
Tri Palm Unified Owners Association (TPUOA) has several legal responsibilities including:

1. Ensure the operation of the Association complies with current statutory law, such as 
Davis-Stirling, and other governing documents;

2. Ensure that the Association bylaws are current and compatible with state laws;
3.  File appropriate legal action for homeowner violations;
4. Protect the rights and interest of the membership through lawsuits if necessary (an 

example is the document below entitled: “TPUOA vs The Club at Shenandoah Springs” 
(TCSS) please read);

5. Defend the Association and membership from adverse lawsuits (see documents under 
Cheveldave et al vs TPUOA on the LEGAL page of our website tpuoa.net).

Legal Responsibilities of TPUOA

Referring to the last item, two homeowners (Plaintiffs) decided that the Asso-
ciation did not have the authority to resolve a previous lawsuit (TPUOA vs 
TCSS) and launched their own lawsuit against the Association.

Under California law, TPUOA must defend the Association and the member-
ship.  After two plus years and several thousands of dollars in legal fees, the 
Plaintiffs lost their case, not once, but twice, the second on a reconsideration 
motion.  The judge stated their case amounted to a frivolous lawsuit with no 
legal basis for their argument.

Upon the ruling in favor of TPUOA (Defendant) the Association filed to the 
courts to obtain a judgment against the Plaintiffs for legal costs.  The judg-
ment was granted, recorded, and ultimately turned over to the Sheriff to seize 
specific property for cost reimbursement.

In addition, it was necessary to file a motion prohibiting either Plaintiff from 
selling assets until the full judgment was paid (see Court order for 9/21/17).  
The initial judgment was for $41,975.77.  However, by the time the Sheriff 
auctioned off the property, the judgment had accrued additional interest/fees 
and had become $50,183.41 (see the Sheriff Bid Sheet).
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In a creditor’s auction, the creditor must establish the 
starting bid for the Sheriff to proceed.  This can be 
done by posting cash or in the TPUOA’s case, putting 
forth a “credit bid” against what is owed on the judg-
ment.  This is a paper bid and does not require any 
cash backup, it is strictly an amount that will reduce 
the judgment (amount owed to Defendant) against 
the Plaintiff.  It also ensures that the Plaintiffs interest 
in the property will get sold.  Our lawyers submitted a 
credit bid of $35,000.  Unfortunately, no one overbid 
us and we assumed the defined interest in the prop-
erty.  This all took place on Friday, March 30, 2018.

To back up a bit, after the two Plaintiffs lost their 
initial case in Superior Court, one might think that they 
would discontinue further action and cut their legal fee 
losses.  Not so.  The Plaintiffs went on to file an appeal; 
an appeal that is highly unlikely to succeed.  As a result, 
legal costs have continued to increase, and TPUOA is 
obligated to petition the court for additional judgments 
against the Plaintiffs.

The Plaintiffs appear to believe there are no conse-
quences to their actions. By law, the TPUOA directors 
are required to purchase liability insurance. If the Plain-
tiffs believe they are not accountable for their legal 
actions and costs because insurance will cover it, they 
are mistaken.

TPUOA is required by contract (to the insurance 
company) to perform due diligence to recover all 
possible legal costs that the insurance carrier pays out.  
Anything recaptured will be paid back to the insurance 
company.  [The $35,000 value recovered from the 
sale of property belongs to the insurance company, 
not TPUOA].  The insurance company will ultimately 

take the biggest loss in this case.  But in turn, they are 
required by law to pay designated costs through the 
appeal, continuing to protect the membership.

The misinformation that has proliferated on the 
community blog site, Nextdoor, has not been included 
in past or present explanations/updates.  The Associa-
tion does not use Nextdoor to disseminate Association 
or membership business.  TPUOA will not debate 
misinformation on Nextdoor.

The Association website (TPUOA.net) includes a 
webpage (click the LEGAL tab on the menu bar), that 
contains rulings from the courts. They are in order of 
most recent to older and are the official documents 
pertaining to this case.  The site will continue to be 
updated as we receive additional information from the 
courts. 

The impact of the actions by the Plaintiffs do not 
come without consequences to the entire member-
ship.  Although the Association has prevailed in the 
courts at all levels of this lawsuit, the consequences 
have impacted our operational costs and especially our 
insurance premiums (see Notice to Members – New 
Insurance Increase).  TPUOA has successfully won in 
Superior court but the appeal by the Plaintiffs continue 
to escalate the costs.

The Association did not start this legal action, and 
we are not responsible for prolonging it. We are the 
DEFENDANT.  

We encourage everyone to become familiar with the 
documents that have been provided under the Legal 
page to understand the facts of this case.
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