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Attorneys for Plaintiff
CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC

SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

CaserNo.: BCS 3 8 8 4 0

OWGRERT
BY FAX

CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC., )
_ )
Plamtiff, } PLAINTIFF CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL,
} INC.’S COMPLAINT
V. } -
) -
CHRISTOPHER BREAUX, p/f/a Frank }
Qcean, )
)
Defendant. )
)

Plaintiff Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc., by and th:oﬁgh its attorneys Messner Reeves LLP,

hereby files its Complaint against Defendant Christopher Breaux, p/f/a Frank Ocean, and in support

thereof states as follows:

PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE
1. Plaintiff Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. (“Chipotle™) is a Delaware corporation with its

principal place of business in Denver, Colorado. : 3
) [
™

2. Upon information and belief, Defendant Christopher Breaux_3 Rff/a

|
Superior Court pursuant to California Constitution Article VI, Section 10.  Jurisdiction girer
e

Ll

Defendant Ocean is proper in the Los Angeles County Supenor Court because Chlp@,tle and:‘Dcean
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conducted bﬁsiness in the State of California. Moreover, pursuant to Paragraph 14 of the agreement
at issue in this matter (“Agreement”), disputes regarding the Agreement “shall be subject to the
jurisdiction of the courts of Los Angeles, California.” A true and correct of the Agreement is
attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

4, Venue in Los Angeles County is proper pursuant fo Cal. Code Civ. Proc. § 395
because the underlying contract in dispute was entered into in Los Angeles County, and the
obligation was to be performed in Los Angeles County. Moreover, pursuant to Paragraph 14 of the
Agreement at issue in this matter, disputes regarding the Agreement “shall be subjeét to the
jurisdiction of the courts of Los Angeles, California.” Ex. 1, Agreement, 114,

FACTUAL BACKGROUND |

5. In 2013, Chipotle developed a “promotional marketing. campaign named The
Scarecrow that in part consisted of an animated online ﬁlm, a related video game for mobile
devices, and a master recording ﬁack of a song entitled “Pure Imagination” (campaign collectively
referred to as “The Scarecrow™). The master recording track of “Pure Imagination” (“Master”) was
to be synchronized with the online‘ﬁlt'n and the mobile-device game and made available as an
individuai digital download forlsale or streaming.‘ |

- 6.~ -~Chipotle contrécted the services of Creative Artists: Agency (“CAA”Y in part-to
obtéin talent to record the Master. |

7. On June 19, 2014, CAA presented to Chipotie, through Messner Reeves LLP, a
request from Ocean to record the Master for The Scarecrow campaign.

8. . Chipotle, and Chipotle’s CAA representatives, discussed with Ocean the content and
purpose of The Scarecrow campaign, which was to raise awafeness of the dangers of industrial
farming and promoting local, sustainably-sourced féod.

9. Chipotle, and Chipotle’s CAA representatives, expressly informed Ocean that The

Scarecrow campaign was being funded by, and was an advertisement for, Chipotle. This mutual
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uhderstanding that the Master was to be utilized “in connection with the bromotion for Chipotle”
v-vas expressly incorporated into the Agreement. Ex. 1, Agfeement, p. L. |

10.  Chipotle, and Chipotle’s CAA representatives, also showed to Ocean the film to
which his recording would provide the soundtrack. At the time of Ocean’s initial viewing, the film
was only approximately 80 percent completed and did not contain the Chipotle logo (“Bumper”) at
the end of the film. Chipotle, and Chipotle’s CAA reprgsentatives, expressly informed Ocean that .
the film was not complete. |

11.  On July 9, 2013, Chipotle and Ocean executed the Agreement cbvering, inter alia,
the recording, editing, and distribution of Pure Imagination.

12.  Pursuant to the Agreement, Ocean was required to deliver the Master to Chipotle no |
later than August 7, 2013. Chipotle expressly informed Ocean that fhis deadline was bf the utmost
importance because of other time-sensitive matters“ that were contingent upon the completion of The
Scarecrow.

13.  Ocean was to be compensated a total of $425,000.00 for his recording of Pure
Tmagination—$212,500.00 upon execution of the Agreement and the remaining $212,500.00 “upon

Chipotle’s acceptance of the Master.”

'14.  -Upon execution of the-Agreement, CAA péid to Ocean the initial $212,500;00. on |-

behalf of Chipotle. CAA then invoiced Chipotle, and in or around August 2013, Chipotle paid
$212,500.00 to CAA.

15.  Upon information and belief, before August 7, 20173, Chipotle delivered to Ocean thé
final animated film—which contained the Bumper—in order to allow Ocean time to prepare for his
recording of the Master,

16.  According to Ocean, Ocean did not view the final animated film prior to entering the .
studio to record Pure Imagination on August 7,_ 2013, the last day to deliver the Master to Chipotle

under the Agreement.
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17.  Upeon information and belief, on August 7, 2013, prior to recording the Master,
Ocean viewed The Scarecrow film in the studio and at that time objected to the Chipotle Bumper
appearing at the end of the film. Upon information and belief, due to this Bumper, Ocean refused to '
record any part or version of Pure Imagination and exited the studio.

i8.  Upon information and belief, later that same evening, Ocean and Chipotle’s CAA
representative discussed Ocean’s objection to the film, and Ocean expressly refused to perform until
the Bumper was removed from The Scarecrow film.

19.  Nowhere in the Agreement is Ocean granted any rights in connection with the
content of The Scarecrow film, nor is Ocean’s obligation under the Agreement in any way
contingent upon his approval of the content—including, but not limited to, the Bumper-—of The
Scarecrow film.

20. On August 7, 8, and 9, 201_3, Chipotle’s CAA representative notified Ocean that he
failed to deliver the Master by the August 7, 2013 deadline in the Agrecment.

21.  On August 15, 2013, Ocean’s counsel sent to Chipotle’s counsel an email stating, in
pertinent part:

When Frank was asked to participate in this project, Chipotle’s
representatives told him that the thrust of the campaign was to

- - - promote responsible farming. There-was no Chipotle reference or - -

logo in the initial presentation, and Chipotie told Frank that was an
intentional element of the campaign. Frank was also promised that
he’d have the right to approve the master and all advertising,
promotional and publicity materials, and that was incorporated into
the agreement Frank signed with Chipotle (the “Agreement”).
Chipotle materially breached the Agreement when it refused to permit
Frank to approve the music for the ad and when it refused to remove
the Chipotle logo from the ad. At that point, Frank had the right to
terminate the Agreement, which he exercised.

A true and correct copy of the August 15, 2013 email is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

22.  To reiterate, despite Ocean’s counsel’s statements to the contrary, nowhere in the

Agreement is Ocean granted any rights in connection with the content of The Scarecrow film, nor is .
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SHORT TITLE: CASE NUMBER

ANDREA MARTINEZ v. GREEN TREE SERVICING, LLC, et. al.,

Item lll. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party's residence or place of business, performance, or other
circumstance indicated in ltem I, Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:

REASON: Check the appropriate boxes for the numbers shown | 3200 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD
under Column C for the type of action that you have selected for
this case.

