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Johnson served as trial counsel in 
a complex case that led to a novel 
examination of California’s com-

munity property rightsand resulted in 
a published decision.

The case involved allegations of 
breach of contract and fiduciary duties 
against a national supplement company, 
Alacer Corp., the maker of Emergen-C 
vitamin drink mix.

James Patrick, now deceased, was the 
original owner of the company. He later 
married Ymelda T. Patrick, the plaintiff 
in the case. Patrick v. Alacer Corp., 201 
Cal.App.4th 1326 (2011).

“He’s dead, and she wanted to be 
treated as the owner of the business 
and, in fact, claimed she was an owner,” 
said Johnson, who represented Alacer.

Further complicating the case, he 
added, was that the couple had a pend-
ing petition for divorce at the time of 
Patrick’s death.

“The derivative claims required plain-
tiff to have standing as a shareholder,” 
Johnson said, “and were based on the 
plaintiff’s claims of ownership in the 
company by way of California’s com-
munity property laws.”

As it happened, she didn’t own any 
stock, Johnson added, but her late hus-
band did, having acquired his shares 
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prior to the marriage.
“We thought it to be a fairly simple is-

sue, but it wasn’t,” Johnson said. “There 
was not a lot of precedent for it.”

In a bifurcated trial, the court ruled 
against the plaintiff in her claims of 
standing to sue derivatively, and grant-
ed his client’s motion for judgment as 
to the remaining aspects of her case.

The decision was appealed and, in 
November 2011, the result was upheld 
in a published decision.

“With the Patrick case, I don’t know if 
I’ll see another one like that,” Johnson 
said.

But he said he has noticed tempers 
flaring — particularly involving family 
business disputes — when the econo-
my goes south.

“People tend to argue over things,” 
he said. “I’ve seen an increase in my 
practice with these types of claims.”

He added, “I wonder, when you have 
a successful company, why do you want 
to go blow it up and get involved in liti-
gation? I try to be upfront with my cli-
ents that it’s time-consuming and emo-
tional, in addition to being expensive. 
You’ve got to have the bedside manner 
to handle that kind of stuff. It’s good 
business.”

— Pat Broderick
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Editor’S NotE 
To compile this list, Daily Journal editors and report-

ers considered hundreds of lawyers from throughout 
California. We looked at every major practice type, in-
cluding corporate transactions, criminal prosecution 
and intellectual property litigation.

The most important consideration was the work. 

Jeremy S. JohnSon

How have this lawyer’s cases impacted the law, 
a particular sector of industry or society? That’s 
the first question we ask ourselves in considering 
each person. We also look at the candidate’s im-
pact on the legal community. Is he or she taking 
a leadership role within the fi rm, agency or orga-
nization? Are they active in bar groups and public 

service organizations?
This is the 20th year we’ve published the list, and 

the remarkable thing is that the pool of worthy 
candidates gets deeper every year. As you read 
through this supplement, we think you’ll agree that 
California’s legal talent is some of the best you’ll 
find anywhere in the world.
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