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1 § Martin L. Horwitze,
LAW OFFICE OF ﬁ?ﬂm L. HORWITZ, P.C. F]LED
2 | 9665 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1050
ﬁgﬂﬂmcumgaﬁ?ulzzna LOS ANGELES SUPERTOR COURT
10) 278-3833 '
4 ﬁmﬂﬁhf% 2784862 MG 2 g 2008
5 | Attorney for Plaintiff, KENNETH CORRALES JOHN A. GLERK
6 By " DEPUTY
7
8 SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

9 CENTRAL DISTRICT, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, UNLIMITED JURISDICTION

10

EC397181

11 | KENNETH CORRALES, an individual, CASE NO:

12
PlaintifT,

v,
14

TANISHA
15 | BUNIM-MURRAY PRODUCTION

8. THOMAS tnir-dml:lull

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES FOR
1 Assault and Battery;

2. General “F:e
3. Intentional Infliction of Emotiona!
ml Failure to Supervise;

businass form : OXY EH
16 | MEDIA, a business entity form

unknown; DAY AFTER, a
17 Imhmwnm:lDDE‘S 1 throwgh S0,

§:3 Defendants.
19

entity form
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PRELIMINARY ALLEGATIONS

COMES NOW Plaintiff, KENNETH CORRALES (*CORRALES") and alleges against the
Defendants, and cach of them, as follows:

. Plaintiff, KEWNNETH CORRALES, is, and at all times berein mentioned was &
resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of California.

2. Plaintiff, is informed and belicves, and based on such information and belief, alleges
that Defendant, TANISHA 8. THOMAS ("THOMAS"), is, and was, at all relevant times, a
resident of the County of Los Angeles, State of Califomnia. Plaintifi further alleges that THOMAS
is, and was, at all relevant times, a cast member and participant of the reality show “The Bad Girls
Club™.

3. Plaintiff, is informed and believes, and based on such information and belief, alleges
that Defendant, BUNIM-MURRAY PRODUCTIONS, INC., a business entity form unknown, was
a1 all relevant times, doing business in the State of California. Plaintff further alleges that
Defendant, BUNIM-MURRAY PRODUCTIONS, INC., is, and was, at all relevant times, an
entertainment production company, engaged in production of reality TV shows, including but
limited to "The Bad Girls Club™,

4, PlaintifT, is informed and believes, and based on such information and belief, alleges
that Defendant, OXYGEN MEDIA, LLC ("OXYGEN") a business entity form unknown, was &t all
relevant times doing business in the State of California. Plaintiff further alleges that Defendant,
“OXYGEN", is, and was, at all relevant times, an interactive TV channel focusing on reality
shows, including but not limited to “The Bad Girls Club™.

5 Plamntiff, is informed and belicves, and based on such information and belief, alleges
that Defendant, DAY AFTER, a business entity form unknown, was at al] relevant times doing
business in the State of California. Plaintiff further alloges that Defendant, DAY AFTER, is, and
was, it all relevant times, & nightclub, located at 6757 Hollywood Boulevard, Clty of Los Angeles,
County of Loz Angeles.
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6. PlaintifT is presently unaware of the true names and capacities of those defendanis
named herein fictitiously as DOES. However, if by way of Plaintiif's continuing investigation, or
otherwise, Plaintiff is able 1o ascertain the true names and capacities of the aforementioned
fictitiously named defendants, Plaintiff will immediately seek leave of Court to amend this
complaint to reflect the trus names and capacities of the aforementioned fictitiously named
Defendants. On the same basis, on information and belief, Plaintiff alleges that the defendants, and
cach of them named herein, aided in and contributed to the proximately caused damages
complained of herein by Plaimtiff.

7. Flaintiff is informed and believes, and based upon such information and belief,
alleges that at all times herein mentioned each Defendants were the agent, employee, o1 employer
of cach of its co-defendants, and in doing the scts heveinafter mentioned, each defendants were
acting within the scope of its authority and as such agent and employee with the permission and
consent of its co-defendants, and each of them.

8. Plaintiff is further informed, believes, and thereon alleges that each of the acts of the
aforementioned Defendants complained of herein is within the course and scope of the
aforementioned agency, employment and conspiracy at the advice, order, instruction, direction and
control of each of the uther Defendants.

9. Plaintiff CORRALES is informed, belicves and alleges thereon that at all times
herein mentioned there existed & unity of interest and owmnership berween all non-business
Defendants and all business Defendants and each of them, such that any individuality and
scparateness between these Defendants have ceased, and these non-business Defendants are the
alter ego of the business Defendants.
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EIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
(For Assault and Battery by Plalntiff against all Defendants)

10.  Plaintidf refers to and incorporate herein by reference paragraphs | through 9 above,
a5 though fully set forth herein.

