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Case No.: C’)O\ oC ‘:JDGTLO\ \?7
Dept. No.: i;

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs,

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION, a California corporation,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J, REZA JAZI aka G. REZA

JAZI aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI,
an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals

[21-30,

Defendants.
/

COMPLAINT
(Exemption From Arbitration Requested)

Plaintiff, JED MARGOLIN (“Mr. Margolin™), by and through his counsel of record,

WATSON ROUNDS, and for his Complaint against Defendants, hereby alleges and complains

1| as follows:
The Parties
I. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is an individual residing in Storey County, Nevada.

2, On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is a
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jurisdictional limitation of the justice courts and, accordingly, jurisdiction is proper in the district|
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aka Golamreza Zandianjazi, aka Gholam Reza Zandian, aka Reza Jazi, aka J. Reza Jazi, aka G.

| Nevada corporation (“OTC—Nevada”) is a wholly owned subsidiary of Optima Technology

| Corporation, the California corporation (“OTC—California™), and Defendant Zandian at all

22 |

State of Nevada have original jurisdiction in all cases excluded by law from the original

California corporation with its principal place of business in Irvine, California.
3. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is a
Nevada corporation with its principal place of business in Las Vegas, Nevada.

4. On information and belief, Defendant Reza Zandian, aka Golamreza Zandianjazi,

Reza Jazi, aka Ghononreza Zandian Jazi (collectively “Zandian”), is an individual who at all
relevant times resided in San Diego, California or Las Vegas, Nevada.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, the

relevant times served as officers of the OTC—California and OTC—Nevada.

6. Mr. Margolin believes, and therefore alleges, that at all times herein mentioned,
each of the Defendants was the agent, servant or employee of each of the other Defendant and at
all times was acting within the course and scope of said agency and/or employment and that each
Defendant is liable to Mr. Margolin for the reasons and the facts herein alleged. Reliefis sought
herein against each and all of the Defendants jointly and severally, as well as its or their agents,
assistants, successors, employees and all persons acting in concert or cooperation with them or at
their direction. Mr. Margolin will amend his Complaint when such additional persons acting in |
concert or cooperation are ascertained.

Jurisdiction and Venue

7. Pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, Section 6, the district courts of the

jurisdiction of the justice courts. This case involves tort claims in an amount in excess of the

court,
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8. Venue is based upon the provisions of N.R.S. § 13.010, et seq., inasmuch as the
Defendants at all times herein mentioned has been and/or is residing or currently doing business

in and/or are responsible for the actions complained of herein in Storey County.
Faets

9. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is the named inventor on numerous patents and patent
applications, including United States Patent No. 5,566,073 (“the ‘073 Patent”), United States

Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent™), United States Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™)

| and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436 Patent™) (collectively “the Patents™).

10.  Mr. Margolin is the legal owner and owner of record for the ‘488 and ‘436
Patents, and has never assigned those patents.

11.  InJuly 2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Optima Technology Group (“OTG"), a
Cayman Islands Corporation specializing in aerospace technology, a Power of Attorney
regarding the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents. In exchange for the Power of Attorney, OTG agreed to pay
Mr, Margolin royalties based on OTG’s licensing of the ‘073 and *724 Patents.

12.  InMay 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and *724 Patents to
Geneva Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

13.  Onabout July 20, 2004, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and 724 Patents to
OTG.

14.  In about November 2007, OTG licensed the ‘073 Patent to Honeywell

International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty

| agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

15.  In December 2007, Defendant Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office (“USPTO”) fraudulent assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents

to Optima Technology Corporation.
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|| Storey County Sheriff’s Department; (b) took action to regain record title to the ‘488 and ‘436

| ordered that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or *724 Patents, and that the assignment documents

“costs associated with those efforts.

16.  Upon discovery of the fraudulent filing, Mr. Margolin: (a) filed a report with the

Patents that he legally owned; and (c) assisted OTG in regaining recbrd title of the 073 and ‘724
Patents that it legally owned and upon which it contracted with Mr. Margolin for royalties.

17. Soon thereafter, Mr. Margolin and OTG were named as defendants in an action
for declaratory relief regarding non-infringement of the ‘073 and 724 Patents in the United
States District Court for the District of Arizona, in a case titled: Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona
Action™). In the Arizona Action, Mr. Margolin and OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory
relief against Zandian in order to obtain legal title to their respective patents.

18. On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona

entered a final judgment in favor of Mr. Margolin and OTG on their declaratory relief action, and

filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid, void, of no force and effect.” Attached as Exhibit A
is a copy of the Order from the United States District Court in the Arizona Action.

19. Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered
with Plaintiff’s and OTG’s ability to license the Patents.

20.  During the period of time Mr. Margolin worked to correct record title of the

Patents in the Arizona Action and with the USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other

Claim _1--Conversion
(Against All Defendants)

21.  Paragraphs 1-20 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

reference,
22.  Through the fraudulent acts described above, Defendants wrongfully exerted

dominion over the Patents, thereby depriving Mr. Margolin of the use of such property.

4-
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23.  The Patents and the royalties due Mr. Margolin under the Patents were the
personal property of Mr. Margolin.

24.  As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ conversion, Mr. Margolin has

| suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the relief set forth

below,

Claim 2--Tortious Interference With Contract
(Against All Defendants)

25.  Paragraphs 1-24 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference.

26.  Mr. Margolin was a party to a valid contract with OTG for the payment of
royalties based on the license of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents.

27.  Defendants were aware of Mr. Margolin’s contract with OTG.

78,  Defendants committed intentional acts intended and designed to disrupt and
interfere with the contractual relationship between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

79.  As a result of the acts of Defendants, Mr. Margolin’s contract with OTG was
actually interfered with and disrupted.

30.  As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ tortious interference With
contract, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollaré ($10,000),

entitling him to the relief set forth below.

Claim 3—Intentional Interference with P?eépeeﬁi?ﬁganﬁmi@ Advantage
(Against All Defendants)

31.  Paragraphs 1-30 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

| reference.

39, Defendants were aware of Mr. Margolin’s prospective business relations with
licensees of the Patents.
33.  Defendants purposely, willfully and improperly attempted to induce Mr.

Margolin’s prospective licensees to refrain from engaging in business with Mr, Margolin.

-5 5
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34.  The foregoing actions by Defendants interfered with the business relationships of

|| Mr. Margolin, and were done intentionally and occurred without consent or authority of Mr.

Margolin.
35.  As adirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ tortious interference, Mr.
Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the

relief set forth below.

Claim 4—Unjust Enrichment
(Against All Defendants)

36.  Paragraphs 1-35 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference. | |

37.  Defendants wrongfully obtained record title to the Patents.

38. Defendants were aware that record title to the Patents was valuable, and were
aware of the benefit derived from having record title,

39.  Defendants unjustly benefitted from the use of Mr. Margolin’s property without
coﬁpensation to Mr. Margolin.

40.  Asadirect and proximate result of Defendants’ aforementioned acts, Mr.

Margolin is entitled to equitable relief.

Claim 5—Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices
(Against All Defendants)

41.  Paragraphs 1-40 Qf the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
reference.

42.  The Defendants, engaging in the acts and conduct described above, have
knowingly and willfully committed unfair and deceptive trace practices under NRS 598.0915 by
making false representations.

43.  As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ unfair and deceptive trade

practices, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000),

| entitling him to the relief set forth below.




W

ol s T €

10
11
12

13 ]

14
15
16
17
18
19

20 |

21
22
23

24
25

26
27
28

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jed Margolin, prays for judgment against the Defendants as

follows:
I. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ tortious conduct;
2. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ unjust enrichment;
3. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ commission of unfair and

deceptive trade practices, in an amount to be proven at trial, with said damages being trebled
pursuant to NRS 598.0999;
4, That Plaintiff be awarded actual, consequential, future, and punitive damages 'of
whatever typé .vor na’cureg
5. That the Court award all such further relief that it deems just and proper.
AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding

document, filed in District Court, does not contain the social security number of any person.

DATED: December LQ, 2009 WATSON ROUNDS

Matthew D. FrancisA6978)
Cassandra P. Joseph (9845)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS)
CORPORATION,

Plaintiff,

No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC
ORDER

VS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY GROUP, INC.,
OPTIMA TECILII\IOLQG"EK'%T

' CORPORATION, ROBERT ADAMS and)

JED MARGOLIN, %
Defendants. )

a corporation,
Counterclaimant,
VS.

UNIVERSAL AVIONICS SYSTEMS
CORPORATION, an Arizona corporatlon

Counterdefendant

Cross-Claimant,
vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY)
CORPORATION,

Cross-Defeﬁdant.

lase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC Document 131 Filed 08/18/2008 Page 10of 2
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This Court, having considered the Defendants’ Application for Entry of Default
Judgment against Cross-Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, finds no just reason to
delay entry of final judgment.

Therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Final Judgment is entered against Cross-Defendants Optima Technology Corporation,
a California corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporétion, as
follows:

1. Optima Technology Corporation has no interest in U.S. PatentsNos. 5,566,073 and
5,904,724 (“the Patents”) or the Durable Power of Attorney from Jed Margolin dated July
20, 2004 (“the Power of Attorney™);

2. The Assignment Optima Technology Corporation filed with the USPTO is forged,
invalid, void, of no force and effect, and is hereby struck from the records of the USPTO;

3. The USPTO is to correct its records with respect to any claim by Optima
Technology Corporation to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney; and

4. OTC is hereby enjoined from asserting further rights or interests in the Patents
and/or Power of Attorney; and

5. There is no just reason to delay entry of final judgment as to Optima Technology

‘Corporation under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b).

DATED this 18" day of August, 2008.

“Raner C. Collins
United States District Judge

20

ase 4:07-cv-00588-RCC Document 131 Filed 08/18/2008  Page 2 of 2
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Il Matthew D. Francis (6978)

3] Adam P. McMillen (106783)

{{ WATSON ROUNDS

115371 Kietzke Lane

1}Reno, NV 89511

1| Telephone: 775-324-4100

#| Facsimile: 775-333-8171

| Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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. ; In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
. i I and for Carson City
10 ] JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
1y Plaintiff, | Case No.: 090C00579 1B
12 vs. | _ Dept. No.: 1
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‘HZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE

PTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
California corporation, OPTIMA

: corporation, REZA ZANDIAN .

i aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZX
1aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZY aka J. REZA JAZI

raka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA

Companies 1-10, DOE Cerporations 11—20
j-and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.
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T_'as follows:

The Pgrt_ies_

' E 2. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation is a

 California corporation with ifs principal place of business in Trvine, California.

] - _ ) _ 215

REC'D & FILED ~

Plaintiff, JED MARGOLIN (“Mr. Margolin™), by and through his counsel of record,

1. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is an individual residing in Storey County, Nevada. '

1 WATSON ROUNDS, and for his Complaint against Defendants, hereby alleges and complains

it
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3. On mnformation and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporaﬁon isa
Nevada corporation with its principal place of business in Las Vegas, Nevada.
4. On information and belief, Defendant Reza Zandian, aka Golamreza Zandianjazi,

It aka Golamreza Zandianjazi, aka Gholam Reza Zandian, aka Reza Jazi, aka J. Reza Jazi, aka G.
liReza I azi, aka Ghononreza Zandian Jazi (collectively “Zandian™), is an individual who at all

{} relevant times resided in Las Vegas, Nevada.

5. On information and belief, Defendant Optima Technology Corporation, the

11 Nevada corporation (“OTC—Nevada™) is a wholly owned subsidiary of Optima Technology

{t Corporation, the California corporatmn ¢ ‘OTC—California™), and Defendant Zandian at all
; relevant times served as an officer of OTC—California and OTC—chada.

6. Mz. Margolin believes, and therefore alleges, that at a]l times herein mentioned,

_ | each Defendant was the agent, seﬁmt or employee of each of the other Defendants and at all
1| times was acting within the course and scope of said agency and/or employment and that each
Defendant is liable to Mr. Margolin for the reasons aﬁd the facts herein alleged. Reliefis
sought herein against each and all of the Defendants jointly and severally, as well as its or theﬂ:
| agents, assistants, successors, employees and all persons acting in concert or cooperation with
Ithem or at their direction. Mr. Margolin will amend his Complaint when such additional

i Persons acting in concert ox coopcrailon are ascertamed.

Jurisdiction and Venue

7. Pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, Section 6, the district conrts of

the State of Nevada have original jurisdiction in all cases excluded by law from the original
:%jurisdicﬁon of the justice courts. This case involves tort claims in an amount in excess of the
fjurist\iicﬁonal limitation of the justice courts and, accordingly, jurisdiction is proper in the

‘.district cdurt.

8. Venue is based upon the provisions of NR.S. § 13.010, et seq., inasmuch as the

Defendants atall hmes herein mentioned has been and/or is residing or currently doing busmess

m and/or are responsible for the actions complained of herein in Storey County.
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.'Faefs
9. Plaintiff Mr. Margolin is the named inventor on numerous patents and patent
. épplicaﬂons, inciuding United States Patent No. :;,566,073 (“the “073 Patent™), United States
W Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the “488

10.  Mr. Margolin is the legal owner and owner of record for the "488 and “436
| Patents, and has never assigned those patenfs.

11.  InJuly 2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Optima Technology Groﬁp (OTG™), a
Cayman Islands Corporation specializing in acrospace technology, a Power of Attomey
regarding the ‘073 and 724 Patents. In exchange for the Power of Attorney, OTG agreedrto
1l pay Mr. Margolin royalties based on OTG’s licensing of the ‘073 and “724 Patents.

12.  InMay 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and “724 Patents fo '

| Geneva Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty
'é;-agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

13.  Onabout July 20, 2004, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and “724 Patents to

JloTG.

14.  Inabout November 2007, OTG chensed the ‘073 Patent to Honeywell

zlntemational, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to the royalty

o 13
EEE

| agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG.

; il Ofﬁce (“USPT 0”) frandulent assignment documents alle gedly asmgmng all four of the Patents |

f fo Optlma Technology Corporation.
N 16.  Upon discovery of the fraudulent filing, Mr. Margolm (a) filed a report with the
;F’Storey County Sheriff’s Department; (b) took action to regain record title to the “488 and ‘436

{ Patents that he legally owned; and (c) assisted OTG in regaining record tile of the ‘073 and

action for declaratory relief regarding non-infringement of the ‘073 and ‘724 Pafents in the

3-

1| Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the “436 Patent™) (collectively “the Patents”).

#f 15 InDecember 2007, Defondant Zandian filed with the UsS. Patent and Trademark |

“724 Patents that it Iéga.lly owned and upon which it coniracted with Mr. Margolin for royalties.
17.  Shortly before this, Mr. Margolin and OTG had been named as defendants in an ;

13
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W United States District Cour for the District of Arizona, in a case titled: Universal Avionics
’;Syst‘ems Corporation v. Optima Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the
%“Arizona Action™). In the Arizona Action, Mr. Margolin and OTG filed a cross-claim for
declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation (Zandian) in order fo obtain legal

| title to their mpéctive pafents, |

! 18.  On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
Hl entered a fival judgment in favor of M. Margolin and OTG on their declaratory relief action,
'and ordered that OTC— California and OTC—Nevada had no interest in the *073 or “724
:Paients, that the assigament documents ﬁled by VZandian wiﬂi the USPTO were “forged, invalid,
void, of no force and effect,” that the USPTO was to correct its records with respect to any-

{ 'claim by OTC to the Patents and/or the Power of Attorney, and that OTC was enjoined from

{| A is a copy of the Order from the United States District Court in the Arizona ‘Action.

19.  Due to Defendants’ fraudulent acts, title to the Patents was clouded and
linterfered with Plaintiff®s and OTG’s ability to license the Patents.

20.  During the period of time Mr. Margolin worked to correct record (iﬂe; of the |

4 Patents 1n the Arizona Action and with the USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other

3] costs associated with those efforts.

Claim 1--Conversion -
(Agaiiist All Defenidants)

21.  Paragraphs 1-20 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by
H reference. '
22.  Through the fraudulent acts described above, Defendants wrongfully exerted
dominion over the Patents, thereby depriving Mr. Margolin of the use of such property.
23.  The Patents and the royalties due Mr. Margolin under the Patents were the
| personal property of Mr. Margolin. |
24, Asadirectand proximate result of the Defendants’ conversion, Mr. Margolin
| has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the relief set

14
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| forth below;

C'Ialm 2_—-Tort10us Interference With Confract
(Against All Defendanfs)

25. Paragraphs 1-24 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

{1 reference. _ '

26.  Mr. Margolin was a party to a valid contract with OTG for the payment of

| royalties base& on the license of the ‘073 and “724 Pafents.

27.  Defendants were aware of Mr. Margolin’s contract with OTG.

._7_8. Dcfendants committed intentional acts miended and deSIgned to disrupt and -
nterfere w1th thc contractual rclatonshlp between Mr. Marcrolm and OTG.

29.  Asaresult of the acts of Defendants, Mr. Margolin’s contract with OTG was
actually interfered with and disrupted. .

30. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants® tortious nterference with

14 1 contract, Mr. Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($ 1‘0,000),

entitling him to the relief set forth below.

Claim 3 Intentional Interf Interferencewith: Prospective Economxc Advantage
T " (Against All Defendants)

31.  Paragraphs 1-30 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

32.  Defendants were aware of Mr. Margolin’s prospective business relations with

1 licensées of the Patents.

33.  Defendants purposely, willfully and improperly attempted to induce Mr.

1 Margolin’s prospective licensees to refrain from engaging in business with Mr. Margolin.

e Margolin, and were done infentionally and occurred without consent or authority of Mr.
1 Margolin. |

35. °  As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ tortious inferference, Mr.

] relief set forth below.

- 34.  The foregoing actions by Defendants interfered with the business relationships of §

Margolin has suffered damages in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000), entitling him to the ;

15
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aware of the benefit derived from havmg record title.

compensaimn to Mr Margohn
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4L Paragraphs 1-40 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

practtces Mr. Margolin has suffered damages i excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000),

follows:

LClaim 4—TIniust Enrlchment
" (Against All Defendants)

36. . Paragraphs 1-35 of the Complaint set forth above are incorporated herein by

37. Defendants mongfully obtained record title to the Patents.

38.  Defendants were aware that record title to the Patents was valuable, and were
39.  Defendants un_]usﬂy benefitted from the use of Mr. Margolin’s propex’ty mthoui

40.  Asadirect and proxunatc result of Defendants aforemenuoncd acts, Mr

~ Claim 5—Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices
(Against All Defendants)

42. The Defeﬁ(-iants, engaging in the acts and conduct described above, have

43.  Asadirect and proximate result of the Defendants’ unfair and deceptive trade

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jed Margolin, prays for judgment against the Defendants as

1. - ThatPlainiiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ tortious conduct;
2. That Plaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants’ umjust enrichment;
3. ThatPlaintiff be awarded damages for Defendants® commission of unfair and

16
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IDATED: August 11,2011 - WATSONROUNDS ..

4. ° That Plaintiff be awarded actual, consequenﬁaL future, and punitive damages of

Whatever type or nai:ure

5. That the Court award all such further relief that it deems just and proper.
AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby afﬁml that the precedmg

1. documenf, filed in Dlstnct Court, does not contain the social security number of any person.

D Francis (6978)

ciam P; McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

17
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1| Dated: Augnst 11, 2011 _ I ERW
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Waison Rounds, and that on

{{ this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

1 and correct copy of the foregoing document, AMENDED COMPLAINT (Exemption From
| Arbitration Requested), addressed as follows: .

| John Peter Lee
| John Peter Lee, Ltd.

830 Las Vegas Blvd. South

| Las Vegas, NV 89101

Carla Ousby
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ORIGINAL e s En
REC'D & FILED
No. __090C00579 1B

IEINOY -7 PMI2: L8
Dept No. _1

ey AL AR ke
In the First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada™  BEPUTY
in and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

Plaintiff, | \3(\\&‘3 \
y SUMMONS 0\

VRPN
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California iy o«
corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a TR v
Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI
aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka CHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-30,
Defendants. {
THE STATE OF NEVADA SENDS GREETINGS TO: REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ| aka G, REZA JAZ] aka CHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZ

NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THIS ACTION IS BROUGHT TO RECOVER DAMAGES AS A RESULT OF
THE DEFENDANTS’ FRAUDULENT ASSIGNMENT OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO PATENT NO.'S 5,566,073,
5,904,724 AND 5,978,488 AS MORE FULLY STATED IN THE COMPLAINT. THE COURT MAY DECIDE

AGAINST YOU WITHOUT YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE
INFORMATION BELOW.

TO THE DEFENDANT: A civil complaint or pefition has been filed by the plaintiff{s) against you. _

1. If you wish fo defend this lawsuif, you must, within 20 days after this summons is served on you, exclusive of the day of
service, file with the Clerk of the Court a writien pleading in response to this Comptaint.

2. Unless you respond, a default will be entered upon application of the plaintiff(s) and this Court may enter a judgment against
you for the relief demanded in the complaint*, which could result in the faking of money or property or the relief requested in the
Complaint.

3. If you wish to seek the advice of an attorney in this matter, you should do so promply so that your response may be filed on
time.

