
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 

 

SUFFOLK, ss. SUPERIOR COURT DEPARTMENT 

 CIVIL ACTION NO.  

 

       

      ) 

STAR WASTE SYSTEMS,   ) 

LLC and ATLAS GROUP LLC  )  

      ) 

  Plaintiff,   ) 

      ) 

 v.     ) 

      ) 

ALLIED WASTE SERVICES OF MA, )  

LLC d/b/a REPUBLIC SERVICES  ) 

      ) 

 

COMPLAINT 

 

PARTIES 

 

1. The Plaintiff, Star Waste Systems, LLC (“Star”), is a Massachusetts limited liability 

company organized under the laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts with its 

principal place of business at 686 Manley Street, West Bridgewater, Massachusetts. 

2. The Plaintiff, Atlas Group LLC (“Atlas”), is a Massachusetts limited liability company 

organized under the laws of Massachusetts with its principal place of business at 223 

Harvard Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts. 

3. Defendant, Allied Waste Services of MA, LLC d/b/a Republic (“Republic”), is a limited 

liability company organized under the law of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts with a 

principal place of business located at 155 Federal Street, Suite 700, Boston, Massachusetts.  

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. This Court has jurisdiction over the matter pursuant to G.L. c.231A as this is an actual 

controversy between the parties concerning legal rights and obligations arising under the 
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Republic Contract and the enforceability of relevant provisions.  Specifically, Atlas is a 

customer of Republic and Star received a cease-and-desist letter, dated July 3, 2025, from 

Republic demanding that Star cease any contact with Republic customers and accusing 

Star of intentionally interfering with Republic’s contractual and business relations.  

5. Venue is proper in this Court under G.L. c. 223, sec. 8, as the parties conduct business in 

Suffolk County and the dispute has arisen in this jurisdiction.  

FACTS 

6. Star and Republic are both engaged in the business of commercial and residential waste 

hauling and removal.   

7. In or around July 1, 2025, union employees of Republic initiated a widespread labor 

strike which has continued through today.   

8. During the strike, Republic has materially breached the Republic Contract with its 

customers in numerous municipalities and business districts leading to a significant, 

unsafe and unsanitary buildup of trash in public and private areas.  

9. The buildup of trash in public and private ways, streets, alleys can be seen throughout 

cities and municipalities.  See Photos, Exhibit 1.  

10. On September 26, 2023, Atlas entered into the Republic Contract for waste removal 

services at 1578 Beacon Street, Brookline, Massachusetts.  See Contract, Exhibit 2.  1578 

Beacon Street is an 8 unit residential building that houses 32 people including 2 children.  

Atlas is the property manager for 1578 Beacon Street.   

11. Since July 1, 2025, Republic has materially breached the Republic Contract with Atlas 

through not providing waste removal services.  As a result, garbage has piled up at the 

property.  See Property Photos, Exhibit 3.  The property now has rodents and a terrible 
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stench because of the garbage.  Neighbors have begun to complain to the residents and 

Atlas about the rodents and stench.  Certain tenants have now threatened to withhold rent 

because of the trash piling up, rodents and stench.  Atlas’ reputation is now becoming 

impacted because of the negative publicity regarding its management of 1578 Beacon 

Street.  The garbage piling up is a nuisance and is dangerous to the children at the 

property.  

12. Because of the trash piling up, Atlas is now subject to citations from the Town of 

Brookline and the Health Department. 

13. Republic’s customers, including Atlas, have contacted Star to request waste removal 

services because of Republic’s material breach of the Republic Contract.  Star, in 

response to the customers’ requests, has sought to offer waste removal services to certain 

businesses and individuals currently under contract with Republic who are no longer 

receiving timely or adequate waste removal services.  

14. In response, Republic sent Star a cease-and-desist letter dated July 3, 2025 (“Republic’s 

Cease & Desist Letter”).  See Republic’s Cease & Desist Letter, Exhibit 4.  Republic’s 

Cease & Desist letter claims that Star, through attempting to provide services to 

customers in desperate need of waste removal, is “exposing these customers to potential 

liability for breach of their existing contracts with Republic.”  Republic also claims that 

Star in intentionally interfering with Republic’s contractual relations.   

