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DAVID GENTRY; JAMES PARKER;
MARK MIDLAM:; JAMES BASS; and
CALGUNS SHOOTING SPORTS
ASSOCIATION,

Plaintiffs and Petitioners,
Vs,

XAVIER BECERRA, in His Official
Capacity as Attorney General For the State
of California; STEPHEN LINDLEY, in His
Official Capacity as Acting Chief for the
California Department of Justice, BETTY T.
YEE, in Her Official Capacity as State
Controller, and DOES 1 - 10,

Defendants and Respondents.
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i " SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

CASE NO. 34-2013-80001667

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE: PLAINTIFFS’
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE SECOND
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR
DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE
RELIEF AND SECOND AMENDED
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Date: "June 22, 2018

Time: 10:00 a.m.

Dept.: 28

Judge: Hon. Richard K. Sueyoshi
Action Filed: 10/16/13 -

The Court issued a tentative ruling on ﬁaintiffs/Petitioners David Gentry, James Parker,
Mark Midlam, James Bass, and Calguns Shooting‘ Sports Association’s (collectively “Plaintiffs™)
Motion for Leave to File Second Amended Complaint (the “Motion™) on June 21, 2018. A copy
of that ruling is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. The parties appeared before the Court on June 22,

2018, through their respective counsel, and argued the Motion. After considering all the papers
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion is GRANTED as stated in Exhibit 1.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED Plaintiffs’ proposed Second Amended Complaint shall be
deemed filed as of the date of this order. lDefendants are not required to file an Answer in
response to the deemed filed complaint, but shall have the opportunity to file and serve a ten page
supi:]emental brit;.f, substantively limited to the two new causes of action at issue as a result of the
Second Amended Complaint being filed. Defendants’ supplemental brief, if any, will be due |
August 6, 2018. Thereafter, Plaintiffs may file and serve, no later. than August 13, 2018, a reply
of no more than five pages, substantively limited to the two new causes of action at 1ssue as a

result of the Second Amended Complaint being filed.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
Date:
Hon. Richard K. Sueyoshi, Judge of the Superior
Court
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PROOF OF SERVICE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

I, Laura Palmerin, am employed in the City of Long Beach, Los Angeles County,
California. I am over the age eighteen (18) years and am not a party to the within action. My
business address is 180 East Ocean Blvd., Suite 200, Long Beach, CA 90802,

On May 31, 2018, I served a true and correct copy of the forepoing document(s) described
as: :

[PROPOSED] ORDER RE: PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE SECOND
AMENDED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
SECOND AMENDED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

on the interested parties in this action as follows:

Anthony R. Hakl
anthony.hakl@doj.ca.gov
Deputy Attorney General
1300 [ Street, Suite 125

P.O. Box 944255
Sacramento, CA 94244-2550

X (BYMAIL) As follows: I am "readily familiar” with the firm's practice of collection and
processing correspondence for mailing. Under the practice it would be deposited with the
U.S. Postal Service on that same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Long Beach,
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 is more than one day after
date of deposit for mailing an affidavit.
Executed on May 31, 2018, at Long Beach, California.

X  (VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL) As follows: I served a true and correct copy by electronic
transmission. Said transmission was reported and completed without error.
Executed on May 31, 2018, at Long Beach, California.

X (STATE) 1 declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that '
the foregoing is true and correct.

(FEDERAL) I declare that I am employed in the office of the member of the bar of this
court at whose direction the service was made.

LAURA PALMERN
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