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Mural Unveiled at
Burbank Courthouse

A mural commissioned by the San Fernando Valley Bar Association will be dedicated at the Burbank Court
on Friday, September 12.  The mural is prominently displayed in the staircase in the entrance of the court-
house.

The Burbank Mural is the third of four murals donated to the Valley courthouses in commemoration of
the SFVBA’s 75th Anniversary.  Murals at the Sylmar Juvenile Court and San Fernando Courthouse were
unveiled in 2002 and the final mural to be placed at the Van Nuys Courthouse East is near completion and
will be unveiled later this year.

“The goal of the Mural Project is to beautify our local courts and enhance community respect for the law,”
proclaims SFVBA President Steve Holzer.  “The murals will inspire the public and our profession for years to
come.”

San Francisco sculptor and muralist Horace Washington was inspired by the art deco architect of
Burbank’s historic city hall and the area’s rich history in the aviation industry.  According to Washington,
“the public may recognize the wings and stone mosaic floating above Lady Justice and the zigzag pattern at
the bottom of the mural from city hall.
The two planes are going through time,
from the past to the present.”

Washington’s work includes numerous
projects in a variety of materials for pub-
lic facilities in northern California includ-
ing the International Longshoremen’s
&Warehousemen’s Union mural/sculp-
ture, the Northern Police Station
Sculpture, the Martin Luther King
Swimming Pool Tile Murals, and the
Plaza East ceramic tile and painted mural.
Horace was commissioned to produce a
work of art at the Metro Blue Line’s
Vernon Station in Los Angeles, which was
awarded a design excellence award by the
National Endowment for the Arts.

Vast Training
Scheduled For October 7 and 8

The SFVBA has scheduled two trainings for volunteers participating in the VAST Project. The two-hour
trainings will take place on October 7 and 8 at the Marvin Braude Constituent Service Center, Van Nuys.  The
second evening’s program will be a repeat of the first.

VAST is scheduled for October 20 to October 31, 2003 at the Van Nuys Courthouse.  All thirteen civil bench
officers have committed to participate.  Two pairs of defense and plaintiff's attorneys are assigned to serve as
settlement officers in each courtroom each day.  In addition, Department A has been set aside for three days

to handle complex matters:  Medical Malpractice (October 28), Employment (October 29), and Construction Defect (October 30).
The VAST Project began in 1994 as a joint effort of the San Fernando Valley Bar Association and the Los Angeles Superior Court to help the court

reduce its backlog of cases.  That first year, 300 volunteer attorneys disposed of 975 cases, saving the courts an estimated 4,000 trial days.  Since
then, VAST has been conducted from time to time as requested by the court. 

There are still openings to volunteer for attorneys who have at least five years experience practicing law.  To schedule a convenient date to vol-
unteer, please contact Rosie at (818) 227-0490 ext. 100 or Rosie@sfvba.org.

Members will enjoy a
night of camaraderie
and entertainment at
the SFVBA's
Installation Dinner on
September 20 at the
Warner Center
Marriott.The evening
features comedian Bob

Marley, a veteran of The Tonight Show
with Jay Leno, Late Night with David
Letterman, Comedy Central and more.
Marley impresses audiences with his sig-
nature style: the ability to find the
underlying comedy in everyday life.
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We specialize in areas you don’t ...
and in returning your satisfied clients to you.
Proving you can have your cake and eat it, too.

important part of our job is sustaining their
allegiance to you.

So if you have a client who has needs in any
one of the areas listed above—we have years
of in-depth experience in every one of them—
don’t hesitate to give us a call.

You can be sure that we’ll give your clients
excellent service.

And then we’ll send them back to you.

Lewitt, hackman, Shapiro, Marshall & Harlan
A Law Corporation

16633 Ventura Boulevard, Eleventh Floor • Encino, California  91436 • (818) 990-2120 • FAX (818) 981-4764
Info @lewitthackman.com • www.lewitthackman.com

Sometimes the best way
to keep a client

is to send them to us.

Sometimes the best way
to keep a client

is to send them to us.

R           eferring a client can make attorneys
nervous. Expose them to another firm? Maybe
to never see them again? Forever?

Not when you refer them to Lewitt, Hackman.
For thirty years, referrals have been an

important part of our practice. That’s why, when
we receive referrals, we adhere to two key
principles. First, we consider them your clients,
on a loan to us. And second, we believe that an
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With credit to Bob Hope, the foregoing seems like an appropriate title. This is my
last President’s message; your next Bar Notes will feature the first message from
President Jim Felton for the 2003-2004 fiscal year of the Bar.

Regarding the 2002-2003 fiscal year that ends September 30, I can report that the Bar
closes the year as we began—in very good shape. In spite of the sour economic climate
and unprecedented budget crisis California has faced during this time period, the Bar
has prospered.

Our Membership remains at or near its all-time high of 2,100. The Bar will end the
fiscal year, as we have ended fiscal years in much better economic times, in the black.
Most significantly, the financial performance of the Lawyer Referral and Information
Service continues to improve dramatically; we have every expectation that LRIS will
close this fiscal year in the black as well.   

My overriding goal for the past year has been simply to leave the Bar in as good shape
as I found it when the year began. While Liz Post, Michele Morley, Linda Temkin and
the rest of the Staff obviously deserve the real credit for the fact that this goal has been
accomplished, I do take credit for at least being smart enough to allow them to do their
superb jobs with minimal interference from me.

I have consistently found that this Bar fosters among its Members the virtues of civil-
ity, camaraderie and commendable professionalism. I look forward to being an active
part of such Membership for many years to come.

“THANKS FOR THE MEMORIES”

JACK TRIMARCO & ASSOCIATES
POLYGRAPH/INVESTIGATIONS, INC.

9454 Wilshire Blvd. 6th Floor
Beverly Hills, CA 90212

(310) 247-2637

1361 Avenida De Aprisa
Camarillo, CA 93010

(805) 383-8004

email: jtrimarco@aol.com

Former Inspector General Polygraph Program
Office of Counter Intelligence
U.S. Department of Energy.

Jack Trimarco, President
Former Polygraph Unit Chief

Los Angeles, F.B.I. (1990-1998)

CA. P.I. #20970

Member Society of Former Special Agents
Federal Bureau of Investigation
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LAWYERS’ MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY   3110 West Empire Avenue, Burbank, CA 91504

Investigate Lawyers’ Mutual.

Call us directly at (800) 252-2045.

Find us at www.lawyersmutual.com

Email us at lmic@lawyersmutual.com

Over 15 11 carriers have withdrawn from the California market. Will your carrier be next?

The changes in the marketplace are troubling. It is an unknown future.

Non-renewals are commonplace. Some carriers can’t secure

sufficient reinsurance to operate their professional liability programs.

A major carrier was recently declared insolvent. Other carriers have been

downgraded by A.M. Best. Severe underwriting restrictions

are now being imposed. Rates are not certain.
It’s all very unsettling.

Insure With Lawyers’ Mutual.
Secure Your Future.

Are You Ready?

25

Looming In Your Horizon?
Is A Malpractice Insurance Crisis

Be prepared. Be informed.
      Lawyers’ Mutual Policyholders are . . .
         . . . and have been for the past 25 years

Is A Malpractice Insurance Crisis
Looming In Your Horizon?

Are You Ready?