4, You are reguired to serve your response upon plaintiffs attorney, whose address is

Matthew D. Francis _ (" AANGLOVER

Adam McMillen ‘ Clerk of Court
Watson Rounds A3

5371 Kietzke Lane ' By S~

Reno, Nevada 89511 [ Deputy Clerk
Date Q%U\% s AN L 20\,

*Note - When served by publication, insert a brief statement of fhe object of the action. See Rule 4.

RETURN OF SERVICE ON REVERSE SIDE
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AFFP DISTRICT COURT
Clark County, Nevada

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEVADA)
COUNTY OF CLARK) SsS:

" Stacey M. Lewis, being 1st duly sworn, deposes and says: That she is the Legal
Clerk for the Las Vegas Review-Journal and the Las Vegas Sun, daily newspapers
regularly issued, published and circulated in the City of Las Vegas, County of Clark,
State of Nevada, and that the advertisement, a true copy attached for,

WATSON ROUNDS 3983802WAT 7491351

was continuously published in said Las Vegas Review-Journal and / or Las Vegas
Sun in 4 edition(s) of said newspaper issued from 10/07/2011 to 10/28/2011, on the
foliowing days:

10/07/2011
10/14/2011
10/21/2011
10/28/2011

7~
EFORE ME THIS, THE

SUBSCRIBED AND SWOR

day of 1. MARY A. LEE
Notary Public State of Nevada
; No. 09-8941-1
W 'My appt. exp. Nov. 13,2012
Notary Public - — <
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RENO NEWSPAPERS INC
Publishers of

Reno Gazette-Journal oo
955 Kuenzli St @ P.O. Box 22,000 e Reno, NV 89520 e 775. 788 6200
Legal Advertising Office 775.788.6394 o

WATSON ROUNDS Customer Acct# 310361~
5371 KIETZKE IN PO# NO.5457.01
RENO NV 89511-2083 Ad# 1000763515 - -

Legal Ad Cost $455.2(

STATE OF NEVADA
COUNTY OF WASHOE

Being first duly swormn, deposes and says: That as the legal clerk of the Reno Gazette-Journal, a
daily newspaper of general circulation published in Reno, Washoe County, State of Nevada, that
the notice referenced below has published in each regnlar and entire issue of said newspaper
between the dates: 09/16/2011 - 10/07/2011, for exact publication dates please see last line of
Proof of Publication below.

-------------------------------------------

5\ Notary Pubhc State of Navada
5] Appoirtmert Racordad in Weshoa County £
No: 08-10505-2 - Expires July 22, 2(]13

meemw

Signed:

0cT 07 2011

Proof of Publicatlon o O

Additional SUMMONS on Amended Complaint IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR CARSON CITY No. 090C00579 1 B
Dept No. 1 JED MARGOLIN, an individual, Plaintiff, v. OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY
CORPORATION, a California corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a
Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZAN DIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka CHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30, Defendants. THE STATE OF NEVADA SENDS GREETINGS TO: REZA
ZAN DIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka CHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI NOTICE!
YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THIS ACTION IS BROUGHT TO RECOVER DAMAGES AS A
RESULT OF THE DEFENDANTS' FRAUDULENT ASSIGNMENT OF DOCUMENTS
RELATING TO PATENT NO.‘S 5,566,073, 5,904,724 AND 5,978,488 AS MORE FULLY
STATED IN THE COMPLAINT. THE COURT MAY DECIDE AGAINST YOU WITHOUT
YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE
INFORMATION BELOW. TO THE DEFENDANT: A civil complaint or petition has been

Ad Number: 1000763515 " ‘Pagelof2
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filed by the plainliff(s) against you. 1. If you wish to defend this lawsuit, you must, within 20
days after this summons is served on you, exclusive of the day of service, file with the Clerk of-
the Court a written pleading in response to this Complaint. 2. Unless you respond, a default will
be entered upon application of the plaintiff(s) and this Court may enter a judgfﬁéﬁt‘ against you
for the relief demanded in the complaint‘, which could result in the taking of money or property
or the relief requested in the Complaint. 3. If you wish to seek the advice of an attorney in this
matter, you should do so promptly so that your response may be filed on time. 4. You are
required to serve your response upon plaintiffs attorney, whose address is: Matthew D. Francis
Adam McMillen Watson Rounds 5371 Kietzke Lane Reno, Nevada 89511 /s/ALAN
GLOVER Clerk of Court Date: August 11, 2011 No. 763515 Sept 16, 23, 30 Oct 7,2011

Ad Number: 1000763515 Page 2 of 2
22



The $au Tiego

Union-Cribune. SIGNON

riloce.

U b Caige

PO. Box 120121, San Diego, CA 921120191

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 KIETZKE LANE
RENO, NV 89511

STATE OF CALIFORNIA} ss.
County cof San Diego}

The Undersigned, declares under penalty of perjury
under the laws of the State of California: That she is a
resident of the County of San Diego. That she isand at all
times herein mentioned was a citizen of the United States, over the age
of twenty-one years, and that she is not a party to, nor interested in the
above entitled matter; that she is Chief Clerk for the publisher of

The San Diego Union-Tribune

a newspaper of general circulation , printed and published daily in the
City of San Diego, County of San Diego, and which newspaper is
published for the dissemination of local news and intelligence of a
general character, and which newspaper at all the times herein
mentioned had and still has a bona fide subscription list of paying
subscribers, and which newspaper has been established, printed and
published at regular intervals in the said City of San Diego, County of
San Diego, for a period exceeding one year next preceding the date of
publication of the notice hereinafier referred to, and which newspaper is
not devoted to nor published for the interests, entertainment or
instruction of a particular class, profession, trade, calling, race, or
denomination, or any number of same; that the notice of which the
annexed is a printed copy, has been published in said newspaper in
accordance with the instructions of the person(s) requesting publication,
and not in any supplement thereof on the following dates, to wit:

Sep 23, 2011, Sep 30, 2011, Oct 7,2011, Gct 14, 2011

Y Chief Clerk for the Publisher

10- |Y-20!!

Date

Affidavit of Publication of

Legal Advertisement
Ad# 0010554103
ORDERED BY: CARLA OUSBY
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ORIGINAL o

| REC'D & FILED
No. __090C00579 1B

2811 KOV -7‘ PHIZ: L&
Dept No. __|

In the First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
in and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

Plaintiff, . Sash v
) | SUMMONS o™

| - IRICIRICE
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California

corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Q&\\?\Q
Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZ| aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI
aka J. REZA JAZI, aka G. REZA JAZ aka CHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies 1~10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE individuals 21-30,
Defendants. S
THE STATE OF NEVADA SENDS GREETINGS TO: _QPTiIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporafion

NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THIS ACTION IS BROUGHT TG RECOVER DAMAGES AS A RESULT OF
THE DEFENDANTS' FRAUDULENT ASSIGNMENT OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO PATENT NO.'S 5,566,073,
5,904,724 AND 5,978,488 AS MORE FULLY STATED IN THE COMPLAINT. THE COURT MAY DECIDE

AGAINST YOU WITHOUT YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU RESPOND WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE
INFORMATION BELOW.

TO THE DEFENDANT: A cwll complaint or petition has been filed by the plaintiff(s) against you.

1. I you wish to defend this lawsuit, you must, within 20 days after this summons is served on you, exclusive of the day of
sefvice, file with the Clerk of the Court a wriften pleading in response o this Complaint.

2. Unless you respond, a default will be entered upon application of the plaintifi(s) and this Court may enter a Judgment against
you for the relief demanded in the complaint®, which could result in the taking of money or property or the relief requested in the
Complaint.

3. If you wish to seek the advice of an attorney in this matter, you should do so prompfiy so that your response may be filed on
fime,

4. You are required to serve your response upon plaintiff's attorney, whose address is

Matihew D. Francis . ALAN GLOVER

Adam McMillen Clerk of Court
Watson Rounds \y

5371 Kietzke Lane - By Qoo .

Reno, Nevada 89511 \ Deputy Clerk

Date Q N \E)xx& N\ L 20\,
“Note — When served by publication, insert a brief statement of the abject of the acfion. See Rule 4.

RETURN OF SERVICE ON REVERSE SIDE
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AFFP DISTRICT COURT
Clark County, Nevada

AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEVADA)
COUNTY OF CLARK) SS:

Stacey M. Lewis, being 1st duly sworn, deposes and says: That she is the Legal
Clerk for the Las Vegas Review-Journal and the Las Vegas Sun, daily newspapers
regularly issued, published and circulated in the City of Las Vegas, County of Clark,
State of Nevada, and that the advertisement, a true copy attached for,

WATSON ROUNDS 3983802WAT 7491280

was continuously published in said Las Vegas ReVIew—JournaI and / or Las Vegas
Sun in 4 edition(s) of said newspaper issued from 10/07/2011 to 10/28/2011, on the
following days:

10/07/2011
10/14/2011
10/21/2011
10/28/2011

V3 Notary
; No. 09-8941-1

MARY A. LEE
Public State of Nevada

Notary Publlc\ /

1. exp. Nov. 13, 2012
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RENO NEWSPAPERS INC
Publishers of -

Reno Gazette-Journal
955 Kuenzli St e P.O. Box 22,000 ¢ Reno, NV 89520 e 775, 788 6200
Legal Advertising Office 775.788.6394 ”

WATSON ROUNDS ' Customer Accté 310361

5371 KIETZKE LN PO# NO. 5457.01 -
RENO NV 89511-2083 Ad# 1000763508

Legal Ad Cost $442.24 -

STATE OF NEVADA
COUNTY OF WASHOE

Being first duly sworn, deposes and says: That as the legal clerk of the Reno Gazette-Joumnal, a
daily newspaper of general circulation published in Reno, Washoe County, State of Nevada, that
the notice referenced below has published in each regular and entire issue of said newspaper
between the dates: 09/16/2011 - 10/07/2011, for exact publication dates please see last line of
Proof of Pubhcatlon below.

‘Subscribed and SWQ_n_J 1o before me

™ STACEY GOMES

3 Notary Public - State of Nevada
Z5/ Appointment Recorded in Weshos County
L\"'“ ;’ No: 09-10505-2 - Expirag July 22, 2013

SO YYD

Proof of Publication : (

Add‘l SUMMONS on Amended Comp In the First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
in and for Carson City No.090C00579 1 B DeptNo. 1 JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, v. OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, Nevada corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZAN DIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI, aka G.
REZA JAZI aka CHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-30, Defendants. THE STATE OF NEVADA
SENDS GREETINGS TO: OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California
corporation NOTICE! YOU HAVE BEEN SUED. THIS ACTION IS BROUGHT TO
RECOVER DAMAGES AS A RESULT OF THE DEFENDANTS* FRAUDULENT
ASSIGNMENT OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO PATENT NO.‘S 5,566,073, 5,904,724
AND 5,978,488 AS MORE FULLY STATED IN THE COMPLAINT. THE COURT MAY
DECIDE AGAINST YOU WITHOUT YOUR BEING HEARD UNLESS YOU RESPOND
WITHIN 20 DAYS. READ THE INFORMATION BELOW. TO THE DEFENDANT: A civil
complaint or petition has been filed by the plaintiff(s) against you. 1.If you wish to defend this
lawsuit, you must, within 20 days after this summons is served on you, exclusive of the day of

Ad Number: 1000763508 Page 1 of2
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service, file with the Clerk of the Court a written pleading in response to this Complaint. 2.
Unless you respond, a default will be entered upon application of the plaintiff(s) and this Court
may enter a judgment against you for the relief demanded in the complaint*, which could result
in the taking of money or property or the relief requested in the Complaint.” 3. If jfou wish to
seek the advice of an attorney in this matter, you should do so promptly so that your response
may be filed on time. 4. You are required to serve your response upon plamtxffs attorney, whose
address is: Matthew D. Francis Adam McMillen Watson Rounds 5371 Kletzke Lane Reno,
Nevada 89511 Date August 11, 2011 /s/ALAN GLOVER Clerk of Court Deputy Clerk No.
763508 Sept 16, 23, 30, Oct 7, 2011 '

Ad Number: 1000763508 Page 2 of 2
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The San Biego

Union-Tribune. SISNON  éhlace.

YU b Cirlige:

P.O. Box 120191, San Diego, CA 921120191
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 KIETZKE LANE
RENQ, NV 89511

STATE OF CALIFORNIA]} ss.
County of San Diego}

The Undersigned, declares under penalty of perjury
under the laws of the State of California: That she is a
resident of the County of San Diego. That she isand atall
times herein mentioned was a citizen of the United States, over the age
of twenty-one years, and that she is not a party to, nor interested in the
above entitled matter; that she is Chief Clerk for the publisher of

The San Diego Union-Tribune

a newspaper of general circulation , printed and published daily in the
City of San Diego, County of San Diego, and which newspaper is
published for the dissemination of local news and intelligence of a
general character, and which newspaper at all the times herein
mentioned had and still has a bona fide subscription list of paying
subscribers, and which newspaper has been established, printed and
published at regular intervals in the said City of San Diego, County of
San Diego, for a period exceeding one year next preceding the date of
publication of the notice hereinafter referred to, and which newspaper is

"not devoted to mnor published for the interests, entertainment or
instruction of a particular class, profession, trade, calling, race, or
denomination, or any number of same; that the notice of which the
annexed is a printed copy, has been published in said mewspaper in
accordance with the instructions of the person(s) requesting publication,
and not in any supplement thereof on the following dates, to wit:

Sep 23, 2011, Sep 30, 2011, Oct 7,2011

> 2

Oct 14,2011

>

FA
Chief Clerk for the Publisher

\D-14- 201\

) Date

Affidavit of Publication of

Legal Advertisement
Ad# 0010555922 .
ORDERED BY: CARLA OUSBY
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JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
830 LAS VEGAS BLVD. SOUTH

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

Telephone (702) 382-4044
Telecopier (702) 383-9950

um—y

R N R Y. N R VO N

NN [ N T e S S S e e Y S S = S

I

(702) 382-4044 Fax: (702) 383-9950

JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
JOHN PETER LEE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 001768

JOHN C. COURTNEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 011092

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

e-mail: info@johnpeterlee.com
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi
aka Gholamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian
aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka
Ghononreza Zandian Jazi

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR CARSON CITY

Case No.: 090C00579
Dept. No.: 1

JED MARGOLIN, an individual;
Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
coporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10; DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-
30, '

Defendants.

1334.023382-td

GENERAL DENIAL

COMES NOW the Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, by and through his attorney of record, JOHN PETER LEE,
LTD., and files his General Denial as follows:

The Defendant denies each and every allegation contained in the Amended Complaint on file

herein.
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ATTORNEYS' FEES
‘Defendant has been required to retain the services of JOHN PETER LEE, LTD. to
defend against this action, and he is entitled to reasonable attorneys' fees therefor.
WHEREFORE, Defendant(s) pray(s) judgment as follows: ‘
1. That Plaintiff take nothing by virtue of his Complaint on file hieréin and that the
same be forthwith dismissed with prejudice;
2. Reasonable attorneys' fees;
3. Costs incurred herein;
4. And fér such other and further relief as to this Court may seem proper.
DATED this _j ?ay of March, 2012,

r"frg;; /_',,-";J @ r 27
JOHN PETER LEE, ESQY 7
Nevada Bar No. 001768
JOHN C. COURTNEY, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 011092

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Ph: (702) 382-4044/Fax: (702) 383-9950
Attorneys for Defendant

BY:

30




pa—

2
3
4
o
6
7
8
9
10
11
S Bz, 1
REELEE
cEEE Rt
=Erpy
ZRRFEER
S =7 1
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

[ HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 5* day of March, 2012, I served a copy of the above and
foregoing GENERAL DENIAL, upon the appropriate parties hereto, by enclosing it in a sealed
envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully prepaid
addressed to:
Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON & ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, Nevada 89511

“Chan

An Employee of JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
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~ JED MARGOLIN, an individual;

JOHIN PETER LEE, LTD. S g G
JOHN PETER LEE, ESQ. REC'D & FILED
Nevada Bar No. 001768

JOHN C. COURTNEY, ESQ. ZNIMAR It P |: 0B
Nevada Bar No. 011092 'hL#N GLGVER

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

(702) 382-4044 Fax: (702) 383-9950

e-mail: info@johnpeterlee.com

Attorneys for Defendant

Optima Technology Corporation,

Reza Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi

aka Gholamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian
aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka
Ghononreza Zandian Jazi

\Av CLERK
S Sl

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
, IN AND FOR CARSON CITY

Case No.: 090C00579
Dept. No.: 1
Plaintiff,

VS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
coporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZl aka J. REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10; DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-
30,

Defendants.

1334.023382-1d

GENERAL DENJAL

COMES NOW the Defendant, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California

Corporation and OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada Corporation, by and

through itd attorney of record, JOHN PETER LEE, LTD., and files its General Denial as follows:

The Defendant denies each and every allegation contained in the Amended Complaint on file

herein.
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JUIRLN FELEX LELE, L/LL.

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
830 LAS VEGAS BLVD. SOUTH
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

Telephone (702) 382-4044
Telecopier (702) 383-9950

N
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ATTORNEYS' FEES

Defendant has been required to retain the services of JOHN PETER LEE, LTD. to
defend against this action, and he is entitled to reasonable attorneys' fees therefor.
WHEREFORE, Defendant(s) pray(s) judgment as follows:
1. That Plaintiff take nothing by virtue of his Complaint on file herein and that the
same be forthwith dismissed with prejudice;
2. Reasonable attorneys' fees;
3. Costs incurred herein;

4. And for such other and further relief as to this Court may seem proper.
N : I
DATED this l'zg‘iiay of March, 2012.

JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.

BY-

<
JOHN PETER {I/EE, ESQ.
NeyAda Bar No™ 001768 = |
J C. COURTNEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 011092
830 Las Vegas Boulevard South
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Ph: (702) 382-4044/Fax: (702) 383-9950
Attorneys for Defendant
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
830 LAS VEGAS BLVD. SOUTH

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101

Telephone (702) 382-4044
Telecopier (702) 383-9950
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CERTIFICATE OF MAJLING

IHEREBY CERTIFY that on the 13" day of March, 2012, I served a copy of the above and
foregoing GENERAL DENIAL, upon the appropriate parties hereto, by enclosing it in a sealed
envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully prepaid
addressed to:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON & ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, Nevada 89511

%L

An Employee of JOHN PETER LEE LTD.
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51 4b WHEREAS Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN filed an Amended Complaint in this action on

5> || August 11,2011. On March 5, 2012, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
»3 || aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G, REZA JAZI aka
|| GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI (“Zandian”) served a General Denial o the Amended

24

25

28 |

{| JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
10 :

1 MatthewD Francis (6978)

1| Adam P. McMillen (10678)
{IWATSON ROUNDS

15371 Kietzke Lane

{Reno, NV 89511

{ Telephone: 775-324-4100
-Facsimile: 775-333-8171

A} Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

RECD & FILEL™
HSJN2L P 4 12

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

1

Plaintiff,

Vs.

1} OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
13 |} a California corporation, OPTIMA

14 TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
1 corporatlon REZA ZANDIAN aka ‘
[ GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM |
‘REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA
JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
{|ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies
111-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE

1o 1{|Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Case No.: 090C00579 1B
Dept. No.: 1

- DEFAULT JUDGMENT

‘Complaint.. On March 13, 2012, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California

»6 || corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation, served a

57 | General Denial to the Amended Complain’;c.
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'WHEREAS on June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate

Defendants to retain counsel and that counsel must enter an appearance on behalf of the

|| corporate Defendants by July 15, 2012. If no such appearance was entered, the June 28, 2012
I} order said that the corporate Defendants’ General Denial shall be stricken. Since no
:'appearance was made on their behalf, a default was entered against them on September 24,
112012. A notice of entry of default judgment was filed on November 6, 2012.

| WHEREAS on January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial
: fof Zandian and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the motion to strike. A default | |

| was entered against Zandian on March 28,2013. A notice of entry of default judgment was

filed on April 5, 2013.

WHEREAS Defendants are niot infants or incompetent persons and are not in the

military service of the United States as defined by 50 U.S.C. § 521.

WHEREAS the allegations in Plaintif’s Amended Complaint warrant entry of final

| judgment against all named Defendants for conversion, tortious interference with contract,

intentional intetference with prospective economic advantage, unjust enrichment, and unfair

{ and deceptive trade practices.

WHEREAS ‘all Defendants arc jointly and severally liable to Plaintiff for the principal

1| amount of $1,495,775.74.

THEREFORE, Judgment is hereby entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant Zandian

and Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima

: .T-e'éhnology Corporation, a California corporation, for damages, along with pre-judgment

interest, attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of -$"1,495,775.74, plus interest at the legal rate;

‘pursuant to NRS 17.130, thereon from the date of default until the judgment is satisfied.
1w |
IR\
1w
A\
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JUDGMENT is hereby entered against Defendant Zandian and Defendants Optima

- Technology Corpbration, a Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a
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ORIGINAL /

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,

Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VS. Dept. No.: 1
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA NOTICE OF ENTRY OF
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | DEFAULTJUDGMENT
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO:  All parties:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on June 24, 2013 the Court entered a Default
Judgment in the above-referenced matter for Plaintiff and against Defendant Zandian and
Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation and Optima Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of such
1
11
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Default Judgment.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

social security number of any person.

