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SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE CORPORATION, INC.;

and BRADFORD HARCOURT

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE )
CORPORATION, INC., a California
cooperative corporation, and BRADFORD
HARCOURT, an individual,

Plaintiffs,

V.

)

)

)

)

)

)

RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, L.L.C,, a )
California limited liability company; )
BALBOA AVE COOPERATIVE, a )
California cooperative corporation; )
AMERICAN LENDING AND )
HOLDINGS, LLC, a California limited )
liability company; SAN DIEGO UNITED )
HOLDINGS GROUP, LLC, a California )
limited liability company; CALIFORNIA )
CANNABIS GROUP, a nonprofit mutual )
benefit corporation; SALAM RAZUKI, an )
individual; NINUS MALAN, an individual, )
KEITH HENDERSON, an individual, AND )
DOES 1-20, INCLUSIVE, )
)
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)

Defendants.
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I, Charles Cavanagh, declare and state as follows:

1. I am a partner of the law firm of Messner Reeves, LLP, counsel of record in this
matter for plaintiff / judgment creditor Bradford Harcourt (“Judgment Creditor”). I make this
declaration based upon my own personal knowledge and can testify truthfully to the facts set
forth herein if called to do so.

2. On January 18, 2018, my colleague filed in this Court a Stipulation and
Protective Order that was signed by all counsel, including Douglas Jaffe, counsel of record in
this matter for Judgment Debtor. That Stipulation and Protective Order has governed the
treatment of private and confidential information throughout the pendency of this action. A true
and correct copy of the fully-executed Stipulation and Protective Order is attached hereto as
Exhibit A.

3. On February 14, 2024, this Court, the Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon presiding,
entered a Judgment On Jury Verdict, which, among other things, entered judgment in favor of
Judgment Creditor and against judgment debtor Razuki Investments, LLC (“Judgment Debtor”)
in the amount of $2,500,000.00. A true and correct copy of the executed Judgment On Jury
Verdict is attached hereto as Exhibit B.

4. On February 16, 2024, 1 sent a letter to Mr. Jaffe, inquiring how and when
Judgment Debtor intends to pay the Judgment. A true and correct copy of my letter to Mr.
Jaffe, dated February 16, 2024, is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

5. To date, I have not received any response to my letter of February 16, 2024.

6. Also on February 16, 2024, I caused to be served on Judgment Debtor a first set
of requests for production from Judgment Creditor. A true and correct copy of Judgment
Creditor Bradford Harcourt’s First Set Of Requests For The Production Of Documents To
Judgment Debtor Razuki Investments, LLC is attached hereto as Exhibit D.

7. On March 20, 2024, Mr. Jaffe served on me Judgment Debtor’s Responses To
Document Requests. A true and correct copy of the Responses To Document Requests is

attached hereto as Exhibit E. Later in the day on March 20, 2024, Mr. Jaffe served on me
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Judgment Debtor’s Amended Responses To Document Requests. A true and correct copy of the
Amended Responses To Document Requests is attached hereto as Exhibit F. Each of the
responses in both the Responses To Document Requests and the Amended Responses To
Document Requests consists entirely of objections; there are no substantive responses to any of
the requests. The only difference between the Responses To Document Requests and the
Amended Responses To Document Requests is that the latter contains the correct number of
responses — twenty-four — whereas the former contains only twenty, which is the number of
interrogatories that Judgment Creditor has served on Judgment Debtor, but not the correct
number of requests for production.

8. On April 1, 2024, I sent a letter to Mr. Jaffe, explaining that Judgment Debtor’s
boilerplate objections to each of Judgment Creditor’s discovery requests were not valid. In the
letter, I informed Mr. Jaffe that I would be calling him the following day to attempt to resolve
Judgment Debtor’s objections and that, if we could not, Judgment Creditor would make motions
to compel further responses. A true and correct copy of my letter to Mr. Jaffe, dated April 1,
2024, is attached hereto as Exhibit G.

0. On April 2, 2024, I called Mr. Jaffe to discuss Judgment Creditor’s discovery
requests and Judgment Debtor’s objections. During that call, I told Mr. Jaffe that I had received
Judgment Debtor’s responses to Judgment Creditor’s discovery requests, that I had seen that all
of Judgment Debtor’s responses consisted solely of objections, and that I did not believe that the
objections were well taken because Judgment Creditor is entitled to conduct discovery.
Therefore, I told Mr. Jaffe, I was calling to see if we could resolve Judgment Debtor’s
objections, such that it would provide substantive responses to the discovery requests.

10. Mr. Jaffe responded that his first concern with the discovery requests is that
many of them request information dating back to October 17, 2016, 1.e. several months before
the Complaint in this action was filed. I responded that I believe it is appropriate to aiding in
the collection of the Judgment to request information pre-dating by a brief period the filing of

the Complaint, so Judgment Creditor may see not only what assets Judgment Debtor currently
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possesses but also other assets that Judgment Debtor has possessed, both during the pendency of
the action and briefly before the filing of the Complaint. When Mr. Jaffe questioned how
information relating to Judgment Debtor’s assets prior to the filing of the Complaint could
possibly be relevant to aiding Judgment Creditor in collecting on the Judgment, I responded
that, if Judgment Debtor’s discovery responses reveal that it does not currently possess assets
sufficient to satisfy the Judgment but that it had previously possessed sufficient assets at a time
when it was aware of its potential liability to Judgment Creditor, information relating to those
prior assets would aid Judgment Creditor in collecting any shortfall through the assertion of
claims against Judgment Debtor and others for fraudulent conveyance. When Mr. Jaffe
expressed that he was not persuaded, I asked if Judgment Debtor would provide substantive
responses to Judgment Creditor’s discovery requests if Judgment Creditor agreed to limit the
scope of the requests to information dating only from the filing of the Complaint. Mr. Jaffe
responded that Judgment Debtor would not.

11. I then asked Mr. Jaffe what agreements we could reach in order to resolve
Judgment Debtor’s objections, such that it would provide substantive responses to Judgment
Creditor’s requests. Mr. Jaffe responded that he could cite to case law that would support his
position regarding the limited nature of discovery requests to a judgment debtor. I told Mr.
Jaffe that I would be happy to consider any case law that he wanted to cite to me but that, rather
than continue to argue, I was more interested in trying to resolve Judgment Debtor’s objections.

12. At that point, Mr. Jaffe responded that he had other concerns regarding the
discovery requests, including that they infringe upon the privacy rights of defendant Salam
Razuki, against whom Judgment Creditor did not prevail at trial. Therefore, Mr. Jaffe asserted,
any information and documents would have to be produced subject to a protective order. I
responded that I do not agree that any of the discovery requests improperly infringe upon Mr.
Razuki’s privacy because all of the discovery requests are directed to Judgment Debtor, not Mr.
Razuki. Therefore, Mr. Razuki’s interests are implicated, if at all, only indirectly and only to

the extent that he is a member of Judgment Debtor. Nevertheless, I told Mr. Jaffe that, because
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I believe that the Stipulation and Protective Order previously agreed to in this action remains in
full force and effect, Judgment Debtor would be free to employ the procedures thereunder for
designating information and documents as “Confidential.” I further told Mr. Jaffe that, if he has
any doubt about the applicability of the prior Stipulation and Protective Order to the parties’
post-judgment discovery, I would be happy either to stipulate that the prior Stipulation and
Protective Order does apply or to amend the prior Stipulation and Protective Order.

13. At that point, Mr. Jaffe stated, “We’re never going to agree.” Mr. Jaffe reiterated
the statement, saying that he objects not only to the temporal scope of the discovery requests but
to everything about their overbreadth. When I asked Mr. Jaffe if there is any agreement we
could reach to resolve Judgment Debtor’s objections such that it would provide substantive
responses to the discovery requests, Mr. Jaffe again stated that we were never going to agree. I
then informed Mr. Jaffe that, in light of that position, Judgment Creditor would proceed to make
motions to compel further responses to the discovery requests.

14. On April 3, 2024, I received an email from Mr. Jaffe, purporting to confirm our
telephone conversation of the day before. However, Mr. Jaffe’s email contained a number of
misrepresentations regarding what we had said on April 2. Therefore, on April 4, 2024, I sent
an email to Mr. Jaffe, correcting his misstatements and accurately summarizing our
conversation of April 2. A true and correct copy of an email chain containing the email
message that Mr. Jaffe sent to me on April 3, 2024, and the email message that I sent to Mr.
Jaffe on April 4, 2024, is attached hereto as Exhibit H.

15. On April 4, 2024, I reasonably spent approximately 30 minutes reviewing the file
to prepare this Motion, I reasonably spent approximately 1.25 hours drafting this Declaration, I
reasonably spent approximately 1 hour preparing the Separate Statement of discovery in
dispute, I reasonably spent approximately 3 hours preparing the Memorandum of Points and
Authorities in support of the Motion, I reasonably spent approximately 15 minutes preparing the
Notice of the Motion, and I reasonably spent approximately 15 minutes preparing the Proposed

Order granting the Motion.
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16. I anticipate reasonably spending a total of approximately 1 hour reviewing the
expected Opposition to the Motion and the legal authorities cited therein, a total of
approximately 2 hours preparing Judgment Creditor’s Reply Brief, and a total of approximately
1.5 hours preparing for and attending the hearing on Judgment Creditor’s Motion.

17. My customary and reasonable hourly rate is $395.

I swear and declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California
that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed this 5th day of April 2024, at Denver, Colorado.

(Ui Co

Charles Cavanagh
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I am employed in the County of Denver, Colorado. I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to the within entitled action; my business address is 1550 Wewatta Street, Suite

710, Denver, Colorado 80202.

