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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

California Advocates for Nursing Home Reform and California 

Continuing Care Residents Association, Inc., have no parent corporations.  

They have no stock, so no publicly held company owns 10 percent or more 

of their stock.
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REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMICI CURIAE BRIEF 

Pursuant to Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 29(a), California 

Advocates for Nursing Home Reform (“CANHR”) and California 

Continuing Care Residents Association, Inc. (“CALCRA”) respectfully 

seek leave to file the concurrently submitted amici curiae brief in support 

of Plaintiffs/Appellants.1 

CANHR is a non-profit organization dedicated to improving the 

choices, care, and quality of life for California’s growing elderly 

population.  Through direct advocacy, community education, and litigation, 

CANHR supports and educates seniors about their rights and remedies 

under the law.  CANHR also sponsors legislation to protect residents of 

assisted living and continuing care retirement communities (CCRCs).  Such 

individuals constitute a large and growing number of the individuals 

CANHR represents.   

CALCRA is a non-profit organization dedicated to representing 

California seniors who live in CCRCs.  CALCRA’s mission is to ensure 

the quality of life and financial security of CCRC residents throughout the 

state.  CALCRA is the voice of CCRC residents before the providers who 

                                      
1 On July 23, 2019, Appellees informed CANHR and CALCRA that they 
do not assent to CANHR and CALCRA appearing as amici curiae. 
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own and manage CCRCs, the state legislature, and government oversight 

agencies.  Since 1995, CALCRA has supported and been involved in the 

drafting and passage of over 20 pieces of legislation dedicated to enhancing 

and defending residents’ rights, including the legislation at issue on this 

appeal. 

California Health & Safety Code § 1792.6 requires CCRCs to 

maintain financial reserves to ensure that CCRCs will be able to repay 

resident funds CCRCs hold in trust.  The district court held that residents 

lack standing to enforce § 1792.6 unless they can show that the CCRC is 

unable to repay its debts as they become due.  CANHR and CALCRA have 

a strong interest in ensuring that Article III is not interpreted to deny CCRC 

residents standing to sue to enforce their substantive, statutory right to 

protection of their life savings and peace of mind.   

This appeal directly impacts over 25,000 Californians who live in 

CCRCs, and whose interests CANHR and CALCRA represent.  The 

disposition of this appeal also could have far broader ramifications for this 

constituency, as the standing rule articulated by the district court could 

impact retirement benefits under ERISA and other statutes or contracts with 

minimum-funding requirements.  See, e.g., Lockheed Corp. v. Spink, 517 

U.S. 882, 887 (1996) (quoting Nachman Corp. v. Pension Benefit Guaranty 
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Corp., 446 U.S. 359, 375 (1980)) (noting that ERISA’s purpose is to 

“‘make as certain as possible that pension fund assets [will] be adequate’ to 

meet expected benefits payments” and that “[t]o increase the chances that 

employers will be able to honor their benefits commitments—that is, to 

guard against the possibility of bankrupt pension funds—Congress 

incorporated several key measures into ERISA. Section 302 of ERISA sets 

minimum annual funding levels for all covered plans …”). 

CANHR and CALCR have a unique perspective on the law and 

context at issue and believe that their amicus brief will be helpful to the 

Court in resolving the standing issues, as it presents the perspective of tens 

of thousands of people impacted by the decision at issue and examines the 

broader standing implications raised by the appeal.  No counsel of any 

party to this proceeding authored any part of the attached amicus brief.  No 

party or party’s counsel, nor any person other than CANHR, CALCRA and 

their members, contributed money to the preparation or submission of this 

brief. 

For all these reasons, and as further detailed in the attached brief, 

CANHR and CALCRA respectfully request that this Court grant their 

motion to file the accompanying amicus brief. 
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Dated: July 26, 2019 Respectfully Submitted,  

 BRAUNHAGEY & BORDEN LLP 

 
By:  /s Matthew Borden                                    
       Matthew Borden 

 
Attorneys for CANHR and 
CALCRA 
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