DATED: June Z& ,2013.

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

WATSON ROUNDS

By:

Mag#ew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, Notice of Entry of Default Judgment, addressed

as follows:

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92122

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 501
San Diego, CA 92122

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Reza Zandian
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8401 Bonita Downs Road

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 ’

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: June 202 , 2013. | L%M&/% %/m@/@.//
?\I}ﬁncy l@ﬁn&sley O
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Matthew D. Francis (6978) REC'® & FILED
Adam P. McMillen (10678) o

WATSON ROUNDS - :
5371 Kietzke Lane BI3JUN2L PH b 12
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100 é‘-é’ﬁ@hﬁﬁm
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 Ry ELERE
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin i DEPUTY

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VS. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,

a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA
JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

Defendants.

WHEREAS Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN filed an Amended Complaint in this action on
August 11,2011, On March 5, 2012, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka

GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI (“Zandian”) served a General Denial to the Amended
Complaint. On March 13, 2012, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Califc;mia
corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation, served a

General Denial to the Amended Complaint.
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WHEREAS on June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate
Defendants to retain counsel and that counsel must enter an appearance on behalf of the
corporate Defendants by July 15, 2012. If no such appearance was entered, the June 28, 2012
order said that the corporate Defendants’ General Denial shall be stricken. Since no
appearance was made on their behalf, a default was entered against them on September 24,
2012. A notice of entry of default judgment was filed on November 6,2012. ,

WHEREAS on January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial
of Zandian and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the motion to strike. A default
was entered against Zandian on March 28, 2013. A notice of entry of default judgment was
filed on April 5, 2013. |

WHEREAS Defendants are not infants or incompetent persons and are not in the
military service of the United States as defined by 50 U.S.C. § 521. »

WHEREAS the allegations in Plaintif’s Amended Complaint warrant entry of final
judgment against 511 named Defendants for conversion, tortious interference with contract,
intentional interference with prospective economic advantage, unjust enrichment, and unfair
and deceptive trade practices.

WHEREAS all Defendants are jointly and severally liable to Plaintiff for the principal
amount of $1,495,775.74. ’

THEREFORE, Judgment is heréby entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant Zandian
and Defendants Optima Technology Cotporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation, for damages, along with pre-judgment
interest, attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of $1,495,775.74, plus interest at the legal rate,
pursuant to NRS 17.130, thereon from the date of default until the judgment is satisfied.

\! " |
W\
\\
A\
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JUDGMENT is hereby entered against Defendant Zandian and Defendants Optima

Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a

California corporation, in favor of Plaintiff this ZLf ay of QJ Cpaa , 2013,
{ ntten, £~ Lo il
QISTRICT‘@E@R“T JUDGE
3
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Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

REC'D & FiLEU

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VvS. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada

MOTION FOR JUDGMENT DEBTOR

corporation, REZA ZANDIAN EXAMINATION AND TO PRODUCE
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI DOCUMENTS
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Judgment Creditor Jed Margolin by and through his
attorneys, brings this motion seeking this Court, in light of the civil judgment entered by this
Court on June 24, 2013 against Judgment Debtor Reza Zandian (“Zandian™) and pursuant to
NRCP 69 and NRS 21.270, issue an order requiring:

1. That Zandian appear before the Court and answer upon oath or affirmation concerning

Zandian’s property at the Judgment Debtor Examination under the authority of a Judge of the

Court; and
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2. That Zandian produce to Mr, Margolin’s counse] at least one week prior to the

Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively review and question Zandian

regarding the documents, all information and documents identifying, related to, and/or

comprising the following:

a.

Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to safisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, informetion relating to financial
accounts, monies qwed to Zandian by otheré, etc.

Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the yeats

2007 to the present.

Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

Documents sufficient to show Zandian's costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to
the present, including all schedules, W-2's and 1099’s.

All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Z_a.udian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to the present.

All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
2007 to the present.

Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s

current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.
|

2
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j. Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter, .
k. Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian.
- This application is made and based upon the points and authorities, the McMillen
Declaration and any Exhibits attached hereto.
Dated this 11™ day of December, 2013.  Respectfully submitted,

BY:
Matthew D. Francis (6978)
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511 .
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
NRCP 69 provides that “[iln aid of the judgment or execution, the judgment creditor...

| may obtain discovery from ... the judgment debtor, in the manner provided in these rules.”

NRCP 69(a).

A.  Mr. Margolin is Entitled to a Judgment Debtor Examination

Pursuant to NRCP 62, proceedings to enforce a money judgment may be initiated once
16 days have passed since the entry of judgment, unless tﬁc judgment debtor has obtained a

stay by posting a supersedeas bond. NRCP 62. ‘On June 27, 2013, written notice of entry of

the judgment was served. More than 10 days haf,ve-passed, and Zandian has not paid any part

Tofthe $1,495,775.74 judgment owed and has neither sought nor obtained a stay.

To the contrary, Zandian has avoided any contact with Mr. Margolin and his counsel.

In fact, Zandian’s new counsel recently sent Mr. Margolin’s counsel a letter stating that

Zandian intends to move this Court to set aside the judgment pursuant to NRCP 60. See
Exhibit 1. Zandian’s counsel told Mr. Margolin’s counsel on December 6, 2013, that the basis
for the NRCP 60 motion is a “failure to properly serve” as Zandian “has been a resident of

France for the last 6 to 7 years” and we did not serve him there.
However, it is clear that in John Peter Lee’s motion to withdraw, he provided counsel

'and the Court with Zandian’s last known address as 8775 Costa Verde Blvd., San Diego, CA

92122, See Motion to Withdraw, dated 3/6/12, on file herein. Also, on April 11, 2012,

| Zandian and his business partners, including his new counsel in this matter, filed an easement

where Zandian had his signature notarized in San Diego, CA. See Exhibit2. In his frandulent

letter to the US Patent Office, dated December 5, 2007, Zandian provided his address as 8775
Costa Verde Blvd., Suite 501, San Diego, CA 92122. See Exhibit 3. Zandian signed a

seftlement agreement on June 19, 2008 and listed his address as 8775 Costa Verde Bivd., Suite
501, San Diego, CA 92122, See Exhibit 4.
The notice of entry of default judgment was served to the following addresses:

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92122
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Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 501
San Diego, CA 92122

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Reza Zandian
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Cglifornia corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Qaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A Califomia corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

See Notice of Entry of Default Judgment, 'ﬁled 6/27/13.

There is no doubt Zandian was pfoperly served tﬁrdughuut this matter and that
execution of the judginent should no longer be delayed by Zandian’s obvious attempts to avoid
paying the judgment. Now that Zandian has resurfaced and obtained counsel to represent him
in this matter again, it is the best time to order the requested debtor’s examination and
document producﬁon‘.

Under chada procedure, Mr. Margolin is entitled to a debtor examination. NRS
21.270 states that “a judgment creditor, at any time after the judgment is entered, is entitled to

an order from the judge of the court requiring the judgment debtor to appear and answer upon

oath or affirmation concerning hlS or her property” at an examination either before 1) the judge.

5
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or master appointed by the judge or 2) an attomey representing the judgment creditor. NRS
21.270(1). '

B. The Debtor Examination Should Proceed Before the Judge

A Judgment Debtor Examination is necessary to enable Mr, Margolin to discover any
and all real and personal property of Zandian and facts relating thereto, which may assist in the
potential execution to satisfy the judgment. NRS 21.270 entitles Mr. Margolin to an
examination before either the Court or an attorney.

Given Zandian’s evasive nafure and unwillingness to appear and communicate
regarding this matter, even though we know he is receiving notices regarding this matter, Mr.
Margolin respecfﬁﬂ.l)'r requesfs fhat the examination take place before the Court in Carson City,
Nevada. The supervision of the Cowurt is necessary since Zandian has a history of
unreasonably and vexatiously refusing to respond to discovery in this litigation. See Motion
for Sanctions, dated 12/14/12, on file herein. Indeed, from the very beginning, Zandian has
argued he has never been properly served and refused to provide a current address where he
can be served, even though we already have his address. See Motion to DMSS, dated 6/9/11;
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, dated 6/22/11; Motion to Serve by Publication, dated
8/11/11; Order to Serve by Publication, dated 9/9/11; Amended Order Allowing Service by
Publication, dated 9/27/11; Affidavit of Service by Publication, dated 11/7/11; Motion to
Dismiss Amended Complaint on Special Appearance, dated 11/16/11; Opposition to Motion to

 Dismiss, dated 12/5/11; Reply to Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, dated 12/13/11; Order
'| Denying Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss, dated 2/21/12; John Peter Lee, LTD’s Motion to

Withdraw, dated 3/6/12.

Also, in an unrelated lawsnit, Zandian was deposed on June 23, 2010, and in that
deposition be refused to provide his address or his dﬁver’s license for identification. See
Exhibit 5. He was only willing to state that he was a resident of the State of California and
that he Lived in San Diego for the last seven years. See Exhibit § at 10:17-18, 13:18-24.

! This deposition testimony clearly contradicts Zandian‘s current counsel inasmuch as Zandian's current counsel
claims Zandian has resided in France for the last 6-7 years. Clearly, during the 2010 deposition, Zandian
testified under osath that he resided in San Diego, California, for seven years as of the date of the deposition.

6
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The heightened risk that Zandian’s conduct in a private examination would parallel his

past misconduct merits the need to conduct this examipation before a judge.

C.  Zandian Should Be Ordered to Produce Documents Necessary to Identify
Assefs

Mr. Margolin also requests an order requiring the production of relevant documents to

| enable him to pursue execution of his judgment. “The scope of post-judgment discovery is

broad, ‘the judgment creditor must be given the freedom to make a broad inquiry to discover
hidden or concealed assets of the judgment debtor.” British Infern. Ins. Co.,, Ltd. v. Seguros La
Republica, §.4.,200 F.R.D. 586, 588 (W.D.Tex. 2000) (quoting Caisson Corp. v. County West

| Building Corp., 62 PRI 331, 334.(E.D.Pa. 1974)).

M. Margolin is entitled to discover where Zandian’s fumds are located and whether
any transfers of fhose funds were frandulent pursuant to NRS 112.180. Post-judgment
discovery can be used to gain information relating 'to, among other things, the “existence or
transfer of the judgment debtor’s assets.™ British Intern., supra, 200 F.R.D. at 588 (emphasis

radded). Mr, Margolin is also entitled to financial statements, bank statements, investment

account statements, and tax returns. The Edwards Andrews Group, Inc. v. Addressing Servs.
Co., Inc., No. 04 Civ. 6731, 2006 WL 1214984 at *1, 2006 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 28967 at *2
(S.DN.Y. May 4, 2006); Libaire v. Kaplan, 760 F.Supp.2d 288 (ED.N.Y. 2011); Order
Granting Debtors Examination, American Intl Recovery v. Costa, Case No. 2:07-cv-00123-
JCM-PAL (Dkt. 60) (D. Nev. Oct. 13, 2011) (listing documents to be produced).

D. Conclnsion

For the reasons stated above, pursuant to NRCP 69 and NRS 21.270, Mr. Margolin

| respecifully requests that this Court issue an Order Scheduling a Judgment Debtor
| Examination to take place before a Judge of this Court and order Zandian to produce the

documents listed above.
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030
The under_signed does hereby affirm that the preceding docﬁment does not contain the

social security number of any person.
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DECLARATION _
The undersigned also declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
accurate to the best of my knowledge.

Dated this 11 day of December, 2013.

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171-

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that | am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing documnent, MOTION FOR JUDGMENT DEBTOR

EXAMINATION AND TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS, addressed as follows:

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92122

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 501
San Diego, CA 92122

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Reza Zandian
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

 Dated: December 11, 2013

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
t 8401 Bonifa Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501

San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Cdrp.
A Nevada eorporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501

San Diego, CA 92122

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esg.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr. Suite 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Mma%ﬁ%ﬂ .

lﬂncyL 18y
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit No. ‘ Tidle Number of Pages

Letter dated December 6, 2013, addressed to Adam P,

1 McMillen, Esq. from Geoffrey W. Hawkins, Esq. of the 2
law firm of Hawkins Melendrez ,

. Temporary Easement Deed, dated January 10, 2012,

2 recorded as Document No. 489610, Lyon County, Nevada 7
Letter dated December 5, 2007 from Optima Technology

3 Corporation to United States Patent Office Patent 1
Assignment Department
Settlement and Mutual Releass Agreement, dated June 17, 13

4 2008, between Reza Zandian, Fred Sadri, Ray Koroghli,
etal, ) )
Transcript of the Deposition of Reza Zandian, dated June

5 23,2010, in connection with a matter entitled, “Fronteer 5

Development v. Big Spring Ranch, et al.”

10
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Exhibit 1
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. HAWKINSMELENDREZ

ATTORNRERYRE AT LAW

FrOM THR DESK OF:
Georrxey W, Hawrans, Bsq. MARTIN 1. MELENDREZ, E8Q
ehawklns@hawkinsmelendroz.com Joumataon FAYEORS, ESQ.
.- DioNE C, WeENH, ESQ.
December 6, 2013 :
Via U.S. Mail & Facsimile
Adzm P. McMillen, Esq, _ | )
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kistzke Lane i
Reno, NV 89511
Fax # (775) 333-8171
RE:  Jed Margolin v. Optimea Technology Corporation et.al (Case No. 030C00579
1B)
Dear Mr. McMillen,

" Please be advised that Hawkins Melendrez, P.C. has been retained as counsel for Reza
Zendian in the sbove-referenced matter. Future communication concerning this maiter should
now be directed fo our office. It i8 our understanding that a defanli judgment against Mr.
Zandian was granted by the Court on June 26, 2013. Please be advised, our office is currently in
the process of preparing a Motion fo Set Aside Default Judgment Pursusnt to NRCP 60. Upon |
receipt of this comrespondence, please contact our office so we can discuss the facts and

circurnstances swrounding this case.

Should you have any questions or comuments, please do not hesitate to contact our office.

Very tmly yours,
- HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

GWH/mam

9555 HILLWOOD DR., SUITS 150 # LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 9134 ¢ TaL: (702) 318-8300 ¢ FAX: (702) 318-8801

QeorsREY W, HAWKING, B8Q, -
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HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

9555 HILLWOOD DRIVE, STE. 150 .

LAS VEGAS, NV 89134 .

702.318.8800 .

kidd@heswkinsmelendrez.com

12/5/2013

TOiWATSONROUNDS ... e FROMilawren®S0d
ATT: Adamn P. McMillan, Beq, ... PAGES: Twa (2) inctuding cover.
S L EAX:7ozm88801
FAX: 7753838178 . e e PEONE: 7023188800 . ..
_Res Margolin v. Optima Technology ; Case No.: 090C0057918 . "_

Please see sttached correspondence.

o .«
[ Urgent -
[x] Please review
[ ] Please comment

] Foryour recards
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DOC B 489510

* 04/1142812 12:38 PR
OFFicial Record
Requested By
STRTE OF NEVADR

Lyon County - WY

513B Mary €. Willigan ~ Recorder

Page 1 of 18 Fea:
Pin. of APN's; 015-311-18 Recorded By: DLW RPTT:

ereecomon s LA A O

TO! . DASS518
NEVADA DEPT. OF |
TRANSPORTARON

RIGHT-OF-W
ATTN: STAFF SFP
ACQ

1263 S, STEW.
GARSON CITY,

LEGAL DESCRPTION ]
PREPARED BY:

NEVADA DEPT. OF

TRANSPORTATION
RIGHT-OF-WAY DIVISION A
1263 S. STEWART ST.

CARSON CITY, NV 88712

Project SPF-050-2(019) : o
E.A: 73475 : ?

Parcel's: U-050-LY-018.717TE

U-050-LY-019.752TE
TEMPORARY EASEMENT DEED o o~
THIS DEED, made this/ o “t day of__Ja#lan 4% TV

between REZA ZANDIAN AND NILOOFAR FOUGHANI, AUSBAND AND WG ASNE AN -
UNDIVIDED 25% INTEREST: T :
ELIAS ABRISHAMI AND MINOO ABRISHAMI, HUSBAND AND WIFE AS TO Al
2/6™ INTEREST; i
ENAYAT ABRISHAMI AND NAIMA ABRISHAMI, HUSBAND AND WIFEAS TOAN | ’
UNDIVIDED 1/6™ INTEREST: »
Eagles Nest LLC, A California limited llability company, AS TO AN UNDIVIDED 12.50%
INTEREST;

Johnathon Fayeghi, an unmarried man, as fo an Undivided 3.0% interest; and
Rashad El-Sabawi and Reem El-Sabawi, Trustess of the Rashad and Ream El-Sabawi Family
Trust, as to an undivided 9.50% interest; as tenants in common hereinafier calied GRANTOR,
and the STATE OF NEVADA, acting by and through its Department of Transportation,
hereinafier called GRANTEE,

Page 10f7
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WITNESSETH:

That the GRANTOR, for and in consideration of the sum of ONE DOLLAR ($1.00), fawful
money of the United States of America, and other good and valuable consideration, the receipt
whereof is hereby acknowledged, does by these presenis grant unto the GRANTEE and to ifs
assigns for those purposes as contained in Chapter 408 of the Nevada Revised Statutes, two {2)
tempaorary easements upoh, over and across certain real properdyof the undersigned for
construction. Sald easements are situate, lving and being in the County of Lyon, State of
Nevada, and m rticu!adydescrlbed as being a portion of the SW 1/4 of the NE 1/4 of
Section 10, T. 1 .23 E., MD.M., and more fully described by metes and bounds as
follows, to wit:

STONE WITH SCRIEED / ; N MDUND" on that certain MERGER AND
RESUBDIVISION PARCEL MR

W., along the eastwest quarter seion ingf
(N. B8°48'33" W. - §,263.58 foet, per sajgi™
stamped "LS 1635", accepted as being'the We
delineated as a "FD, 2" IRON PIPE TAGGED#S
S. 60°06'34" W. a distance of 9,029,72 fest 10
beginning further deseribed as being the infers

i on said PARGEL MAP; thence
OF BEGINNING; said point of

distance of 16.48 feet; thence S. 24°50°22" E. a distance ol
distance of 39.59 feet to sald north-south quarter section lin
quarter section line, a distance of 55.08 feet to the point of begy
area of 1,402 square feet {0.03 of an acre}.

Parcel: U-050-LY-019.752TE

STONE WITH SCRIBED '/4' IN ROCK MOUND‘ on that certain MERGER AND N
RESUBDIVISION PARCEL MAP FOR SULLIVAN/CROSBY TRUST, filed for record on ..l
2010, as File No. 461442, in the Offiicial Records of Lyon County, Nevada; thence N. 8
W., along the eastwast quarter section line of said Section 1, a disfance 0f5,262.29 fee
(N. 8D°48'33* W. - 5,263.58 feet, per said PARCEL MAP), fo a 2" Iron Pipe with nail and tag
stamped ‘LS 1635", accepted as belng the west quarter comer of said Section 1, shown end
delineated as a "FD. 2° IRON PIPE TAGGED LS 1635" on said PARCEL MAP,; thence

S. 62°35'35" W. a distance of 8,818.66 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING; said point of
beginning further described as being the Intersection ofthe left or northwesterly right-of-way fine
of US-50 with the north-south quarter section line of sald Section 10, 161.00 ket left of and
measured at right angtes to the eenterfine ofUS-50 at Highway Engineer’s Stafion

"WB" 1097+68.36 P.O.T.; thencs N. 0°0213" E., along said northvsouth quarter section line, a
distance of 46.82 feet; thence S. £§9°35'56" E. a distance of 38.69 feef; thence S. 3'48'07"E. a

Page 2of 7
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distance of 27.86 feet fo said northwesterly right-of-way line; thence S.65°09'38" W., along said
northwesterly tight-of-way line, a distance of 44.64 feet o the point of beginning; said parce!
contains an area of 1,486 square fest {0.03 of an acra).

The Basis of Bearing for this description is the NEVADA STATE PLANE COORDINATE
SYSTEM, NAD 83/94 DATUM, West Zone, as determined bythe State of Nevada, Departtment
of Transporfation.

The aboyg described temporary rights shall commence on January 1, 2012 and shall
confinue mmg&d include the termination date of December 31, 2014.

This agregific y be exacuted simultaneously in one of more counterparts, each of ,
which shall be d&&m iginal, but all of which together shall constifute one and the same
instrument. ) _

TO HAVE AND TR0

appurtenances, unio the

TqEsea and singular the said reat property, togetherwitty the-
i E and to any helrs, successors and assigns for the
tarm of this lemporaty ease

IN WITNESS WHEREOF %id ®RAMEOR has hereunto signed on the day and year

first above writfen.
H(S@N/DAND WIFE

BY: | ")\bQ

Niloofar Fﬁug'h‘aﬁl
State of € A2LL o s A
Countyof _sw,/ jreecs ,
. -
This insfrument was acknowledged before ma on £2__day of Z4A/ 28/ T eza
Zandian.
' e fn——

ROBERT W. KIM
Commission # 1884591
Notary Public - Caltfornia £
San Diego County =
'y Comm. Expires Mar 28, 2014 E

Notary

r~>»imn

Page 3of 7
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State of s/ Zosrlc 2
Countyof 44/ 2769 ¢ .
A .
This instrument was acknowledged beforemeon /¢~ dayof rta/ 202~ by Niloofar
Foughani.

