass." At all relevant 

5 imes mentioned, Defendants stood in a position of trust to the Elder Subclass. Elder Subclass 

6 eJl'CSentative, Stephen Ginsberg, was over the age of65 at the time of his Stem Cell Treabnent and 

7 t all times has resided in California. 

8 166~ Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that, as forth above, the Defendants made false 

9 presentations to Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass, took advantage oftheir conditions and 

10 duly influenced them to give money in exchange for no real consideration. Further, Defendants 

II live not returned to Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass the money taken. 

12 167. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that the above-described false representations, 

13 aking advantage of elderly persons and undue influence were wrongful and in bad faith, and 

14 efendants engaged in ·such conduct for their sole economic gain to the detriment of Stephen 

15 insberg and the Elder Subclass. Defendants' conduct constitutes "financial abuse" of elders as 

16 defined by California Welfare & Institutions Code §§ 15610.30 and 15610.07(a). 

17 168. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that, as a proximate result of Defendants' conduct 

18 and the filets herein alleged that Plaintiffs have suffered damages in the jurisdictional limits ofthis 

19 ourt, the exact amount to be determined according to proof at trial. 

20 169. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that, under the circumstances set forth above, 

21 Defendants' false and fraudulent representations to Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass, their 

22 aking advantage of Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass' age and weakened physical and mental 

23 tes, and their undue influence to obtain money from Plaintiffil, constitutes unfair and deceptive acts 

24 

25 170. Additionally, Defendants knew and specifically directed their conduct at elders. 

26 fendants' conduct caused Plaintiff, Stephen Ginsberg to sustain a substantial loss of money which 

27 uld have better been used for other important expenses, assets/funds essential to the hc:alth and 

28 c:lfilre of the PlaintiftS. Moreover, Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass were more vulnerable 

-36 -
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1 Defendants' wrongful conduct than other members of the public because ot among other things, 

2 if age, ill health and the trust and confidence placed in Defendants. Stephen Ginsberg and the 

3 der Subclass actually 5U£fered substantial damage resulting from Defendants' conduct Therefore, 

4 tephen Ginsberg and th~ Elder Subclass are also entitled to treble damages pursua'nt to California 

S Civil Code §334S(b). 

6 171. Plaintiffs arc infonned and believe that the above conduct of Defendants WIIS 

7 espicable, willful, malicious, fraudulent, and oppressive conduct which subjected Stephen Ginsberg 

8 nd the Elder Subclass to cruel and unjust hardships in conscious disregard of their rights, so as to 

9 ·ustify an award of exemplary and punitive damages in an amount to be detennined by the trier of 

10 fact. 

11 172. Plaintiffs are infonned and believe that, pursuant to California Welfare & Institutions 

12 Code §15657. Stephen Ginsberg and the Elder Subclass are entitled to recover their attomeys' fees 

13 and costs. 

14 PRAYER 

15 WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, individually, on behalf of the Class and on behalf of the public, 

16 pray for judgment against Defendants as follows: 

17 1. That this action be certified as a class action, pursuant to Code ofCiviJ Procedure 

18 §382 and/or the Consumer Legal Remedies Act, Civil Code § 1781; 

19 2. That this law finn be appointed as counsel for the Class; 

20 3. That Plaintiffs be appointed Class Representatives as requested in this Complaint; 

21 4. That Plaintiffs be afforded a jury trial on behalf of themselves and the CIIISS, and a 

22 jury trial is demanded; -

23 5. That pursuant to the CLRA, UCL and False Advertising Law, all defendants, their 

24 offic..-rs, directors, principals, assignees, successors, agents, representatives, employees, 

2S subsidiaries, affiliates, and a\1 persons, corporations and other entities acting by, through, under, or 

26 on behalf of said defendants, or acting in concert or participation with them, be permanently 

27 enjoined from directly or indirectly making any illegal, untrue or misleading statements in 

28 
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1 violation of the CLRA, Business and Professions Code §§ 17200 et seq. and 17500 et seq., 

2 includitlg, but not limited to, the untrue or misleading statements alleged in this complaint; 

3 6. Awarding Plaintiffs and members of the Class, pursuant to California Civil Code 

4 §17SO, et seq., actual damages, punitive damages, court costs and attorneys' fees. 

5 7. Awarding Plaintiffs and members of the Class treble damages and attorney's fees as 

6 authorized by 18 U.S.C. §1964(c). 

7 8. Ordering the disgorgement of all sums unjustly obtained from Plaintiffs, the 

8 members ofthe Class and the public; 

9 9. Ordering defendants to make restitution to Plaintiffs, the members of the Class and 

10 the public; 

II 10. Awarding Plaintiff, Stephen Ginsberg. and members of the Elder Subclass treble 

12 damages pursuant to Civil Code §334S, in an amount according to proof at trial; 

13 11. Awarding Plaintiff, Stephen Ginsberg. and members of the Elder Subclass attorney's 

14 fees and costs under Welfare and Institutions Code § 15657; 

15 
12. Awarding Plaintiff, Stephen Ginsberg. and members of the Elder Subclass statutory 

16 penalties, attorney fees and costs, and injunctive relief under California Health & Safety Code 

]7 §143O(b); 

18 
13. Awarding Plaintiffs and the members of the Class compensatory damages 

according to proof; 
19 

20 
]4. Awarding Plaintiffs and the members of the Class general damages according to 

21 
proof; 

22 
15. Awarding Plaintiffs and the members of the Class economic damages according to 

23 
proof; 

24 
16. Awarding Plaintiffs and the members of the Class damages for violation of Cal. 

25 Health,&; Safety Code § 24170, et seq. 

26 
17. Awarding Plaintiffs and members of the Class and Elder Subclass punitive and 

exemplary damages according to proof; 
27 

28 
18. Awarding prejudgment and post-judgment interest at the maximum legal mle; 

·38· 
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1 19. Awarding attorneys' fees according to proof; 

2 20. Awarding costs of suit; and 

3 21. All such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

4 

5 
Dated: September 14,2016 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

MULLIGAN, BANHAM, & FINDLEY 

-
~

-.. ::::::=" 
~ . . ~ , 

.c:.Jiiii~igan 
Elizabeth A. Banham 
Brian K. Findley 
Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Putative Class 
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SUM-100 

'l SUJlJJrJlONS 
(CITACION JUDICIAL) 

NonCE TO DEFENDANT: 
(AVTSOAL DEMANDADO): 
See Attached 

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: 
(La EsrA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE): 
SELENA MOORER, individually and on behalf of all others similarly 
situated 

,.. 
~:: FOR COURT U2 OM.Y 
.... C·/ V' L ~OLO'PA~USO DE LA CORTE) 

, iiU"'/ '~S':-
"PIT"A' I~ ;, OFFlef 4 
". II L DIVIS/Oil . 

7n1~ AUG 22 PH 2: 42 
:"!" .. - 0 .' ~ 
vL."1I r." .. 11;':';:: Or 

SAil DIEGO cou"~_vy'~ ... ; 1 ,.i ,CA 

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being hoard unla .. you re.pond within 30 days. R.ad thalnformation 
be, .... 

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS aller thl. summon. and legal papers are served on yOll to fil. a written response at this court and have a copy 
served on the pIaInU". A lett.r", phona call will not pnltecl)W. Yourwrftten l1ISIIons. must be In proper Iegel bon II you want the COIIrt 10 hear your 
cas • • There·may be a ccurt form that you can us. for your response. YOII can flnd Ihese court fonns end mor.lnlormaUon at the California Coul1s 
Online Self-Help C.nter (www.courtinfo.ca.govl$eJflleIp). your county I.w library, or the courthous. n ..... t you. II you cannot pay the filing fee, ask 
the court clell< for a fee waiver 101m. If you do not f~e your response on lime, you may 10 .. the case by defaulL and your wages, money, and property 
may be taken WiIlKluI further warning from lIle court. 

Thera ara other logal reqUirements. You may wanllo cad an attorney righl away. If you do not know an attorney, you may wanllD caD an attomey 
relerral s.rvice. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible fortrae logal services from a nonprofit legal services program. You can locale 
these nonprofit groups at the callfomla Lagal Services Web sUo (www.lawhelpcllrtfomla.orp), the california COurts OnRne Sell-Help cantsr 
(lIIWW. courtinfo.ca.90V/S"""'~~ or by contacllng your /ocaI cou~ or county bar assoclaUon. NOTE: Tho court h.s a statutory lien for waived teos and 
costs on any .elllomont.or arbltraUon _rd of $1 0,000 or Il1<lflf in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid bel"", the court will dismiss the case. 
IA VlSOI Lo hen dOnlfJndacio. SI no ",spond. dentro d. 30 dl .. , la corte pu.de decldi' en su contm o/n e .. ucha, su vs~/Iln. Leila Informacl6/1 s 
conffnuscl6n. 

TIe"" 30 DlAs DE CALENDARIO dl16pWs de quo /IJ en/roguon sst. clfsc/6n y pspei •• legaIN (JIU8 "",sents, una rospueshl par _0 on asia 
corte y _, qua $G ",,'reguo una copia sI demandenl .. Vnl carta 0 unallamada lalef6nlca no 10 prolog"". Su te8pu.sta par eserifo Uene quo es/a, 
en fDnn.'o Iollsl cont1Clo sf d ••• a que procesen su co$o en fa corte. E. poslble qua "'ya un formU/ario qlHl usled puedo usar P818 su respueslB. 
Puerle onoonlra' •• tos 'ormu/arlo. dB fa corle y m6. Infonnac!6n en el Centro de Ayuda d. las Corte. d. Callfom .. jIvwW.sucort • • ca.!JO'I), en Ie 
blbHolsca d. leyes de au condado 0 en Ia COIte qlllt kI qusde m6. csroB. SI no puerle pagBr fa c..," de prasenflcfiln, p/da e/ ",cretarfo de Is carte 
que Ie d6 un formulsrio de exsncl6n da pogo de ct/Olos. S/ no "",s"'". I!U respuesta • flomp., puede pe<rlor" caso par Incumpllmienb y /a corio Ie 
podnl quna, su .ua!do, dinero y ble"". sin m~ __ onell/, 

Hay otros requisllos legala&. Es t&COmandab/e que/lame • un .bog.do Inmediafamenfa. SI no canoea G un 8OOgOOo, puede Voma, a un .. rvieJo d. 
remisi6n 8 sbogado •. Sf no pu.d. pegsr 8 un abog8<lo, .s po.lble quo cvmp/a eon I"" raqu/sl/o$ para obIensr sarvlclo> le!Iafes grelUl"" d. un 
ptI>gr81l18 d. __ ins 1egsJ&. sin fine. do kIc:ro. Pwde tn«m/rW .slos grupos sin fino. de lucro." e! sllio w.b da C81ifDm1a Loge! Sotvlc ... 
jIvwW.lawhalpcaHfomla.org}, ." el Centro d. A)lllda da/as Cone. de emlfemla, (www •• UCCII&.ca.gov}oponl6rld •• een conlaclo con fa corte 0 sI 
co1ag1o d. abogados /oCal ... AVISO: Per ley, fa corta /lona de18Cho a recfllmar las cuotas y los coslos 8XBntos par Imp."e, un gnJllllmen sob,. 
cuelquler recuperoci6n da $10,000 6 m6. d. valor rl1Clblda medlanle un ecu."*' 0 una cOIIcesi6n de arlJitrilj. tHI un ca.o de derecho clv1J. Tl8Ilo que 
pager sI g,..amtHI del. corI. ant ... de quo fa corlB pvoda d .... char.1 C.50. r- . . -

The name and addr ••• of the court is: CASE """.EA: 
(EJ nombrs y dif9cclon de /e corte es): San Diego Superior Court ~ (Mlmwv ....... ): 

330 West Broadway 37020t~U44P.cTL 
San DiegO, CA 92101 
The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiff's "Homey, or plain~ff without an aHomey, is: 
(EJ nombf9, Ia direcc/On Y e/ ntimero de /8/Mooo de/8bog.do del demendBnte,.o·del-dem6lldante que no liOlla abogado, as): 
Janice Mulligan, MULLIGAN, BANHAM & FINDLEY, 24424th Ave., # 100, San Diego, CA 619-238-8700 

DATE: AUG 2 ? 2016 Cieri<, by M, Reyel , Deputy 
(F.cha) (Secf9/arJo) , (Adjunlo) 
(For proofo' servICe 0 th summons, us. Proof of ervica of Summons (form POS-01 ~. 
(Para pruabs de enlfflga de esle citatiOn use e/ fonnu/erlo Proof of Service of Summons, (P0s'{)10)). 

NonCE TO THE PEI{SON SERVED: You are served 
1. D as an individual defendanl 
2. D as the person sued under lila fic~tlous name of (specify): 

3. D on behalf of (specify): 

under. D CCP 416.10 (corporation) CJ 
, 

CCP 416.60 (minor) 
D CCP 416.20 (dafunct corporaUoo) CJ CCP 416.70 (conservatee) 
D CCP416.40 (association orpartnershlp) CJ CCP 416.90 (authorized person) 

D other (specify): 
4. D by personal delivery on (date): 

Pa,.1or1 

SUMMONS 
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'I SUM-200(A 

SHORT TITLE: CAS> NUMllet 

_ SELENA MOORER & All Others Similarly Situated v. STEMGENEX 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE 
.. This form may be used as an atlachnent 10 any summons H 8pII(;e does not pennit the listing 01 al paIIles on \he SlJllI!lons . 
.. If this attachTlentls used, inserlthe following slalementln the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties 

Altachment form Is attached." 

List addiUonal parties (Check OIIly OIIe box. Use /I separate page for each type of party.): 

o Plaintiff [2] Defendant 0 Cross.compleinant 0 Cross-Defendant 

STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a California Corporation; STEMG ENEX, INC., a California 
Corporation; STEM CELL RESEARCH CENTRE,INC., a California Corporation; ANDRE P. 
LALLANDE. D.O., an Individual; SCOTI SESSIONS, M.D., an Individual; RITA ALEXANDER, an 
Individual; and DOES 1-100, 

Defendants. 

