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et al v. The County of San Bernardino et al

Eugene P. Ramirg&5tate Bar No. 134865

Kayleigh A. McGuinness (State Bar No. 306442)

Martin D. Holl% (State Bar No. 201421) JS-6
MANNING & KASS

ELLROD, RAMIREZ, TRESTER LLP

801 S. Figueroa St, T5-loor

Los Angeles, Cdornia 90017-3012

Telephone: (213) 624-6900

Facsimile: (213) 624-6999 _ _
epr@manningllp.com; amp@ mannilpgtom; kam@manningllp.com

Attorneys for Defendants, COUNTY OF
SAN BERNARDINO, CITY OF
VICTORVILLE, DETECTIVE BRAD
BONNET; DEPUTY PAUL CASAS,
DEPUTY JASON FORTIER, DEPUTY
DAVID PAGE, SERGEANT JOHN
WALKER, COMMANDER
LIEUTENANT HECTOR GOMEZ,
CAPTAIN GREGG HERBERT,
SHERIFF JOHN MCMAHON

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

ad litem to C.E.L.R., a minor,
interest; B.I.R., a minor, individuall

minor, individually and as successor-in-SPECIAL VERDICT
interest; and J.1.H., a minor,
individually and as successor-in-interes
to decedent ENRIQUE CARLOS

RODARTE,
Plaintiffs,
V.

THE COUNTY OF SAN
BERNARDINO, THE CITY

OF VICTORVILLE, and as DOE 1-
DETECTIVE BRAD BONNET,
individually and in his capacity as a
detective in the San Bernardino Couny
Sheriff's Department; DOE 2-DEPUTY
PAUL CASAS, individually and in his
capacity as a deputgln the San
Bernardino County Sheriff's

DeEartment; DOE 3- DEPUTY JASON
<
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CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, EASTERN DIVISION

REANNA HERMOSILLO, as guardian Case No. 5:15-EDCV-00033-DTB
individually and as successor-in- [Assigned to Hon. David T. Bristow]
and as successor-in-interest; D.R.R., agPRQPQSEIIQg JUDGMENT ON

t
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capacity as a deputgin the San
Bernardino County Sheriff's
Department; DOE 4-DEPUTY
DAVID PAGE, individually and in his
capacity as a deputgln the San
Bernardino County Sheriff's
Department; DOE 5- SERGEANT
JOHN WALKER, individually and in
his capacity as a Sergeant in the San
Bernardino County Sheriff's
Department; DOE 6 - COMMANDER
LIEUTENANT HECTOR GOMEZ,
|r1d|V|duaII%/ and in his capacity as a
Lieutenant and Commander of the
S.E.D. in the San Bernardino County
Sheriff's Department; DOE 7 -
CAPTAIN GREGG HERBERT,
individually and in his capacity as a
Captain in' the San Bernardino County
Sheriff's Department; DOE 8-
SHERIFF JOHN MCMAHON,
individually and in his capacity as
Sheriff of the County of San Bernardino
and DOES 9-10, inclusive, individually

Defendants.

~

This action came on regularly for fren March 13, 2017, in Courtroom 3 ¢

the United States District Court, before tHonorable David T. Bristow, United State

Magistrate Judge. Plaintiffs were repented by the Law Offices of Mark R

Pachowicz, by Mark R. Pachowicmd Jennie Hendrickson. Defendants we

represented By Manning & Kass Ellrod, rRiaez, Tester, LLP, by Eugene P.

Ramirez, Martin D. Holly, and Kayleigh A. McGuiness.

A jury of 8 persons was impaneleaidasworn. Trial proceedings took place ¢
March 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 2Q]1, 22, 23, 24, and 27. QWarch 27, 2017, the jury
returned with its special verdict consistioigguestions submitted to the jury and t
answers given thereto by the jury. The jury found in favor of all Defendants @
claims as follows:

"We the jury now reach our unarmuns verdict on the following question

submitted to us.
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Answer the questions below unless the directions advise you not to answ
specific question.

We, the jury in the above-entitled case, find as follows:
Please answer separatal/to EACH defendant.
EXCESSIVE OR UNRBSONABLE FORCE
Question 1: Did plaintiffs prove any ofdhollowing defendantsyhile acting under
color of law, used excessive unreasonable force agaimecedent Enrique Carlo
Rodarte?

Bonnet YES NO X
Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X

If you answered ‘yes " as &my of the defendants in Ques 1, please proceed t

Question 2. Otherwise, please proceed to Question 3.

