
VISION. ACTION. RESULTS.



SOME OF OUR CLIENTS INCLUDE:
US Airways 
SkyWest Airlines 
Raytheon 
PHI 
Continental Motors 
Spirit Airlines 
Piper Aircraft 
Bell Helicopter 
Alcoa Inc. 
Celanese 
Westwind Helicopters 
Werner Co. 
American Airports Corporation
AIG
Alianz
Air Medical Group Holdings



At Cunningham Swaim LLP, we are trial lawyers that solve 
problems. We take our clients’ needs seriously because we 
understand that in any lawsuit, the stakes are high. We represent 
Fortune 500 companies, individuals, and everything in between. 
No matter which category you fall into, we approach each case 
uniquely and create targeted solutions to fit your goals. What sets 
us apart? We see opportunities where others see only obstacles. 
We are passionate in our work and are fully dedicated to meeting 
your needs. But most importantly, we have the vision and the 
experience to guide you through even the most challenging 
obstacles. At Cunningham Swaim, we can get you where you want 
to be. 
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C U N N I N G H A M  S W A I M  K N O W S  A V I AT I O N .

Our clients include some of the largest manufacturers, operators, 
overhaul and repair facilities  and insurers in the business.  They 
come to us not only for our knowledge and experience, but results.

With more than 80 years of combined trial expertise, the lawyers 
at Cunningham Swaim have represented manufacturers, charter 
operations, maintenance facilities and aviation insurers alike. We’ve 
handled cases involving everything from massive aviation disasters 
to complex business disputes. At Cunningham Swaim our vision 
helps navigate clients through even the most complicated legal 
proceedings; we take action that is tailored for each case, and we 
focus on getting clients the results they deserve.  No matter is too 
large or complex.

AVIATION
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CATASTROPHIC INJURY

Accidents that result in catastrophic injury are devastating for 
everyone involved, and the stakes are high. No one understands 
this better than the attorneys at Cunningham Swaim. Where 
catastrophic injury is concerned, we know that early investigation 
is critical. It is important to be directly involved with accident 
investigation from the very beginning. We work alongside our 
clients and experts to determine what happened and who, 
ultimately, is to blame.

We have learned that this targeted, initial investigation often brings 
about early resolution in a case that would otherwise drag on 
needlessly. Or, in a case where early resolution isn’t possible, it is this 
evidence that usually proves critical to convincing a jury who’s at 
fault.
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PRODUCT LIABILITY

At Cunningham Swaim, our products liability practice spans the 
country. We have decades of combined experience in handling 
product defect claims. And, we understand that in this area, which 
some firms may view as rote or settled, it is actually creativity, 
foresight and strategy that carry the day. Let’s face it, these cases can 
be hard for a jury to understand. It is our ability to distill complicated 
technology and explain it in terms that a jury can understand 
that makes us different from the rest. We have handled product 
defect cases involving helicopters, airplanes, automobiles, ladders, 
forklifts, valves, and consumer and juvenile products. Our breadth 
of experience in this area, and our passion for understanding how 
things work, gives us a discernible advantage over the rest.
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>> Houston Helicopters v. Bell Helicopters, Inc.

While ferrying a helicopter back to Houston after fighting forest 
fires in West Virginia the main rotor blade departed the aircraft.  Bell 
said it was poor maintenance by Houston Helicopters, after years of 
discovery and a four-week trial were able to show that it was a faulty 
overhaul by Bell that put the wrong sized Rosan insert (anchor) 
inside the main rotor grip, which led to it coming apart in flight.

>> OGS, Int’l v. Piper Aircraft

A professional pilot flying a brand new Piper Mirage makes a wheels-
up landing in Tampico, Mexico.  The plaintiffs file suit claiming that 
Piper had manufactured the airplane with undisclosed problems 
that led to the pilot getting confused on approach.  During the two-
week trial, we showed that the pilot was not paying attention and 
was distracted by the properly-functioning gear up warning horn.  
We also proved that the airplane was properly manufactured and 
had no problems, mechanical or otherwise.

