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8. NCFM was established in 1976 to examine how sex discrimination adversely affects males in 

military conscription, child custody laws, parenting rights, domestic violence services, family law, 

paternity laws, criminal sentencing, public benefits, education, occupations that are not 

traditionally male (nursing, school teachers, etc.), and other areas.  NCFM assisted the California 

Legislature in enacting legislation to protect men from paternity fraud, and helped overturn 

unconstitutional laws that discriminated against male victims of domestic violence in California in 

Woods v. Horton (2008) 167 Cal.App.4th 658.  NCFM members were the prevailing appellants 

and attorney in the landmark California Supreme Court case of Angelucci v. Century Supper Club 

(2007) 41 Cal.4th 160, which held that women, people of color, gays and lesbians, and other 

groups that California businesses discriminated against based on protected personal characteristics 

did not have to first assert their right to equal treatment to an offending business in order to have 

standing to sue for unlawful discrimination under California's Unruh Civil Rights Act.      

9. NCFM has organizational standing because NCFM members would otherwise have standing to 

sue in their own right, the interests NCFM seeks to protect are germane to NCFM's purpose and 

neither the claim asserted, nor the relief requested, requires the participation of individual NCFM 

members in this lawsuit.  NCFM's   membership is comprised mostly of males, many of them ages 

18-25 or who will be age 18-25 at some time relative to this lawsuit and the relief it seeks, and 

many of whom have children or other loved ones who are male and are ages 18-25, and all of 

whom are members of NCFM because they support equal treatment of males and females.       

10. Plaintiff Lesmeister is an 18-year-old male resident and U.S. citizen residing near Houston, Texas.   

Lesmeister is in the age group required by Defendants to register for the military draft and has 

recently registered for the military draft as is required of him as a male.    
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members with the same housing and medical benefits as it provides its male members. Frontiero 

discusses America's long and unfortunate history of sex discrimination, Id. at 684 - 687, which 

NCFM and many other equal rights organizations seek to end.  Justice William J. Brennan Jr., in 

announcing the judgment of the Court, compared the military's unequal treatment of men and 

women regarding housing and medical benefits to be another example of this country's unfortunate 

tradition of treating people unequally based on their sex, finding that "Traditionally, such 

discrimination was rationalized by an attitude of "romantic paternalism" which, in practical effect, 

put women, not on a pedestal, but in a cage."   Id. at 684. 

DECLARATORY RELIEF 

23. Plaintiffs re-allege each allegation set forth above.   

24. There exists an actual, present, and justiciable controversy between Plaintiffs and Defendants 

concerning the rights of Plaintiffs and the duties of Defendants concerning the conduct described 

herein.    

25. This controversy is ripe for judicial decision, and declaratory relief is necessary and appropriate so 

the parties may know the legal obligations that govern their present and future conduct.   

COUNT ONE: VIOLATION OF FIFTH AMENDMENT  OF THE UNITED STATES 

CONSTITUTION 

26. Plaintiffs re-allege each allegation set forth above.   

27. The above-mentioned conduct by Defendants violates the rights of Plaintiffs to equal treatment 

based on sex under the Fifth Amendment of the United States Constitution.  

COUNT TWO: VIOLATION OF FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT OF THE UNITED STATES 

CONSTITUTION 

28. Plaintiffs re-allege each allegation set forth above.   




