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57. At relevant times. Defendant ColleHe knew o r reasonably should ha\ c known that the 

franchise disclosure documents he \\ as reviewing and submitting contained material false or 

misleading SlalemeniS or om itted to slate material facls. 

58. At rciCVUl111il11cs. Defendant Collclle knew or reasonably should h;wc kno\\11 that the subject 

franchise disclosure documents and other materials would be used b) Dream Dinners 

Defendants to oOer and sell Dream Dinner franchises. 

59. AI relevanl times. Defendant Collette knew or reasonably sho uld have known that PlaintifTs 

and other prospect ive franchisees would rely upo n (and had a legal right to rely upon) the 

franchise sa les malerials subjcclIO this action. 

60. At rclcvant times. Defendant Collcttc kncw or reasonably should ha\c I-.no\\ n thaI Plaintiffs 

and othcr prospective franchisecs would be damaged on account of ill\ 'esting in Dream 

Dinners franchises in reliance upon materially false and misleading infonnation and upon 

omitted material infonnation. 

61. At relcvant timcs, Defendant Collette kncw of Dream Dinners Defendants' franchisc s.dcs 

process. At relevant times. Defcndant Coilcnc could have intervened to prcvcn! thc rclcvant 

viola tions ofthc Washington Fra nchise Investmen t Protection Act by his clients, Dream 

Dinners Defcndants. 

62. AI all relcvant timcs. Dcfcndant Collette kncw o r reasonubl) should ha\c kno\\n that the 

information being provided by his clients. Dream Dinners Defendants to Plaintiffs and other 

prospective franch isees was materially false. incomplete and misleading (or omitted material 

information) and he knew o r reasonably shou ld have known that Plaintiffs and other 

prospective franchisces had no reasonable means to uncover the truth that he knew- although 

his clients, Dream Dinners Defendants. had an affi nnativc duty to delivcr) truc. complclC and 

non-mislcading information to Plaintiffs and o thcr prospective franchisecs and Dcfendant 

Collette. together with Dcfendant Bender and Defendant Ryan Swanson & Cleveland PLLC, 
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had been spec ifically retained by Dream Dinners Dcfcndallls to assist them in com plying with 

the requirement's ofapplicab lc franchi se laws and regulations. 

63 . At a ll relevant times. Defendant Collette was an employee, partner. and/or agen t of 

Defendanl Ryan Swanson & C leveland PLLC. 

64. Al relevant times, Defendant I-I o lland & Knight LLP was a foreign entity. 11 law firm and an 

employer or principal of Dcfcndanl's Bender and Kim. Defcnda ntl-l o lland & Knight. at 

relevant times conducted business in th e Slate of Washington and has a Washington 

registered agent. Dcfendaml-lo ll and & Knight LLP is liab le fo r the aels and omissions of its 

partners, employees and age nt s. O n infonnation and be lief. all acts and onlissions that fonn 

the bas is for th is complaint were performed within the scope o f the employment or authority 

of Defendants Bender and Kim. 

65. AI re levant limes. Defendant Ryan Swanson & Cleveland PLLC was II Washi ngton entity. 

conducting bus iness in Ihe Slale of Washington. At relevant times. Defendant Ryan S\\ anson 

& C leveland PLLC was an e mployer or principa l of Defendants l3endcr and Co llette. 

Defendant Ryml Swanson & C leveland PLLC is liable fo r Ihe aC IS and omissions of its 

partners, employces and age nts. On in fo rmation and belief. all acts and omissions that form 

the bas is for this compla int were performed within the scope of the employment or au thority 

of Defendants Bender and Coll ette. 

66. But for Defendan ts' wrongful actions and omissions described here in. Pl aint iffs \\ould not 

have invested in the Dream Dinners franchise , paid th e in it ial franchise fcc and royalties and 

advCI1i sing fees, purchased equipment, signed 11 rea l estilte lease. and incurred debt to cm er 

operationa l losses. 

67 . But for the Defendallls' wrongfu l actions desc ribed herein . Pla inti ffs \\ould not h3\C invcsted 

in a Dream Dinners franchise and would not have incurred the opcrmionnl and other losses 

and damages d ireclly resullin g from that inveslment. 
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68. Defendants" wrongful actions described herein have caused da mages to Plaintiffs in an 

anlount not yet fully kno\\ n but which arc estimated to exceed S)OO.OOO.OO. 

69. If the Court determines that rescission is an appropriate remedy for some of 

Plaintiffs' claims he rein, Plaintiffs hereby demand resciss ion nnd hereby 

conditionally tender to Defendant Dream Dinners, Inc. a ll tangible items in their 

possess ion and control received from Defendant Dream Dinners, Inc., condit ioned 

upon tender back from Defendant Dream Dinners, l.nc. of all items and moneys 

heretofore delivered 10 Defendant Dream Dinners, Inc .. In thai ci rcumstance, 

Plaintiffs seek the Court's guidance as to how to accomplish rescission. 

PRAYER fOR RELIEf 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully ask the Cou rt for relief as follows: 

I. For a d eclaration that Dream Dinners Defendants viola ted the Washington 

Franchise [nvestment Protection Act (" the Act") by offer ing and selling a franchise to Plaintiffs 

using a Uniform Franchise Offering Circular that d id not comply with the Ac l and which 

contained false representa tions of material facts or omitted to slale facts necessary in o rder to 

make s tatements made no t misleading. 

2. For a declaration that Defendant's viola tion of the di sclosure requirements of the 

Act was willful. 

3. For a declaration that any ag-reements executed by the parties as a resul t of Dream 

Dinners Defendant s' v iolations of the Act arc unlawful, illegal, void and unenforceable in their 

entirety by Dream Dinners Defendants. 

4. For a judgme nt against all Defendants, jOintly ill1d severally, fo r Plaintiffs' damages 

caused by or resulting from Defendants' wrongfu l acts and omissions a nd vio lations of the Act. 

5. For a judgment against the Lawyer Defendants, jOintly and severally, fo r all 

damages caused to Plaintiffs by or resulting from the Lawyer Defendants' breach of duty. 
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6. In the alternative, for an order confirming and defining rescission of any 

agreements executed by the parties as a result of Dream Dinners Defe ndants' v iolations o f the Act, 

plus a judgment against all Defendants, jOintly and severally for damages suffered by Plaintiffs to 

the extent not duplicalive of the remedy of rescission as permitted by the Ac t (I~CW 19.100.190). 

7. For a declaration that Defendant Bender was a "pe rson in act o f contro l of the 

5 activities" of Dream Dinners Defendants. 
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8. For a judgment against all Defendants fo r exemplary damages lip to three limes 

actual damages as permitted by the Act (ReW 19.100.190). 

9. For a judgment against a ll Defendants for Plaintiffs' cos ts and reasonable attorneys 

fees herein as permitted by lhe Act (RCW 19.-100.190). 

10. For such othe r and furlhe r relief as the Court may deem necessary or appropri<lle 

under the circumstances. 
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