O1. O2 @3. 4. O5. Ue. O7. 118, (35, O10.

cIy: STATE: ZIP CODE:
LOS ANGELES CA 90010

ttem V. Declaration of Assignment: | declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is tfrue

and correct and that the above-entitlted matter is properly filed for assignment to the LOS ANGELES courthouse in the
CENTRAL

District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 392 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.0, subds. (b}, {c) and (d}].

Dated: March 7, 2014 %Mﬁ | 'j prf *"ti—-))
. )

)
GNATURE OF ATTORNEY/FILING PARTY)

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Original Complaint or Petition.

2. Iffiling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheel, Judicial Council forms CM-010.
4

Civil Case Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of Location form, LACIV 109, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
03/11).

o

Payment in full of Lhe filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

6. A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Council farm CIV-010, if the piaintiff or petitioneris a
minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summans.

7. Additional copies of documents to be conformed by the Clerk. Copies of the cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 4 of 4
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28.  Plaintiff incorporates by refereﬁce the allegations contained in‘the preceding and
subsequent paragraphs of this Compiaint as if set forth fully herein. |

29.  The Agreement is a valid contré_ct.entered into between Chipotle and Ocean. See Ex.
1, Agreement, 14 (“This Agreement shall be a binding agreement between the parties hereto.”).

30.  When Ocean walked out of the studio on August 7, 2013 and expressly stated that he
refused to record Pure Imagination, Oce#n repudiated the Agreément- and anticipatorily breached
the Agrreement‘on August 7, 2013. Ocean’s repudiation of the Agreement 611 Augu;t 7, 2013 was
confirmed by Ocean’s counsel in her August 15, 2013 email. See Ex. 2, August 15, 2013‘Email. |

31.  Ocean’s repudiation was unjustified, as he had no rights, contractual or othérwisé, to
condition hIS performance and delivery of the Master on his approvai of Thé Scarecrow film.

32, “When a promisor repudiates a contract, the injuréd party faces an election of
remedies: he can uéat the repudiation as an anticipatory breach and immediately seek damagés for
breach of contract, thereby terminating the contractual relation between ‘the parties, or he can treat
the repudiation as an empty threat, wait unti! the time for performanée arrives and e;cercise his
remedies for actual breach if a breach does in fact occur at such time.” Taylor v. Johnston, 539 P.I_ld
425, 430 (Cal. 1975) (citing Guerrieri v. Severini, 51 Cal.2d 12, 18-19, 330 P.2d 635 (Cal. 1958)).

33.  Ocean breached the Agreement by failing to deliver the Master by the date specified
in the Agreement. '

34.  Moreover, it is well established that “the normal effect of repudiation” by one party.
to a contract “is the excuse of performance” by the other party. Naify v. Pacific Indemnity Cp. 11
Cal.2d 5, 10, 76 P.2d 663 (Cal. 1938); accord, Guerrieri v. Severini, 51 Cal.2d 12, 18, 330 P.2d 635,
638 (Cal. 1958); Gold Min. & Water Co. v. Swinerton, 23 Cal.2d 19, 33, 142 P'_2d 22, 29 (Cal.
1943). Nonetheless, Chipotle fully performed its obligations under the Agreement.

35.  Chipotle has sustained and will continué to sustain substantial damages as a result of

Ocean’s breach of the Agreement, in an amount to be proven at trial.
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36.  All conditions precedent to the maintenance of this action have been performed or

have occurred.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
: (Unjust Earichment) E

37.  Plaintiff incorporétes by reference‘ the éllegations contained m the preceding and
subsequent paragraphs of this Complaint as if set forth fully herein. |

38.  Ocean has received the benefit of the $212,500.00 tﬁat Chipotle paid to him. _

39.  Ocean has been unjustly enriched by retaining the benefit of Chipotle’s $212,500.00
without providing the Master, or any other services, to Chipotle. |

40.-  Ocean does not deny that he has retained Chipdtle’s $212,500.00, despite the fact
that he never provided to Chipoﬂe any of the services that he promised.

41, Under the circumstances, ft would be unjﬁst and inequitable to allow Ocean to be so
enriched.

42.  As a direct and proximé.-te result of Ocean’s unjust rrctention of Chipotle’s
$212,500.00, Chipotle has sustained and will continue to sustain substantial damages, in an amount
to be proven at trial.

43.  All conditions precedent to the maintenance of this action have been performed or

have occurred.

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Promissory Estoppel) -

44.  Plaintiff iﬁcorpofates by reference -the allegations contained inrthe preceding and
subsequent paragraphs of this Complaint as if set forth fully herein.

45. Oéean promised to Chipotle that he would deliver the Master to Chipotle no later
than August 7, 2013. Ocean made this promise after Chipotle made him aware that this deadline
was of the utmost importance because of other time-sensitive matters that were contingent upon the

completion of The Scarecrow.
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46. In rerliancc‘on Ocean’s promise, Chipotle paid to Ocean $212,500.00 and at the time
of the exécution of the Agreement did not seek to ;etain thé services of other artists. |
| 47.  Ocean should reasonably have éxpegted that his promise would induce action, or
inaction as the case may be, by Chipotle. |

48.  Such reliance by Chipotle was reasonable, and Chipotle relied on Ocean’s promise to

its detriment, in the amount of at least $212,500.00.

49, Ocean has refused to return to Chipotle the $212,500.00. As a result, Ocean’s

promise has resulted in injustice to Chipotle, and Chipotle has sustained damages as a result of

Ocean’s conduct.

50.  All conditions precedent to the maintenance of this action have been performed or

have occurred.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. respectfully requests that this Court:

A, Enter judgment in Plaintiff’s favor and against Defendant for such actual damages as

this Court may deem appropriate, in an amount to be proven at trial;

B.  Award to Plaintiff all reasonable attorney fees, costs, and expert witness fees
incurred in connection with the prosecution of this action, in an amount to be proven
at trial; '

C. Pre-judgment and post-judgment jnterest on any award of damages to the extent .
permitted by law; and

D. Such other and further relief as this Court may deem appropriate.

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury as to all claims so triable.

Dated: March 7, 2014. |
" MESSNER REEVES LLP

By: _/s/ Robert B. Hinckley, Jr.
Robert B. Hinckley. Jr.
Attorneys for Plaintiff
CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC.
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Tuly 2, 2013

Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc.
c/o Ieff Estow

Creative Artists Agency
2000 Avenue of the Stars
Los Angeles, CA 90067

RE: CHIPOTLE -w- FRANK OCEAN/“PURE IMAGINATION” MASTER RECORDING &
“THE SCARECROW” MUSIC VIDEO

Gentlepersons:

This letter constitutes an offer and acceptance of the material terms of the agreement (“Agreement”) entered
into between Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. (“Chipotle™) and Frank Ocean (“Auxtist™) for Artist to record a
lyrically faithful version of the song entitled “Pure Imagination™ (the “Master™) for use solely (i) in
synchronization with the short-form music video currently entitled “The Scarecrow” (the *Video™), (ii) in
synchronization with the mobile device game currently entitled “The Scarecrow™ (the “Game™), and (iii) as an
individual digital download for sale or streaming via iTunes and other authorized digital service providers

(“DSPs™) in connection with the promotion for Chipotle contemplated by the parties hereto.