#, . -~
{ sax gl ROBERTR KM .«?é’l/l\l{tat?d/&/

tasion & tBB4591
'.blic - California -g

=>mon

ELIAS ABRISHAMI AND Mh%ﬁ! HUSBAND AND WIFE
BY:
EFas Abrishaml

BY:
Minoo Abrishami

State of /

County of

This instrument was acknowledged before me on day of by Efias

Abrishami. O

State of k &‘.

remn

County of
This instrument was acknowledged before me on day of by Minoo
Abrishami,
Notary
i

—r»mw

Page 4 of 7 ;
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State of
County of
This insfrument was acknowliedged hefore me on day of by Nilaofar
Faughani. # :
S i
E ' Notary
N _
L

1

|

|
[}
i
!

ELIAS A??%Ml A?? _ I, HUSBAND AND WIFE
BY: 7 /4 G B Aﬁ_

‘Elias Abrishami

BY: vz d’_g/” -

Minoo Abiishami ) /

State of
County of . .
This instrument was acknowiedged before me on day

by Elias

of
Abtishami.
Y STA
S *Mbmhkwdmymnhhm‘ ‘
E whxoa Sarmwls iniafe sobacribad o ths withle Inruiog: aod ackmondsdgod 1o Notary ' o
A o skl bty excoetar the sane-In hisheokinivaotiodad A A
e thet by ihagalvie gaeaied e the instrutnent the pirsoall), or e AFSHIN KidP 4
L 7 g Bl of i e P o, s e e iesion® 1700
m B Jouos
PERTURY wnder the Jown of e Notery Public - Californiz

Log Angeles County S8

My Comm. Expires Apr 21 S8
County of N
This instrument was acknowledged before me on day of by Minoo

Abrishami. )

Stoe
S whe v 15 ;e oer o Su of

L
E oy thal
A :whq:’- of wieh e presonisl avnd, esovoied the Tniivsien. E
L L:‘.':“"”".‘:‘.”.‘.’“"’”""’.’.""“"‘ | B AFSHIN KHODDAM

Califorsia Regaiag: prsppl ,N-‘mge L — s Gommission # 1795068
WETNES vy hand and ofleled 1on),—, Pl 40f7 . B 51]  Notary Public - Califorpix

- i Loe Aagelzs Caunty
: ool Comm, E
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EMYAW% ABRFSHAM! HUSBAND AND WIFE
Enayat Abrﬁhami
BY: f\O. b
Naima Abrishaml

T

i day of :SM, 2£) 2 by Enayat

Abrishami.

g —

A - -

L m uoder PEKAITY OF PERJURY wder the Bvs of Gl 3 FAHIMEH ZOMORODIAN
Stae of Califortix that the forcgoleg prramh s 708 aad o3 A\ Commission # 1794423
WETNESS my bund snd oficid ical. r %21} Notary Publlc - Calliorniy

State of 2 34 Los Angalas Co;lmzya "

County of __&_’QA‘ .

Abrishaggl..

On
E e
o that by
A entity upon 1af} i
L - Imffmhmuvormnmwumgu

Staie of Caltfornh thet e foregoing i, coret,
WITNESS my band xnd official aeud.

EAGLES NEST LLC, A Cslifornia Limited Liability Company

BY:

Bahman Tamjidi

Page5 of 7
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by Bahman Tamijidi
as
%&{%& nfmezf]v
otary

rRmo -

JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, AN UNMARRIED MAN ; (

BY: -

Johnathon Fayeghi O
State of o
Courty of

This instrument was acknowlsdged before me on day of b
Johnathon Fayeghi. ’

Notary

m—P>mwn

Page6of7 ;
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CAL!FOBHIAALL—PUHPOSE AGKNOWLEDGHEKT e

State of Californla }
County of _} nsana Lo

’Egh._&-]:za!l before me Mﬂé“ e <
persanally appeawﬂan___a_gﬂ_mw

who proved to me on the basis of saiisfactory evidence to |
be the parson(sf whose namefé) lsfgré subscribed 1o the *
within instrument. and acknawiedged to me that
he/shaftrey axecuted the same in histhearihelr authorized

: capacity(ies], and that by hiskerthelr signature(s¥ on the

—

instrument the person(s}; or the eniily upon behalf of
ghich the person{sy acted, exscuted the instrurment.

SHARQUNA DANIALI FARZAM
Commission # 5891895

oM under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws
Notary Public - Californiz g >

e of Caltfornia that the foregoing paragraph Is

Signature

OPTIONAL

Hmughlhehbmaﬁmwlcwsnonaqwadhykw itmprwevaluablera ons ralfying on the document
end could provent fraudifent removal and restiachment of this form (wWigather document

Deacription of Attached Document
Titls or Typs of Document:__\ewn borary =

Document Dale: _F@‘:: .tk ZQIL \J

Place Notary Sea! Aove

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:
‘ \ Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer's Name: : Signer's Name:

0O Individual [ individual

. O Comporate Officer—Titte(s): [ Corporate Officar — Title(s):
¥ Pariner— (1 Limited O Ganerel {1 Partner — O Limited 3 General

RIGITTHLVDPRILT

0O Atiomey in Fast - OF SiGHER - 0O Atiomsy In Fact

0 Trustes Tpd huhha® | Trusiee

O Guardian or Conservator O Guardian or Conservator J
0O Other: T Other: :
Signeris Representing: ________ Signer Is Representing:

65
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EAGLES NEST LLC, A California Limited Liability Company

This instrurment was acknowld i§foze me on dayaf : by Bahman Tamjidi
aS - H N

Notary

2w

Stats of ___pleyade O
County of__C.latk ﬁ

A o
This instrument was acknowledged before me on /6% day of _/2h
Johnathon Fayeghi. ’3
s /ﬂazm S psegha0l)
E SHARLENE M. MARSCHALL v Motary
A i Netary Public Stots af Nevada
} - Ne. 07-1628-1
L My sppt. exg, Jem, 21, 2015

Pape 6 of 7 |
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RASHAD AND REEM EL-SABAWI FAMILY TRUST

BY:
Rashad El-Sabawi

BY:

|
Siate of '
Couniy of M q/ :

sromeon D dayof 0 My pachad

El-Sabawi, as Trustes of the Rashall an El-Sabawi Family Trust,

,f Appolsiment No, 98-37472-1
5 Ny Agpt. Explrat Waw 14, 2015

stateof IR Uholon

Countyof LBV

This instrument was acknowledged before ma on Q’ =7 dayoig
El-Sabawi, as Trustes of the Rashad and Reem El-Sab amify Tru

o ES p— (\ON‘; By
Kotary Pubiic, Stae of Hevads Notary
Ho. §5-37472-1

—P>mo

mm&ﬂmﬂﬂ“ 2015

B511-40
Page 7 of 7
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Optima Technolagy Corporation
8775 Qosta Verde Blvd.

Zuthe 501, Sap Disge CA 92122

Phones 7754506833

Fos  ES8625-2460

Deacambar 5, 2007 :

Unifed Statay Pabant; dﬁiua
Patent Assigrmant Department

Fasez 5712730140 |

Subjacts Asslanment uf Patents -

Dear Bir, i .

Refarancs b olr telephona corvarsstion of today with Mr, Maurdde plesss fiid harswith tha
Tnfoimatinn tover sheat aind credit sard payrisnk firm and the power of attormney from Mr. Jed
Margoln ty Optima Technolegly Catporatiorn for four patants Numbers:

5,568,073

5,504,723

6377438

5 578,488

to be assigned to Optima Tachnoksgy Corparation s Navads Corporation with the Address:
M. John Peler Les B

630 Las Vepay Boulevard Sotith,

L35 Vegls NV 82101

Thank you In advanes for your o-opevation, please call 7754506833 if yau have any glsstion,

@got1t1/091
P«*
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SETTLEMENT AND MUTUAL RELEASE AGREEMENT

This Agteement is made and entered into this 17% day of June, 2008, “effective date”

by and between Reza Zandian (“Zandian™), Fred Sadri indivi&ua]ly and as trustes of Star Living
Trast ("Sadri") and Ray Koroghli ("Koroghli”) individually and as Members and Managing
Members of Wendover Project, LLC, Nevada Land &Water Resources, LLC and Big Spring
Ranch, ELC. | K |

1. RECITALS

1.1 WHERBAS Sadd is joined in this Agrecment in his individual capacity and as
Trustee of the Star Living Trust ("Trust”) and

12 Theuse of the name "Sadri” shall reflect his agreement individually to the
terms and provisions of this Agreement, and also his agresment fo these terms and provisions as
a Trustee of the Star Living trust without repetition of that fact through the body of this
Agreement.

13 WHEREASZmdian,SadtiandKoroghﬁareqrhavebechanagingMcmbets
of Wendover Projest, LLC ("Wendover*), Nevada Land and Water Resourees, LLC ("Nevada
Land™ and Big Sptmg Ranch, ELC (“Big Spring”), joinily LLE’s and this Agreement binds the
individual parties and the LLC’s identified; and

1.4 WHREREAS all of the above are limited Lisbility companies formed in and doing
business in the State of Nevada; and |

1.5  WHEREAS each individual party to this Agreement is married, and each
individual party will indemnify each and every other party on acoount of any causes of actions,

&

12
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claims or demands made by .their respective spouses on account of any of the matters contained
in this Agreement and hold each of them harmless therefrom; and |

1.6  WHEREAS Zandian has been denied accesstathebooksandﬂnmml
affairs of the LLC's end the natare and extent of the assets of each of the LLC's siice May,
2004, and accordingly has no information concetning the admission of members, the
sale of assets of the ELC’s, the debis incrrred or any financial information whatsoever, aH
of which is within the knowledge and costtrol of Sadri and Koroghli, but which
information will be revealed to Zandian as herein provided; and

1,7  'WHEREAS litigation was commenced by Zandian on the 10th day of
October, 2005 as Plaintiff who brought suit in the Nevada Eighth Judicial District,
Clark County Nevada, against Sadri and Koroghli and the LT.C’s named herein as Case
No. A511131, which litigation resulted in a Judgment in Zandian's favor entered on the
8th day of June, 2007, which Judgment has been appealed and cross-appealed and is
presently pending in the Supreme Comt of Nevada as Case No. 49924 (jointly
"Litigation™); and

1.8  WHEREAS the parties intend that they will, in writing, acknowledge
Zandian as 2 Menaging Manager in good standing in each of the LLC’s referred to in.
these Recitals with equal voting rights as Sadsi and Koroghli and same rights and benefits he had
before May 2004 granted by Operating Agreement of (“Wendover”) snd (Big Spring Ranch”);
md

1.9  WHEREAS the parties hereto have a dispute as to the control and ownership of
the LLC's identified in Section 1.3 as well as other properties held by them as tenants in
common. Itis the intention of the parties to this agreement to resolve all outstanding disputes

Q. S & &
&

¥
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between and amongst them that exist as of the daie of this Settlement Agreement and Mutual
Release. This Agreement is intended as a full and complete compromise of the various disputes
between the parties hereto and should serve as a completa resolution thereof.
2. TERMS OF AGREEMENT

The parties hereby agree to the following terms and agree to perform any and all acts
necessary, including signing neccssar} documents, to implement the following 2greements:

21  Wendover Project, LLC

2.1.1 The Wendover Operanng Agreement dated December 26, 2003 and signed on
December 28, 2003, shall remain in full foree and effact except as set forth in this Settlement
Agreement and Mutual Rx:lease, | | |

2.1.2 The aceuisition price of the property presently held by Wendover Project, LLC
{"Wendover"), shall be reduced by $3 million to $12 million, which reflects a withdrawal of the
credit given 10 Zandian for the delivery of the Damen Shipyard stock. Sadri and Keroghli and
(“Wendover™) disavow any claim to that stock, and Zandian shall be free to pursue that stock
from Pico Holdings;

2.1.3  The parties agres that only the Wendover's sale of +/- 32 atres 1o Peppermill
Hotel & Casino is recogrized, scknowledged and shall be given full force and effect;

2.1.4 Zandian, Sedri and Koroghli arc and hereinafier shall be the managing members
of Wendover. In that regard, the Wendover operating agreement shall be amended to require
that zmy decision shall be made with advence written notice being given to all thres managing
members and & voie of two out of the ﬂmrcelﬁanagingmmbcrsbeingbinding, cach managing
member shall bave equal _vo&g power. Any amendment to the Operating Agreement shall

require 2 unanimous vote of all three MANAYETS;

2l 3 é&"
“ & L@@.fb
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between and amongst them that exist as of the date of this Settlement Agresment and Mu’mal

Release. This Agreement is intended as a full and complete compmmlse of the vatious disputes

between the parties heteto and should serve as & complete resolution thereof.

2.  TERMS OF AGREEMENT ,
The parties hereby agree to the following terms and agree to perform any and all acts
necessary, including signing necessary documents, fo implement the fo}lov}ing agrecments:
21  Wendover Project, LLC .
2.1.T The Wendover Operating Agreement dated D‘eceﬁber 26, 2003 and signed on

December 28, 2003, shall remain in fisll force and effect except as set forth in this Settlement

Agreement and Mirtusl Release;

2.1.2 The acquisition prige of the property presently held by Wendover Project, LLC
("Wendover™), shall be reduced by $3 million to $12 million, which reflects a withdrawal of the
credit given to Zandian for the delivery of the Damen Shipyard stock. Sadri and Koroghli and
(“Wendover”) disavow any claim to that stock, and Zendian shall be free to pursue that stock
from Pico Holdings;

2.1.3 The parties agree that only the Wendover's sale of +/- 32 acres to Peppermilt
Hote! & Casino is recognized, acknowledged and shall be given full force and effect;

2.14 Zandian, Sadsi and Koroghli are and heteinafter shall be the managing members
of Wendover. In that regard, the Wendover operating agreement shall be amended to require

" that any decision shall be made with advance written notice being given fo all three managing

members and a vote of two out of the three managing members being binding, each managing
member shall have equal voting power. Any amendment to the Operating Agreement shall

require & ananimous vote of all three managers;

i

e e,
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between and amongst them that exist as of the date of this Settlement Agreement and Mutual

Release. This Agreement is intended as a full and complete compromise of the various disputes

between the parties hereto and should serve as a complete ;esoluﬁon thereof. I
Z TERMS OF AGREEMENT

The parties hereby agree to the following terms and agree to perform any and all acts
IeCessary, mcludmg signing necessary documents, to implement the following agreements:

21 ' Wendover Broject, LLC - " |

" ZLT' The Wendover Operating Agreement ated December 26, 200F and signed on
December 28, 2003, shall remain in full force and effect except as set forth in this Settiement
Agreement and Mutual Release;

2.12 Ths acquisition price of the property presently held by Wendover Project, LLC
("Wendover”), shall be reduced by $3 million to $12 million, which reflects a withdrawal of the
credit given to Zandian for the delivery of the Damen Shipyard stock. Sadri and Koroghli and
(“Wendover”) disavow any claim to that stock, and Zandian shall be free to pursue that stock
from Pico Holdings;

213 The parties agree that only the Wendover’s sale of +/-32 acres to Peppermill
Hotel & Casinio is recognized; acknowlédged and shall be given full force and effect;

214 Zandian Sadr and Koroghli are and bereinafier shall be the managing members
of Wendover. In that regard, the Wendover operating agreement shall be amended to require
that any decision shall be made with advance written notice being given to all three managing
members and a vote of two out of the three managing members being binding, e2ch managing
member shall have equal voting power. Any amendment o the Operating Agreement shall

require a unanimous vote of all three managers;

7 - a
i ~Z4 " . 3
= P
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2.1.5 Zandian, Sadri and Koroghli, as managing members, shall each receive one-third
(1/3) of the six percent (6%) brokerage fee, which would ofherwise be received by Netwark
Realty for any funre sales or lease from the Wendover, LLC, excluding the prior sale to
Peppermill. _

2.16 Zandian, Koroghli and Sadri are and will hereinafier be deemed the managing
memnbers of Wendover Project LLC, with the nght for each to recetve one-third (1/3) of fifty
percent (50%) of the net profit received from ﬂ1e sale, lease or develapment of any Wendover
Project, LLC property. The set profit shall be calculsted as olfows:

a First priority is the repayment of all members' interests on a pro-ratz basis,
without inferest;

b. Second priority is repayment of closing costs, property taxes and
development expenses related to (“Wendover”™), including brokerage
commissions;

c. This will vield the net profit, Fifty Percent (50%) of which shall be
distributed to all members, pro-rata on the amount of their investment, and
the remeining Fifty Percent (50%) shatl be disttibuted to Zandian,

- Koroghli and Sadri equally, one-third (1/3)cach,

217 Zendian, Koroghti and Sadri Agreed that since alf of (“Wendover”)
Members benefited from the redaction of (“Wendover”) property 2cquisition costs, all legal fees
paid or to be paid related to defend the sbove Litigation specified in Recital 1.7 shall be paid by
Wendover Project LLC to the defense attomeys.

Qe & &
| B
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22  Big Springs Rauch, LLC
2.2.1 Zandian, Sadri and Koroghli are and hereinafier shall be the managing members
of Big Spring Ranch LLC, In that regard, Big Spring Ranch LL.C operating agreement of
December 26, 2003 and signed on December 28, 2003 shall be smended to require that any
decision shall be made with advance written notice being given to all three managing membms
and a vote of two out of the thres managing members being binding, each managing saember (
shall have equal voting power. Any amendment to the Operating Agresment shall reqm:e a
unanimous vote df all thres managing members;
222 Proceeds from the sale, lease or other disposition of Big Springs Ranch property
or assets shall be as follows:
a First priority is repayment of fotal parchase amount of Two Million Eight
Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Cents ($2,800,000) to be paid to
contributors Sadri and Koroghti, Nine Hundred Thousand Dollars and
00/100 Cents ($900,000) each without interest and other member, One
Million Dollars and 00/100 Cents ($1,000,000) without intetest according
to their initial investment;
b,  Second priority s to the payment of all property taxes, closing costs or
development expenses related to Big Spring Ranch paid by Sadri and/or
Koroghli, less any rent collected; '
c. The balance of any proceeds “net profit” shall be paid to Sadri and
Zandian equally or Twenty-Six and Sixty Six percent 26.66% each; and to
Koroghli Twenty Five Percent (25%); and to other member Twenty

Percent (20%) per Unanimous Agreement of all three Managing Members

Re, . & 2
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22  Biz Springs Ranch, LLC
221 Zandian, Sadsi and Koroghli are and hereinafier shall be the managing members
of Big Spring Ranch LLC. Tn that regard, Big Spring Ranch LLC aperating agreement of
December 26, 2003 znd signed on December 28, 2003 shalt be amended to require that any
decision shall be made with advance written notice being given to all three managing members
and & votelof two out of the thres menaging members being binding, each managing member
sha]lhaveéqual voting power. Any amendment to the Operating Agreement shall require &
unssisaons vote ofaﬂ"threc managmgmembas, _
222 Procesds from the salc, lease or ofher disposition of Big Springs Ranch property
or assets shall be as follows: .
a. First priority is repayment of tote] purchase amount of Two Million Eight
Hundred Thousand and 00/100 Cents ($2,800,000) to be paid to
contributors Sadri and Koroghli, Nise Huncred Thousand Dollars and
00/100 Ceats ($900,000) each withont interest and other member, One
Million Dollars and 00/100 Cents (§1,000,000) without interest according
to their initial investment;
b. Second priority is to the payment of all property taxes, closing costs or
development expenses relsted o Big Spring Ranch paid by Sedri and/or
Koroghli, less any rent collected;
c. The balance of any proceeds “pet profit” shall be paid to Sadri and
Zandian equally or Twenty-Six and Sixty Six percent 26.66% each; snd to
Koroghli Twinty Five Percent (25%); and to other member Twenty
Percent (20%) pec Unanimous Agreement of all three Managing Members

- s @@ﬁ
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22  Big Springs Ranch, LLC

22.1 Zandian, Sadri and Koroghli ave and hereinafter shall be the managing members

of Big Spring Ranch LI.C, In that regard, Big Spring Ranch LLC operating agreement of

December 26, 2003 and signed on December 28, 2003 shall be amended to require that any

decision shall be made with advance written notice being given to all three managing menibers

and a vote of two out of the three managing members being binding, each managing member

shall have equal voting power. Any amendment 1o {he Operating Agreement shall require a

vnanimous vote of all three managing members;

22,2 Proceeds from the sale, lease or other disposition of Big Sptings Ranch property

or assets shall be as follows:

a,

First priority is repayment of total pnmhsée amount of Two Million Eight
Hundred Thousand end 00/100 Cents ($2,800,000) to be paid to
contributors Sadri and Koroghli, Nine Hundred Thousand Dollars and
00/100 Cents ($900,000) each without inferest and other member, One
Million Dollars and 00/100 Cents ($1,000,000) without interest according
to their initial investment;

Second priority is to the payment of all property taxes, closing costs or
development expenses related to Big Spring Ranch paid by Sadri and/or
Koroghli, less any rent collected;

The balance of any proceeds “net profit” shall be paid to Sadri and
Zandian equally or Twenty-Six and Sixty Six percent 26.66% each; and to
Koroghli Twenty Five Percent (25%); and to other member Twenty

Percent (20%) per Unanimous Agreement of all three Mamaging Members

Rx. 5 e
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signed and agreed with other member dated December 28, 2003 (Mr.
Abtichanti 20%, Mr. Sadri 26.666%, Mr. Zandisn 26.666% and Mr.
KoroghHi 26.666%) further personal coneession of M. Koroghti to ofher
member One and Sixty Six Percent (1.66%) which brings the members
interest to Twenty One and Sixty Six Percent (21.66%).

