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FIRST AMERICAN TITLE INSURANCE
COMPANY et al.,

Defendants.
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L VF-2300. Breach of Contractual Duty to Pay a Covered Claim

We answer the questions submitted to us as follows:

1. Did Cesar Romero and Tatiana S. Romero (the “Romeros”) suffer a loss, all or part of
which was covered under an insurance policy with First American Title Insurance Company?

YES L NO

If your answer to question 1 is yes, then answer question 2. If you answered no, skip to question
4,

2. Was-First American Title Insurance Company notified of the loss as required by the

policy?
YES \/ NO

If your answer to question 2 is yes, then answer question 3. If you answered no, skip to question
4.

4
1
M

3. What is the amount of the covered loss that First American Title Insurance Company failed
to pay the Romeros? $ Q

Answer the next question.
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IL. Special Verdict. Breach of the Duty to Defend

4. Did the cross-complaint filed by Li-Chuan Shih and Tun-Jen Ko trigger First American Title
Insurance Company’s defense obligations under the Romeros’ title insurance policy?

YES NO

If your answer to question 4 is yes, then answer question 5. If you answered no, skip to
question 8.

5. Did First American Title Insurance Company fail to fulfill its defense obligations under the

title insurance policy? /
' YES NO VvV

If your answer to question 5 is yes, then answer question 6. If you answered no, skip to
question 8.

6. Was First American Title Insurance Company’s failure to fulfill its defense obligations a
substantial factor in causing harm to the Romeros?

YES NO
If your answer to question 6 is yes, then answer question 7. If you answered no, skip to question 8.

7. What are the Romeros’ damages on this claim?

a. Economic damages $

b. Noneconomic damages $

Answer the next question.
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.  VF-2301. Breach of the Implied Obligation of Good Faith and Fair Dealing

8. Did Cesar Romero and Tatiana S. Romero (“The Romeros”) suffer a loss covered under an
insurance policy with First American Title Insurance Company?

YES NO

If your answer to question 8 is yes, then answer question 9. If you answered no, skip to
question 14.

9. Was Fi\rs}merican Title Insurance Company notified of the loss?

YES NO

If your answer to question 9 is yes, then answer question 10. If you answered no, skip to
question 14.

10.  Did First American Title Insurance Company fail to pay policy benefits?

YES NO
If your answer to question 10 is yes, then answer question 11. If you answered no, skip to
questio{n 14.

11. Was First American Title Insurance Company’s failure to pay policy benefits,
unreasonable or without proper cause?

YES NO _
If your answer to question 11 is yes, then answer question 12. If you answered no, skip to
question 14.

12. Was First American Title Insurance Company’s failure to pay policy benefits a substantial
factor in causing harm to the Romeros?

YES NO i
If your answer to question 12 is yes, then answer question 13. If you answered no, skip to
question 14.
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13. What are the Romeros’ damages?

A. Economic damages $

B. Noneconomic damages $

Answer the next question.

“IV.  VF-2303 Bad Faith- Breach of Duty to Inform Insured of Rights

14. Did the Romeros suffer a loss covered under an insurance policy with FATIC?

YES NO

If your answer to question 14 is yes, then answer question 15. If you answered no, skip to
question 21.

15. Did FATIC deny céverage for or refuse to pay for the Romeros' loss?

YES NO ‘/

If your answer to question 15 is yes, then answer question 16. If you answered no, skip to

question 21.

16. Did the Romeros have the right to have coverage for their loss under the policy?

YES _ NO

If your answer to question 16 is yes, then answer question 17. If you answered no, skip to
question 2T.

17. Did FATIC fail to reasonably inform Romeros of their rights to coverage for their loss?

YES NO

If your answer to question 17 is yes, then answer question 18. If you answered no, skip to
question 21.
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18. Was FATIC's failure to reasonably inform the Romeros of their rights a substantial factor
in causing harm to the Romeros?

Yes No

If your answer to question 18 is yes, then answer question 19. If you answered no, skip to
question 21.

19.  What are the Romeros’ damages?

A. Economic damages $

B. Noneconomic damages $

If you award damages in question 19, answer the next question. If you award no damages, skip to
question 21.

20. Do you award prejudgment interest?

Yes No

Answer thé next question.
/
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V. VF-3903. Punitive Damages

21.  Did an agent or employee of First American Title Insurance Company engage in the
conduct with malice, oppression, or fraud? \/
YES NO_ V.
" 2.\ L2

If your answer to question 2Q,is yes, then answer question N. If you answered no, stop
here, answer no further questions, and have the presiding juror sign and date this form.

22.  Did one or more officers, directors, or managing agents of First American Title Insurance
Company know of this conduct and adopt or approve it after it occurred?

YES NO

Signed:ﬁ%/‘: é, /W

Presiding Juror

| Dated: é///2026

After this verdict form has been signed, notify the court attendant.
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no party is obligated to settle the case. NOTHING SAID OR DONE BY THE TRIAL
JUDGE IS INTENDED TO PRESSURE OR COERCE ANY PARTY OR COUNSEL
TO SETTLE THE CASE AND SHOULD NOT BE SO INTERPRETED. THE
DECISION TO SETTLE OR NOT IS ENTIRELY THE PREROGATIVE OF THE

PARTIES AND THEIR COUNSEL.

5. Nothing that is said, and nothing that occurs, during or in connection with the settlement
conference will later constitute, or be cited as, a basis for disqualification of the trial

judge.

The undersigned acknowledge receipt of these policies and procedures and stipulate to the
policies and procedures, including but not limited to providing the trial judge permission to
engage in ex parte communications during this mandatory settlement conference.
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Date

&/2/)24

' Name of Pbrty
P Attorney
a Plaintiff
o Defendant
o Cross-Complainant
o Cross-Defendant

,Anil Gp pala

Signature

b

Date

Name of Party
o Attorney
e Plaintiff
o Defendant
o Cross-Complainant
o Cross-Defendant
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Signature

Date

Name of Party
0 Attorney
o Plaintiff
o Defendant
o Cross-Complainant
o Cross-Defendant

Signature

Date

Name of Party
O Attorney
o Plaintiff
o Defendant
o Cross-Complainant
a Cross-Defendant

Date

A.G. Chowdhury, Judge
Los Angeles Superior Court

Signature
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