The terms are as follows:

I. Delivery of the Master; Artist’s Services: Artist will: (i) provide his vocal and recording services and
deliver the Master to Chipotle by Aug 7, 2013 (the *Delivery Date™); {it) meaningfully consult with Chipotle
regarding the Master and will make a good faith effort to deliver a master recording that is consistent with the
conversations between Chipotle and Artist and in keeping with Chipotle’s intent to make the Master available
to the public pursuant to the terms of this Agreement; and (iii) make a good faith effort to support the
promotion via social media (collectively, the “Services™).

2. Method of Exploitation. Chipotle may distribute the Video and Game via all forms of media

_distribution and sell the Master online as an individual digital download through DSPs solely as part of the
" promotion. Chipotle may also authorize the Master for streaming through DSPs solely as part of the

promotion. All net proceeds to Chipotle from the sale and distribution of the Master as set forth herein will be
donated to The Chipotle Cultivate Foundation. ‘

3. Exclusivity. Artist will not record a commissioned master recording for another restaurant in the
category designated as fast casnal restaurant for use in that restaurant’s promotional game or music video in
connection with a promotional marketing campaign for a period of two (2) years from the date of this
Agreement. ’

4, Territory. The territory of this Agreement will be the world.
5. Recording Costs. Chipotle will pay all costs of recording, producing and delivering Artist's

performance as embodied in the Master in the amount of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000)
(“Recording Costs™), which shall be payable as follows: Twelve Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($12,500)
promptly upon Artist’s execution of this Agreement, and Twelve Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($12,500)
promptly upon Artist’s delivery of the Master. Chipotle will be responsible for all reasonable and customary
expenses in respect of recording studio rental, synchronization costs or any other third party. costs or

{01063590 / 10)3840.003/659530.2 _ 1
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expenses, including but not limited to all costs and expenses incurred by Atticus Ross, or such other producer
retained by Chipotle, in connection with his or her services as the producer of the Master; provided, however,
that any such producer shall be subject to Artist's written approval prior to Artist commencin g services
hereunder. Further, Artist will have the right to listen to and approve the final Master before its delivery to

Chipotle by the producer, provided such approval shall not be unreasonably withheld or delay producer’s final
delivery of the Master to Chipotle. : '

6. Compensation. In consideration of all services rendered and rights granted by Artist, Chipotle agrees
to pay Artist the sum of Four Hundred Thousand Dollars ($400,000) (the “Fee™), which shall be payable as
follows: Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000) promptly upon Artist's execution of this Agreement,
and Two Hundred Thousand Dollars ($200,000) promptly upon Chipotle’s acceptance of the Master.

7. Qwnership of the Master. The results and proceeds of Artist's services hereunder and the Master
shall be Chipotle’s sole property in perpetuity and shall be considered a “work made for hire” as such termis
defined in the United States Copyright Act, and Chipotle will be the copyright owner thereof for all purposes
throughout the universe. To the extent that the Master may not be deemed a “work for hire”, Artist hereby
irrevocably assigns and agrees to assign to Chipotle all right, title and interest worldwide to the Master. Artist
hereby waives any so-called “droit moral™ with respect to the Master.

8. Name & Likeness. Subject to Artist’s prior written approval in each instance, which approval will
not be unreasonably withbeld or delayed, Chipotle may use Artist's name, approved likeness, other approved

identification and approved biographical material conceming Artist solely in connection with the advertising,

promotion and publicity of the Master, Video, and Game as part of the promotion. In connection with the
foregoing approval right, Artist will make reasonable efforts to provide such approval or provide the basis for

denial of approval within five (5) business days of Chipotle's delivery of advertising, promotional, or
publicity materials. :

g Remixing, Editing, Etc. Chipotle may, without Artist’s prior written consent, edit, alter, couple or
remix the Master only as necessary and required for Chipotle to: (i) customize the Master for synchronization
with the Video and Game; (ii) produce different formats for use with DSPs; and (iii) create clips and excerpts
of the Master solely for purposes of timing and for use salely as part of the promotion. Chipotle may not
otherwise edit, alter, couple or remix the Master or use the Master in any manner other than as specifically set
forth herein. The Master may not be used in a derogatory manner. Artist reserves all rights not expressly
granted to Chipotle hereunder. : '

10.  Third Party Consents. Chipotle will be solely responsible for obtaining from any and all third parties
(including but not limited to the praducer of the Master, video producer(s) and publishers of the musical
composition) any and ali licenses, releases, consents and approvals that may be or prove to have been required
in connection with its use of the Master, Video and Game; provided, however, that Artist agrees to ¢btain any
approvals required from Artist’s record company in connection with providing the Services set forth in
Section 1 above.

11. Representations and Warranties.

(a) Artist warrants and represents that (i) he has the right and power to enter into this Agreement
and grant the rights granted to Chipotle by him hereunder, and (ii) Artist will not and does not violate any
right or agreement of any third party through the performance of Artist’s obligations under the Agreement.

(b) Chipotle represents, warrants and agrees that it (i) has the right and power to enter into this
Agreement; (ii) will obtain all necessary music publishing licenses and consents, including, bu.t not limited to,
synchronization licenses, mechanical licenses and public performance licenses, if applicable, and be

(01063590 1 10)3840.003/659530,2 . 2
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responsible for and pay any and all fees, advances or other consideration becoming due or payable in
connection therewith to use, sell and distribute the Master as set forth herein; (iii) will take all actions and
make any and all payments (including, without limitation, new-ose fees, re-use fees, talent, pension, health,
and retirement payments, and any related consents) that. may be required under any applicable collective
bargaining agreement; and (iv) will comply with all laws, rules, statutes, requirements, regulations and orders,

of any governmental authority (including but not limited to laws governing advertising, trademarks and
copyrights).

12.  Indemmification. The parties hereby indemnify, save, and hold each other harmless from and against
any and all damages, liabilities, costs, losses and expenses (including Jegal costs and reasonable outside
attorneys’ fees) {collectively, “Losses™) arising out of or connected with any third party claim, demand, or
action (each, a “Claim™) which is inconsistent with any of the warranties, representations or covenants made
by the parties in this Agreement.

