
Sanchez vs. Durham School Bus Services



Two Theories in the Case

1. Eyes and ears rule

2. Red light rule



Ex. 390 Gaucin path to cross to bus



Corazon Marin – Afternoon Path Ex. 196



Ex. 226-1



The Red Light Rule
• The schoolbus driver shall operate the flashing red light signal system 

and stop signal arm, as required on the schoolbus, at all times when 
the schoolbus is stopped for the purpose of loading or unloading 
pupils.  (VC 22112)





Ex. 501-007





Cori Cone

• Durham Training and 
Safety Supervisor



Cori Cone 
Trial Testimony, 8/22/17, p. 51:18-21



Cori Cone 
Trial Testimony, 8/22/17, p. 52:2-7



Melinda Beighle

•Durham Field Supervisor



Melinda Beighle - Field Supervisor
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 27: 15-21



Melinda Beighle
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17 
p. 32:7-13



Melinda Beighle
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 29:6-13



Melinda Beighle
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 46:5-13



Melinda Beighle
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 29:23-30:11



Melinda Beighle
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 29:23-30:11



Maria Espinoza 

• Transportation Director since 2006

• San Bernardino City 
Unified School District

• 25 years in transportation industry



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 60:9-14



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 60:15-21



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 61:5-12



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 62:14-18

Durham made no reports.



Andrea Gaucin Candelaria Arana

Corazon Marin



Corazon Marin



Marin Trial Testimony, 8/23/17, p. 18:18-22
(Referring to Exhibit 195)



Corazon Marin – Morning Path to Bus Stop

Ex. 195



Marin Trial Testimony, 8/23/17 
page 18:26-19:4



Marin Trial Testimony, 
8/23/17, p. 22:23-23:2



Marin Trial Testimony, 
8/23/17, p. 23:3-6



Marin Trial Testimony, 
8/23/17, p. 30:21-24



Marin Trial Testimony, 8/23/17, p. 19:12-20



Corazon Marin – Afternoon Path Ex. 196



Marin Trial Testimony, 
8/23/17, p. 20:6-16





Ex. 355Ex. 196

Would a reasonably vigilant bus driver see parents and 
children crossing in front of the bus every afternoon?



Ex. 226-1



Mason testimony, 
8/21, p. 84:19-26

Ex. 226-1



Andrea Gaucin



Andrea Gaucin Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 131:6-13



Andrea Gaucin Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 141:17-20



Andrea Gaucin Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 142:7-16



Andrea Gaucin Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 143:1-7



Candelaria Arana



Candelaria crossed at the “X” across 9th street

Ex. 154



Candelaria Arana Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 87:24-88:2



Ex. 57, Durham Training Video No. 12



Causation



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 69:19-24



Maria Espinoza 
Trial Testimony, 8/28/17, p. 72:9-11



Causation

•Isabella ran into the street when she saw 
her bus because she had been using this 
path every day to get to and from her bus.

•Isabella watched others use this same path. 



Andrea Gaucin Trial Testimony
8/23, p. 152:1-7



Negligence 

Red Light Rule



Jury Instruction –
Presumption of Negligence per se



Shanita Mason Trial testimony
8/21, p. 101:4-13



Deputy Cruz

• Interviewed witnesses at 
scene

• Experience with 1000’s  
accident investigation and 
witness statements



Deputy Cruz Trial Testimony
8/22/17, Page 27:19-25



Certified Translated Transcript of 
Corazon Marin (“bus just got here”)



Officer Donald Rusk

• MAIT Team

• 1000’s of accident  
investigations

• Interested in determining 
the location of the bus 
and whether red lights 
were on at time of impact
• Criminal implications



MAIT Officer Rusk
Trial Testimony 8/24, 79:5-9



Joellen Gill

• Human factors 
engineering





Ex. 501-007



Vo Would Have Reacted To The Red Lights And 
Stop Arm
Trial Testimony, 8/24 P. 89:18-21



Surprise Witness - Mendez

• Dealing with the hostile witness



Comparative Fault

• Durham _____

• Mason _____

• Carina Sanchez _____

• Isabella _____

• Ms. Vo _____

100%



402. Standard of Care for Minors



Although Isabella’s J-walking is a vehicle code 
violation, the law provides that she is not 
necessarily negligent.



Jury Instruction 421. 
Negligence per se: Rebuttal of the Presumption of 
Negligence (Violation of Minor Excused)



Damages



Key Damage Issues at Trial

1. Life Expectancy

2. Cost of Attendant Care



Plaintiff Testified for One Minute









Need for 24 Hour LVN Care is Undisputed

•LVN from an agency costs $41.13 per hour
•Carol Hyland



Ed Bennet
Defense Life Care Panner

• Agrees that there are many advantages to hiring an 
LVN through an agency, which drives up the cost:
• Legal arrangement 

• comply with laws to pay Workers Compensation

• Hiring

• Firing

• Scheduling 

• Benefits for workers results in:
• Less turnover/ burnout

• Better continuity of care

• Coverage when LVN is sick/ unavailable

• Certified workers

• $20.76 LVN rate is for no agency, no worker’s compensation, etc.



Ed Bennet Trial Testimony, 
9/11, p. 87:17-19



Ed Bennet Trial Testimony, 
9/11, p. 90:3-8



Cost of Attendant Care

Medi-Cal rate which Ms. Phillips was paid is inadmissible under 
Corenbaum v. Lampkin (2013) 215 Cal.App.4th 1308. 

• “…Evidence of the full amount billed for past medical services 
cannot support expert opinion on the reasonable value of 
future medical services.”  (Id. at 7:5-10.)   

• The court also noted that both Ms. Hyland and Mr. Bennet could 
testify about the reasonable value of the services, which both 
experts did. 



Tamara Hunt, MBA, PhD.

Economist

• Life Care plan

• Lost Earning 
capacity



Special Jury Instruction No. 1 



Human Damages