FcmI~IDr~UM 
Md" (ludofCalklill 6UM0000(A)"""._'. -, 

ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATIACHMENT 
Attachment to Summons 

Plge 01 

"0-1Gt1 
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POS-010 
ATTORNEY OR PARTY wmtOUT "TIORNEY (NarN, SI. Blrm.mMf. and.cfdrHa): FOR COURT USE ONLY 
Janice F. MulliRan, SBN: 99080 

f- Brian K. Findley, SBN: 2S 1172 
F;\}.Q "~" 9 MULLIGAN, BANHAM & FINDLEY ~~ cr" f.;' \r.,:\~c;.1 orr ,;: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100 San DieRo, CA 92101 ~ I '-!"V..!J·_ -'r~. ~" r"1'1 

TElEI'HOIIENO., 619-238-8700 F"NO. I""""'oO: 619-238-8701 (>~I\~\ J I \,..~I...,.,.J • ... 't I .... , • 

.......... OOES·I_ 
P ): 3b ATTORNEY FOR IHImoj: Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et at. . lS\b 0\:1 21 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORH~ COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
STREET AIlORI!ss, 330 West roadway ,.." ,. , ~I .... ~ e11",,:,..r \, ' ... ',' 

MAiUNG ADDRESS: Ctr-\i:(- ~ ,,' ",' '/" e-o .... ". ,," • I , 

crrv MD ZIP CODE: San Diego, CA 92101 
St .... ~\ {)'c ~:~: ... . 1 i •• ·v · - .... ~, ' _:J.J v ", 

BRANCH NAME: Central 

Pl.AJNTlFFJPEnTiONER: SELENA MOORER, ct al. CASE ....... ~ 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et at. 
37-2016-000289'94',CU~~crL 

Ref. No. or" No.: 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(separate proof of service Is required for each party served.) 

1. At the time of service I was atleast 18 years of age and not a party to this action. 
_ 2. I servad copies at. 

a, 0 summons 

b. 0 complaint 

c. 0 Altemative Dispute Resolution (ADR) package 

d. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheet (served in comp/ex cases only) 

e. 0 cross-complaint . 
f. [2] other (opecify documents): 1 st Amended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. a. Party served (specify name of p8l/y as $hown on dpcuments served): 

STEMGENEX, INC., a California COrporation 

b. 0 Person (other than the party In item 3a) served on behalf of an enb'ty or as an authorized agent (and not a person 
under Item 5b on whom substituted service Was made) (specify name and relationship b:J tha party namad in item 3a): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 

4. Address where the party was served: 
Office of Rosenberg, ShpaU & Zeigen, 750 "B" St., Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 

5. I &orved the party (check proper box) 
a. 0 by personal service. I personally dativered the documents listed in item 2 to the party or person authorizod to 

receive service of process for the party (1) on (date): (2) at (lime): 

b. 0 by substituted service. On (dsta): at (time): I left the documents listed in lIem 2 with or 
in the presence of (name and title or relatiOnship to parson indicatad in It6m 3): 

(1) 0 (business) a person at least 18 years of age apparenUy in charge at the office or usual place 01 business 
of the person 10 be served. I infmme~ him or her of the general natura of the papers. 

(2) 0 (home) a competent member of the household (at least 18 years of age) at the dwelling house Of usual 
place of abode of the party. I Informed him or hero! the genelal nalUre of the papers. 

(3) 0 (physical address unknown) a person at least 18 years of age apparenUy In charge at the usual mailing 
address or the person to be sllIVed, ether than a Unilad statss Postal Service post offICe box. t informed 
him or her of the general natura of the papers. 

(4) 0 I thereafter mailed (by first-cfass, postage prepaid) copies of the documents to the per.lOn to be served 
at the place where the copies wars left (Code Ciy. Proc., § 41 j201' I maned the documents on 
(date): from (city): or a declaration of mamng is attached. 

(5) 0 I attach a declaration of dlllgenc8 stating ectioos laken first to attempt personal service. 

Farra AdopIed felt ~u. 
Judldal Couw:iI of ca&bnIIa 

P0&010 jReV.""u.y t, 2001) 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

....'012 

eocs.Of CMI PnlctN'L S 417.10 

Case 3:16-cv-02816-AJB-NLS   Document 1-3   Filed 11/16/16   Page 43 of 63



PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et a!. CASE NUMBER: 

'-

OEFENOANTIRESPONOENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et a!. 
37-2016-0Q028994-CU-NP-CTL 

5. c. 0 by mall and acknowledgment of receipt of service. I mailed the documents fisted In Item 2 to the party, to the 
address shown In item 4, by first-class mail, postage prepaid, 

(I) on (dale): 9-27-16 (2) from (clly): San Diego 

, (3) 0 wllh two copies of the Notice and Acknowfedgment of Receipt and a postage-paid return envelope addressed 
to me. (Affach completed Notice and Acknowledgement of Receipt.) (Code C'1Y.Proc., § 415.30.) 

(4) 0 to an address outside Calilcmia with return receipt requested. (Code Civ. Pree .. § 415.40.) 

d.D by other means (specify mesns of service and authorizing code Section): 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECElPT-CIV~ is attached 

o Additional page describing service Is attached. 

6. The "Notlce to the Person Served" (on the summons) was completed as follows: 
a. D as an Ind'lVIdual delendanL' " 

b. D as the person sued under the fictitious name 01 (specify): 
c. D 
d·0 

as occupant. 
On behslf 01 (specify): 
under the IcIlowlng Code of Civil Procedure section: 

IZl 416.10 (corporation) o 415.95 (business organizatiOn, Icnn unknown) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporation) o 416.60 (minor) 
o 416.30 (joint stock company/association) o 416.70 (ward oreonservatee) 
o 416.40 (assocIation or partnership) o 416.90 (authorized pelSon) 

o 416.50 (public entity) o 415.46 (occupant) 
o other: 

7. Person who served papers 
B. Name: Brian K. Findley 
b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San Diego, CA 9210 1 
c. Telephone number: 619-238-8700 
d. The fee for service was: $0 
e. lam: 

(1) 0 not a registered CalifornIa process server. 
(2) B exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 2235O(b). 
(3) a registered California process server: . 

(i) Downer 0 employee 0 Independenl contractor. 
(ii) Registration No.: . 
(iff) County: 

, . 

8. 0 I declare under penalty of p8!ju/y under the laws of the Stete 01 California that Ihe foregoing is true and cOrrect. 

or 
9. 0 ! am ~ California sheriff cr marshal and f cerufy that1he foregoing is t'-'wG Gild ~rrect. 

Dale: 10-25-16 

(NAME OF PERSON 'NolO SERVED PAPER&lSHERIFF OR 

, ' 

POs-D10 (ReY. JtnUUf 1. 2007J 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

PIIuv2012 
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I -C'I il') POS 015 
ATfORt.IEYOR 'ARTY. WITHOUT ATfORNEY.,w.m.. SI .. S.IWrftbw • • "" .... : (~ C~q O! J~!\tss OFFICE 9 

f-!aniee F. Malllgan; SBN: 99080 ~ Ct~:~·:h~ i [1\ r(~!:-,,~ .! 
Brian K. Findley, SBN:2SII72 _:dtt."'i.. "'i."':"; 

MuLl.,lQAN, BANHAM, ~ FINDL.EY 
3: 3b 2442 'Fourth Avertue; Suite IOO,San Diego, California 92101 . zrrlb OC1 21 P 

TB.UHOHE IOl.: (619) 238-8700 F.->( NO. [OpIlooN!J, (619) 2l8-870 1 
E-MAIl.. .lODREU ~If! CLP,V ~1 HX'T " "-. ,... ... , q~ 

An ........ fM,.....t PI3Intj16seJrr~~ ~OOReR,lU1rySTEP~N GINSBURG, individually :.r ! ':"'i_ I ," ,-" . ' ", ', _ 

an on co. ot ers similar snuDI '1'~I"'I"· .· ' '''' , ',' \ . e 
~··.:i i) :_\'; .) ~ .... '" .. ' 0 .... V 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Diego 
SllIEEf ADDRE.':330 W. Ilroadway ~.-- ·· r ·- 2rJ~'f""' r; ;. 
MAIJNG ADDRESS! •• "_ ..... . (. ,.J. ". J 

CQYANDZIPcooe: San Diego, CA 92101 
0"""",,_, Centnll 

pWrmfFIPETlTiO~ER: SEJ-m~'ni~!.I1R ~nd 'm~HfJ'lIil~~URG, lndivldually ao on no. 01 ets Slm) ar y 01 UD 

OEFENOANTIRESPONOENT:. STJ>MGENEX MEDICAL. GROUP, INC., et al. 

CASE NUMBER: 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECElPT-CIVlL 37-20.i ~-OOO28994-CU-NP-crL. 

TO (Inoell nama of porty.balng served): STEMGENEX, INC., a California Corporation 

NOtiCE 
The summons and··other documents Idonljlled·balOw ere bei~ served putStJantto section 415.30 01 the California Code 0/ CI'Ii 
Procedure, Your (aOure to completo Ihls form end relum II within 20 dayslrom the dille of'll1olllng shown below may subjecl you 
(or the peny on whose behalf you are being served) to liabVity lor the payment of any expenses Incurred ;n ssMng·a summons 
'on you In any othe r manner permllted by law. 

If. you e18 being BoNed on behalf 01 a coljKlf3llon, an unincorporated BSsoclallon (Including a pallnership). or othar eni\}l, Ihls 
form must be signed by,you In Ihe name of such entity or by a palSon aulhoriled to receive selVice of process· on behalf 01 such 
entity. In ell other cases, this Iorm must be'slgned by 'YOU personally or by a permn aulhorl:<ad by you to eCl<now!9dge roeelpt 01 
summons, If you return Ihts form /0 the sender, service of a summons Is deemed complete on the dBY you sign the 
acknowledgment of receipt below. 

Date of maiUng: 09f27/1 6 

Brian K. Findley, EsQ, ~ ~_~NOT.'A'':::::'' 
ACKNOWLEDGMEliiT OF RECEIPT 

This acknowladge& receipt of (fo be compl.ted by sendor before malllhg): 
1. 0 A copy oflhe summons and of Ihe compalnl. 
2. GlJ Other (specify): 

S~mmOlls, First Amended Class Action Complaint, Notice of Case Assignment, E-FileNotice, 
ADR Package, Amendments to Complaint re: Does 1,2,3. 

,To bo comPleied by reclpltnt): 

Date \his form 16 signed: 11).\1 i Ill, 
-

.... "'" 0. "RSOHACIOIOWI.EOOING "EC!I'L!'"" 11nE F 
ACKNC'MUCGMENT J$ ~E ON BEIiALF OF ANOTl'lER ~SOH OR EH"IlrY) 

NOllCE AND ACKNOWLEDGMlOt:lT OF REC.EIPT - CIVIL 
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POS'()10 
A.TTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT AnoRNEY fNMnI. sr.. IWIIIoInbw, _~: 

Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 
~ Brian K. Findley, SBN: 2S 1172 

MULLIGAN, HANHAM &. FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, Sill! Diego, CA 92101 

TElEPHONENO., 619-238-8700 F..xNO.~_, 619·238·8701 
E-WlLADCRESS_, 

Ano"'lEm)R_~ Plainliffi; SELENA MooRER,.1 a1. 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNI~ COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

STREET ADDRES., 330 West Broadway . 
MAILING AOORESS: . 

CllY.,.,..,cooe: San Diego, CA 92101 
BRANCH....... Central . 

PLAlNTlFFIPETlTIONER: SELENA MOORER, et a1. 

? 3' 3'0 . . 

. .. 
CASENU~ 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROuP. INC.; et aI. 
37-2016-00028994·CU-NP-CTL 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(SepBr8le proof of sstvice is required for each party ssMld.) 
1. Altha fime of .ervice I wal atleas! 18 y ...... of age and nol ;I party 10 this action. 
2. I served copias of: 

a. 0 summons 

b. 0 complaint 

c. 0 Alternative DiSpute Resolution (ADR) paclc8ge 

d. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheel (served In complex cases only) 

e. 0 cross'complainl 

f. 0 other (spaclfydocuments): lsI Amended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. a. Party served (specify name of perty 8S shown on documenls served): 
• ' J • 

STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP, INC., a California Corporation 

b. 0 Person (other than the party in ilem 3a) s~rved on behalf of ari entily or as 8n authorized agent (and not a person 
under Item 5b on Whom subslituIBd selVice was mada) (spaclfy nama and ralallon.hlp 10 /he party named in Item 3s): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address where the party was served: 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen, 750 nB" St., Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 . 
5. I served the party (check proper box) .' 

a. 0 by parsonal service. I personally delivered the documents Usted In item 2 to the party or person aulhorized to 
ra<:elw service ofproceas for the party (1) on (dale): (2) at (lime): . 

b. 0 by substituted servIce. On (dal~): at (time): I left the documents listed In Iblm 2 wllh or 
In the presence of (name and IItle or ralalionshlp to person Indk;ated in Ilem 3): 

(1) 0 

(2) 0 

(3) 0 

(4) 0 

(5) 0 

FMmAdoptM! for IMndIlOty U .. 
Julldlll CoMiI d c.IIbNa p""",. ",",."""" ~ 2OO7J 

(business) a person ai least 18 years olage apparendy In charge at the office or usual place of business 
of !he person to be served. I informed him or her of the general natura of the papers. 

(h;;;rr.a) a wmpetSiit mambci of the household (at least 18 years of sgej at tile dweiiing house or usual 
place Of abode of the party. I infonnad him or her of the genel1ll nalure of the papers. 

(physical add .... unknown) a person et least 18 years olage apparenUy in charge at the usual maiing 
address or the parson to ba served, oIhar than a Unlled States Postal Service posl office box. Iinformed 
him or her of the general nature of the papars. 

I thareafler mailed (by first-class, postage ptllpaid) copies of the documents 10 tha person '" be served 
at the place where the copies were left (Code Clv. Proc .. § 41 f.20I' I maVed the documsnls on 
(dete): from (city): or a declaration of roaRing Is attached. 

I attach a declaratIon of diligence stating actions taken nrst to attempt personal service. 
, ... , 012 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS Cod_ ofCttfPIOtDnt. ,"'1.10 
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PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et aI. CASE NUMBER: 

f- . 
OEFENOANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROup·. INC., et aI. 

37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

5. c. 0 by mall and acknowledgment of receipt of service. I maUed Ihe documents listed in ~em 2 10 Ihe party. to Ihe 
address shown In ilem 4, by filSklass mail. poslage prep8.Id. 

(1) on (dale): 9-27-16 (2) from (CIIy): San Diego 
(3) [2] w1lh two copies of Ihe Notice and Acknowledgment of Recelpl and a poslage-pald relum en~lope addressed 

to me. (Attach completed NoUce and Acknowledgemenl of Receipt)(Code CIY. Proc .. § 415.30.) 
(4) 0 to an address oUlside california w11h rerum rec:elp! requested. (Code Clv. Proc .. §415.40.) 

d. 0 by other means (specify means of service and authorizing code section): , . 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT-CML is attached . . 

o Addilional page describing service is atlached. 

