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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
 
 

NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS, 
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 

 vs. 
 
 
GLENOAKS BILLING, INC., DR. 
DWIGHT HISCOX, MICHAEL 
ELLIS and BETH ELLIS, 
 
 

Defendants. 
 

 Case No.  CV10-07668-JAK (RZx)
  
 
JUDGMENT 
 
 
Date:   April 2, 2012 
Time:   8:30 a.m.   
Place:  Department 750 
Judge:  Hon. John A. Kronstadt 

 

 
GLENOAKS BILLING, INC., 
MICHAEL ELLIS and BETH ELLIS, 
 

Counterclaimants, 
 

vs. 
 
 
NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS, 
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO, 
 

Counterdefendants. 
 

 

DR. DWIGHT HISCOX  
 

Counterclaimant, 
 

vs. 
 
 
NAVARO MEDICAL SOLUTIONS, 
INC. and RICHARD NAVARO, 
 

Counterdefendants. 
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Submitted by: 
A. Eric Bjorgum, State Bar No. 198392 
Marc Karish, State Bar No. 205440 
KARISH & BJORGUM, PC 
238 E. Union St., Suite A  
Pasadena, CA  91101  
Telephone: 213.785.8070 
Facsimile: 213.995.5010 
Email:eric.bjorgum@kb-ip.com 
Attorneys for Defendant and Counterclaimant DWIGHT HISCOX, M.D. 


