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Steve Dodson appeals from the trial court’s judgment for compensatory and punitive 
damages in favor of O’Gorman and Sandroni, P.C. (“Law Firm”) on Law Firm’s claim of 
fraudulent misrepresentation in connection with the sale of a computer system to Law Firm.  
Dodson raises six points of claimed error: (1) that Dodson was not personally liable because the 
transaction at issue was between Law Firm and Bios LLC doing business as Clayton Computer; 
(2) that the evidence did not warrant piercing the corporate veil of Bios LLC to find Dodson 
personally liable; (3) that the evidence did not support the trial court’s finding that Dodson was 
personally doing business as Clayton Computer; (4) that the evidence did not demonstrate all of 
the elements necessary to prove fraudulent misrepresentation; (5) that Law Firm failed to prove 
through admissible evidence that the computer system installed was not the system that Law 
Firm had ordered; and (6) that there was no basis to award punitive damages.   

 
AFFIRMED. 

DIVISION THREE HOLDS:  The trial court did not err in finding Dodson personally 
liable because there was evidence to support that Dodson personally sold Law Firm the computer 
system at issue while doing business as Clayton Computer and there was substantial evidence to 
support the trial court’s finding that Dodson was liable for fraudulent misrepresentation in 
connect with the sale to Law Firm of the computer system at issue.  Further, the trial court did 
not abuse its discretion in awarding punitive damages. 

Opinion by: James M. Dowd, J. 
 
Robert M. Clayton III, P.J., Lawrence E. Mooney, J. concur 
 
Attorney for Appellant: Ted D. Disabato 

Attorney for Respondent: Richard Keyes 

 

THIS SUMMARY IS NOT PART OF THE OPINION OF THE COURT.  IT HAS 
BEEN PREPARED FOR THE CONVENIENCE OF THE READER AND SHOULD NOT 
BE QUOTED OR CITED. 