6. The "Notice 10 the Person Served" (on lIle summons) was completed as follows: 
B. 0 as an Individual defendant. 

b. 0 as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify): 

c·D 
d. [2] 

as occupanL 
On behalf of (specify): 

. . 

under the ftlIlowlng Code of Civil ProcedUIP. section: 

lZl 416.10 (corporation) 
D 416.20 (defunct corporalion) 

o 415.95 (business organl%atlon. fonn unkoov.n) 
D 416.60 (minor) 

o 416.30 Coin! stock company/association) 
o 416.40 (association or partnership) 
o 416.50 (pubfic entity) 

7. Person who served pap81'S 
a. Name: Brian K. Findley 

D 416.70 (ward or conservatee) 
o 416.90 (aulhorized person) 
D 415.46 (occupant) 
Cl olher: 

b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suire 100, San Diego, CA 92101 
c. Telephone number: 619-238-8700 
d. Tha fee for service was: $ 0 
e. lam: 

(1) 0 not a registered califomla process server. • 
(2) B exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 2235O(b). 
(3) , a .registered California process server: 

0) 0 owner 0 employee 0 Independent contra~!or. 
01) Reglstralion No.: 
(ill) Counly: 

8. [2] I declare under penalty of pe~ury under the laws of the Slate of Califomia that the foregoing Is true and correct. 

or 

9. 0 I am a California shariff or marshal and I certify that Ihe fOl8golng is true and correct. 

(SIGNATURE ) I< 

" ; ' 

Pos.o10 [RaY. J.,...,., " 2007] 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 
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" 
. POS 015 

IInom-lEv OR PARTY WITHOUt ATTORNEY 1I'oI8fTl". $/0111 8,1: IIl1'1fln.f, aM ij(/atItU! '. ,1 " 

Jallice F. Mulligan. SflN: 99080 
_ .. Brian K. rind Icy, SBN: 25/172 

MULLIGAN, 8!\NHAM, & FINDLEY 
" 

.. 
2442 Fourth Avenue, Suite lOa, San Diego. C'alirortliii 92101 . .- ~ . 

, 
m,,,,,,,", NO., (6 19) 2J~·H7Uf) FA' NO. """ ... , (6 19) 238.&70 I 

F...J.Ull AOORESS (0tX1Otl~; 

I ATTOI'","O., ... ,.,,' PI inti ITs S~~ENfi MOORf;R ,nd STEPHfN (iINSBlRG. individ",llv ana on beha 101 nl lIlhers Similarly situnLc. # 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Diego 
sn~EET A.OORESS: 330 W. Broadway 
MAILING "DonE-55 

ClTTAAOZIPCOf)f ' Sall Diego, CA 92101 
aAANCti NAME: Central 

---- - - -

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER SEthEi\j\ t;:\?O~~R ,nd STEPfl~N GINSrURG, ind ividually 
fin on chi! U:1 01 ,ers slind:lr 'I sltuatec 

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: STEMGEN EX MEDICAL GROUP, INC" ot "I. 
- -" --.- . _----',,------- ------~.---'--. 

CAse NUMtlEf'( 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL 37·2016·00028994·CU·NP·CTL 
.-.-... ~.----- .-

TO (insen name of pany being served): STEMGENEX MEDICAl. GROUP, INC .. a CaliFornia Corporation 

,----- .. -- --_. 
NOTICE 

The summons and other documents identified below are being served pursuant to section 415.30 of the California Code of Civil 
Procedure. Your failure to complete this form and return it within 20 days from the date of mailing snown below may subject you 
(or the party on whose behalf you are being sorved) tc lii:!bilily for the payment of any expense$ incurred in serving a summons 
on you in any other manner perrnilled by law . 

If you are being served on behalf of a corporation, an unincorporated 8ssoclmion (including a pannership) , or othor entity, thIs 
form musl be ~ignel.l by you in the name of such entity or by a person autnorized to receive service of plOcess on behalf uf such 
entity. In an olher cases, this form must be signed by you personally Of by a person i1uthorizad by you to acknowledge receipt 01 
summons. If you return this form to the sender, service of OJ summons is deemed complete on the day you sign the 
acknowledgment of receipt below. 

Date of mailing: 09/27/1 6 

",B!.!ri",anL!..!>K~ . .!:r.'.!in"'d""le;<;yt.., .... E&'s~ql'=· ===c--_ .--_._-­
(TYPE OR PR!NT NAMt) 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 

This acknowledges mceipt of (to be comp/eled by sender before maiJing): 
" 0 A copy of the Slimmcns and of the compiainl. 

2. GlJ Other (specify): 

Summons, First Amended Class Action Complaint, Notice orCase Assignment, £·Filc NOliee, 
ADR Package, Amendments to Complainl re: Docs 1,2,3. 

(To be compl.'eri by r.clpient): 

Date ltois form Is signed: I C! II lilt i' 

David Rosenbery' ESQ. on behal f of the !,artv served 
(TYPE OH PRI,. .... OVR NAl4IE ANO NAME OF I!:NI!TY. I .t.NY. 

ON 'I.'l.f()SE BEHAlf THIS fORM IS ~NC:Ol 

_1 

"~II ~ 1 01 : 
f.orm ~opI(tIl re,or M/IIIIJ.wI!,II)' Usc, 

Julk::lll Cul/l'1d 01 C ... ll)!n'" 
r'OS.Q~S IAC'~, J""UQft 1,200:'1 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT - CIVIL Cll\le 01 C.v_ PfOC ~dl"". 
§~4 'Sn ~I1 . Ii) 

__ .... Cllv""'f(>.Cil ;}I-'" 
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POS..(J10 
ATIORNEY OR PARTY WrTHOtJr AT1"OAA£Y (Nimf. SJaIf BarnurnDff. MJd4Cll;h.SS): FOACOU/frUS2OHlY 
Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 9!JO~0 . 

r\\£D \{~ . - BrianK. Findley, SBN: 251172 
MULLIGAN, BANHAM & FINDLEY ~'i) OV\.EUS1,N~tf~,r.\ 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite JOO, San Diego, CA 92101 

TELEPHONENa. 619-238-8700 FAXHo.~ 619-238-8701 CEHW/,). ... ,u'" 
6-MAJL ACOf1ESS (Op",""" 

P ATTOAHEYFOR _J' Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et al. In\~ Ilt1 21 
. 3'0 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORN~ COUNlY OF SAN DIEGO 
STR£ETAIlDRESS: 330 West roadway . . _r~'f"I.t"\ r '" 

CLERK SUi'rr v(, \J 
MAlUNG ADDRESS: ... •• ~\ 1:-'" 

S,"I D\O::r..O I Vw i . , 
alY N«) ZIP CODE: San Diego, CA 92101 -'\I ,-' .. I " 

BRANCH HAMS, Central 
PlAINTIFF/PETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et al. eASE ru.IIEI< 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et al. 
37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

Ret No. or fie No.: 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(Separale proof of service ;s required for each paJty served.) 

1. At the time of service I was at lea8118 years of age and nol a party to this aellon . 
. 2. I served copies of: 

a. 0 summons 

b. m complaint 

c:. 0 AltematiVe Dispute ResoluUon (AOR) package 

d. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheet (selVed ;n comp/el( cases only) 

e. 0 cross-complaint . .'. . 
f. 0 other (specifydocumenls): .lst Amended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. a. Party served (specify name at PlIny 8S shown on documents served): 

STEM CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, INC., a California Corporation 

b. 0 Person (other than the party In Item 3a) served on be~lf of an entity or as an authorized agent (imd not B person 
under Item 5b on whom substituted service was made) (specify name and relationship to !he party named in Wem 3s): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address Where the party was served: 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen. 750 "Bn St, Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 
5. I served the party (check proper box)' . 

a. 0 by personal service. I parsonally delivered the documents listed in item 2 to the party or person aulhorized 10 
receive service 01 process lor the party (1) on (dale): (2) at (Ym6): 

b. 0 by substituted aervlce. On (datB): at (lime): I left the documents listed In Item 2 wllh or 

, 

In the presence of (name and tille or relationshiP 10 parson indicated in item 3): 

(1) 0 (business) a person at least 18 years of age apparenUy In charge at the office or usual place of business 
ofll1e person to be served. I informed him or her oflhe genaral nature oltha papers. 

(2) 0 (home) a competent member 01 the household (at le.sl18 years of age) at the dWelfing house or usual 
place of abode of the party. I Informed him or her of the general nature of the papars. 

(3) 0 (physlcaladdrass unknown) a person at least 18 years of age apparently In charge at the usual mailing 
address of the person to be served, olher than a UnilBd States Postal ServIce post office box. Iinfonned 
him or her of the general nature of the papers. 

(4) 0 I thereaftar ma~ed (by first-<:Iass, postage prepaid) copies 01 the documents to the person to be served 
at the place where Ihe copies were left (Code Civ. Proc:., § 41 r.20j' I mailed the documents on 
(date): from (city): or a declaration of maKing Is aHached. 

(5) 0 I attach a declaraUon of diligence staling actioos taken first to attempt personal service. 
Pagt10(2 

PROOF OF SERVlCE.Of' SUMMONS 
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Pl.AfNTIFF/PE1lTIONER: SELENA MOORER, et al. 
' I-

DEFENDANTIRESPONOENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et al. 

CASE NUMBER: 

37-20l6-00028994-CU·NP·CTL 

5. c. 0 by maO and acknowledgment of receipt of servlce.lmaiied the documents listed In Item 2 to the party. to the 
address shown in item 4, by first-class mall, postage prepaid, ' , 

(1) on (date): 9-27-16 (2) from (city): San Diego 

(3) 0 with two copies of the Notice and AcknowladgT'll6n1 of Racalp/ ~i!d a pos~e-pBld return envelope' addressed 
to me. (Al1ach completed Notice end Aeknowledgementof Receipt) (Code CIv.,Proc., § 415.30,) 

(4) 0 to an address outside California with return receipt requested. (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.40.) 

d. 0 by other means (specify means of service and authorizing code section): 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL is attached 

o Additional page describing service Is attached. 

6. The ~Notice to the Person Served" (on the SUIM1OI1S) was completed as folows: 
a. 0 as an Individual defendant. • 

b. 0 as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):, 

c. 0 as occupant. 
d. 0 On behalf of (specify): 

under the Iolowing Code of Civil Procedure section: 

m 416.10(corporeticn) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporation) 

o 419.95 (busln8!!S organization. lonn unknown) 
0416.60 (minor) 

o 416.30 Ooint stock company/association) o 416.70 (ward or conservatee) 
o 4 t6.4O (association Or partnership) 
o 416.50 (public entity) 

o 416.90 (autholized person) 
0 , 415.46 (occupant) 
o other: 

7. Parson who served papers .' 

a. Name: Brian K. Findley 
b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92101 
c. TelephOne number. 619-238-8700 
d. The fee lor service was: $ 0 
e. lam: 

not a registered californle process server. 
(1) B 
(2) exempt from'registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b). 
(3) a reglstared California process server: . 

(i) 0 owner 0 employee 0 Independent contractor . • 
(II) Registration No.: 
(iii) County: 

8. 0 I declare under penalty of peljury under the laws of the State of CalifornIa that the foregoing Is true end ccrrect. 

or 
S. 0 i am a California sheriff or marshal and I certify mat the foregoing is We and correci. 

Date: 10-25-16 

_:£i.£~.:i3.~~i (SIGNATUR!, 

P05-010 1Ra¥. Ja~ t. ZDD7I 
PROOF'OF. SERVICE OF. SUMMONS 
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~~~~~~==~====~~~~~ __ ~ ______________________ ,-~ .. ,~~. _._ .. ______ . __ ~P~O~S~~~15., 
ATtORNEY oHPARTY WlfHOUr AnOONEY i~/Mr~. SIMI a", .ot.Y"~" . ~tr.lIo .. ,",U)J . \ . 

Janice F. MUlligan. SBN: 99080 .. , 1/ 

r- Bri.n K. Pindley. SBN: 251172 
MULLIGAN. IlANIIAM. & FINDLEY 
2442 Founh Avenue, Suile 100.5:111 Die!.!D. California 92101 

T"'!'HONE NO. (619) 238.8700 - fM NO {Cp'M"'. (619) 238.870 I 
E·MAll AOORES.s (OpfICJ"~/). 

ATTO""EY 'OR (N.",.), PI' inti iTs SE/,I'l'I A MOOI~~R. and STEPHEN GINSBURG. individually 
iU1~ 011 behal 01 all olht.:'rs slll1liarly slluatcd 

i SUPERIOR COURT OF CA.LlFORNIA, COUNTY OF Sail Diego 

STflECT "'OCRESS. 330 W. Broad\\-'ny 
MAILING AOORESS 

CITVIINO!IPCOJE' San Diego, CA 92101 
MFI,a,NOi NAMI;' Centra! 

1-----.------------- --.. --------1 
PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: SELENAIMOOREIR and STEPHEN (jINSBURG. Individually 

.. nd on be lalf of ilII others sIl11llarfy 5Itu<1leJ-

DEFENDAN1/RESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICA t. GROUP. INC.. el.1. I 
,--.-------------------------------r-:::::;-::;:;::;;;:--------.l 

CASE N'JM8!;"" j 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL 37·2016·00028994-CU·NP-Cn I 
TO (insert nam. of party being served): STEM CELL ReSEARCH CENTRE. INC., fI Cnlifornia Corporalion 

._-_ ...... _---- -_. __ .-
NOTICE 

The summons and other documents identified below ~rG being served pursuant to section 415.30 of the Cillifornla Code of C:vti 
Procedure. Your failure to complete this rorm and return il witl1in 20 days from the date of mailing shown below may subject you 
(or the party on whose behalf you arc being served) 10 liability for the paymont of any expenses incurred in serving a summons 
on you In any other manner permitted by raw. 

If you are being served on behalf of a corporation. an unincorporated association (including a partnership), or other entity, this 
form mus1 be Signed by you in the name of 5uch ontJty or by a person authorized to receive service of process on behalf of such 
entity . In all other cases, this form must be signed by you pCfson<llly or by a person authorized by you to acknowledge receipt of 
summons. 11 you return this form to the sender, servIce of a summons is deemed complete on tho day you sign the 

--1 

I 
acknowledgmen1 of receipt below, _________ . _ _ J 
Oal. of mailiog: 09/27! 16 

Brian K, Findley, Es!J.I;:,====:::-___________ _ 
(r YflE OR ?illNT HAM:;I 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 

This ~cknow!edges receipt of (to be camp/elfid by sender beforfJ mailing): 
i. D /~ copy of the summons and of (he complaint 

2. CZJ Other (specify): 

Summons, First Amcnded Class Action Complaint, Nolice oreasc Assignment, E-File Notice. 
ADR Package, Amendments to Complaint fe: Does 1,2,3. 