Please answer separatal/to EACH defendant.
Question 2: Was the use of excessivaimreasonable force by any defendant,

moving cause of injury, damage, loss harm to Enrique Carlos Rodarte?

Bonnet YES NO X
Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X

Please proceed to Question 3.

SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESS
Question 3: Did plaintiffs prove that tlmnduct of any of the individual deputig
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denied due process to plaintiffs?

Bonnet YES NO X
Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X

Please proceed to Question 4.

NEGLIGENCE
Question 4: Did plaintiffs prove the follng defendant(s) negligently caused the

death of Enrique Carlos Rodarte? Please anseparately as to each defendant.

Bonnet YES NO X
Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X
Gomez YES NO X

If you answered "yes" as to any defendarfQuestion 4, please proceed to Questi
5. If you answered "no" as to all defendants in Question 4, please proceed to QI
7.

Question 5: As to any defendant to whiou responded "yes" in Question 4, did
plaintiffs prove that the following defeadt(s)'conduct was a substantial factor in

negligently causing the death of Enrique Carlos Rodarte?

Bonnet YES NO
Casas YES NO
Fortier YES NO
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Page YES NO
Walker YES NO
Gomez YES NO

Please proceed to Question 6.

Question 6: As to any defendant (s) toiethyou answered "yes" in Questions 4 a
5, what is the percentage of each persweggigence? Only pta a percentage amoult
by the names of any defendant found tanbgligent in Question 5. If you find thg
Enrique Carlos Rodarte contributedhis death, what was his percentage

of responsibility? The finaotal must equal 100%.

Bonnet %
Casas %
Fortier %
Page %
Walker %
Gomez %
Rodarte = %
Total: 100%

Please proceed to Question 7.
Question 7: If you answered "yes" to any aef@nt in response to Questions 2 or
what is the amount of decedent's damages for the loss of enjoyment ¢
experienced, the mental, physical, and eomal pain and suffering experienced pri
to death, and the nature and extent ofrjigries; and plaintiffs' damages for the lo
of the decedent's love, companionslemfort, care, assistance, protection,
affection, societyand moral support?

$ 0
Please proceed to Question 8.
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Question 8: If you answered "yes" to anyedwlant in response to Question 5, wha
is the total amount of damages incurred by each plaintiff as a result of defenda]
conduct for the loss of the decedent's loempanionship, comfort, care, assistang
protection, affection, society, moral supp@nd the loss of the decedent's training
and guidance?

CELR. $ _0

B.I.R. $ 0

D.R.R. $ _0

J.I.H. $ _0

TOTAL $ O

Please proceed to Question 9.

Question 9: As to the excessive or unoeeble force claim or the substantive d
process claim, was the conduct ofyaof the following defendants malicious
oppressive, or in reckless disregard of Bnei Carlos Rodarte's rights? Please ans

separately as to each defendant.

Bonnet YES NO X
Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X

Please proceed to Question 10:

Question 10: As to the nkgence claim, was the conduct of any of the followi
defendants malicious, oppressigen reckless disregard of plaintiffs 'rights? Pleas

answer separately as to each defendant.
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Bonnet YES NO X

Casas YES NO X
Fortier YES NO X
Page YES NO X
Walker YES NO X
Gomez YES NO X

Please date, sign and return this form.

Dated:3/27/17 Signed: s/
Jrry Foreperson”

WHEREFORE, and by virtue of ¢hlaw, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that Judgment entered in favoof Defendants
COUNTY OF SAN BERNABINO, CITY OF VICTORVILLE, DETECTIVE
BRAD BONNET; DEPUTY PAUL CAMAAS, DEPUTY JASON FORTIER
DEPUTY DAVID PAGE, SERGEANTJOHN WALKER, and COMMANDER
LIEUTENANT HECTOR GOMEZ and asagainst Plaintiffs REANNA

HERMOSILLO, as guardian ad litem to ECL.R., a minor, individually and a$

successor-in-interest; B.l.R., a minondividually and as successor-in-interest;

D.R.R., a minor, individually and as susser-in-interest; and J.I.H., a mino
individually and as successor-in-intsteto decedent ENRIQUE CARLOS
RODARTE, and plaintiffshall recover nothing.

Defendants are entitled to costs purstarst Cost Memoranduto be filed by

Defendants. M /: ; 2 :
DATED: April 19, 2017

David T. Bristow
UnitedStatesMagistrateJudge
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