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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA - LOS ANGELES DIVISION 

In re 

VERITY HEALTH SYSTEM OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., et al.,  

 Debtor and Debtor In Possession. 
 

Lead Case No. 2:18-bk-20151-ER
Jointly Administered With:  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20162-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20163-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20164-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20165-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20167-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20168-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20169-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20171-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20172-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20173-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20175-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20176-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20178-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20179-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20180-ER  
CASE NO.: 2:18-bk-20181-ER 
Chapter 11 Cases  
Hon. Judge Ernest M. Robles 
 
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION OF THE 
NOTICE OF CASE COMMENCEMENT OF 
CHAPTER 11 CASES AND MEETING OF 
CREDITORS PURSUANT TO SECTION 341 
OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE IN THE SAN 
FRANCISO CHRONICLE 
 
[No Hearing Required] 
 
 

☒ Affects All Debtors 
 
☐ Affects Verity Health System of 
California, Inc. 
☐ Affects O’Connor Hospital 
☐ Affects Saint Louise Regional Hospital 
☐ Affects St. Francis Medical Center 
☐ Affects St. Vincent Medical Center 
☐ Affects Seton Medical Center 
☐ Affects O’Connor Hospital Foundation 
☐ Affects Saint Louise Regional Hospital 

Foundation 
☐ Affects St. Francis Medical Center of 

Lynwood Foundation 
☐ Affects St. Vincent Foundation 
☐ Affects St. Vincent Dialysis Center, Inc. 
☐ Affects Seton Medical Center Foundation 
☐ Affects Verity Business Services 
☐ Affects Verity Medical Foundation 
☐ Affects Verity Holdings, LLC 
☐ Affects De Paul Ventures, LLC 
☐ Affects De Paul Ventures - San Jose 
Dialysis, LLC 

 
Debtors and Debtors In Possession
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FROM THE COVER

SAMUELR.MAIZEL (Bar No.189301),samuel.maizel@dentons.com,JOHNA.MOE,II (Bar No.066893),john.moe@dentons.
com,TANIAM.MOYRON (Bar No.235736),tania.moyron@dentons.com,DENTONS US LLP,601 South Figueroa Street,Suite
2500,LosAngeles,California90017-5704,Tel:(213)623-9300/Fax:(213) 623-9924,ProposedAttorneysfor the Chapter11
DebtorsandDebtors InPossession

UNITEDSTATESBANKRUPTCYCOURT
CENTRALDISTRICT OFCALIFORNIA - LOSANGELESDIVISION

In re
VERITY HEALTH SYSTEM OF CALIFORNIA, INC.,et al.,

Debtors and Debtors In Possession.

Lead Case No.2:18-bk-20151-ER

Jointly AdministeredWith:
Case No.2:18-bk-20162-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20163-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20164-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20165-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20167-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20168-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20169-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20171-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20172-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20173-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20175-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20176-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20178-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20179-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20180-ER
Case No.2:18-bk-20181-ER
Chapter 11 Cases

Hon Judge Ernest M.Robles

NOTICE OF CASE COMMENCEMENT OF CHAPTER 11
CASES AND MEETING OF CREDITORS PURSUANT TO
SECTION 341 OF THE BANKRUPTCY CODE

Affects All Debtors

AffectsVerity Health System of California, Inc.
Affects O’Connor Hospital
Affects Saint Louise Regional Hospital
Affects St.Francis Medical Center
Affects St.Vincent Medical Center
Affects Seton Medical Center
Affects O’Connor Hospital Foundation
Affects Saint Louise Regional Hospital Foundation
Affects St.Francis Medical Center of Lynwood Foundation
Affects St.Vincent Foundation
Affects St.Vincent Dialysis Center, Inc.
Affects Seton Medical Center Foundation
AffectsVerity Business Services
AffectsVerity Medical Foundation
AffectsVerity Holdings,LLC
Affects De Paul Ventures,LLC
Affects De Paul Ventures - San Jose Dialysis, LLC

Debtors and Debtors In Possession.

