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SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed the Superior Court’s decision upholding a Court of Common

Pleas judgment concerning the fee owed to a law firm for representing Stanford Fowler in a personal

injury matter. The court also denied Fowler’s motion to disqualify the firm’s partner from representing

the appellee, concluding that Fowler had waived the objection and had not otherwise established a

basis for disqualification.
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Fowler appealed the Superior Court's affirmance of a post-trial
judgment entered by the Court of Common Pleas and moved to
disqualify Samuel D. Pratcher from representing Pratcher Krayer LLC

on appeal.

On appeal from the Court of Common Pleas through the Superior
Court, the Supreme Court reviews for legal error and whether the trial
judge's factual findings are sufficiently supported by the record and
result from an orderly and logical deductive process; it applies the

same standard to the Superior Court's decision.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Superior Court properly affirmed the Court of Common Pleas' post-trial judgment and

factual findings concerning the attorney fee dispute.

2. Whether Fowler waived any objection to Dawn Becker's testimony by requesting permission to call her

as a witness despite her not having been identified before trial.

3. Whether Samuel D. Pratcher should be disqualified from representing Pratcher Krayer LLC because he

was a partner of the firm and allegedly stood to benefit financially from the outcome.

HOLDINGS

1. The Superior Court properly affirmed the Court of Common Pleas' judgment because the challenged
factual findings were supported by the record and resulted from an orderly and logical reasoning

process.

2. Fowler waived any objection based on Becker's not having been identified as a witness before trial

because he requested permission to call her as a witness.

3. The motion to disqualify Pratcher was denied because Fowler had not objected to his representation at
trial and therefore waived the objection, and Fowler in any event failed to establish a basis for

disqualification under the circumstances.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In an appeal from the Court of Common Pleas to the Superior Court, the standard of review is whether there
is legal error and whether the factual findings made by the trial judge are sufficiently supported by the record

and are the product of an orderly and logical deductive process.” (at 2)

“Waiver is a valid basis for denial of a motion to disqualify.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The dispute concerned the amount of the fee Pratcher Krayer LL.C was entitled to receive for representing
Fowler in connection with a personal-injury claim. Fowler challenged the Court of Common Pleas' factual
findings and objected to testimony by Dawn Becker, although he had requested permission to call Becker as a
witness. Fowler also sought to disqualify Samuel D. Pratcher, a partner of the appellee law firm, based on an
alleged conflict arising from his financial interest in the outcome.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Court of Common Pleas entered post-trial judgment concerning the fee owed to Pratcher Krayer LLC for

representing Fowler in a personal-injury matter. The Superior Court affirmed on May 18, 2020. The Delaware



Supreme Court affirmed the Superior Court's decision and denied Fowler's disqualification motion.
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affirmed

CASES CITED

o Fowler v. Pratcher Krayer, LLC, 2020 WL 2520273 (Del. Super. Ct. May 18, 2020)
e Shaw v. Nationwide Ins. Co., 2012 WL 3115519, at *1 (Del. July 31, 2012)

e Copeland v. Manuel, 1994 WL 665257, at *2 (Del. Nov. 22, 1994)

e Conley v. Chaffinch, 431 F. Supp. 2d 494, 498 (D. Del. 2006)

Retrieved from lawtools.ai - https://lawtools.ai/cases/state/delaware-supreme-court-of-the-state-of-delaware/2021/fowler-v-pratcher-krayer-

llc-6pdkbgs0