15. Republic has taken the position with its customers that Paragraph 18 (c) of the Republic 

Contract allows Republic to materially breach the Republic Contract without 

consequences to Republic but with tremendous exposure to its customers.  See Email, 

Exhibit 5.  Apparently, Republic believes that it can materially breach the Republic 
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Contract, allow unsanitary and dangerous conditions to exist and, when its customers 

seek to rectify the terrible situation through hiring alternative waste removal services, 

Republic can assess significant liquidated damages against its customers pursuant to 

Paragraph 14 of the Republic Contract.     

16. Republic has materially breached the Republic Contract because it is unable to fulfill its 

end of the bargain by providing timely and adequate waste removal.  

17. Paragraph 18 (c) of the Republic Contract does not provide for indefinite non-

performance nor does it prohibit customers from seeking alternative services during 

prolonged disruptions in service.   

18. Paragraph 18 (c) of the Republic Contract, under the heading “Miscellaneous”, contains 

the following language, in small font, buried in a long paragraph: 

Except for Customer’s obligation to pay amounts due to Company, any failure or 

delay in performance due to contingencies beyond a party’s reasonable control, 

including strikes, riots, terrorist acts, compliance with Applicable Laws or 

governmental orders, fires and acts of God, shall not constitute a breach of this 

Agreement. 

 

19. Paragraph 14 of the Republic Contract states: 

 

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES. If Customer terminates this Agreement before its 

expiration for any reason other than Company’s breach (or if Company terminates 

this Agreement due to Customer’s non-payment), Customer shall pay Company an 

amount equal to the average Charges from Customer’s last 6 invoices multiplied by 

the lesser of (a) six months or (b) the number of months remaining in the Term. 

Customer acknowledges that in the event of such a termination, actual damages to 

Company would be uncertain and difficult to ascertain, such amount is the best, 

reasonable and objective estimate of the actual damages to Company, such amount 

does not constitute a penalty, and such amount is reasonable under the 

circumstances. Any amount payable under this paragraph shall be in addition to 

amounts already owing under this Agreement. 
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20. Star and Atlas dispute the broad applicability of Paragraphs 18 (c) and 14 of the Republic 

Contract to the current circumstances and believe that Republic’s position is legally 

unsupported.  

21. Without a judicial determination of their rights, Star and Atlas face legal uncertainty and 

potential exposure to liability (Star for servicing Republic’s customers and Atlas for 

terminating the Republic Contract).        

COUNT I 

DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

(Star and Atlas v. Republic) 

 

22. Star and Atlas repeat and reallege paragraphs 1 through 22 above as if fully set forth 

herein.  

23. An actual controversy exists between the parties regarding the interpretation and 

enforceability of Paragraph 18 (c) and Paragraph 14 of the Republic Contract which is 

being used by Republic to prevent its customers--through the threat of severe liquidated 

damages--from seeking desperately needed waste removal services.   

24. Paragraph 18 (c) of the Republic Contract broadly states: 

Except for Customer’s obligation to pay amounts due to Company, any failure or 

delay in performance due to contingencies beyond a party’s reasonable control, 

including strikes, riots, terrorist acts, compliance with Applicable Laws or 

governmental orders, fires and acts of God, shall not constitute a breach of this 

Agreement. 

 

25. Paragraph 14 of the Republic Contract states: 

 

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES. If Customer terminates this Agreement before its 

expiration for any reason other than Company’s breach (or if Company terminates 

this Agreement due to Customer’s non-payment), Customer shall pay Company an 

amount equal to the average Charges from Customer’s last 6 invoices multiplied by 

the lesser of (a) six months or (b) the number of months remaining in the Term. 

Customer acknowledges that in the event of such a termination, actual damages to 

Company would be uncertain and difficult to ascertain, such amount is the best, 

reasonable and objective estimate of the actual damages to Company, such amount 

Date Filed 7/15/2025 9:57 AM
Superior Court - Suffolk
Docket Number 



does not constitute a penalty, and such amount is reasonable under the 

circumstances. Any amount payable under this paragraph shall be in addition to 

amounts already owing under this Agreement. 

