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Daniel Rapaport (Bar No. 67217)

WENDEL, ROSEN, BLACK & DEAN, LLP
1111 Broadway, 24™ Floor

Oakland, California 94607-4036

Telephone: (510) 834-6600

Fax: (510) 834-1928

Alan E. Walcher (Bar No. 089717)
EPSTEIN, BECKER & GREEN, P.C.
1875 Century Park East, Suite 500

Los Angeles, California 90067-2506
Telephone: (310) 556-8861

Attorneys for Defendants
PACIFICA FOUNDATION, et al.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, ex rel. CAROL SPOONER,
KURT GUERDRUM, ARTURO GRIFFITHS,
AMBURN R. HAGUE, LEIGH HAUTER,
PATRICIA HEFFLEY, BARBARA
MacQUIDDY, RICK POTHOFF, CHARLES
P.H. SCURICH, RONALD SWART,
individually and on behalf of PACIFICA
FOUNDATION,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

PACIFICA FOUNDATION, a California non-
profit public benefit corporation and charitable
trust, MARY FRANCES BERRY, JUNE

MAKELA, FRANK MILLSPAUGH, ANDREA

CISCO, KEN FORD, ROB ROBINSON,
DAVID ACOSTA, MICHAEL PALMER,
ROBERT FARRELL, AARON KRIEGEL,
PETER BRAMSON, KAROLYN VAN
PUTTEN, TOMAS MORAN, WENDELL
JOHNS, LESLIE CAGAN, VALRIE
CHAMBERS, BERTRAM LEE, BETH
LYONS, JOHN MURDOCK, LYNN
CHADWICK, and DOES 1-100, inclusive,

Defendants.
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Case No.: C00 3815 WHA
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT
OF FOUNDATION 'S MOTION TO DISMISS

Case No. C 00 3815 WHA

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND
AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF

FOUNDATION’S MOTION TO
DISMISS

Date: November 30, 2000
Time: 8:00 a.m.

Dept: 9

Judge: Hon. William H. Alsup
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