On April 5, 2024, I caused to be served the foregoing document described as:

DECLARATION OF CHARLES CAVANAGH IN SUPPORT OF JUDGMENT

CREDITOR BRADFORD HARCOURT’S MOTION TO COMPEL JUDGMENT

DEBTOR RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, LLC TO RESPOND FURTHER TO FIRST SET

OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION on the interested parties as follows:

Douglas Jaffe

LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE

501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

T.:(619) 400-4945

F.: (619) 400-4947

E.: dougjaffelaw@gmail.com

Attorney for Defendants Razuki Investments,
L.L.C. and Keith Henderson and
Defendant/Cross-Complainant Salam Razuki

J. Scott Russo

RUSSO & DUCKWORTH, LLP

3404 Via Oporto, Suite 201

Newport Beach, CA 92663

T.: (949) 752-7106

F.: (949) 752-0629

E.: jsrusso@russoandduckworth.com
Attorney for Defendant Keith Henderson

David K. Demergian

DEMERGIAN LAW

501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

T: (619) 239-3015

F: (619) 239-3029

E: david@demergianlaw.com

Attorney for Defendants/Cross-Defendants
Ninus Malan, San Diego United Holdings,
LLC, American Lending and Holdings, LLC

[x] ELECTRONIC-SERVICE/E-MAIL: Pursuant to California Rules of Court, Rule

2.251(b)(1)(B), a court order or by consent/agreement of the parties to accept service by e-mail
and/or electronic submission, I cause the above-referenced document(s) to be sent to the persons
indicated above at the email address set forth above from either the Court’s electronic filing

service or by personal email.

[] BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY [CCP §1013(a)] By placing [ ] the original [x] a true
copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope(s) addressed as to the above-named counsel of record
or parties in propria persona. I caused such envelope to be deposited in the Federal Express box
at 11620 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90025, which is regularly maintained by Federal

Express, with delivery fees pre-paid and provided for, addressed to the person on whom said

document is to be served.
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Colorado that the
forgoing is true and correct.
DATED: April 5, 2024
/s/ Tara L. Nelson

Tara L. Nelson

7

CAVANAGH DECLARATION RE JUDGMENT CREDITOR BRADFORD HARCOURT’S
MOTION TO COMPEL JUDGMENT DEBTOR RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, LLC
TO RESPOND FURTHER TO FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION




[ " N ]

S O 0 N

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

MESSNER REEVES LLP

Nima Darouian (CA Bar No. 271367)
11620 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90025

Telephone: (310) 909-7440
Facsimile: (310) 889-0896

E-mail: ndarouian@messner.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE CORPORATION, INC., and
BRADFORD HARCOURT

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE ) Case No. 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL
CORPORATION, INC., a California
cooperative corporation, and BRADFORD
HARCOURT, an individual,

N’ N’

STIPULATION AND PROTECTIVE ORDER

Plaintiffs,
V.

)
)
)
)
)
)
RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, L.L.C., a )
California limited liability company; )
BALBOA AVE COOPERATIVE, a )
California cooperative corporation; )
AMERICAN LENDING AND )
HOLDINGS, LLC, a California limited )
liability company; SAN DIEGO UNITED )
HOLDINGS GROUP, LLC, a California )
limited liability company; CALIFORNIA )
CANNABIS GROUP, a nonprofit mutual )
benefit corporation; SALAM RAZUKI, an )
individual; NINUS MALAN, an individual, )
KEITH HENDERSON, an individual, AND )
DOES 1-20, INCLUSIVE, )
)

)

)

)

Defendants.

EXHIBIT
A

STIPULATION AND PROTECTIVE ORDER
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IT IS HEREBY STIPULATED by and between the Parties to San Diego Patients
Cooperative Corporation, Inc. et al. v. Razuki Investments, L.L.C. et al., namely Plaintiffs San
Diego Patients Cooperative Corporation, Inc. and Bradford Harcourt, and Defendants Razuki
Investments, L.L.C., Balboa Ave Cooperative, American Lending and Holdings, LLC, San
Diego United Holdings Group, LLC, California Cannabis Group, Salam Razuki, Ninus Malan,
and Keith Henderson, by and through their respective counsel of record, that in order to facilitate
the exchange of information and documents which may be subject to confidentiality limitations
on disclosure due to federal laws, state laws, and privacy rights, the Parties stipulate as follows:

1. In this Stipulation and Protective Order, the words set forth below shall have the
following meanings:

a. “Proceeding” means the above-entitled proceeding, bearing Case No. 37-2017-

00020661-CU-CO-CTL.

b. “Court” means the Hon. Kenneth J. Medel, or any other judge to which this

Proceeding may be assigned, including Court staff participating in such proceedings.

e “Confidential” means any information which is in the possession of a Designating

Party who believes in good faith that such information is entitled to confidential

treatment under applicable law.

d. “Confidential Materials” means any Documents, Testimony or Information as

defined below designated as “Confidential” pursuant to the provisions of this Stipulation

and Protective Order.

8. “Designating Party” means the Party that designates Materials as “Confidential.”

f. “Disclose” or “Disclosed” or “Disclosure” means to reveal, divulge, give, or make

available Confidential Materials, or any part thereof, or any information contained

therein.

g. “Documents” means (i) any “Writing,” “Original,” and “Duplicate” as those terms

are defined by California Evidence Code Sections 250, 255, and 260, which have been

produced in discovery in this Proceeding by any person, and (ii) any copies,

reproductions, or summaries of all or any part of the foregoing.
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h. “Information” means the content of Documents or Testimony.

i. “Testimony” means all depositions, declarations or other testimony taken or used

in this Proceeding.

2 The Designating Party shall have the right to designate as “Confidential” any
Documents, Testimony or Information that the Designating Party in good faith believes to
contain non-public information that is entitled to confidential treatment under applicable law.

) The entry of this Stipulation and Protective Order does not alter, waive, modify,
or abridge any right, privilege or protection otherwise available to any Party with respect to the
discovery of matters, including but not limited to any Party’s right to assert the attorney-client
privilege, the attorney work product doctrine, or other privileges, or any Party’s right to contest
any such assertion.

4. Any Documents, Testimony or Information to be designated as “Confidential”
must be clearly so designated before the Document, Testimony or Information is Disclosed or
produced. The parties may agree that the case name and number are to be part of the
“Confidential” designation. The “Confidential” designation should not obscure or interfere with
the legibility of the designated Information.

a. For Documents (apart from transcripts of depositions or other pretrial or trial
proceedings), the Designating Party must affix the legend “Confidential” on each page of any
Document containing such designated Confidential Material.

b. For Testimony given in depositions the Designating Party may either:

i. identify on the record, before the close of the deposition, all
“Confidential” Testimony, by specifying all portions of the Testimony that
qualify as “Confidential;” or

ii. designate the entirety of the Testimony at the deposition as “Confidential”
(before the deposition is concluded) with the right to identify more
specific portions of the Testimony as to which protection is sought within
30 days following receipt of the deposition transcript. In circumstances

where portions of the deposition Testimony are designated for protection,
3
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the transcript pages containing “Confidential” Information may be
separately bound by the court reporter, who must affix to the top of each
page the legend “Confidential,” as instructed by the Designating Party.

c. For Information produced in some form other than Documents, and for any other
tangible items, including, without limitation, compact discs or DVDs, the Designating Party must
affix in a prominent place on the exterior of the container or containers in which the Information
or item is stored the legend “Confidential.” If only portions of the Information or item warrant
protection, the Designating Party, to the extent practicable, shall identify the “Confidential”
portions.

5. The inadvertent production by any of the undersigned Parties or non-Parties to the
Proceedings of any Document, Testimony or Information during discovery in this Proceeding
without a “Confidential” designation, shall be without prejudice to any claim that such item is
“Confidential” and such Party shall not be held to have waived any rights by such inadvertent
production. In the event that any Document, Testimony or Information that is subject to a
“Confidential” designation is inadvertently produced without such designation, the Party that
inadvertently produced the document shall give written notice of such inadvertent production
within twenty (20) days of discovery of the inadvertent production, together with a further copy
of the subject Document, Testimony or Information designated as “Confidential” (the
“Inadvertent Production Notice”). Upon receipt of such Inadvertent Production Notice, the Party
that received the inadvertently produced Document, Testimony or Information shall promptly
destroy the inadvertently produced Document, Testimony or Information and all copies thereof,
or, at the expense of the producing Party, return such together with all copies of such Document,
Testimony or Information to counsel for the producing Party and shall retain only the
“Confidential” designated Materials. Should the receiving Party choose to destroy such
inadvertently produced Document, Testimony or Information, the receiving Party shall notify the
producing Party in writing of such destruction within ten (10) days of receipt of written notice of
the inadvertent production. This provision is not intended to apply to any inadvertent production

of any Information protected by attorney-client or work product privileges. In the event that this
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provision conflicts with any applicable law regarding waiver of confidentiality through the
inadvertent production of Documents, Testimony or Information, such law shall govern.

6. In the event that counsel for a Party receiving Documents, Testimony or
Information in discovery designated as “Confidential” objects to such designation with respect to
any or all of such items, said counsel shall advise counsel for the Designating Party, in writing,
of such objections, the specific Documents, Testimony or Information to which each objection
pertains, and the specific reasons and support for such objections (the “Designation Objections™).
Counsel for the Designating Party shall have thirty (30) days from receipt of the written
Designation Objections to either (a) agree in writing to de-designate Documents, Testimony or
Information pursuant to any or all of the Designation Objections and/or (b) file a motion with the
Court seeking to uphold any or all designations on Documents, Testimony or Information
addressed by the Designation Objections (the “Designation Motion”). Pending a resolution of the
Designation Motion by the Court, any and all existing designations on the Documents,
Testimony or Information at issue in such Motion shall remain in place. The Designating Party
shall have the burden on any Designation Motion of establishing the applicability of its
“Confidential” designation. In the event that the Designation Objections are neither timely
agreed to nor timely addressed in the Designation Motion, then such Documents, Testimony or
Information shall be de-designated in accordance with the Designation Objection applicable to
such material.

