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EMPLOYMENT  TAMBORELLI LAW GROUP, Woodland Hills, California 
    Principal, April 2012 to present  
 

Civil Litigation Trial Attorney responsible for representing Private sector 
clients in areas of first party bad faith insurance defense, real estate, 
construction, manufacturing, intellectual property, retail and employment.  
Practice extends to all state and federal trial, bankruptcy and appellate 
courts. 

 
    STONE ROSENBLATT CHA, Woodland Hills, California 
    Special Counsel, March 2008 to March 2012 
 

Civil Litigation Trial Attorney responsible for representing Private sector 
clients in areas of real estate, construction, insurance, manufacturing, retail 
and employment.  Practice extends to all state and federal trial, bankruptcy 
and appellate courts.  

 
    BERGMAN & DACEY, Los Angeles, California 

Partner, January 1995 to February 2008 
Associate, September 1990 to December 1994 

 
Civil Litigation Trial Attorney responsible for representing Government, Public 
and Private sector clients and managing complex multi-party matters. Areas 
of expertise include construction, real property, employment, insurance 
(coverage, contribution and bad faith), commercial, professional liability, and 
general business law.   

 
STONE & HILES, Beverly Hills, California 
Associate, June 1988 to September 1990 
Law Clerk, August 1987 to May 1988 

 
Lead associate responsible for representing major motion picture studio in 
multi-party toxic exposure litigation.  Additional litigation experience included 
general personal injury defense litigation, court trials and arbitrations. 

 
TEXACO USA, Universal City, California 
Intern, August 1986 to February 1987 

 
Drafted and reviewed exploration and development contracts for Land 
Department in areas of Real Estate, Oil and Gas Law. 

 
 
 
 



 
SECRETARY OF STATE, State of Rhode Island 
Assistant to Director of Corporations, Summer 1985 

 
Applied Model Corporations Act to all incorporations of companies 
transacting business in the State of Rhode Island.  Assisted in development 
of standardized Limited Partnership forms. 

 
SENATE MINORITY OFFICE, State of Rhode Island 
Research Assistant and Government Intern, 1982-1984 

 
Analyzed proposed legislation for elected officials with view towards fiscal 
and social impact; significant interaction with various departments.  

 
 
EDUCATION  PEPPERDINE UNIVERSITY SCHOOL OF LAW, Malibu, California 

J.D. May 1987 
      Honors:  American Jurisprudence Award for excellence in  
       International Public Law 
 

PROVIDENCE COLLEGE, Providence, Rhode Island 
B.S., Business Administration, Management Major, May 1984 
Honors:  Dean's List 

 
 
ADMISSIONS State of California   

United States District Court - Central District 
United States District Court - Eastern District 
United States District Court - Northern District 
United States Court of Appeals - Ninth Circuit 
United States Bankruptcy Court – Central District  

 
 
AFFILIATIONS President - Las Virgenes Educational Foundation 
   Executive Board Member - Variety the Children’s Charities  
   Board Member – Variety Boys and Girls Club  
   California Association of Sanitary Agencies  (ret)   
   Valley Industry and Commerce Association (ret) 
   Regional Chambers of Commerce (ret) 
   Association of Trial Attorneys of America (ret) 
   Los Angeles County Bar Association  

Italian American Bar Association 
San Fernando Valley Bar Association (ret) 
 

 
REFERENCES PROFESSIONAL 

 
The Honorable Barbara Scheper 
The Honorable Ronald Bauer 
The Honorable Emilie Elias  
The Honorable Eric Younger (Ret) 



 
ACTIVITIES/PRESENTATIONS 
 

Act as Judge Pro-tem for Los Angeles County Superior Court.  Serve on the 
Executive Committee and Board of Directors of Variety, The Children’s 
Charities. President of Las Virgenes Educational Foundation.  Alumni Mentor 
for the Pepperdine University School of Law. Featured speaker for 
presentations in various venues in the areas of Residential Defects, the 
Anatomy of a Contract, Pre-Trial and Trial discovery tactics and examination, 
False Claims Prosecution and Defense, Elimination of Bias and the Current 
State of Reasonable Accommodation. 