Secure Your Future.
Insure With Lawyers’ Mutual.
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I think I lead a simple life.  I have a home-office for my real
estate and business litigation practice and a good reputation as
an “AV” rated attorney.  I volunteer endless hours to the Boy
Scouts of America, particularly but not only as Chairman of the
local Council’s Jewish Committee on Scouting.  My current avo-
cation is backpacking and hiking to places of immense beauty
and awe. I have a wonderful marriage of many years and two
bright, well-mannered, happy children. I don’t go out of my way
to bother anyone. I live in a modest neighborhood. I have bal-
ance in my life.

So why is it that the new neighbor who moved in behind us
singled me out for annoyance and aggravation by erecting an
addition to his existing fence, raising its height to 10 feet 8
inches (I measured it), and creating the feeling of living within
ghetto walls?

One can only imagine the range of emotions I felt as a real
estate litigator!  “I know my rights!  That fence is a private nui-
sance!  (Civ. Code §3481; Code Civ. Proc. §731)  It may even be
a Spite Fence! (“Any fence or other structure in the nature of a
fence unnecessarily exceeding 10 feet in height maliciously
erected or maintained for the purpose of annoying the owner or
occupant of adjoining property is a pri-
vate nuisance.”  Civ. Code §841.4).
I know, I’LL SUE!”

Then I had second thoughts. The
words, “judicial restraint” came to mind,
but not in the constitutional law sense.
Maybe I should restrain myself, not fly off
the handle and not seek injunctive relief
immediately to abate this nuisance.
(From litigating these cases, I know only
too well that neighbor disputes are sec-
ond in emotion only to family law cases
and partnership disputes, and costly,
without the ability to recover attorney
fees.)

I chose another tack.  More like,
“Physician, heal thyself,” I said, for no
one in particular to hear, “Litigator, heel
thyself.”  

I looked online, marveling at the con-
venience and the wonder of the Internet.  I
found the FAQ page of the Los Angeles
Department of Building and Safety’s website
(http://www.ladbs.org/FAQ/faq.htm)
and there was the answer:

“A permit is required for a masonry or
concrete fence over 3’6” in height, and
for a fence of any other material over
10’0” in height. Please note that even

though a permit may not be required, [one] must still
comply with the requirements of the LA Zoning Code.”

“In most residential areas, fences are limited to 3’6” in
height in the front year and 6’0” in the side and rear
yards. Depending on lot size and location, the height
limit may be increased to 8’ for the side and rear yards.
The regulations can be found in Section 12 22 C 20 (f) of
the LA Zoning Code.”

I gathered up my friendliest demeanor and went to see the
neighbor, armed with this information. The “man of the house”
was not at home, so I was told by an adult daughter.  I said, “I
think we have a problem with the fence.”  “I will have my father
call you.”  “OK, here is my card [gotcha] with my contact infor-
mation on it.”

Later, the neighbor called me. I told him his fence couldn’t
be over 8 feet as far as I was concerned, and I explained what I
had found on the above website.  He agreed to remove the addi-
tion to the fence that made it too high.  I was elated. I confirmed
the conversation in writing.

BY DAVID I. KARP

Establish A Non-Profit
Foundation For Your Client

Quickly      Affordably      Simply

For whatever charitable purpose your client desires 
or in memory or honor of a loved one.

Our knowledge and experience allows us to accurately 
complete most applications for tax-exempt charitable status in
less than a week.  This enables your clients to receive their
tax-exempt status within the shortest possible time frame.

If your client would like to establish a non-profit organization
and thinks it may qualify, contact our office for a free initial
consultation.

Marshall A. Glick
attorney at law
6345 Balboa Blvd. Ste. I-300

Encino, CA 91316

(818) 345-2223
http://www.glicklaw.com

Also,   
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And then I waited. And waited. A month passed.  No
change.  Back to the website I went.  I found that for viola-
tions, one could simply call 888-LA-4-BUILD to register a
complaint.  I did so.  I spoke to a friendly person in Code
Enforcement.  She looked up the address.  She found that the
permitting process for the recent reconstruction had not been
completed, and she said, in essence, “I will have our inspec-
tor go out right away.  Because the permits are not fully
signed off, he can go anywhere on the property, and I will tell
him to look out for the over-height fence.  You don’t need to
give me your name; it’s not necessary.”

I went camping for the Memorial Day weekend. I
returned and on my voicemail was the neighbor saying he’d
spoken to his contractor and the fence addition would come
down this week. And it did.

The neighbor never said that the building inspector
caused this result, but I know that’s what happened. End of
Story. Judicial restraint on my part and success in the ulti-
mate goal of getting the neighbor under control and the fence
nuisance abated.

Correction
In the July/August cover story New Board of Trustees
Nominated, Trustee candidate Robert Schaap was repre-
sented as a business law attorney. Mr. Schaap is an intel-
lectual property lawyer. The SFVBA regrets the error.

David I. Karp has a real estate and business litigation
practice in Van Nuys, is listed in the Martindale Hubbell
Bar Register of Preeminent Lawyers and can be reached at
(818) 781-1458.
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LA: Litigation Accounting

If you need expert advice in the areas of litigation support, forensic accounting or bankruptcy, look 

to Hemming Morse, Inc. We offer professional consulting in such areas as accounting malpractice, construction,

business valuation, intellectual property, fraud investigations and bankruptcy. So whenever you need world-

renowned litigation expertise, contact Hemming Morse, Inc.

Hemming Morse, Inc.
Certified Public Accountants • Litigation and Forensic Consultants

2815 Townsgate Road • Westlake Village, CA 91361 • www.hemming.com

EXPERTS IN LITIGATION SUPPORT, FORENSIC ACCOUNTING AND BANKRUPTCY

To learn more, contact Maryellen Sebold:
• 805.381.0500
• seboldm@hemming.com

Immigration Attorneys Needed
The HIV & AIDS Legal Services Alliance,

Inc. (HALSA) provides free direct legal services
to the approximately 45,000 people living with
HIV and AIDS in Los Angeles County. Services
are provided on a broad range of issues
including housing, healthcare access, benefits,
testamentary, insurance, discrimination,
employment, immigration, and confidentiality
and disclosure. HALSA utilizes a multi-faceted
service delivery model comprised of staff attor-
neys, a pro bono panel, a law student clinical
program, prevention and education program,
and an outreach program.

HALSA is in particular need of pro bono
immigration attorneys. Immigration services
include family petitions, adjustment of status,
HIV waivers, NACARA, asylum, naturalization
and disability waivers. For further information,
please contact Laurie Aronoff, Director of
Volunteer Programs, at laronoff@apla.org or
(213) 201-1492.
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BY DEBORAH S. SWEENEY & DAVID B. SCHAFFER
While the days of the Internet craze are over, legal

issues surrounding the Internet abound. The law of the
Internet continues to evolve as decisions addressing
issues such as cybersquatting and trademark disputes
involving domain names form the fabric of the new legal
world. The times may be a-changin’, but the squatters
and domain name thieves of yesteryear are still being
taken to task. The following is a review of some of the
latest in Internet-related issues:

Mosley v. Victoria's Secret

The issue...well, has anyone ever heard of the trade-
mark "Victoria's Secret"? In this case, Victoria's Secret
brought a trademark infringement and dilution action
against a mom and pop novelty store that originally
started operating under the name "Victor's Secret" and
later under "Victor's Little Secret."  While the Western
District of Kentucky originally granted summary judg-
ment in favor of Victoria’s Secret, the defendant
appealed.  