TOALLINTERESTEDPARTIES:

COMMENCEMENTOF CASES:OnAugust 31,2018,theentities listed below(collectively,the“Debtors”) !ledvoluntary
petitions for relief under chapter 11 of title 11 of the United States Code,11U.S.C.§§ 101 et.seq. (the“Bankruptcy Code”),
with the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of California (Los Angeles Division) (the“Court”), and an
order for relief has been entered. The Debtors’ chapter 11 cases (collectively, the“Cases”) are being jointly administered
underCaseNo.2:18-bk-20151-ER.YoumaybeacreditorofoneoftheDebtors.
THIS NOTICE LISTS IMPORTANT DEADLINES. Youmaywant to consult an attorney toprotect your rights. All documents

!led in these Cases may be inspected at the Of!ce of the Claims and Noticing Agent at the address listed below:
Debtor, Address, Case No., Tax ID No.: Verity Health System of California, Inc., 2040 East Mariposa Ave., El Segundo,
CA, 2:18-BK-20151-ER, 91-2145484; O’Connor Hospital, 2105 Forrest Ave., San Jose, CA 95128, 2:18-BK-20168-ER,
91-2154436; Saint Louise Regional Hospital, 9400 No Name Uno,Gilroy, CA 95020, 2:18-BK-20162-ER, 91-2154437; St.
FrancisMedical Center,3630 East Imperial Hwy,Lynwood,CA 90262,2:18-BK-20165-ER,91-2154439; St.Vincent Medical
Center, 2131 West Third Street, Los Angeles, CA 90057, 2:18-BK-20164-ER, 91-2154438; Seton Medical Center, 1900
Sullivan Ave., Daly City, CA 94105, 2:18-BK-20167-ER, 91-2154441; O’Connor Hospital Foundation, 2105 Forrest Ave.,
San Jose, CA 95128, 2:18-BK-20179-ER, 770006295; Saint Louise Regional Hospital Foundation, 9400 No Name Uno,
Gilroy,CA 95020, 2:18-BK-20172-ER, 56-2384735; St. Francis Medical Center of Lynwood Foundation, 3630 East Imperial
Hwy, Lynwood,CA 90262, 2:18-BK-20178-ER, 95-3190773; St.Vincent Foundation, 2131West Third Street, Los Angeles,
CA 90057, 2:18-BK-20180-ER, 95-3922511; St.Vincent Dialysis Center, Inc., 201 South Alvarado, Suite 220, Los Angeles,
CA 90057, 2:18-BK-20171-ER, 953749293; Seton Medical Center Foundation, 1900 Sullivan Ave., Daly City, CA 94105,
2:18-BK-20175-ER, 94-2824033; Verity Business Services, 2040 East Mariposa Ave., El Segundo, CA, 2:18-BK-20173-ER,
51-0659139; Verity Medical Foundation, 400 Race Street, San Jose,CA,2:18-BK-20169-ER,45-3691852; Verity Holdings,
LLC,2040EastMariposaAve.,El Segundo,CA,2:18-BK-20163-ER,81-3038177; DePaulVentures,LLC,203 RedwoodShores
Pkwy,Ste 800, Redwood City, CA 94065, 2:18-BK-20176-ER, 27-3340398; De Paul Ventures – San Jose Dialysis, LLC,203
RedwoodShoresPkwy,Ste800,RedwoodCity,CA 94065,2:18-BK-20181-ER,37-1732430.

PURPOSE OF CHAPTER 11 FILING: Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code enables a debtor to reorganize or liquidate
pursuant to a plan of reorganization. A plan is not effective unless approved by the Court at a con!rmation hearing.
Creditorswill be givennotice concerning any plan andwill be givennotice if this case is dismissedor converted to another
chapter of the Bankruptcy Code.The Debtorswill remain in possession of their property and will continue to operate their
business unless a trustee is appointed.Nomotion to appoint a trustee has been !led at this time.Creditors may be sent a
copy of the plan and a disclosure statement describing the plan.Creditors may have the opportunity to vote on the plan.
Creditorswill be sent notice of thedate of thecon!rmationhearingandmayobject to con!rmation of theplanandattend
thecon!rmationhearing.