 



 
REPRESENTATIVE OVERVIEW OF MATTERS 



APPELLATE MATTERS 
 

NINTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 
 

Successfully argued as Respondent on Appeal from Eastern District Court ruling 
finding software developer client did not breach non-competition agreement and destruction 
of various developed codes for credit reporting system.  Ninth Circuit agreed with District 
Court that Petitioner’s motion to obtain approximately One (1) Million Dollars in damages 
along with voiding the underlying agreements, failed as a matter of law as Petitioner failed to 
exercise its rights under the agreements by obtaining readily available testimony during the 
Motion hearing and in the alternative, if there were any alleged breaches by Respondent, 
they were not material and had been cured during the cure period.  Obtained costs on 
Appeal.  

 
CALIFORNIA SUPREME COURT  

 
Currently briefing two Anti SLAPP issues that have been accepted by Supreme Court 

after Petition for Review granted.  Trial court ruled Anti-SLAPP applied to claim client 
interfered with renewal of NFL agreement with Public Entity and elected official.  Awarded all 
fees and costs.  Plaintiff appealed and after oral argument Appellate court issued a 
published decision overturning trial court.  Petition for review granted on two issues: 

 
(1) Did plaintiffs' causes of action alleging the breach of and interference with an 

exclusive agency agreement to negotiate the designation and development of a National 
Football League stadium and related claims arise out of a public issue or an issue of public 
interest within the meaning of Code of Civil Procedure section 425.16?  

 
 (2)  Did plaintiffs' causes of action arise out of communications made in connection 

with an issue under consideration by a legislative body?   
 
Oral argument expected in spring 2017 
 

CALIFORNIA APPELLATE COURT  
 

Successfully handled numerous post judgment matters after summary judgment 
and/or jury/court trial.  Prepared and submitted briefing along with presented oral argument.  
Matters involved all areas from decisions that are improper as a matter of law, including 
improper submission of evidence as well as an abuse of discretion. 

 
In Gomez v City of Los Angeles B238765. Carlos Gomez successfully sued City of 

Los Angeles Police department.  A jury awarded plaintiff Carlos Raymond Gomez $180,000, 
the stipulated amount of his past medical expenses, in this negligence action against the 
City based on an automobile accident involving plaintiff and an LAPD cruiser.  No damages 
were awarded, however, for plaintiff's past pain and suffering, or for future medical expenses 
or future pain and suffering.  After the motion for new trial/ addittur was granted, the trial 
court failed to timely enter its order and lost jurisdiction.  On appeal it was successfully 
argued, when the plaintiff's injuries are so severe as to require surgery, medical and hospital 
care in a substantial amount, here $180,000, "it is patently obvious that necessarily and 
inevitably accompanying such injuries, surgery and medical and hospital care were 
substantial pain, suffering, shock and inconvenience."  The judgment was reversed to the 
extent that it awards no damages for plaintiff's past pain and suffering.   

 



 
In Dickerson Associates v. ShinYoung 3670, B232074. Donald F. Dickerson 

Associates, Inc., successfully sued ShinYoung 3670, LLC, for unpaid fees incurred in 
connection with a construction project, but Los Angeles Superior Court Judge John A. 
Kronstadt declined to award attorney fees. He ruled that the fee-shifting provision in the 
parties’ contract would not support such an order. Explaining the reversal, Justice Ashmann-
Gerst wrote: “We cannot imagine what the phrase ‘legal...expense[s]’ would include if not 
attorney fees. At the hearing on plaintiff’s motion, defendant’s counsel suggested that ‘[l]egal 
expense’ could be limited to litigation costs, but we are not convinced. Litigation costs are 
recoverable by a prevailing party as a matter of right….Thus, a contractual provision allowing 
solely for the recovery of costs would be unnecessary, rendering this paragraph ineffectual 
and superfluous….“To the extent the trial court determined that the parties’ agreement was 
not specific enough, we disagree.” 

 
In Conservatorship of the Person and Estate of ARTHUR JAMES SIMS. B27813, in 

representing financial adviser Enright Premier Financial Management, successfully argued it 
did not breach its fiduciary duty by transferring funds based on the instructions of the 
competent spouse even though it was argued this spouse improperly segregated community 
property as separate property in the investment fund.  The Court of Appeal upheld the 
probate court finding there was no breach and the award of all fees and costs incurred in the 
action.   

 
Other matters are available upon request. 
 