The Court of Appeals found that the Federal
Trademark Dilution Act ("FTDA") unambiguously
requires a showing of actual dilution (rather than mere-
ly a "likelihood of dilution") by objective proof of actu-
al injury to the economic value of the mark.  The Court
looked to the text of the FTDA, which provides that the
owner of a famous mark is entitled to injunctive relief
against another person's commercial use of a mark or
trade name if that use "causes dilution of the distinctive
quality" of the famous mark.  Based upon this literal
interpretation of the FTDA, the court held that the
Victoria's Secret failed to establish that its mark, albeit
famous, was actually diluted.

Pinehurst, Inc. v. Wick

In this matter, Pinehurst, Inc. ("Plaintiff"), owner
and operator of the famous Pinehurst Resort, filed suit
against Defendants Brian Wick and American
Distribution Systems, Inc. ("Defendants") alleging viola-
tion of the Anticybersquatting Consumer Protection Act

(“ACPA”), 15 U.S.C. §1125(d), and
the FTDA, 15 U.S.C. §1125(c).
Plaintiff's suit arises out of
Defendants' allegedly unlawful regis-
tration and use of Internet domain
names that are identical or confus-
ingly similar to Plaintiff's federal
service marks.  

Defendants had a unique busi-
ness model.  In 1999, Defendants
registered 3,000 to 4,000 domain
names, many of which were confus-
ingly similar to some of the most
famous marks in the country.
Defendants have registered approxi-
mately seven percent of the Fortune
500 company names as domain
names.  Defendants have also regis-
tered 250 domain names similar to
well-known law firms "in order to
mess with attorneys because
Defendants feel lawyers are the bio-
logical parents of big-business and
the U.S. Constitution has never made
a mortgage payment for a lawyer."

In 2000, Defendants spent
approximately $42,500 to register
additional domain names, renew
prior registrations, and transfer exist-
ing domain names to a new register.

Please call Judicate West 
for further information or 

to schedule a hearing
818-708-1529
310-407-5333 Alternative Dispute Resolution

Century City • Pasadena • Santa Barbara • Santa Ana
and other convenient locations throughout California

www.adjudicateinc.com
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As of September 2002, Defendants owned approximately
8,000 domain names and have owned as many as approx-
imately 10,000 domain names in the past.  Of those
domain names, approximately ninety-nine percent are
"coms" and roughly twenty percent correspond to names
or marks of established corporations. Defendants sold sev-
eral of their registered domain names to companies look-
ing to match their domain names with their corporate
identities. Approximately ninety-five percent of
Defendants' corporate income has been generated through
the sale of generic domain names and out-of-court settle-
ments with parties threatening legal action. In 2000,
Defendants earned approximately $187,000 from the sale
of their domain names.

The Court found Defendants' express purpose in regis-
tering the domain names of distinctive and famous marks
is to "mess" with corporate America, including golf facili-
ties.  The court noted that Defendants were involved in
several proceedings regarding their practice of registering
domain names and that each proceeding resulted in a find-
ing that Defendants acted in bad faith.  Despite these
adverse rulings, Defendants continued their unlawful
activity of registering domain names similar to protected
marks.  The Court also pointed out Defendants' recalci-
trance was further evidenced by their conduct in the case
at bar.  On two separate occasions after the filing of
Plaintiff's suit, Defendants registered additional domain
names similar to Plaintiff's service marks.  Defendants also
registered domain names similar to the firm name of
Plaintiff's legal counsel.  In sum, the Court found that
Defendants demonstrated an unwillingness to comply with
the requirements of the ACPA and therefore awarded
Plaintiff statutory damages in the amount of $50,000 per
domain name, for a total of $100,000.

Women to Women, Inc. v. Woman to Woman, Co.

Plaintiff, Women to Women, Inc. owns and uses in con-
nection with its business a federally registered trademark
for the term “Women to Women” (the “Women to
Women” mark).  Plaintiff sells various health care prod-
ucts that are offered by, and sold under the brand of,
Women to Women.  Defendant, Woman to Woman, Co.,
was using a name nearly identical in sound, meaning and
appearance to the mark owned by Plaintiff in conjunction
with the sale of progesterone cream under the name,
“Woman to Woman”.  As of March 18, 2003, Defendant
continued to sell its products from its Internet website,
www.womantowomanco.com.

While the Court granted an injunction against
Defendant's continued use of the mark in connection with
its domain name, the magistrate judge was unpersuaded
that Plaintiff demonstrated its entitlement to further relief
in the form of an order directing transfer of Defendant’s
Internet domain name to Plaintiff.  Citing Interstellar
Starship Servs., Ltd. v. Tchou, 304 F.3d 936, 940, 948 (9th
Cir. 2002), the Court explained, "[t]he Court of Appeals
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Attention All Lawyers
Need Office Help?

Receptionist
Filing Clerk

Calendar Clerk
Document Manager
Litigation Assistant
Paralegal Secretary

Paralegal

Here’s what our paralegal graduates can do
after 400 hours of intensive job training . . .

• Perform legal research, legal analysis, case
briefings, Shepardizing, and draft memoran-
dums.

• Draft complaints, answers, interrogatories,
special interrogatories, discovery documents
and prepare responses (constructed full text
pleadings as well as form pleadings).

• Draft motions, including Motion for Summary
Judgment and prepare trial notebook.

• Perform initial client intake and other organi-
zational duties pertaining to a busy law prac-
tice.

• Substantive knowledge in the areas of family
law, bankruptcy procedures, transactional law
(contracts, entertainment, intellectual proper-
ty), employment law, and criminal/constitu-
tional law.

• Hands-on experience in working with litigants
as a result of an intensive Externship Program
with local self-help legal clinics.

Teaching Opportunities
We are currently seeking experienced paralegal

instructors (attorneys) in the following areas:
Family Law

Probate Litigation

Los Angeles Valley College
Extension Program
5800 Fulton Avenue

Valley Glen, California 91401
(818) 947-2320 (phone)

(818) 947-2930 (fax)
Goldmaa@lavc.edu (email)

www.lavc.edu (website)

for the Ninth Circuit has observed that 'only upon prov-
ing the rigorous elements of cyber-squatting under the
[ACPA, 15 U.S.C. §1125(d)] have [P]laintiffs success-
fully forced the transfer of an infringing domain name.'”
Here, the Court held that Plaintiff made “no cogent
argument that these 'rigorous elements' (which include
a “bad faith intent to profit from [a] mark,” as measured
by a nine-factor test, see 15 U.S.C. §1125(d)(1)(A)(i) &
(B)(i)) have been satisfied."

In sum, while the Internet bubble may have popped,
the issues pertaining to domain names and trademarks
as they relate to the Internet are still alive and well.
Courts continue to expand the rights of trademark own-
ers and afford them greater protection for their marks,
the creation and development of which require a great
deal of time, effort and money.  However, so as not to
over-protect trademarks by requiring parties to simply
hand over domain names to which trademark owners
may not entitled, Courts appear to be upholding the rig-
orous requirements of the ACPA, FTDA and other relat-
ed domain-name regulations.

Deborah S. Sweeney is the Chair of the Intellectual
Property Department at Michelman & Robinson, LLP.
She is also the Chair of the IP-Internet Law Section of
the SFVBA, and serves as a member of the Board of
Trustees for the SFVBA.  David B. Schaffer is an associ-
ate at Michelman & Robinson, where he practices cor-
porate and IP law.  He received his JD and MBA from
Pepperdine University.

