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Craig J. Mariam  (SBN 225280) 
cmariam@grsm.com  
Scott W. McCaskill  (SBN 305032) 
smccaskill@grsm.com 
GORDON REES SCULLY MANSUKHANI, LLP 
101 W. Broadway, Suite 2000 
San Diego, CA 92101 
T: (619) 696-6700       
F: (619) 696-7124 
 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
MARCELA ESCOBAR-ECK 
 
 

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO 

   
 

JOSHUA BILLAUER, 
 

Plaintiff,  
 

vs.  
 
OLGA MARCELA ESCOBAR-ECK; and 
DOES 1 through 1,000,  
 

Defendants. 

AND ALL RELATED ACTIONS. 

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

CASE NO. 37-2021-00006367-CU-DF-
CTL 
 
[Assigned to Hon. Kenneth J. Medel,  
 Dept. C-66] 
 
DECLARATION OF SCOTT 
MCCASKILL IN SUPPORT OF 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF AND 
CROSS-DEFENDANT JOSHUA 
BILLAUER’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION TO SHORTEN TIME 
ON MOTION TO COMPEL 
DEPOSITION OF THIRD-PARTY 
WITNESS AND EXTEND DEADLINE 
FOR ANTI-SLAPP MOTION 
 
Hearing Date: July 15, 2021 
Hearing Time: 8:30 a.m. 
 
Complaint Filed: February 16, 2021 
Trial Date:  None Set 

   

 I, Scott McCaskill declare as follows:  

1. I am an attorney at law licensed to practice in the State of California. I am a 

partner with the law firm of Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhani, LLP, attorneys of record for 

defendant Olga Marcel Escobar-Eck (“Defendant”) in the above-captioned matter.  I am one of 

the attorneys responsible for the handling of this file and have personal knowledge of the facts 
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set forth below.  I make this declaration in support of Defendant’s Opposition to plaintiff Joshua 

Billauer (“Plaintiff”)’s Ex Parte Application to Shorten Time on Motion to Compel Third Party 

Witness and Extend Deadline for Anti-SLAPP Motion.  

2.  On July 2, 2021 our office was served with the attached Notice to Consumer or 

Employee, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.   

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of correspondence 

between myself and Cory Briggs, Esq., counsel for plaintiff.    

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

foregoing is true and correct.  

 

 

Dated this 14th day of July, 2021. 
 
 
 
  _____________ 

    Scott McCaskill 
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From: Scott McCaskill

Sent: Friday, July 9, 2021 2:29 PM

To: Cory Briggs; Diane Cutting; Janna Ferraro

Cc: Craig Mariam; Jeanne Farrar

Subject: RE: BILLAUER v. ESCOBAR-ECK - Objections to Subpoena

Cory, 

As was discussed numerous time during the deposition, asking a party to define their claimed damages and the facts 
supporting their claims during a deposition is improper under Rifkind v. Superior Court (1994) 22 Cal.App.4th 
1255.  Regardless, it is certainly improper to ask a business to define what documents and facts support the claims made 
by its employee, particularly where the employee has not done so yet.  If plaintiff has authority that a non-party can be 
forced to define the claims of a party, please provide it and Atlantis will be happy to reconsider its objections.  

SCOTT W. MCCASKILL | Partner 

GORDON REES SCULLY MANSUKHANI
YOUR 50 STATE PARTNER®

101 W. Broadway, Suite 2000 
San Diego, CA 92101  
D: 619-230-7460  |  smccaskill@grsm.com  

www.grsm.com 
vCard  

From: Cory Briggs <cory@briggslawcorp.com>  
Sent: Thursday, July 8, 2021 3:42 PM 
To: Diane Cutting <dxcutting@grsm.com>; Janna Ferraro <Janna@briggslawcorp.com> 
Cc: Scott McCaskill <smccaskill@grsm.com>; Craig Mariam <cmariam@grsm.com>; Jeanne Farrar 
<jfarrar@grsm.com> 
Subject: RE: BILLAUER v. ESCOBAR-ECK - Objections to Subpoena 

Scott: 

Your client was unable to give even an estimate of her economic damages, which she said all emanate from her 
losses as a principal of TAG. She also said that her lost business was all subject to non-disclosure agreements, 
and on that basis she refused to identify a single lost client. It’s inconceivable that TAG is unable to work with 
one of its principals to provide a response to the subpoena or to review the allegations (a copy of which I 
included with subpoena) to figure out what financial losses Ms. Escobar-Eck has lost as a principal of TAG. 

Please let me know by the close of business tomorrow whether TAG is changing its mind. Thanks. 

    Cory J. Briggs  
    Briggs Law Corporation 
    99 East "C" Street, Suite 111, Upland, CA 91786 
    Telephone: 909-949-7115 (office); 619-736-9086 (direct)  
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    Facsimile: 909-949-7121 
    E-mail: cory@briggslawcorp.com

Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail, and print double-sided whenever possible. 

Important Notice: This message contains confidential information intended only for the use of the addressee(s) 
named above and may contain information that is legally privileged. If you are not an addressee or the person 
responsible for delivering this message to the addressee(s), you are hereby notified that reading, disseminating, 
distributing, or copying this message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message by mistake, please 
immediately notify me by replying to this message and then delete the original message and your reply 
immediately thereafter. Thank you very much. 

Internal Revenue Service Circular 230 Disclosure: Nothing in this message is intended or written by Briggs Law 
Corporation (including its attorneys and staff) to be used and cannot be used for the purpose of (i) avoiding 
penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing, or recommending to another party any 
transaction or matter addressed in this message.

From: Diane Cutting <dxcutting@grsm.com>  
Sent: Thursday, July 08, 2021 3:33 PM 
To: Cory Briggs <cory@briggslawcorp.com>; Janna Ferraro <Janna@briggslawcorp.com> 
Cc: Scott McCaskill <smccaskill@grsm.com>; Craig Mariam <cmariam@grsm.com>; Jeanne Farrar 
<jfarrar@grsm.com> 
Subject: BILLAUER v. ESCOBAR-ECK - Objections to Subpoena 

Dear Counsel: 

Attached please find Meet and Confer Correspondence in regards to the above-referenced matter. 

Thank you, 

DIANE M. CUTTING |  Legal Secretary 

GORDON REES SCULLY MANSUKHANI
YOUR 50 STATE PARTNER™

This email communication may contain CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION WHICH ALSO MAY BE LEGALLY PRIVILEGED and is intended only for the 
use of the intended recipients identified above. If you are not the intended recipient of this communication, you are hereby notified that any unauthorized 

review, use, dissemination, distribution, downloading, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient and 
have received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by reply email, delete the communication and destroy all copies. 

GORDON REES SCULLY MANSUKHANI, LLP 

YOUR 50 STATE PARTNER®
http://www.grsm.com
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