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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATEO” ALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUN. * . .OS NGELES

RC44QFROIBY FF

TOUGH AS NAILS, LLC, A California g Q.
Limited Liability Company d/b/a Church
Boutique { C A FOR:

Plaintif¥, } v _.UD .» THE INDUCEMENT

GOQODS SO .D AND DELIVERED
VY. ¢ AT 'Lt A MD PRICE
5) OPLNTY J0K ACCOUNT

LINDSAY LOHAN and DOES 1t 4%, 4) aC "UUNT STATED
inclusive,

Defr .. "N, T.ATED JURISDICTION

* ¢ RY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMES  w PLA ivaucf TC L™ AS NAILS, LLC., (“Plaintiff”) and complains

and alleges - ™~ =
i Iough As Nuils, LLC, d/b/a Church Boutique (“Plaintiff’) is at all
times her’ .m l(oned a California Limited Liability Corporation, doing business in Los
Angeles County, California. Plaintiff has filed the required Fictitious Business Name
Certificate in Los Angeles County, California.

RESHED
" o] ms -
2. Plaintiff is informed and belicves and based thereon alloges that Uindgef EoBin
(2] [~ BT m
(“Lohan”) at all times mentioned herein was and now is a resident of »xflgsxrie' :
~ 882
State of California. éig?é%g
3.  Plaintiff does pot know the true names of defendants Doeﬁ 1 thr&:@ 25

inclusive, and therefore sues them by those fictitious names. Plaintiff is mformed and§eﬁe%s,
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and upon that information and belief alleges, that each of those defendants was in some manner
proximately responsible for the events and happenings alleged in this complaint and for
Plaintiff’s injuries and damages.

4. Plaintiff is informed and believes, and based on said information and belief
alleges, that at all times mentioned in this Complaint, Defendants were the agents and
employees of their codefendants, and in doing the things alleged in this Complaint were acting
within the course and scope of such agency and employment.

FIRST CAUSF. OF ACT)”
(FRAUD AGAL . dA

“h Plaintiff incorporates berein as thov Jh follv sc * ~+h Paragraphs 1 through 4 of
this Complaint,

6. Plaintiff owns and opers* s #= 3. ..¢ b-  gu. and is in the business of
selling exclusive and unique high fashio, er » meludin ' b not limited to clothes,
jewelry and accessories.

7. Lohanisawellkn: 1+ .1 tressard =l ity.

8. In or abov* qe and ~on.™ .ing through February, 2010 LOHAN
established a relétionshi. ith Pk iff e’ o~ v -ious occasions purchased clothes, jewelry
and accessories £ . .aine. - ota" *v,. 7 said period of $17,060.83. LOHAN during said

timeonly paid | 9.00le  ag. bl . lae of $16,880.63 as of February 11, 2010.
__ outset of .2id purchases LOHAN repeatedly orally represented to

David M’ ane' . s Rodney Bums (the owners and operators of Plaintiff), that they were not
to worry &. .. oeing paid for the merchandise she purchased on various occasions during the
above described period, as she would cause her business manager to take care of paying for the
merchandise frora funds of LOHAN managed by her business managers.

10.  The representations made by LOHAN were in fact false. The true facts were
that she had no intention of causing her business manager to pay the entire balance due for said
merchandise from funds belonging to LOHAN or any other funds.
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11.  When LOHAN made these representations she knew them to be false and made
them with the intention to deceive and defraud Plaintiff and to induce Plaintiff to act in reliance
on these representations in the manner hereafter alleged, or with the expectation that Plaintiff
would so act.

12.  Plaintiff at the time the above representations were made by LOHAN and at the
time Plaintiff took the actions herein alleged, was igoorant of the falsity of LOHAN’s
Tepresentations and believed them to be true. Plaintiff’s reliance on LOHAN’Ss representations
were justified due to the celebrity of LOHAN »nd her.we'”  own status &s a movie actress

'with substantial income. Had Plaintiff known the u. .s,i. that LOHAN had no intention

of paying the amounts due for the merchandise the she ~=~eiv ™Maintiff would not have sold
any of the merchandise to LOHAN.
13.  As a proximate result of “.¢ £ k... ren~  ga. “us of LOHAN as hercin

alleged Plaintiff has been damaged in ¢ : < . '80.63 be g e retail value of the
merchandise that Plaintiff was induc- 0?7 N, ph ‘nte est thereon at the maximum
legal rate under California law.

