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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
ROBERT ROSS, an individual, Case No. B G 4 6 5 a 5 B

)
L )
15 Plaintiff, COMPLAINT POR FALSE
i MPBJSONMBNT-KJDNAPPNG,
16 |jvs, ) enal Code §207 and 236; Civil Code
. ; 3294 and 3333), ASSAULT AND
17 § SHAQUILLE O'NEAL, an individual, TTERY g:ivﬂ Code §3294 and
MARK S S, an individual, and ; 33331, ROBRERY-CO ION OF
18 { DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, PERSONAL PROPERTY
fﬂ ) 2111 INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
19 Defendants, ; VAL DISTRESS, and
" BREACH OF CONTRACT
21 Plaintiff Robert Ross (“Plaintiff”) hereby alleges:
2 LLEG,
23 1. PlainfifPs Residence. At all times material hereto Plaintiff was g residem of the
24 | Connty of Los Angeles, State of California.
25 2. _Dﬁfsndﬂnwm The residences of Defendants Shaquille O*Neal g §
m

26 1("O"Neal™) and Mark Stevens (“Stevens™) are outside of the State of California and are prese :
27

1
28 COMPLAINT




IT/RT 28

1 f unknown to Plaintiff who will amend this Complaint to insert thege residences when they are

2 f ascertained,

3 3. Judsdiction. Al of the acts set forth herein (except asdescn'bedinl’mmph"l

4 |fbelow) accurred in the County of Los Angeles, State of California,

5 4. DoeDecfendapts. The identities of the Defendunts named as Does 1 through 100

6 | are presently unknown to Plaintiff who will amend this Complaint to add their names when they
7

L]

9

and for the damages suffered as a result thereof,

10 fincluding the Doe Defendants, as the aﬁemofeach
11
12
13
14
i5

16
17

18
19
20
21
22 I Procedure, all statytes of limitations which would have o
23 action,

24

25 |lengaged in a conspiracy with each other
26 { the acts set forth hercin,

27

28 COMPLAINT
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1 FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION AS To ALL DEFENDANTS
False Imprisonment (Kidnapping) and Assault ang Battery
(Penal Code §207 and 236 and Civil Code §3294 and 3333

2
3

4 9. hmmi:mn_m. By reference, Plaintiff hereby alleges Paragraphs 1
3 jtbrough 8 of this Complaint as through fully alleged herein.

6 2l Re . :

10. PlaintifPs Personal Relatiop ] | eln :
7 || Strest Ganp, For. many years prior to February 11, 2008 Plaintiff was a cloze personal friend

8 jand confidant of Defendant O'Neal. Plaintiff suffared prior felony convictions before his

9 [[relationship with Defendant O’Neal. Plaintiff had also heen associated with the Strest Gang and,
0 1, although he has not been & member for approximately twelve years, knows its members. Atall

21 and Re :nl‘nLu 0 (he

1
11
2 2s weil as his past relationship with the Street Gang and O*Neat had knowledge of its sirect

13 l members, O'Neal's relationship with Dog is expressed in a rap video by O"Neal, DI, Kay Slay,
14 fPapoose, and Bun B,
ISL 11. O’Neal’s Tasks ¢

16 ft PlaintifP's prior criminal record as well as his past invalvement with the Street Gang, for many
17 { years O"Neal requested mddirectedPlainﬁﬁ’topetfomMpersonalfavorsmddMedhim
1B ffto perform various tasks including, but not limited to: ordering Plaintiff to kill 5 member of the
13§ Downtown Gangster Crips who had disrespected O'Neg] jn front of his wife Shaunie; an order to
20 [lkill a woman, whons O’Neal had impregnated ang paid for her abortion; an order to kif) renown
21 frecord producer; and an order to break an NBA player’s shooting arm,

22 12, Emmgs_s_gg@gg Prior to February 11, 2008 Defendants O’Neal and Steveng

23 [l represented to Plaintify that if Plaintiff would generste singers, musiciang, and other artists for

24 ||use by “Deja 34" a record company ocwned by Defendants O’Neal and Stevens, then Plaimifr
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20
21
2
23
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become public, and because of Defendant O*Neaj’s raging jealousy toward Plaintiff, Defendants
O’Neal and Stevens directaq and employed members of the Street Gang to kidnap, atack rob,

’(“Woud”) told Plaintiff that “the big homey” (“Dog”) needed to straighten out problems between

O’Neal, Stevens (O'Neal’s business manager) and Plaintiff. During the kidnapping Dog told
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Intentional Infliction of Emo

19, % By reference, Plainﬁﬂhmbyanagas Paragraphs )

Honal Distress
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1 {through 18 of this Complaint as though fully alleged herein,

9

2

3

4

5 [|emotional distress, al] according to proof,
6

7

8

20. Intentiopat Misconduet.  Afl of the acts of the Defendants were intentionally

21, Damages. Asa proximate result of the Defendants® wmisconduct, Plaintiff suffereq

L’dmigned and performed to inflict emotional disteess upon the Plaintiff,

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION AS TO ALL DEFENDANTS
Cnnverslqn of Personal PmM-Robbely
[Civil Cade §3336 and Peng] Code §211)

22. Incotporation by Reference. By reference, Plaintiff hereby alleges Patagraphs 1

10 fthrough 21 of this Complaint as though fally afleged herein,

§

12 i diamond necklace, diamond earrings, a Rolex watch and $15,000 in cash which Defendants
13 Y intentionatly and wrongfully took possession of and tonverted to their own use withoyt
14 [ Plaintiffs consent, petmanently depriving him of ownership and posgession,

15

24. Damages. Asa proximate result of the conversion of Plaintiff’s Ppersonal property

16 § without his consent, Plaintiff has suffered damages including, without limitation, the value of ghe
17 || personal property, compensation ﬁ)rthgmandmonayapentattarnpﬁnghmovarplainﬁﬂ’s
18 § property, and emotional distress suffered as a resut of the conduct of the Defendants, ali

19 gaccording to proof.

20
21
22

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION AS TO ALL DEFENDANTS
Breach of Coniract

25, mmmmm Byxefhmme,l'lainﬁﬁhmby alleges Paragraphs 1

23 | through 24 of this Complaint g5 though figlly alleged herein,

24

25 | Stevens orally agreed that Plaintiff would Eenerate singers, musicians, and/or othep artists for use
26 | by these Defendants, In consideration for doing so, Plaintiff would be paid in Log Angeles

27

28
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5 [ performance of RayJ.

6 28. Breach by Defendants. Defendants breached thejr Agrecment with Plaintiff by

7 |l failing and refusing to pay him the agreed upon on <half of all profits carned as a result of the
8 [l performance of Ray J,

9 29. Damages. Asa proximate result of the breach by Defendants, Plaintie bas been
10 |f damaged in an amount according to proof,

1 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for-

12 {)) Compensatory damages according to proof:

13 (@) Punitive damages in an amount sufficient to detey Defendants and others similarly
14 situated from such misconduct in the future;

15 () Costsof suit; and

16 (#)  For such other ang further retief as the Court deems just and proper.

17 /

18 Y DATED: July Q, 2011 LAW OFFICES OF MARK E, OVERLAND

19

. O
Attomey for Plaintiff, Robert Ross

22 {
23 | DATED: July / ,2011
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