 

 



EMPLOYMENT MATTERS 
 

Ongoing representation of various private entity clients in government claims 
for unfair labor practice including wage and hour and ADA compliance. 

 
Represented a multi-national aerospace technology contractor in a claimed 

overexposure to hazardous gamma radiation by a past employee.  The plaintiff alleged 
violations under Labor Code Section 3602(B) (2) to avoid the exclusive remedy of workers 
compensation laws.  Plaintiff alleged the onset of leukemia while his wife alleged loss of 
consortium.  Plaintiff also alleged causes of action for products liability against the gamma 
cell manufacturer and all companies who monitored and tested the radiation detection 
devices.  The claims included negligence, breach of warranty, strict liability, willful and 
malicious misconduct, and fraudulent concealment.  After conducted plaintiff’s deposition, 
and allowed persons most knowledgeable to be deposed, filed a Rule 56 motion for 
summary judgment.  The plaintiff then agreed to dismiss the matter with prejudice in 
exchange for a waiver of attorneys’ fees and costs.  
 

Successfully obtained three separate motions for summary judgment on 
behalf of a corporation and two individual managers who allegedly terminated an employee 
based on race and/or national origin discrimination. The plaintiff also alleged breach of an 
oral contract, breach of a written contract and wrongful termination. The motions for 
summary judgment were based in large part on the admissions obtained from plaintiff during 
his deposition where his testimony failed to support, and/or completely contradicted his 
original allegations. 
 

Obtained summary adjudication of federal civil rights and state claims 
asserted by two female state prison inmates against the Warden, Chief Deputy Warden, and 
several investigators of a state prison located in Northern California.  Both inmates claimed 
the first defendants (and other Dept. of Corrections personnel) coerced the inmates into 
acting as informants, and then retaliated against then when they refused to do so; the 
second inmate asserted that she was placed into administrative segregation and transferred 
to another prison facility when she attempted to assist the first inmate in publicizing her 
plight to the media.  Established that state law statutory immunities protected the public 
sector employees from any common law and state claims, and that neither inmate 
established violations of their federal or Constitutional rights giving rise to a civil rights claim. 
 The plaintiffs did not appeal from the judgment of dismissal that followed the court granting 
our clients’ summary adjudication motion. 
 

Represented a corporation and two of its officers shortly after a trial where it 
appeared that the court improperly found that the officers were individually liable for alleged 
Labor Code violations.  After evaluating the underlying file materials and the trial transcripts 
and filings, filed an extensive motion to have the court vacate its decree and order. Primarily 
argued that individual officers of the corporation could not be considered an employer under 
the Labor Code statutes or the California Code of Regulations. Also documented that the 
law only allows, in very limited circumstances, individual liability of the corporation’s officers 
for the corporation’s contract.  As such, established that all claims against the individual 
officers for these violations had to be dismissed.  The court agreed with the positions 
advanced and dismissed all the Labor Code violations, dismissed all the individual officers 
from the claims of breach of contract and Labor Code violations, and struck the award for 
treble damages. Sought recovery of attorneys’ fees and costs for prevailing on the Labor 
Code claims and during this process also had the Court revisit its trial decisions and overturn 
its prior judgment. As such, a new trial was ordered.  After the ordered new trial, was able to 
effectuate a settlement with the underlying Plaintiff to achieve a fair and just result.  



 
Represented a large non-profit corporation in a workplace harassment claim. 

A spouse of a worker was apparently harassing and threatening co-workers in the workplace 
based on his belief that his spouse was having an affair with a co-worker. Immediately 
sought ex parte relief from the court obtaining temporary restraining orders preventing the 
individual from contacting any of the co-workers. Also worked closely with various law 
enforcement agencies for purposes of obtaining service of process on the individual in order 
to effectuate the temporary restraining order promptly.  Subsequently, at the order to show 
cause hearing, the respondent appeared with counsel who sought to achieve an informal 
resolution without further orders of the court.  Assisted in having our client reach an 
agreement in the judge=s chamber that effectively placed the respondent on probation with 
all due consequences.  Thereafter, the harassment at the workplace ceased. 
 