DIRECTOR VCLF OF SFVBA 1980 - 2001

CHAIRMAN SFVBA WORKER'S COMPENSATION

UCLA LAW SCHOOL, 1971

FORMER TRUSTEE OF SFVBA

20% REFERRAL FEE PAID PER STATE BAR RULES 

SECTION SINCE 1987

  

William J. Kropach
WORKERS’ COMPENSATION

STATE CERTIFIED SPECIALIST

818-609-7005, EXT. 25
http://home.earthlink.net/~wkropach

Use our free

Job Listing Form

inside this issue!

Service is Free!

Certified Tax Law Specialist, CPA
Representation before the IRS, Franchise Tax Board, State
Board of Equalization and other government agencies in
audits and other controversies.  Income and estate tax

preparation and planning, tax opinion letters, transactional
planning, and other tax related matters.

Michael D. Daniels
Certified Specialist in Taxation, Board of Legal Specialization, 

State Bar of California
20700 Ventura Blvd., Ste. 227,Woodland Hills, CA 91364

(818) 227-5648
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The September column is where I annually provide a year in review
of LRIS.  This year has been eventful and successful; we have received
close to $225,000 in percentage fees.  This is the highest amount that we
have ever recorded and translates into $1.5 million in legal fees earned
by our LRIS panel.  We have adopted new LRIS Rules that we worked on
for over two years; developed and are using a new LRIS membership
application form; placed our LRIS signs in new court locations; used
radio public service announcements to promote LRIS; and received grant
money to produce six Legal Forum cable television shows this fiscal year.

The SFVBA Board of Trustees authorized the expenditure of addition-
al funds to market the LRIS.  We are working on an LRIS website inde-
pendent of the SFVBA site which will be used by the public to obtain
useful information and obtain Internet referrals.  We are exploring the
concept of limited representation (unbundled) services.  In July, we held
a very successful seminar with Sue Talia, a Certified Family Law special-
ist and nationally recognized expert and author on limited scope repre-
sentation.  Thirty-nine attorneys and Commissioner Mark Weiss attended
the presentation and engaged in a lively discussion with Sue.  The
Judicial Council is formalizing and promoting limited representation and
the public is demanding this option.  We intend to be ready when the
time is right to provide this program to the public and our panel mem-
bers.

My focus for the coming year is to continue and expand the market-
ing of LRIS to the community.  This will involve a concerted effort to dis-
tribute our Legal Forum productions to Los Angeles County libraries,
schools, and other select locations.  We hope to do this in DVD and tape
formats.  I want to experiment with new avenues of advertising and mar-
keting of the LRIS.  For example, I am developing posters that can be
placed in prime locations.  LRIS staff will undergo further training to
insure that our screening meets the expectations of our panel members.

On a personal note, I recently co-authored an article for the ABA
Dialogue publication on the LRIS practice of including a personal inter-
view in the application process.  In the article, I noted that the personal
“interview is …an excellent way to establish a working relationship
between the attorney and LRIS.  The (interviewed) attorneys always men-
tion that they appreciate the opportunity…(I)t also shows that LRIS is seri-
ous about insuring the quality of the panel.  In my view, this snapshot of
the attorney is worth a thousand words on a written application form.”  I
want to be perfectly honest with you in this year-end report.  I have been
thinking a great deal recently about honesty and how lying is such an
accepted practice today.

I am going to do my small part for truth by telling you that the number
of referrals we are making this fiscal year is less than last.  I will also point
out that the quality of the referrals has been quite good, as our percentage
fees are the highest that we have ever achieved.  This means that our
panel members have earned more legal fees than ever from LRIS referrals.
However, the amount of money earned by panel members is not a satis-
factory counter to the fact referrals are down in number if not quality.  For
one thing, I want the public to benefit from referrals to our highly com-
petent panel members.  In the coming year LRIS staff must work very hard
and increase the number of individuals that we refer to our panel mem-
bers.  A truly successful year requires the number of referrals to insure that
all panel members have been referred matters.  In fact several referrals per
member would be best.  We did not achieve that this year.  We always
tell panel members that we do not guarantee the number of referrals they
will receive.  But it is also always my intention that each member is going
to have a quantity of referrals that justifies their membership in LRIS.  This
is the truth, as I know it.

MEDICAL MALPRACTICE
TRIAL LAWYERS

PARTY ARBITRATORS

FOX & FOX
LAW CORPORATION

Contact:  James E. Fox (Hastings 1979)

Valley’s Premier Plaintiff’s Firm Since 1968

CITIBANK TOWER
VENTURA AND SEPULVEDA
15233 VENTURA BLVD. STE. 1111
SHERMAN OAKS, CA 91403

(818) 986-4494

jfox@lawyers.com

REFERRAL FEES PAID PER STATE BAR RULES
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Whenever I go to the doctor, it gives me added insight on
how clients should be treated. I recently had an opportunity to
visit the doctor due to problems with my hip. I had two very dif-
ferent experiences. 

My first experience was with the X-ray lab. I had X-rays taken
over six months prior and needed to have them sent to the
orthopedic surgeon. The person who answered the phone told
me that they no longer kept hard copies of X-rays. Rather, they
are stored electronically on their computer. As we spoke, she
printed the X-rays to film and then asked me if I would like to
have them delivered to my doctor. At no time did she ask for an
additional fee for this fantastic service. In all, it was an extreme-
ly pleasant experience.

A week later, when I went to see orthopedic surgeon, I had a
completely different experience. It took an hour and five min-
utes for the surgeon to even see me. During this time, I waited
in a large reception room that was packed with a ton of people

and extremely old magazines. (It was obvious that he was over-
booking his patients.)  I also waited quite a while in the exam-
ination room. (Sitting in an examination room waiting for a
doctor is a nerve racking experience for me.) When the doctor
finally saw me, he offered no apology for making me wait. He
hardly examined my hip. Rather, he took a quick look at the X-
ray and watched me walk about three steps. His instant diagno-
sis was a severe case of arthritis. When I tried to get some infor-
mation about my condition, he said, “You’re stuck.” When I
asked him what could be done in a situation like this, his
response was that I should wait until I am 50 until I have my
first hip replacement. He offered no alternate course of treat-
ment, no potential alternate diagnosis and, ultimately, no hope.
His parting remark was that I should come see him in ten years
for hip replacement “if he was still around.”  This showed me
not only a lack of caring, but also an inattention to my chart. If
he wanted me to wait till I turned 50 for a hip replacement, and
he said that would happen in ten years, that means he thought

I was 40. While I would certainly like to be
40, it was obvious that he had not taken
time to read or consider even the most
basic information on my chart. Obviously,
this was an unacceptable situation on
many levels. 

While there are certainly some differ-
ences between the treatment of medical
patients and legal clients, it strikes me that
there are a number of similarities.  Both are
essentially “customers” of professional
services. They are relying upon their doc-
tor or lawyer for a certain level of atten-
tion, treatment and, ultimately, profession-
alism.