11.  On orabout November 11, 2007, at approximately 1:00 a.m., THOMAS and DOES
1 to 10, struck CORRALES in the head with the glass, believed to be a beer mug, causing a deep
laceration to CORRALES’ forehead. The attack was performed while the Defendants were aping
a "Bad Girls Club” episode, and the entity Defendants knew there was an increased risk of harm to
the Plaintiff as a result of the filming of the televikion show. The entity Defendants knew the
individual defendants were aggressive and behaved in 2 manner pot conducive 1o normal society,
and the entity defendants encouraged snd promoted said aggressive and anti-social behavior in an
effort 10 increase the viewer ratings of the “Bad Girls Club” television show,

1Z. THOMAS, and DOES | to 10, made harmful contact with PlaimtifT"s person when
she hit him with the glass beer mug. Said contacts were barmful and offensive and were of a
character that would offend a person of ordinary sensitivity, and were unwamranted by the social
usages prevalent at the time and place at which the contacts were made, The entity defendants
kncw that this type of offensive contact was likely to occur, and, in fact, promoted sald condsct in
an effort to boost the ratings of its “Bad Girls Club™ television show.

13, CORRALES did not consent to said unlawful contacts,

14, Asa direct and proximate result of THOMAS', and DOES 1 to 10, conduct,
CORRALES has been injured in his body and health, strength and activities, and has thereby been
rendered sick, sore, lame and disebled, which injuries have caused and continue to cause great
mental, nervous and physical pain and suffering, subsequent disorders, intensive anxiety, emotional
distress, apprehension, and other distress secondary to the aforementioned injuries and damage, all
to CORRALES' damages in a sum as may be proven at time of trial. Plaintiff is informed and
believes and thereon alleges that some of all of said injuries will be of a permanent nature and will
result in some permanent disability to Plaintiff, all to his general damages in a sum within the
jurisdiction of this Court
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15.  Asa further, direct and proximate result of the misconduct of Defendants,

‘ CORRALES was required to and did employ medical professionals to examine, diagnose and treat
him, and did thereby incur, and will in future incur medical and other related expenses in
connection therewith. The exact amount of such expenses is unknown to CORRALES at this time
and therefore Plaintiff will ask leave of Court to amend this Complaint 10 show the reasonable
value of such medical services at the time of trial.

16. Defendants did all of the above with a conscious and reckless disregard for the
safety of others with full knowledge that there was a high probability that such conduct could result
in causing CORRALES serious injuries. The Defendants actively promoted the “bad gid" nature
of the individual defendants so as to increase viewership of the “Bad Girls Club™ 1elevision ghow,
and thereby benefit financially from an increase in advertising revenues. As a result of the
reckless, willful and wanton misconduct of said Defendants which conduct was knowingly and
intenticnally engaged in by sad Defendants with full knowledge of the high probability of serious
injury that could result from guch conduct, punitive damages apainst said Defendants to punish and
make an example of said Defendants arc appropriate and proper. The conduct of said Defendants
I % alleged hersin would constifute despicable conduct carried on by sid Defendants with a willful
and conscious disregard of the rights ar safety of others fully supporting an award of punitive
damages against said Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff peays for judgment as set forth below,

i SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
(Far Negligence by Plaintlff against all Defendants)

17.  Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs, 1 through 16, inclusive, and incorporates
them herein by this reference,

18,  Defendants, and each of them, owed to Plaintiff a duty of due care, including, but
not limited to Defendants” creation, provision and operation of a safe, secure and non-violent
environment, and, further, owed a duty to the Plaintiff not to increase the risk of harm to him as a
result of the defendants’ activities.
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1 19.  OnNovember 11, 2007, in a breach of the Defendants’ duty to CORRALES,

2 [ CORRALES was hit in the forchead with a glass mug as & result of the defendants’ and cach of
3§ their, conduct. The injury was sustained as a result of, and during the taping by the Defendants of
4 § a “Bad Girls Club” television serics episode. The entity Defendants knew there was an increased
5 || risk of harm to the Plaintifl as a result of the type of television show, and the filming of the

6 § episode. The entity Defendants knew the individual Defendants were aggressive and behaved in a
7 || manner not conducive to normal society, that the individual Defendants were aggressive and ill-

8 | tempered by nature, and had demonstrated a propensity for aggressiveness and violence on

9| previous episodes of the television show, and, notwithstanding this prior knowledge, the entity

10 || defendants seiected these individual defendants, and encouraged and promoted said aggressive and
11 I anti-social behavior in an effort to increase the viewer ratings of the “Bad Girls Club™ television
12} show.

