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SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR KING COUNTY

LINDA DAVIS and LILLIAN MATANANE,
individually and on behalf of all others

similarly situated, NO. 24-2-04616-0 SEA
Plaintiff,
V. DEFENDANT’'S ANSWER TO
CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT
SUN PACIFIC ENERGY, INC., a FOR DAMAGES

Washington corporation,

Defendant

Defendant SUN PACIFIC ENERGY, INC. (“Sun Pacific’), answers the Class
Action Complaint for Damages (“Complaint”) as set forth below. Unless specifically
admitted, all allegations contained in the Complaint are denied. Sun Pacific further

expressly denies all allegations against it of wrongdoing of any kind.

|. ANSWER

A. Introduction

1. Answering paragraph 1, Sun Pacific denies that it violated any Washington
law. At all times, Sun Pacific paid its employees in accordance with applicable law.
Sun Pacific further denies that Plaintiffs Linda Davis and Lillian Matanane are entitled
to any additional wages or damages. To the extent further answer is required, deny.

2. Answering paragraph 2, deny.
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3.  Answering paragraph 3, deny.

4. Answering paragraph 4, deny.

5. Answering paragraph 5, deny.

B. Jurisdiction and Venue

6. Answering paragraph 6, admit the Superior Courts of Washington have
jurisdiction in this matter.

7. Answering paragraph 7, admit Sun Pacific transacts business in King County.
Specifically deny the implication that Sun Pacific engaged in any misconduct or
wrongdoing as set forth in the Complaint.

8. Answering paragraph 8, the Complaint speaks for itself. Deny that Plaintiffs
are entitled to any of the relief sought. To the extent further answer is required, deny.

9. Answering paragraph 9, admit there is no federal jurisdiction for Plaintiffs
claims. To the extent further answer is required, deny.

C. Parties

10. Answering paragraph 10, admit Plaintiff Linda Davis was formerly employed
by Sun Pacific from November 10, 2022 through March 1, 2023. To the extent this
paragraph contains a legal conclusion, no answer is required. Except as expressly
admitted, deny all remaining allegations.

11. Answering paragraph 11, admit Plaintiff Lillian Matanane was formerly
employed by Sun Pacific from November 2022 through March 2023. To the extent this
paragraph contains a legal conclusion, no answer is required. Except as expressly
admitted, deny all remaining allegations.

12. Answering paragraph 12, admit that Sun Pacific is a Washington corporation.

Except as expressly admitted, deny all remaining allegations.
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13. Answering paragraph 13, admit Plaintiff were formerly employed by Sun
Pacific. To the extent this paragraph contains a legal conclusion, no answer is
required. Except as expressly admitted, deny all remaining allegations.

14. Answering paragraph 14, admit Sun Pacific is a Washington corporation. To
the extent this paragraph contains a legal conclusion, no answer is required. Except
as expressly admitted, deny all remaining allegations.

D. Class Allegations

15. Answering paragraph 15, the Civil Rules speak for themselves. This
paragraph calls for a legal conclusion to which no answer is required. To the extent
an answer is required, deny.

16. Answering paragraph 16, the Civil Rules and referenced statutes and
regulations speak for themselves. This paragraph calls for legal conclusions to which
no answer is required. To the extent an answer is required, deny. Specifically deny
the allegations that Sun Pacific failed to properly pay its employees all compensation
due. Specifically deny the allegations that or that Sun Pacific failed to comply with
applicable wage and hour laws and regulations. Specifically deny that Sun Pacific had
any unlawful business practices.

E. General Allegations

17. Answering paragraph 17, deny.

18. Answering paragraph 18, admit from time-to-time Sun Pacific made
necessary and proper edits to employee pay records to correct errors or omissions.
Except as expressly admitted, deny all remaining allegations.

19. Answering paragraph 19, the time records speak for themselves. Deny the
implication that Sun Pacific’s time keeping and pay practices were in any way improper.
Deny all remaining allegations.

20. Answering paragraph 20, deny.
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21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.

Answering paragraph 21, deny.
Answering paragraph 22, deny.
Answering paragraph 23, deny.
Answering paragraph 24, deny.
Answering paragraph 25, deny.
Answering paragraph 26, deny.
Answering paragraph 27, deny.
Answering paragraph 28, deny.
Answering paragraph 29, deny.
Answering paragraph 30, deny.
Answering paragraph 31, deny.
Answering paragraph 32, deny.

Answering paragraph 33, the time records speak for themselves. Deny all

remaining allegations.

34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.

Answering paragraph 34, deny.
Answering paragraph 35, deny.
Answering paragraph 36, deny.
Answering paragraph 37, deny.
Answering paragraph 38, deny.
Answering paragraph 39, deny.
Answering paragraph 40, deny.
Answering paragraph 41, deny.
Answering paragraph 42, deny.
Answering paragraph 43, deny.
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F. First Cause of Action

44. Answering paragraph 44, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding
paragraphs.

45. Answering paragraph 45, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

46. Answering paragraph 46, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

47. Answering paragraph 47, deny.

48. Answering paragraph 48, deny.

49. Answering paragraph 49, deny.

50. Answering paragraph 50, deny.
G. Second Cause of Action

51. Answering paragraph 51, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding
paragraphs.

52. Answering paragraph 52, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

53. Answering paragraph 53, deny.

54. Answering paragraph 54, deny.
H. Third Cause of Action

55. Answering paragraph 55, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding
paragraphs.

56. Answering paragraph 56, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

57. Answering paragraph 57, the referenced statute and regulation speak for
themselves. To the extent an answer is required, deny.

