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No. 840711 

DECLARA TION OF 
ROBERT HUDECEK 

Plaintiff, . 

vs. 

Defendants. 

ROBERT HUDECEK declares: 

I.am vice president of the Van de Kamp's Holland Dutch 

Bakers Division of plaintiff and am responsible for the overall 

operations of the coffee shops of plaintiff. 

On July 2, 1964, having been advised that defendants 

herein intended to conduct a demonstration at plaintiff's coffee 

shop located at 5665 Wilshire Boulevard, Los Angeles, California 

(the "'\\Tilshire coffee shop" herein), I arrived at said coffee shop 

at approximately 3:30- p.m. and re:nained there until approximately. 

8:30 p.m •• v,Jhile at said coffee shop, I closely. observed the 

actions of defendants ANNETTE BEC~<ER, GERALD FARBER, JAY FRANK, 

HARI GOLDHAN, BRUCE HARTFORD and :1ICHARD THOMSON, and other 
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a ] defendants herein, and observed the location and conduct of each of 
I" 211 them in said coffee shop on said date not less often than every 

311 ten minutes. I have examined the separate dining checks for said 

.L.3: il de fendant.s , none of which dining checks reflects the purchase of 
II 

511 more than a token amount of food and/or beverages, namely, a cup of 

6 II coffee or a coca-cola, in one or two instances accompanied by the 

? Ii order of a pastry ~ 
i' 

8 Ii Defendants Gerald Farber ("Farber" herein), Jay Frank 

911 C'Frank" herein), YJB.ri Goldman ("Goldman" herein) and Richard 
I! 

10 II Thomson ("Thomson" herein) each were seated at tables in sa'id coffee 
i· ,I 

"_11Ii! 1 30 96 shop at approximately 4: 5 p.m. to 4: p.m. on July 2, 1 4 and 
II 

"1 ') I! ~N:i remained in the coffee shop until departing together between 8:15 p •• 
il .''7.'\ (" " ..:..v: to 8: 30 p. m , on that date. Def'endant; Bruce Hartford Hartford 

141\ herein) arrived at said coffee shop on July 2, 1964 and was seated 

151! at approximately 5:30 p cm ,.; Defendant Annette Beckez ("Becker" 
Ii 

1611 herein) arrived at said coffee shop on the same date and was s ea t.ed= 
It 1711 at approximately 6:30 p.m .. Defendants Hartford and Becker departed 

"l ,..., II . 8 d 8 30 ~o11 w~th the other named defendants at between :15 p.m. an : p.m •. 

19\1 On July 11, 1964, having again been advised that a demon- 

.20 il stration .by defendants herein was planned for said day, I arrived I, 21:1 at plaintiff's coffee shop located at 6261 Laurel Canyon Boulevard, 
II 

;? ') I! ~~i! North Hollywood, California at approximately 2:30 p.m. and remained 

23il there until approximately 7:45 p.m, .• The first of said named defend- 

2411 ants arrived at the coffee shop p remt ses at approximately 3:52 p.m. 

25 \1 on said date and commenced a pf.cket.Lng demonstration on .the side- 

26111 wa Lks adjacent to the restaurant, iollov1ing which the defendants 
I' ' 

2.7 II described below entered said coffee shop and remained therein as 
!I 

r......,H 

~o II more particularly described hereinbelow. While at said coffee shop 
II 

°9 II . d - ~. . d nd 1 b . f . d 
{v 1101'1 sal. date, .L ma~nta~ne a constant a c ose 0 servatl.on 0 sal. 
~ If " 

.:O;! defendants seated in the restaurant, observing each of said defend­ 
!; 

.:;.-, " 

v..:..!! 2nts not less often than every five minutes during the period 
I 

:32! 3.esc::-ioed herein. The following r'ecor-ds the events that transpired" 'I 
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lOji marching in the picketing demonstration on the sidewalks adjacent 
,I 
11 

11 II to said coffee shop. ~Then defendant Becker first entered the 

1211 restaurant be twe en 4:30 p sm , and 5:30 p.m., I, at the suggestion 

i -z II . of plaintiff's attorney, Russel I. Kully, directed the manager to .'_v'l 
II 
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on July II, 1964 in said coffee shop with respect to each·of said 

defendants and accurately reflect;'> notes made by me at or about the 

time of the occurrence of each of such events: 