7. Access to and/or Disclosure of Confidential Materials designated as
“Confidential” shall be permitted only to the following persons:

a. the Court;

b. (1) Attorneys of record in the Proceedings and their affiliated attorneys,
paralegals, clerical and secretarial staff employed by such attorneys who are actively involved in
the Proceedings and are not employees of any Party; (2) In-house counsel to the undersigned
Parties and the paralegal, clerical and secretarial staff employed by such counsel. Provided,
however, that each non-lawyer given access to Confidential Materials shall be advised that such

Materials are being Disclosed pursuant to, and are subject to, the terms of this Stipulation and
3
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Protective Order and that they may not be Disclosed other than pursuant to its terms;

c. those officers, directors, partners, members, employees and agents of all non-
designating Parties that counsel for such Parties deems necessary to aid counsel in the
prosecution and defense of this Proceeding; provided, however, that prior to the Disclosure of
Confidential Materials to any such officer, director, partner, member, employee or agent, counsel
for the Party making the Disclosure shall deliver a copy of this Stipulation and Protective Order
to such person, shall explain that such person is bound to follow the terms of such Order, and
shall secure the signature of such person on a statement in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A;

d. court reporters in this Proceeding (whether at depositions, hearings, or any other
proceeding);

e. any deposition, trial or hearing witness in the Proceeding who previously has had
access to the Confidential Materials, or who is currently or was previously an officer, director,
partner, member, employee or agent of an entity that has had access to the Confidential
Materials;

f. any deposition or non-trial hearing witness in the Proceeding who previously did
not have access to the Confidential Materials; provided, however, that each such witness given
access to Confidential Materials shall be advised that such Materials are being Disclosed
pursuant to, and are subject to, the terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order and that they
may not be Disclosed other than pursuant to its terms;

g. mock jury participants, provided, however, that prior to the Disclosure of
Confidential Materials to any such mock jury participant, counsel for the Party making the
Disclosure shall deliver a copy of this Stipulation and Protective Order to such person, shall
explain that such person is bound to follow the terms of such Order, and shall secure the
signature of such person on a statement in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A.

h. outside experts or expert consultants consulted by the undersigned Parties or their
counsel in connection with the Proceeding, whether or not retained to testify at any oral hearing;
provided, however, that prior to the Disclosure of Confidential Materials to any such expert or

expert consultant, counsel for the Party making the Disclosure shall deliver a copy of this
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Stipulation and Protective Order to such person, shall explain its terms to such person, and shall
secure the signature of such person on a statement in the form attached hereto as Exhibit A. It
shall be the obligation of counsel, upon learning of any breach or threatened breach of this
Stipulation and Protective Order by any such expert or expert consultant, to promptly notify
counsel for the Designating Party of such breach or threatened breach; and

i. any other person that the Designating Party agrees to in writing.

8. Confidential Materials shall be used by the persons receiving them only for the
purposes of preparing for, conducting, participating in the conduct of, and/or prosecuting and/or
defending the Proceeding, and not for any business or other purpose whatsoever.

9. Any Party to the Proceeding (or other person subject to the terms of this
Stipulation and Protective Order) may ask the Court, after appropriate notice to the other Parties
to the Proceeding, to modify or grant relief from any provision of this Stipulation and Protective
Order.

10.  Entering into, agreeing to, and/or complying with the terms of this Stipulation and
Protective Order shall not:

a. operate as an admission by any person that any particular Document, Testimony
or Information marked “Confidential” contains or reflects trade secrets, proprietary, confidential
or competitively sensitive business, commercial, financial or personal information; or

b. prejudice in any way the right of any Party (or any other person subject to the
terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order):

i. to seek a determination by the Court of whether any particular

Confidential Material should be subject to protection as “Confidential” under the

terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order; or

ii. to seek relief from the Court on appropriate notice to all other Parties to
the Proceeding from any provision(s) of this Stipulation and Protective Order, either
generally or as to any particular Document, Material or Information.

11. Any Party to the Proceeding who has not executed this Stipulation and Protective

Order as of the time it is presented to the Court for signature may thereafter become a Party to
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this Stipulation and Protective Order by its counsel’s signing and dating a copy thereof and filing
the same with the Court, and serving copies of such signed and dated copy upon the other Parties
to this Stipulation and Protective Order.

12.  Any Information that may be produced by a non-Party witness in discovery in the
Proceeding pursuant to subpoena or otherwise may be designated by such non-Party as
“Confidential” under the terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order, and any such designation
by a non-Party shall have the same force and effect, and create the same duties and obligations,
as if made by one of the undersigned Parties hereto. Any such designation shall also function as
consent by such producing Party to the authority of the Court in the Proceeding to resolve and
conclusively determine any motion or other application made by any person or Party with respect
to such designation, or any other matter otherwise arising under this Stipulation and Protective
Order.

13.  Ifany person subject to this Stipulation and Protective Order who has custody of
any Confidential Materials receives a subpoena or other process (“Subpoena”) from any
government or other person or entity demanding production of Confidential Materials, the
recipient of the Subpoena shall promptly give notice of the same by electronic mail transmission,
followed by either express mail or overnight delivery to counsel of record for the Designating
Party, and shall furnish such counsel with a copy of the Subpoena. Upon receipt of this notice,
the Designating Party may, in its sole discretion and at its own cost, move to quash or limit the
Subpoena, otherwise oppose production of the Confidential Materials, and/or seek to obtain
confidential treatment of such Confidential Materials from the subpoenaing person or entity to
the fullest extent available under law. The recipient of the Subpoena may not produce any
Documents, Testimony or Information pursuant to the Subpoena prior to the date specified for
production on the Subpoena.

14. Nothing in this Stipulation and Protective Order shall be construed to preclude
either Party from asserting in good faith that certain Confidential Materials require additional
protection. The Parties shall meet and confer to agree upon the terms of such additional

protection.
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15. If, after execution of this Stipulation and Protective Order, any Confidential
Materials submitted by a Designating Party under the terms of this Stipulation and Protective
Order is Disclosed by a non-Designating Party to any person other than in the manner authorized
by this Stipulation and Protective Order, the non-Designating Party responsible for the
Disclosure shall bring all pertinent facts relating to the Disclosure of such Confidential Materials
to the immediate attention of the Designating Party.

16.  This Stipulation and Protective Order is entered into without prejudice to the right
of any Party to knowingly waive the applicability of this Stipulation and Protective Order to any
Confidential Materials designated by that Party. If the Designating Party uses Confidential
Materials in a non-Confidential manner, then the Designating Party shall advise that the
designation no longer applies.

17.  Where any Confidential Materials, or Information derived from Confidential
Materials, is included in any motion or other proceeding governed by California Rules of Court,
Rules 2.550 and 2.551, the party shall follow those rules. With respect to discovery motions or
other proceedings not governed by California Rules of Court, Rules 2.550 and 2.551, the
following shall apply: If Confidential Materials or Information derived from Confidential
Materials are submitted to or otherwise disclosed to the Court in connection with discovery
motions and proceedings, the same shall be separately filed under seal with the clerk of the Court
in an envelope marked: “CONFIDENTIAL - FILED UNDER SEAL PURSUANT TO
PROTECTIVE ORDER AND WITHOUT ANY FURTHER SEALING ORDER REQUIRED.”

18.  The Parties shall meet and confer regarding the procedures for use of Confidential
Materials at trial and shall move the Court for entry of an appropriate order.

19.  Nothing in this Stipulation and Protective Order shall affect the admissibility into
evidence of Confidential Materials, or abridge the rights of any person to seek judicial review or
to pursue other appropriate judicial action with respect to any ruling made by the Court
concerning the issue of the statﬁs of Protected Material.

20.  This Stipulation and Protective Order shall continue to be binding after the

conclusion of this Proceeding and all subsequent proceedings arising from this Proceeding,
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except that a Party may seek the written permission of the Designating Party or may move the
Court for relief from the provisions of this Stipulation and Protective Order. To the extent
permitted by law, the Court shall retain jurisdiction to enforce, modify, or reconsider this
Stipulation and Protective Order, even after the Proceeding is terminated.

21.  Upon written request made within thirty (30) days after the settlement or other
termination of the Proceeding, the undersigned Parties shall have thirty (30) days to either (a)
promptly return to counsel for each Designating Party all Confidential Materials and all copies
thereof (except that counsel for each Party may maintain in its files, in continuing compliance
with the terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order, all work product, and one copy of each
pleading filed with the Court and one copy of each deposition together with the exhibits marked
at the deposition, (b) agree with counsel for the Designating Party upon appropriate methods and
certification of destruction or other disposition of such Confidential Materials, or (c) as to any
Documents, Testimony or other Information not addressed by sub-paragraphs (a) and (b), file a
motion seeking a Court order regarding proper preservation of such Materials. To the extent
permitted by law the Court shall retain continuing jurisdiction to review and rule upon the
motion referred to in sub-paragraph (c) herein.

22.  After this Stipulation and Protective Order has been signed by counsel for all
Parties, it shall be presented to the Court for entry. Counsel agree to be bound by the terms set
forth herein with regard to any Confidential Materials that have been produced before the Court
signs this Stipulation and Protective Order.

23.  The Parties and all signatories to the Certification attached hereto as Exhibit A
agree to be bound by this Stipulation and Protective Order pending its approval and entry by the
Court. In the event that the Court modifies this Stipulation and Protective Order, or in the event
that the Court enters a different Protective Order, the Parties agree to be bound by this
Stipulation and Protective Order until such time as the Court may enter such a different Order. It
is the Parties’ intent to be bound by the terms of this Stipulation and Protective Order pending its

entry so as to allow for immediate production of Confidential Materials under the terms herein.