13. Termipation. In the event that Artist does not deliver a master reasonably satisfactory to Chipotle by
the Delivery Date, Chipotle may terminate this Agreement if after providing written notice (either by personal -
delivery, certified mail return receipt requested or by courier service such as FedEx) to Artist specifying its
dissatisfaction, Artist fails to core the same within ten (10) business days after Artist’s receipt of such notice.
Upon termination pursuant 10 this Section 13, Chipotle shall be discharged of any further obligation to
compensate Artist, Artist shall remit to Chipotle all amounts paid to Artist for his services, and Chipotle shall
have no right or claim to the recordings made by Artist tn his attempt to deliver the Master.

14. Miscellaneons. This Agreement shall be a binding agreement between the parties hereto. Nothing
herein contained shall constitute a partnership between or joint venture by the parties hereto, or constitute
either party the agent or employee of the other. If any part. of this Agreement shall be invalid or
unenforceable, it shall not affect the balance of this' Agreement. This Agreement (a} may not be amended,
modified or cancelied, unless confirmed by a document in writing signed by both parties; (b) shall be

“governed by and construed under the laws of the State of California; and (c) shall be subject to the jurisdiction

of the courts of Los Angeles, California.

15. More Formal Agreement. The parties contemplate the execution of a long-form agreement
embodying the terms and conditions set forth herein. Unless and until replaced by such long-form agreement,
this Agreement shall constitute a valid and binding agreement between the parties hereto, and shall supercede
all prior drafts, correspondence and negotiations between the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof. -

IN WITNESS WHEREQCF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the day and ygar
first written above. ' :

ACCEPTED AND AGREED TO:

CHIPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL, INC, FRANK OCEAN

By:_ :
Mark Crumpacker, Chief Marketing Officer Christopher Breaux p/k/a Frank Ocean-

Date: Juiy 9, 2013 Date:

(01063590 / 10}3840.003/659530.2 3




responsible for and pay any and all fees, advances or other consideration becoming due or payable in

* connection therewith to use, sell and disteibute the Master as set forth herein; (iii) will 1ake alf actions and

make any and all payments (including, without limitation, new-use fecs, re-use fecs. talent, pension. health,
and relirement payments. and any related consents) that may be required under any applicable collective
hargaining agreement; and (iv) will comply wiih ail laws, rules, siatutes, requirsments. regulations and orders

of any governmental authority (including but not Jimited to laws governing advertising. trademarks and
copyrights). ‘

12, Ipdernification. The parties hereby indemnify, save, and hold each other harmless from and against

any and alt damages, Nibilifies, costs, losses and expenses {including legal costs and reasonable outside
attommeys’ fees) {collectively, “Losses™) arising out of or connected wilh any third party claim, demand, or
action {cach, 2 "Claim™) which is inconsistent with any of the warranties, representations or covenants made
by the panties in this Agrecment. : :

13. Teciination. In the ovent that Artist does not deliver a master reasonably satisfactory to Chipotie by
the Delivery Date. Chipotle mayterminate this A greement if after providing written notice {either by personal
delivery, certificd mail retum receipl requested ar by courier service such as FedEx) 1o Aaist specifying it
dissatisfaction, Artist faits ta cute the same within ten (10) business days afiee Actist’s receipt of such nolice,
Upon terminasion puestiani o this Section |3, Chipotle shall be discharged of any further obligation ta
compensate Artist, Artist shalf cemit ta Chiporle atl atnounts paid to Antist for his services, and Chipotle shall
have no right or ¢laim (o the reconlings made by Artist in his atempt to deliver the Master.

14, Misgellaneous. This Agreement shall be o binding agreement between the parties hereto. Nothing
herein containedt shall constitete 2 partnenship bietween or joint venture by the parties hereto, or constitute
cither pany the agent or employce of the other. If any part of this Agreement shall be invalid or
uneaforceable, it shall not affect the halance of this Agrecment. This Agreement (a) may not be amended,
mudificd or cancefled, unless confirmed by 2 document in writing signed by both parties; (b) shall be
poverned by and construed pirder the laws of the State ol California; and {c) shall be subject to the jurisdiction
of the courts of T.os Angeles, California,

15.  More Formal Agreement,  The panies contemplate the execution of a tong-form agrecment
cribodying the terms and conditions sct forth herein, Unless and untit replaced by such long-formagreement, -
this Agreemes shall consiitute a valid and binding agrecment between the partics hereto, and shalt supercege ~ - © ~ ~ =7
all prine deafis, correspondence and negotiations between the parties with respect to the subject matier hercof.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the partics hereto have exccuted this Agreement as of the day and year
first written abave.

 ACCEPTEN AND AGREED TQ:
CINPOTLE MEXICAN GRILL. INC. FRANK OCEAN

By:
Mark Crumpacker, Chief Marketing Officer

Date:

(010615907 103840 M3595302 - 3
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From: Stephanie Kika [mailto:skika@khpblaw.com]
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 8:31 PM

-To: Marshall Custer; Estow Asst, Jeff (JEstowAsst@caa.com)

Cc: clancy@dstrikes.com; kelly@4strikes.com; Peter Paterno
Subject: Chipotle -w- Frank Ocean :

Marshall,

When Frank was asked to participate in this project, Chipotie’s representatives told him that the thrust
of the campaign was to promote responsible farming. There was no Chipotle reference or logo in the
initial presentation, and Chipotle told Frank that was an intentional element of the campaign. Frank was
also promised that he’d have the right to approve the master and all advertising, promotional and
publicity materials, and that was incorporated into the agreement Frank signed with Chipotle {the
“pgreement”). Chipotie materially breached the Agreement when it refused to permit Frank to approv'e
the-music for the ad and when it refused to remove the Chipotle logo from the ad. At that point, Frank
had the right to terminate the Agreement, which he exercised.

Nonetheless, Frank advises us that he’s prepared to permit Chipo'tle to cure its breach. Toward thisend, -

Chipotle must provide Frank assurances that it will honor its contractual obligations and tender Frank
the approval rights to which he is entitled. If Chipotle does so, Frank will provide his vocal services as

initially contemplated. However, If Chipatle does not do so, Frank will accept Chipotle’s repudiation of

the Agreement and expect prompt, full payment of the balance of his fee under the Agreement.

All of our client’s rights are reserved.
Best regards,
Stephanie

Stephanie Kika, Esq.

King, Holmes, Paterno & Berliner, LLP

1900 Avenue of the Stars

25" Floor - - - e -
Los Angeles, CA 90067

P: (310) 282-8935

F: {310} 282-8503

skika@khpblaw.com

The information contained in this ematl message and the attachment are atlorney privileged and confidential information intended only for the use of the
individual er entity named above. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent rgsponsihlg to deliver it to the )
intended recipient, vou are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this commu:_xicatjon is ;u—-cﬂy pr_ombued. 1f you have received
this communication in error, please immediately notify us by telephone at (303) 623-1800, destroy the original of this transmittal and delete this message
from your computer's memory. Thank you.