(To be completed by reCipient): 

Oal. Ihis form is signed: I 0 Ill! \ k 

David 8Q.sl;!mf'rg, ESl on behalf of the party served 
ITYPE OR PRiNTVotJll "ME AND NIJ.IE Of ENTrJ'f. I · ~N'(. 

or~ WHOSE Gr;f1ALI' THIS fORM IS srON~D l 

·;;O~~fh;:'~"~01",,"·~::~~"'~~:::,':=.:;c~;::":--------:NC'O=TC'IC=EC'A.,-N-:O:--A-C"'K=N'-O"W""L-:e=-O::-::GC'M-:-e=N=TC'O=-=F RECEIPT - CIVIL 
"OS-Ol ~ lRc>v Je"IJA'y " 20051 

ClYJo (.o! CI."I !",n;"'I,,'''. 
~§4;~ 30"111.'0 

... · ....... ~~l1" ... rf~ Cd.IP'1 
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POS"()10 
ATTORNEY OR PARTY WlniOUT AnORNEY (N¥tt. Slat. fWnumoer, wadtlttSS/; F<JR COURT USE Off'-'! 
Janice F. Mulligno. SBN: 99080 

I- Brian K. F'mdley. SBN: 2S 1172 "'FILED MULLIGAN. BANHAM & FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Ave.. Suite 100. San Diego. CA 92101 ·~~Cf{lOOS1N~S.)\:if.E~ 9 

mEPIIONE NO.: 619-238-8700 FAltHO, r"""",.." 619-238-870 I CT-"'" 1",,-·) 1 ,t ·<\Ir.', •. ,1" '\;'" • 

I;-...... A!lORI!SS r_: . 
Am>I<NEY FOR _J, Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et al. 

101b 0\:1 21 P ): 31 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNI~ COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

STRS;1'_S 330 West roadway , ......... , 1sT 
MAlUNQ ADDRESS: CL£RK--SUrt:~ ,~. r.1.',~ . : ~.: j 

San Diego, CA 92101 r""'.'" ('I . I ~ CITY AND ZIP C~ ~i,N O'~\: .. ' ~ ."" -' 
BJW«:H NAME: ' Central 

PLAlNTlFFJPETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et aI. """,,HUM_ 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et a1. 
37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

All. No. « FlI, No.: . 

PROOF OF SeRViCe OF SUMMONS 

(Separate proof of service Is required for esch party S6/Wd.) 

1. At the time of service I was at least 18 years of age and not a party to this action . 
. 2. I seMld copies of. 

a. (1] summons 

b, 0 complaklt 

c. 0 Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) package 

II. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheet (serwd In c«nplex caS6S only) 

e. 0 cross-complaint • 

f. m other (specify documents): 1st Amended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. s. Party seMld (spe~1fy name of party 8S shown on docum"nls served): 

STEM GENETIC. a California Business Entity, Form Unknown 

b. 0 Person (other than the party in item 3a) served on behalf 01 an enlity or as an authorized agent (and not a person 
under Item 5b on whom substituted soMee was made) (spacify name and re/atklns/Jip to lhe party nam&d In nem 3a): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address where the party was seMld: 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen, 750 "B" St., Suite 3210, Sail Diego, CA 92101 
5. I served the party (check proper box) 

a. 0 by personal service. I personally delivered the documents listed In ilsm 2 to the party or person authorized to 
receive service of process for the party (1) on (date): (2) at (time): 

b. 0 by substituted sarvlce. On (date): at (time): Ilef\ the documents listed in Item 2 with or 
in the presence of (name and title or relationship to person indi~ated In item 3): 

(1) 0 (busi",,") a parson atlaast 18 yean; at age epparentlyln charge at the office or usual place of business 
01 the person to be served. I Informed him or her of the general nature of the papers. 

(2) 0 (home) a compelsnl member of \he household (alles&t 18 years rJ age) at the dwelling house or usual 
place of abode of the party. I informed him or her oftha general nature olthe papars. ' 

(3) 0 (physical address unknown) a parson at least 18 years of age apparently In charge at the usual mailing 
• address of the person to be served. other than a Unilsd Stales Postal Service post office box. I inlormed 
him or hai of the general nature of the papers. 

(4) 0 I thereafter mailed (by first-class. postage prepaid) caples of the documents to the person to be served 
at the place where the coplas were left (Code CIY. Proc., § 41f.20ll maned the documents on " 
(dale): from (city): or a declarntion of mailing Is attached. 

(5) 0 "I attach a declaration of dligence slating actions taken firsl to ettempt personal service. 
'-0-1012 

PROOFOFseRv~eOFSUMMONS CGdt 1111 ChI Proc:ecfIra.1417. '0 

~ 
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CASE NU1.IBER.: PLAINTIFFIPEilTIONER: SELENA MOORER, et a1. 
t-

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., ct a!. 
37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

5. Co 0 by mall and acknowledgment of receipt of setVlce. 1 mailed the documents Dsled in Item 2 10 \he party, to the 
eddress shown In item 4, by first-<:less mail, postage prepaid, 

(1) on (date): 9-27-16 . (2) from (city): San Diego - . 
(3) 0 wilh two copies of the No/ice and Acknowledgment of Recerptand a postag~ald retum en";'lope addressed 

to me. (Attach completed Notice and Acknowledgement of Receipt) (Code Clv; Proc., § 415.30.) 
(4) 0 10 an eddress outside Calitornia with retum recelpt requested. (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.40.) 

d. 0 by other means (specify meens of service 8fId authorizing ocde section): 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT -CIVIL is attllched 

o Additional page desaiblng service is attached. 

6. The ·Notlce to the Person Served" (on the summons) was completed as follows: 
a. 0 as an indIvidual defendant. • 

b. 0 as the person sued under the fictitious name or (specify): 
c. 0 as oocupanL 
d. 0 On behalf of (spec,lfy): 

under the following Code of Civil Procedure section: 

o 416.10 (corporaUon) [1] 415.95 (business organization, !ann un~nown) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporation) o 41(!.60(mlnor) 
o 416.30 (joInt stock company/association) o 416.70 (ward or consarvatee) 
o 416.40 (assodaUon or partnership) o 416.90 (authorized person) 
o 416.50 (public entity) o 415.46 (occupant) 

o other: 
7. Person wiho served papers 

a. Name: Brian K. Findley 
b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92101 
c. Telephone number: 619-238-8700 ' 
d. The tee for service was: $ 0 
e. lam: 

(1) I ",- I 
(2)8 
(3) 

not a registered California proceS$ server. 
exempt frOm registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b).· 
a reglslered California process server: 
0) 0 owner 0 employee 0 independent contractor. 
(ii) Registratfon No.: 
(iii) County: 

8. 0 I declare under penaRy 01 pa~ury under the laws of \he Slate 01 Caifonia that the foregoing is !rue and correct. 

or 
9. 0 l am a CaUfomrll !lhe!"lff or marsha! and! certify that the foregoing 15 true snd carra.t. 

Date: 10-25-16 

\5~:6 £\ S=;,,~~ 
(NAUE OF PERSON IJ'tIHO seRVED p~ OR fAARSHAI.) , 

POS-Ol0 [Rev. JIClWy 1.20071 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

Pap2of2 
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POS~_1,5 
AtToRNEY ON PARNwrrHoUT ATTORNey ~fN. Sill,. wlK'llkr. .NS ..... }: "!. " 
Janice· F. MuUlgJIn, SBN: 99080 ~\) CML Bl)f,~;~~~ 

-Srian K. fifldlC)', SBN: 2S1172 C'EN I!"''' !.. L: 
MULLIGAN, BANHAM, 8< FINDLEY 
2442Fourlh Aven~ .. SUile .100, Sun Diego, CalifOl1jI. 92101 

lQlb Oel 21 m ........ "", (619) 238.8700 '''''''-(619) 238·8701 
E"",,",ADDR&SS~~' 

An_.V __ J' ~inli~~~~Wlft ~OOREl\rrry srEP~ GINSBURG,lndiyfdu~l~ ")l:P ' 
on 11 · 0 a 01 en.SImI ar SltuGt Q.£Il:i\-Slh C' ,-

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SIn Oiego St-N D!EGO C 
SlftIifT ......... 330 W.Broadway 
MAA.IfGADDJI!Ist 

""" .... ZPCOD .. S.n Diego, CA 92101 
"""'''''''Contral .. 

. u . . ,.~ 27 ' ._ . • 
.• : _ ... , .' ,.. . .:. t... . . 

. PLAINTlFFIPETlTIONER: S,rN~I);i?~R /hnd StEP'HPvj P~~URG.lndividu.lly a on 8 '0 0 0 ersalml Dr Y situn 
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDiCAl. GROUP,INC., clal. 

CASE NUUatR: 
NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECElPT-CIVIL '37-20 16-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

TO (inssrt /NII1IG of party belilg $fllVfld): STEM GENETIC •• California Buslnes! Entity. Form Unknown 

NOTICE 
Thnummons·and .lIIor documenlS Idonllned below are belng.lieivod pursuant to se(:ll.n 415.30 oflhe Califomla·Code of Civil 
Procadure. Your failure to complete 1111. loom and retum ft withIn 20 days frem tha dal. or malDng shown balow may subject you 
(or the party .n whoaa behalf you .r. being .erved) t. IIabllily for Iho paymant of any expenses IncUrred In serving a sunvnons 
on you In ,ny other manner parmill8d by law. . 

If:you are· being ierved on bahalf of a corponition. an unincorporated asscC:IaUon (hicfudlng a partnership). or oillar entity. 1111. 
fotrn must·be.algned by you In tho nama .Iauch entity or by a pa/$9n auillorized 10 ractlve.servlce 01 process on l1e~all or .uch 
anllly. In all.other casas, Ihls form musl be .Igned by you pOfWOIIally or by a parson authorized by you to acknowledge receipt 01 
summons_ II you IGtum this fonn to tho sendar, .alVlce of. summons I,daomed complele on the dey yau .slgn ilia 
aclmowledgmant of receipt below. 

Oato of malllng:09127/16 

Brian K,Findley, Esq. 
(1YN DR ,.RJHf NN.U:) 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 

This ackr:lowled9.' receIpt 01 (to be completed bY'sonder before moIling): 
1.0 AC;Cpy·ofthe.sl!ll1mons and ofilia camP"",t. 
2. GZJ oth,r r$p~c(fyJ: 

Summons. First Amended Class Action Complaint, Notice orCase Assignment. E·File Notice, 
ADR Package. Amendments to Complaint re; DoeS 1.2, 3. 

(To be completed by roclplenl/: 

D.to thb 10'milhlgned: I 0 111 II y 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEfPT - CIVIL 

DF :,:;: 
FICE9 
0\1 

p 

, ;". 

.. ; 

3: 31 

, ... , "' .... . 1 ,.,\ t 
\,. : .. ... 
~i l' i, Cf\ e 
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.: ... 
POS-G10 

ATTORNE'f OR PARTY wrnCiT ATTORNEY (,.". • .,. e.tI~'" Ittd .-nuJ: FOR CQCHl1' til. 0lM. ... 
JllIlice f . Mulligan'; SBN: 99080 . 

f- Brian IC. Findley, SBN: 251172 Hl£D . rFr~9 . MULLIGAN, BANHAM &: FINDl,t;y ~~ b\n';t~S 0,' .,'-2442 Fourth Ave., Suite IDa, San Diego, CA 92101 . Clift -j,' "Wl:.'I"1l\ 
. llLEI'HOIjEHO.; 619-238-8700 , .. NO._, 619-238-8701 Ct~.1 ; 1., \ . .... - ' , ~h ; ';"'" ,.., 

e-MAl\.oICORESI_ 
3: 3 ""O'NEY __ '~ Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et al. 

lU\b OC1 21 P 
SUPERIOR (:OuRT OF CAUFORr."13 COUr.'TY Of SAN DrEGO 

..,,;aT .. """".: 330 West roac;lway .-ro ,,..r; r ...... ,' . 

.wtJNG AoOREss: , , 
eny ANO U' CODE.: San Diego, CA 92101 

£F,e'lC .', " . Cl \:\-, "\, , ,.'~ . :. " ' ", ' i ,..... J ' . r.,. t ,1 f\ ..I .~. J'.. . ' ., -' . 
BAANCHNAM~ Centra\ ~. '~i ... , .. -

PLAINT'FFJpETITIDNER: SELENA MOORER, et al. CASE........., 

OEFENoAJolTIRESPDNoENT: STElvIGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et <\1. 
37-2016,.00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

Rat. No. Of Fu. NO.: 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(Separsle proof of seMes is required for each party served.) 

1. AI Ihillime Dr service I was at least 18 years or sge and nol a party to this·actlon. 
2. I served. coples'of: . 

8. 0 summons 

b. 0 comp/slnl 

c. 0 AJlernatlve Dispute Resolution (ADR) package 

d. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheel (sefV6d in comple~ ... se. only). 

a. 0 ~",s.-complalnl 
f. 0 oIher-(specllydocument.): )stAmended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File &. ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. ·a. PartY served (specify name of party a.sliown on documonts served): 

:s-rEM C., ~~S .,. ,fi£ I-I"'N\A~ j2€PAIIL IC= "', "" c.:. ... .,.9~, !P.. 'i3"~"N~> ~'7 I .... ""'" tirJo,(O"'''''>,.) 

b. 0 PersDn (other than the party In item 3a) served on behalf of an entity or as an aut!1orlzed sgent (end nol a peBon 
under Iterti,5b on whom substitulBd •• rvi<:e was made) (~p~fy nama and reiationsliip 10 tlte party named in flam 3e): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address where the party was served: • 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen. 750 "BOO St., Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 
5. .1 seMld !he party (ch9CJc prop&r box) 

e. 0 by personal slrvlce. I pe",onally deli;'ered the documenls IIslad in IIBm 2 '" the party or jiet10n authorized 10 
recalve saNtee at pro~' for !he party (1) on (daro): (2) at (lime): 

b. 0 by substituted servicl. On (dale): al (lime): I left the dQeumenls Iisled In 'Iem 2 with or 
in !he presence of (1JIIm91md tHis or relationship to person indic8ted in item 3): 

'(1) 0 (business) a parson alle05118 years of age apparently in. charge althe office or usual placa of business 
of the person to be served. I Informed him or her of the generall11llu", of \he papers. 