This Stipulation and Protective Order may be executed in counterparts.

10
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Dated: January 12, 2018

Dated: ( (‘8(\ 8

Dated: _January 16,2018

By:

By:

MESSNER REEVES LLP

MO

NIMA DAROUIAN, ESQ.

Attorney for Plaintiffs San Diego Patients
Cooperative Corporation, Inc. and Bradford
Harcourt

LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE

7

DOUG FE, ESQ.

Attorney// féf Defendants Razuki Investments,
L.L.C., Salam Razuki, and Keith Henderson -

AUSTIN LEGAL GROUP

By: amara M. W

TAMARA M. LEETHAM, ESQ.

Attorney for Defendants Balboa Ave Cooperative,
American Lending and Holdings, LLC, San Diego
United Holdings Group, LLC, California Cannabis
Group, and Ninus Malan
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ORDER

GOOD CAUSE APPEARING, the Court hereby approves this Stipulation and

Protective Order.

Dated:

IT IS SO ORDERED.

THE HONORABLE KENNETH J. MEDEL
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EXHIBIT A
CERTIFICATION RE CONFIDENTIAL DISCOVERY MATERIALS

[ hereby acknowledge that I, [NAME],

[POSITION AND EMPLOYER], am

about to receive Confidential Materials supplied in connection with the Proceeding, (37-2017-
00020661-CU-CO-CTL). I certify that I understand that the Confidential Materials are provided
to me subject to the terms and restrictions of the Stipulation and Protective Order filed in this
Proceeding. I have been given a copy of the Stipulation and Protective Order; I have read it, and
I agree to be bound by its terms.

[ understand that Confidential Materials, as defined in the Stipulation and Protective
Order, including any notes or other records that may be made regarding any such materials, shall
not be Disclosed to anyone except as expressly permitted by the Stipulation and Protective
Order. I will not copy or use, except solely for the purposes of this Proceeding, any Confidential
Materials obtained pursuant to this Protective Order, except as provided therein or otherwise
ordered by the Court in the Proceeding.

[ further understand that I am to retain all copies of all Confidential Materials provided to
me in the Proceeding in a secure manner, and that all copies of such Materials are to remain in
my personal custody until termination of my participation in this Proceeding, whereupon the
copies of such Materials will be returned to counsel who provided me with such Materials.

I declare under penalty of perjury, under the laws of the State of California, that the

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this day of ,20 ,at
DATED: BY:

Signature

Title

Address

City, State, Zip

Telephone Number
13
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PROOF OF SERVICE
| am employed in the City and County of Los Angeles, California. 1 am over the age of
eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action; my business address is 11620
Wilshire Blvd., Suite 500, Los Angeles, CA 90025.
On January 18, 2018, | caused to be served the foregoing documents described as:
STIPULATION AND PROTECTIVE ORDER.

On the interested parties as follows:

Tamara M. Leetham, Douglas Jaffe

Austin Legal Group, APC LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE
3990 Old Town Ave., Ste A-112 501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92110 San Diego, CA 92101

Telephone: 619-924-9600 Telephone: (619) 400-4945

Facsimile: 619-881-0045 Facsimile: (619) 400-4947

Email: tamara@austinlegalgroup.com Email: djaffe@dougjaffelaw.com

[X] ELECTRONIC-SERVICE/E-MAIL: Pursuant to California Rules of Court, Rule
2.251(b)(1)(B), a court order or by consent/agreement of the parties to accept service by e-mail
and/or electronic submission, | cause the above-referenced document(s) to be sent to the persons
indicated above at the email address set forth above from either the Court’s electronic filing
service or by personal email.

[X] BY OVERNIGHT DELIVERY [CCP 81013(a)] By placing [ ] the original [] a true copy
thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope(s) addressed as to the above-named counsel of record or
parties in propria persona. | caused such envelope to be deposited in the Federal Express box at
11620 Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90025, which is regularly maintained by Federal
Express, with delivery fees pre-paid and provided for, addressed to the person on whom said
document is to be served.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the

forgoing is true and correct.

DATED: January 18, 2018 M{(\ N %/—
A Z

Nichola Demery

1
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ELECTRONMICALLY FILED
Superior Court of California,
County of San Diego

021472024 at 09:51:00 A

Clerk of the Superior Court
By harigjo Guyaot,Deputy Clerk

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE )
CORPORATION, INC., a California
cooperative corporation, and BRADFORD
HARCOURT, an individual,

Plaintiffs,
v.

)

)

)

)

)

)

RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, L.L.C., a )
California limited liability company; )
BALBOA AVE COOPERATIVE, a )
California cooperative corporation; )
AMERICAN LENDING AND )
HOLDINGS, LLC, a California limited )
liability company; SAN DIEGO UNITED )
HOLDINGS GROUP, LLC, a California )
limited liability company; CALIFORNIA )
CANNABIS GROUP, a nonprofit mutual )
benefit corporation; SALAM RAZUKI, an )
individual; NINUS MALAN, an individual, )
KEITH HENDERSON, an individual, AND )
DOES 1-20, INCLUSIVE, )
)

)

)

Defendants.

Case No. 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-(\3TL
Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon, Dept. C-67

JUDGMENT ON JURY
VERDICT

Complaint Filed: June 7, 2017
Trial Date: October 27, 2023

EXHIBIT
B
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The parties tried this action to a jury between October 30, 2023, and November 14,
2023, the Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon presiding.

Plaintifs San Diego San Diego Patients Cooperative Cororation, Inc. (*San Diego
Patients Cooperative") and Brad¥rd Harcourt ("Harcourt™) (together, "Plaintifs") were
represented by Mark Collier, Charles Cavanagh, and Allan Claybon with Messner Reeves LLP.

Defndants Salam Razuki ("Razuki™) and Razuki Investments, LLC ("Razuki
Investments™) were represented by Douglas JaFe, Esq. with Law OFices of Douglas Jaffe.

Defndants Ninus Malan ("Malan”) and American Lending & Holdings, LLC.
("American Lending'") were represented by David Demergian, Esq. with Demergian Law.

A jury of persons was regularly impaneled and swor. Witnesses were swor and
testifed.

Afer Plaintifs rested their case, Plaintifs dismissed their Second, Third, Fith, Sixth and
Tenth Causes Of Action, and Plaintifs" Thirteenth and Fourteenth Causes Of Action were deemed to
be moot and dismissed. At that time, Plaintiffs were also permitted to amend their First and Eleventh
Causes of Action to add Razuki Investments as a Defendant with respect to both of those causes of
action.

Also afer Plaintifs rested their case, motions ¥t non-suit were made by Razuki Investments,
Razuki, Malan, and American Lending as to all causes ofaction. The Court granted the motion ¥r
non-suit by Razuki Investments and Razuki regarding the Seventh, Eighth and Twelfh Causes Of
Action. The Court granted the motions ¥r non-suit by Malan and American Lending regarding the
Ninth and Twelfh Causes Of Action.

Afer hearing evidence and arguments of counsel, the jury was duly instructed by the
Court, and the Fllowing claims were presented to the jury: 1) plainti¥ Brad¥rd Harcourt's
claim against defndants Razuki Investments, LLC and Salam Razuki ¥r breach of joint
venture agreement; 2) plainti¥ Brad®rd Harcourt's claim against de¥ndants Razuki
Investments, LLC and Salam Razuki ¥r breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair

dealing; 3) plaintif San Diego Patients Cooperative Corporation, Inc.'s claim against

1
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defndants Razuki Investments, LLC and Salam Razuki for breach of the implied covenant of
good Fith and Fir dealing; and 4) plainti® Bradford Harcourt's claim against de¥ndants
Razuki Investments, LLC and Salam Razuki for breach of fduciary duty. The jury deliberated
and thereafer rendered its verdict as Fllows:
SPECIAL VERDICT FORMS—SALAM RAZUKI
We, the jury, ¥nd the Fllowing special verdict on the questions submitted to us as
Fllows:

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #1 —BREACH OF JOINT VENTUR AGREMENT

1. Did Plaintif Harcourt and De¥ndant Razuki enter into a joint venture agreement?

Answer: Yes No x

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #2—BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT

OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING

1. Did Plaintif Harcourt and Defndant Razuki enter into a joint venture agreement?

Answer: Yes No x

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #3—BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT

OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING

1. Did Plaintif San Diego Patients Cooperative and Defndant Razuki enter into a joint
venture agreement?
Answer: Yes No Xx

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #4—BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY

1. Were PlaintiFfHarcourt and De¥ndant Razuki joint venturers?

Answer: Yes No x

Have the presiding juror sign and date this Special Verdict Form.
Noti ¥ the bailiFthat you are ready to present your verdict in the courtroom.

Dated: 11/13/2023 By: /s/ Presiding Juror

Presiding Juror

2
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SPECIAL VERDICT FORMS—RAZUKI INVESTMENTS
SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #1—BREACH OF JOINT VENTURE AGREMENT

1. Did Plaintiff Harcourt and Deffndant Razuki Investments enter into a joint venture
agreement?

Answer: Yes —x—- No_ __ _

Ifyour answer to question 1 is yes, then answer question 2. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #2.

2. Did Plainti® Harcourt do all or substantially all of the significant things that the joint
venture agreement required him to do and/or was Plainti®Harcourt excused fom having to do
all or substantially all of the signifcant things that the joint venture agreement required him to
do?

Answer: Yes —x— - No

Ifyour answer to question 2 is yes, then answer question 3. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #2.

3. Did Defendant Razuki Investments either Fil to do something that the joint venture
agreement required it to do or do something that the joint venture agreement prohibited it fom
doing?

