
 

Apr i l  22, 2010 
 
Patr ick L. Hosey 
San Diego County Bar Associat ion 
Hosey & Bahrambeygui 
550 West C Street 
Sui te 2000 
San Diego CA 92101 
 

Re: False Arrest/ Impr isonment/Assaul t  on Colbern C. Stuart, I I I  
 
Dear Mr. Hosey: 
 
Please consider th is a demand for compensat ion for damages occurr ing on 
San Diego County Bar Associat ion (“SDCBA”) property on the evening of 
Thursday, Apr i l  15, 2010.   
 
You are l ike ly aware of many of the ci rcumstances of th is c la im.  I  wi l l  
re i terate them here for your convenience.  
 
I  am the President and co-founder of the Cal i forn ia Coal i t ion for Fami l ies 
and Chi ldren (“CCFC”).   CCFC is a Southern Cal i forn ia-based Chapter of 
the Amer ican Coal i t ion For Fathers And Chi ldren (“ACFC”), based in 
Washington, D.C. The CCFC is a nonprof i t  organizat ion compr ised pr imar i ly 
of parents who have exper ienced a mar i ta l  d issolut ion proceeding in San 
Diego, Orange, or Los Angeles Count ies. Our members are professionals 
or others who are very h ighly mot ivated to devote t ime and resources to 
promote the heal th and success of Southern Cal i forn ia fami l ies and 
chi ldren by addressing specia l  socia l  problems ant i thet ical to such 
success, and which are current ly being caused or contr ibuted to by the 
present mar i ta l  d issolut ion or other processes involv ing chi ld custody.  
 
I  am also managing partner of the law f i rm Lexevia.  Lexevia has of f ices in 
San Diego and Los Angeles count ies and handles inte l lectual property and 
commercia l  l i t igat ion matters.  We are former “b ig f i rm” lawyers who lef t  
that pract ice to start our own f i rm.  We are f ive lawyers. You may learn 
more about me at www.lexevia.com/attorneys/. 
 
I  have also been a member of the San Diego County Bar Associat ion f rom 
1995 unt i l  approximately 2008 when I  moved to Los Angeles to become a 
Partner at the Chicago-based f i rm of Katten, Muchin, & Rosenman. 
 
On the evening of Thursday, Apr i l  15, 2010, the SDCBA hosted the Spr ing
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Seminar for the Fami ly Law Div is ion of the SDCBA.  In attendance were 
approximately 100 attorneys, judges, and serv ice prov iders.  As President 
of CCFC, I  coordinated a protest of the Spr ing Seminar by CCFC members 
on Apr i l  15, 2010.  CCFC members held s igns and chanted s logans in 
f ront of the SDCBA bui ld ing in protest of the atroci t ies committed regular ly 
by San Diego fami ly law attorneys, judges, and professional serv ice 
prov iders.  As you are l ike ly aware, the pract ices of d ivorce lawyers has 
been in i l l  repute for years.  Universal ly they are considered the “bottom of 
the barre l ”  among lawyers and are largely responsib le for the very poor 
publ ic percept ion of our profession.   
 
I t  has been a key goal of CCFC and many other publ ic interest groups to 
“c lean up” that profession by cal l ing attent ion to the very low and unethical 
pract ice standards with in that pract ice specia l ty which, unfortunately, has 
infected even the courts themselves.  In 15 years pract ic ing law in state 
and federal courts in s ix states, I ’ve never encountered the degree of 
unprofessional ism and incompetence that ex ists in San Diego fami ly law 
f i rms and courts.  I t  is t ru ly a deplorable condit ion, yet pers ists due largely 
to a lack of publ ic awareness and sophist icat ion in how to address th is 
h ighly dysfunct ional system causing immense harm to San Diego fami l ies 
and chi ldren.  
 
The CCFC is committed to reforming th is very harmful anomalous pract ice 
to improve the pract ice of law, the fate of d ivorc ing fami l ies and chi ldren, 
and promote the wel fare of Southern Cal i forn ia communit ies.   
 
At approximately 6:00 pm on Thursday, Apr i l  15, 2010 I  arr ived at the 
SDCBA bui ld ing, s igned in and jo ined the seminar. Approximately th i r ty 
minutes into the seminar dur ing a break, two pr ivate secur i ty employees of 
the SDCBA approached me and informed me that San Diego Pol ice 
of f icers were wait ing outs ide of the bui ld ing with a warrant for my arrest. 
 They requested that I  accompany them outs ide of the bui ld ing. 
 
I  in formed the SDCBA employees that I  had paid to attend the seminar, 
that I  wished to complete i t ,  and that I  d id not wish to leave before i ts end. 
The SDCBA employees informed me that I  could wait unt i l  the end of the 
seminar, but that I  would be arrested by SDPD at the end of the seminar.  I  
advised them that I  would be pleased to speak with SDPD after the 
seminar.   
 
