UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Michael Harrison v. Liberty Laundry

No. 8:25-cv-00360-SVW-JDE, United States District Court for the Central District of California (February 27,
2025)

SUMMARY

The Central District of California ordered the parties to submit a joint status report addressing any
remediation of alleged ADA barriers and their intended summary-judgment motions. The court also
ordered the plaintiff to show cause why it should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over the Unruh
Act and other state-law claims, identify the statutory damages sought, and provide declarations

concerning high-frequency litigant status.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court issued an order to show cause and ordered the parties

to submit a joint status report in a pending action alleging violations of
the Americans with Disabilities Act and related state-law claims.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the parties should be required to report on investigation or remediation of the alleged ADA

barriers and their anticipated summary-judgment motions.

2. Whether the plaintiff should show cause why the court should exercise supplemental jurisdiction over

the Unruh Act and other state-law claims.

3. Whether failure to respond adequately could support dismissal of the action without prejudice or
dismissal of state-law claims under 28 U.S.C. § 1367(c).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is the policy of this Court to encourage expedient resolution of civil litigation.”

“The supplemental jurisdiction statute “reflects the understanding that, when deciding whether to exercise
supplemental jurisdiction, ‘a federal court should consider and weigh in each case, and at every stage of the

litigation, the values of judicial economy, convenience, faimess, and comity.’””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The plaintiff alleged accessibility barriers supporting claims under the ADA and California state law, including
the Unruh Civil Rights Act. The order indicates that the defendant might have investigated or remedied the
alleged barriers. The court also required information concerning the amount of statutory damages sought and

whether the plaintiff and counsel qualified as high-frequency litigants under California law.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The action was pending before the Central District of California. The court directed the parties to report on any
remediation of alleged ADA barriers and their anticipated summary-judgment motions. The court also ordered
the plaintiff to show cause why supplemental jurisdiction should be exercised over the Unruh Act and any other

state-law claims, and warned that failure to respond could result in dismissal without prejudice.
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