Answer: Yes —x— - No

If your answer to question 3 is yes, then answer question 4. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #2.

4. Was PlaintiffHarcourt harmed?

Answer: Yes —x— - No

3
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ITyour answer to question 4 is yes, then answer question 5. 1fyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #2.

5. Was DeFndant Razuki Investments's breach of the joint venture agreement a
substantial Fctor in causing Plainti®Harcourt's harm?

Answer: Yes —_x—_ No___ _

Ifyour answer to question 5 is yes, then you must also answer the questions contained in
the Special Verdict Form —Damages.

Proceed to Special Verdict Form #2.
SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #2—BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT

OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING

1. Did PlaintiffHarcourt and Defndant Razuki Investments enter into a joint venture
agreement?

Answer: Yes _x__ No____

Ifyouranswer to question 1 is yes, then answer question 2. 1fyouanswered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #3.

2. Did Plaintiff Harcourt do all or substantially all ofthe significant things that the joint
venture agreement required him to do and/or was Plainti® Harcourt excused from having to do
all or substantially all ofthe significant things that the joint venture agreement required him to
do?

Answer: Yes —x—_- No___ _

ITyour answer to question 2 is yes, then answer question 3. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Fowr #2.

3. Did Defndant Razuki Investments prevent, or unfairly interfre with, Plaintif

Harcourt’s right to receive the benefits of the joint venture agreement?

4
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Answer: Yes === No__

If your answer to question 3 is yes, then answer question 4. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #3.

4. Was Plaintif Harcourt harmed?

Answer: Yes —x—= No

ITyour answer to question 4 is yes, then answer question 5. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form, and proceed to the Special
Verdict Form #3.

5. Was Defndant Razuki Investments's prevention of, or un'Fir interfrence with,
Plainti®Harcourt’s right to receive the benefits of the joint venture agreement a substantial
Fctor in causing Plainti®Harcourt's harm?

Answer: Yes X _ No

Ifyour answer to question 5 is yes, then you must also answer the questions contained in
the Special Verdict Form —Damages.
Proceed to Special Verdict Form #3.
SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #3—BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANT

OF GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING

1. Did Plaintiff San Diego Patients Cooperative and De¥ndant Razuki Investments enter
into a joint venture agreement?
Answer: Yes No X

SPECIAL VERDICT FORM #4—BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY

1. Were Plaintif Harcourt and Defndant Razuki Investments joint venturers?
Answer. Yes X  No

If your answer to question 1 is yes, then answer question 2. If you answered no, stop

here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form.

5
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2. Did Defndant Razuki Investments Fil to act as a reasonably care ¥l joint venturer
would have acted under the same or similar circumstances, or knowingly act against Plaintiff
Harcourt’s interests in connection with operating a Medical Marijuana Consumer Cooperative?

Answer: Yes x  No

Ifyour answer to question 2 is yes, then answer question 3. Ifyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form.

3. Was Plaintif Harcourt harmed?

Answer: Yes x  No

Ifyour answer to question 3 is yes, then answer question 4. 1fyou answered no, stop
here, answer no Frther questions on this Special Verdict Form.

4. Was Defendant Razuki Investments®s conduct a substantial factor in causing PlaintiF

Harcourt's harm?

Answer: Yes X No

Ifyour answer to question 4 is yes, then you must also answer the questions contained in

the Special Verdict Form —Damages.
SPECIAL VERDICT FORM - DAMAGES

This Special Verdict Form should be completed only if you were specifically instructed
to do so in response to the answers you provided on one or more ofthe other Special Verdict
Forms.

We, the jury in the above-captioned action, find the Fllowing special verdict on the
questions submitted to us as Fllows:

1. What are Plaintiff Harcourt's damages, ifany, against Defndant Razuki Investments?

Answer: $ 2.508.080:00'—

2. What are PlaintifF San Diego Patients Cooperative's damages, ifany, against
Defndant Razuki Investments?

Answer: $ 0 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

[PROPOSED] IDGMINT ON JRY VERDICT
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3. Did Defendant Razuki Investments engage in conduct towards Plaintiff Harcourt with
malice or oppression?

Answer: Yes X No

Have the presiding juror sign and date this Special Verdict Form.
Notify the bailiff that you are ready to present your verdict in the courtroom.

Dated: 11/13/2023 By: /s/ Presiding Juror

Presiding Juror

After Plaintiffs rested their case with respect to punitive damages, Razuki Investments made
a motion for non-suit regarding punitive damages. The Court granted the motion for non-suit
regarding punitive damages.

On January 26, 2024, the Court conducted a hearing on, and denied, motions by Razuki
Investments for judgment notwithstanding the verdict and for a new trial.

Based on the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that final
judgment is hereby ENTERED in favor of plaintiff Bradford Harcourt and against defendant
Razuki Investments, LLC in the amount of $2,500,000.00 with<interestthercon-at-the rate-of1en

e L. W
Dated: 0214:2024 By:

Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon

Submitted By: MESSNER REEVES LLP

(it C A
Allan B. Claybon 7
Mark Collier
Charles C. Cavanagh

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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PROOF OF SERVICE

(1013A(3) Code Civ. Proc. Revised 5/1/88)

STATE OF COLORADO, COUNTY OF DENVER

I am employed in the City and County of Denver, Colorado. I am over the age of eighteen years and
not a party to the within entitled action; my business address is 1550 Wewatta Street, Suite 710, Denver, CO
80202.

On January 31, 2024, I served the foregoing document described as:
[PROPOSED| JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT

on the interested parties as follows:

Douglas Jaffe David K. Demergian

LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE =~ DEMERGIAN LAW

501 West Broadway, Suite 800 501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101 San Diego, CA 92101

T.:(619) 400-4945 T: (619) 239-3015

F.: (619) 400-4947 F: (619) 239-3029

E.: dougjaffelaw@gmail.com E: david@demergianlaw.com
Attorney for Defendants Razuki Attorney  for  Defendants/Cross-

Investments, L.L.C. and Keith Henderson = Defendants Ninus Malan, San Diego
and Defendant/Cross-Complainant Salam  United Holdings, LLC, American
Razuki Lending and Holdings, LLC

J. Scott Russo

RUSSO & DUCKWORTH, LLP

3404 Via Oporto, Suite 201

Newport Beach, CA 92663

T.: (949) 752-7106

F.: (949) 752-0629

E.: jsrusso@russoandduckworth.com
Attorney for Defendant Keith Henderson

[] by mail as follows: I am “readily familiar” with the firm’s practice of collecting and processing
correspondence for mailing. Under that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S Postal Service on that
same day with postage thereon fully prepaid at Denver, Colorado in the ordinary course of business. I am
aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage
meter date is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

[] by personal delivery to:

[] by overnight delivery via Federal Express pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure section 1013.

[X] by email transmission [CCP §§1013(e) 1010.6(a)(6)] I caused such document to be served on this
date by electronic transmission in accordance with standard procedures and to the email address listed on the
attached service list.
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[X] (STATE) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Colorado that the

above is true and correct.

[] (FEDERAL) I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this Court at

whose direction the service was made.

Executed on January 31, 2024, at Denver, Colorado.

-0

Tara Nelson, Declarant

PROOF OF SERVICE
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ln MESSNER REEVES LLP

DIRECT DIAL

CHARLES C. CAVANAGH (303) 454-2144

ccavanagh@messner.com

February 16, 2024

Via Electronic Mail

Douglas Jaffe, Esq.
501 West Broadway, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101

Re:  San Diego Patients Cooperative Corporation, Inc. v. Razuki Investments LLC
San Diego Superior Court Case No. 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL

Dear Mr. Jaffe:

As you are now aware, Judge Sturgeon has signed and entered the Judgment on Jury
Verdict. Please promptly let me know how and when Razuki Investments, LLC intends to pay the

Judgment.

Sincerely,
MESSNER REEVES LLP

A
L

Charles C. Cavanagh, Esq.
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MESSNER REEVES LLP

Allan Claybon (SBN 239021)

650 Town Center Drive, Suite 700
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
Telephone: (310) 909-7440
Facsimile: (310) 889-0896
E-mail: aclaybon@messner.com

Mark Collier (Pro Hac Vice)
Charles C. Cavanagh (SBN 198468)
1430 Wynkoop Street, Suite 300
Denver, CO 80202
Telephone: (303) 623-1800
Facsimile: (303) 623-0552
E-mail: mcollier@messner.com
ccavanagh(@messner.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE CORPORATION, INC.;
and BRADFORD HARCOURT

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE ) Case No. 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL
CORPORATION, INC., a California

cooperative corporation, and BRADFORD
HARCOURT, an individual,

Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon, Dept. C-67

JUDGMENT CREDITOR BRADFORD
HARCOURT’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS
FOR THE PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS TO JUDGMENT DEBTOR
RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, LLC

Plaintiffs,
V.

)

)

)

)

)

)

RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, L.L.C,, a )
California limited liability company; )
BALBOA AVE COOPERATIVE, a )
California cooperative corporation; )
AMERICAN LENDING AND )
HOLDINGS, LLC, a California limited )
liability company; SAN DIEGO UNITED )
HOLDINGS GROUP, LLC, a California )
limited liability company; CALIFORNIA )
CANNABIS GROUP, a nonprofit mutual )
benefit corporation; SALAM RAZUKI, an )
individual; NINUS MALAN, an individual, )
KEITH HENDERSON, an individual, AND )
DOES 1-20, INCLUSIVE, )
)

)

)

Complaint Filed: June 7, 2017
Trial Date: October 27, 2023

Defendants.