Tax Advice Notice: IRS Circular 230 requires us to advise you that, if this communication or any atlachment coniaing any tax ad\'rice, the advice i5 not
intended 10 be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of avoiding federal 1ax penalties. Please contact us if you have any guestions about Circular 230,

{01234162 / 1} Exhibit 2
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MESSNER REEVES LLP

DENVER | LOS ANGELES | MEW YORK

SCOTT L. EVANS

DmeCT Diat:
sevans@messner.com , (303)405-4192
February 13, 2014
Via FedEx: SR B " Via Email:-
Mr. Peter Paterno, Esq. peterpat@khpblaw.com

King, Holmes, Paterno & Berliner, LLP
1900 Avenue of the Stars, 25% Floor
Los Angles, California 90067-4506

RE: Frank Ocean Non-performance and Repudiation of Contact; Demand for
Return Payment of $212,500. o '

Dear Mr. Patermo:

" This firm represents Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. (“Chipotle”) regarding its legal matters
including entertainment law and litigation matters. We write this letter to you regarding Frank
Ocean’s non-performance of vocal and other creative services related to the delivery of a master

- track of “Pure Imagination” for Chipotle’s Scarecrow marketing campaign.

As you are aware, Chipotle engaged your client, Mr. Ocean, to record a vocal
performance of the musical composition “Pure Imagination” for synchronization with various
elements of Chipotle’s Scarccrow marketing campaign pursuant to a letter agreement dated on or
about July 9, 2013 (the “Agreement™). The Agreement provided that the final master track was
to be delivered to Chipotle by August 7, 2013 in order to ensure that Chipotle could meet third-

. party deadlines with regard to the release of the Scarecrow campaign. On the evening of August
7, 2013, the last day to perform under the Agreement, Mr. Ocean entered the recording studio for.
the first time to record his vocal track and subsequently refused to make any recording. Your

Tl

i

client communicated [is refusal lafer tha might to Chipotle via the Creative Artists Agency |

(CAA).! Mr. Ocean stated that his refusal to perform was based upon his objection to a
“Chipotle Logo” bumper that appeared at the end of the Scarecrow animated short video (the
“Video™). According to Agreement, Mr. Ocean had no right to approve the Video and was fully
zware that the Scarecrow campaign was a Chipotle marketing promotion.

You client’s refusal to perform under the Agreement caused Chipotle to expend
substantial time and money to find and retain a suitable replacement artist to record a vocal track
for the Scarecrow campaign and contributed to the delay of the Scarecrow campaign’s original
launch date. Your client has also refused to return the $212,500 that Chipotle paid as an initial

! Mr. Ocean’s termination of the contract was later restated by Ms. . Kika, attorney for Mr. Ocean and associate
with King, Holmes, Paterno & Berliner, LLP, in an email to Mr. M. Custer, attorney for Chipotie, dated August 15,
2013. . T - . o

1420 Wynkoop Street | Suite 300 | Denver CO 80202 | -303 623 1800 tef | 303 623 o552 fax
: ' ' ' Exhibit 3
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MESSNER REEVES LLP

DENMVER | LOS ANGELES | NEW YORK

launch date. Your client has also refused to return the $212,500 that Chipotle paid as an initial
deposit for Mr. Ocean’s performance under the Agreement. Qur firm has investigated' the
communications between CAA, Chipotle, your firm, and Mr. Ocean’s agents, as well as the other
facts relevant to this case, and we have determined it is proper for Clupotle to take Iegal action
against Mr. Ocean for the recovery of its losses.

In hght of the foregoing, and in an attempt to avoid litigation, we demand the munedlate
repayment of the $212,500.00 paid to Mr. Ocean by CAA on Chipotle’s behalf, We request a
prompt response indicating your receipt of this notice and willingness to comply with the
demands set forth herein within ten (10) days of the date of this letter. In the event that we
cannot reach an expedited resolution to the issues at hand, Chipotle intends to pursue any and all

legal remedies available to it at law or in equity and reserves all rights related to the same.
Please feel free to contact me directly with any questions.

Very truly yours,
MESSNER REEVES LLP

fs/ -
Scott L. Evans

ce: Mark Crumpacker
"Corky Messner, Esq.
Marshall Custer, Esq.

Michael Toll, Esq.

|
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ltems 1-6 below must be compleled (ses instructions an page 2).

1. Check one box below for the case type that best describes this case:

ATTORNEY PARTY A (N’Gﬂm Stal Bar number. & FOR CO . CM
" Robert B. Hinc| ey,'fr 7&? fate Bar No, 200786y FlLEWEMY
11620 Wl]shue Bivd., Suite 900 ‘ Superior Court of California
Los Angeles, CA 90025 gounty ‘of Los Angeles
TeLepronE no: 310-909-7440 raxno: 310-889-0896
arorney For giamer RObert B. Hinckley, Ir, MAR 07 2014
SUPERIOR GOURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF 1,08 Angeles
smrexr aooress: | 10 North Grand Ave. Bherri R. Carter, Exgoutive Officer/Clerk
MAILING ADDRESS: . ‘ By M Deputy
oy anparcose: Los Anpeles, CA 90012 Myrna Beltran
sracH e Stanley osi: Courthoyse .
CASE NAME:
Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. v. Christopher Breaux, p/f/a Frank Ocean : BY FAX
CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET COHIP!BX Case Designation CASENUMDER =
Unlimited [ Umted - 1 .
( Amount ( Armount Counter Joinder _B'G‘5_3_8_8‘4—0_
demanded demanded is Filed with first appearance by defendant | *°°F ' :
exceads $25,000)  $25,000 or less) {Cal. Rutes of Court, rule 3.402) DEFT:

Auto Tort Contract
Auto (22) Breach of cantractwaranty (08) Eﬁﬁ?ﬁ'zﬁ?ﬂﬁmﬂm:
Uninsured motorist (46) [T e 3.740 cottections (09) (] AntitrusiTrade reguiation (03)
Other PI/PD/WD (Personal Injury/Property D Other collections (09) l:] Construction defact (10)
CamageMronghul Death) Tort Jnsurance coverage (18) {1 waass tort c4a0)
[ hopesios (08 Other contract (37) 1 seoites tiigation z8)
;‘:;‘;: :'::;z S:: . Real Property - [ environmentatiToxic tort (30)
1 other PUPDMAD (23) . - m%‘: I(rmvm _ L"ﬁé’»’?’.‘.ﬁ?ﬁ&“&%ﬁf’nym 3&'!3123 g:srgme
Non-PUPDIWD (Other) Tort [_] wrongfi eviction (33) - types (41)
Business tot/unfalr business practice (07) (- ot reai praperty (26) Enforcemont of Judgment
Gl rights (08) , Unlawful Detalner (] Entorcement of judgment (20)
Defamation (13) ‘ L] commercal (31 * Wiscellanecus Civil Complaint
Fraud (16) ] Residentiat (32) 1 rico@n
irtellectual property (19) ’ D Drugs (38) Other complaint (not speciied above) (42)
Professional negligence (25) Judicial Review Miscellaneous Clvil Petition
Cther non-PIPDMD tort {35) % -Asset forfefture (05) Partnership and corporate govemnance (21)
Eﬂwmom minaton 68 - m”;“n:n:’:;.‘ffg‘ award (11} "1 Other petition fnot spacified above) (43)
] Other employmest (45) ™7 other judicial review (39)