1. Defendant Becker. Defendant Becker was seated at 

approximately 6:17 p.m. after having spent a substantial portion 

of zhe preceding two and one quaxcex hours standing or milling about 

'the 'l:vaiting room of the coffee shop or "table-hopping" within the 

table area within said coffee shop, the remainder of time spent by 

her entering or leaving the restaurant premises or standing or 

seat defendant Becker at the earl:Lest possible moment. The manager 

of said coffee shop subsequently advf.s ed me that he had offered 

defendant Becker a seating location of her choice on several 

occasions, but that she had declined to accept any such offer. 

Defendant Bec ker finally was sea t.ed and was promptly served a roll 

and coffee resulting in a cp~rge of 26~. At approximately 6:45 p.m. 

I asked defendant Becker if she desired to order anything further 

and, if not, then to vacate her seat; so that other patrons could be 

acccromcda'ced , many of whom had been patiently awaiting the avail­ 

ability of seating acccmmodations. At approximately 6:50 p.m., I 

asked defendant Becker 'to leave sz.Ld coffee shop. Defendant Becker 

declined to accommodate either of my requests and did not leave 

the ccffee shop until 2.pproximately 7:35 p.m •• 

2. De fendant; Farber. Defendant Farber was seated in 

30 i: \-n::ile in said coffee shop) defendant Farber ordered for himself and 
" ': 

said coffee shop at approximately 4:05 p.m. and remained there 

seated until leaving said coffee shop at approximately 7 :35 p.m •. 

.:;.J._ . 

LY, K:t~jSO:~ 1 QJ:1':~\ : 
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;' 
2.·~~L unidentified female companion three cups of coffee and two donuns ] 

I 
. '-1 

I 
I 
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_~.t: a.pproximately 4:50 p.m., 5:00 I).m., and 6:00 p.m., I asked 
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defendant Farber whether he desired to order anything further and 

stated that if he did not, then we would appreciate if he would 

surrender hf,s seat for other patrons. At appronmately 6 :45 p.m., 

I asked defendant Farber to leave said coffee shop, but defendant 

Farber did not leave the restaurant until approximately fifty 

minutes later. 

3. Defendant Frank. Defendant Frank was seated in said 

coffee shop at approximately 4:06 p.m. and remained in the coffee 

shop until departing at approximately 7:35 p.m.. I advised defend­ 

ant Frank at approximately 4:43 p.m., 5:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. that 

unless he wished something furtl~r from the kitchen, I would 

appreciate if he would leave the restaurant, and at approximately 

r·~o 0.:> p.m., I requested that defendant Frank surrender his seat and 

leave the r estaurarrt . While in the restaurant, defendant Frank 

consumed food and beverages aggregating a charge of 40~. 

4. Defendant Hartford. Defendant Hartford was seated -'- 

in the coffee shop at approximately 4:50 p.m. on July 11, 1964, 

a ft ar having marched with placard. for some time on the sidewalks 

adjacen-t to said coffee shop. Defendant Hartford remained at his 

table until leaving at approximat;;ly 7:35 p.m., and while in the 

r est.auxarrt , defendant Hartford or:lered food and beverages re~ulting 

L n a b-71_-_' c f L.~".~,~. A .•.. appzoxf.mat.e : y 5·?0 p m and 6·00 p m I _ .~ I.. .••.••. '- - L, • _ •• • •• , 

requested tt~t defendant Hartford surrender his table unless he 

desired t.o order further food or beverages, and at 6:50 p.m., I 

r equest.ed that defendant Hartford leave the restaurant._ As stated 

above, defendant Hartford did not leave the restaurant until approxi 

ma t e Ly fifty .mi.nut.es after last b e.Lng requested to leave. 

5. Defendant Shelia Tomlinson. Defendant Shelia Tomlin- 

son C1Tomlinson" herein) was seated in said coffee shop at approxi- 

mace Ly L~: 15 porn. and at 4: 30 p.m. was served one glass of juice, 

defendant Tomlinson ~ s sole order (turing her approximate 3 hours and.1 

15 minutes in said coffee shop . .At approximately 5:00 p.m., 5:20 P.I 
I 
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