Represented various employees of a large public school district where a 
fellow teacher was continually filing claims actions against each of them for their refusals of 
his overtures of gifts, vacations, and proposals.  Outlined the various options for our clients 
including a determination of vexatious litigation and/or temporary restraining orders.  It was 
decided to challenge the claims directly with the appropriate pleadings and documentation.  
On behalf of each individual defendant, provided motions to strike and dismiss the claims 
based on Code of Civil Procedure provisions concerning protected activity, privileges under 
the Civil Code and tort immunity under Government Code provisions, as well as arguing any 
claimed damages were not recoverable. Successfully obtained dismissal of the initial action 
and thereafter plaintiff voluntarily dismissed the remaining actions. 
 

Represented a school district and one of its teachers in an action that arose 
out of a dispute of ownership of multiple real estate properties, culminating in an alleged 
assault and battery while on school property. Represented the teacher on the cause of 
action for assault and battery which also alleged punitive damages.  Prior to trial, served a 
small 998 Offer to Compromise, which plaintiff agreed to accept based on the evidence 
obtained through discovery, showing that the assault and battery may never have occurred.  
After nominal settlement, a request for dismissal was filed.  

 
Represented major motion picture studio in multi-party toxic exposure 

litigation. 150 Plaintiffs sued 75 Defendants ranging from chemical manufacturers, motion 
picture developing machine manufacturers and employers for long term life threatening 
diseases and death claims for exposure to various chemicals and asbestosis along with 
allegations of unsafe working conditions to avoid the exclusivity of California Workers 
Compensation laws. 

 
Conducted extensive investigation in the medical, family and employment 

background, amongst other areas, to determine potential causes and effects of alleged 
claims, along with epidemiological studies of other potential contributing factors. 

 
Simultaneously developed information related to prior knowledge of claimed 

medical conditions and retention of counsel.  As a result, the court granted a substantial 
number of Summary Judgments on Statute of Limitations ground and thereafter many 
claims were dismissed and others resolved for much lower amounts.  

 



CONSTRUCTION MATTERS 
 

Ongoing representation for litigating/informally resolving numerous extensive 
construction disputes in both public and private works (multi unit residential and commercial) 
during and at completion of the construction process and as against construction lenders.  
Also successfully resolve multiple commercial and residential construction defect matters on 
behalf of the owner, general contractor and subcontractors. 

 
Represented a school district that sustained a multi-million dollar loss 

regarding mold in a school building after a contractor failed to timely and properly complete 
the terms and conditions of its contract and abandoned the project.  After lengthy 
negotiations with its property insurer and the contractor’s surety bonding company proved 
unsuccessful. Through efficient and effective negotiation, and explaining the district’s right to 
recovery under the policy of insurance, as well as the surety’s bond obligation to complete 
the work, have been successful in recovering 1.4 million dollars to date of  the district’s 
monetary losses.  Remaining 500k to be paid voluntarily. And without filing suit 
 

Represented a large school district in connection with various improvements 
on an existing facility.  The improvement work was bid through the public contract code 
requirements.  The low bidder challenged the award of the contract to the second lowest 
bidder by bringing an ex parte writ of mandate seeking to shut down construction of the 
project.  Prepared opposition papers and appeared in court arguing that the contractor=s bid 
was non-responsive by failing to properly submit mandatory information on its bid submittal 
which deemed the bid non-responsive.  In addition, argued that the contractor=s delay in 
seeking the extraordinary relief from the court would only prejudice the school district if a 
peremptory writ was issued.  The court agreed with position and denied the ex parte claim 
for relief.  Thereafter, the contractor dismissed the petition.  
 

Represented a large private construction company in connection with a new 
public recreational facility and adjoining buildings.  During the course of the project, multiple 
change orders were negotiated and approved for payment.  However, the sums that were 
agreed to be paid in the change orders did not fully compensate our client for all of its 
overhead and extended hours to complete the project.  Was successful in demonstrating 
that the construction contract, while it did identify and purportedly limit the sums allowable 
for a mark up on the change orders, contained certain ambiguities that legally would allow 
additional sums of recovery for the change orders to fully compensate the company for the 
increased costs. Filed a complaint and a demand for arbitration. After reviewing the legal 
briefing and consulting with its own consultants, the public entity agreed with analysis and 
claim presentation.  The owner approved the settlement with our client and the matter was 
concluded, avoiding a costly protracted litigation. 
 