SDCBA employees cont inued to attempt to convince me to leave, 
threatening me with arrest.  I  asked i f  the employees possessed an arrest 
warrant and they admit ted they did not.  I  inquired as to whether SDPD 
intended to enter the bui ld ing to arrest me and the employees admit ted 
that SDPD had no intent ion of enter ing the bui ld ing.   Sherr i f f ’s deput ies 
were present and also refused to make an arrest. I  advised SDCBA 
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employees that i f  they attempted to arrest me I  would consider i t  an 
assaul t , fa lse arrest, and fa lse impr isonment.  
 
One of the SDCBA employees then lef t  to consul t  wi th other SDCBA 
employees and/or seminar speakers and attendees.  He returned and 
repeated that i f  I  d id not leave the bui ld ing he would forc ib ly remove me.  I  
advised him again that I  was r ight fu l ly present at the seminar and did not 
wish to leave.  The two SDCBA employees then handcuffed me, took me 
into custody, and forc ib ly removed me from the bui ld ing in f ront of 
approximately 100 of my professional col leagues. 
 
SDCBA employees forc ib ly took me to SDPD of f icers outs ide the bui ld ing 
where I  was arrested by SDPD.  I  was taken to county ja i l  and impr isoned 
for approximately e ight hours unt i l  re leased on bai l .  
 
SDPD of f icers advised me that they were perplexed as to why an arrest 
warrant was issued for an a l leged misdemeanor charge.  They stated that 
they rare ly receive warrants for misdemeanors.  They a lso stated that they 
had no intent ion of enter ing the SDCBA bui ld ing to execute the warrant as 
our protest was peaceful and I  was causing no disturbance ins ide.  
 
Apparent ly severa l SDCBA employees attempted to convince the of f icers 
to execute the warrant ins ide the bui ld ing, yet the of f icers refused.  I  am 
further invest igat ing, and wi l l  soon report any v io lat ions of Judic ia l  Cannons 
re lat ing to the arrest to the Commission for Judic ia l  Performance. 
 
Clear ly, SDPD and Sherr i f f ’s deput ies had ample opportuni ty to execute the 
warrant, yet refused.  Nevertheless, SDCBA chose, through i t ’s 
employees, to arrest me and remove me from a seminar that I  paid for and 
was r ight fu l ly ent i t led to attend.   
 
This is a c la im for assaul t , fa lse arrest, and fa lse impr isonment pursuant to 
Cal i forn ia law.  False impr isonment is the 'nonconsensual, intent ional 
conf inement of a person, without lawful pr iv i lege, for an appreciable length 
of t ime, however short. '  Fermino v. Fedco, Inc., 872 P.2d 559, 567 
(Cal. '94) (quot ing Molko v. Holy Spir i t  Ass'n, 762 P.2d 46, 63 (Cal. '88)). A 
fa lse impr isonment act ion may also be mainta ined i f  ' the defendant 
unlawful ly deta ins the [p la int i f f ]  for an unreasonable per iod of t ime' af ter an 
otherwise legal seizure or arrest. Lincoln v. Grazer, 329 P.2d 928, 30 
(Cal.Ct.App.'58). Once the pla int i f f  has proven the elements of the tort, the 
defendant has the burden to establ ish that the detent ion or arrest was 
legal ly just i f ied. See Cervantes v. J.C. Penney Co., 595 P.2d 975, 982 
(Cal. '79).  
 
SDCBA had no legal r ight to place me in handcuffs and remove me from 
the seminar.  The act of doing so in f ront of dozens of my col leagues 
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addit ional ly caused in jury to my reputat ion and person.  SDCBA’s act ions 
a lso caused physical in jury, const i tut ing assaul t .  SDCBA’s act ions were 
unlawful and caused signi f icant damages.  As an attorney pract ic ing in San 
Diego, the publ ic display of such an arrest has caused in jury to my 
reputat ion and signi f icant loss of business opportuni t ies.   
 
This demand is for compensat ion for such in jur ies in the amount of 
$10,000,000.  Please del iver th is c la im and demand to you insurance 
carr iers.  I  request that they contact me as soon as possib le to discuss 
resolut ion of th is c la im. I f  I  have not received a sat isfactory response f rom 
you by Wednesday, Apr i l  28, 2010 I  wi l l  in i t iate sui t  to resolve the cla im. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Colbern C. Stuart, I I I  
 
CC: Dan F. L ink 
      E l izabeth S. Bal four 
      Thomas M. Buchenau 
      Marv in E. Mizel l  
      T imothy J. Richardson 