CREDITORS MAY NOT TAKE CERTAIN ACTIONS: A creditor is anyone to whom the Debtors owe money or property.
Under the Bankruptcy Code, the Debtors are granted certain protection against creditors. Common examples of prohib-
itedactionsbycreditors include contacting theDebtorstodemand repayment,takingaction against theDebtors to collect
money owed to creditors or to take property of theDebtors and starting or continuing foreclosure actions, repossessions
orwage deductions.If unauthorized actions are taken against the Debtors,the Courtmay penalize the creditorwhotakes
them.A creditorwho is consideringtakingaction against theDebtors orpropertyof theDebtorsshouldreviewsection 362
oftheBankruptcyCodeandmaywish to seek legal advice.

MEETING OFCREDITORS:TheDebtors’representative,as speci!edin Federal Rule of BankruptcyProcedure 9001(5), is
required toappearat ameetingofcreditors onthe date and at the placesetforth below for the purpose ofbeingexamined
under oath. Attendance by creditors at themeeting iswelcomed,but not required. At themeeting,creditorsmayexamine
the Debtors’representative. Themeetingmaybecontinuedor adjournedfromtimeto timebynotice at themeeting,with-
out furtherwrittennoticeto creditors.

DATE, TIME AND LOCATION OF MEETING OF CREDITORS: Date: October 12, 2018. Time: 9:30 a.m. Location: St.
Vincent Hospital, Seton Auditorium,2131West Third Street, Los Angeles, CA 90057

PROOF OF CLAIM:Schedules of creditorswill be !led pursuant to Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure 1007,and the
Debtorswill seek an order of the Court establishing procedures for the !ling of proofs of claim. A proof of claim is a signed
statement describing a creditor’s claim. Any creditor holding a scheduled claim that is not listed as disputed, contingent
or unliquidated as to amountmay,but is not required to,!le a proof of claim in these cases. Creditorswhose claims are not
scheduled or whose claims are listed as disputed,contingent or unliquidated as to amount and who desire to participate
in these cases or share in any distributionmust !le their proofs of claim. A creditor whodesires to rely on the schedules of
creditorshasthe responsibilityfor determiningthat theclaimis listedaccurately.
A proof of claim may be !led at any time prior to the deadline established by the Court. No deadline has yet been

established in these cases. Whena deadline is established,all known creditors will received notice of the deadline,along
with a proof of claim form indicating how their claim is scheduled and instructions for completing and !ling a proof of
claim. Proof ofclaimforms arealsoavailable intheof!ceoftheclerkof thecourtof anybankruptcycourt. KurtzmanCarson
Consultants LLC is the claimsagent in these cases. The place to request a proof of claimform from the Claims Agent is 2335
AlaskaAvenue,ElSegundo,California90245.Youwill benoti!edbyseparatenoticewhenandwhereto!leaproof ofclaim.

PLEASE DO NOT FILE OR MAIL ANY PROOFS OF CLAIM OR OTHER DOCUMENTATION, INCLUDING
CORRESPONDENCE CONCERNING A CLAIM, WITH OR TO ANYONE, INCLUDING THE BANKRUPTCY COURT, THE
UNITEDSTATESTRUSTEEAND/OR THEUNDERSIGNEDCOUNSEL,UNTILYOUARE INSTRUCTEDWHENANDWHERE

TOFILEAPROOFOFCLAIM
DISCHARGE OF DEBTS: Con!rmation of a chapter 11 planmay result in a discharge of debts,whichmay include all or

part of your claim. See section 1141(d) of the Bankruptcy Code. A discharge means that youmay never try to collect your
claimfromanyof theDebtors,exceptasprovidedintheplan.