(2) 0 

(3) 0 

(4) 0 

(home) a compete"' member of the hoosehold (at'leasl18 yea", of age) at the dwelling house or usual 
place of abad. of the party. i .1fOi1lleu him or hlir of \he Qerierai nBillr. of the papers. 

(phYSical address unknown) a .person at least 18 year.> of age apparanUy in charge althe usual mailing 
address of the person Ie be served, other than a UnilBd Slales,Postal Service ,posl office box. Iinrormed 
hin or her of the gen"",1 nalure of \he papers. 

Ilh~reafter mailed (by first-class, postage prepaid) copies of the documents 10 the person to be served 
altho place where the copies wer. lett (Coda Clv. Proc., § 41j.201' I mailed the documents on , 
(efafe): ,from (cjty): or. a declaration Of maUing is attached. 

(5) 0 I attich 8 declarallon or diligence stating acUons Ial<en fit1lto al1empl personal servlee. 
'_ .. 1 Dfz 

,PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS Codo e' Ciri' PI"DC:odcn" "11.10 
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) .. . 
PLAlNTlFFlPeTITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et at 

- . . . 37·20 I 6·00028994-CU.NP.CTL 
~D~E~FE~N~DA~~~/R~E~S~~N~DE~N~T:~S~T~E~M~G~E~N~E~X~'~M~E~D~IC~A~L~G~~~O~U~P~.m~. ~C~.,~e~ta=I~.~ __________________ ~. 

5. c. 0 by mall and acknowledgmont of receipt of service. I mailed the dOCIJmenls listed in item 2 to the party, 10 the 
address shown in item 4. by rwst-c!ass mait, postage prepaid, 

(1) on (date): 9·27·16 (2) from (ciIy): San Diego 
(3) 0 with two copies of !he Notice and Acknowledgment of Receipt and a postage-patd retum envelope addressed 

10 mo. (Altec/1 completed Notice !ind Acknowl"dgement of Receipt.) (Code av. Proe., § 415.30.) 
(4) 0 to an address outside Califomia with return receipt requested. (Code Clv. Proc., § 415.40.) 

d. 0 by other means (specify meen. ·of service and authorizing code section): 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT·CIVIL is attached 

o Additional page describing service is aMached. 

6. The "Nolice to the Person Served'; (on the Stlmmons) was compl.ted as follows: 
a. 0 a. an Individual defendant 

b. 0 as tile person sued under the fictitious name 'of (specify): 
c. 0 as occupant. 
d. 0 On beh.,f of (spe¢l): 

under tho fol)owing Code of Civil Procedure saction: 

o 416.10 (COlpOration) o 415.95 (busineSs organiuHon. form unknown) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporationl o 416.60 (minor) 
o 416.30 (joint s1dck. companylassociation) o 416.70 (ward or conservolee) 
o 416.40 (asSQclaUon or partnelShip) o 416.90 (authorized person) 

o 416.50 (public entity) o 415.46 (occupanl) 
o other. 

7. · ~.rson who sorvld p.apers 
• • Name: Brian K. Findley 
b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave .• Suite (00, San Diego, CA 92101 
c. Telephone n~mber: 619·238.8700 
d. The fee for .ervlce was: $ 0 
e. lam: 

(1) 0 not a registered California proce.s server. 
(2) 8 exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code seclion 2235O(b~ 
(3) 's registered Callfomle process serier. 

(i) . CJ owner 0 employee 0 Independent contracta-. 
(iI) ReglstraUon No.: 
(ill) County: 

e. 0 I declar. under penalty of pe~ury .vnder the taws of. the Slate of C.nforria that the foregoing i. true and correct. 

I am a CaUfornl. sheriff or marshsland I certify that ihe fotegOing is true and corT;.::ec;:;t;.... __ _ 

c;:f?:? 
9·0 
Dale: 10.25.16 

P0S-010 ~.J~1.2OO71 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

• h~torz 

Case 3:16-cv-02816-AJB-NLS   Document 1-3   Filed 11/16/16   Page 56 of 63



POS 015 · ... 
Ar fORNEY r~ ..... Rl y ..... 1f .. OUT AT HJfiNEY (Nwl/ll. SIIIJIt 8111 "llo,motl'. ilott!""", .. uj' 

Janice F. Mulligan, SBN; 99080 
- Brian K. Findley, SIlN: 251172 

MULLIGAN, BANHAM, & FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Avenue. Suite 100, San Diegn. Calirorni<l 921 01 

TElEPkONENO. (619)238-8700 FAX NO. (DIJ/J{lII,IJ): (619) 238-870 I 

I E·MAllAOORESS (Option.l) 

monNE" "'" IN<n>o, PI"illli~S Sar-EN .. , MOOR~R and STEP~N GINSBUIW, individually 
~nd on eha ()I III others 05111111111"11,' sl1ulII 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF Snn Diego 

I STRr:ET ADDRESS: 330 W, Broadway 
I ~lI\UNG AonRESS 

CI1Y~OZIPCOOE; San Diego. CA 92 10) 
BRANCH f>lAl,lf. Central 

PLAINTlFFIPETITIONER: Sr~EN,AI~\?ORl\R ~nd STE~H~N GINS\3URG, individual!y 
all on C 1D. of a 01 \ers SII11I arlY sllualCC 

DEFENDANTIRESPONOENT' STEMGENr:X MEDICAL GROUP, INC .. el ,I. 
.. ---~ . . ----_ .. ----

CAse truMEl!:R" 

NOTICE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL 37·2016-00028994-CU-NP-(TL 

TO (;nse~ n8me of polly /)e;ng served): STEM Cf::LLS ... THE HUM,\N REPAIR KI T, a California Busine" Entity,Folll! Unknow~ 

NOTICE 
The summons and other documents identified below OlfC being served pursuant 10 section 415.30 of the California Code of Civil 
Procedure. Your failuro to complete lhis form and return it within 20 days from the date 01 mailing shown below may subject yOll 
(or the party on whose behalf you are being served) to liability for the payment of any expenses incurred m ser.,oing a summons 
on)'ou in any other manner permitted by law. 

If you are being served on behalf of i;1 corporation, an unirtcorporated association (including a partnership), or other enllty , thiS 
form must be signed by you in the name of such 8niity cr by a per~on authorized to receive service of process on behalf of such 
en1ity. In aU other cases. this form must be signed by you personally or by a peroon authorized by you 10 acknowledge receip! of 
summons. If you return lhis form to IMe sender, service of a summons is deemed complete on the day you sign the 
acknowledgment of receipt below, 

----.-.-.--.. --. 
Oala of mailing: 09/27/16 

Brian K, Findlev. Esg,::, ====:-.. ____ _ 
(TYPF. OR PRINT NAMEl 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 

ThiS acknowledges receipt of (to be completod by sender before mailing): 
1. 0 A copy of !he summons and of Iha complaint. 

2. GZJ Olher (specify): 

SULllmons, First Amended Class Action Complaint, Notice of ease Assignmenl , E-Filc Notice, 
ADR Package, Amendmcnts 10 Complainl re : Does 1, 2, 3, 

(To be eompf./od by recIpient); 

Date Ihis form i. signed : 10\ 11 \ 14 

J2gyid Rosenbcrg. E~g~.Q!l.~[[QI)J.\~panv scn:ed 
(iVPE OR PRINT YOU't NAIAE AND NAME Of Elmh' . I ANY 

ON WHOSE Bf"HJoU' THIS Fom) IS SlONf:O) 

FOl'" Adopltl(l fOl' tkrKhlm-y UIC 
.J..Q~ Co~ 01 CaIIIorIll4l 

P03.()IS~ JiflUiIf"f 1. XlO$I 

~ -~ 
GtIAIURE OF peRSON ACKNQI,VLEOGI!'IG n.ECC1~. Winl "filE If 

,'CKNOWl.EO{""tM!!NT IS !.'.AOE ON eel IAl.F Of /lNOTHER PEHSON :lH FNfITV) 

: 

j 

I , , 
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POS·010 
ATTORNeY OR PARTY 'MTHCUT ATl'OftHEV fNmM. s... BMIM7Ilw. wid nnllJ: .- .. lOR ~URTuse~Y 
Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 

I- Brian K. Findley, SBN: 251172 
MULLIGAN, BANHAM & FINDLEY 'Film "" 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite lOOgSan Diego, CA 92101 ~\) ClYtro3)NES~9I.~Kc 9 mEi'HONEND.: 619-23 -8700 .AANO.j[lp6oool): 619·238·8701 

£..MAIL ADIlRESS {O/>/Io""'J: . ' Cr:>TA.lI ', .. ~:, ..... ' , loJ· ',v'''' -' 

mORNEY FOR (-J: Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et al. 
161b-:oci::iT P.,J:' 31 SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNlt COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

STREET'OCRES", 330 West roadway 
MAiUNOADDRESS!: 1/ • ...... _ro ....... r ..... ~ '''., 

• CTlY AM) iIP CODE: San Diego, CA 92101 Gte! St" " .' I . ,,~. , . '" , 
:u.ir,:'·(, r','· i '\ A 

BRANCH N.V.tE: Central ' \'11:'" Lt. .• .,;: J ... ~ . ! ,.JJ V ....... 1 ._ 

PLAlNTIFFJPETlTlONER: SELENA MOORER, et al. CASI!~ . , 
37-2016-00oi8994-CU-NP·crL 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et aJ. 
ReL No. 01 FtII No.~ 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(Separate PfO(J( of service is ""luired (or eech perty served.) 

1. At the time of service I was at least 18 years 0/ age and not a .party to this action. 
'2. I servad copies of: 

a. 0 summons 

b. 0 complalnl . ' 
c. 0 Alternative Dlspule Resolution (ADR).pac/alge 

d. 0 Civfl Case Cover Sheet (served In CQmpieK cases only) 

o. 0 cross-oomplaint 

f. [ZJ othar (specify documenls): 1 st Amcnd~d Complaint, Notice of AssigruDent, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. a. Party served (specify n8/119 of party as shown on document.. served): 

RITA ALEXANDER 

b. 0 Person (other than the party in Ilem 3a) served on behalf of an entity,or as an authorized agent (and not a parsen 
under Item 5b on whom substituted service was made) (specify 1UIffl6 and re/s/ionshlp /0 the party named in item 3a): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address where the party was served: 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen, 750 "B" St., Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 
5. I served the perty (chac/c proper box) 

a. 0 by personal service. I personally delivered the documents listed in item 2 'to the party or person authomed to 
receive seIVlce of process for tho party (1) on (dala): (2) at (limo): . 

b. 0 by substituted service. On (dala): at (time): I left the documents listed In item 2 with or 
in the presence of (name and tille or re/alionship to person indicated in item 3): 

(1) 0 (business) a person at least 18 years of age apparenUy In charge at the offico or usual place of business 
of the person to be served. I Informed him or her of the general nature of the papers. 

(2) 0 (home) a competent member of the household (Slloast 1R years of age) at the dwellIng house or usual 
place of abo!!e of the party. I informed him or her of the general nature of·the papers. 

(3) 0 

(4) 0 

(5) 0 

(physical address unknown) a parsen at loast 18 years of age apparenUy In charge ,t Ihe usual mailing 
address of l/1e person to be served, other than a Unlled States Postal Service post office box. I informed 
him or her ofthe general nature of the papers. 

I thereafter mailed (by first-cless, postage prepaid) copies of the documents to the person to be served 
altha p/acewhe1'8 the copies were left (Code Civ. Proc., § 41j.201' I mailed the documents on 
(dale): from (city): or a declaration of maRing Is ettached. 
I attach a declaration of diligence stating adlons taken first to attempt personal service. 

Pap 1 012 

PROOFOFSE~CEOFSUMMONS 

Case 3:16-cv-02816-AJB-NLS   Document 1-3   Filed 11/16/16   Page 58 of 63



PLAINTlFFIPETlTIONER: SELENA MOORER, et a!. CASE HUMBER: 

I- . 
DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et al. 

37-20 16-0002899~CU-NP-crL 

. . .. 
5. Co 0 by mall and acknowledgment of reeeipt of servl"".1 mailed !he documents listed In Item 2 to !he party, to the . 

address shown in item 4, by first-dass maN, postage prepaid, . 

(1) on (date): 9-27-16 ' (2) fi'om (city): San Diego 
(3) 0 with two copies of the Notice and Acknowledgment of Receipt and a postage-paid return envelope addressed 

to me. (Attach comp/swd No/ice end Acknowledgement of Receipt.) (Code Clv. Proc., § 415.30.) 
(4) 0 to an address outside Calitomla with retum receipt requested. (Code Civ. Proe., § 415.40.) 

d. 0 by other means (specify means of service end authorizing co<1e section): 
NOTICE & ACl(NOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL is attached 

o Additional page describing serv/ee Is elleched. .. . 
6. The "NoticeJo the Person Served" (on the slImmons) was completed as follows: . 

e. 0 as an individual defendant.·· . •. .' ~- .••.•. . . , .,.. 

11. 0 as !he person sued undar the ticliUous name·of (specify): 
c. 0 as occupant. 
d. 0 On behalf of (specify): 

under the fO/lowirig Code of Civil Procedure section: 

o 416.10 (corporation) ::;:::. 415.95 (business organization. form unknown) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporation) 
o 416.30 (Joint stock company/association) 
o 416.40 (association or partnership) 
o 416.50 (public 'entity) 

7. Person who served papers 
a. Name: Brian K. Findley 

o 416.60 (minor) 
o 416.70 (ward orconservateo) 
0416.90 (authorized person) 
o 415.48 (occupant) 
o other: 

b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San Diego, CA . 92101 
c. Telephone number. 619-238-8700. 
d. The ree for service was: $ 0 
e. lant 

(1) 0 not a registered Califomia process server. . 
(2) B exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b). 
(3) a registered Califomia process server. . 

.. (I) 0 owner 0 amploye;' 0 Independent contractor. 
(ii) RegistraUon NO.: 

. (iii) County: 

, ... .. 

