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SUPPLEMENTAL TRIVINO-PEREZ DECLARATION 

 
 

Wilfredo Alberto Trivino-Perez (SBN 219345) 
wtpesq@gmail.com 
TRIVINO-PEREZ & ASSOCIATES 
10940 Wilshire Blvd., 16th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
Phone: (310) 443-4251 
Fax: (310) 443-4252 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs Oscar De La Torre and Elias Serna 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

 
OSCAR DE LA TORRE and ELIAS 
SERNA 
 
                                             Plaintiffs, 
 
                             v. 
 
CITY OF SANTA MONICA and 
DOES 1 through 10, inclusive 
 
 
                                          Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
 

Case No.: 21STCV08597 
 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF 
WILFREDO TRIVINO-PEREZ IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
 
Dept. 15 
 
[Hon. Richard Fruin] 
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  2 
SUPPLEMENTAL TRIVINO-PEREZ DECLARATION 

 
 

I, Wilfredo Trivino-Perez, declare as follows: 

 1. I am counsel of record for the plaintiffs in the above-captioned case.  I am 

over the age of 18 and have personal knowledge of the facts contained in this 

declaration.  I previously submitted a declaration in support of Plaintiffs’ motion for 

summary judgment; I offer this supplement only to provide evidence responding to the 

erroneous, and largely irrelevant, story weaved by Defendant in its opposition to the 

summary judgment motion.   If called as a witness, I could and would competently 

testify as follows: 

2.  Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the face page 

and selected pages of the transcript of the deposition of Kevin Shenkman. 

3.  Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the face page 

and selected pages of the transcript of the deposition of Oscar de la Torre. 

4.  Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the face page 

and selected pages of the transcript of the deposition of Maria Loya. 

5.  Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of Plaintiffs’ 

amended response to Special Interrogatory No. 8.  Defendant has not moved, pursuant 

to Code of Civil Procedure section 2030.310(b), for an order deeming the prior answer 

binding. 

6. Consistent with the ruling of this Court, Plaintiffs produced all emails and 

text messages responsive to discovery requests, regardless of technical issues 

experienced by Mr. de la Torre.  Because many of those emails and text messages were 

not readily available on Mr. de la Torre’s devices, I obtained the emails and text 

messages from the other parties to those emails and text messages. 

7. Defendant has repeatedly claimed that Mr. Shenkman has drafted various 

court filings in this case, insinuating that I am incapable of litigating this case.  I agree 

with Mr. Shenkman’s sentiment expressed in his deposition when presented with this 

same accusation – that it is insulting and even racist, as the premise of Defendant’s 

accusations is that a Latino attorney could not litigate this case.  
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SUPPLEMENTAL TRIVINO-PEREZ DECLARATION 

 
 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of FPPC Adv. I-

95-287, which Defendant cites extensively in its Opposition, but has no conceivable 

bearing on the issues in this case.  Defendant also purports to quote FPPC Adv. I-95-

287 in its Opposition, but those quotes are nowhere to be found in FPPC Adv. I-95-287. 

 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that 

the foregoing is true and correct. 

 Executed this 3rd day of April 2022, at Los Angeles, California. 

      -       /s/Wilfredo Trivino-Perez                     - 
               Wilfredo Trivino-Perez 
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Wilfredo Alberto Trivino-Perez (SBN 219345) 
wtpesq@gmail.com 
TRIVINO-PEREZ & ASSOCIATES 
10940 Wilshire Blvd., 16th Floor 
Los Angeles, CA 90024 
Phone: (310) 443-4251 
Fax: (310) 443-4252 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs Oscar De La Torre and Elias Serna 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

OSCAR DE LA TORRE and ELIAS 
SERNA 

 Plaintiffs, 

 v. 

CITY OF SANTA MONICA and 
DOES 1 through 10, inclusive 

 Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Case No.: 21STCV08597 

PLAINTIFF OSCAR DE LA TORRE’S 
FURTHER SUPPLEMENTAL 
RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT’S FIRST 
SET OF SPECIAL INTERROGATORIES 
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_____________________________________________________________________________ 
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

member of the Santa Monica City Council.  In or about May or June 2021, Responding Party 

received off-the-cuff legal advice concerning whether Responding Party could be required to 

testify in Uzun v. City of Santa Monica.  Since November 20, 2020, Responding Party has 

also received a few periodic updates from Shenkman & Hughes PC concerning the progress 

of the CVRA ACTION, but those updates are not what Responding Party would call “legal 

advice.” 

FURTHER SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 8: 

Subject to and without waiving the previously asserted objections, and consistent with 

the Court’s ruling of December 17, 2021, Responding Party amends and supplements his 

response as follows: 

In or around November or December 2020, Responding Party received advice from 

Shenkman & Hughes PC concerning the contention by George Cardona that Responding 

Party has a conflict of interest that prevents him from participating in council discussions and 

decisions concerning Pico Neighborhood Association v. City of Santa Monica, Between 

January 23 and 26, 2021, Responding Party received advice from Shenkman & Hughes PC 

concerning George Cardona placing an item on the January 26, 2021 city council agenda 

seeking to exclude Responding Party from council discussions and decisions, before 

Responding Party was able to retain Wilfredo Trivino-Perez to address Defendant’s unlawful 

exclusion of Responding Party, an elected member of the Santa Monica City Council.  

Responding Party would characterize the above-described advice as being of a political or 

friendly nature, even though the advice was provided by an attorney whose advice may have 

been informed by some general knowledge of the law.  Responding Party nonetheless 

includes those instances in this response out of an abundance of caution.  In or about May or 

June 2021, Responding Party received off-the-cuff advice concerning whether Responding 

Party could be required to testify in Uzun v. City of Santa Monica.  Since November 20, 

2020, Responding Party has also received a few periodic updates from Shenkman & Hughes 
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_____________________________________________________________________________ 
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

PC concerning the progress of the CVRA ACTION, but those updates too are not what 

Responding Party would call “legal advice.” 

 

 
      Respectfully submitted: 
DATED: February 6, 2022   TRIVINO-PEREZ & ASSOCIATES 
 
     By:    _/s/ Wilfredo Trivino Perez_________________ 
      Wilfredo Trivino-Perez 
      Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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_____________________________________________________________________________ 
RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to this action.  I am employed in the 
County of Los Angeles, State of California.  My business address is 10940 Wilshire Blvd., 16th 
Floor, Los Angeles, CA 90024. 
 
On February 6, 2022, I served true copies of the following document(s) described as  

RESPONSES TO INTERROGATORIES 

on the interested parties in this action as follows: 

Joe Lawrence 
Interim Santa Monica City Attorney 
1685 Main Street, Room 310 
Santa Monica, CA 90401 
 
Carol M. Silberberg 
Berry Silberberg Stokes PC 
155 North Lake Ave. 
Suite 800 
Pasadena, CA 91101 

 

BY MAIL:  I enclosed the document(s) in a sealed envelope or package addressed to the persons at 
the addresses listed in the Service List and placed the envelope for collection and mailing, following 
our ordinary business practices.  I am readily familiar with our practice for collecting and processing 
correspondence for mailing.  On the same day that the correspondence is placed for collection and 
mailing, it is deposited in the ordinary course of business with the United States Postal Service, in a 
sealed envelope with postage fully prepaid. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing 
is true and correct. 

Executed on February 6, 2022 at Los Angeles, California. 

    /s/ Wilfredo Trivino-Perez 
 Wilfredo Trivino-Perez 
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