My good experience with the X-ray lab
and my bad experience with the orthope-
dic surgeon caused me to consider the fol-
lowing points when dealing with clients:

Use Technology. I was extremely
impressed with the way the X-ray lab used
technology to provide extra value to our
relationship.  To be able to locate my X-ray,
print it, make arrangements to have it sent
to the doctor, all during the time I was on
the phone, was impressive. As lawyers, we
can use technology to add a little extra
value to our client relationships as well.
This may mean using a website that

My Visit To The Doctor
BY DAVID R. HAGEN
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includes special areas for clients or finding additional ways to
communicate with clients via e-mail. (I recently went to a sem-
inar on how to communicate with current and former clients
by email and how this additional, very cheap, communication
can add to a firm’s bottom line.) Technology is a wonderful way
to deliver information to clients.  It is also a way that, with very
little effort, extra value can be delivered to the attorney-client
relationship.

Try to Never Make Them Wait. Clients are essentially con-
sumers of legal services. We don’t always have to win for them,
although we put pressure on ourselves to do so. What we
always need to do is treat them well. It does not make sense to
ever make a client wait. Certainly a client’s time is as important
as that of the professional. A client’s time should be respected.
Occasionally, it is impossible not to make a client wait for a
short period of time. In those instances, we should offer pro-
fuse apologies. If I am ever running late, my staff tries to let a
client know exactly how long or how late I might be. We also
offer to re-schedule the appointment or, in some cases, even
offer a small discount in fees for making them wait. Certainly,
with the busy schedules that we have, it is occasionally neces-
sary to make a client wait.  However, to make them wait often,
or for a long period of time, is simply rude and unprofessional.

Feel Their Pain. I believe that clients want their profession-
al to empathize with their position. Certainly, they hire us to
give them a clear and calculating analysis of their situation and
how best to move forward.  However, I believe that clients also
want us to “feel their pain.”  If a client is confronted with a sit-
uation that seems unfair, I think they want us to acknowledge
that it seems unfair while at the same time giving them an hon-
est appraisal of their situation. Simply telling them “they’re
stuck” is not really the type of professional assistance that I
think clients are looking for.

Offer Alternate Solutions and Some Reasonable Hope.
Clients look to us to give them a number of possible solutions.
Just as one would expect a doctor to offer several different pos-
sible modes of treatment, clients look to us for alternate solu-
tions. By way of example, at my firm, we try to offer solutions,
short of bankruptcy, even to a client who comes to us for rep-
resentation in a bankruptcy matter. These alternate solutions
are not always the best solution to the problem. However, I
believe clients appreciate having the various alternatives
explained to them.  Sometimes, it even helps “sell” them on the
solution you feel is best. It is unlikely that a client will choose
the second or third alternative which we might provide.
However, they do appreciate the ability to consider the widest
array of alternatives.

Ultimately, clients, like patients, are customers. We should
consider how we would like to be treated as a customer of
expensive and, in many cases, complicated legal services.  Most
of us treat our clients extremely well.  However, your next trip
to the doctor might cause you to consider how you might
enhance your relationship with your clients.

Dave Hagen is a principal at Merritt & Hagen. The firm’s
practice focuses on representing individuals and small
businesses in bankruptcy. He speaks to attorneys often on
the areas of bankruptcy, the marketing of legal services,
and the practice of law. He welcomes your comments to
this series of essays.

THE FOLLOWING JOINED THE SFVBA IN JUNE AND JULY 2003:

Michael Bergfeld
230 S. Orchard Drive 
Burbank, CA 91506
(818) 843-1852 Fax (818) 843-1548
barrister88@aol.com
Litigation, State Bar Certified Specialist:
Appellate Law

Alan J. Carnegie
Law Offices of Alan J. Carnegie
23975 Park Sorrento Suite 227
Calabasas, CA 91302
(818) 222-4035 Fax (818) 222-4065
acarnegie@carnegielaw.com
Construction Law

Mark G. Cunningham
Law Offices of Mark G. Cunningham
20350 Ventura Boulevard Suite 110
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
(818) 999-9205 Fax (818) 999-1284
mcunningham@mgclawyer.com
Insurance Defense

Alan M. Goldberg
P.O. Box 56622 
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
(818) 448-4392
amgold@justice.com
Appellate: Civil, Family Law

John D. Hardy
Zuckerman & Hardy
9558 Swinton Avenue 
North Hills, CA 91343
(818) 891-4048 Fax (818) 891-6825
jhardyk@aol.com
Torts, Wills & Trusts

Randy S. Kravis
Law Office of Randy Kravis
3815 McLaughlin Avenue Suite 211
Los Angeles, CA 90066
(310) 428-6191 Fax (310) 636-0144
rands106@aol.com
Criminal Appeals and Writs

Don E. Lanson
Greenberg & Bass
16000 Ventura Blvd. Suite 1000
Encino, CA 91436-2730
(818) 382-6200 Fax (818) 986-6534
dlanson@greenbass.com
Business Law

John D. Laurie
Gertz & Laurie
18321 Ventura Boulevard No. 860
Tarzana, CA 91356
(818) 345-0123 Fax (818) 776-0892
johndlaurie@aol.com
Civil

Janna Kerry Lowenstein
Robert E. Lowenstein, Jr., APC
15315 Magnolia Boulevard Suite 402
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403
(818) 905-6611 Fax (818) 789-1375
jklowenstein@yahoo.com
Social Security

Frederick Lurie
Law Offices of Michael D. Daniels, ALC
20700 Ventura Boulevard Suite 227
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
(818) 227-5648 Fax (818) 227-9648
frederick@michaelddaniels.com
Taxation Law

Tamar Ouzounian
Law Offices of Tamar Ouzounian
21601 Erwin Street Suite 200
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
(818) 598-3519 Fax (818) 598-3519
legalroyalty@yahoo.com

Lisa M. Pacione
3822 Pelona Vista Drive 
Lancaster, CA 93536
(661) 266-4447 Fax (661) 266-3570

Robert A. Reed
Law Offices of Robert Reed
15501 San Fernando Mission Blvd. No. 311
Mission Hills, CA 91345
(818) 365-6445 Fax (818) 365-6448
rob@rrbbs.com
Personal Injury, Workers’ Compensation

Alan G. Saler
Law Offices of Alan G. Saler
17040 Magnolia Boulevard 
Encino, CA 91316
(818) 379-9789 Fax (818) 379-9554
alansaler@covad.net
Litigation, Mediation

Sergei Shevchenko
P.O. Box 18292 
Beverly Hills, CA 90209
(310) 614-5862 Fax (323) 908-4119
sergi@cwnet.com
Immigration & Naturalization

Stacy West
Lewitt, Hackman, Shapiro, Marshall &
Harlan
16633 Ventura Blvd. 11th Floor
Encino, CA 91436
(818) 990-2120 Fax (818) 981-4764

Jesus L. Zuniga
Law Offices of Jesus Zuniga
43545 17th Street West Suite 503
Lancaster, CA 93534
(661) 942-8800 Fax (661) 942-2913
zunigalaw@aol.com
Bankruptcy, Family Law, Personal Injury
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Your client, a seller of consumer goods, comes to
you and shows you a lawsuit brought by the cus-
tomer to whom your client sold certain goods.  It
turns out the goods are counterfeit - something your
client was not aware of, nor was the vendor from
whom your client bought the goods or the vendor
that sold the goods before that.  Thus, there is a
proverbial line up the food chain,” all of whom are
now embroiled in litigation from the end user.  (For
ease of reference, lets call the original seller Party A,
and each party thereafter Party B, C, D, and E, the
end user). 