. Thiscase | |is [/ fisnct _complex under rule 3.400 of the Califomia Rules of Court If the case is complex, mark the
factors requiring exceptional judicial management -
a. ] Large number of separately represented parties  o. [__] Large number of witmesses '
b.[_] Extensive motion practice raising difficult or novet e. {:I Coordination with related actions pending in one or more courts
issues that will be time-consuming to resoive in other counties, states, or countries, of in a federal count
¢ l:l Substantial amount of documentary evidence t [ Substantial postjudgment judicial supervision

3. Remedies sought (check all that apply): 3.7 ] monetary 5.} nonmonetary; declaratory or injunctive refief & [l punitive

4. Number of causes of action (specify): 3
T
*~5: This case [:] is [/lisnot aclass action suit
148. Ifthere are any known related cases, file and serve a nofice of related case. (You mey use fo
. Date:
_Robert B. Hinckley, Jr. ' ) 1 ,
(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) GRENRTURE OF FARTY UR QR PARTY)
NOTICE \ v

» Plaintiff must file this cover sheet with the first paper filed in the action or proteeding (except smail claims cases or cases filed

under the Probate Code, Family Code, or Welfare and Instltmfons Code). (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.220.) Fallure to file may result
in sanctions.

"1  File this cover sheet in addition to any cover shest required by focal court rule.

* if this case is complex under rule 3.400 et seq. of the Califoria Rules of Court, ybu must serve a copy of this cover sheet on all
other parties to the action or proceeding.

* Uniess this is a collections case under rule 3.740 ara oomplex case, this cover sheet will be used for statistical purposes onty.

R

andsiry Ca). Rules of Court, niles 2.30, 3.220, 9.400-3.408,3.740, .
Jg:ﬁ% Dﬁﬁ;ﬁlﬂ?gﬁm . Civi. CASE COVER sHEET ’ Cal Sendutds of Juditlal Adminisiration, sid. 310
1 BY. Jul .

Www.couTtinfo.ca.gov
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CcM-010
INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO COMPLETE THE COVER SHEET :

To Plaintiffs and Others Filing First Papers. If you are filing a first paper {for example, a complaint) in a civil case, you must
complete and file, along with your first paper, the Civif Case Cover Shesf contained on page 1. This information will be used to compile
statistics about the types and numbers of cases filed. You must complete items 1 through 6 on the sheet. In item 1, you must check
ona box for the case type that best describes the case. if the case fits bath a general 2nd a more specific type of case listed in item 1,
check the mare specific ane. If the case has muttiple causes of action, check the box that best indicates the primary cause of action.
To assist you in completing the sheet, examples of the cases that belong under each case type in item 1 are provided below. A cover

sheet must be filed only with your initial paper. Failure to file 2 cover sheet with the first paper filed In a civil case may subject a party,
its counsel, or both to sanctions under niles 2.30 and 3.220 of the Califomia Rules of Court.

To Parties in Rule 3.740 Collections Cases. A "collections case” under rule 3.740 is defined as an action for recovery of money
owed in a sum stated to ba certain that is not more than $25,000, exclusive of interest and attorey's fees, ariging from a transaction in
which properly, services, or money was acquired on credit. A collections cass does not include an action seeking the following: (1) tort
damages, (2) punitive damages, (3) recovery of real property, {4) recovery of personal properly, of (5) a prejudgment writ of
altachment The identification of a case as a rule 3.740 collections case on this form means that it will be exempt from the general
time-for-service requiraments and case management rules, unless a defendant files a responsive pleading. A rule 3.740 coliections
€aso will be subject 1o the requirements for service and obtaining a judgment in rule 3.740,

To Parties in Complex Cases. In complex cases only, parties must also use the Civil Case. Cover Sheef to designate whether the
case is complex. If a plaintiff believes the case is complex under rule 3.400 of the California Rules of Court, this must be indicated by
completing the appropriate baxes in iterns 1 and 2. If a plaintiff designates a case as complex, the cover sheet must be served with the
complaint on ali parties to the action. A defendant may file and serve no Iater than the time of its first appearance a joinder in the

plaintiffs designation, a counter-designation that the case is not complex, or, if the plainliff has made no designation, a designation that

the case is complex.

CASE TYPES AND EXAMPLES
Auto Tort " Contract Provisionally Complex Civil Litigation (Cal,
Auto (22)-Personal InjuryiProperty Breach of ContractWamanty (08) - Rules of Court Rules 3.400-3.403)
DamageMrongful Death Breach of RentalLease AntitrustTrade Regulation (03)
Uninsured Motorist (48) (if the Contract (rot unfawful detalner Construction Daefact (10) .
casg involves an uninsured o wrongft] eviction) Claims Invalving Mass Tort (40)
molorist claim subject to Contract/Warranty Breach-Seller Securities Litigation {28)
arhitration, check this item Plainilif {not fraud or negligence) EnvironmentalToxic Tort (30)
Instead of Auto} Negligent Breach of Contract/ Insurénce Coverage Claims
Other PIIPD/WD (Personal lnfuryl Warranty {arfsing from provisionally complex
Praperty Damage/Wrongful Ceath) Other Breach of ContractVamanty case fype kisiod above) (41)
Tort Coltections (e.g., money owed, opan Enforcement of Judgment
Asbastos (04) book accounis) (08} Enforcemant of Judgment (20}
Asbestos Personal Injury/ Other Promissory Note/Coliections County)
Wronglu! Death Cage .. Confession of Judgment fron-
Produtt Liability {not asbestos or Insurance Coverage (nof provisianally domestic relations)
toxic/environmental) (24) compiex} (18) Sister State Judgment
Medical Matpractica (45) Auto Subrogation Administrative Agency Award
Medical Malpractica— Other Coverage {nat unpad taxes) of
Physiclans & Surgeons Other Contract (37) """’.’.‘L%“""’L“.";’:?f;‘ ﬁf;ges
Other Professlonal Health Care Centractual Fraud g'“e o gfaJ ”
7 Malpractice Rea pre, Coiract Dispute Other Enforoemant of Judgme
Other PIUIPDWD (23] e -
N eencson Ly (0.0, She Emionnt Domaininverss Miscellansous Givil Compiaint
- and fall) Condemnation (14) Other gmpmjm {no! specified -
intantignal Bodlly Injury/PDND Wrongful Eviction (33) . - above) (42) R
© {e.p., assault, vandallsm) Other Rea! Property (e.9.. quist iie) (26) Declaratory Refsf Only
Intentional infliction of Wit of Possession of Real Property Injunctiva Refisf Only {ron-
Emational Distress Mortgage Foreclosure harassment)
Negligert Infliction of Quiet Title Mechanics Lien
Emaolional Distress QOther Real Property (not sminent Other Commercial Complaint
Other PUPDMWD damain, landlordfenant, or Case {non-tortion-complex)
Non-PUPD/WD (Other) Tort foreciesure) Other Civil Compiairt
Business TortfUnfalr Business Uniawlul Detalner f on-complex)
Practics {07) Commercial (31) Miscellaneous Civil Petition
Chvil Rights {e.g., discrimination, Resldential (32) Partnership and Corporate
T falsa arrest) (not chvif Drugs {38} (if the case Invoives ifegal Govemance (21)
- harassment) (08} - drugs, check this fem; otherwise, Other Petition (nof specified
i+!  Defamation {e.g., slander, lbef) " reportas Commercial or Residential) above} (43)
{13) Judicial Review Chvit Harassment
™ Fraud {16) Assst Forfeiiure (05) Workplaca Viclence
 Intellagtua! Property (19} Petition Re: Arbitration Award (11) Eldar/Dependent Adult
—  Professional Negligence (25) Writ of Mandate (02) Abuse
o Legal Matpractice Writ-Administrative Mandamus Election Contest
4 Other Professional Malpractice Wirit-Mandamus on Limited Court Petiticn for Name Change
{not medical or legal) Casa Matter Petition for Refief From Late
Qther Non-PUPDMWD Tort {35) Writ-Other Limited Courl Case Clatm
'employmont Revisw Other Civil Petition
- Wronghul Termination (35) © Cfher Juicial Review (39)
i Other Employment (15) Review of Health Officer Order
s Notice of Appeat-Labor