 

26. Star and Atlas dispute the broad applicability of Paragraphs 18 and 14 of the Republic 

Contract to the current circumstances and believes that Republic’s position is legally 

unsupported.  

27. Republic has caused severe service disruptions that impact public health.  

28. Republic is in material breach of the Republic Contract.   

29. Republic cannot prevent its customers, such as Atlas, from seeking alternative waste 

removal services, and Republic cannot lawfully prevent Star from servicing impacted 

clients such as Atlas.  

30. Star and Atlas are entitled to a judicial declaration that: 

a. The labor strike affecting Republic does not excuse Republic’s prolonged non-

performance; 

b. Republic’s clients are not contractually barred from terminating the Republic 

Contract due to the strike and are not subject to liquidated damages; and  

c. Star is not committing tortious interference by offering or providing waste 

removal services to clients previously served by Republic.  

31. A declaratory judgment will resolve this legal uncertainty and guide the conduct of the 

parties in a lawful and fair manner.  
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COUNT II 

TORTIOUS INTENTIONAL INTERFERENCE WITH ADVANTAGEOUS  BUSINESS 

RELATIONS 

(Star v. Republic) 

32. Star and Atlas repeat and reallege paragraphs 1 through 31 above as if fully set forth 

herein.  

33. Star has existing and prospective advantageous business relationships with various 

customers who are or were under contract with Republic for waste collection services. 

34. Star has engaged in lawful and fair competition by offering its services to clients of 

Republic who are no longer receiving regular or adequate waste removal. 

35. Republic has actual knowledge of these business relationships and Star’s legitimate 

efforts to provide services to customers in need.  

36. Republic has intentionally and improperly interfered with Star’s  business relationships 

by falsely informing customers that they are prohibited from terminating their contracts, 

and will be liable for liquidated damages or legal penalties if they the Republic Contract 

and engage Star. 

37. These threats and misrepresentations are made not for a lawful or proper purpose, but to 

intimidate customers, suppress competition, and preserve Republic’s market share despite 

its inability to provide contracted services.  

38. Republic’s interference is not justified by any legitimate contractual right.  

39. As a direct and proximate cause of Republic’s conduct, Star has suffered damages in the 

form of lost business opportunities, reputational harm, and lost profits.  

40. Republic’s actions were willful, intentional, and undertaken with malice for Star’s 

business interests.  
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COUNT III 

BREACH OF CONTRACT 

(Atlas v. Republic) 

41. Star and Atlas repeat and reallege paragraphs 1 through 40 above as if fully set forth 

herein.  

42. Atlas and Republic entered into the Republic Contract. 

43. As set forth above, Republic has breached the Republic Contract. 

44. As a result of the breach, Atlas has suffered damages. 

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs Star and Atlas prays that this Honorable Court: 

 

1. Enter a declaratory judgment in favor of Star Waste Systems, LLC and Atlas Group LLC 

stating that: 

 

a. The strike does not constitute an event excusing Republic from performance 

under the Republic Contract; 

b. Republic’s clients, including Atlas, may lawfully terminate or rescind the 

Republic Contract due to Republic’s material breach and not be subject to 

liquidated damages; and 

c. Star is not liable for tortious interference by accepting or soliciting business from 

such clients. 

2. Award damages to Star and Atlas; and 

 

3. Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.  
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

STAR WASTE SYSTEMS, LLC 

 

By its Attorneys, 

 

/s/ Ronald W. Dunbar, Jr.  

       

Ronald W. Dunbar, Jr., BBO #567023  

Jaffar Bari Shiek, BBO #711916  

DUNBAR LAW PC 

One Boston Place, Suite 2600  

Boston, MA 02108  

dunbar@dunbarlawpc.com  

shiek@dunbarlawpc.com 

617-244-3550 

 

Dated: July 15, 2025 

and ATLAS GROUP LLC
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EXHIBIT 2 
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EXHIBIT 3
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EXHIBIT 4
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EXHIBIT 5
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