NOTICE:Youwill not receive notice of all documents !led in these cases. All documents !led with the Court, including
schedules of theDebtors’property and debts,willbeavailable for inspection at theof!ceof theclerkofthecourt. Sincethis
case is governed by the Local Bankruptcy Rules regarding electronicmeans of !ling,signing and verifying documents,the
Court’sdocket sheet anddocuments !ledelectronicallyare also accessible at the Court’s Internet site,www.nysb.uscourts.
gov,through an account obtained from Pacer Service Center by dialing (800) 676-6856 (from the US) or (210) 301-6440
(fromoutsidetheUS).

FURTHER INFORMATION: Further information concerning these chapter 11 cases may be obtained by calling (888)
249-2741 (from the US and Canada) or (310) 751-2605 (from outside the US). The Claims Agent will also maintain a
website,www.kccllc.net/verityhealth,speci!cally for the Debtors’bankruptcycasesfromwhichanyonemaydownloadthe
claims registerandobtainotherrelevant informationanddocumentspertainingtotheDebtors’casesatnoextracharge.

LEGAL ADVICE:The staff of the bankruptcy clerk’s of!ce cannot give legal advice. Consult a lawyer to determine your
rights inthiscase.

Dated: September13,2018

DENTONS US LLP, SAMUEL R.MAIZEL, JOHN A MOE, II,TANIA M.MOYRON, By: /s/Samuel R.Maizel , Samuel R.Maizel,
ProposedAttorneys forDebtors andDebtors inPossession
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the federal Family and
Medical LeaveAct of 1993.
In California, six weeks of
that leave is paid at 60 to
70 percent of theworker’s
salary, at least to employ-
ees whohave paid into
state disability insurance.
The San Francisco Paid
Parental Leave
Ordinance requires that
employers supplement
the remaining 30 to 40
percent of pay for those
sixweeks. The law rolled
out Jan. 1, 2017, for compa-
nieswith 50 ormore
employees.
Thus far, thenewordi-

nance has encouraged
more fathers to take leave
after the birth of a child. In
the first sixmonths of 2017,
therewasa 28percent
increase in the number of
SanFranciscomenwho
took “bonding” leave,
comparedwith the first
half of 2016, according to a
UCBerkeley analysis.The
increase amongSanFran-
ciscowomenwas 6per-
cent.
“That’s a growing

trend for us to see, and I
think it’s wonderful,
being amothermyself,”
said Shelley Lindgren,
owner ofA16 inOakland
and San Francisco, where
two employees are about
to go on paternity leave.
“It didn’t seem like it was
always like that in restau-
rants.”
A handful of promi-

nent restaurant compa-
nies has begun to offer
hourly workers paid
parental leave in the past
few years, includingMc-
Donald’s, Starbucks and
NewYork’sUnion Square
HospitalityGroup. If the
trend continues, it will be
quite a change of land-
scape for an industry that
has historically offered
low-wage jobswith little
predictability, late nights
and discouragement from

working through a preg-
nancy.
As recently as October

2016, a former employee
sued the Thomas Keller
Restaurant Group for
wrongful termination
because of pregnancy
discrimination.
According to the suit,

Vanessa Scott-Allen had
been a headwaiter at
ThomasKeller’s New
York restaurant Per Se for
five yearswhen she re-
ceived an offer of a job
transfer to theFrench
Laundry inYountville.
She informedhermanag-
ers of her pregnancy and
moved to the NapaValley,
according to her attorney,
Dustin Collier. Shewas
then re-interviewed and
was asked several preg-
nancy-related questions
by the newmanager, only
to be told the position no
longer existed, Collier
said.
TheThomasKeller