! 23  The Sparks 320 acres

i 1231 320acres of the property presently in Big Springs Ranch, LLC, APN 076-100-19

“Washoe Courty shall be transferred fo Zandian, Sadsi and Koroghli as tenants in common in

-equal shares Thirty Three and One Third (33.33%) each;

232 Thepmceedsﬂvmthesah,lmeoroﬂmtdispasi&onoftheSpmksnﬂm
shall be es follows:

1. Pirst priority is to repayment ofﬂminiﬁaliﬁv_&tmem of Forty Seven
Thousand Five Hundred Dollars and 007100 Cents ($47,500) cach to
Koroghli and Sadri, without interest;

2. Second priority shall be to payment of property taxes, closing costs or suy
development expenses related fo 320 atres paid by Sadri and/or Koroghli
without interest;

3. The remsining proceeds shall be distributed equally one-third (1/3) each to
Zandian, Koroghti and Sadsi.

24  The Pah Rah Property
24.1 The property gencrally known to the parties as the Pah Reh Property, consisting
of 4,485.76 scres in Waghoe County with APN Nos, 079-150-09; 679-150-10; 079-150-13;

R¥. ° . 5 &
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084-040-D2; 084-040-04; 084-040-06; 084-040-10; 084-130-07 and 084-140-17 is and shall
remain owned by Zandian, Sadti and Koroghli equally as tenants in common.

242 Onorbefare August 6, 2008, Koroghli shail pay Sadri the amonnt of Four
Hundred Thousand Dollars and 60/100 Cents ($400,000.00).

24.3 The proceeds from any sale of the Pah Rah Property shall be as follows:

a.  Firstpriorify i4 to pay Six Hundred Sixty Six Thousend Six Hundred Sixty
Six Dollars and 67/100 Cents ($666,666.67) to Sadri without interest and
Three Fiundred Thiity Three Thousand Threo Hundred Thirty Three
Dollars endt 33/100 Cents ($333,333.33) paid to Koroghli without intetest;

b. Second priority is repayment of any properiy taxes, closing costs,
development costs or gxpenses (excluding foreclosure costs) paid by Sadd
and/or Koroghli or to be paid by mutnal unanimous agreement without
inferest;

€. The remaining proceeds shall be disttibuted Thirty Two and One Half
Percent (32.5%) to Zandian, Thirty Five Percent (35%) to Sadri and Thitty
Two and One Half Percent (32.5%) to Koroghli.

244 Ths Promissory Note of August 3, 2003, in fhe amount of +/- §333,956 by
Zandian to Sadri and relzted deed of trust shall be and is hereby cancelled, void and satisfied in
fult,

25  The bond of $250,000.00 posted by (“Wendover”) m the Litigetion shall be
released and that amotmt paid to Zandian's attorney Jobn Peter Lee, Lid. on or before hme'24,
2008 as full and complete satisfaction ofthcjuﬂgmént and all legal costs owed by Zandian o
John Peter Lee. Ltd. in all cases. Zandian shall therefore record a satisfaction of judgment.

R¥. | ’ | o &
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26  Zandian has recorded a lis pendens against all properties identified in this |
Setflement Agreement and shall file a release of lis pendens against all said properties.
2.7  Zandian shall dismiss the Litigation with prejudice.
28 Sadri and Koroghli shalt within 30 days of this Agreement but not latet than July
31, 2008 provide to Zandian the following documentation relating to Wendover Project, LLC
and Big Springs Ranch, LLC:
1.  Profit, loss and balance sheet after May, 2004 fo present; :
5. Anywritten contracts for each under which any asset of the LEC Is subfect
to sale or encombrance;
3 Revords reﬂecﬁng all.income and disbursements from any bank, including
Bank of America and/or First National Bank, including the proceeds of the
Peppermill sale and rent or lease payments;
4,  Anacknowledgement by Sadri and Koroghli that each of the
aforementioned docurnents is frue and correct of what if purports to be;
S, all recordsto be provided above shall be given to each individuat
party to this Agreement and shall be reviewed by each of them and
must be epproved, confirmed and accepted by majority of two of
fhree Mapaging Members parties hereto;
6.  Sadri and Koroghli shall amend the list of Members and must file
the new list with Secretary of State and introduce Zandian's name and
shall introduce Zandian’s signature to the Banks.
29  Suhject to the obligations set forth in this Settlement Agreemeat and Mustual
Release, Sadri, Koroghli and Zandian herchy release each other, their past and present

| | i . @
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employees, agents, insurers, attorneys, corpotations and anty other reprcsénmﬁvas from any and
all claims, demands, debis, liabilities, damages, cavses of action of whatever kind or nature,
which are known or unknown as of the dafe of this Settlement Agreement and Mutual Release.
3.  ATTORNEYS=FEES

If any legal action or other proceeding is brought by any of the parties hereto to enforce
this Settlement Agroement or to recover damages or equitsble relief for a breach or fhreatencd
breach theredf, the prevailing party shall recover ifs costs, expert witness fees, consulting fees
and reasommble attorneys= fees incurred in such action or proceeding, which amount shail be
determrined by the Court and not & jury.
4.  ENTIRE AGREEMENT

All prior or conternporancous understandingé or agreements between the parties are
merged info this Settlement Agreement, and it alone expresses the agreement of the parties. This
Settlement Agrecmt-ent may be modified only in writing, signed by all the parties hereto, and no
term or provision may be waived except by such writing, There are no other agreements or
reprosentations, express or implied, either oral or in writing, between the partics conoerning the
subject matter of this Seitlement Agreement, except as specifically set forth in this Settlerent
Agreement. The partics have been represented by counsel in conncction with the proparation of
this Settlement Agreement.
5.  APPLICABLELAW
This Settlement Agreement was drafied through the joint efforts of the parties through counsel,
and shall 1ot be read for or against any party to this Agteement on that account. This Seftlement
Agreement is intended to be enforced according fo ifs written terms under the laws of the State of

Nevada, There are no promises, or agreements or expectations of the parties unless ptherwise

2X. & g*,
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stated in this Setflement Agreement. Venue for any action should be exclusively in the State of
Nevada and Nevada Eighth Judicial District, Clark County Nevada.
When fully executed, this Agreement, by stipnlation shall be presented to the District
Court, Clark County, Nevada which entered a judgment in this matter described in this
Agreement. The Stipulstion shall request that the conrt approve the terms and conditions
of this Agreement and order the parties to comply with the terms and provisions thereof,
and in order to do so retain jurisdlction over the canseand the parties in Case No, ASHIT3L
entitled Zandiau f ak. v. Sadri & Komﬁﬁr etal
6. BENEFIT

This Settlement Agreemeant shall be binding upon and imure to the benefit of the perties,
and each of them, their successors, assigns, personal representetives, agents, employees,
directors, officers and servants; Sadri and Koroghli Agreed that Zandisn may transfer his rights
to his own family trust.
7.  COUNTERPARTS

This Agreement may be executed it any number of counterparts and each covnterpart
executed by. any of the undersigned fogether with all other counterparts so executed shall
constitute a single instrument and agresment of the undersigned. Facsimile copies hereof and
facsimile signatures hereon shall have the same force and effect as origimals.
8. MUTUAL WARRANTIES

Each party to this Settlement Agreement warrants and represents to the other that they
have not assigned or transferred to any person not & party hereto any claim or other released

matter, or any part or portion thereof, and that each party has the authority fo sign this Setflement

¥ ‘*° IS,
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Agreement, and each individual executing this Settlement Agreement on behalf of any enfity or
person specificaily warrants that e or she has the aunthority o sign this Setflement Agreement;

If any term of this Agreement or the application of any temm of this Agresment is held by a court

of comapetent jurisdietion to be invalid, void, or tnenforcenble, sl provisions, covettants and
conditions of this Agreement, and all of its applications, not held invalid, void or unenforceable,
shall continue in full force and effect and shall not be affected, impaired or invafidated in any |

way. v _ | i
'IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have exccuted this Seifioment Agreement oz the

day and year first written above,

REZA ZANDIAN WIFE @i

RAY Koam@ﬁﬁlﬂly\\y WIFE\
~)

- l ' .
FRED SADRI__ -~y WIFE 430 L4

STAR LIVING TRUST y———S=<=xds—_.. "TRUSTEE"

MANAGING MEMBERS:

Pt :
FREDSADRT __ RAYKOR

BIG SPRING RANCHLLC MANAGING MEMBERS:

SADRL T RAY KOROGHLI @y}{h

WENDOVER PROJECT LLE

1t . @l

&Y
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Agreement, and each individual executing this Settlement Agreement on behalf of any eniity or

person specifically warrants that he or she has the authority to sign this Settlement Agrestnent;

If any term of this Agreement or the application of eny term of this Agreement is held by a court

of competent jurisdiction to be jnvalid, void, or unenforceahle, all provisions, cavenants and

conditions of this Agreement, and all of its applications, not held invalid, void or imenforceable,

shall contimue in firll force and effect and shall not be affected, impaired or invatidated in any

way. - _ ‘ [
IN WITNESS WHEREQF, thie parties have execated this Settfeent Agreement on the
day and year first written above.
REZA ZANDIAN 2 WIFE
.
RAY KOROGHLI v L WIFE ’ ‘
N A e :

FRED SADRI WIFE
STAR LIVING TRUST "TRUSTEE”
WENDOVER PROJIECT LL NAGING MEMBERS:
REZA ZANDIAN FRED SADRI RAY KOROGHLI
_BIG SPRING RANCH LLC BY ING MEMBERS:
REZA ZANDIAN ‘ RAY Konoeml@éwﬁ\_u'

e I 11 N
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NEVADA LAND & WATER LLC BY ITS MANAGING MEMBERS:

REZA ZAND FREDSADRI ~  RAYKOROGHL

JOHN PETER LEE ES

"2 | I.x@ g‘?
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Pursuant to this Settlement Agreement dated June 17, 2008, a1l notices are 1o be

ROTICES

sent to the following mailing addresses via certified mail: .

To:

To:

To:

Mr. Fred Sadri & Star Living Trust
2827 South Monfe Cristo Way
Las Vegas, NV 89117

i 8775 Coasta Verde Blvd., No. 501
- San Diego, CA 92122

Mr. Ray Koroghli
3055 Via Sarafing Drive
Henderson, NV 85052

ACKNOWLEDGED BY:

FRED SADRI Date

e/1/o?

ZANDIAN . Date

"@Q ' L-\A-03

RA¥ KOROGHLI Date

89
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NOTICES

Pursuant to this Seitlement Agreement dated June 17, 2008, all notices are to be

sent to the following mailing addresses via certified mail:

To: M. Fred Sadr & Star Living Trust
2827 South Monte Cristo Way
Las Vegas, NV 89117

To: Mr. Reza Zandian
8775 Cossia Verde Blvd., No. 501
San Diego, CA 92122

To: Mr. Ray Koroghli
3055 Via Sarafina Drive
Benderson, NV 89052

" ACKNOWLEDGED BY:

%

JU~E &Y Jos8 |

— ~
FRED SADRI Date
| &1/ 8
_ i -\~ 0%
RAYRORGGHLI U Date
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Fronteer Development v. Big
Spring Ranch; et al

Condensed Transcript of the Deposition of
Reza Zandian

June 23, 2010

Peggy Hoogs & Associates
435 Marsh Ave.
Reno, NV 89509
(775) 327-4460
Fax: (775) 327-4450
E-mail: depos@hoogsreporting.com
www.hoogsreporting.com
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FRONTEER DEVELOPMENT vs BIG SPRING RBNCH; et al. ~ REZR ZENDIAN
: Wednesday, June 23, 2010

Page 1 Page 3

Case Mo, CV-C10-151
Degt No.2

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
INAND FOR THE COUNTY OF BLKO

Eguammw&mmmumm

n

EXAMINATIONBY PAGE
Ms. Granier 5

EXHIBITS

1 P (50 l o poldenneveda com
=
BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC: STAR

158
Agreemcnt of Big Spring Ranch, F
LLC. datad 11703
LIVING TRUST; FARIBORZ FRED

SADRL, 2s Tastée of STAR 3 Leiter, undated, from Reze Zzndian to James 183
LIVING TRUST; FARIBORZ FRED 10 Lydie, Internztional Reyalty Cocp :
e SRHLL: 11 4 TitleReportreBigSpringRench | 193
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZ, skx 12 5 Grat, Bargain, and SaleDeced dated 201
REZA ZANDIAN, JERRY GOODWIN; 12/29/03

@~ m N wWN -

Plaintiff,

o

3 6 Graot, Bargain, and Sale Deed to Joint : 217
LLC; and all other persoes
mimona dakming anpright, 14 Tenants dated 10/18/46 .
title, estete, lienvor 15 7 Fronteer Mapof Loog Canyon Project 286

VIDEOTAPED (30)0){6) DEPOSTITON OF BIG SFRE¥G RANCH, LLC
REZA ZANDIAN

Wednesday, Jake 23,2010 : 22
Rena, Nevadh 23

Repartzd By PEGGY B, HOOGS, or:nsxso RDR, CRR
CALIFORNIA CSR #5958 25

Page 2 Page 4

000~ AFFEARANCES -000- CHANGES OR CORRECTIONS BY WITRESS

FOR THE FLAINTIFFCOUNTERDEFENDANTS:
LIONEL, SAWYER & COLLINS PAGE LINE

o
FD 10 D N 1 NN

SADRI, as Trusteo of STAR LIVING TRUST:
LAW DFFICES OF KERMITT L. WATERS

§
it
f

g
-

|

HILL, SCHMUTZ
By J. ERYAN QUESENBERRY

17 2B44 Noeth 300 West, Suite 300
Provo, Utsh, 84504

VIDEOGRAPHER:
JEFF WALIE

l (Pages 1 to 4)

Peggy Hoogs & Associates
(775) 327-4460



FRONTEER DEVELOPMENT vs BIG SPRING RANCH; et al.

MS. GRANIER: It's his drivar's Hoense,
Califadriver‘s Ticens

Peggy Hoogs & Associates
{775) 327-4460

REZA ZANDIAN
. Wednesday, June 23, 2010
I Page 5 Page 7
3 BE IT REMEMBERED, that on Wednesday, the 23rd| 1 THE REPORTER: California Driver's License
of June, 2010, at 9:03 a.m., at the offices of Lionel, 2 No. 0 —excise me - B5739445, and the nawe on the
2 Sawyer & Collins, 50 West Liberty Streef, 11th Floor, 3 drivers license is Gholam, G-h-0-l-2-im, Reza, R-e-z-2,
Reno, Nevada, before me, PEGGY B. HOOGS, a Certified 4 and Iwill spell the last name, Z-a-n-d-i-a-n Ja-z-L
2 Court Reparter, pjrg;naﬂr appeared REZA ZANDIAN. 5 MR. LEAVITT: Ifhe doesn't want o provide a
s 7 ekt ettt e,
. . it for identification purpo
§ . THEVIDEOGRAPUER; Goodmoming Weare | g MS. GRANIER: So you're refusing to allow us
going on the record at approximately 9:03 am. Today is X
8  June 22, 2010. This is Tape No. 1 of the video-recorded 9 tomake & photocopy for the record?
9 deposition of the PMK of Big Spring Ranch, Reza Zandian, | 10 THE WITNESS: Yes. )
10  taken by the plainfiff in the matter of Fronteer 11 'MS. GRANIER: Okay And as his counsel,
11 Development (USA), Incorporated vs. Big Spring Ranch, 12 Mr. Leaviit, what's your position on that?
12  LLC, et al, filed inthe Fourth Judicial District Court 13 MR. LEAVITT: Ifs--bebelievesits a
13 ofthe State of Nevada in and for the County of Elko, 14 private document. H he doesn't want to produce it at q
14 Thisis Case No. CV-C-10-191, 15  this fime, he doesn't have to. 1guess if you want to do
- 15 The deposition is being held af-the offies 16 amotionts compel, you can do 2 motion to compel fora ff
i g of Ijune;,csaa“ye; & Collihns of l;;nq, Nwad&mg I?omt 17  copy of his driver's license
reporter today is Pegey Hoogs. She is repres! esgy NTER-
18 Hbogs & Associates, My s is JoFr Weldic, Cefiied ig your ﬁyﬁmﬁy‘ Would you please state
19 Court Video Specialist, of the fim Sierra Legal Video, >0 O, Tomsonry, Didyou i
20 P.0.Box 18312, South Lake Tahos, Califiornia, 96151. 51 prh REP&TER:YNOSIM& nct
21 And will connse| and all present please . »
22 identify themsatves and who they represent for the 22 i
23 record. 23
24 MS. GRANIER: Lanra Granier with Lionel, 24 o
25  Sswyer & Collins on behalf of Fronteer Development (USA), | 25 M/
Page 6 Page 8 [
1 Ine, : 1 REZA ZANDIAN,
2 MR. LEAVITT: I, J. Leavitt from the Eaw 2 having been fivst duly swom by the court reporter,
3 Offices of Kermitt L. Waters on behalf of BSR, LI.C and 3 was examined and testified as follows:
4  the individuals in the case on the prblic use issue. 4
5 MR. QUESENBERRY: And this is Bryan 5 EXAMINATION
6  Quesenberry appearing telephonically on behalf of Jerry 6 BYMS. GRANIER:
7  Goodwin, and T've got an application to appear pro hac 7 Q Would you please state and spell your full
8  vicethatis pending. 8  legal nams for the record.
9 MS, GRANIER: AndMr. Leavit: has confinmed 9 A Yeah My full name is Gholamreza Zandian
10  thatno one from Mr. Lee's office will be appearing for 10  Jad, and she already saw that on the document.
11  the deposition today. 11 Q The court reporter’s spelling that she read
12 MR.LEAVITT: Thats correct. 12  from your driver’s Hoense was comrect?
13 THE COURT: And the court reporter will now i3 A Ibelieve so.
14  swear inthe witness. C ) 14 Q Just for the record, so we maks sure we have
15 THE REPORTER: Mr, Zandian, Incedioseean | 15 it comect, would you spell it foc us, please.
16  idenfification from you before I swear you in, driver’s 16 A Yes. IfsGholamrezaZendian
17 licenseor— . 17 Jazi
18 MS. GRANIER: Can we make & photocopy of that | 18 Q M. Zendian, what's your home eddress?
19  for the record. 12 A That's private information, and Lrefuse to
20 THE WITNESS: Np, ] objectto that, That'sa 20 angwer that. . ]
21  private document and has nothing to do with this case. 21 Q Mr. Zendion, Pm entifled to that luformation
22 MS. GRANIER: M. Leavitt, 22  incase, for example, I have to serve you with e subposna B
23 MR. LEAVITT: Whatis it? 23 inthis case. '

A . Ircfuss to give you my home address because  §
this is imelevant to the Spring Ranch. Tve |

2 {Pages 5 to 8)

B

e
o
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FROWTEER DEVELOFMERT vs BIG SPRING RANCH; et al.