Each of the parties alleges that it did not know
that the goods were counterfeit.  Yet, California
Commercial Code Section 2607 provides, in perti-
nent part, that the seller of counterfeit goods is
absolutely liable to the party to whom the goods
were sold.  Let’s also presume that even if liability
extended all the way down the line, there are varying
degrees of collection issues which could make a deep
pocket party more economically responsible,

notwithstanding what the law says about who is
actually responsible.

For economic reasons, your client (Party D)
decides to settle with the end user (Party E) and pays
a settlement number (presume $120,000).  Your
client (Party D) then reaches an agreement with
Party B to pay a portion of the settlement amount
(presume $30,000).  However, Party B will only pay
if the settlement is approved by the court as a good
faith settlement.  Party B does not want to pay
money to anyone without knowing that it will extri-
cate itself from further litigation.  Party D brings a
motion for good faith settlement to approve the set-
tlement, and Party C objects.  Party C claims that
since Party B has absolute liability to Party C,
$30,000 is about $90,000 less than Party B’s total lia-
bility.   

If you’re not lost so far, what does the trial court
do?  The court has to decide whether Code of Civil
Procedure Sections 877 and 877.6 were intended to

BY JAMES R. FELTON

Saturday, September 20, 2003
Warner Center Marriott Hotel

21850 Oxnard Street,
Woodland Hills, CA

Validated Self Parking

Cocktail Attire and Black Tie Optional

Call (818)227-0490, ext. 105 for reservations.

Wine Compliments of Greenberg & Bass

6:00 pm  Cocktail Reception

7:00 pm  Dinner and Installation Ceremony

8:30 pm  Renowned Comedian Bob Marley
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apply to such a situation.  Code of Civil
Procedure Section 877.6 provides in
pertinent part that:

(a)(1) Any party to an action
wherein it is alleged that two
or more parties are joint tort-
feasors or co-obligors on a
contract debt shall be entitled
to a hearing on the issue of the
good faith of a settlement
entered into by the plaintiff or
other claimant and one or
more alleged tortfeasors or co-
obligors.... 

In Far West Financial Corporation
v. D & S Company, Inc. (1988) 46
Cal.3d 796, 251 Cal.Rptr. 202, the
California Supreme Court noted that
the good faith settlement provisions of
Section 877.6 were “intended to further
two separate objectives: (1) the encour-
agement of settlements and (2) the
equitable allocation of costs among
multiple tortfeasors.”  (Id. at 810.)   Yet,
should the desire to encourage settle-
ments overcome what would appear
relatively plain language found in
California Commercial Code Section
2607? 

In Kohn v. Superior Court (1983)
142 Cal.App.3d 323, 191 Cal.Rptr. 78,
the First District, Division Three, had
to consider whether Section 877.6
would apply to bar an indemnity claim
involving successive tortfeasors.  In
Kohn, a real estate brokerage
(Associated Realty), its managing bro-
ker (Kohn) and a salesman
(Rosenbledt) (hereinafter collectively
the “Real Estate Defendants”) were
sued regarding alleged non-disclosures
involving a fire and subsequent repair
of a home.  Kohn was the trustee of the

The SFVBA invites members to submit
articles for Bar Notes.  Articles should
be educational in nature, and can be
tailored for the new practitioner or
experienced lawyer.  The typical arti-
cle is 800 to 1,200 words in length,
and contains no footnotes.  Articles
can be submitted electronically to
epost@sfvba.org.  For additional guide-
lines, contact Liz Post at (818) 227-
0490 ext. 101.
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trust that owned a residence (“Premises”) in South
San Francisco.  Kohn entered into a contract to sell
the property to the plaintiffs.  While in escrow,
Associated Realty ordered a structural pest control
inspection by defendants Baxter Horn and Horn Pest
Control (“Inspection Defendants”).  (Id. at 325.)
Farrell Construction Company (“Farrell”) per-
formed construction repairs to the Premises after the
fire.  

After the sale was complete, plaintiffs began
experiencing moisture problems and then learned,
for the first time, of the fire and related repairs.  The
plaintiffs sued all defendants alleging misrepresenta-
tion as to the Real Estate Defendants and negligent
repair and inspection as to Farrell and the Inspection
Defendants.  The Real Estate Defendants cross-com-
plained against Farrell and the Inspection
Defendants for total and/or partial indemnification.
(Id. at 326.) 

Shortly before trial, the plaintiffs entered into a
settlement with Farrell and the Inspection
Defendants who, as part of the settlement, sought
confirmation that the settlements had been made in
good faith.  (Id. at 326.)  The trial court granted the
motions and the Real Estate Defendants filed a writ
of mandate.  The Court of Appeal denied the writ. 

The question in Kohn was whether the successive
tortfeasors could utilize the provisions of Sections
877 and 877.6 to bar the Real Estate Defendants from
seeking indemnity.  The Court, in denying the writ,
made two distinct but extremely important determi-
nations to the issues raised here. 

First, the Court found there was but one injury,
purchase of a house which was worth less than plain-
tiffs believed.  (See Turcon Construction Co. v.
Norton-Villiers, Ltd., supra, 139 Cal.App.3d 280,
284, 188 Cal.Rptr. 580.)  The alleged tortuous activ-
ities by the contractor, pest control inspector and
seller were not independent, but combined to create
one indivisible injury which took place when the sale
was consummated.

Second, the Court noted that the application of
Sections 877 and 877.6 were not necessarily limited
to personal injury actions.  In fact, the Court held
that such sections could be applied to commercial
disputes stating that: “Nothing in the section limits
its application to personal injury actions or to non-
commercial lawsuits.  If a commercial action requires
determination of the "negligence" or "fault" of vari-
ous defendants, the principles of Code of Civil
Procedure section 877.6 apply to settlements made
by the defendants.” (Id. at 332.) 
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In summary, even though the Real Estate
Defendants, Farrell and the Inspection Defendants
had allegedly committed separate torts upon the
Property, they would all be considered “joint tortfea-
sors” for purposes of application of Sections 877 and
877.6. 

At or about the same time as the Court of Appeal’s
decision in Kohn, the Second District decided a case
entitled Turcon Construction, Inc. v. Norton-Villiers,
Ltd. (1983) 139 Cal.App.3d 280, 188 Cal.Rptr. 580.
In Turcon, the Court again had to consider how to
define “joint tortfeasors” for purposes of the applica-
tion of Section 877.6.  The case involved a motorcy-
cle/automobile accident where the plaintiff sued the
driver, the driver’s employer (Turcon), and the man-
ufacturer of the motorcycle’s gas tank which rup-
tured on impact, causing damages to the driver.
Turcon cross-complained against the manufacturers
for indemnity and/or contribution.  Plaintiff settled
with Turcon and its employee for $100,000 and later
settled with the manufacturers for approximately $1
million.  The manufacturers then sought to dismiss
Turcon’s cross-complaint on the grounds that their
good faith settlement with plaintiff prohibited the
manufacturers from paying any more money.  The
trial court granted the motion, and Turcon appealed.
(Id. at 282.)  The Court of Appeal affirmed.

First, the Court noted that the Legislature must
have understood the term “joint tortfeasor” to
include joint, concurrent and successive tortfeasors.
(Id. at 283.)  The Court then noted that the policy of
Section 877.6 was to encourage and promote settle-
ments and that such “policy applies with equal force
to all tortfeasors joined in a single action regardless
of whether their acts were successive or contempo-
raneous.”  (Id. at 283.) 

