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L ED
4 « “urerios Court

APR 7 07003

By: 4 Gorta, Deputy

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

MARY ELLIS, CASE NO. 37-2007-00064367-CU-BC-CTL

plaintiff,
v JUDGMENT

THOMAS LAMBIE, LAMBIE
LIVING TRUST and Does 1-100,

defendants.

On April 3, 2007, Plaintiff Mary Ellis, represented by the law firm of Neil
Dymott, filed suit against defendant Thomas Lambie and Lambie Living Trust,
represented by the Law Offices of Benjamin Pavone, alleging causes of action for
breach of contract, common count, fraud and defamation. Ellis dismissed her claim for
defamation prior to trial.

The cause was assigned for trial to Department 72, Honorably Michael M. Anello
presiding. A jury was empaneled and sworn. Trial commenced on March 17, 2008 and
continued through March 24, 2008. Prior to submission to the jury, the Court dismissed

the fraud claim for lack of sufficient evidence.

The case was submitted to the jury on the breach and common count claims. The
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jury returned a verdict in favor of defendants on both counts. A copy of the verdict is

attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit A.
As such, it is ordered, adjudged and decreed that Jjudgment is entered in favor of
defendants Thomas Lambie and Lambie Living Trust.

Defendants are entitled to recover statutory costs in the amount of

IT IS SO ORDERED.

ASR 16 7208
Date: , 2008 SAN DIEGO
SUPERIOR COURT

iUt irsh det s wveeisd

Hon. Michael M. Anello
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

MARY ELLIS, CASE NO. 37-2007-00064367-CU-BC-CTL

THOMAS LAMBIE, LAMBIE
LIVING TRUST and Does 1-100,

defendants.

We the jury in the above entitled case, answer the questions submitted to us as

follows:

1. Did Ellis and Lambie enter into a contract? \ ‘ — j/

__x{Yes ___No

If your answer to question 1 is yes, then answer question 2. If you answered no,

skip to question 7.

2. Did Ellis do all, or substantially all, of the significant things that the contract

required her to do?
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lYes ~___No \\/:L

If your answer to question 2 is yes, then answer question 3. If you answered no,

skip to question 7.

Was Lambie excused from having to do all, or substantially all, of the significant

things that the contract required him to do?

|2~ O
Yes \/ No

If your answer to question 3 is no, then answer question 4. If you answered yes,

skip to question 7.

Did Lambie breach the contract? | ; -0

Yes / No

If your answer to question 4 is yes, then answer question 5. If you answered no,

skip to question 7.

Was Ellis harmed by that breach?

If your answer to question 5 is yes, then answer question 6. If you answered no,

skip to question 7.
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What are Ellis’ damages from the breach of contract?

If you award any damages here, please answer no further questions, have the

foreman sign and date this form and return to the bailiff,

If you did not award any damages here, please go to question 7.

If there was no contract, did Lambie request by words or conduct, that Ellis

perform services for Lambie’s benefit?

\/ Yes \,a\/ °

No

If your answer to question 7 is yes, then answer question 8. If vou answered no,
answer no further questions, have the foreman sign and date this form and return
to the bailiff.

Did Ellis perform the agreed-upon services as requested? \’B\’O

/ Yes No

If your answer to question 8 is yes, then answer question 9. If you answered no

answer no further questions, have the foreman sign and date this form and return

to the bailiff.
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10.

Date:

Did Lambie fail to pay for the agreed-upon services?

Yes / No

Piay

If your answer to question 9 is yes, then answer question 10. If you answered

no, answer no further questions, have the foreman sign and date this form and

return to the bailiff.

What was the reasonable value of the services Ellis provided?

Please have the foreperson sign and date this form.

Foreperson
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