EXHIBIT

D

JUDGMENT CREDITOR BRADFORD HARCOURT’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR THE
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO JUDGMENT DEBTOR RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, LLC



tnelson
Rectangular Exhibit Stamp


10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

PROPOUNDING PARTY: Judgment Creditor Bradford Harcourt
RESPONDING PARTY: Judgment Debtor Razuki Investments, LLC
SET NUMBER: One

TO JUDGMENT DEBTOR RAZUKI INVESTMENTS, LLC AND ITS ATTORNEYS
OF RECORD:

Pursuant to California Code of Civil Procedure sections 2031.010, et seq., and 708.030
Judgment Creditor Bradford Harcourt requests that Judgment Debtor Razuki Investments LLC
produce the following categories of documents, within thirty (30) days of the date of service.
The requested documents shall be produced for inspection and copying at the offices of Messner
Reeves, LLP, 1550 Wewatta Street, Suite 710, Denver, CO 80202. In lieu of production for
inspection and copying, Judgment Debtor Razuki Investments LLC may deliver Bates-stamped
copies of the responsive documents to the offices of Messner Reeves, LLP in such a manner that
the documents arrive within thirty (30) days of the date of service.

INSTRUCTIONS

1. The Documents requested herein include those which are in Your possession,
custody or control, whether or not such Documents were received from or disseminated to any
other person, including, but not limited to, attorneys, accountants, consultants, or employees.

2. All Documents produced in response to these requests shall be produced and
numbered either (1) in the order in which they were found and with a copy of any
accompanying file folder label, or (2) segregated and identified according to the numbered
document requests to which they are responsive.

3. With respect to any Document that You contend You are not required to produce
because of an asserted privilege, state for each such Document: (1) the date of the Document;
(2) the type of Document (e.g., letter, memorandum, e-mail message, handwritten note, etc.); (3)

its author, creator or preparer; (4) the addressee(s) and recipient(s); (5) the general subject

1
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matter of the Document; and (6) the privilege or other basis upon which the Document is being
withheld.

4. If You object to part of any request contained herein, You may state the
objection in the manner prescribed by the Code of Civil Procedure, but, to the extent possible,
You shall produce responsive documents subject to the objection which you have stated.

5. If You are aware of any Document otherwise responsive to these requests that
once was, but is no longer, in Your possession, custody or control, identify the name and title of
the author, creator or preparer, the name and title of the addressee(s) or recipient, the date of the
Document, the subject matter of the Document, the last date on which the Document was in
Your possession, custody or control, the person(s), if any, now in possession, custody or control
of the Document, the reasons for Your disposition or release of the Document, and all persons
who have knowledge of the circumstances surrounding its disposition.

6. Should You redact any portion of a Document based upon a privilege, stamp the
word “redacted” on each area of the Document that has been redacted and include such
Document on the privilege log described in Instruction 3.

7. Any reference to a person, corporation, association, partnership, company, or
joint venture shall mean that person or entity, any parents, affiliates, divisions, controlled
companies, subsidiaries, or otherwise related persons and entities, and all of his, her, or its
current or former agents, representatives, employees, attorneys, accountants, officers, directors,
auditors, and consultants, or other persons or entities acting or purporting to act on his, her, or
its behalf.

8. The use of the singular shall be deemed to include the plural and vice versa. The
terms “and” and “or” shall be interpreted liberally as conjunctive, disjunctive, or both,
depending on the context, so as to have their broadest meaning. Whenever necessary to bring
within the scope of a request Documents that might otherwise be construed to be outside its
scope, the use of a verb in any tense shall be construed as the use of the verb in other tenses.

The term “all” includes “any” and vice versa.

2
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0. Electronic records and computerized information must be produced in an
intelligible format or together with a description of the system from which it was derived
sufficient to permit rendering the materials intelligible.

DEFINITIONS

Except as otherwise specified, all terms used in these interrogatories shall be construed
in accordance with the following definitions:

a. “Razuki Investments,” “You,” and “Your” refers to Judgment Debtor Razuki
Investments, LLC and, where applicable and appropriate, to any of its members, managers,
owners, subsidiaries, affiliates, agents, representatives, and/or other person(s) acting on its
behalf.

b. “Harcourt” refers to Judgment Creditor Bradford Harcourt and, where applicable
and appropriate, to any other agents, attorneys, representatives, or other person(s) acting on his
behalf.

c. “Judgment” means the Judgment on Jury Verdict entered by the Court in this
action on February 14, 2024.

d. “Revenue” or “Income” means any and all money, earnings, revenue, or
payments of any kind that You received in any form, whether in cash or by check, credit or
debit card, electronic transfer, or otherwise, including but not limited to payments for goods and
services, payments on accounts receivable, loan repayments, interest income, rents, royalties,
license fees, commissions, dividends, distributions, payments relating to sales of assets,
payments on contracts, or any other payment or remuneration You received in connection with
the operation of Your business.

e. “Asset” means any property or thing of value You owned, claimed, or held any
interest in, in whole or in part, including any and all real property; tangible personal property
including cash, vehicles, goods, inventory, machinery, equipment, trade fixtures, office
equipment, supplies, and computer systems and networks; and intangible personal property

including goodwill, contracts, accounts receivable, notes receivable, stocks, bonds, and other
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securities, ownership interest in any other entities such as subsidiary corporations, general or
limited partnerships, and joint ventures, intellectual property rights including copyrights,
patents, trademarks, and trade names, and insurance policies which You own or which name
You as an insured.

f. “Document” means, without limitation, Writings, drawings, graphs, charts,
photographs, phonorecords, cassettes, audio recordings, video recordings, microfilm,
microfiche, data compilations, databases, computerized records, electronic mail, text messages,
text photographs, text video recordings, computer printouts, underlying documents supporting
computer entries, and any other item, the production of which may be demanded pursuant to
California Code of Civil Procedure. Each draft, version, or non-identical copy of a Document
shall constitute a separate Document for purposes responding to these Requests. “Document”
also includes any attachments or appendices to any Document.

g. “Writings,” as defined by California Evidence Code section 250, include
handwriting, typewriting, printing, photostating, photographing, photocopying, transmitting by
electronic mail or facsimile, and every other means of recording upon any tangible thing, any
form of communication or representation including letters, words, picture, sounds, or symbols,
or combinations thereof, and any record thereby created, regardless of the manner in which the

record has been stored.

99 ¢¢ 99 ¢¢ 99 ¢

h. “Relating To” includes “representing,” “referring to,” “concerning,” “connected

99 ¢¢ 99 ¢¢

with,” “about,” “regarding,” “mentioning,” “memorializing,” “documenting,” “discussing,”

99 ¢¢ 99 ¢¢

“constituting,” “supporting,” “refuting,” or “describing.”
1. “Communication” means the transmittal of information (in the form of facts,
inquiries, ideas, or otherwise) by any written, oral, or electronic form of expression.

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

Request For Production No. 1: All articles of incorporation or organization, partnership

and/or joint venture agreements, charters, bylaws, corporate minute books, and other
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Documents Relating To the formation of any business entity in which You have owned an
interest, either directly or indirectly, at any time since October 17, 2016.

Request For Production No. 2: Documents identifying all shareholders, directors,

officers, partners, members, managers, or other owners or operators of any business entity in
which You have owned an interest, either directly or indirectly, at any time since October 17,
2016.

Request For Production No. 3: All Documents Relating To all corporate entities or

businesses identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 1, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 4: All Documents identified in Your response to

Interrogatory No. 5, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 5: All Documents identified in Your response to

Interrogatory No. 7, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 6: All non-privileged Documents Relating To all legal

actions identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 8, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 7: All Documents Relating To all debts and liabilities

identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 9, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 8: All Documents Relating To all accounts held with any

bank, brokerage firm, investment firm, or other financial institution identified in Your response
to Interrogatory No. 10, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 9: All Documents Relating To all vehicles, aircraft, boats,

or other water vessels identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 11, served concurrently
herewith.

Request For Production No. 10: All Documents Relating To all tangible property

identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 12, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 11: All Documents Relating To all intangible property

identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 13, served concurrently herewith.
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Request For Production No. 12: All Documents Relating To all insurance policies

identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 16, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 13: All Documents Relating To all safe deposit boxes

identified in Your response to Interrogatory No. 17, served concurrently herewith.

Request For Production No. 14: All Documents Relating To all third parties identified

in Your response to Interrogatory No. 19, served concurrently herewith, including, without
limitation, all Documents Relating To all Communications with all such third parties.

Request For Production No. 15: All Documents Relating To all transferees identified in

Your response to Interrogatory No. 20, served concurrently herewith, including, without
limitation, all Documents Relating To all Communications with all such transferees.

Request For Production No. 16: All Documents Relating To all state and federal income

tax returns, and all related forms and schedules (including all amended returns, forms, and
schedules) filed by Razuki Investments, LLC at any time since October 17, 2016.

Request For Production No. 17: All Documents Relating To all financial statements,

balance sheets, income statements, cash flow statements, profit and loss statements, and loan
applications prepared or submitted by You or on Your behalf at any time since October 17,
2016.

Request For Production No. 18: Documents sufficient to identify all of Your affiliates,

subsidiaries, parent companies, or any other company that has or claims an interest in the
Razuki Investments, LLC, including the name, address or location, and state or country of
incorporation or organization of any such entity, and the nature of Your affiliation or corporate
or other organizational relationship with any such entity.

Request For Production No. 19: All Documents Relating To any corporation,

subsidiary, limited liability company, trust, partnership, or other business entity of any kind or
nature in which You currently own, hold, or claim any type of interest in, directly or indirectly,
in whole or in part, or in which You owned, held, or claimed any type of interest in, directly or

indirectly, in whole or in part, at any time since October 17, 2016.
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Request For Production No. 20: If You claim that any of Your Revenue, Income, or

Assets are exempt from collection, all Documents evidencing the basis for such exemption.