13 20.  Defendants, and each of them did all of the above with a conscious and reckless
14 | disregard for the safety of others with full knowlcdge that there was a high probability that such
15 || conduct could result in serious injuries being sustsined by parties involved in that incident. The
16 § Defendants actively promoted the “bad girl” nature of the individual defendants so as to increase
17 | viewership of the "Bad Girls Club" television show, and thereby benefit financially from an

18 § increase in advertising revenues.

19 21, Asa direst and proximate result of the negligence of the Defendants, CORRALES
20 || has been injured in his bady and health, strength and activities, and has thereby been rendered sick,
21 {| sore, lame and disabled, which injuries have caused and continue 1o cause great mental, nervous
22 || and physical pain and suffering, subsequent disorders, intensive anxiety, cmotional distress,

23 | apprehension, and other distress secondary to the aforementioned injuries and damage, all to

24 | CORRALES' damages in a sum a5 may be proven at time of trial. Plaintiff is informed and

25 || believes and thereon alleges that some of all of said injuries will be of 8 permanent nature and will
26 | result in-some penmenent disability to Plaintiff, all to his general damages in & sum within the

27 | jurisdiction of this Court.

28 22.  Defendants did all of the above with & conscious and reckless disregard for the
| Cormlae PP lasding o latnl 00 | S7 2108 &
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1 | safety of others with full knowledge that there was a high probability that such conduct could result
2 | in causing CORRALES serious mjurics, As a result of the reckless, willful and wanton misconduct
3 | of said Defendants which conduct was knowingly and intentionally engaged in by said Defendants
4 | with full knowledge of the bigh probability of serious injury that could result from such conduct,

5 | punitive damages against said Defendants to punish and make an example of sasd Defendants is

6 || appropriate and proper, The conduct of said Defendants as alleged herein would constitute

7 | despicable conduct carried on by said Defendants with a willful and conscious disregard of the

8 || rights or safety of others fully supporting an award of punitive damages against said Defendants.
9 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as set forth below.

10 I

1 THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION

12 {For Negligent Fallure to Train and Supervise Against Defendant

13 DAY AFTER, and DOES 15 through 50, inclusive, oaly)

14 23, Plaintiff repeat and reallege paragraphs, 1 through 22, inclusive, and incorporates

15 | them herein by this reference.

16 24.  Plaintiff is informed and belicves and on that basis allege that in doing the acts as

17 | heretofore alleged, Defendant DAY AFTER knew, or i the exercise of reasonable diligence

18 | should have known, that Defendant’s security personncl, and DOES 1 through 25, inclusive, and

19 | each of them, were neither qualified nor able to perform, or to render assistance in the performance
20 | of maintaining & safe and secure environment for invited guests and that an undue risk to persons
II_r:u:huPMﬁwaaquminhmmnenrlhulﬂkufaHrjtyun!m:Deﬂnndnuch‘:’AFTER.mﬁ

22 | DOES 25 through 50, inclusive, and each of them, adequately trained and supervised its security

23 | personnel, and DOES | through 25, inclusive, and each of them, in the exercise of the tasks of its
24 | employment and to insure a safe envirenment for its patrons.

25 25.  Notwithstanding the knowledge that its security personne! and DOES | through 25,
26 | inclusive, and each of them, were neither qualified nor able to perform, or to render asgistance in
27| the performance of maintaining a safe and secure environment for its invited guests, Defendant

28 | DAY APTER, and DOES 25 through 50, inclusive, and each of them, did not adequately train or
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| | supervise its security persommel, and DOES | through 25, inclusive, and each of them, in its

2 | performance of performing, of rendering assistance in the performance of maintaining 2 safe and
gacure environment for its patrons.

4] 26.  The failure of Defendant DAY AFTER and DOES 25 through 50, inclusive, and
5 || each of them, to adequately train and supervise its security personnel and DOES 1 through 25,
6 | inclusive, and each of them, was the proximate cause of Plaintiff's injury, as hed they trained said
7 | personnel in the performance of maintaining a safe and secure environment for its invited guests,
£ | the Plaintiff would not have suffered the injuries be did.

10 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows:

11 L For general damage according to proof|

12 2, All special damages according to proof;

13 L For punitive damages in an amount acconding to proof,

14 4, Far costs of sult berein incurred; and

15 5. For such other and further relief as the court may deem proper.

17 | DATED: August 27, 2008