8. m I declare under penalty of pedury under /he laws of the State of Califomia that the foregoing is true and correct . .. 
or 

9. n I am a California she riff or marshal and I certify that the foregOing is true and correcL 

Date: 10-25-16 

' . . (5;""'.0 s=.'~~\~ 
~ OF PERSON v.t4O SERVED PAPeRSISHERIFF ~ MARS.w.J :f 

POS-010 {Rov • .lIIIu.y 1. 2007] 
PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

PIIO_2of2 

Case 3:16-cv-02816-AJB-NLS   Document 1-3   Filed 11/16/16   Page 59 of 63



POS.o15 
A.TtORNEY 00 PARTYV'II't1«)Uf ... n~NEY~. s..r.&r~" .• tJd.dctIwJJ: 

1-;8nico F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 
Brian K. Findley. SBN: 2Sll72 
MULLIGAN, BAN HAM, & FINDLEY 
2442 FOUlth Avenue, Suite 100, San Dieao, California 92101 

mr __ (619) 238·8700 'Al!No. - (619) 238.1701 
E...aAn..tODR£SSf~ 

·TTOIIHEY""'-~PI~nti~e.arm~ W,OORIlRra't STEP~N GINSBURG, individually .an on a '0 a 0 ell Simi ar situal -
SUPERIOR COURT Of CAU~ORNIA, COUNTY O.P Snn Diego 

."...uODR,..,j30 W. Broadwny 
MALiNG A60ftesl: 

C"" .. j,ZlPCOOE:San Diego, CA 92101 
-"""'CcnlraJ ·:2· .. ·:··2., : ·':.~ '-7 

PLAlNTlFFIPETITloNER: ~~J:;\~O(MjR8rid STE~HW. ~INgjlURG, individually on o. 0 lcrsslmlarySi at 
DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL ,GROUP, INC., ot al. 

NOnCE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT-CIVIL 
CASENU~ER: 

37·20160(){)()28994·ClJ.NP·CfL 

TO (Insert nam. o'party being $8rved):;:::R",lt",A",A",1.E=XA=N",b~i!",R,--__________________ _ 

NonCE 
The summons and other documents idenlified below are befng .• erved :pursuanf 10 section 415.30 of the California Cod. of'eMf 
PlOcodu"" Your failure \0 complete this ,form and return It within 20 day. from Ihe date of mailing shown below may sUbJect you 
(or the party on whose behalf you ara being aarved) 1o liability for the paymant 01 any expens8sIncurred in senilng a lummens 
on you In any other inaMer perm~led by taw. 

If you are baIng served on behalf of a corporation, an unlnco<porated assOciation (including iI pactnershlp), or othil renUIy, this 
form'must be sIgned, by you 'In the name of ouch entity or by. person aU,thotlzed to receive service 01 process on bollall 01 such 
entity. In all oth ... cases, W. form must be .!gnad by you personally or by a pe",on au"'otlzed by you to acknowledge recelpl of 
Sl!mmons. lfYQu retum lliis form 10 the sonder, sanilee oIa summo)lS Is daamed complete on the ,*,y you sign the 
acknoWledgman,t ofrecl\lpt balow. 

Data 0; mamng: 09127/16 

Brian K. findley, Esq. 

.ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT 

Thls1lCJcnowledges race"t of (10 be compl.'ed by sender before mailing): 
1. 0 A copy 01 the summons and of the com9lolnt. 
2. GZJ OIlier (specify): 

Summons, First Amended Class Action Complaint, NQtice QfCase Asslgmpent, E-FileNotice, 
ADR Package, Amendments to Complaint re: Does I, 2, 3. 

(To b. cemplal.d by recIpient): 

Dale Ihls rorm Is "gned: (Ill { 11 ( Ie 

~-
NOnCE AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT - CIVIL 

"" t "1 
CoHofCWPr~. 

H'1UO • .&17.10 
1MN'. t1Iwlnac&gcw 

Case 3:16-cv-02816-AJB-NLS   Document 1-3   Filed 11/16/16   Page 60 of 63



ATTORNEY OR PARTY WI'THOUT AnORNEY (N.m., Stale 8M rU.mMr,. Md IIddraaJ; 
Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 . 

f- Brian K. Findley, SBN: 251172 . 
MULLIGAN, BANHAM &. FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San O;ello, CA 92101 

TELEPHONENO.: 619-238·8700 FAXNo.(OpIiMII): 619·238·8701 
....... LAIlDRESS (OpI/oMI): 

ATTORNeYFOR--,: Plaintiffs SELENA MOORER, et at 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNI~ COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

STREET ADOR..., 33 0 West Drosdway 

CflYAHPZlPCODE: San Diego, CA 92101 
IlAANCH HAM!: . Central 

PLAINTIFFIPETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et a\. 

POS·Oi0 
FOR COURT USE ONLV 

.. 
DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. INC., et al. 

37-2016..{)0028994-CU·NP-CTL 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

(Separale proof of seNice is required for e8r:h patty served.) 

1. At tile time of service I was at teast 18 years of age and not a party to this action. 
2. I sarved copies of. 

a. 0 summons 

b. 0 complaInt 

c. 0 Alternative Dispute ResciluUon (ADR) package 

d. 0 Civil Case Cover Sheet (setved In complex cases only) 

B. 0 cross-complaInt 
f. 0 other (specify doaJmenls): 1st Amended Complaint, Notice of Assignment, E-File & ADR, Doe 1,2,3 

3. a. Party served (specify name of petty as shown on documents S8tved}: 

STEMGENEX BIOLOGIC LABORATORIES, LLC, A California Limited Liability Corp. 

b. 0 Person (o!her than the party In item 3a) served on behalf of an entity or as en authorized egent (end not a person 
under item 5b on whom substituted service was made) (specify name and relationship to the party named in nem 3a): 

David Rosenberg, attorney 
4. Address whare the party was served: 

Office of Rosenberg, Shpall & Zeigen; 750 ''BOI St., Suite 3210, San Diego, CA 92101 , 
5. I served the party (Check proper box) 

a. 0 by personal •• rvice. I personaUy delivered the documents listed In item 2 to the pa rty or person authorized to 
receive service 01 process fa- the party (1) on (date): (2) at (time): 

b. 0 by subsUtuted servIce. On (dale): at (lime): I left the documents listed in Item 2 with or 
in the presence of (name and tiOe or relationship 10 person indlcaled In nem 3): 

(1) 0 

(2) 0 

(3) 0 

(4) 0 

(5) 0 
Fum Adopted lOt MlndlkllyUse 

~didaf CtlLftII 01 c.Afornla 
POS-(I10 ptw • .-..y 1, 2007) 

(business) a person aUeas! 18 years of age apparenUy In charge at the office Or usual place of business 
of tile person to be served. I Informed him or her olthe general nature of the papers. 

- ! • . ' . ' 

(hom4) a oompetoot member of tIIa household (at least 18 years of age) at tile dwelling houss or usual 
place of abode of tile party. I Informed him or her d the general nature of the papers. . 

(physical address unknown) a person aUeast 18 years of age apparenUy In charge at the usual mailing 
address of the person to be served, other than a United States Postal ServiCe post office box. I informed 
him or her of the general nature of tile papers. .' 

I thereafter mailed (by first. c1ass, postage prepaid) caples of the documents to the person to be served 
at the place where !he copies were left (Code CIY. Proc .. § 41r-201' I mailed the documents on 
(date): from (city): 0< a declaration of mailing is attached. 

I attach a declaration of dlllgenca staling actions taken first to attempt personal servlca. 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS CQtJ'. 01 Chi! P'r'ouc!L:nI. S 411.10 
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PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: SELENA MOORER, et al. . CASe HUM""", 

- . 37-20l6-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 
DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP. lNC., et al. 

.. ' 
." 

5. c. 0 by mall and acknowledgment of receipt of service. I mailed the documents listed in item 2to the party, 10 the 
address shown in Item 4, by first-class mail, postage prepaid, 

(1) on (date): 9-27-16 (2) from (city): San Diego " 
(3) 0 with two copies of the Notice and Acknowfedgment of Receipt and a postage-paid return envelope addressed 

to me. (Attach completed Notice and Acknowledgement of Receipt.) (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.30.) 
(4) D 10 an address outside California with return receipt requested. (Code Civ. Proc., § 415.40.) 

d. D by other means (specify means of seNlce end authorizing code section): . . 
NOTICE & ACKNOWLEDGEMENT Of RECEIPT -CNIL j~ attached 

D Additional page describing service Is attached. 

6. The 'Notice to the Person Served" (on the summons) was completed as follows:· 
a. 0 as an Individual defendant. '. 

b. 0 as tha person sued under the fictitious name of (specify): 
c.O 
d·0 

asoccupanl 
On behalf of (specify): 
under the following Code of Civil Procedure section: 

ill 416.10 (corporation) 
o 416.20 (defunct corporation) 

o 415.95 (business organization, form unkflOWll) 
o 416.60 (minor) • 

o 416.30 aolnl slock company/association) 0416.70 (ward orconservatee) 
o 416.40 (association or partnership) 

- 0 416;50 (public entity) 

7. Person who served papers 
a. Name: Brian K. Findley 

o 416.90 (authorized person) 
o 415.46 (occupant) 
o other: 

b. Address: 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San Diego, CA 92101 
c. Telephone numbet: 619-238-8700 
d. The fee for service was: $ 0 
e. lam: 

(1) 0 not a registered California process server. ' ,. 
(2) B exempt from reglslratlon under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b). 
(3) a registered California process server: . 

. 0) Downer D employee D Independenl conlraclOr. , 
01) Reglslration No.: 
(iii) County: 

.. 

8. 0 I declare under penalty of pe~ury under the laws of the Slate of California that the foregoing ts true and correct 
,. 

or ., ... . ~ 
9. D ! am a California sheriff or marsha! and I certify that the fOregOff"l.g is true and correct. 

Date: 10-25-16 

(SIG .... lURE) 

POS-010 (Rev. Jlnuill)' 1. 20071 
PROOF· OF SERVICE OF SUMMONS 

. 
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ATTORNEY CM PARrv WnHOUT.ATTOfttrtE.Y (II.,. •. SI.,. s.,rtwlllllll. MfI.trnu)" 

Janice F. Mulligan, SBN: 99080 
-Brian K."Findley, SBN: 251172 

MULLIOAN, BANHAM, & FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Av.nue, Suite 100, San Diego, California 92.101 

TEW'HONENO, (619) 238-8700 F""NO._~(619) 238-8701 
EoIW1.ADDRlS$ (?Pt-,,: . 

• TJORNEYFO"I ..... ~ PI~intitTsISELENA MOOR"I!.I"P..~1'EPHEN GINSBURG. individually 
. and an lie 1&lfofa11 others Siffit arb- sduatecf 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Diego 
.,...' .. -.330 W. B,oadway 
MAll.r~ ~DRES$: 

CIT/ ANOZI","'DE, San Diego;CA 9210 I 
BiWl"" ......,C.ntral 

pLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: SIlLENA.¥OORERand S"fEr.IHBN OINSBURG. individualiy 
Ind on bellalf ofilll olners Slm) aify Situated 

DEFENDANTIRESPONDENT: STEMGENEX MIlDICAL OItOUP, INC., et al. 

NOTICE.AND ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ~ECEIPT-CIVIL 
cAlENtJ~ 

37-20 I 6-00028994-CU-NP-.CTL 

TO (insert name o(party being ,olVed):STEMGENEX BIOLOGIC LABORATORIES, LLC, a California Limited.Liabllity Co'p. 

NonCE 
The sumniOns and other documents !denUr .. d below ora being served purauant to .eCtlon 415.30 or the California Code 01 Civil 
Procedure. Your failure to complele this rorm and return It within 20 days rrom the dale 01 mailing shown below may subject you 
(0' tho psrty on whoso bahalf you are being serVed) to liability for the payment 01 any axpense •. incuired In Serving a summons 
on you iO any othor menn.r permitlad by law. 

If you ara being.siirvad on behall 0/ a corporation, an uninoorporatad ... oclatlon (including • pa~narshlp). or olher enlily. this 
fQim must ba signed by you In the nama olsuch entity or by a person authorized to recalve .arvlce 01 procass on bahd of such 
enUly. In all other ca .... this form must ba slgnad·by you personally orby a person authorized by you to ecl\nowjedge recalpt 01 
summons.lryou retum this form 10 the sender. servica of. summons Is deemed complete on the day you sIgn the. 
acknowtedgment of recaipt balow. . 

Brian K. Findley. Esq. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIP 

this acknowledges receipt 01 (10 be C1lmplaiad by sender before mailing): 
1. 0 A !'OPyof the summons and 01 lhe complatnt. 
2. lZJ Othe, (specil)l): 

SUlllIl1on.s, first Amended Class Action Complaint, Notice orCase Assignment. E-File Notice, 
ADR Package, Amendments to Complaint Ie: Does I, 2, 3. 

(To be complated by reelplant): 

Data this form Is signed: I 0 I t lllle 

lSlGHATURE D. 'PE"". ONACKNOWlEDGlNGReCEIPLWlTHnTUIF . 
~DGMENT IS W!~ON~~ Df.ANOTHeR",~ OR ENTITY) 

NOTICE AND ACKNQWLEDGMENTOF RECEIPT - CIVIL Cod, dClwif PrOClII'UI'I', 
".415.30.411:10 

"""'.coriW .... ,".~ 
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EXHIBIT "C" 

TO NOTICE OF REMOVAL OF ACTION 
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~noRNev OR PARTY'Mmour ATTORNEY (NIme. sr. ... ....,.1ItI'Mtr. and .~~: . 

, Janice F. Mullig;m, Esq. SBN 99080 
MUU.IGAN, BANHAM &. FINDLEY 
San Diego, CA 92101 

, . 

TruPtiOHENO: 619-238-8700 ..... 00: 619-238-8701 
ATTORNEYFORI_' Plaintiffs and Putative Class 

SI.I~E_ CO\JRT OF CAUFORNIA, COUNTY OF San Diego 
STRE£TAOORE5S: 330 W. Broadway 
MAILING ADOR!SS: 

CIlYANOZlPCOOE: San Diego, CA 92101 
.RN«:><......, Downtown 

CASE NAME: : 

~ r i.F.OII:COU,IITUSEONty 
"(!'/IL BUSINESS OFHG£ 4 

~r;NTRAL OIVISIOII .. 

nlli AUG 22 PH 2: ~2 

MOORER & OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED v. STEMGENEX. et al 
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET 

o UnUmltad D Umlled 
Comp"'x Cas. D~.lgnallon 

o Counter c;J Joinder (Amount (Amount 
demanded demanded Is F~.d with first appearance by defendant JUOOE: 

exceeds $25,000) $25,000 or lass) (cal. Rules of Court,.lIIIe M .D21. DEPT: 

Hems 1-6 below must be completed (see instnJctions on page 2). 
1. Ch!lCk one box below for the case type that best describes this case: 

Auto Tort Contract 

B Auto (22) . ' 0 Breach of oonlnlctlwamonty (05) 
Unlrisured motorist (~&) 0 Rule 3.740 c:oIleellons (09) 

Other PUPDIWD (l'arsonlllnJwyJProperty D Other aJlleclions (09) 
DamagBlWronlJl\l1 Death) Tort D tnluranco coverag. (18) 
D Asbestos (04) 0 Other conlract (37) o Product llabilly (24) RnI Property 

Provilionally Compl.x Civil Lillgatlon 
(C.~ Rules of Court. rules 3.401)..3.403) 

o AnIItrusvrrade regulatiOn (03) 

8 Con.truc:tlon defect (10) 

Mass tort (40) . 