Worked with private multi-state residential, retail and commercial developer in 
redrafting and redefining underlying architectural and  project manager contracts with a view 
towards eliminating inconsistencies, tightening language on standards of care, shifting legal 
responsibilities and required insurance endorsements amongst other items 
 



 
INSURANCE MATTERS 

 
Ongoing representation of clients concerning policy interpretation and 

demands for coverage and indemnification.  Interact with clients’ insurance brokers to obtain 
specific coverages consistent with course of business. 

 
Represented Homeowners who were forced to evacuate their home when 

City water main burst causing evacuation of surrounding area and partial destruction of their 
home. After government claim rejected, promptly filed suit.  Prior to any oral depositions and 
the exchange of damage information, City agreed to pay nearly every cost, totaling over 
$700,000, for the damages incurred. 

 
Represented a large governmental entity during an extended period of time 

who sought recovery for damages to over 300 buildings insured under two separate 
manuscript policies.  Recovered prior to trial in excess of 80 million dollars from various 
carriers under both policies. Tried to jury verdict claims against the remaining carriers 
under one policy with a resulting 14 million dollar verdict and defeat of a counter claim for 
fraud that would have required the return of all policy benefits paid to date. 

 
Represented a public entity employer who was required to defend and 

indemnify an employee in an action involving a claimed assault and battery on a fellow 
employee.  Through targeted discovery and appropriate motions to sever and dismiss, was 
able to effectuate a quick settlement with the plaintiff in a fair and substantially reduced sum 
from the original six-figure demand.  While the parties were never able to fully determine the 
truth and/or veracity of the claims of the altercation, and plaintiff and an extensive medical 
and emotional history, the minimal settlement figure avoided a lengthy trial, as well as 
exposure to punitive damages. 
 

Represented local governmental entity in a declaratory relief and bad faith 
denial of insurance benefits action against primary and excess carrier of a retained 
engineering company that refused to defend and indemnify the client for an action brought 
by the estate of a deceased motorist due to a train collision.  Through the appropriate 
discovery obtained admissions concerning the differing limiting policy exclusions in the policy 
and the endorsements.  Filed a rule 56 motion for summary judgment on the duty to defend 
which was granted.  Parties then entered into a settlement which made the client whole for 
all underlying costs and fees and those incurred in the prosecution of the action against the 
insurance carriers. 
 
 
 
 



 
ATTORNEY ERRORS AND OMISSIONS MATTERS 

 
Represented California based Construction Company that hired counsel in 

Hawaii to set up its business and obtain licenses to perform construction work with many 
insurance carriers after hurricane Inikki.  During the course of a multimillion dollar 
construction contract, the condominium association filed suit concerning the works of 
improvements and payments.  The client hired the same law firm (oldest and largest in state) 
to represent it in the litigation.  The court ruled that based on the proper licensing the client 
would not be entitled to recover any proceeds and was ordered to pay back prior payments 
based on the improper licensing. 
 

Commenced an action in the state of Hawaii against the firm and certain of its 
partners.  After quite contentious pleading practice, was able to direct the matter to a federal 
magistrate and conducting multiple mediation sessions resulting in a favorable settlement for 
the client making it whole. 

 
Represented a law firm and two of its partners for claimed errors and 

omissions in a prior bankruptcy proceeding.  Through specific discovery and admissions, 
was able to file separate motions for summary judgment and adjudication on the fraud and 
negligence claims based on the statue of limitations defense.  The trial court granted the first 
fraud motion which was followed by a grant on the negligence motion.  Plaintiffs appealed. 
The appellate court upheld the trial courts ruling 
 

Handled approximately 30 matters over time that included underlying 
domestic relations, wills and trusts, personal injury defense, bankruptcy, trademark 
infringement, insurance coverage and construction related matters. One matter was 
successfully tried to jury verdict. Of the remaining matters approximately half were able to be 
resolved through the use of dispositive motions. The remaining matters were resolved 
through the settlement process. 
 

Represented the interests of individuals who were ordered by the court to 
show cause why they should not be ordered to pay attorneys’ fees and costs for allegedly 
interfering with the appearance of a witness in a proceeding.  Prepared pleadings and 
declarations and argued that the individuals were not aware of a court order, were not 
available to render compliance with a court order, and any disobedience of an order was not 
willful.  Also challenged the validity and veracity of opposing counsel’s declaration to support 
the order to show cause by providing alternative evidence that the facts as presented to the 
court were inaccurate and unreliable.  After a court hearing on the matter, the court agreed 
and decided that the order to show cause would not go forward. 
 