REZA ZANDIAN
Wednesday, June 23, 2010

Page 9 Page 11
1  beenidentified by the case without oo reason. 1  That's the only thing that | can tell yon, Thisis
2 MR. LEAVITT: How about if we just do this: 2 privileged information. Idon't have to tell you
3 Well accept amy subpoenas on behalf 3 MR. LEAVITT: Since I'a accepting service on. |j
4 Is it all right if our office accepts 4 his behalf, I dox't think it's relevant where he lives ot
5  subpoenas on behalf of you, Mr, Zandian? 5  anyway a$ long as he's a resident of the state of
6 THE WITNESS: Yes. 6 California. This is an in rem action, it's an action
7 MR, LEAVITT; Related to this litigation, of 7  against the property that, frankly, has nothing to do
8  course. 8 with Mr, Zandian. Where be lives, I think, is inelevant
9 MS. GRANIER: Sa you will accept personal S tothe case other than you need to be able to serve him, [
10  service on behalf of Mr. Zandian related to this 10 Irecognize that Since I've agreed fo accept service on f
11 lidgation, Mr, Leavitt? 11 his behalf, 1 think that's sufficient.
12 MR. LEAVITT: Exacfly. 12 MS. GRANIER: Okay. Ithink, Mr. Leavitt,
13 BYMS.GRANIER: 13 youknow the nles of depositions, that Y'm entitted to |t
14 Q Why don't you went to give us your home 14  thiskind of background imformation, sojust forthe  §
15  address, Mr. Zandian? 15 record—~ i}
16 A Because that — I believe the whole process, 16 MR. LEAVITT: 1don't have 2 problen. Are  }
17  youlknow, is an abuse of process, and & a private 17  youaresident — do you live in San Diego? A
18  person, | do not want to give my private informationte | 186 Is that going to be sufficient as faras i
18  you. 1will give you whatever is related io the Big 19  where ho lives if be just tells you be lives, ifhe
20  Spring Ranch. 20 just—
21 Q Okay. What do you think is an abuse of 21 MS. GRANIER: Ifs a start. I'm not going to
22  process? 22 limit my questions.
23 A T1ihink that naming me in the Tiigetion is 23 MR.LEAVITT: But you live in San Diego; is
24  byitselfan abuss of process. 24 thatright?
25 Q And why is that? 25 THE WITNESS: [ am — I told you the reason
‘ Page 10 Page 12§
1 A Becauso] am a member 6f LLC and my interest 1 that ] don't want io answer fo. 1 will auswer anything
2 jsthrough the LLC, so as a private person, you have no 2 which is relevant to the Big Spring Ranch. ;
3 ressonto name me in the [itigation, o I believe that 3 MR. QUESENBERRY: You know, this wonldbe a
4 this is zn ebuse of process. 4 pood time for yoe to chime in here, 2nd maybe Mr. Leavitt
5 Q Okey. Do you currently reside in San Diego? 5  watits to take a break to talk io his client, but the only :
6 A 1 will not answer to thet question. 6  basis, Mr. Zandian, that you have io refinse to answer is
1 Q Are you currently a resident of the State of 7  privilege or confidentizl, and the standard is not
8  Nevada? 8 relevency, it's much broader than that. Sol suspect
9 A 1will not answer to that question. 9  thatif we got the judge involved here — he's not very
10 MS. GRANIER: And, Mr. Leavitt, are you 10  pleassd so far with this case ~ I don't think he takes 2
11  instructing him not fo answer? Youknowtherulesofthe | 11 liking to this general refusal to answer the questions
12 deposition. They're required to answer unless ifs - 12 because yon fesd it's itrelevant.
13 privileged or — 13 8o maybe we conld take a fitfte breek, That
14 MR LEAVITT: Yesh, theyre—youcananswer | 14  would be my recommendation. You can keep going if you
15  where youare & resident of. T don't think that’s - ate 15  wish, but we're going fo take this in front of the judgs
16  youaresident of the state of California? 16  with where this is going, and I don't thirk that's going
17 THE WITNBSS: Currently f amyesident ofthe § 17  to be very good for you, Mr. Zandian.
18  state of California, yeah 18 MR. LEAVITT: TeX us what city you liva in.
13 MR. LEAVIIT: Okay. There. 19 st tell vs what city you live in.
20 BYMS. GRANIER: 20 THE WITNESS: No, because fhat is — that is
21 Q Andsothatmmsyouhvemtbesﬁateuf 21  begimning of a series of questions which are going to be
22  Culifornia? 22 irrelevantand —
23 A Ilive in the state of California. 23 MR. LEEAVITT: Herc's the standard: The
24  gtandand is not — the standard is if it's reasonably

22 Q InSam Diego?
Iinre somewheremthesizicofCahform ' .

3 (Pages 9 to 12)
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I Page 13 Page 15
1  sois the place ho lives at reasonably calculated to lead 1 MS. GRANIER: M, Leavitt.
- 2 1o discoverable evidence in this case? Is it relevant to 2 BYMS. GRANIER:
3 the value of the property? Is it relevant to public use? 3 Q Mr. Zandian, 11 leave it to your counse! to
4 1 think Mr. Reza does have an argument that it's pot 4  gdvise you. This information is general backeround
5  pgoingto Jead to anything. 5 informetion, it's very standard. J take jt from - I
6 Just give us 2 couple minutes. 6  have never had a deponent refitss to answer these kinds of
7 MS.GRANIER: Sure. Let's go off the record T very general background information. I'm entifled to it
8 forabdefbreak 8  under the Jaw. I'm not asking you anything
8 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We're off the recard at 9  inappropriate, and your counsel is here to object if1
10 approximately $:13 am. 10  do.
i1 {A recess was taken.) 11 So for the record, Mr, Leavitt, what's your
12 THE VIDEOGRAPHER: We're backonthe record| 12 position on this?
13  at approximately 214 am. 13 MR. LEAVITT: She's — she gets to know your
14 BY MS. GRANIER: 14  background information, Reza, as far as we've designated
15 Q Mr, Zendian, afier a briefbreak onthe 15  youengw, let me just put this on tha record..
16  record, are you still refusing to answer just my very 16 We believe that Mr, Zandian was wrongfidly
17  standard backgrovnd questions? 17  nazmed in this lswsuit, so him appesring personally in
18 A As an accommodation for eur attorney, L am 18  ¢hislawsuit, we think, is irnproper, but insofar as he is
19  living in San Diego, 18  appearing here on behalf of the Big Spring Ranch, as the
20 Q Imsomry? 20 person most knowledgesble on behalf of Big Spring Ranch,
21 A Tamliving in San Diegp. ) 21  1dobelieve you're entitled fo some of his backgrommd
22 Q You live in San Disgo. How long have you 22  informmtion #s the person most knowledgeable for Big
23 Fved in San Diego? 23  Spring Rench #s long a2 we don't get into too nuch
24 A For soven years now. 24  porsonal information or privileged information.
25 Q At what address? 25 Are these public entities that you ~ when I
Page 14 Page 16
i A 'That is, agpin, privileged information. 1 say-could I go on the Intemnst and find out these LLCe  §
2 Q If's actually not privileged information, 2 thatyoubelong to?
3 M. Zandiag, so if you would please respond to the 3 THE WITNESS: You can — you have them on
4 question, 4  Secretary of State of Nevads, yeah,
5 A Youknow, ] think you have fo ask the judge 5 MR. LEAVITT: So, therefore, it's not
6 tocompehfyouwammetoanswerﬁaat. I'mjust 6  privileged information, so she ¢an know sbout it. Go
7 refising to give you answer. 7 shead. She wants to know what entities you own, fhat
8 MS.GRANIER: Okay, Mr. Leavitt, ashis 8 you'reapartof
9 counsel foday — 9 THE WITNESS: Big Spring Ranch.
10 MR. LEAVITT: Why don't we do it this way, 10 BYMS, GRANIER:
11 Lawa Youwant his address for whatever reason. Why | 11 Q Big Spring Ranch, LLC?
12 don't you go through your background questions, and 12 A Yes,
13 during the break Fll talk to M. Zandian, and hopefully | 13 Q Whatelsc?
14 Tl be ahle m give you his address. 14 A T —there are many. You con review them
15 MS. GRANIER: Okay. I appreciate that. 15 with the Secretary of State of Nevada.
16 BYMS.GRANIER: 16 MR. LEAVITT: The ores thet you recall, !
17 Q Areyou currently employed? 17 M, Zandian, as you sit here today, why doxn't we give her {
i8 A Iamself-employed. 18  the ones you recall, and then Miss Granier can go find
19 Q Okay. Self-employed. Doyoubaveacompany | 19  the other anes,
20  that you're sef-employed through? 20 THE WITNESS: Wendover Project, LLC.
21 A Ibave a few companies, yeah. 21 BYMS. GRANIER:
22 G What zre the names of those companies? 22 Q Wendover Project, LLC?
23 A . Those are private and privileged information. 23 A Yeah AndNevadaLarﬂ&Wafchesoum&,
24 IfanyttﬁngisrelatedtoﬁleBngpnnngch,lmll 24  11.C; Gold Canyon, LLC ~
MR. LEAVI'IT What was that fonrﬂ1 one?
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Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGHTI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736
HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Phone: (702) 318-8800

Fax: (702)318-8801
ghawkins@hawkinsmelendrez.com
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian aka Goamreza Zandian
aka Gholamreza ZandianJazi

aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi

aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghononreza
Zandian Jazi

ORIGINAL

RECD&FILED.
213DEC 20 PH 331
ALAN GLOVER

In The First Judicial District Court Of The State Of Nevada

In and For Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual.

Plaintiff,

vS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a  California  corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA  ZANDIAN  aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE

Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-

30, :

Defendants.

CASENO. 090C00579 1B

DEPT. NO. 1

DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN AKA
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI AKA
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN AKA REZA
JAZI AKA J. REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA
JAZI AKA GHONONREZA ZANDIAN
JAZTI’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE
DEFAULT JUDGMENT

Defendant REZA ZANDIAN (“Zandian™) by and through his attorney Geoffrey W.

NN
e 3

Hawkins, Esq., of the law firm HAWKINS MELENDREZ P.C., and pursuant to NRCP 55 and 60,
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hereby moves for an order from this Court to set aside the default judgment entered against Zandian
in the above-captioned matter.

This motion is made and based upon the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities,
the attached exhibits, the pleadings and papers on file herein, and any oral argument this Honorable
Court may allow.

DATED}his ﬁTgay of December, 2013.

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

OFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Phone: (702) 318-8800
Attorneys for Defendant
Reza Zandian
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
STATEMENT OF FACTS
The instant matter arises out of Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s (“Plaintiff”) allegations of

frandulent conduct on the part of Zandian and other defendants with regard to United States Patent
Nos. 5,566,073, 5,904,724, 5,978,488, and 6,377,436. _

Plaintiff’s Original Complaint was filed on or about December 11, 2009 against Zandian,
Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation (Optima CA), and Optima Techno—logy
Corporation, a Nevada corporation (Optima NV). Plaintiff’s Complaint alleged the following
causes of action: (1) Conversion; (2) Tortious Interference With Contract; (3) Intentional
Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage; (4) Unjust Enrichment; and (5) Unfair and
Deceptive Trade Practices. On or about December 2, 2010, Plaintiff filed an Application for Entry
of Default against Zandian for failure to respond to Plaintiff’s Complaint. On or about March 1,
2011 default was entered agai_Pst Zandian. Then on or about June 9, 2011, Zandian’s prior counsel,
John Peter Lee, Esq., filed a Motion to Dismiss on a Special Appearance on behalf of Zandian,
Optima CA and Optima NV. On August 3, 2011, this Court set aside the default against Zandian,
Optima CA and Optima NV; denied Mr. Lee’s Motion to Dismiss, and granted Plaintiff and
extension of time for service.

On or about August 11, 2011, Plaintiff filed his Amended Complaint against Zandian,
Optima CA, and Optima NV. At the time Plaintiffs Amended Complaint was filed, Zandian was
still represented by John Peter Lee, Esq. On or about February 17, 2012, Zandian’s prior counsel,
John Peter Lee, Esq., filed a Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaint on Special Appearance. On or
about February 21, 2012, this Court issued an order denying the Motion to Dismiss Amended
Complaint.

On or about March 5, 2012, Zandian filed a General Denial to the Amended Complaint.
Shortly thereafter, Mr Lee s office filed a M0t1on to Wlthdraw on or about March 7,2012. In his

| Motion to Withdraw, Mr. Lee provided the Court w1th an incorrect last knowﬁ a-c_ldress for Zandian.
The address provided was 8775 Costa Verde Blvd., San Diego, CA 92122. As Plaintiff is well
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aware, Zandian has not lived in the US for over three years. Zandian has resided at 6 Rue Edouard
Fourrﬁer, 75116 Paris, France since August 2011. In fact, Plaintiff’s counsel’s firm had knowledge
of Zandian’s French address as early as March 2013 due to its representation of Fred Sadri in the
Nevada Supreme Court Case No. 62839/Eighth Judicial District Court Case No. A635430. (See
Notice of Appeal in Case No. A635430, attached hereto as Exhibit A).

| On or about July 16, 2012, Plaintiff allegedly served Zandian with written discovery.
However, Zandian never received any written discovery due to the fact that said written discovery
was mailed to the address mistakenly provided in John Peter Lee Esq.’s Motion to Withdraw. Due
to the fact that Zandian never received Plaintiff’s written discovery, responses to the same were
nevér provided. On or about, December 14, 2012, Plaintiff filed a Motion for Sanctions Pursuant to
NRCP 37. In Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions, Plaintiff requested the Court to strike Zandian’s
General Denial and award Plaintiff his fees and costs incurred in bringing the motion. Again,
Zandian never received said Motion for Sanctions and as a result no opposition was filed. On or
about, January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial of Zandian and
awarded Plaintiff his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion for Sanctions.

On or about March 28, 2013 the Clerk of this Court entered default against Zandian. On or
about April 5, 2013, Plaintiff filed an Amended Notice of Entry of Default against Zandian. A copy
of said Amended Notice of Entry of Default was again mailed to the incorrect address provided in
Zandian’s prior counsel’s Motion to Withdraw. Plaintiff failed to mail a copy of the Amended
Notice of Entry of Default to Zandian’s French address, despite having knowledge of said address
back in March of 2013. See Exhibit A.

On or about April 17, 2013, Plaintiff filed an Application for Entry of Default Judgment
against Zandian. A copy of Plaintiff’s Application was again mailed to the incorrect address
provided in John Peter Lee’s Motion to Withdraw, despite Plaintiff’s knowledge of Zandian’s
correct address in France. See Exhibit A. Furthermore, Plaintiff filed his Application for Entry of
Default J udgment without providing any: nonce to Zandlan of the unpendmg ﬁlmg desplte

Plaintiff’s previous and extensive dealmgs w1th Zandlan On June 24, 2013 this Court entered a
Default Judgment against Zandian. On June 27, 2013, Plaintiff filed a Notice of Entry of Default
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Judgment against Zandian. Both the June 24, 2013 Default Judgment and the June 27, 2013 Notice
of Entry of Default Judgment were mailed to the incorrect mailing address by Plaintiff, despite
Plaintiff’s knowledge of Zandian’s correct address in France.

Plaintiff’s failure to provide notice to Zandian of the Application for Default Judgment
violates the Rules of Civil Procedure. Defendant clearly has good cause for the instant Default
Judgment to be set aside based upon NRCP 55(b)(2) and NRCP 55(c)’s incorporation of NRCP
60(b)(1)’s allowance for inadvertence, surprise and excusable neglect as evidence of good cause.
Intermountain Lumber and Builders Supply, Inc. v. Glen Falls Insurance Co., 83 Nev. 126,129, 424
P.2d 884, 886 (1967). As such, Defendant should be allowed the opportunity to Sg’; Aside the
Default Judgment and be provided the opportunity to file a responsive pleading of .its choice in this
matter.

1.
STATEMENT OF LAW

NRCP 55(c) provides that, in the court’s discretion, a default judgment may be set aside in
accordance with NRCP 60. NRCP 60 provides the moving party relief, in part, through rules 60(b)
and 60(c). NRCP 60(b) states in pertinent part:

On motion and upon such terms as are just, the court may relieve a
party or a party’s legal representative from a final judgment, order,
or proceeding for the following reasons:

(1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect;

(3) fraud (whether heretofore denominated intrinsic or
extrinsic), misrepresentation or other misconduct of an

adverse party;

The motion shall be made within a reasonable time, and for
reasons (1), (2), and (3) not more than 6 months after the
proceeding was taken or the date that written notice of entry of the
judgment or order was served.

‘|| If mistake, nadveitence, Surprise, excusable tieglect, fraud, mistepresentation, misconductofan ™ |

adverse party, or discharged judgment is shown, an order or judgment should be withdrawn and the
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issues should be addressed on their proper merits. Furthermore, it is a firmly established policy of

2 ||the Nevada Supreme Court that “justice is best served when controversies are resolved on their

3 ||{merits whenever possible.” Gutenberger v. Continental Thrift and Loan Company, 94 Nev. 173,

4 1175, 576 P.2d 745 (1978).

5 “The salutary purpose of Rule 60(b) is to redress any injustices that may have resulted

6 || because of excusable neglect or the wrongs of an opposing party. Rule 60 should, therefore, be

7 liberally construed to effectuate that purpose.” Carlson v. Carlson, 108 Nev. 358, 361-362, 832

8 ||P.2d 380, 382 (1992), quoting Nevada Indus. Devel., Inc. v. Benedetti, 103 Nev. 360, 364,741 P.2d

9 {802, 805 (1987). ,
10 If a defendant enters an appearance or if the plamtlff knows of the identity of defendant’s
11 || counsel, the plaintiff has an obligation to notify the defendant of his intent to take a default.
12 || Rowland v. Lepire, 95 Nev. 639, 600 P.2d 237 (1979); Gazin v. Hoy, 102 Nev. at 438;
13 Név.Sup.CT.R 1752. A failure to provide notice requires such default to be set aside. Id. “An
14 || appearance within the contemplation of NRCP 55(b)(2) does not necessarily require some
15 || presentation or submission to the éoun... [tThat rule is designed to insure (sic) fairness to a party or
16 || his representative who has indicated a clear purpose to defend the suit.” Christy v. Carlise, 99 Nev.
17 1612, 584 P.2d 687 (1978).
18 The Nevada Supreme Court construes the term “appearance” loosely to allow for situations
19 || where plaintiff's counsel has awareness of the identity of defendant's counsel or when plaintiff
20 |{knows that the defendant intends to defend itself against plaintiff's suit. Christy v. Carlise. 94 Nev.
21 (1651, 584 P.2d 687 (1978); Franklin v. Bartsas Realty. 95 Nev. 559, 598 P.2d 1147 (1979); Gazin v.
22 || Hoy. 102 Nev. at 438. Such awareness compels the plaintiff, pursuant to the rules of professional
23 || responsibility, to make an inquiry of the defendant's intentions to litigate the matter before he
24 || proceeds with the entry of a default. Cen Val Leasing Corporation v. Bockman. 99 Nev. 612, 668
25 ||P.2d 1074 (1983). Failure to make such inquiry mandates that the default be set aside. Jd.
26 ||///
107 - o R SO —— —
28 ||//7
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1 I

2 LEGAL ARGUMENT

3 ||A. Plaintiff Failed To Provide Zandian With Written Notice Of Application For Default

4 (| Judgment.

5 In Christy v. Carlisle, the Nevada Supreme Court held “written notice of application for

6 ||default judgment must be given if the defendant or representative has appeared in the action. The

7 || failure to serve such notice voids the judgment.” Christy v. Carlise. 94 Nev. 651, 584 P.2d 687

8 11(1978). In Christy, the defendant’s insurance carrier was notified by plaintiff’s counsel of the

9 |[lawsuit and was advised that it had an indefinite extension of time to answer. See Id. Negotiations
10 || ensued between plaintiff and the insurance company, however a settlement was not reached.
11 || Plaintiff’s counsel then caused service of process to be made upon the director of the department of
12 || motor vehicles pursuant to NRS 14.070. See Id.
13 The summons and complaint were mailed to the defendant’s Las Vegas address, however
14 || the defendant had moved. As a result, neither the defendant nor her insurance company received
15 ||actual notice that service of -process had been made. See Id. Plaintiff obtained a default judgment
16 |jagainst the defendant for failure to respond to the complaint. Upon leamning of the default judgment
17 {{(which was outside the 6-month time period) defendant’s counsel filed a motion to set aside default
18 ||judgment pursuant to Rule 55(b)(2). See Id. Defendant’s counsel argued that for the purposes of
19 ||tbat rule the defendant had appeared in the action and was entitled to written notice of application
20 {ifor judgment. The district court ruled that the settlement negotiations and exchange of
21 || correspondence between plaintiff’s counsel and the defendant’s insurance company should be
22 || deemed an appearance within the intendment of Rule 55(b)(2) requiring a 3-day notice of the
23 ||application for default judgment. See Id. Since no notice was provided, the district court set aside
24 ({the default judgment and provided the defendant with additional time to file a responsive pleading.
25 ||On appeal, the Supreme Court affirmed the district court’s decision. See Id.
26 In this case, Zandlan seeks relief from the entry of Default Judgment against him based on
.27 Plamtli-:fs fallure to prov1de a thré:e; &ay not1ce of P1a1—n:1ﬂ’ s Al;ph;:anon for Entry of Default . ]
28

Judgment. As stated above, prior to filing his April 17, 2013 Application for Entry of Default
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Judgment, Plaintiff, through his counsel, had knowledge of Zandian’s personal residence in France.
See Exhibit A. However, Plaintiff failed to provide Zandian with the required three-day notice,
despite knowing that Zandian intended to defend himself against Plaintiff’s suit, as evidenced by
Zandian’s February 17, 2012 Motion to Dismiss and March 5, 2012 General Denial. Furthermore,
Plaintiff failed to mail a copy of the April 5, 2013 Amended Notice of Entry of Default and the
April 17, 2013 Application for Entry of Default Judgment to Zandian’s French address despite
knowledge of said address. Due to Plaintiff’s failure to provide the required three day notice,
failure to mail a copy of the April 5, 2013 Amended Notice of Entry of Default to Zandian’s correct
address in France, and subsequent failures to mail a copy of the April 17, 2013 Application for
Entry of Default Judgment, the June 24, 2013 Default Jﬁdgment and the June 27, 2013 Notice of
Entry of Default Judgment to Zandian’s French address, Zandian was unaware of the impending
default. Therefore, pursuant to NRCP 55(b)(2) and the holding in Christy, Zandian is entitled to a
set aside of Plaintiff’s Default Judgment. |

B. Mistake, Inadvertence, Surprise, or Excusable Neglect is Present

For a party to seek relief from judgment or order under NRCP 60(b)(1), he must
demonstrate that the judgment was a result of mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect,
and a meritorious defense must be tendered within a timely manner. Gutenberger, 94 Nev. at 175.
In addition to the reasons set forth in Paragraph A, Zandian seeks relief from the Default Judgment
based on excusable neglect.