Restaurant Group de-
clined comment in re-
sponse to questions about
the lawsuit; a spokesman
said the company does
not comment on pending
litigation.
Whilemany suits like

these are settled out of
court, Scott-Allenwould
prefer to go to trial, said
Collier, with a goal of
raising awareness within

the industry. “Our client
ismore concernedwith
exposing them forwhat
they’ve done here and
making sure it doesn’t
happen again.”
The trial date is expect-

ed to be setWednesday.
Yet otherBayArea

restaurantworkers say
theyhavegotten amore
positive responsewhen
theymade baby announce-
ments, such asA16 food
runnerZenonGarcia,who
will take threeweeksoff
whenhiswife gives birth
thismonth, and another
threeweeks later sohecan
spendhis son’s firstChrist-
maswithhim.
Garcia is eager “just to

be there to supportmy
wife and anything she
needs,” he said.
Also a food runner at

San Francisco restaurant
Cotogna, Garciaworks
most days from 11 a.m. to
10:15 p.m. andwill get
separate benefit checks
from the state and from
the restaurants; the latter
will include estimated tip
income and hourly wages
based on his previous
paychecks.
Other restaurants are

going even furtherwith
parental friendliness.
Carrie and Rupert Blease
installed a nursery in the
downstairs office of their
San Francisco restaurant,

Lord Stanley, after they
had ababy last year.
When theirwine director,
Louisa Smith, had a baby
inMarch, she used the
nursery, too.
“We always laughbe-

causewhenever someone
comes forwine tastings
and deliveries, there are
always babies every-
where,” said Carrie.
She thinks, however,

that if they didn’t own
their business itwould be
more difficult to have that
kind ofwork-life balance.
That was one reason

Geoffrey Lee, chef-part-
ner of the 12-seat sushi
restaurant Ju-Ni, spent
years planning to open
his own restaurant before
starting a family.
Earlier in his career, he

worked at places like
Sushi Ran in Sausalito
thatwere open daily
except for three holidays
a year. Thatwasn’t the life
that he or his business
partner Tan Truong
wanted, so they close
Sundays andmajor holi-
days.
After Lee and hiswife

had their daughter a year
ago, he took amonth off,
and nowworks 4½ days a
week.He said that so far,
it’sworking out financial-
ly for him andTruong.
“We both value our

family, and it takes priori-
ty over somany other
things,” said Lee, while
taking his daughter for a
walk in her stroller before
heading intowork.
For employees like

TownHall’sMoore, work-
ing for the right owners
makes a big difference.
“Finding a company that
is family-centric, that you
know is going to support
you, is key,” she said.

Tara Duggan is a San
Francisco Chronicle staff
writer. Email: tduggan@
sfchronicle.com Twitter:
@taraduggan

Culinary jobs get family-friendly
Family leave from page A1

Amy Osborne / Special to The Chronicle

Beverage director Haley Moore serves at Town Hall
while wearing 4-month-old Miles in a carrier.

heaval over the past fewyears as
shoppinghasmovedonline,
leaving storeswith fewer cus-
tomers.That has caused long-
time tenants inUnion Square,
such asMacy’s andSaksFifth
Avenue, to downsize in recent
years.
But some expertsworry that

banning office tenants on the
lower floorswould actually
increase vacancies in the area.
Karin Flood, the executive

director of theUnionSquare
Business ImprovementDistrict,
said thatwhile she agrees the
ground-floor spaces in build-
ings shouldbe reserved for
retailers, property owners
should have flexibility in decid-
ing how to fill the floors above.
“We strive to have a very

vibrant and dynamic district,
but at the same time ourproper-
ty ownerswould like some
flexibility in use, aswe know
that retail is shrinking,” she
said. “In some cases itwill be
very hard to lease space, espe-
cially on the edges of our dis-
trict.”
Non-retail spaces are cur-

rently allowed on ground floors
inUnion Square buildings if
they offer on-site services to the
general public, such as nail and
hair salons.All types of non-
retail, suchas office space, are
allowedon the floors above and
only requires a specific authori-
zation from thePlanningCom-
mission if the space is larger
than 5,000 square feet.
UnderPeskin’s proposal, all

types of newoffice spacewould
beprohibited on the first three
floors. Office spacewouldbe
allowedonly on floors four
through six if the tenant occu-
pies less than 5,000 square feet,
and if thePlanningCommis-
sion concludes that the space
“does not detract from the retail
environment” inUnionSquare.
Offices would be allowedon
floors seven and above.
Existingnon-retail on the

first three floorswould be
grandfathered in, butwould not

be able to expand.
The legislationwould also

add a one-time infrastructure
impact fee of $4per square foot,
whichwould provide funding
to improveexisting public spac-
es in thearea, such asHallidie
Plaza.
Buildings such as 222 Sutter