Represented many clients concerning claims against prior counsel for 
improper billing practices and failures to perform or provide inadequate legal advice resulting 
in overpayment and damages.  Through negotiations with counsel, have been successful in 
reaching favorable resolution of the claims for legal advice and billings below the standard of 
care without resorting to litigation. 



 BUSINESS RELATED CONTRACT MATTERS 
 
Ongoing representation of clients consisting of drafting and negotiating 

commercial and residential lease and purchase contracts.  Participate in informal resolution 
of matters to avoid legal action. 

 
Represented Design Professional against Developer for non-payment.  

Developer claimed contract not signed therefore unenforceable.  Also claimed notified client 
Design Professional to stop work.  After 3 day court trial, Verdict in favor of Design 
professional for breach of contract and unjust enrichment as court found parties performed 
under contract and stop work notice was deficient.  Court awarded costs and interest.  
Matter currently on appeal. 

 
Represented Homeowners Association against claims by Homeowner for 

failure to follow and enforce CC&R’s regarding capital improvements.  After extensive 
litigation and law and motion practice, succeed on the first day of trial having homeowner 
agree to dismiss the lawsuit with prejudice in exchange for a waiver of any future claims and 
nominal sum. 

 
Represented many real estate commercial brokers and agents for alleged 

misrepresentations (intentional and negligent) in the negotiation and execution of leases and 
sale of property.  Successfully obtained judgments or dismissals in favor of clients based on 
lack of actionable statements of opinion and/or reliance. 

 
Represented numerous Landowners in actions for unlawful detainer/breach 

of lease for non-payment of rent.  After limited and directed discovery, file the appropriate 
pleadings to obtain available relief under lease and statute.   

 
Represented financial planner Client in dispute between step children of two 

elderly parents.  Requested at the outset that a stipulation be executed that client would not 
reallocate any investments without a court order and would be bound by any court order.  
Parties refused.  Obtained judgment in favor of financial planner client including all fees and 
costs incurred and all management fees lost during the three years of litigation. 

 
Represented a multi-national corporation that had been sued for malicious 

prosecution. The underlying action involved claims for misappropriation of trade secrets, 
interference with ongoing business relations, and a multitude of other causes of action 
against employees who left the corporation and absconded with manufacturing materials 
and specific processing data.  In response to the malicious prosecution action,  prepared an 
anti-SLAPP motion under Code of Civil Procedure section 425.16 arguing that the 
underlying action was not favorably terminated and was brought for cause and without 
malice.  Also argued that the corporation had an absolute defense of advice of counsel.  The 
court agreed on each point and granted the motion.  The court also entered a detailed ruling 
outlining all of the failures of plaintiffs= counsel and awarded our client the right to seek 
recovery of all attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in litigating the malicious prosecution 
matter. Motion for fees is currently pending. 
 

 
 
 



Represented lessee of 65 year Ground Lease against property owner on 
claims for fraud, accounting irregularities, breach of contract etc., based on claims that there 
was under reporting of base and percentage rent along with improper charges to tenants for 
common area expenses. Counter sued for various claims including allegations of collusion 
with public officials concerning the development of adjoining property. 
 

After completing directed discovery, filed a motion for summary judgment 
seeking to adjudicate the claims on behalf of the client.  While the motion was pending, the 
property owner agreed to settle the matter by providing substantial multi-million dollar 
payments in exchange for a buy out of the remaining term of the ground lease. 
 

Represented a private residential commercial and residential construction 
company and two of its owners in claims brought against it and many other similarly situated 
companies by an insurance carrier who claimed multiple causes of action including Civil 
Rico, Fraud, Collusion and bribery etc. 
 

After completing directed discovery also focusing on a statute of limitations 
defense, filed a motion for summary judgment seeking to adjudicate the claims on behalf of 
the client.  While the motion was pending, the insurance carrier owner agreed to accept a 
minimal sum and enter into a confidential settlement. 
 

Represented a resort client in a dispute with adjoining property owners 
concerning the use of an easement to the facility.  After discovery to defeat a claim of 
overuse and recreating the chain of title back to a land grant from the King of Spain, was 
successful on a summary judgment finding that the easement in dispute was owned by the 
resort and not extinguished by an alleged overuse.  Trial court ruling upheld on appeal.  