Commissioner Apposls

LGAR-010 [Rev. July 1, 2007)
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il Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. v. Christopher Breaux, p/f/a Frank Ooe4 CRENIER B C 5] 38 BD 4 ﬁ

CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ABDENDUM AND
STATEMENT OF LOCATION
(CERTIFICATE OF GROUNDS FOR ASSIGNMENT TO COURTHOUSE LOCATION)

This form Is required pursuant to Locat Rule 2.0 in all new civil case filings in the Los Angeles Superior Court.

Itom I. Check the types of hearing and fill in the estimated length of hearing expected for this case:
JURY TRIAL? m ves crassacion? [ ves umimencase? [lves mumeesmmatenrorriaL3 O HOURS! 7] DAYS

item I1. Indicate the correct district and courthouse location {4 steps - If you checked “Limited Case”, skip to ltem lll, Pg. 4):

Step 1: Afer first completing the Civil Case Cover Sheet form, find the main Civit Case Cover Sheet heading for your
case in the left margin below, and, to the right in Column A, the Civil Case Cover Sheet case type you selected.

- Step 2: Check one Superior Court type of action in Column B below which best describes the nature of this case.

Step 3: In Column C, circle the reason for the court location choica that applies to the type of action you have
checked. For any exception to the court location, see Local Rule 2.0.

! Applicabte Reasons for Choosing Courthouse Location (ses Column C below) I

. Class actions must be filed in the Stanley Mosk Courthouse, central district 6 Location of pro or permanenﬂy garaged vehicle.
% {\-Itay be filed in central (cther munty. or no bodlly.Injuryiproperty damege). 7. Location whete tioner

cation where cause of action 8. L.ocation wherein de ndanllres Gndent functions mﬂy
4. Locallon where bodily njury, death or ‘damage occurred. v €. Location where one or mone of fies reside.
5. Location where performance required ¢r defendant resitdas. 10. Location of Labar Commissioner

Step 4: Fill in the information requesied on page 4 in ltem {Il; complete ltem IV, Sign the declaration.

o - Auto (22} O AT100° Motor Vehicle - Personal Injury/Property Damage/Wrongful Death 1.,2,4.
; = Uninsured Motorist (46) 0 AT110 Personal lnjury!Pm;;arly Damage/Mrongfut Death - Uninsured Motorist 1 1., 2., 4.
o4 0O A6070 Asbestos Property Damage 2.
2 Asbestos (04 O A7221 Ashestos - Personal InjuryMirongful Desth
E o

—é' E Product Liabiity (24) O AT280 Froduct Lisbility (not esbestos or texiciemvironmental) 1.2.3.4.8
wWE g . O A7210 Medical Maipractice - Physicians & Surgeons 1.4,
%’ 'E‘ Medlcal Malpractice (43) 0 A7240 Other Professional Health Care Malpraciice 1. 4.

[+ ]
Mg
- g § O A7250 Premises Liabily (e.g., slip and fall) : e
Ve g Persomnt iUy O A7Z30 Intentional Bodiy InjuryfProperty Damage/Monghul Death (e.g., 4
- g 8 Property Damage assault, vandallsm, stc.) s

i Wmnsleg Death D A7270 Intentions! Infliction of Emotional Distress 7 A

™ ey O A7220 Ofher Personal injury/Property DamagefiNrongful Death 1.4,
J— M
TLACIV 108 (Rev. 03111} CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LLOCATION Paga 1 of 4
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SHORTTITLE: . § . CASE NUMBER
Chipote Mexican Gifll, Inc. v. Christopher Breaux, p/ffa Frank Ocez{
: Buginess Tort (07) O A5028 Other CommercialBusiness Torf (not fraudfbrezch of contrack) 1.3
]
g: : Civil Rights {08) O AB005 Civil RightsMiscrimination 1,2,a
k]
Q
B Defamatian (13) 0O A5010 Defamation {siandesflibel) 1.2,3.
= 3
=)
55 Fraud (16) O AS043 Fraud (no contract) 1.2, 8
+ '
O A8017 Lepal Malpractice
55 Prafessional Nagligence (25) sga! Melp 12,3
E E 0 AG050 Other Professional Malpractice (not medical or iegal) 1.,2,3.
=0
Qther (35} 0O A6025 Other Non-Fersonal Injury/Property Damage tort 2.3
g Wrangtul Termination (36 | 0 AS037 Wrongful Termination 1.2.3
E
_
=2 O AB024 Other loyment Complaint Ca - "
3 Other Emplayment (15) Employm P s6 ‘ 1.2.3
=S 8 AB169 Labor Commissioner Appeals 10.
| —
0O A6604 Breach of RentallLease Contract (not unlawhl detainer or wrongful
eviclion) 2.5
Breach of Contract/ Warra
p "™ |0 A8008 ContractWarranty Breach -Seller Plaintif (no fraudineghgence) Z.6.
(not insurance) [ AB019 Negligent Breach of Contract\Warranty {no fraud) S 1.2.5
@ AG028 Other Breach of Contract/Warranty (not fraud of negligence) 1.2.5.
8 O AG002 Collections Case-Selier Plaintiff 2,56
£ Collections (09) :
& 0O As012 Other Promissory Note/Collectians Case T&.8,
Insurance Coverage (18) 00 AS015 Insurance Coverage (nol complex) 1.,2.,5,8.
0 AS009 Contractual Fraud 1.2.3.5.
Other Contract (37) O AB031 Tortious Interferance 1.,2,3,5
- O AB027 Other Contract Disputa(not hreaehﬂnsuance!fmudlﬁegigenua)_
Eminent-Domain/inverse .
Condemnation (14) 0O A7300 Eminent DomainfCordenmations . Number of parcels
E Wrongful Eviction (33) O AB023 Wrongful Eviciion Case 2.6
& .
% 1 ASM8 Morgage Foreciosure 2,8.
& Other Real Property (26) | O AB032 Quist Tite 2,6,
% O AS0S0 Other Real Property {not eminent domain, landlordAienant, foreclosure) | 2., 6.
. U ey o™ [ AS021 Unistul Detainer-Commercial (ot drugs or wrongful evictr) 2.6
P
8 Unlawfl 03‘3(;2”‘;""“"’“""“‘ 1 ABD20 Uniawful Detainer-Residential (not druga of wrongfut eviction) 2.8
Y -1
S
. Unlawlul Detainer-
§ Post.Foraclosure (34) O AB020F Unlawdul Detalner-Post-Foredosure . 2,8
B
- Unlawfu! Detalner-Drugs (38) | O ASD22 Unlawful Deduiner-Drups 2,8 ‘
:.-.-:\ .
LACIV 108 (Rav. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0

