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Orrick Scores $1M For Calif. Home Loan Scam Victims 

By Andrew Strickler 

Law360, New York (June 20, 2014, 4:03 PM ET) -- A team of Orrick Herrington & 
Sutcliffe LLP lawyers working pro bono in California came to the rescue of loan 
modification scam victims, winning a $950,000 default judgment for hundreds of low-
income, mostly Spanish-speaking homeowners who found themselves vulnerable 
during the real estate crisis. 

 
While Orrick had handled predatory lending and mortgage cases before, the alleged scheme of 
RewireMyLoan.com was incredibly complicated — involving hundreds of victims targeted by a relatively 
sophisticated network of businesses that advertised "guaranteed" loan relief with the help of a Beverly 
Hills lawyer. 
 
“There were individuals who were certainly under water in a very stressed market who really didn’t 
think they had anywhere else to go,” said Orrick partner Elizabeth Howard, an intellectual property 
specialist in the firm's Silicon Valley office. 
 
The complaint, filed by Orrick and co-counsel from Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law and 
the Law Foundation of Silicon Valley in 2011, alleged that attorney Ken Nathanson and a network of 
people and businesses targeted distressed Bay Area homeowners with a kind of scam that became 
common in many states in the wake of the financial crash. 
 
The offer: In exchange for anywhere from $2,000 to $5,000, the group promised cash-strapped 
homeowners that lawyers would negotiate with lenders for huge interest rate and principal reductions 
— or even show the loan itself was defective and unenforceable — thus saving them from foreclosure. 
 
Advertising on Spanish-language radio stations, as well as on TV and online, and using a network of 
brokers and real estate agents, the people behind RewireMyLoan.com promoted a too-good-to-be-true 
success rate and even a money-back guarantee, the suit said. 
 
“[F]ew if any of the victims received any promised loan modifications at all, let alone the significant 
reductions of interest rates and/or principal amounts guaranteed by defendants” the complaint said.  
 
Making matters worse was the direction given to them to cease communicating with their lender, 
Howard said, causing many victims to not only lose the up-front fee but also fall farther behind on their 
mortgages or miss opportunities to negotiate with the bank themselves. 
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From the beginning, the case was complicated by an unusually recalcitrant group of defendants. 
 
Many did not respond to communications or were simply impossible to locate, requiring hired 
investigators to knock on doors and try to serve papers. In the end, many services were made through 
publications. 
 
“This made the case even more challenging, because it was like we didn’t have real live defendants,” 
Howard said. “We had to explain to the court it was appropriate under the circumstances to move 
forward without the benefit of depositions ... and make a prima facie case to establish they had 
committed fraud, which we did.” 
 
Nathanson settled in 2012 and was dropped from the case. His law license was suspended for six 
months in that year but is currently active, according to state bar records.  
 
Nathanson said in a written statement to Law360 that he never authorized people behind 
RewireMyLoan.com to make offers on his behalf.  
 
"Almost immediately after being served with the class action lawsuit, I contacted the 
lawyers representing the class and was and have been cooperative in providing information and 
documents relating [to] the claims prosecuted on behalf of the class," he said. "Without my admission of 
any liability, the claims against me by the class have been settled." 
 
A lengthy battle also focused on computers used by RewireMyLoan.com businesses, and whether they 
could be examined for evidence of the scam. Two computers eventually revealed communications about 
a plan to not honor promised refunds, said Orrick intellectual property partner Sid Venkatesan. 
 
“That’s when it became a case also about fraud and resulted in adding new claims,” he said. 
 
Last month, Santa Clara County Superior Court Judge Peter H. Kirwan entered a default judgment 
against three defendant entities and one individual for $950,000 million in the alleged fraud. 
 
Some individual defendants, including Adeel Amin — who the plaintiffs described as a main organizer of 
the scheme — were not included in the May judgment. 
 
Judge Kirwan also agreed to allow the case to proceed as a class action representing approximately 250 
alleged victims of RewireMyLoan.com. A hearing on a pending default judgment issue related to another 
individual defendant, Eric DeBlasi, is scheduled for June 27. 
 
While the Orrick pro bono practice had handled similar cases for single plaintiffs, the 
RewireMyLoan.com class action required far more legwork and legal expertise, the firm said. 
 
Joining the case “was a deliberate choice to try something with a broader impact, not only though the 
litigation itself but also through awareness of these kinds of issues,” Venkatesan said. 
 
In addition to Howard and Venkatesan, the Orrick team included associates Jacob Heath, Cam Phan, 
Randy Wu, and James Freedman. 
 
Attorneys with the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, which originally referred the case to 
Orrick, and the Law Foundation of Silicon Valley also represented the plaintiffs. 



 

 

 
The case is Ocegueda et. al. v. Nathanson et. al., case number 1-11-cv-202525, in the Superior Court of 
the State of California, County of Santa Clara. 
 
Pro Bono Spotlight is a recurring Law360 series profiling law firm pro bono efforts. 
 
--Editing by Edrienne Su. 
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