Lawrence Saks et al v. International Longshore & Warehouse Union-Pacifi...iation Benefit Plans et al
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

LAWRENCE SAKS, M.D.dba,
RECONSTRUCTIVE SURGERY
ASSOCIATES, dba,
RECONSTRUCTIVE SURGERY
AFFILIATES; and MADISON PARK
SURGERY AND LASER CENTER,
dba, MADISON PARK SURGERY
AFFILIATES,

Plaintiffs,
VS.
INTERNATIONAL LONGSHORE &
WAREHOUSE UNION - PACIFIC
MARITIME ASSOCIATION
BENEFIT PLANS; and DOES 1 to 20
Inclusive,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT
JS-6

Location:
Judge:

ILWU:PMA WELFARE PLAN’
TRUSTEES,

Counter-Plaintiffs,
VS.

LAWRENCE SAKS, M.D., dba,
RECONSTRUCTIVE SURGERY
ASSOCIATES, dba,
RECONSTRUCTIVE SURGERY
AFFILIATES; and MADISON PARK
SURGERY AND LASER CENTER,
dba, MADISON PARK SURGERY
AFFILIATES, DOES 300-350,

Counter-Defendants.
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Hearing Date:
Hearing Time:

Doc. 213

May 20, 2013
8:30 a.m.
Courtroom 750
Hon. John A.
Kronstadt
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This action came on for hearing on December 15, 2011, the Hon. John /
Kronstadt, District Judge, presiding, on the Motion for Summary Judgment on
Plantiffs’ First Amended Complaint (Dkt. 93), filed by Defendants ILWU-PMA

Welfare Plan (“Plan”) and ILWU-PMA Board of Trustees (“Trustees”) (collective

“Defendants”), with the eviehce presented having been fully considered, the iss
having been duly heard, and a decision dehdered stking all claimsof Plaintiff
Madison Park Surgery amser Center, dba Madis®ark Surgery Affiliates

(“Madison Park”), and grantjmsummary judgment agatri2laintiff Lawrence Saks,

M.D. (dba Reconstructive Surgery Associaths Reconstructive Surgery Affiliate

(collectively “Saks). (Dkt 136.)

This action came on for further heayion March 4, 2013he Hon. John A.
Kronstadt, District Judge, again presiding, on the Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment on Counter-Plaintiffs’ SecoAthended Counterclaim (“SACC"), for
Breach of Contract Clainagainst Counter-DefendaBiks (Dkt. 175), filed by
Counter-Plaintiffs Plan and Trustees (collectivelpt@ter-Plaintiffs”), with the
evidence presented having been fully comsd, the issues having been duly heat
and a decision duly rendered granting sunymatgment against Counter-Defenda

Saks, and holding that there is no genuine issue of matariahhit Counter-

Defendant Saks’ breach of contract caused @otlaintiffs to stfer damages in the

amount of $468,608.16. (Dkt. 204.)

On April 3, 2012, Counter&intiffs sought etry of defaultas to Counter-
Defendant Madison Park as to their SAQQOkt. 144. Defaulwas entered by the
Court against Madison Pagk April 4, 2012. Dkt. 146. On January 12, 2013,
Madison Park moved for, among othentig, an order setting aside the entry of
default against it as to tI®ACC. Dkt. 173. On March 12013, the Court entered
order denying Madison Parkmsotion. Dkt. 204. OnMarch 21, 2013, Counter-
Plaintiffs filed an Application For Defauludgment By Cougainst Madison Park
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seeking entry of a default judgmentagst Madison Park the amount of
$457,411.51, plus an award of costs andradigs’ fees to bdetermined, which
application came on for heag on May 20, 2013, the Hodohn A. Kronstadt, Distri
Judge, again presidy, and was granted.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Bintiffs Saks ad Madison Park
take nothing under their Firdmended Complaint, th&ounter-Defendant Saks p3
damages to Counter-Plaintiffs Plan andskees under the SAGE the amount of
$468,608.16, that @mter-Defendant Madison Parkypdamages to Counter-Plaint
Plan and Trustees undeetSBACC in the amou of 457,411.51, that judgment be
entered in favor Defendantsch@ounter-Plaintiffs Plan a@nTrustees in this matter,
and that Defendants anahter-Plaintiffs recover éir costs and reasonable

attorneys’ fees in an amount to be determined.

Qe IN—

Hon. John A. Kronstadt,
Lhited States District Judge

Dated:May 30,2013
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