Request For Production No. 21: All Documents Relating To any and all debts or

liabilities owed to You by any third party, including, but not limited to, all claims, causes of
action, lawsuits, judgments, or liens You now have or had at any time since October 17, 2016.

Request For Production No. 22: All Documents Relating To or evidencing any third

party’s possession, ownership, or control of any of Your Assets, in whole or in part.

Request For Production No. 23: All Documents Relating To or evidencing any

transaction in which You transferred any interest in any of Your assets over the value of
$10,000.00, in whole or in part, to any transferee at any time since October 17, 2016.

Request For Production No. 24: All Documents You provided to any transferee in

connection with any due diligence he, she, or it conducted before engaging in any transfer of
any interest in any of Your assets over the value of $10,000.00, in whole or in part, to any

transferee at any time since October 17, 2016.

Dated: February 16, 2024 MESSNER REEVES LLP

Allan B. Claybon, Esq.
Mark Collier, Esq.
Charles C. Cavanagh, Esq.

Attorneys for Judgment Creditor
Bradford Harcourt
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PROOF OF SERVICE

I am employed in the County of Denver, Colorado. I am over the age of eighteen years

and not a party to the within entitled action; my business address is 1550 Wewatta Street, Suite

710, Denver, Colorado 80202.

On February 16, 2024, 1 caused to be served the foregoing documents described as:

JUDGMENT CREDITOR BRADFORD HARCOURT’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS

FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO JUDGMENT DEBTOR RAZUKI

INVESTMENTS, LLC on the interested parties as follows:

Douglas Jaffe

LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE

501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

T.:(619) 400-4945

F.: (619) 400-4947

E.: dougjaffelaw@gmail.com

Attorney for Defendants Razuki Investments,
L.L.C. and Keith Henderson and
Defendant/Cross-Complainant Salam Razuki

J. Scott Russo

RUSSO & DUCKWORTH, LLP

3404 Via Oporto, Suite 201

Newport Beach, CA 92663

T.: (949) 752-7106

F.: (949) 752-0629

E.: jsrusso@russoandduckworth.com
Attorney for Defendant Keith Henderson

David K. Demergian

DEMERGIAN LAW

501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, CA 92101

T: (619) 239-3015

F: (619) 239-3029

E: david@demergianlaw.com

Attorney for Defendants/Cross-Defendants
Ninus Malan, San Diego United Holdings,
LLC, American Lending and Holdings, LLC

[x] ELECTRONIC-SERVICE/E-MAIL: Pursuant to California Rules of Court, Rule

2.251(b)(1)(B), a court order or by consent/agreement of the parties to accept service by e-mail
and/or electronic submission, I cause the above-referenced document(s) to be sent to the persons
indicated above at the email address set forth above from either the Court’s electronic filing

service or by personal email.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Colorado that the

forgoing is true and correct.
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Dated: February 16, 2024
/s/ Tara L. Nelson

Tara L. Nelson
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DOUGLAS JAFFE, ESQ. Bar No. 170354
LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE
501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, California 92101

Telephone: (619) 400-4945

Facsimile: (619) 400-4947

Attorneys for Razuki Investments, LLC,
and Salam Razuki

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO - CENTRAL

SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE ) Case No.: 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL
CORP, et. al., g
.. ) RESPONSES TO DOCUMENT
Plaintiffs, ) REQUESTS
)
RAZUKI INVESTMENT L.L.C., et. al., g
)
Defendants. g
)
)
ASKING PARTY: Plaintiff Bradford Harcourt

ANSWERING PARTY: Defenant Razuki Investments, LLC (“Razuki Investments”)
SET NUMBER: One

1
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Responding party is engaged in continuing discovery in this case. Therefore, all
of the answers contained herein are based upon such information and documents as are presently
available to and specifically known by responding party. Responding party provides the
following responses without prejudice to present further evidence. Responding party reserves
the right to supplement these responses.

2. These responses are made solely for the purposes of the above-entitled action.
Each response is given subject to all appropriate objections (including, but not limited to,
objections of competency, relevancy, materiality, propriety and admissibility) which would
require the exclusion of any matter if the question were asked of, or the answer given by, a
witness present and testifying in court.

3. Responding party objects to the disclosure of communications and information
protected by the attorney-client privilege or any other privilege, which constitutes work-product,
or which is otherwise immune from discovery.

4. Except for facts explicitly admitted herein without qualification, no admission of

any nature whatsoever is to be implied or inferred.

RESPONSES

1. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

2. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

3. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
2
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

4. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

5. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

6. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

7. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

8. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

0. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

10.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

11.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

12. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

13. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

14. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

15.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

16.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

17.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

18.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

19. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

20. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights

of third parties.

Dated: March 20, 2024 LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE

/s/ Douglas Jaffe, Esq.
Douglas Jaffe
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DOUGLAS JAFFE, ESQ. Bar No. 170354
LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE
501 West Broadway, Suite 800

San Diego, California 92101

Telephone: (619) 400-4945

Facsimile: (619) 400-4947

Attorneys for Razuki Investments, LLC,
and Salam Razuki

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO - CENTRAL

SAN DIEGO PATIENTS COOPERATIVE ) Case No.: 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL
CORP, et. al., g
laintiff ) AMENDED RESPONSES TO
Plaintiffs, ) DOCUMENT REQUESTS
|
RAZUKI INVESTMENT L.L.C., et. al., g
)
Defendants. g
)
)
ASKING PARTY: Plaintiff Bradford Harcourt

ANSWERING PARTY: Defenant Razuki Investments, LLC (“Razuki Investments”)

SET NUMBER: One
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Responding party is engaged in continuing discovery in this case. Therefore, all
of the answers contained herein are based upon such information and documents as are presently
available to and specifically known by responding party. Responding party provides the
following responses without prejudice to present further evidence. Responding party reserves
the right to supplement these responses.

2. These responses are made solely for the purposes of the above-entitled action.
Each response is given subject to all appropriate objections (including, but not limited to,
objections of competency, relevancy, materiality, propriety and admissibility) which would
require the exclusion of any matter if the question were asked of, or the answer given by, a
witness present and testifying in court.

3. Responding party objects to the disclosure of communications and information
protected by the attorney-client privilege or any other privilege, which constitutes work-product,
or which is otherwise immune from discovery.

4. Except for facts explicitly admitted herein without qualification, no admission of

any nature whatsoever is to be implied or inferred.

RESPONSES

1. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

2. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

3. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
2
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

4. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

5. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

6. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

7. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

8. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

0. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

10.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

11.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

12. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

13. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

14. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

15.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

16.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

17.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

18.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

19. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

20. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

21. Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

22.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

23.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights
of third parties.

24.  Razuki Investments objects to the request as vague, ambiguous, compound,

overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not reasonably calculated
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to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and invades the privacy rights

of third parties.

Dated: March 20, 2024 LAW OFFICES OF DOUGLAS JAFFE

/s/ Douglas Jaffe, Esq.
Douglas Jaffe

6

Amended Response To Document Requests




.-
n MESSNER REEVES LLP

CHARLES C. CAVANAGH (303) 454-2144
ccavanagh@messner.com

April 1, 2024

Via Electronic Mail

Douglas Jafte, Esq.
501 West Broadway, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101

Re:  San Diego Patients Cooperative Corporation, Inc. v. Razuki Investments LLC
San Diego Superior Court Case No. 37-2017-00020661-CU-CO-CTL

Dear Mr. Jaffe:

I am writing to meet-and-confer regarding the Responses to Interrogatories, Responses to
Document Requests, and Amended Responses to Document Requests that you served on behalf of
Razuki Investments, LLC on March 20, 2024.

On February 14, 2024, the Honorable Eddie C. Sturgeon signed the Judgment on Jury
Verdict in the above-referenced action. As you are well aware, that Judgment was on the jury’s
verdict of $2.5 million in favor of plaintiff Bradford Harcourt and against defendant Razuki
Investments, LLC.

On February 16, 2024, Mr. Harcourt served upon Razuki Investments a first set of
judgment debtor interrogatories (consisting of twenty interrogatories) and a first set of judgment
debtor requests for production (consisting of twenty-four requests). The responses served on
March 20 consist entirely of objections. Indeed, in response to each and every one of Mr.
Harcourt’s discovery requests, Razuki Investments responded that the request was “vague,
ambiguous, compound, overbroad, unduly burdensome, calls for a legal conclusion, irrelevant/not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, equally available, and
invades the privacy rights of third parties.”

The boilerplate objections to Mr. Harcourt’s judgment debtor discovery requests are not
well-taken. A judgment creditor is statutorily-entitled to serve interrogatories and requests for
production on a judgment debtor, and those discovery requests may seek any “information to aid
in enforcement of the money judgment.” See Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §§ 708.010(a), 708.020(a) &
708.030(a). Thus, interrogatories seeking the following information are entirely appropriate:
identifying information about the judgment debtor, information regarding the judgment debtor’s
income and expenses; the description, value, and location of all of the judgment debtor’s real and
personal assets; the name and address of all other creditors of the judgment debtor, the amount
owed to them, and whether they have any liens or encumbrances on the debtor’s property; and the
present value, description, and location of all real and personal assets transferred by the debtor to
third persons in the last seven years, and the consideration paid for each such transfer. See Hon.
Alan M. Ahart (Ret.), Cal. Prac. Guide: Enforcing Judgments & Debt, Ch. 6G-2, 9 6:1380 (June

EXHIBIT
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Douglas Jaffe, Esq.
April 1, 2024
Page 2 of 2

2023 Update). Requests for production of documents disclosing a judgment debtor’s assets or
earnings (e.g., tax returns, financial statements, payroll stubs, real property deeds, stock
certificates, passbooks, deposit account statements, bonds, trust deeds, automobile ownership
certificates, promissory notes, etc.) are similarly appropriate. See id. at § 6:1391.6 (citing Lee v.
Swansboro Country Property Owners Ass’n, 151 Cal. App.4th 575, 581 (2007)).