 
Represented foreign manufacturer of novelty motorcycle helmets in an action 

brought by a plaintiff for serious head trauma resulting from an automobile accident and 
alleged failure of the helmet.  Prior to having to file a response to the pleading, informally 
produced manufacturing information and arranged for an informal inspection to show that 
the helmet in question was not manufactured by the client.  After a limited declaration was 
supplied obtained a dismissal with prejudice for the client. 
 
 



TRIED TO JURY VERDICT THE FOLLOWING MATTERS: 
 

Premises Liability - represented shopping center owner and major retailer for 
slip and fall resulting in orthopedic surgery and future surgery.  Jury awarded 25% 
comparative fault of plaintiff and resulting monetary verdict of 1/3 of settlement demand just 
prior to trial. 
 

Slope failure - represented up hill property owner in the Hollywood Hills.  The 
uphill property owner cross-claimed against the downhill property owner for comparative 
fault.  The verdict resulted in finding of comparative fault of the downhill property owner 
resulting in an award in a sum which had been previously refused by the downhill property 
owner as a settlement. 
 

Breach of contract, fraud, interference with contract - represented the plaintiff 
in an action against a supplier of various chemical products to eliminate mold who had 
obtained the customer list and tried to sell direct.  After a summary adjudication finding of 
the clients exclusive worldwide contract rights, obtained mid six figure jury verdict in favor of 
client and finding of punitive damages. 
 

Breach of Bailment et al - represented the operator of a parking system 
located at an upscale Beverly Hills retail establishment for claim that a quite expensive and 
unique automobile was stolen from the lot.  Learned that the vehicle had a gray title and 
stolen parts and equipment.  Worked with the local police officials, DMV and NTSB.  
However during trial court disallowed this evidence and jury awarded a minimal sum to 
plaintiff as compared to what was claimed the value of the vehicle.  Trial error was not 
appealed based on limited amount of exposure. 
 

Attorneys Errors and Omissions - Represented a bankruptcy trustee and his 
partner in an action for fraud and negligence by claiming that the lawyers were disqualified 
from prior representation and required to disgorge all payments based on a failure to 
disclose a conflict of interest.  During the trial was able to convince the judge that alleged 
high six figure damages were not proven related to any claims of the attorney’s failures.  As 
such the court limited closing argument damages to 35,000.  Jury found no fraud or 
individual liability and awarded the plaintiff 11,000 dollars. 
 

Insurance Coverage/Earthquake Damage/ Repairs - after six years of 
extensive litigation tried for 8 months an action for recovery of repair costs to government 
buildings under current code and for bad faith denial of policy benefits.  Defeated a cross 
action by insurers for fraud.  On directed verdict eliminated the fraud claim.  Jury did not find 
bad faith against the two remaining primary carriers but did return a verdict for approximately 
11 million dollars.  After phase 2 of the trial, the court precluded further evidence of the 
remaining 21 insured properties and other rights of recovery under different policy 
provisions.  
 

Public Construction Contract Breach - tried to jury verdict a claim by a 
contractor for improper termination from a public works project.  Prosecuted a cross action 
for breach of contract and false claim violations.  Defeated contractor’s claim for breach of 
the implied warranty of correctness of plans and specification.  Jury found each side 
breached the contract and did not find any false claims.  Matter was appealed, argued and 
partially published. Petition to Supreme Court granted and opinion de-published as contrary 



to existing law concerning loss of bonding capacity claims in public works. 
 
Auto Collision – tried to jury verdict as Plaintiff counsel auto accident claim 

against the City of Los Angles and the Los Angeles Police Department.  Collision resulted in 
brain injury and resulting craniotomy.  Based on conflicting police officer deposition 
testimony, City stipulated to liability prior to trial and medical specials. Matter proceeded on 
issues of causation and damages.  Verdict in favor of Plaintiff on causation and damages.  
Matter successfully appealed on damages.  Remanded with instructions and ultimately 
settled.  

 
First Party Bad Faith – tried to jury verdict as Defense counsel major fire loss 

claim against national insurance carrier.  Based on multiple pretrial motions eliminated fraud 
claims against brokers and agents along with elder abuse cause of action.  After four week 
jury trial, resolved matter pending jury deliberation on phase two of trial.  
 