In rejecting the argument that Section 877.6
should not apply because there was not a single tort
but rather two separate and distinct torts, the Court
noted the following:

Of course, if there were in fact two separate
and distinct torts committed, one by the
appellant and one by the respondents, appel-
lant would never, under any theory, be enti-
tled to indemnity for damages attributable to
its tortuous conduct.  The fact, however, is
that negligence of both appellant and
respondents concurred to produce the sum
total of the injuries to the plaintiff.  The neg-
ligence of appellant's agent was an active
proximate cause of those injuries.  Appellant
was thus jointly and severally liable for the
injuries.  The divisibility or indivisibility of
injuries does not rest on the nature of the
injuries but on the element of causation.  (Id.
at 284.) 

Are concurrent resellers of the counterfeit goods
joint tortfeasors as defined by CCP Section 877.6 or

ELEANOR M. FARBER

Probate Paralegal

Twenty years experience assisting attorneys with:

*  probate estates                               *  guardianships

* summary administration                *  conservatorships

* court accountings                           *  trust petitions
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(818) 981-6623
Email:  tdybearatty@earthlink.net

is each successive sale of the counterfeit goods
divisible, thus taking the transactions outside of the
scope of CCP Section 877.6?  Moreover, if CCP
Section 877.6 does not apply, then are the parties
doomed to proceed to trial with the deepest pocket
likely to field the brunt of the economic loss?

To date, no California case has answered these
questions.  With the right case and a willing client,
perhaps one of us can persuade the California
Supreme Court to take a look.  

Jim Felton is a partner in the law firm of Greenberg
& Bass and specializes in business litigation. He is
President-Elect of the SFVBA.

L. ERNESTINE FIELDS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
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APPEALS & TRIALS
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and competitive rates. SFV area: $65 • Rest of
LA County: $75 • Ventura County: $85.  Arash
Hashemi, Esq. (818) 268-4339 • www.hashemi-
law.com

EMPLOYMENT LITIGATION
Sexual Harassment Discrimination, Wrongful
Termination, QuiTam/ Whistleblower, Overtime
Violations, etc. 25% Referral Fee paid to attor-
neys per State Bar Rules. Law Offices of Jill B.
Shigut  (818) 708-6655.

FAMILY LAW
Family Law attorney available for contract work.
Will meet all needs from Declarations to Trial
Briefs and court appearances.  Five years of
experience.  Reasonable rates.  Linda F. Lydon,
Esq. (818) 315-0823.

PATENT, TRADEMARK & COPYRIGHT
Over 17 years full service IP-patent and trade-
mark procurement, infringement clearance and
litigation.  Many projects at fixed reasonable
rates.  David L. Hoffman, Esq. (818) 340-6681.

STATE BAR CERT. WORKERS COMP SPECIALIST
Over 25 years experience-quality practice. 
20% Referral fee paid to attorneys per State 
Bar rules. Jack Goodchild, PLC 
(818) 380-1600.

TAXATION, ACCOUNTING AND EXPERT
WITNESS
Richard W. McGuire, CPA, Esq.   legal and
accounting services in taxation, estate planning,
accounting mal practice prosecution, and expert
witness.  (818) 716-1676.

WORKERS’ COMP & SOCIAL SECURITY
DISABILITY SPECIALIST
Over 20 Years Experience. 20% Referral Fee
paid to Attorneys per State Bar Rules. 
State Bar Certified. Robert Lee Finestone 
(818) 879-9950 • (805) 496-3477.

WRONGFUL TERMINATION
25% Referral Fee paid to attorneys per State Bar
Rules on Wrongful Termination, Sexual
Harassment, Discrimination, and Federal False
Claim Cases. 20+ years experience; Heavy Jury
Trial Experience. Danz & Gerber (818) 783-7300.

EXPERT…
STATE BAR DEFENSE & PREVENTATIVE LAW
Former: State Bar Prosecutor; Judge Pro Tem.
Legal Malpractice Expert, Bd. Certified CA &
ABA. BS, MBA, JD, CAOC, ASCDC (818) 986-
9890 Fmr. Chair SFBA Ethics, Litigation. Phillip
Feldman www.LegalMalpracticeExpt.com.
StateBarDefense@aol.com

HELP WANTED…
BANKRUPTCY ATTORNEY
Bankruptcy attorney seeks motivated associate
with bankruptcy background for full-time posi-
tion.  Salary competitive.  Email resume to bank-
ruptcy@pacificnet.net in WordPerfect, Word, RTF
or PDF format.

LITIGATION ATTORNEY
Attorney with 5+ years litigation 
experience.  Preference: Someone who has been
a sole practitioner for 2+ years.  Fax resume to
(818) 991-5077.  Our website
www.MTCLaw.com.

SPACE AVAILABLE…
ENCINO
Three window and 3 interior offices, each with
secretarial space, available in a single suite in the
ENCINO LAW CENTER.  Lease all or part. Conf.
rooms on each floor, 2 law libraries, valet parking
for clients.  Call George (818) 788-3651.

Premium Encino executive suites include recep-
tionist, conference room, tax library, kitchen.
Photocopying, underground parking available.
15821 Ventura Blvd Suite 275. Call T. Ball.
818.990.6363

SHERMAN OAKS
Sherman Oaks Galleria Exterior Window offices;
secretarial spaces, including receptionist, conf.
room, library, kitchen, photocopying, fax, etc.
DSL available.  Call Mike or Scott at (818) 995-
1040.

TARZANA
Quiet Window Executive Office.  Includes secre-
tarial, space and reception.  Copier available. 
Lease or month to month.  (818) 654-0399

VALENCIA
Furnished (or unfurnished) private office in suite
of 3 attys, conf. room, copier, fax, etc., reception
area; fwy access; reduce your commute.  David
(661) 775-0300.

WESTLAKE VILLAGE
Share space with 2 financial advisors; Furnished;
T1 access; move-in ready; includes utilities,
insurance, copier, printers and more.  Available
9/1.  $1,100/mo.  One yr. lease, renewable.  Call
(805) 496-8450.

WOODLAND HILLS
$1,100 Wdlnd Hls Offc space in 5 attorney suite
($1,450 w/ secretarial). Conf rm, library, copier,
storage, kitchen, parking, cleaning service. Karen
(818)340-4479.

Beautiful penthouse in Warner Center with great
views.  Window offices with secretarial bays,
large conference rooms, full amenities included.
Call Jean (818) 716-7200 x150.

Sublet.  Spacious window desk space/office.
Ventura/Canoga.  Conf. room, copier, parking
available.  Great for solo or Prof., Home office
alternative.  (818) 227-3378.

Sizeable window offices (1 or 2) in legal suite,
includes secretary space, access to copier, confer-
ence room, kitchen and reception areas.  Free
parking for clients.  Call (818) 999-6698.

One 106x1010 interior office, second floor Ventura
Blvd.  Many amenities, possible overflow, and
paralegals are available.  Call (818) 348-3806.

SUPPORT SERVICES…
COURT REPORTERS
Boutique Service   Worldwide Coverage   Malibu
Court Reporters, 35 years’ service   All litigation
support   DepoSpan network   SFVBA Associate
Member   (800) 848-5838   “You don’t have to
paddle it alone!”

TRANSLATIONS
All languages. Certified, Fast, Accurate.  EURA-
SIA INTERNATIONAL. Corporate Member
American Translators Association.  (888) 887-
1884.