58. Answering paragraph 58, the referenced regulation speaks for itself. To the

extent an answer is required, deny.
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59. Answering paragraph 59, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

60. Answering paragraph 60, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

61. Answering paragraph 61, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

62. Answering paragraph 62, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

63. Answering paragraph 63, deny.

64. Answering paragraph 64, deny.

I.  Fourth Cause of Action

65. Answering paragraph 65, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding
paragraphs.

66. Answering paragraph 66, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

67. Answering paragraph 67, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

68. Answering paragraph 68, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

69. Answering paragraph 69, the referenced statute and regulation speak for

themselves. To the extent further answer is required, deny.
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70. Answering paragraph 70, the referenced regulation speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

71. Answering paragraph 71, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

72. Answering paragraph 72, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

73. Answering paragraph 73, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

74. Answering paragraph 74, Washington laws speak for themselves. To the
extent this paragraph calls for a legal conclusion, no answer is required. To the extent
further answer is required, deny.

75. Answering paragraph 75, deny.

76. Answering paragraph 76, deny.

J. Fifth Cause of Action

77. Answering paragraph 77, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding
paragraphs.

78. Answering paragraph 78, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

79. Answering paragraph 79, deny.

80. Answering paragraph 80, deny.

K. Sixth Cause of Action

81. Answering paragraph 81, Sun Pacific reasserts its answers to the preceding

paragraphs.
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82. Answering paragraph 82, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent an answer is required, deny.

83. Answering paragraph 83, deny.

84. Answering paragraph 84, deny.

85. Answering paragraph 85, the referenced statute speaks for itself. To the
extent further answer is required, deny.

86. Answering paragraph 86, deny.

Sun Pacific denies any allegations which it has not specifically admitted.

L. Prayer for Relief

Answering paragraphs “a” through “”, Sun Pacific denies Plaintiffs and any
putative class members are entitled to class certification or any of the other relief
requested.

. AFFIRMATIVE AND OTHER DEFENSES

By way of further answer, Sun Pacific states the following affirmative and other
defenses to Plaintiffs’ claims:

87. Plaintiffs fail to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.

88. Plaintiffs lack standing to bring one or more of the claims being asserted
either on their own behalf or in a representative capacity.

89. Plaintiffs knowingly submitted to any alleged wage loss violation, including
knowingly submitting to any alleged wage loss violation under RCW 49.52.070.

90. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred, in whole or in part, by the doctrines of waiver,
ratification, acquiescence, accord and satisfaction, settlement, consent, agreement,
payment, release, unclean hands, and/or laches.

91. At all times relevant to the acts alleged in the Complaint, Sun Pacific acted
reasonably, lawfully, and in good faith and have not violated any rights which may be

secured to Plaintiffs.
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92. Plaintiffs’ claim for double damages is barred because bona fide disputes
exist as to the validity of Plaintiffs’ respective claims and/or because Plaintiffs
knowingly submitted to the alleged violations.

93. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred under the de minimis doctrine.

94. Plaintiffs’ claims and remedies must be denied in whole or in part because
they are duplicative and cumulative.

95. Plaintiffs have failed to mitigate damages, if any, and to protect themselves
from avoidable consequences.

96. Plaintiffs are estopped by reason of their conduct, acts or omissions, from
recovering against Sun Pacific on any purported claims.

97. Plaintiffs’ claims for relief are barred in whole or in part by the applicable
statute of limitations.

98. The putative class cannot be certified under Rule 23(a) because it lacks
numerosity that necessitates joinder of all members.

99. The putative class cannot be certified under Rule 23(b)(3) given absence of
superiority of a class action over other available methods for a fair and efficient
adjudication of the controversy.

100. The putative class cannot be certified under Rule 23(b)(3) because common
issues do not predominate over individual issues.

101. The putative class cannot be certified to the extent the claims alleged by the
named plaintiff are neither common nor typical of those, if any, members of the
purported class.

102.The named Plaintiffs lack standing to assert claims for class members as

Plaintiffs are not proper representatives of the purported class.
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103. The putative class cannot be certified under Rule 23, given the individualized

nature of the damages claims, which predominate over common questions of law and

fact.

Sun Pacific reserves the right to amend its answer to state additional affirmative

or other defenses as may become known in discovery.

lll. RELIEF REQUESTED BY DEFENDANT

WHEREFORE, having fully answered the Complaint, Defendant respectfully

request that this Court:

a. Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Complaint with prejudice;
b. Deny all of the relief requested in the Complaint;
c. Deny class certification;
d. Award Defendant the costs of defense, including reasonable attorney fees,
and
e. Award such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.
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Dated this 24th day of May, 2024.
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MONTGOMERY PURDUE pLLC

By

Sara J. Campb
701 Fifth Avenue, Suite 5500
Seattle, WA 98104

WA State Bar No. 47999
Attorneys for Defendant

CUMMINS & WHITE LLp

By

s/Garrett M. Fahy

Garrett M. Fahy

Pro hac vice pending

Joshua Park

Pro hac vice pending

2424 SE Bristol Street, Suite 300
Newport Beach, CA 92660
Email: gfahy@cwlawyers.com
Email: jpark@cwlawyers.com
Attorneys for Defendant
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