>> Monty Clay v. AIG

A double-fatality following a vacuum pump failure at night led to 
plaintiffs suing AIG for failure to disclose potential damage to an 
aircraft it sold at auction.  The two-week trial required us to defend 
AIG for the failure of a Parker Hannifin vacuum pump that was more 
than six years beyond its service life even though AIG never owned, 
maintained or operated the subject aircraft.   We were able to prove 
that the plaintiff/owner failed to adhere to multiple FAA-mandated 
maintenance obligations and other serious violations, all of which 
led to the doomed flight.  Though we were representing AIG for its 
role in selling an aircraft via an auction website, we were forced to 
defend the Parker Hannifin vacuum pump and the overhaul by an 
unrelated overhaul shop.
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INSURANCE

At Cunningham Swaim, we have significant experience in every 
aspect of insurance practice, from defending insureds in all types 
of cases, to protecting the interests of our insurer-clients when 
multiple policies provide coverage for a single loss or advising on 
regulatory matters. While we are equipped to defend our clients if 
litigation is necessary, at Cunningham Swaim we pride  ourselves on 
helping our clients avoid costly litigation when possible.
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COMMERCIAL LITIGATION

At Cunningham Swaim, our business lawyers don’t just bring legal 
expertise to the table; we bring years of experience in running our 
own businesses as well. We understand that litigation, no matter 
what side you’re on, is not any company’s first choice for resolving 
disputes. When a client asks us for advice, we give them an answer 
that balances both the legal and business concerns. And we develop 
a strategy that fits not only the company’s agenda, but also the 
company’s pocketbook. 
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APPELLATE

Some lawyers beat their chests about verdicts that they have 
obtained in the past. At Cunningham Swaim, we understand that 
obtaining a verdict is meaningless to our clients if that verdict is not 
incorporated in a judgment and affirmed on appeal. Our appellate 
section ensures that the hard-fought verdicts obtained by our trial 
lawyers translate into ultimate victories for our clients. Having an 
appellate specialist handle these matters not only ensures that 
your case will be in the best possible position on appeal, but it also 
frees up our trial lawyers to focus on what is most important to you: 
winning your case!
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INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

All IP lawyers tout their technical prowess and legal acumen, and 
we are no exception.  But it is not enough to be savvy on the law 
and technology; that simply gets you on the field.  The difference 
between most IP lawyers and us is that we understand how the 
widget works, and we can explain it to a jury clearly and concisely. We 
know that we won’t get our clients where they want to be unless we 
can present the complex issues to a jury in a readily understandable 
way.  

>> Lockheed Martin v. L-3 Communications

Lockheed sued L-3 claiming that it did not have the right to overhaul 
& modify the P-3 Orion aircraft because it did not have a full set of 
“data.”  After a four-week trial, we were able to prove that Lockheed 
hid critical evidence during discovery that proved that Lockheed 
had not protected its data and that companies like L-3 did have 
rights to the data.

Page 9



>> Melchior v. Hilite International

A French inventor discovered a novel way to design a cam shifter 
for the internal combustion engine.  The approach was novel and 
led to a dramatic breakthrough in fuel savings for both gasoline and 
diesel engines.  When he tried to license the technology to Hilite 
International he was turned down only to discover years later that 
they stole his invention and incorporated it into their own product.  
After a three-week trial, the jury awarded over $17 million in damages 
for willful patent infringement.

>> Raytheon v. FLIR

Raytheon discovered that some of its former employees had been 
hired and tricked into using and disclosing dozens of Raytheon’s 
proprietary trade secrets utilized for the manufacture of infra red 
cameras.  After six years of discovery and appeals, and a four-week 
trial, we were able to show that the defendants hired more than 
100 employees as part of a strategic plan and then inserted those 
employees throughout their company so as to utilize the knowledge 
they learned while at Raytheon.

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
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Dallas
214.646.1495 cunninghamswaim.com

Los Angeles
626.765.3000