NOTARY OF THE VALLEY
Traveling Notary Public. 24 hours-7 Days.
Attorneys’ Office • Clients’ Office • Homes •
Hospitals • Jails. David Kaplan(818) 902-3853
SFVBA Assoc. Mbr. 
www.notaryofthevalley.com

ATTORNEY TO
ATTORNEY REFERRALS…
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Reprinted by permission of the National Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges, Juvenile and Family Justice Today, V. 12, No. 2

Comfort for Court Kids, Inc., a publicly supported,
501(c)(3) organization, provides teddy bears to chil-
dren appearing in dependency court. In the 12 years
since its founding by attorney L. Ernestine Fields in
the Los Angeles County Dependency Court in Van
Nuys, Calif., Comfort for Court Kids has given away
more than 321,000 teddy bears. 

Every month, approximately 3,200 bears are deliv-
ered to the Edmund D. Edelman Children’s Court in
Monterey Park and are distributed by county sheriff’s
deputies and security officers among the court’s 20
operating courtrooms, the dependency court in
Lancaster, Shelter Care, CASA, InfoLine, and the Los
Angeles Unified School District. And the number keeps
growing.

Comfort for Court Kids has provided teddy bears
for all participating jurisdictions since the first
National Adoption Day in November 2000. Not only
does every child adopted on “Adoption Saturday”
receive a teddy, but any sibling does, too. “It is difficult
for middle-class families to believe, but for many chil-
dren, their teddy bear may be the first new stuffed ani-
mal they have ever received,” says Ms. Fields.

Comfort for Court Kids receives financial support
from a wide range of sources, including Los Angeles
Superior Court, local bar associations, foundations,
corporations, youth groups, and private individuals.
The program has also received recognition from a vari-
ety of service and civic organizations for the impor-
tance of its contribution to children in need of comfort.
Ms. Fields was awarded a “Halo Award” from Family
Circle Magazine for helping abused and neglected chil-
dren, and the California Judicial Council’s Center for
Families, Children and the Courts has named Comfort
for Court Kids as a successful, child-oriented program
that could be replicated in other juvenile courts. The
program’s signature teddy bear was featured as a prop
in the recent motion picture “I Am Sam,” in which a
mentally challenged father fights for custody of his
daughter in a realistic dependency proceeding.

Ms. Fields puts considerable care in selecting the
bears that the organization gives away. Although the
“model” changes every three months, all the bears have
smiling faces, soothing eyes, and open arms. The bears
are so comforting that they were deemed “healing
bears” by museum curators in Los Angeles County, and
were included in the exhibition “Bears: Reality and
Imagination” which traveled to museums throughout
the United States and Canada.

Comfort for Court Kids is embarking on two new
programs. This year, the program will be adding med-
ically fragile children under the jurisdiction of the
court to the circle of bear recipients. In addition, Ms.
Fields is initiating “Fostering Comfort,” a grant-funded
program for children in non-relative foster placements
to receive funding for education-based or enriching
activities. 

For additional information, please contact L.
Ernestine Fields and the Comfort for Court Kids pro-
gram through the Edmund D. Edelman Children’s
Court, 201 Centre Plaza Drive, Suite 3, Monterey Park,
CA 91754, by telephone at (323) 526-2520, or via e-
mail at tdybearatty@earthlink.net. The organization’s
Web site can be accessed at www.courtkids.org.

SFVBA President-Elect Jim Felton and Executive Director Liz Post were
selected as the San Fernando Valley Business Journal's 40 under 40 for
their professional and community achievements.
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c a l e n d a r  a n d  M C L E  e v e n t  l i s t i n g s

Workers’ Compensation Section
Topic: Total Joint Replacement in the Modern Era
Speaker: Jacob Tauber, M.D.
Date: September 17
Time: 12:00 Noon
Place: Encino Glen Restaurant, Encino
Cost: $30 members prepaid; $35 at the door

$35 non-members prepaid; $45 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour

Litigation Section
Topic: Courtroom Conduct:  Do’s and Don’ts of 

Litigation
Speaker: Hon. Michael D. Marcus
Date: September 18
Time: 6:00 p.m. Dinner and Program
Place: SFVBA Conference Room, Woodland Hills
Cost: $30 members prepaid; $35 at the door

$35 non-members prepaid; $40 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour Legal Ethics

Family Law Section
Topic: The Self-Employed Client: The Good, the Bad, 

and the Ugly
Speakers: Wayne Lorch, CPA; Mike Krycler, CPA; Robert 

Leonard, Esq.; and Judicial Officers
Date: September 22
Time: 5:30 p.m.
Place: Encino Glen Restaurant, Encino
Cost: $38 members prepaid; $45 at the door

$45 non-members prepaid; $50 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour

Intellectual Property, Entertainment
Law & Internet Law Section
Topic: Protecting and Promoting Clients’ IP with 

Proprietary Information Agreements
Speaker: Jonathan Arnold, Esq.
Date: September 26
Time: 8:30 a.m. Breakfast and Program
Place: Michelman & Robinson, LLP

15760 Ventura Blvd, Ste 500, Encino
Cost: $10 members prepaid; $15 at the door

$15 non-members prepaid; $20 at the door

ADR Section
Topic: Tips and Techniques for ADR Professionals- 

Session Two
Speakers: Open Forum
Date: September 4
Time: 6:00 p.m.  Dinner and Program
Place: SFVBA Conference Room
Cost: $30 members prepaid; $35 at the door

$35  non-members prepaid; $40 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour

Probate and Estate Planning
Section 
Topic: California Asset Protection
Speaker: Robert Klueger, Esq., Boldra, Klueger & Stein LLP
Date: September 9
Time: 12:00 Noon
Place: Encino Glen Restaurant, Encino 

**** NEW LOCATION***
Cost: $30 members prepaid; $35 at the door

$35 non-members prepaid; $40 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour

Taxation Law Section
Topic: IRC section 412(i):  Pension Panacea or 

Problem?
Speaker: Richard Block, Esq.
Date: September 10
Time: 6:00 p.m.  Dinner and Program
Place: SFVBA Conference Room
Cost: $30 members prepaid; $35 at the door

$35  non-members prepaid; $40 at the door
MCLE: 1 Hour

Information & Reservations 818•227•0490

SEND CHECK TO SFVBA
21300 Oxnard St., Suite 250
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

FOR MORE INFORMATION 
CALL (818) 227-0490

Food and beverages served at every MCLE event!

SIGN ME UP!

* Please note that no credit will be given unless notice of 
cancellation is provided 48 hours before scheduled event

SECTION ____________________________________
NAME ______________________________________
STATE BAR # __________________________________
TELEPHONE # ________________________________
CHARGE IT! CC # ________________EXP. DATE ____

SIGNATURE ________________________
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Litigation Support
Expert Witness • Forensic Accountants

Family Law Matters • Business Valuations
Loss of Earnings • Damages

OFFICIAL SPONSORS OF THE 
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY BAR ASSOCIATION

When you need more than just numbers
...you can count on us.

Call Mike Krycler or Ken Walheim
Phone: (818) 995-1040 • Fax: (818) 995-4124

15303 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 1040
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403

21300 Oxnard Street, Suite 250
Woodland Hills, CA 91367

PRESORTED 
STANDARD

U.S. POSTAGE PAID
WOODLAND HILLS, CA

PERMIT NO. 190

Change Service Requested

KRYCLER, ERVIN, TAUBMAN & WALHEIM
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
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