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JONATHON D. HALLIN 

LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 

601 E. Front Ave., Suite 303 

Coeur d’Alene, Idaho 83814 

Telephone: (208) 666-4102 

Facsimile: (208) 666-4112 

Email: jhallin@lukins.com 

ISB# 7253 

 

Attorneys for Defendant 

 

 IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

 FOR THE DISTRICT OF IDAHO  

 

SEAN WOLTHERS, an individual, on 

behalf of himself and all others similarly 

situated. 

 

 Plaintiffs, 

 

 vs.  

 

BILL’S HEATING AIR APPLIANCE 

REPAIR, LLC, an Idaho limited liability 

company, 

 

Defendant. 

Case No. 20-CV-504-CWD 

 

ANSWER 

 

 

 

 

 

Defendant, BILL’S HEATING AIR APPLIANCE REPAIR, LLC, answers and responds 

to the Plaintiff’s Fair Labor Standards Act (FLSA) Verified Collective Class Action Complaint 

(“Complaint”) as follows: 

1. Defendant denies each and every allegation contained within the Complaint that is 

not otherwise admitted herein. 

2. Defendant admits the allegations contained within Paragraph 1.1 
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3. Defendant denies the allegations contained within Paragraph 1.2. 

4. Defendant admits that it is a limited liability company formed and existing under 

the laws of the State of Idaho, and qualified to transact business within the states of Idaho and 

Washington. Defendant further admits that its principal place of business is located in Kootenai 

County, Idaho. Defendant finally admits that its members are Nathan Norman and Matt Sullivan, 

and that its Registered Agent is Nathan Norman. The balance of the compound allegations are 

conclusions of law for which no response is required. To the extent the Court deems a response 

necessary, Defendant denies the balance of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 1.3. 

5. Defendant admits the compound allegations set forth within Paragraph 1.4. 

6. Defendant is without sufficient information or belief to admit or deny the 

allegation contained within Paragraph 1.5 and therefore denies the same. 

7. Defendant admits the allegations contained within Paragraph 1.6 

8. Paragraph 2.1 does not contain any new allegations against the Defendant and 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the Court deems a response necessary, 

Defendant denies the allegations to the extent previously denied herein. 

9. Defendant admits the allegations contained within Paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3. 

10. Defendant denies the allegations contained within Paragraph 2.4. 

11. Defendant admits the compound allegations contained within Paragraphs 2.5 and 

2.6. 

12. Defendant admits that Plaintiff Wolthers’ primary work schedule was Monday 

through Friday. Defendant denies the balance of the compound allegations set forth in Paragraph 

2.7. 

13. Defendant admits that during his term of employment, one of the Plaintiff 
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Wolthers’ compensation rates was set at $22.50 per hour plus 6% commission. Defendant admits 

the balance of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 2.8. 

14. Defendant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 2.9. 

15. Defendant is without sufficient information or belief to admit or deny the 

allegations set forth in Paragraph 2.10 and therefore denies the same. 

16. Defendant admits that during his employment, Plaintiff Wolthers was able to 

observe other employees in the performance of their job duties. Defendant denies the balance of 

the compound allegations set forth in Paragraph 2.11. 

17. Defendant is without sufficient information or belief to admit or deny the 

allegations set forth in Paragraphs 2.12 and 2.13 and therefore denies the same. 

18. Defendant admits that it has adopted standard and uniform policies, practices and 

procedures that apply to its various employees, one of which deals with “meal/rest periods.” 

Defendant admits that it requires that every employee take a 30 minute break for every 6 hours 

worked by the employee. Defendant denies the balance of the compound allegations set forth in 

Paragraphs 2.14 and 2.15. 

19. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraphs 2.16, 2.17, 2.18, 

2.19, 2.20, 2.21, 2.22, 2.23, 2.24 and 2.25. 

20. Paragraph 3.1 does not contain any new allegations against the Defendant and 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the Court deems a response necessary, 

Defendant denies the allegations to the extent previously denied herein. 

21. Defendant denies the allegations in Paragraphs 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 (and all 

sub-paragraphs thereto), 3.5, 3.6, 3.7, 3.8, 3.9., 3.10, 3.11 and 3.12. 

22. Paragraph 4.1 does not contain any new allegations against the Defendant and 
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therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the Court deems a response necessary, 

Defendant denies the allegations to the extent previously denied herein. 

23. Defendant admits that it is an employer, and that Plaintiff is one of its former 

employees. Defendant further admits that its annual gross revenues exceed $500,000. Defendant 

denies the balance of the compound allegations set forth in Paragraph 4.2. 

24. Paragraphs 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 state conclusions of law for which no response is 

necessary.  

25. Defendant denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, 4.9, 4.10, 

4.11, 4.12 and 4.13. 

26. Paragraph 5.1 does not contain any new allegations against the Defendant and 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the Court deems a response necessary, 

Defendant denies the allegations to the extent previously denied herein. 

27. Defendant admits the allegations set forth in Paragraph 5.2. 

28. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraph 5.3. 

29. Paragraph 5.4 states a conclusion of law for which no response is necessary. 

30. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraph 5.5 (the first 

paragraph with the heading 5.5). 

31. The second paragraph with the heading 5.5 sets forth a conclusion of law for 

which no response is necessary. 

32. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraphs 5.6 and 5.7. 

33. Paragraph 5.8 states a conclusion of law for which no response is necessary. 

34. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraph 5.9 and 5.10. 

35. Paragraph 5.11 states a conclusion of law for which no response is necessary. 
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36. Paragraph 6.1 does not contain any new allegations against the Defendant and 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the Court deems a response necessary, 

Defendant denies the allegations to the extent previously denied herein. 

37. Defendant denies the allegations set forth within Paragraphs 6.2, 6.3, 6.4, 6.5, 6.6, 

6.7, 6.8, 6.9 and 6.10. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 Defendant, BILL’S HEATING AIR APPLIANCE REPAIR, LLC, requests the following 

relief: 

A. That Plaintiff’s request for certification of the collective class be denied; and 

B. That Plaintiff’s Complaint be dismissed, with prejudice, and that he take nothing 

thereunder; 

C. Such other relief as the Court deems just and proper under the circumstances. 

 DATED this 1ST day of December, 2020. 

 

      LUKINS & ANNIS, P.S. 

 

     By: /s/ Jonathon D. Hallin    

       JONATHON D. HALLIN 

       Attorneys for Defendant 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1ST day of December, 2020, I filed the foregoing 

Answer electronically through the CM/ECF system, which caused the following parties or 

counsel to be served by electronic means, as more fully reflected on the Notice of Electronic 

Filing: 

Kammi M. Smith (kms@winstoncashatt.com) 

Scott A. Gingras (sag@winstoncashatt.com) 

 

 SIGNED:  /s/ Jonathon D. Hallin  
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