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Richard Wahng (SBN 225672) 
Lee E. Sheldon (SBN 263310) 
LAW OFFICES OF RICHARD C.J. WAHNG 
152 Anza Street, Suite 201 
Fremont, CA 94539 
(510) 490-4447 Telephone 
(510) 344-5755 Fax 
 
 
Attorney for Defendants, A Perfect Day Franchise, Inc.,  
Minjian Hand Healing Institute, Inc., Jin Qui and Tailiang Li 
 
 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 
 
 

GUIFU LI, MENG WANG, FANG DAI, LIN 
CUI, and ZHONG YU on behalf of themselves 
and all others similarly situated,  
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
     vs. 
 
A PERFECT DAY FRANCHISE, INC., a 
California Corporation, A PERFECT DAY, 
INC., a California Corporation; MINJIAN 
HAND HEALING INSTITUTE, INC., a 
California Corporation; TOM SCHRINER, an 
individual; TAILIANG LI, an individual; JIN 
QUI, an individual; JESSE DOE, an individual; 
and DOES 1 to 10, inclusive 
                                         
  Defendants. 

Case No. CV 10-01189 LHK (PSG) 

 

CLASS ACTION 

 

DEFENDANT, A PERFECT DAY 

FRANCHISE, INC.’S ANSWER TO 

PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND AMENDED 

COMPLAINT 
 

 

 
 
 

 

Defendant A PERFECT DAY FRANCHISE, INC. (hereinafter “DEFENDANT”), by and 

through its attorneys of record, the Law Offices of Richard Wahng, states for its Answer and 

Affirmative Defenses to the First Amended Complaint of plaintiffs GUIFU LI, MENG WANG, 

FANG DAI, LIN CUI, and ZHONG YU, as follows: 

NATURE OF CLAIM 

1.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations they are denied.  
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2.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required. To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies 

each and every allegation contained in this paragraph. 

3.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required. To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies 

each and every allegation contained in this paragraph. 

 

PARTIES 

4.  DEFENDANT admits that GUIFU LI contracted with DEFENDANT to work as a 

massage therapist, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the remaining allegations, and on that basis denies. 

5.  DEFENDANT admits that MENG WANG contracted with DEFENDANT to work as 

a massage therapist, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the remaining allegations, and on that basis denies. 

6.  DEFENDANT admits that FANG DAI contracted with DEFENDANT to work as a 

massage therapist, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the remaining allegations, and on that basis denies. 

7.  DEFENDANT admits that LIN CUI contracted with DEFENDANT to work as a 

massage therapist, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the remaining allegations, and on that basis denies. 

8.  DEFENDANT admits that ZHONG YU contracted with DEFENDANT to work as a 

massage therapist, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the remaining allegations, and on that basis denies. 

9.  DEFENDANT admits that it is a California corporation and has business locations in 

Fremont, Santa Clara, and Milbrae, California.  DEFENDANT denies all of the remaining 

allegations contained in this paragraph.  

10.  DEFENDANT denies each and every allegation contained in this paragraph.    
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11. DEFENDANT is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 

the allegations contained in this paragraph regarding Minjian’s corporate structure and principal 

place of business, and on that basis denies.  Defendant denies all of the remaining allegations 

contained in this paragraph.     

12. DEFENDANT admits that Tom Schriner is an individual, and denies all of the 

remaining allegations contained in this paragraph.    

13.  DEFENDANT is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 

the allegations contained in this paragraph regarding control of the Minjian Institute, and on that 

basis denies.  DEFENDANT denies the remaining allegations contained in this paragraph.     

14. DEFENDANT is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 

the allegations contained in this paragraph, and on that basis denies.   

15. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations, DEFENDANT is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations, and on that 

basis denies. 

16. DEFENDANT admits that Jade Li is an individual, a manager of Perfect Day Spa and 

a relative of Tailiang Li.  DEFENDANT denies all of the remaining allegations contained in this 

paragraph.    

17. DEFENDANT admits that Jun Ma is an individual and a manager of Perfect Day Spa.  

DEFENDANT denies all of the remaining allegations contained in this paragraph.    

18. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

19. DEFENDANT denies each and every allegation contained in this paragraph.  

20. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies.  

21. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 
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22. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

23.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

24.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

 

PLAINTIFFS’ CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS 

25.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

26.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

27. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

28.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

29.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

30. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

31. The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

32.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

33.  The allegations in this paragraph amount to legal conclusions to which no answer is 

required.  To the extent that this paragraph contains factual allegations DEFENDANT denies. 

Case 5:10-cv-01189-LHK   Document 183   Filed 04/26/11   Page 4 of 18Case 2:17-cv-00140-RWS-RSP   Document 26-5   Filed 07/13/17   Page 5 of 19 PageID #:  377

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
	� Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

	� Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
	� With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

	� Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
	� Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

	� Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