St., the formerBritex Fabrics
building at 146GearySt. and the
Macy’smen’s storewere all seen
as potential office spaces.
After a number of proposals

to convert retail space into office
use, Peskin proposed interim
zoning controls,which put a
halt on applications to convert
retail. These controlswere
approved by the Board of Su-
pervisors inMay for 18months
oruntil permanentpermitting
controls are passed.
While Peskin said retail is

not dead, he agrees that it has
certainly changed.
“As theAmazon effect is

becomingmore pronounced,
the nature of retail in a place like
Union Square is changing to be
more of an experiential retail
experience,”he said. Hemen-
tioned theApple andNike
stores as exampleswhere cus-
tomers often go in to try a prod-
uct before goinghome and
buying it online.
Even though someof the

biggest names in retail— such
asMacy’s, J.C. Penneyand Sears

—have experienced sweeping
closures in recent years, niche,
online-only companies are
increasingly seeing the value in
openingupactual stores that
mostly act as showrooms. Some
recent examples include the
eyewear companyWarbyPark-
er inUnionSquare and online
clothierEverlane in theMis-
sion.
ButMattHolmes, a principal

with the retail brokerageRetail
West, said it is unrealistic to
expect such retailers—who
often prefer smaller, and some-
times temporary spaces— to fill
upmultiple floors inUnion
Square.
“You’ve got retailerswhoare

gettingmuchmoreefficient on
how they are operating brick-
and-mortar,”Holmes said. “It’s
less of a shopping experience
andmore of an information
showroom.”
Instead, he said, office space

could actually be a goodway to
livenup the area, as itwould
attract a consistent population
of peoplewho come in and out
everyday and add traffic to the
streets during lunch and coffee
breaks.
“Union Squarewould benefit

greatly fromgetting locals down
therewhowork five days aweek
tomesh inwith the tourists, and
putmore bodies on the streets,”
he said. Forcing retailers to

occupy the first three floors is
“force-feeding them into an
operatingmatrix that is so out
of vogue.”
Afterwalking throughUnion

Square onTuesday afternoon,
Julie Taylor, the executive vice
president of Colliers Interna-
tional real estate, saidwhile
therewas a lot of foot traffic, the
area’s vacancies looked like they
are nearing “recession levels.”
But she said that allowing

only retailers to occupy the
bottom floors is like holding
“spaces hostage andpreventing
them frombeing occupied.”
Another factor hurting busi-
ness inUnionSquare, she said,
is the number of homeless peo-
ple andamount of open-air
drug use.
What the city should be fo-

cusing on, she said, is attracting
retailers to the ground floors—
and cleaning up the streets
around them.
“You care aboutwhat you see

through the storefrontwin-
dows; you don’t care aboutwho
is on those upper floors,” she
said. “As long as it is a vibrant,
clean and safe area ... that is
what the city should be focusing
on.”

Trisha Thadani is a SanFrancisco
Chronicle staff writer. Email:
tthadani@sfchronicle.com
Twitter: @TrishaThadani

Paul Chinn / The Chronicle

The
ground-floor
space on
Geary Street
that was
formerly the
Britex
Fabrics store
sits vacant,
while the
upper floors
are being
converted to
offices.
Supervisor
Aaron
Peskin wants
a ban on
lower-floor
office uses.