D Sacuritiasliligalion (28) 
D En,,;,orrnen!alfToldc: IDrt (30) 

CM-ll10 

D MedIcal mq"aalc8 (45) D Eminent domalnllnva .... 
D Other PUPOJWD (23) condemnatiOn (14) 
Non.PI/PDlWD (Other) Tort D Wrongful ovic:tion (33) 

o Insurance covera.oe claims arising from the 
above listed pTOVlsionally complex case 
types (41) 

[2] Busino$$torUunfalr business practi<8 (07) 0 Other real property (26) o CivIl o\ghls (08) UnlawfulDllalner 

B DefamaUon (13) . D Comm.n:i~1 (31) 
Fraud (16) 0 Residential (32) 

o Inleleclualproporty (19) D Drugs (38) o Pmfesslonal negligence (25) JUdlolal Rtvlew 
D Olher ncn-f'UPDJWD tort (35) D Asset forfeltuNl (05) 

jmjlOyment D Petition re: arbilr.ation awarn (11) 
Wrongful termination (38) 0 Writ of mandala (02) 

E5 OIheremp4oymenl(15) 0 OtherJudlclal rav!ew(39) 

Enrorc.ment of Judgmlnt 

D Enfon:emont of judgment (20) 

Mbceilaneoul Civil Compl.lnt 

D RICO(27) 

D other compIaO\t (no/ spedfIad -i (42) 

Mbcollaneous Civil PeUlion 
o Partnersblp end corpora\e governance (21) o Other paUtlon (not specIII8d sbovtli (43) 

2. This case U is ~ Is not complex undor rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court. If the case is complex, mark the 
faclnrs requiring exceptional Judicial management 
8. D Large num~r of separately reprasented parties d. D Large number o/witnesses 
b.D Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novel 0.0 CoordIn;ltlon wilh ralated actions pending In one or more courts 

Issua. that will be time-consuming to resolve In oUter counties, slales, or countries, or in a federal court 
c. D Substantial amount of documentary ev~nce f. 0 Substantial postjudgment judiCial supelVision 

3. Remedies sought (ch6ck all fIIaf apply): a.0 monetary b.0 nonmonetary; dedaratory or injunctive ralief c. [2] punitive 
4. Number of causes of a.clion (specify): 8, This may be "provisionally complex case" only because class action. 
5. This case 0 Is 0 Is not a class .ctlon suit. 
B. If them arBany kilown related cases, file atld sentI) a notice of related case. ~sy use form CM-C15.} 

Dale: August 22,2016 p: 
Janice F. Mulligan, Esq. ~ /.? _ / ". . 

(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNAnJRE OFPN8YORAnoRNEYfORPARTY) 

• Plaintiff must file this alver sheet wilh the first paper r~ed In ~~= :i>roceedIn9 (except small claims cases or cases f~ed 
underlhe Probate Code, F;ImIly Code, or Welfare and InsUtuUons Code). (Cel. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Failure to file may result 
In sancHons. 

• File this cover sheet In addition to any cover .heet required by local court rule. 
• If this case Is complex unclerrule 3.400 el seq. oftha California Rules of Court, you must serve a copy of this cover sheet on III 

other parties to the action or pmceeding. 
• Unless this is 8 collections case under rule 3.740 or a complex case, this COlIer sheet wi. be used for stalisUcal purposes on~ ... , . , 

F ......... ,.. .. M .... "'Y"'" CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET 0./. ..... ,"""'_ ........................ 1 .. : 
Ald'.cl1II COlftCI 01 t.IJIwriI '. CeI. ~ of ~1oIiIIciIt AdriI~ lid. 3.10 
CM-GtO LAI\' • .ktJ 1, a»7J .... CllJUN'lb.cap 
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INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET 
CM-G10 

To Plaintiffs and Others filing First Papers. If you are filing a flrit paper (for axampte, a complaint) In a civi casa, you must 
comptete and nle, along with your firit paper, the CivU Case Covar Sheet contained on paga 1. This Information will be used to compile 
statistics about the types and numbers 01 cases filed. You must complete Items 1 through 6 on the sheel In Itam I, you inust check 
one box for tha case type that best descrlbes the casa. ~ the case fils both a general and a more specific type 01. case listed In item 1, 
chock the mot'e specific one. If the case has mutUple causes of action, chock the box thet bestlndlcat&s the primary cause of action. 
To assist you In completing the shaat, axamples of tha casas that belong under each casa type in item 1 are provided below. A cOver 
shoet must be filed only with your InlUal paper. Failure to file a cover sheet with the first peper filed In e civil case may subjecte party, 
its counsel, or both to sanctions under rules 2.30 and 3.220 of the California Rules of Court. 
To Parties In Rule 3.740 CoUect\Qns Cases. A "collectlons case" under rule 3.740 Is defined as 8n action for recovery of money 
owed In a sum statad to be cartain that Is not mora than $25,000, exclusive of Interest and'allomey's fees, arising from e IIansactlon In 
which property, servlcas, or money was acquIred on credit. A collectlons case dees not Includa an action seeking the following: (1) tort 
damages, (2) punitivB damages, (3) recovery of. reel property, (4) recovery of perso,,!,1 property, or (5) a prejudgment writ of 
attachment. The IdentlficaUon of a case asa rule 3.740 collectIons case on this form mean. that It will be ex"""t from the general 
time-for-setVlce requirements and case management rules, unleSs a defendant flies a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 collections 
case wili be subjecl to the requIrements for service and obtaining a judgmem In rule 3.740. 
To Pal1les In Complex Cases. In complex ca~s only, parUes must also use the CIvIl Case Cover Shllet to designata whether the 
case Is complex. If a ptalntlff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 ot the Callfomla Rules of Court, this must be Indleated by 
completing the appropriate boxes In items 1 and 2. If a ptaintlff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served With the 
complainl on all parties to the action. A defendant may file and •• rva no later than Ihe time of Its first appearance a joinder in the 
plaintiff's designation, a counter-designaUon that the case Is not complex, or, If Ihe ptaintiff has made no deslgnallon, a deSignation that 
the case is complex. CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES 
Auto Tort Contract 

Aula (22}-P<ncnal ~fProperty B<oach or ControcllWananty (06) 
OamogolWrongfui Death Br.ach or RIIfltalll. .... 

Uninsured MotOrist (48) (1llho Contract (nc/ unlawful dolsiner 
case '''''''''' •• an unin"","" or wrongllJlBvicllon) 
m%rl.t claim subjocl fa ContractlWarranty B",ach-Seller 
BrIJIlmtion, check /hId"," Plaintiff (no!ll1!u<I or .. ~) 
lnsIoad 01 Auto} Negligent O"'och of Contractl 

Othor PIIPoIwD (P ... on.llnjuryr Warranty . 
Property Damag.lWrongfui Death) Other Breach of ConliactlW.""nty 
Tort CoUact)Dns (e.g" money owed; open 

Asbestos (04) bockacc:ounl8) (09) 
Asbo."'" Property Damage CoIIaclion Case-Seller Plaintiff 
Astlestoo Personallnjuryl Olher Promissory Note/Collecticns 

Wrongrul Death .' Caso 
Product Liability (not .$I)oslos or Insurance Coverege.lnc/ provIsIonsUy 

_nvf""""enfal) (24) t:OmpI •• } (18) 
Medical Mo\pr8e1i<:e (45) Aula Subrogation 

Medical Molpracllce- Othor Covorage 
Phy$lcI.ns & Surgeons Oilier Contract (37) 

Other PJofesslonai Health care ContredJJal FraUd 
Ma/pracllca Olhor Contract Oispule 

Olhor PllPOIWO (23) Real Property 
Preml ... Liability (o.g., slip Emlnonl Domaln/lnverse 

and fal) Condemnation (14) 
InionUon,1 Bodily IDjurylPDIWD Wrongful Eviction (33, 

(e.g., .... ull, vandalism) OlhOr Real Properly (e.g •• Quist tiUe) (26) 
lnIantioNllnIIldlon of Writ of Poss,ssIon at Real Property 

EmoIlonal Ois1nlss Moo!gago Foraclosur. 
Negligent Infliction of Qul.ll11le 

Emotional Dlsl",.. Other Real Prtlperty (nc/ om/nonr 
Other PllPOIWO dome/n./andlottlltllnant. or 

Non.pUPDIWD (Olhe., Tort __ TO) 
Business TortIUnfaiT Business Untawful Dttalnlr 

Practice (07) Commerclel (31) 
CIVR Rights (e.g., discrimination, Reslden~.1 (32, 

fals. arrest) (nc/ civil Drugs (38) (lflho caDlnvolvo. Ilegal 
har..."""'nt) (08, drugs. cheC/( /his nem; oIh_se, 

OefamBliOn (0.9 .. sIand .... libail report a. Commorcial or Res/denlio/) 
(13) JudICIal Review 

Fraud (16) Assel Forfellure (05) 
Intellectual Prtlperty (10) Pelition Re: Albltralion Award (11) 
profassionar Negligence (261 11\\11 of Mandale (02) 

Legal Malpractice Writ-Adnlristrallve MandamUs 
O\her Profeo8lonal Malpractice WrlI-Mendarrlll on IJmIl8d Court 

(not modical or hJg.O Ca .. Mattor 
Other Non-PIIPOIWO Tort (35) Wrll-oth.r L1miled Court case 

Employmonl Review 
WrongMTormlnoUon (36) Olhot Judicial R,Vlaw (30) 
Other Etnploymonl (15) _ of Health Officer Older 

Notice of AR>aIll-Labor 
Commissioner Appeals 

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET 

Provisionally Comple. Civil UUglUon (Cal. 
Rul .. of Court Rut .. MOO4An3, 

AnlilrusVTmdo Regulalion (OJ) 
Construction Defect (10) 
Claims Involvlno Mass Tori (40) 
SecurlU .. litigation (28' 
EnvlrtlnmontallTo>clc Text (30) 
Insurance CovoraQe Claims 

(orlt:/ng from provfslonaUy ctJmpi6x 
ca •• type "storiBbovs) (41) 

Enforcement of Judgmenl 
Enforcement or JucVneni (20' 

Abstract of Judgmonl (Out of 
County) 

ConfeSSion of Judgmenl (non­
domaSlic ""BUon.) 

Sisler Slale Judgment 
Admln1strelive N/8nr:i Award 

(not unpaid tax .. ) 
Petition/Certification 01 Enlry of 

Judgmonlon Unpaid T .... 
Other Enlon:ement of Judgmonl 

Case 
Mlsoell.noou. CIvil Complaint 

RICO (27) 
Other Complalnl (no! sp.cifisd 

.bov.) (42) 
O.claratory Rallof Only 
Injunctive Reliel Only (non-h."' .. mon~ 
Mechanics Lien 
Other Commen:ial Complaint 

Ca •• (non-totf/non-complex) 
Other Civil CompIalnt 

(non·totfhlonoctJmplox) 
Miscellaneous Civil PeUtfon 

Partnership and Corporate 
Governance (21)' 

0II1er p.mic" (nof apecifl1Jd 
above) (43) 
Civil H .... ssnant 
WoIkpIace VIolence . 
ElderlOependanl Aduft 

Abllse 
Election Confasl 
Pelili<>n for Namo Chan9. 
Pelitlo" lor Raliof From Lale 

Claim 
Other CIvH PeUUDn 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CAUFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
STREET ADDRESS: 330 W Broadway 

MAIUNG AOORESS: 330 W Broadway 

CITY At«> ZIP CODE: San DIego, CA 92101-3827 

BRANCH NAME: een .. , 
TELEPHONE NUMBER: (619) 4»7062 

PLAINTIFF(S) I PETITIONER(S): Selena Moorer 

DEFENDANT(S) I RESPONDENT(S): SI.mgenex Inc el.al. 

MOORER VS STEMGENEX INC [IMAGEDI 

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 
and CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE 

CASE ASSIGNMENT 

Judge: Ronald L. Styn 

COMPLAINT/PETITION FILED: 08/2212016 

TYPE OF HEARING SCHEDULED 

Civil Case Management Conference 

DATE 

0112712017 

TIME 

10:00 am 

CASE NUMBER: 

37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

Department: C-62 

DEPT 

C-62 

JUDGE 

Ronald l. Styn 

A case management statement must be completed by counsel for all parties or self-represented litigants and timely filed with the court 
at least 15 days prior to the initial case management conference. (San Diego Local Rules, Division II, CRC Rule 3.725). 

All counsel of record or parties in pro per shall appear at the Case Management Conference, be familiar with the case, and be fully 
prepared to participate effectively in the hearing, including discussions of ADR' options. 

IT IS THE DUTY OF EACH PLAINTIFF (AND CROSS-COMPLAINANT) TO SERVE A COPY OF THIS NOTICE WITH THE 
COMPLAINT (AND CROSS-COMPLAINT), THE ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) INFORMATION FORM (SDSC 
FORM #CIV-730), A STIPULATION TO USE ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR) (SDSC FORM #CIV-359), AND OTHER 
DOCUMENTS AS SET OUT IN SDSC LOCAL RULE 2.1.5. 

ALL COUNSEL WILL BE EXPECTED TO BE FAMILIAR WITH SUPERIOR COURT RULES WHICH HAVE BEEN PUBLISHED AS 
DIVISION II, AND WILL BE STRICTLY ENFORCED. 

TIME STANDARDS: The following timeframes apply to general civil cases and must be adhered to unless you have requested and 
been granted an extension of time. General civH cases consist of all civil cases except: small claims proceedings, 
civil petitions, unlawful detainer proceedings, probate, guardianship, conservatorship, juvenile, parking citation 
appeals, and family law proceedin9s. 

COMPLAINTS: Complaints and all other documents listed in SDSC Local Rule 2.1.5 must be served on all named defendants. 