Written discovery requests to a judgment debtor may be enforced in the same manner as
written discovery requests in a civil action, “to the extent practicable.” Cal. Civ. Proc. Code
§§ 708.020(c) & 708.030(c). Thus, where a judgment debtor responds unsatisfactorily, a judgment
creditor may make a motion to compel answers. See Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §§ 2030.290, 2030.300,
2031.300 & 2031.310; see also SCC Acquisitions, Inc. v. Superior Court, 243 Cal. App. 4th 741,
753 (2016) (trial court authorized to compel production of documents in judgment debtor’s
possession, custody, and control). Also as in an underlying civil action, a monetary sanction
“shall” be imposed against the party losing a motion to compel unless the court finds “substantial
justification” for the losing party’s position or other circumstances making sanctions “unjust.” See
Cal. Civ. Proc. Code §§ 2030.290(c), 2030.300(d), 2031.300(c) & 2031.310(d); see also Cal. Civ.
Proc. Code § 2023.030.

The complete refusal of Razuki Investments to provide any substantive information in
response to Mr. Harcourt’s proper discovery requests is not only inappropriate but sanctionable.
Mr. Harcourt is entitled to employ applicable provisions of the Civil Discovery Act in order to aid
in the enforcement of his significant money judgment against Razuki Investments, and Razuki
Investments is not justified in attempting to hinder Mr. Harcourt’s legitimate efforts by asserting
meritless objections.

Please consider this letter to be part of my attempt to meet-and-confer regarding the
deficiencies with the discovery responses served by Razuki Investments. I will call you tomorrow
to discuss this matter further. If we are unable to reach a resolution, Mr. Harcourt will move to
compel further responses from Razuki Investments and will seek sanctions.

Sincerely,
MESSNER REEVES LLP

Charles C. Cavanagh, Esq.



From: Charles C. Cavanagh

To: Douglas Jaffe

Cc: Allan Claybon; Mark Collier
Subject: RE: Patients Cooperative/Razuki
Date: Thursday, April 4, 2024 12:50:42 PM
Doug:

Your email is accurate insofar as we did speak by telephone on April 2 regarding my
meet-and-confer letter of April 1. In virtually every other respect, your email
misrepresents our conversation. Specifically, | did not state that Mr. Harcourt will not
agree to any changes to the discovery requests other than to change the date in the
requests from October 17, 2016 to the date the Complaint was filed, | did not state that |
did not want to receive any citations to case authorities that you might want to provide
(notably, your emailis devoid of any such citations), and | agreed that any information
and documents that Razuki Investments provided in response to Mr. Harcourt’s
discovery requests could be subject to the Stipulation and Protective Order previously
agreed to by the parties. Nevertheless, you refused throughout our call to offer any
means of resolving the boilerplate objections asserted by Razuki Investments. Instead,
at the end of our call, you simply stated, “We’re never going to agree.”

A more complete — and accurate — recitation of our telephone conversation follows:

During our call of April 2, | told you that | had received Judgment Debtor’s responses to
Judgment Creditor’s discovery requests, that | had seen that all of Judgment Debtor’s
responses consisted solely of objections, and that | did not believe that the objections
were well taken because Judgment Creditor is entitled to conduct discovery. Therefore,
I told you, | was calling to see if we could resolve Judgment Debtor’s objections, such
that it would provide substantive responses to the discovery requests.

You responded that your first concern with the discovery requests is that many of them
request information dating back to October 17, 20186, i.e. several months before the
Complaintin this action was filed. | responded that | believe itis appropriate to aiding in
the collection of the Judgment to request information pre-dating by a brief period the
filing of the Complaint, so Judgment Creditor may see not only what assets Judgment
Debtor currently possesses but also other assets that Judgment Debtor has possessed,
both during the pendency of the action and briefly before the filing of the Complaint.
When you questioned how information relating to Judgment Debtor’s assets prior to the
filing of the Complaint could possibly be relevant to aiding Judgment Creditor in
collecting on the Judgment, | responded that, if Judgment Debtor’s discovery responses
reveal that it does not currently possess assets sufficient to satisfy the Judgment but
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that it had previously possessed sufficient assets at a time when it was aware of its
potential liability to Judgment Creditor, information relating to those prior assets would
aid Judgment Creditor in collecting any shortfall through the assertion of claims against
Judgment Debtor and others for fraudulent conveyance. When you expressed that you
were not persuaded, | asked if Judgment Debtor would provide substantive responses to
Judgment Creditor’s discovery requests if Judgment Creditor agreed to limit the scope of
the requests to information dating only from the filing of the Complaint. You responded
that Judgment Debtor would not.

I then asked you what agreements we could reach in order to resolve Judgment Debtor’s
objections, such that it would provide substantive responses to Judgment Creditor’s
requests. You responded that you could cite to case law that would support your
position regarding the limited nature of discovery requests to a judgment debtor. |told
you that | would be happy to consider any case law that you wanted to cite to me but
that, rather than continue to argue, | was more interested in trying to resolve Judgment
Debtor’s objections.

At that point, you responded that you had other concerns regarding the discovery
requests, including that they infringe upon the privacy rights of Salam Razuki. Therefore,
you asserted, any information and documents would have to be produced subjectto a
protective order. | responded that | do not agree that any of the discovery requests
improperly infringe upon Mr. Razuki’s privacy because all of the discovery requests are
directed to Judgment Debtor, not Mr. Razuki. Therefore, Mr. Razuki’s interests are
implicated, if at all, only indirectly and only to the extent that he is a member of
Judgment Debtor. Nevertheless, | told you that, because | believe that the Stipulation
and Protective Order previously agreed to in this action remains in full force and effect,
Judgment Debtor would be free to employ the procedures thereunder for designating
information and documents as “Confidential.” | further told you that, if you have any
doubt about the applicability of the prior Stipulation and Protective Order to the parties’
post-judgment discovery, | would be happy either to stipulate that the prior Stipulation
and Protective Order does apply or to amend the prior Stipulation and Protective Order.

At that point, you stated, “We’re never going to agree.” You reiterated the statement,
saying that you object not only to the temporal scope of the discovery requests but to
everything about their overbreadth. When | asked you if there is any agreement we could
reach to resolve Judgment Debtor’s objections such that it would provide substantive
responses to the discovery requests, you again stated that we were never going to

agree. | then informed you that, in light of that position, Judgment Creditor would
proceed to make motions to compel further responses to the discovery requests.



Accordingly, we intend to proceed with filing appropriate motions to compel.

Best regards,
Charles

CHARLES C. CAVANAGH

Partner

Messner Reeves LLP

D: 303.454.2144 O: 303.623.1800 E: ccavanagh@messner.com
1550 Wewatta Street, Suite 710 Denver, CO 80202

From: Douglas Jaffe <dougjaffelaw@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 3, 2024 2:45 PM

To: Charles C. Cavanagh <ccavanagh@messner.com>

Cc: Allan Claybon <aclaybon@messner.com>; Mark Collier <mcollier@messner.com>
Subject: Re: Patients Cooperative/Razuki

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL ]

This will confirm that we spoke by telephone yesterday regarding your letter. You
indicated that Mr. Harcourt will not agree to any changes to the discovery requests other
than maybe to change the date in the requests from October 17, 2016 to the date the
Complaint was filed on June 7, 2017. Both are over 6 years ago. You indicated the need
for that amount of time was for purposes of Mr. Harcourt possibly asserting fraudulent

conveyance claims. As | indicated, that is an improper basis for the post-judgment
discovery.

| tried to give you case authority during our call but you indicated you did not want it. |
did mention that judgment creditors are entitled to limited discovery from the debtors
in the form of interrogatories and demands for inspection of documents.

As we also discussed, Mr. Harcourt is improperly attempting discovery regarding the
private financial information of Salam Razuki, who prevailed against Plaintiffs' claims
at trial.

We also discussed that a protective order is necessary for any documents produced
pursuant to the post-judgment discovery.



On Mon, Apr 1, 2024 at 4:07 PM Charles C. Cavanagh <ccavanagh@messner.com>
wrote:

Doug:
Attached, please find a copy of my letter of today’s date.

Best regards,
Charles

CHARLES C. CAVANAGH

Partner

Messner Reeves LLP

D: 303.454.2144 O: 303.623.1800 E: ccavanagh(@messner.com
1550 Wewatta Street, Suite 710 Denver, CO 80202

From: Douglas Jaffe <dougjaffelaw@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2024 10:02 PM

To: Allan Claybon <aclaybon@messner.com>; Mark Collier <mcollier@messner.com>; Charles C.
Cavanagh <ccavanagh@messner.com>; David Demergian <david@demergianlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Patients Cooperative/Razuki

[ EXTERNAL EMAIL ]

See attached.

On Wed, Mar 20, 2024 at 8:29 PM Douglas Jaffe <dougjaffelaw@gmail.com> wrote:

See attached.

Douglas Jaffe, Esq.

501 West Broadway, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: (619) 400-4945
Facsimile: (619)400-4947

Douglas Jaffe, Esq.
501 West Broadway, Suite 800



San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: (619) 400-4945
Facsimile: (619)400-4947

Disclaimer

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for
use by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby
notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this
information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware, and may have been automatically archived by
Mimecast Ltd, an innovator in Software as a Service (SaaS) for business. Providing a safer and more
useful place for your human generated data. Specializing in; Security, archiving and compliance. To find
out more Click Here.

Douglas Jaffe, Esq.

501 West Broadway, Suite 800
San Diego, CA 92101
Telephone: (619) 400-4945
Facsimile: (619)400-4947
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