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I n oilfield litigation between two  
petroleum producers in Kern  
County, TRC Operating Co. won 

a $120 million jury verdict against 
Chevron USA Inc. over claims that  
Chevron’s years of negligent main-
tenance caused well blowouts that 
killed a Chevron employee and 
made it unsafe for TRC to work 
its wells. 

The trial ended in 2021, but un-
usual post-trial events led the case 
to a state appellate panel. It is 
now pending before the state 
Supreme Court. 

Fresno County Superior Court 
Judge David R. Lampe granted 
a new trial based on the alleged 
misconduct of Juror No.10, a man 
who failed to disclose a 40-year-
old criminal conviction for sex 
offenses that, if known, would 
have made him ineligible to serve 
on the jury. 

That left it to the trial and appel-
late teams at Quinn Emanuel 
Urquhart & Sullivan, representing 
TRC Operating Co., to try to reverse 
Lampe and restore the verdict. 

They succeeded in persuading 
justices at the Fifth Appellate District 
to rule unanimously that there was  
no bias against Chevron, no new  

trial is necessary and the big jury  
award to TRC stands. With inter-
est and costs, it is now worth 
$163 million. 

“It’s very rare to get a verdict rein- 
stated and exceedingly rare to get 
a new trial order reversed,” said 
Kathleen M. Sullivan, the Quinn  
Emanuel name partner, senior 

counsel and chair of its national  
appellate group, who successfully 
argued the matter for TRC before 
the appellate panel. 

The Quinn Emanuel trial counsel, 
Christopher Tayback and Scott L. 
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Watson, laid groundwork for the 
appeal by tracking down most of  
the jurors. They reported that Juror  
No. 10 voted with the 11-1 majority  
and acted responsibly in the jury 
room. 

“We usually don’t go bother juries,” 
Tayback said. “We met them one 
by one at Starbucks and other 
places, and we were pleased they 
felt invested in the outcome of 

the trial and willing to talk to us.” 

Sullivan then persuaded the panel 
that Juror No. 10’s old, now-ex- 
punged indecent liberties convic-
tion out of Washington state had 
nothing to do with oil; that there 
had been no misconduct during 
deliberations; and that because it 
was a civil case and the plaintiffs 
needed only nine votes to prevail 
but had gotten eleven, Juror No. 

10 could not have affected the 
outcome. 

Since then, the Supreme Court 
has granted review on the ques-
tion of whether procedural rules 
preclude remand for further pro- 
ceedings on a motion for new trial. 
One of the defendants’ appellate 
counsel, Jeremy B. Rosen of 
Horvitz & Levy, emailed, “Chevron 
looks forward to presenting its 

arguments to the Supreme Court 
and to securing a new trial on 
remand to the superior court.”  

Sullivan said her appellate col-
leagues B. Dylan Proctor and 
Dylan C. Bonfigli would deal with 
the case now. 

“But I’m going to ask them to 
invite me to the party when we 
win,” she added. 