DEFENDANT'S APPEARANCE: Defendant must generally appear within 30 days of service of the complaint. (Plaintiff may 
stipulate to no more than 15 day extension which must be in writing and filed with the Court.) (SDSC Local Rule 2.1.6) 

JURY FEES: In order to preserve the right to a jury trial, one party for each side demanding a jury trial shall pay an advance jury fee in 
the amount of one hundred fifty dollars ($150) on or before the date scheduled for the initial case management conference in 
the action. 

COURT REPORTERS: Court reporters are not provided by the Court in Civil cases. Sea Local Rule 5.1 .8 

'ALTERNATlVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR): THE COURT ENCOURAGES YOU TO CONSIDER UTILIZING VARIOUS 
ALTERNATIVES TO TRIAL, INCLUDING MEDIATION AND ARBITRATION, PRIOR TO THE CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE. 
PARTIES MAY FILE THE ATTACHED STIPULATION TO USE ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (SDSC FORM #CIV-359). 

SDSC CIV-721 (Rev. 03-12) Pl.g.: 1 

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT 
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Superior Court of California 
County of San Diego 

NOTICE OF ELIGIBILITY TO eFILE 
AND ASSIGNMENT TO IMAGING DEPARTMENT 

This case is eligible for eFiling. Should you prefer to electronically file documents, refer to 
General Order 051414 at www.sdcourt.ca.gov for rules and procedures or contact the Court's 
eFiling vendor at www.onelegaI.com for information. 

This case has been assigned to an Imaging Department and original documents attached to 
pleadings filed with the court will be imaged and destroyed. Original documents should not be 
filed with pleadings. If necessary, they should be lodged with the court under California Rules of 
Court, rule 3.1302(b). 

On August 1,2011 the San Diego Superior Court began the Electronic Filing and Imaging Pilot 
Program ("Program"). As of August 1,2011 in all new cases assigned to an Imaging Department all 
filings will be imaged electronically and the electronic version of the document will be the official 
court file. The official court file will be electronic and accessible at one of the kiosks located in the 
Civil Business Office and on the Internet through the court's website. 

You should be aware that the electronic copy of the filed document(s) will be the official court 
record pursuant to Government Code section 681 SO. The paper filing will be imaged and held for 
30 days. After that time it will be destroyed and recycled. Thus, you should not attach any 
original documents to pleadings filed with the San Diego Superior Court. Original documents 
filed with the court will be imaged and destroyed except those documents specified in 
California Rules of Court, rule 3.1806. Any original documents necessary for a motion hearing or 
trial shall be lodged in advance of the hearing pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 3.l302(b). 

It is the duty of each plaintiff, cross-complainant or petitioner to serve a copy of this notice with 
the complaint, cross-complaint or petition on all parties in the action. 

On all pleadings filed after the initial case originating filing, all parties must, to the extent it is 
feasible to do so, place the words "IMAGED FILE" in all caps immediately under the title of the 
pleading on all subsequent pleadings filed in the action. 

Please refer to the General Order - Imaging located on the 
San Diego Superior Court website at: 

http://www.sdcourt.ca.gov/CivillmagingGeneraIOrder 

Page: 2 
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/ 

ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT .... H ORNEY (Name, Slale SoU NlmtJer. and ~u): FOR COURT USE ONLY 

Brian K. Findley, SBN: 251172 

\. E ~ Mulligan, Banham & Findley 
2442 Fourth Ave" Ste. 100, San Diego, CA 92101 f \ . , .. " \1\' ~~,'I\tl 

TELEPHONE NO., 619-238-8700 folll\ 01 
FAX NO (OptlOllal[ " 

St.\' \ 13 l{)\fl 
ATTORNEY COR INameI' Plaintiff, Selena Moorer 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 
~ CENTRAl DIVISION. HAlL OF JUSTICE, 330 W. BROADWAY, SAN DIEGO, CA 92101 • De?U\~ 

EAST COUNTY DIVISION, 250 E. MAIN ST .. EL CAJON, CA 92020 e~~-------NORTH COUNTY DIVISION, 325 S. MELROSE DR .. SUITE 1000, VISTA, CA 92081 
SOUTH COUNTY DIVlSION. 500 3RD AVE .. CHULA VISTA. CA 91910 

PLANTIFF(S) JUDGE 

Selena Moorer individually and on behalf of all others slm ila~y situated Han, Ronald l. Styn 
DEFENDANT(S) DEPT 

StemGenex Medical Group, Inc. et al. C-62 
CASE NUMBER 

AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT 
37-20 16-00028994-CU-N P-CTL 

Under Code Civ. Proc, § 474: 
FICTITIOUS NAME (Court order required once case is at issue) 

Plaintiff(s), being ignorant of the true name of a defendant when the complaint in the above-named case was filed, and having 
designated defendant in the complaint by the fictitious name of 
DOE 1 

and having discovered the true name of defendant to be 

STEM CELLS ... THE HUMAN REPAIR KIT, a Califomia Business Entity, Form Unknown 

amends the complaint by inserting such true name in place of such fictitious name wherever it appears in the complaint. 

Date: 9114/16 
§$t-====---;:o-,.-. ::::;> 

Signature 

Under Code Civ. Proc, § 473: 
NAME - Add or Correct (Court order requ ired) 

Plaintiff(s), having designated D defendant D plaintiff in the complaint by the name of 

and having discovered D name to be incorrect and the correct name is D defendant also uses the name of 

amends the complaint by D substituting D adding such name(s) wherever the name of 

appears in the complaint. 

Date: __________ _ 

Signature 

ORDER 
The above amendment to the complaint is allowed. 

Date: __________ _ 

Judge/Commissioner of the Superior Court 

SOSC CIV.(l12lRe¥ Wl3l AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT CocII Crv. Pnx §§ 473 & 47-4 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY 'MTHOUT .... TTORNEv (Name, State Barnutnber. Ind addru~), FOR COURT USE ONt Y 
Brian K. Findley, SBN: 251172 
Mulligan, Banham & Findley 
2442 Fourth Ave., Ste. 100, San Diego, CA 92101 

TELEPHONE NO., 619-238-8700 FA)( NO (OptIOl'1a1)' 

~1 .. _I'llh ~~.r(Or:url 0 ATTORNEY FOR {Nama) Plaintiff, Selena Moorer 
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

SEP 1 5 2016 ~ CENTRAL DIVISION. HALL DF JUSTICE. 330 W. BROADW.AY. SAN DIEGO, CA 92101 
EAST COUNTY DIVISION, 250 E. MAIN ST .. EL CAJON, CA 92020 
NORTH COUNTY DlVISION. 325 S. MELROSE DR .. SUITE 1000, VISTA. CA 92051 
SOUTH COUNTY DIVISION. 500 3RD AVE., CHULA VISTA, CA 91910 

By: , Deputy 

PLAINTIFF(S) JUDGE 
Selena Moorer individually and on behalf of all others similarly situated Han. Ronald L. Styn ----
DEFENDANT(S) DEPT 
StemGenex Medical Group, Inc. et al. C-62 

AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT 
CASE NUMBER 
37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

Under Code Civ. Proc. § 474: 
FICTITIOUS NAME (Court order required once case is at issue) 

Plaintiff(s), being ignorant of the true name of a defendant when the complaint in the above-named case was filed, and having 
designated defendant in the complaint by the fictitious name of 
DOE 2 

and having discovered the true name of defendant to be 
STEMGENEX BIOLOGIC LABORATORIES, LLC, a California Limited Liability Corporation 

amends the complaint by inserting such true name in place of such fictitious name wherever it appears in the complaint. 

Date: 9/14/16 
Signature 

Under Code Civ. Proc. § 473: 
NAME - Add or Correct (Court order required) 

Plaintiff(s), having designated 0 defendant 0 plaintiff in the complaint by the name of 

and having discovered 0 name to be incorrect and the correct name is 0 defendant also uses the name of 

amends the complaint by 0 substituting 0 adding such name(s) wherever the name of 

appears in the complaint. 

Date: ___________ _ 

Signature 

ORDER 
The above amendment to the complaint is allowed. 

Date: ___________ _ 
Judge/Commissioner of the Superior Court 

SOSCC)V.(J11 ( RIJV, 9113) AMENDMENT TO COMPLAtNT 
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F"".~, ,I. ~;"ri" : .. , 0 
FAX NO.IO$:tIional)· 

SEP 15 2016 

By: -_~.Deputy 

AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT 

Under Code Civ, Proc, § 474: 
FICTITIOUS NAME (Court order required once case is at issue) 

Plaintiff(s), being ignorant olthe true name of a defendant when the complaint in the above-named case was filed, and having 
designated defendant in the complaint by the fictitious name of 

DOE 3 

and having discovered the true name of defendant to be 
STEM GENETIC, a California Business Entity, Form Unknown 

amends the complaint by inserting such true name in place of such fictitious name wherever it appears in the complaint. 

Date: 9/14/16 
Signatu re 

Under Code Civ, Proc, § 473: 
NAME - Add or Correct (Court order required) 

Plaintiff(s), having designated 0 defendant 0 plaintiff in the complaint by the name of 

and having discovered 0 name to be incorrect and the correct name is 0 defendant also uses the name of 

amends Ihe complaint by 0 substituti ng 0 adding such name(s) wherever the name of 

appears in the complaint. 

Date: ___________ _ 

Signature 

ORDER 
The above amendment to the complaint is allowed, 

Date: __________ _ 

Judge/Commissioner of the Superior Court 

SOSC CIV.q12 (R ..... 9113) AMENDMENT TO COMPLAINT Cod& CN. PrOC§§4lJ&J,74 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

to 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Janice F. Mulligan (State Bar No. 99080) 
Elizabeth A. Banham (State Bar No. 131734) 
Brian K. Findley (State Bar No. 251172) 
MULLIGAN,BANHAM & FINDLEY 
2442 Fourth Avenue, Suite 100 
San Diego, CA 92101 
Tel: (619)238-8700 
Fax: (619)238-8701 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs and the Putative Class 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO · 

SELENA MOORER, individually and on ) CASE NO. 37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 
behalf of all others similarly situated ) 

) Judge: Hon. Ronald L. Styn 
Plaintiff ) Dept.: C-62 

) 
vs. ) 

) NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF 
STEMGENEX MEDICAL GROUP,INC., ) COUNSEL 
a California Corporation; STEMGENEX, ) 
INC., a California Corporation; STEM ) 
CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, INC., a ) 
California Corporation; ANDRE P. ) 
LALLANDE, D.O., an Individual; SCOTT ) 
SESSIONS, M.D., an Individual; RITA ) 
ALEXANDER, an Individual; and DOES ) 
1-100 ) 

) 
Defendants ) 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the law fIrm of Mulligan, Banham & Findley hereby associates 

Pope, Berger, Williams & Reynolds, LLP as co-counsel for Plaintiffs in this matter. The name, office 

address, telephone number, fax number and email address of the associated counsel are as follows: 

A. Mark Pope (State Bar No. 77798) 
Harvey C. Berger (State Bar No. 102973) 
POPE, BERGER, WILLIAMS & REYNOLDS, LLP 
401 B Street, Suite 2000 
San Diego, California 92101 
Telephone: 619/595-1366 
Facsimile: 619/236-9677 
Email: pope@popeberger.com 

berger@popeberger.com 

-1-
NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

IS 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Attorneys Janice F . Mulligan, Elizabeth A. Banham and Brian K. Findley concur in the filing 

of this Notice of Association of Counsel. 

Date: \ \ I <Zf., ( 11.0 MULLIGAN, BANHAM & FINDLEY 

By Brian K. Findley 

Pope, Berger, Williams & Reynolds, LLP hereby accepts the above association. 

Date: November 8, 2016 POPE, BERGER, WILLIAMS & REYNOLDS, LLP 

f~ 
By A. Mark Pope 

-2-
NonCE OF ASSOCIA nON OF COUNSEL 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

Moorer v. StemGenex Medical Group. et at. 
Case No.: 37-2016-00028994-CU-NP-CTL 

I am employed in the County of San Diego, State of California. I am over the age of 18 
and not a party to the within action; my business address is: is 2442 Fourth Ave., Suite 100, San 
Diego, California 92101. 

On the date indicated below, I served the foregoing document described as: 

NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF COUNSEL 

on the interested parties in this action by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelope 
9 addressed as follows: 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Clark R. Hudson, Esq. Attorney for Defendant, 
NEIL, DYMOTT, FRANK, MCFALL, ANDRE P. LALLANDE, D.O. 
TREXLER, MCCABE & HUDSON 
1010 2nd Avenue, Suite 2500 
San Diego, California 9210 1 
Tel: (619) 238-1712 
Fax: (619) 238-1562 
chudson@neildymott.com 
A. Mark Pope, Esq. Co-Counsel for Plaintiffs and the 
Harvey C. Berger, Esq. Putative Class 
POPE, BERGER, WILLIAMS & 
REYNOLDS, LLP 
401 B Street, Suite 2000 
San Diego, California 9210 I 
Tel: (619) 595-1366 
Fax: (619) 236-9677 
pope@popeberger.com 
berger@popeberger.com 
David Rosenberg Esq. Attorneys for Defendants, 
ROSENBERG, SHPALL & ZEIGEN STEMGENEX, INC.; STEMGENEX 
APLC MEDICAL GROUP, INC.; STEM 
750 B Street, Suite 3210 CELL RESEARCH CENTRE, INC.; 
San Diego, California, 92101 STEM GENETIC; STEMGENEX 
Tel: (619) 232-1826 BIOLOGICAL LABORATORIES, 
Fax: (619) 232-1859 LLC; STEM CELLS ... THE HUMAN 
rsalaw@yahoo.com REP AIR KIT; and RITA 

ALEXANDER. 

-1-
Proof of Service 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

SERVED AS FOLLOWS: 

[ ] BY FAX. I faxed the document(s) to the person(s) at the facsimile number(s) listed 
above. No error was reported by the fax machine that I used. 

[X] BY MAIL. I am readily familiar with the firm's practice of collection and processing of 
correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service. Under that practice it would 
be deposited with the United States Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully 
prepaid at San Diego, California in the ordinary course of business. I am aware that on motion 
of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date 
is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. Th,e envelope was placed for 
collection and mailing on this date following ordinary business practices. 

I declare under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 

" In< "'" 00""". Ex="" 00 th' '''' ind'""" bdow" Sm II ~ 
Dated: November 8, 2016 !~/ L / y ',l 

Joe Vaylor 

·2· 
Proof of Service 
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