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APPEARANCES WILL BE BY ZOOM OR IN PERSON  

 
For matters where an appearance is required, the parties may appear by Zoom or in person in 
Department 33. Zoom is encouraged, however.  
 
Zoom hearing information 
 
Link: 
https://www.zoomgov.com/j/1619088479?pwd=L3J3bGFra1JSbUlmK1NIRXpNaGJ0Zz09 

Meeting ID: 161 908 8479 

Passcode: 771919 

 

 

1.  TIME:  3:00   CASE#: MSC19-02043 
CASE NAME: SILVIO GARAVENTA VS. MEHRZAD AZARI 
SPECIALLY SET HEARING ON: APPRAISAL 
SET BY COUNSEL 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
 Appearance required.  The Court will entertain oral argument on the following tentative 
ruling, and will then take the matter under submission.  The Court will issue an order after 
hearing within a few days. 
 
 The Court adopts the appraisal prepared by Robert W. Laversin of American 

Business Appraisers, PC, without modification.  This appraisal values Pine Hollow Enterprises, 

Inc. at $ 3,825.000.  Plaintiff Garaventa’s 50% interest in Pine Hollow is valued at $ 1,912,500. 

 

 Laversin is the only one of the three appraisers who focused solely on the value of the 

Pine Hollow business.  The other two appraisers valued the business and its leased property 

together, and their appraisals would require the Court to ‘back out’ a component value for the 

business — a conceptually dubious exercise that neither side has persuaded the Court is 

feasible.  The parties do not even agree on what the ‘backed out’ component value for the 

business would be. 

 

 Each side asserts objections to the Laversin appraisal, but neither side has identified a 

flaw so fundamental that it would deprive the Court of its statutory discretion to adopt the 

appraisal.  Corporations Code section 2000 cannot reasonably be construed as requiring a trial 

court to disregard any appraisal that is arguably imperfect in some respect. 

 

 The Court notes that defendant Azari refers to the Laversin appraisal as “the least flawed 

overall” and “something that the Court can work with ...”  (Supplemental Brief, filed on 7-15-21, 

p. 3:19-27.)  Defendant Garaventa also has several positive things to say about the Laversin 

appraisal.  (Supplemental Points and Authorities, filed on 5-25-21, pp. 5-7.) 
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 In light of the summary nature of section 2000 proceedings and the considerable time 

that has already elapsed since this proceeding was commenced, the Court finds that an 

evidentiary hearing is not warranted.  The Court is persuaded that adopting the Laversin 

appraisal without modification is within the Court’s jurisdiction and discretion, and represents a 

fair result for both sides. 

 

  

2.  TIME:  3:00   CASE#: MSC19-02043 
CASE NAME: SILVIO GARAVENTA VS. MEHRZAD AZARI 
FURTHER CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE 
* TENTATIVE RULING: * 
 
Appearance required.  The parties may wish to discuss the logistics of defendant Azari’s 
response to the Court’s adoption of the Laversin appraisal: how long defendant will have to 
purchase plaintiff Garaventa’s 50% interest, etc. 

 

 

 