In Stoecklein v. Johnson Elec., Inc., the Nevada Supreme Court considered a similar set of
facts as found in the instant matter. In Stoecklein the plaintiff filed a complaint against Stoecklein
and five other defendants. An answer was filed by the defendants and subsequently a scheduling
order for the trial was sent to counsel for the parties stating that the parties should be ready for trial
on September 30, 1991. The scheduling order stated that the court would notify the attorneys for
each party of the date of trial and any pretrial deadlines. See Stoecklein v. Johnson Elec., Inc., 109
Nev. 268 849 P. 2d 305 (1991). However on August 19, 1991 Stoecklein’s counsel withdrew due

NN
0

to nonpayment of legal fees. See Id The order of withdrawal ﬁled w1th the district court pr0v1ded

an incorrect address for future pleadings to be served on Stoecklein. See Id. As such, Stoecklein
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never received notice from the court of the trial date. A bench trial was held, however Stoecklein
failed to appear. Judgment was then entered against Stoecklein and the other defendants.

Following the bench trial, Plaintiff’s counsel sent the notice of the judgment to Stoecklein’s
correct address. See Id. Upon receipt of the notice of judgment, Stoecklein immediately obtained
counsel and filed a motion for relief from judgment under NRCP 60(b)(1). See Id. The motion was
based on Stoecklein’s assertion that he had received no notice of the trial date. The district court
denied Stoecklein’s motion. See Id.

On appeal, the Nevada Supreme Court held that there was no evidence in the record that
showed notice of the trial date was sent to or received by Stoecklein. Therefore, Stoecklein’s
failure to appear for trial was due to circumstances that constitute excusable neglect under NRCP
60(b)(1). See Id.

In the instant matter, Zandian’s prior counsel, John Peter Lee Esq., withdrew as counsel on
or about March 7, 2012, due to a break down in communications among other things. In his Motion
to Withdraw, John Peter Lee Esq., provided an incorrect address for future pleadings and discovery
to be served on Zandian. As such, Zandian never received any pleadings or discovery in this matter
after April 26, 2012 (the date the Court granted John Peter Lee Esqg.’s Motion to Withdraw).
Specifically, Zandian did not receive the following: (1) Plaintiff’s written discovery which was
allegedly served on July 16, 2012; (2) Plaintiff’s December 14, 2012 Motion for Sanctions Pursuant
to NRCP 37; (3) the January 15, 2013 Order striking the General Denial of Zandian and awarding
Plaintiff bis fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion for Sanctions; (4) the April 5, 2013,
Amended Notice of Entry of Default against Zandian; (5) Plaintiff’s April 17, 2013, Application for
Entry of Default Judgment against Zandian; (6) the June 24, 2013 Default Judgment; and (7) the
June 27, 2013 Notice of Entry of Default Judgment. Zandian only leamed of the Default Judgment
while visiting the US on business in late November of 2013. Upon learning of the Default
Judgment, Zandian retained the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez P.C. to file the instant motion.

As was the case in Stoecklem Za.ndlan s failure to respond to Plamhff’ S wntten discovery

NN
[~ B |

and fallure to oppose Plaintiff’s MOth]l for Sanctions and Application for Entry of Default

Judgment were due to circumstances that constitute excusable neglect under NRCP 60(b)(1).
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Furthermore, there are several factors the Court should use to determine whether the
conditions of 60(b)(1) have been met: (1) prompt application to remove the judgment; (2) a lack of
intent to delay the proceedings; (3) ignorance on the part of counsel or party as to procedure; and
(4) good faith. Ogle v. Miller, 87 Nev. 573, 576, 491 P.2d 40, 42 (1971).

1. Zandian Promptly Files This Motion

Rule 60(b)(1) states that a motion under subsection (b)(1) must be brought “not more than
six months after judgment, order, or proceeding was entered or taken.” NRCP 60(b)(1); see also
Deal v. Baines, 110 Nev. 509, 512, 874 P.2d 775 (1994). This Court has found prompt application

to remove the judgment is a persuasive factor. See Hotel Last Frontier Corporation v. Frontier

10 || Properties, Inc., 79 Nev. 150, 154, 380 P.2d 283 (1963). In this case, the Default Judgment was
g 11 |{entered on or about June 24, 2013 and the Notice of Entry of Default Judgment was filed on or
S - § 12 || about June 27, 2013. Zandian learned of the Default Judgment in late November of 2013 while
E:é g % 13 |jvisiting the US on business. Upon learning of the Default Judgment, Zandian retained Hawkins
é é ;% f 14 || Melendrez, P.C. to represent him in this matter. Zandian’s current motion comes less than six
= =§ %% 15 |[months after the entry of the Default Judgment. Therefore, Zandian has promptly applied for the
% § 3 § 16 || removal of the Default Judgment.
= _:;;i 17 2. There Is No Intent To Delay The Proceedings
a 18 This Court has also found the absence of intenf to delay proceedings a persuasive factor. Id.
19 || As previously stated, Zandian’s prior counsel, John Peter Lee, Esq., withdrew as counsel on or
20 ||about March 7, 2012. Furthermore, the last known address provided by Mr. Lee in his Motion to
21 || Withdraw was inaccurate. From April 26, 2012 Zandian did not receive any of the pleadings or
22 {|discovery filed in this case. In late November 201 3, Zandian learned of the Default Judgment while
23 || visiting the US for business purposes. Upon learning of the Default Judgment, Zandian
24 | immediately retained the services of Hawkins Melendrez P.C. Now, having retained counsel,
25 || Zandian files this Motion in order to state his meritorious defenses and proceed to have the trier of
26 |} fact make a determination.
27 1 o — o -
28 ||///

10
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3. Zandian Lacks Knowledge of Procedural Requirements

Lack of knowledge of the party or counsel as to procedural requirements has been given
weight by this Court. See Hotel, 79 Nev. at 154, In this case, Zandian was without counsel as of
March 7, 2012. As such, Zandian was unaware of the procedural requirements. Now, having
r&;tained counsel, Zandian files this Motion.

4. Zandian Files This Motion In Good Faith.

Of the multiple elements, this Court has found good faith to be the most significant. Id. In
Stocklein v. Johnson Electric, 109 Nev. 268, 849 P.2d 305 (1993), the Nevada Supreme Court stated

that “good faith is an intangible and abstract quality with no technical meaning or definition and

| encompasses, among other things, an honest belief, the absence of malice, and the absence of design

to defraud.” (quoting Doyle v. Gordan, 158 N.Y.S.2d 248, 259060 (Sup. Ct. 1954). There is no
question that Zandian is acting in good faith by seeking to have this Court set aside the Default
Judgment. The last known address provided by Zandian’s prior counsel in his Motion to Withdraw
was inaccurate. As such, from April 26, 2012 on Zandian did not receive any of the pleadings or
discovery filed in this case. Zandian did not receive Plaintiff’s written discovery, Plaintiff’s Motion
for Sanctions, or Plaintiff’s Application for Entry of Default Judgment. Zandian only learned of the
Default Judgment in November of 2013. Immediately upon learning of the Default Judgment,
Zandian retained the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez P.C. The instant Motion comes less than six
months after the entry of the Default J udgment.
C. Although A Meritorious Defense Is No Longer Required, Zandian Has Clearly
Demonstrated A Meritorious Defense

Prior to 1990, this Court had consistently held that a party moving to set aside a default
judgment must show a meritorious defense to the claim. See Sealed Unit Parts v. Alpha Gamma
Ch.,, 99 Nev. 641, 643, 668 P.2d 288, 289 (1983). However, in Price v. Dunn, 106 Nev. 100, 787
P.2d 785 (1990), this Court ruled that the meritorious defense requirement must be set aside

pursuant to the United States Supreme Court holding in Peralta v. Heights Medical Center, Inc.,

NN
e N

485 U.S. 80, 108 S.CT. 896, 99 L. Ed. 2d 75 (1988). Most recently, in Epstein v. Epstein, 113 Nev.

11
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1401, 950 P.2d 771, the Nevada Supreme Court overruled the requirement that a party must show a
meritorious defense because it is inconsistent with the holding in Price and Peralta.
Despite the fact that Zandian is not required to demonstrate a meritoripus defense pursuant
to Price and Epstein, Zandian has clearly demonstrated a meritorious defense through his June 9,
2011 and February 17, 2012 Motions to Dismiss as well as his March 5, 2012 General Denial.
IV.
CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing points and authorities, Defendant Reza Zandian respectfully requests
that the default judgment be set aside to allow him to respond as intended.
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the social
security number of any person.

DECLARATION

The undersigned also declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
accurate to the best of my knowledge.

Dated this _l_may of December, 2013.

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

GEOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGH]I, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Phone: (702) 318-8800

Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A
2 Pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that, on the H day of
3 ||December, 2013, service of DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN AKA GOLAMREZA
4 || ZANDIANJAZI AKA GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN AKA REZA JAZI AKA J. REZA JAZIX
5 AKA G. REZA JAZI AKA GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE
6 DEFAULT JUDGMENT was made this date by depositing a true copy of the same for mailing,
7
first class mail, at Las Vegas, Nevada, addressed follows:
8
9
10 Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
11 WATSON ROUNDS
i 5371 Kietzke Lane
2 Reno, Nevada 89511
13 Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jed Margolin
14
15
16 i
p
17 l’/(‘ﬁ// J/./(ﬂ ]
An kenyléyee’ of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.
18
19
20
21
22
23
24 y
25
26
27
28
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" Electronically Filed
03/15/2013 02:33:18 PM |
1 | NOAS CLERK OF THE COURT
REZA ZANDIAN
2 || 6, rue Bdouard Fournier
75116 Paris, France
3 i Pro Per Appellant
4
DISTRICT COURT
5
p 4 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
. GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also CASE NO,: A-11-635430-C
known ag REZA ZANDIAN, individually, DEPFT. NQ.: 1V
8 Plaintiff,
21 v
|
10} RRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
11 Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formetly known : ' A
121 as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada -
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI, ;-
13 Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY d
KOROGHLI, individually, end ELIAS ;
14 | ABRISHAML individually,
15 Defendants. Ck
- AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
16 l AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS : : 1
17 ‘ £334.024072-4d
: _ NOTICE OF APPEAT,
18 Notice is hereby given that REZA ZANDIAN a member of the above naried Compmly;

193 hereby appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Order to Distribuie Attorney Fee and Costs

20 | Awards to Defendants entered in this action on the IS® day of Febr/‘l%ﬂgj . l

21 i DATED this ﬁy_ﬁ day of March, 2013, T -
22 f f/; %’ -
BY'\/

23 o  REZA ZANDIAN
24 ' . 6, rue Edcuard Fournier
_ 75116 Paxis, France
T T | FE R ‘o ProPerAppellant . o
26
27
28 .
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
1 HEREBY CERTIFY thatonthe __ day of March, 2013, I served a copy of the above and

foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL, upon the appropriate paties hereto, by enclosing it in a scaled
envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully prepaid
addressed to: '

Stanley W. Party .
100 Noxth City Parlkcway, Ste. 1750
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

Elias Abrishami
P.O. Bex 10476
Beverly Hills, California 20213

Ryan E, Johnson, Esq.

Watson & Rounds

777 North Rainbow Bhvd. Ste. 350
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 » Facsimile (702) 318-8801

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

i Nevada Bar No 7740
|| JOHNATHON FAYEGHI ESQ

11 mdxwdual

Nevada Bar No. 12736

' HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P C.
119555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150 -: .
{lLas Vegas, Nevada’ 89134 . .-

Phone {702) 318-8800
£1(702) 318-8801 -
ghawlans@hawkmsmelcndrcz com

|| Attorneys for Defendant .

Reza Zandian aka Goamreza Zandtan

: aka C—kolamreza ZandianJazi
| aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi
akqd. G Reza Jazi aka.Ghananreza -

Zandtan Jazz _j- S

" In The First Judicial District Court Of The State Of Nevada

In and For Carson City

| JED MARGOLIN, ao individual.

Plaintiff,
VS, s

_ QP_’I’[MA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,

a - ‘California  corporation, OPTIMA

1| TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
| corporation, REZA ZANDIAN ‘aka
- GOLAMREZA
{{ GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN .aka REZA
1|IAZI aka J. REZA JAZI ska G. REZA JAZI
{{ aka ‘GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an |
DOE Com_pames :1-10, DOE |
- Corporaﬁons 11—20 and DOE Indmduals 21-._
30 I . LT

"'ZANDIANJAZI . zka

Dfdams

CASE NO. 090C00579 1B

DEPT.NO. 1

DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN AKA
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI AKA
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN AKA REZA
JAZI AKA'J. REZA JAZIAKA G.REZA
JAZI AKA GHONONREZA ZANDIAN
"JAZI’S MOTION FOR STAY OF .
'PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE
JUDGMENT PURSUANT 70} NRCP

A 62(3) 5

Dcfendant REZA ZANDIAN (‘Zandlan”) by anﬂ through his . attomey Geof&ey W

Hawkms Esg of thc law ﬁrm HAWKINS MELENDREZ P C and hereby su’bmlts ﬂns Motmn for
Stay of Proceedmgs to Enforce Judgment Pursuam to NRCP 62(b) '
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Th15 motlon is made and based upon the prowsmns of NRCP 62 and the followmg

: Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the pleadmgs and papers on ﬁle herem, and any oral

a:rgument thJs Honorable Court may allow.
DATED thls Mrday of December, 2013.

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P. C

/%

}//Q/"W

Nevadg Bar No. 7740

JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 12736

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134 ’ -
Phone: (702) 318-8800 : X
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian

. AGEOFFREY W HAWKINS, ESQ: - -—omem o ez
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1 enforce the default judgment agamst Zanchan should be stayed pendmg the outcome of Za.ndJan s

INTRODUCTION
On June 24, 2013 this Court entered a Default Judgment agamst Zandian_ On June 27,
2013, Plaintiff filed a Notice of Entry of Default J udgment agamst Zandian .On or about December
11, 2013, Plaintiff filed his MthOll for J udgment chtor Examxnatlon and to Prodnce Documents.

41 On December 20, 2013, Zandian tnnely ﬁled hxs Motlon to Set ASIde Default Judgment whlch is

now pendmg before ﬂ:llS Court Pursuant to NRCP 62 (b), executmn of or any proceedmo to

Motion to Set ASIde Default Judgment. F urthermore this Court should stay the execution of or any
proceeding to cnforcc the defanlt Jjudgment agamst Zanchau without a requlrement that Zandian
provide security at this time.
o
. STATEMENT OF LAW
A. Rule 62(b) Allows Stays Without Security Pending Post-Judgment Motions .

There is a special rule in Nevada that apphes to stays pendmg post—tnal mofions. NRCP
Rule 62(b) prowdes '

(b) Stay on Motion for New Trial or for Judgment. In its discretion
and on such conditions for the security of the adverse party as are
propet, the court may stay the execution of or any proceedings to
enforce a judgment pending the disposition of a motion for a new
trial or to alter or amend a judgment made pursuant to Rulc 59, or
of a motion for relief from a Judgment or order made pm'suam' to
Rule 60, ot ofa mouon for Judgment in accordance with amotion
for a directed verdict made pursuant to Rule 50, or of a motion for
amendment to the ﬁndmgs or for addl’aonal ﬁndmgs made =
pursuant to Rule 52(b) o S

Rule 62(b) gives the court extremely broad dlscretmn to enter a stay W1thout security during the
pendency of post-judgment motions. Indeed unlike Rule 62(d)'s prowsmn for stays upon appeal,
Rule 62(b) does not even refer to a supersedeas bond
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‘And supersedeas bonds are expenswe

Judgment Motmns .".? :';; ': :'Z R I .

It is the common pract1ce m Ne\f ada to stay ]udgments pendmg resoluuon of post—_]udgment
mo’uons pursuant to NRCP 62(b) Wlthout requmng a bond. See Davzd N Frederzck, Po.s't Trzal '
Motzons, NEVADA CIVIL PRACTICE MANUAL 25-30 (Sth ed. 2005) (“secunty in the form of a

bond or other eollateral is usually not reqmred”) '[here are many reasons to a.ﬂow 8 stay on such B

motlons Fust, post-tnal rev1ew by the tnal court typ1caJJy takfs less tlme tha.n revxew by the
appellate court. In addltlon, a}I of the post _;udgment proceedmgs wﬂl be w1thm ﬂns court's coutrol

The Nevada Supreme Court has reoogmzed the need for courts, under appropnate
ctrcumstances to grant a stay mthout reqmnng elthcr a bond or any other eddtttooal secunty In
McCulIoch v. Jeakins, 99 Nev. 122, 123, 659 P.2d 302, 303 (1983) the court held that the district
court “may provide forabondina lesser amount or may permit seeunty other than a bond when
unusual circumstances exist and so waxrant *(Citing Fed. Prescription Servs., Inc. v. Am. Pharm.
Ass'n., 636 F.24 755 (D.C. Cir. 1980) and 11 Wright & Miller, FEDERAL PRACTICE AND
PROCEDURE § 2505, at 328 (1973) (emphz_isis ouxitted)). Moreover, in the_ recent case _of Nelson v.
Heer, the Court further liberalized the standards regarding stays with alteu}etive security. See
Nelson v. He_er, 12t Nev. 832,122 P.3d 1252, 1254 (2005). The com‘t agreed .,thﬂi “ﬂle phrase
unusual cm:umstauces in McC‘ulIoch [99 Nev at 123 659 P.2d at 303] istoo restnctwe i NeIson

1122 P.3d at 1254. [T]hls lauguage is outdated and few, 1f any courts stlll use such 8 ngld standar ” .

Id The court concluded that ‘a more ﬂemble and modem approach wﬂl better serve Nevada

Even Rule 62(d) does not reqmre a bond m all cases for a stay pendmg appeal See zd at

1253 Olympta Equzp Leasmg Co 12 Western Umon Telegraph 786 F. 2d 794 796 (7th Clr 1986)

Such a requlrement would conﬂlct Wlﬂl NRAP S(b), whlch 1mphc1t1y recogmzes the dlscretlon of
courts to 1ssue stays not eondltloned on bonds “[I]f the appellate court has the power to issue an
unsecured stay, as Rule 8(b) clearly zmphes, then the district court must have the power also, if Rule
8(b) is to make any sense.” Fed, _Prescription Servs., Inc. v. Am. Pharm. Ass'n, 6§§ F .2d 755, 760
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-3 (D C Cll‘ 1980), see also Poplar Grove Plantmg & Ref mng Co . Bache Halsey Stuart Inc 600 o

o
2 ||r2
3
4
5
6
7
8

Cir. 1985)
C. The Cost Of A Bond Is An Unnecessary Expense That Is Potentla]ly Taxable Te
Plaintiff '

Bonding is expensive, and the costs of bonding shoulel be avo_ided except where the
defendant's ability to pay a judgment is open to serious question. Such caution is especially
warrauted because the costs of bondmg may ultlmately be bome by plamtxffs rather than

. defendants “Under NRAP 39(e), the cosis of a sapersedeas bond are taxable to Plamtxﬁ‘s 1f the IR I

Judgment is reversed on appeal.
m'
LEGAL ARGUMENT
On or about June 24, 2013, this Court entered a Default Judgment againét Zandian. Then,

on or about December 11, 2013, Plaintiff filed his Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to
Produce Documents. Upon learning of the Default Judgment, Zandian retained counsel to file a

motion to set aside the default judgment. On December 20, 2013, Zandian timely filed his Motion

to Set Aside Default Judgment which is now pending before this Court. Z@diaq’s Motion to Set

Asuie Default Judgment was made pursuant to NRCP55and 60. R
' Pu:suant to NRCP 62(b), this Court is authonzed, in its discretion, to stay execution of, or

any proeeedmgs 10 enforce a Judgment pendmg the d15p031tton of post—tnal mouons brought under

: NRCP 60 In the mstant case, Zandlan S Moﬂon to Set Asxde Default Judgment must be resolved
' before any proceedmgs to enforce tbe Defa.llt Judgment can proceed Aliowmg Plamﬁff to pmceed )
. with enforcement of the Defau]t Judgment in the face of the pendmg Motlon to Set Aszde Default
' Judgment eou_d obvxously cause the, parties to meut unnecessary expenses and would be unfalr and .
- pre_fudleml fo Zandlan in the event that the Default Judgment is sef asxde by this Court Iudeed,

NRCP 62(b) is opviously intended to avoid such untoward consequences.
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CONCLUSI()N

Based on, the foregomg pomts and authontles, Defendant Reza Zandzan reSpectﬁﬂly requests k
that ﬂ'LIS Court grant a stay of any proceedmgs to enforce the Default Judgment, mcludlng |
|| proceedings such asa debtor s exammatlon, unul aﬁer the resolutlon of Zandxan 5 Motmn to Set .
Aside Defaut Judgment .‘ - SLle '. R
AFFIRMA’I‘ION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B 030

The u.ndermgned does hereby afﬁrm that the precedmg document does not oontam the socxal

- R T NV S N N

secmty number of any person

10 DECLARATION
g 1 The undersigned also declates under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
dg f_‘; 12 }|accurate fo the best of my knowledge.
g% g % 13 Dated this 'ﬁday of December, 2013.
o A
g 7 g2 15 HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
1= Rl
g1 S f,[;«.,///r
& 18 : . GEOFFREYW HAWKINS, ESQ.
' " .NevadaBarNo.7740
19 - .. JOHNATHON FAYEGHL ESQ.
20 | T . . Nevada Bar No. 12736 '
; : : - 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
21 ; S LasVegas,NV89134 L
" Lo e . -. -Phone: (702) 318-8300
22 T R -._Attorneys for Defendanr
73 s RezaZandtan R
24
25
26 |
27
28
-
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T ';..;_-,-CERTIFICATEOFSERVICE RS EAR B
Pursuant to Nevada Rules of C1V11 Procedure S(b) I hereby certlfy that, on the @ day of -

1 addressed follo“s

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, Nevada 89511
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jed Margolin

: December 2013 servme of DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN AKA GOLAMREZA

ZANDIANJAZ[ AKA GHOLAM REZA ZANI)IAN AKA REZA JAZI AKA L REZA JAZI
: AKA G REZA JAZI AKA GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI’S MOTION FOR STAY OF ,
; PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO NRCP 62(3) was made ﬂns
; date by deposmng a true copy of the same for mallmg, ﬁrst class maﬂ at Las’ Vegas, Nevada,.