LASC Approved 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION _ Page2of4
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SHORTIMALE: _ | . . . CASE NUMBER
Chipotie Mexican Grill, Inc. v. Christopher Breaux, p/f/a Frank Oce
Asset Forfeiture (05} 0O AG108 Asset Forfeiture Case 2.6
§ Petifion re Arbitration (11) O AS8115 Petition lo Compel/Confirm/\/acate Arbitration 2.5
s
g O AG151 Wit - Administrative Mandamus : 2,8
j_g Wit of Mandate (02) 0 A6152 Writ- Mandamus on Limited Court Case Matter 2
3 O ASB153 Wit- Qther Limited Court Case Review z
Ofher Judiclal Review (39) | O A6150 Qther Wit Zjudicial Review 2,8,
g AniitrusiTrade Requlation (03) | O A6003 AntitrustTrade Regulation ‘ 1.2.8.
k]
o
g‘ Construction Defect {10) O A8007 Construction Defect 1.2,3
|
-E_ Claims ‘""":f(;')g MassTod 15 ago0s Claims Invoiving Mass Tort 1.2.8.
E
E _
g Securities Litigation (28) O A6035 Secusities Litigation Case 1.2,8
«© -
=3 Toxic Tort . . .
2 Environmental (30) O AS036 Toxic TorVEnvironmentsl 1.,2.3.,8.
=
Q
£ '":gg"g;ﬁ::f’gg:&‘:’,‘;“ O AB014 Insurance Coverage/Subrogation (complex case only) 1.2.,6. 8.
0O AS141 Sister State Judgment 2.9.
= = O A8160 Abstract of Judgment 2.6
2 a )
EE Enforcement O AS107 Caonfession of Judgment {non-domesiic retations) 2.9
' E :..g.{ of Judgment (20) [ A5140 Administrative Agancy Award {not unpaid taxes) 2.8
5 O A8114 PeliionfCertificate for Entry of Judgment on Unpald Tax 2.8
O AB112 Other Enforcement of Judgment Case . 2.8.9
o - RICO{2N O AS033 Racketeering (RICO) Case 1.2.8.
[
S E . 3 — -
; % é_ O AS030 Decieratary Relief Only 1.2.8.
T8 Other Complaints O AS040 Injunctive Refief Only (nol domestic/harassment) 2.8
é = (Not Specified Above} (42) | A6011 Othet Gommercisl Complaint Case {non-tortinan-complex) 1..2.8.
e 'O AB0OD Oiher Givil Complaint {non-tortinon-complex) 1.2.8.
Parinership Cafpotation . '
Go noe (21) O AB113 Parinership and Corporate Govemance Case 2,8
T O AG121 Civil Harasament 2,3.9.
,;_é % 0 AB123 Workplace Harassment 2.,3.9.
. O A8124 ElderDependent Adult Abuse Case 2,3,9
= a Cther Petitions Dep -
B (Nof Specified Above) | O AB180 Election Contest 2.
20° “3) T ABH0 Peiition for Change of Name |22
]
. DO AG170 Petition for Rellef from Late Clalm Law 2,3.,4.,8
. O AS100 Other Civil Petition 2.9.
o .
b
LACIV 109 {Rev. 03/11) CIVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Local Rule 2.0
LASC Approvad 03-04 AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION Page 3cof4
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Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. v. Christopher Breaux, pifffa Frank Oce' BN

Item IH. Statement of Location: Enter the address of the accident, party’s residence or place of business, performaﬁce. orother
circumstance indicated in item il., Step 3 on Page 1, as the proper reason for filing in the court location you selected.

ADDRESS:
REASON: Chack the appropriate boxes for the numbars shown | 2000 Avenue of the Stars

:l':;dar Column C for the type of action that you have selected for { | og Angeles, CA 90067
5 case.

01. [42. 03. D4, @5. O6. O7. O08. 0O9. (010.

oy STATE; 2IP CODE:
Los Angeles CA 80067

item V. Declaration of Assignment. | deciare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Califomia that the foregoing is true

and corect and that the above-entitied matter is properly filed for assignment to the Staley Mosk

courthouse in the
Central

. District of the Superior Court of California, County of Los Angeles [Code Civ. Proc., § 382 et seq., and Local
Rule 2.2, subds. (b), (¢) and (d)]. . ’

Dated: 362014 - \}\le M\ /

(SIGNATURE OF AYTORNEYIFIING PAECT()f

PLEASE HAVE THE FOLLOWING ITEMS COMPLETED AND READY TO BE FILED IN ORDER TO PROPERLY
COMMENCE YOUR NEW COURT CASE:

1. Orginal Complaint or Petition. .

2, ifflling a Complaint, a completed Summons form for issuance by the Clerk.
3. Civil Case Cover Sheet, Judicial Council form CM-010.
4,

gi\;ﬂ %ase Cover Sheet Addendum and Statement of t.ocation form, LACIV 108, LASC Approved 03-04 (Rev.
3M1). ) _ :

Payment in fui! of the filing fee, unless fees have been waived.

6, A signed order appointing the Guardian ad Litem, Judicial Councii form CIV—010. if the plaintiff or petitioneris a
* minor under 18 years of age will be required by Court in order to issue a summons. .

“o

7. Additional copies of documents to ba conformad by the Clerk. Copies of ihe cover sheet and this addendum
must be served along with the summons and complaint, or other initiating pleading in the case.

LACIV 109 (Rev. 03/11) CiVIL CASE COVER SHEET ADDENDUM Loca! Rule 2.0
LASC Approved 03-04 : AND STATEMENT OF LOCATION _ Page 4 of 4