14.  The aforem’ _d ¢ S LCHA. " was an intentional misrepresentation,

deceit, or concealment of materi  act 9. w. t OHAN with the intention on LOHAN’s
part of causing ¢ .gus o .uff -2 v despicable conduct in conscious disregard of
PlaintifPsriehts  ast0i  {ya ... .. exemplary and punitive damages.
SECG. 1D CAU CT
vods Sold and Delivered - Against Lohan and Does 1 -5)

15. . iaintiff realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1 through 4 inclusive as though
fully set forth herein.

16.  Plaintiff is in the business of selling high fashion merchandise including but not
limited to clothes, jewelry and accessories.

17.  From on or about November 7, 2009 through February, 2010, LOHAN, and
DOES 1-5 and each of them, became indebted to Plaintiff in the sum of $17,060.63 for goods

3
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sold and taken by LOHAN and DOES 1-5, and each of them, at their specific instance and
request.

18.  Plaintiff has made demand on LOHAN, for payment of the sums owing.
Payment for said sums was to be made and received in the County of Los Angeles, State of
California.

19.  To date, LOHAN and DOES 1-5, and each of them, have failed and refused to
pay the for the goods sold and delivered except for the sum of $180.00 leaving a balance due of
$16,880.63 since February 11, 2010.

20. LOHAN and DOES 1-5, and es.  "*+ ., came indebted to Plaintiff for
interest on said balance due of $16,880.63 from February ' 2010 at the maximum rate
allowed by California law in an amount to be pr .en= ..l

21.  To date, the sum of $16,88" v3 »lis  _stir . emount to be proven at trial,
remains owing from Defendants, and ea  of - w rlaint’' f 1 t the goods sold and
delivered. '

22.  Additionally, Plainf 15 . ! 1o reaso: ble attorney’s fees and costs to the

extent allowable by Califorr P - attob. ¢ ven at trial.
IH )CLVIE%A N aCTION
i B ant-Ae, *u. : LUHAN AND DOES 1-5)

23. P (iffrer ges and i ~ Jrates the Second Cause of Action as though fully
set forth ™ ..

24, Si  .ebruary 11, 2010, LOHAN and Does 1-5, and each of them, became
indebted .dff on an open book account for money due in the sum of $17,060.63 for
goods sold and delivered by Plaintiff to LOHAN and Does 1-5 at their instance and request,
and for which LOHAN and Does 1-5, and each of them, agreed to pay.

25.  Only $180.00 of the above sum has been paid leaving a balance of $16,880.63
for which demand has been made.

26.  There is now due, owing, and unpaid the sum of $16,830.63 plus intercst at the
maximum rate allowed by California law in an amount to be proven at trial.
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27.  Additionally, Plaintiff i;v, entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees and costs to the

extent allowable by applicable Califomia law, in an amount to be proven at trial.
FO CA ACTION
(Account Stated —Against all Defendants)

28.  Plaintiff realleges and incorporates the Second and Third Causes of action
herein as though fully set forth.

29.  On or about February 11,2010 in Los Angeles County, California, an account
was stated in writing by and between Plaintiff and LOH~  and Does 1 -5, and on such
statement a total balance of $16,880.63 was founc w. .ait ¥ from LOHAN and Does 1-5,
for goods and merchandise sold to LOHAN by Pls tiff - 1C. " and Does 1-5 and each of
them, agreed to pay Plaintiff said balance.

30.  Although demended by Plr"tif° " i ends |, oo *her all nor any part of the
agreed balance was paid.

31,  There is now due, o “wr 7 com D fer ants, and each of them, to
Plaintiff the sum of $16,880.63pl > st/ m Febrrw - 1", 2010 to the date of judgment at
the maximum rate allowed © _ .fo.. .4an . mo. - to be proven at trial.

32.  Additional Plainfi 3 et~ ‘o “asonable attomey’s fees and costs to the
extent allowable ! _, .ucab,  _.omir 1. v, "anamount to be proven at trial.

WHERE. E, Pl iff, %, . ™. Le following relief:

LA Lk v X ACTIO:

Fo. dgr .. against LOHAN as follows:

1 .-or general damages in the sum of $16,880.63;

2 For punitive damages in an amount to be determined at trial.

3. For the maximum interest allowed under California law.

4 For costs of suit incurred herein.

5 For such other and further relief as to this Court seems just and proper.

N OND T UR 'AUSES OF ACTION
For judgment against all Defendants, jointly and severally, as follows:

5
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DATE:

For the principal sum of $16,880.63
For interest on that sum at the maximum rate allowed by California law;
For attorney’s fees herein incurred in a sum to be determined according to proof
at trial;
For costs of suit herein incurred; and
For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
June 30, 2010 ' DION-KINDEM & CROCKETT

' >

By,
TLLIAM; CROCKETT

YA o.. 'IN

A aeve " Plaintiff

T TR b LLC
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