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LAW FIRM’S JURY TRIAL VERDICT REPORTED BY DAILY JOURNAL,
CALIFORNIA’S LARGEST LEGAL NEWS PROVIDER
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November 18, 2009, Los Angeles — On November 13, 2009, Daily Journal, California’s largest
legal news provider, reported a jury verdict of $370,000 plus interest won by the Law Offices of Steve
Qi & Associates. A judgment in the amount of $433,795 was signed into order against the Defendants
on October 22, 2009.

In our July 1, 2009 issue of the newsletter (Issue No. 4), we reported the jury verdict win on
the case and the details of the trial. The Daily Journal is the most prestigious newspaper for the legal
profession in the state of California. It is exclusively dedicated to the legal industry, and serves the
entire state of California.

Less than half a year ago, as a lead attorney in another major business litigation case, Mr.
Steve Qi of the law firm also prevailed in all causes of action, including breach of contract and fraud,
with an award close to $3 million. In that case, the Defendant was a local businessman involved in
import and wholesale of fashion shoes and our law firm represented four Chinese Exporters.

The Law Offices of Steve Qi and Associates has been involved in many other business and
civil litigation cases in which we prevailed through trial or before trial on the merits of the case, even
though sometimes the case looks very unfavorable to our clients at first. In addition to litigation, the
firm is also legal counsel to numerous local and international corporations, and is heavily involved in
transactional legal activities such as mergers and acquisitions, drafting all kinds of legal documents
such as contracts, employee handbooks, etc. The firm also helps business clients in handling
intellectual property matters such as trade mark and copyright.

For more information about the firm, please contact us at:

Law Offices of Steve Qi & Associates
388 E. Valley Blvd, Suite 200
Alhambra, CA 91801

Tel: (626) 282-9878

Fax: (626) 282-8968

e-mail: info@sqilaw.com

Website: www.sqilaw.com
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CONTRACTS interest in KPL. Situ would retain investment of Huilong, ;epeatedly
FRAUD the remaining 40 percent interest. failing to explain or clarify the
Breach of Contract In fact, at the time the agreement situation, ffaﬂ;g}g to respond to
VERDICT: $370,000 plus was drafted and presented to Hu, requests for information, failing
rejudgm ot interest. KPL had no capital invested in it at to produce an agreement to sign,
prejudgment interes all, according to plaintiff's counsel. failing to issue stock certificates,
CASE/NUMBER: Roy Hu v. . i and failing to produce even a receipt
Tianrong Situ / BC3%0312, The parties did not sign the for the funds Hu contributed.
agreement because there were i
COURTNATE: Los Angeles some minor revisions that needed to DEFENDANT 'S CONTENTIONS:
Superior Central / May 22, 2009. be made, In the meantime, starting Situ claimed that Hu breached
JUDGE: Hon. Helen I. Bendix. from March 2007 through May 2007, g‘;gﬂr e?mﬁ(nizz:’:g”ed
Dt Hu made wire transfers from his rming
ATTORNEYS: Plaintiff - Ste oo : :
Qi (Law Offces of teven Q1 & own company and himself to KPL o falled - m;&%m;:kthat
Associates, Alhambra) totaling $350,000. Huilong, however, u to pur S as
’ ) was never involved in the deal as agreed and failed to repay a loan
Defendant - Sam X.J. Wu (Law made by Situ,

Offices of Sam X.J. Wu, APC,
Diamond Bar); Steven W. Hashimoto

Situ had represented and wanted Hu
to believe, according to plaintiff’'s
counsel.

DAMAGES: Husought”
comipensatory damages, interest,

I()I:;vd(znfij; e of Steven W. Hashimoto, In August 2007, Situ gave Hu a letter and punitive damages.

of confirmation of Hu’s contribution SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS:
FACTS: On Dec. 15, 2006, of $350,000. However, in information According to plaintiff's counsel: At
KPL Scaffold Inc. (KPL) was statements filed with the Secretary trial, plaintiff demanded $350,000,
incorporated by defendant of State in March and December which was countered by the
Tianrong Situ (Situ). Situ was the 2007, Situ remained listed as the defense’s offer of $300,000 in stock
sole shareholder a.l.ld Presndent sole director and president. When certificate, Defendant never offered
In Ma.rch 2007, plamtlff R.oy Hu Hu asked for the money back, $420,000, which plaintiff would have
and Situ entered negotiations for Situ refused. Hu sued for fraud, accepted.
I(-ilrl;itt.;gicorlze aszd{la“rse}}::rlg"el; :xitsufer breach of contract and rescission. According to defense counsel: At
Agreemexlzt "p\:hich iated that Situ counter-supd Hu for breach of trial, plaintiff demanded $570,000.
KPL had possessed capital of 2 contract and failure to repay a loan. Defendant offered $420,000, but this
million, $600,000 of which would PLAINTIFF'S CONTENTIONS: was rejected by plaintiff
be transferred by Hu. In return, Hu claimed that Situ fraudulently RESULT: The jury found in favor
Hu would receive a 30 percént represented that he had invested of plaintiff Hu and awarded him
interest in KPL. As represented by §2 mi“?” in KP L, and that Huilong $370,000, plus interest. The jury
Situ, another $600,000 was to be yvould mve§t in .KPL, in an effort to rejected plaintiff’s punitive damages
transferred by Hong Kong Huilong induce Hu into investing in KPL. claim.
Holdings Co. Ltd. (Hilong), who Hu also claimed that Situ breached FILING DATE: May 6, 2008
would also receive a 30 perc;:nt the contract by failing to secure the ' T
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