Peskin plan: strict office-space limit
Retail from page A1

SACRAMENTO — Gov.
Jerry Brown vetoed a bill
Tuesday meant to discourage
aggressive or misleading tac-
tics used by signature gather-
ers working to qualify an ini-
tiative for the ballot.
AB1947 by Assemblyman

Evan Low, D-San Jose, would
have prohibited signature
gatherers from being paid for
every signature they collect on
petitions for an initiative, ref-
erendum or recall. The bill
would have allowed signature
gatherers to be paid by the
hour or daily.
Low said paying by the

signature creates an incentive
to mislead voters or forge sig-
natures.
Initiative proponents pay

workers as much as $10 per
signature. Such payments
“undermine direct democracy
and encourage fraud,” Low
said in a statement after he
introduced the bill in January.
Brown wrote in his veto

message that he understands
the potential abuses when a
person is paid by the signa-
ture, but that eliminating the
option would only drive up the
cost of circulating a ballot
measure and favor wealthy
interests that can afford to pay
workers by the hour or by the
day.
Brown reiterated what he

wrote when rejecting a nearly
identical bill in 2011, that pay-
ing by the signature is “often
the most cost-effective method
for collecting the hundreds of
thousands of signatures need-
ed to qualify a ballot measure.”

Melody Gutierrez is a San
Francisco Chronicle staff writer.
Email: mgutierrez@sfchronicle.
com. Twitter: @MelodyGutierrez

SACRAMENTO

Signature
gatherer
law vetoed
By Melody Gutierrez
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This form is mandatory.  It has been approved for use by the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of California. 
 

June 2012 F 9013-3.1.PROOF.SERVICE 

PROOF OF SERVICE OF DOCUMENT 
 
I am over the age of 18 and not a party to this bankruptcy case or adversary proceeding.  My business address is: 

2335 Alaska Ave, El Segundo, CA 90245 
 
A true and correct copy of the foregoing documents entitled (specify): Affidavit Of Publication Of The Notice Of Case 
Commencement Of Chapter 11 Cases And Meeting Of Creditors Pursuant To Section 341 Of The Bankruptcy 
Code In The San Franciso Chronicle will be served or was served (a) on the judge in chambers in the form and manner 
required by LBR 5005-2(d); and (b) in the manner stated below: 
 
1.  TO BE SERVED BY THE COURT VIA NOTICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING (NEF):  Pursuant to controlling General 
Orders and LBR, the foregoing document will be served by the court via NEF and hyperlink to the document. On (date), I 
checked the CM/ECF docket for this bankruptcy case or adversary proceeding and determined that the following persons 
are on the Electronic Mail Notice List to receive NEF transmission at the email addresses stated below: 
 
 
 
 
  Service information continued on attached page 
 
2.  SERVED BY UNITED STATES MAIL:   
On (date), I served the following persons and/or entities at the last known addresses in this bankruptcy case or adversary 
proceeding by placing a true and correct copy thereof in a sealed envelope in the United States mail, first class, postage 
prepaid, and addressed as follows. Listing the judge here constitutes a declaration that mailing to the judge will be 
completed no later than 24 hours after the document is filed. 
 
 
 
  Service information continued on attached page 
 
3.  SERVED BY PERSONAL DELIVERY, OVERNIGHT MAIL, FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION OR EMAIL (state method 
for each person or entity served):  Pursuant to F.R.Civ.P. 5 and/or controlling LBR, on September 20, 2018, I served the 
following persons and/or entities by personal delivery, overnight mail service, or (for those who consented in writing to 
such service method), by facsimile transmission and/or email as follows.  Listing the judge here constitutes a declaration 
that personal delivery on, or overnight mail to, the judge will be completed no later than 24 hours after the document is 
filed. 
 
VIA OVERNIGHT 
USBC Central District of California  
Ernest M. Robles  
Edward R. Roybal  
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse  
255 East Temple Street, Suite 1560   
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 
 
  Service information continued on attached page 
 
I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
September 20, 2018         Travis R. Buckingham   /s/ Travis R. Buckingham 
Date Printed Name  Signature 
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