2 4

AN ¥/
) ™~ a I/" [}

A [ e \fi / {f .

An emplq_yee sﬂf Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

420




10

11 |

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

1%

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

21

28

| aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

| Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,

R

Matthew D. Francis (6978) ' REC '.B &FILED
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS DhIAN-g py
§371 I%Ii%tzke Lane LT P 339
eno, 89511 ' ALAN

Telephone: 775-324-4100 C. {: ;%’ VER
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 arhnii
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin ‘&fﬁSTT\TC' -ER¥K

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

| In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, aniindividual,

Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
Vs, Dept. ﬁo.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO SET
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN ASIDE DEFAULT JUDGMENT

aka GOLAMREZA: ZANDIANJAZI

aka REZA JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZJ, an individual, DOE
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

The entire basis of Zandian’s motion to set aside the default is the unfounded allegation
that John Peter Lee provided the Court with an incorrect last known address for Zandian when
he withdrew and that since April 26, 2012 Zandian did not receive the papers, pleadings and
motions in tbis matter. Zandian also alleges he has lived in France since August of 2011.
However, the;! evidence shows the address John Peter Lee prbvided to the Court was-correct
and Zandian Ec:onﬁnugd to live and maintain addresses in both Nevada and Caljforn:ia since

August of Z’QI 1. Therefore, Zandian’s motion to set aside must be denied.

i - |
| 1 i
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L The Default Judgment Should Be Upheld Because Zandian Maintained His
San Diego Address And Knew About This Matter After His Counsel
Withdrew And Continued To Receive Notice Of This Matter

“Default judgment will be upheld where the normal adversary process has been halted

| due to an unresponsive party, because diligent parties are entitled to be protected against

interminable delay and uncertainty as to their legal rights.” Skeen v. Valley Bank of Nevada,
89 Nev. 301, 303, 511 P.2d 1053, 1054 (1973); see also Hamlett v. Reynolds, 114 Nev. 863,
865, 963 P.2d 457, 458 (1998) (same). i

After filing several motions to.dismiss and to set aside the prior defanlt judgment and

| after filing a general denial to the amended complaint, Zandian’s counsel, John Peter Lee,
withdrew from his representation of Zandian, When Mr. Lee filed his motion to withdraw he

| provided a last known address for his client: 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA. Without

providing an affidavit or any evidence, Zandian now argues that the address Mr. Lee provided
to the Court was incorrect. However, the address Mr. Lee provided to the Court is the same
address Mr. Lee provided to the Nevada Supreme Court in another unrelated matter in another
motion to withdraw. * See Notice of Withdrawal, Amended Certificate of Mailing and Motion
to Withdraw, dated 2/22/13 and 2/13/13, respectively, attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Also, the evidence overwhelmingly demonstrates Zandian maintained the same address
John Peter Lee provided to the Court, even after Zandian allegedly moved to France in August
2011, and the evidence similarly demonstrates Zandian continued to live in the United States, |
not France. See Exhibit 2 (check from Golden Enterprises to Zandian at 8775 Costa Verde
Blvd, San Diego, CA, dated 10/31/12 and endorsed by Zandian); Exhibit 3 (check from
Golden Enterprises to Zandian at 8775 Costa Verde Blyd, San Diego, CA, dated 1/30/13 and
cndorsed by Zandian); Exhibit 4 (Wells Fargo w1thdrawal slip filled out and signed by
Zandian, dated 2/20/ 13 (Wells Fargo does not have any branches in France)); Exhibit 5 (check

] .
from and signed by Zandian to John Peter Lee, dated 1/ 13/12, with 8775 Costa Verde Blvd,

|
1

2
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San Diego, CA, printed on the check); Exhibit 6 (checks, dated 11/28/11, 12/2/11, 1/25/12,

2/29/12, 3/1/12, 10/30/12, 1/15/13, showing Zandian maintained his 8775 Costa Verde Blvd,

| San Diego, CA, address, including checks to the IRS and the Washoe County Treasurer);

Exhibit 7 (Wells Fargo bank statements from December 2011, March 2012 and April 2012
showing the 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA, address); see also Exhibit 8 (Wells

Fargo/Visa statemenis, dated August 2011, August 2013, September 2013, October 2013

| showing a San Diego address); Exhibit 9 (Visa statement, dated 4/10/13, showing Zandian

made four purchases in California on 3/15/13 which is the same date Zandian a]lege.s he filed
the .appeal with the French address); Exhibit 10 (Visa statements showing Zandian making
many purchases in California, not France, in September and October of 2011); Exhibit 11
(property summary screen for one of Zéndian’s Clark County properties currently listing his

8775 Costa Verde, San Diego, CA, address, not France); Exhibit 12 (checks, dated 1/25/12,

|1 1/24/13, 2/21/13, 2/24/13 and 6/30/13, from Zandian to the Secretary of State of California,

United States Treasury, Employment Development Department, and the Internal Revenue
Service, all with the 8775 Costa Verde, San Diego, CA, address, and all of the checks are
written for Optima Technology Corp, which is another named defendant in this matter).

Also, there isno doubt Zandian had personal knowledge about this lawsnit. He filed

| several papers and pleadings and paid his lawyer for this matter before his alleged move to

France. See Zandian’s filings in this matter; see also Exhibit 13, which is a March 31, 2011 -
check Zandian wrote to John Peter Lee, which clearly shows Zandian hand wrote “Zandian v.
Margolin” on the “For” line. |

Zandian has not provided any evidence that he lived in France at any time from Auéust
2011 to the present. No affidavit is attached to the motion to set aside. No evidence is
attached to the motion to set aside. A French address on a notice of appeal in another matter is

not evidence. More hportanﬂy, as demonstrated above, Zandian continued to maintain his

3
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San Diego address and continued to live in the United States at all times relevant to the default
judgment. Therefore, Zandian continued to receive notice' of all of the papers, pleadings and
motions in this matter and he simply chose to ignore this matter. As a result, the default
should be upheld.

IL The Default Judgment Is The Proper Sanction For Failure To Make

Discovery Due To Zandian’s Willfulness, Bad Faith, And Fault And Not
Due To Inability

On December 14, 2012, Plaintiff served Zandian with a motion for sanctions under
NRCP 37, as Zandian had failed to respond to written discovery and he failed to respond to the
Plaintiff’s efforts to meet and confer regarding his failure to respond to the written discovery.
See Motion for Sancfions, dated 12/14/12, on file herein. Zandian also fajied to respond to the
motion for sanctions. On January 15, 2013, the Court granted the motion for sanctions, struck
Zandian’s General Denial, and awarded Plaintiff his fees and costs related to the motion.

“NRCP 37(b)(2)(C) grants the district court authority to strike the pleadings in the
event that a party fails to obey a discovery order.;’ Foster v. Dingwall, 227 P.3d 1042; 1048
(Nev. 2010). “In addition, [the Nevada Supreme] court has upheld entries of default where
litigants are unresponsive and engage in abusive litigation practices that cause interminable
delays.” Id (citations omitted). |

Zandian’s discovery abuses and complete failure to respond evidences his willful and
recalcitrant disregard of the judicial process, which prejudiced Plaintiff. Foster, 227 P.3d at
1049 (citing Hamlett v. Reynolds, 114 Nev. 863, 865, 963 P.2d 457, 458 (1998) (upholding the

district court’s strike order where the defanlting party’s “constant faiture to follow [the court’s]

orders was unexplairied and unwarranted™); In re Phenylpropanolamine (PPA) Products, 460

1 Zandian fails to inform the Court as to how he all of a sudden came back from France and found out about the
default judgment in this matter. Zandian fails to indicate hlbw or where he found out about the default, The fact
is Zandian continned to receive the papers, pleadings and motions in this matter. For reasons known only to
Zandia, it is only now that Zandian resurfaces to again move the Coutt o set aside the default judgment.

4

124



10 |

1i

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

knew about this case'and knew about the default judgment and now seeks to set aside the-

F.3d 1217, 1236 (9th Cir.2006) (holding that, with respect to discovery abuses, “[pJrejudice
from unreasonable delay is presumed” and failure to comply with court orders mandating
discovery “is sufficient prejudice”)).

In light of Zandian’s repeated and continued abuses, the policy of adjudicating cases on

| the merits would not be furthered in this case, and the ultimate sanctions are necessary to

demonstrate to Zandian and future litigants that they are not free to act with wayward
disregard of a court’s orders. Fosfer, 227 P.3d at 1049. Moreover, Zandian’s failure to oppose
Plaintiff’s motion to strike the General Denial constitutes an admission that the motion was
meritorious. Id. (citing King v. Cartlidge, 121 Nev. 926, 927, 124 P.3d 1161, 1162 (2005)
(staﬁng that an unopposed motion may be considered as an admission of merit and consent to
grant the motion) (citing DCR 13(3)).

0. Zandian Has Not Shown Good Cause

NRCP 55(c) states that a default judgment may be set aside for “good cause shown”

“in accordance with Rule 60,” The “good cause” contemplated by Rule 55(c) does nbt

| embrace inexcusable neglect. See Intermountain Lumber & Bldrs. Supply, Inc. v. Glens Falls

Ins. Co., 83 Nev. 126, 424 P.2d 884 (1967).

As Zandian maintained his San Diego address and was fully aware of this action, it was

| inexcusable for Zandian to ignore this action. Moreover, Zandian has failed to provide any

evidence of “good canse” to set aside the judgment. He has only alleged that his lawyer
provided the incorrect address and that he lived in France. He fails to provide any affidavit or
evidence that the addresé was incorrect or that he actually lived in France. He also fails to
rebﬁt the fact that he ‘continued to receive all papers and pleadings in this matter. The

presumption is that he did receive all papers in this matter, as manifested by the fact that he

judgment. I |
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Based upon the fact that Zandian knew about this case and continued to receive the
papers and pleadings from this matter, it was inexcusable for Zandian not to respond to the
earlier discovery requests and motions. In addition, Zandian has not shown a meritorious
defense to the claims asserted By the Plaintiff. Merely referring the Court back to Zandian’s
prior motions to dismiss and general denial is not é demonstration of a meritorious defense.

Zandian has not demonstrated good cause. In fact, Zandian has only demonstrated
inexcusable neglect by his willful failure to respond to this action. Since a default judgment
normally must be viewed:as available only when the adversary process has been halted
because of a non-responsive party, Christy v. Carlisle, 94 Nev. 651,584 P.2d 687 (1978),
Zandian’s motion must be denied.

IV. Zandian Has Not Shown Mistake, Inadvertence, Surprise Or Excusable
Neglect '

NRCP 60(b) allows a judgment to be set aside when a party can show, mistake,
inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect. See Gutenberger v. Continental Thrift and Loan

Company, 94 Nev, 173, 175, 576 P.2d 745 (1978); see also State v. Consolidated V. Mining

{ Co., 13 Nev. 194 (1878) (where corporation sued in four different but identical suits and

responded and defended two the corporation’s lawyer filed affidavits showing the corporation
was not even awére of the other two suits due to an honest miétake was sufﬁcient to justify
setting aside default judgments in the two suits); Cicerchia v. Cicerchia, 77 Nev. 158, 360
P.2d 839 (1961) (court has wide discretion in determining what neglect is excusable and what
is inexcqsable).

Zandian seck; relief under Rule 60(b) based only on excusable neglect. See Motion to
Set Aside, dated 12/19/13, 8:14-19. More speciﬁéally, Zandian claims John Peter Lee
provided this Court v_vith an incorrect address when he withdrew and that Zandian never

received any pieadin'gs or discovery in this matter after April 26, 2012. See id. at 9:12-16.
j -
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However, the evidence demonstrates that John Peter Lee did provide a correct address.
Also, Zandian has failed to sef forth specific, oﬁjective facts and evidence to substantiate his
allegations that he did not receive his mail or that he moved to France. The evidence is that he
did receive all of the pleadings and papers on file herein at his San Diego address. In addition,
Zandian knew this matter was ongoing and willfully ignored all the papers he received.
Therefore, Zandian’s: failure to respond to Plaintiff’s written discovery and failure to oppose
Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions and Application for Enu'y of Defaulf Judgment were not due
to circumstances that constitute excusable neglect under NRCP 60(b).

It is inexcusable for Zandian to willfully ignore and refuse to respond to the discovery,
motions or applications filed in this matter, Thus, because Zandian maintained his San Diego
address and knew about this matter and willfully ignored and delayed this case, Zandian has
not and cannot set forth any facts or evidence that would demonstrate that he promptly applied
to remove the judgment, lacked intent to delay the proceedings, was ignorant of the procedures
of the court or had good faith. See Ogle v. Miller, 87 Nev. 573, 576, 491 P.2d 40, 42 (1971).
Zandian’s motion must be denied.

V.  Zandian Has Not Demonstrated A Meritorious Defense

To demonstrate a meritotious defense, Zandian must show (1) admissible testimony or
affidavits that, if true, would tend to establish a defense to all or part of the claims for relief
asserted by Plaintiff;'(2) the opinion of connsel based upon facts related to him that a

meritorious defense exists to all or part of the claims asserted; (3) a responsive pleading in '

| good faith that, if true, would tend to establish a meritorious defense to all or part of the claims

for relief asserted; arid (4) any combination of the above. See Ogle, 87 Nev. 573, 576, 491
P.2d 40. Zandian has failed to provide any of these things.
However, the tequirement to show a meritorious defense has be}en overruled and is no

longera requircment't:b set aside a judgment. Epstein v. Epstein, 113 Nev. 1401, 1405, 950

7
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P.2d 771, 773 (1997). Nevertheless, Zandian’s motion to set aside allcgcs theteisa
meritorious defense, _

Zandian points to his June 9, 2011 and November 16, 2011 motions to dismiss and his
March 5, 2012 General Denial as evidence of a meritorious defense. However, all of
Zandian’s motions to dismiss only dealt with personal service and personal jurisdiction, not
the claims at issue. Z:andian’s motions to dismiss did not set forth any facts regarding the
claims in the Complalint or Amended Complaint, In addition, Zandian’s General Denial is just
that, a general denial; The General Denial fails to provide any affirmative defgnses to the
claims at issue. In short, Zandian has never dexﬁonstratcd ameritorious defense to any of the
claims at issue in this matter. This is because Zandian does not have a meritorious defense.

VL Conciusion

For the reasons stated above, Mr. Margolin respectfully requests that this Court deny
M. Zendian’s motion to st aside the default judgment. '

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social security numb:er of any person.
Dated this 9 day of iTanuary, 2014.

j BY: %» Lk 27 7

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on

this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

DEFAULT JUDGMENT, addressed as follows:

_ and correct copy of the foregoing document, OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO SET ASIDE

Reza Zandian Optima Technology Corp.

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. i A Nevada corporation

San Diego, CA 92122 * 8401 Bonita Downs Road

 Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Reza Zandian o

8775 Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 501 . Optima Technology Corp.

San Diego, CA 92122 A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501

Alborz Zandian San Diego, CA 92122

9 Almanzora’

Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613 Optima Technology Corp.

. A Nevada corporation

Reza Zandian 8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501

8401 Bonita Downs Road San Diego, CA 92122

Fair Oaks, CA 95628 '

' Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.

Optima Technology Corp. Hawkins Melendrez

A California corporation 9555 Hillwood Dr, Suite 150

8401 Bonita Downs Road Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Dated: January 9,2014

Narlcy Li

e
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also

~ known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually,

Plaintiff,
v.

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly kmown
as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI,
Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY -
KOROGHLY, individuelly, and ELIAS
ABRISHAMY, individually,

Defendants.

No. 61694

AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

1334.024072-1d

NOTICE OF WI' HDRAE- AL OF JOHN PETER LEE, LTD’S MOTION TO

WITHDRAW FROM REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT GHOLAMREZA
TAN JAZ] also kno

Please take notice that JOHN PETER LEE, LTD hereby withdraws its Motion to Withdraw
from Representation of Appellant Gholamreza Zandian Jazi also known as Reza Zandian,

DATED this ___day of February, 2013.

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Ph: (702) 382-4044/Fax: (702) 383-9950
Attorneys for Appellant

Feb 22 2013 03:
Tracie K. Lindem
Clerk of Supreme|

Electronically File
p.m.

s REZA Z N

Docket 61694 Document 2013-05714

n
Court
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CERTIFICATE OF ING
I hereby certify that on the QLday of February, 2013, I caused to be served a true and correct
copy of the foregoing JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW FROM
REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI elso known as REZA.
ZANDIAN on the following person(s) by the following method(s) pursuant to NRCP, 5(b):

Stanley W. Patry ;
100 North City Parkway, Ste. 1750
Las Vggas, Nevada 89106

Elias Abrishami
P.O. Box 10476 :
Beverly Hills, California 90213

Ryan E. Johnson, Bsq.

Watson & Rounds

10000 W. Chatleston Blvd, Ste. 240
Las Vegas, Novada 89135

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Blvd.
San Diego, California 92122

\?\Bf/ placing a true and correct copy of the above-mentioned document(s) in a sealed envelope,
irst cla

58 postage fully pre-paid, in the United States mail;

(1 By facsimile transmission only, pursuant to the amendment to the Bighth Judicial District
C?iurt I:gl:b 7.26, by faxing a true and correct copy of the same to each at the facsimile number(s)
indicat ove.

An employée of
JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also No. 61694
known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually,
| s , Electronically File
Plaintiff Feb 14 2013 oa:sf a.m.
v, Tracie K. Lindeman

Clerk of Supreme) Court
FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a

+ Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known

as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada

Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI,

Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY

KOROGHLY, individually, and ELIAS

| ABRISHAMI, individuafly,

Defendants,

AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

1334.024072-4d

MENDED CERTIFICATE OF ING
I hereby cettify that on the l_%_day of February, 2013, Icaused to be served a true and cotrect
copy of the foregoing JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.’S MOTION TO WITHDRAW FROM
REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA
ZANDIAN on the following person(s) by the following method(s) pursuant to NRCP 5(b):

Stanley W. Parry Elias Abrishami
100 North City Patkway, Ste. 1750 P.O. Box 10476
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 Beverly Hills, California 90213
Ryan E, Johnson, Esq. Reza Zandian
Watson & Rounds 8775 Costa Verde Blvd.

- 10000 W, Charleston Blvd, Ste, 240 San Diego, California 92122
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135

%——B' y placing a true and correct copy of the above-mentioned document(s) in a sealed envelope,
PJ first class postage fully pre-paid, in the United States mail;

0O By facsimile transmission only, pursuant to the amendment to the Bighth Judicial District
Coutt Rule 7.26, by faxing a true and correct copy of the same to each at the facsimile number(s)

indicated above,
gemployee of

JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.

Docket 61694 Document 2013-04757
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZ], also No. 61694
known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually,

Plaintiff,

aogal
ESEN

V.

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a _
Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING :
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known l
as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada ! .
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI, :

Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY

KOROGHLY, individually, and ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, individually, .

Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

1334,024072-1d

COMES NOW, the law firm of JOHN PETER LEE, LTD., (the Firm) and moves this

Honorable Court for an Order to Withdraw from Representation of Appellant GHOLAMREZA |

ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA ZANDIAN.

This Motion is made pursuant to EDCR 7.40(b)(2). This Motion is based upon the following
Points and Authorities, all pleadings and papers on file herein, and the Affidavit of counsel attached
hereto,

DECLARATION OF COUNSEL IN SUPPORT OF JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.’S
MOTION TO WITHDRAW FROM REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT

GHO REZA Z. TAN JAZI also knowp a IAN

STATE OF NEVADA gss:
COUNTY OF CLARK )

JOHN PETER LEE, ESQ., states the following under the penalty of perjury:

1. Declarant has personal knowledge of the matiers stated herein, except as to those
matters stated npon information and belief, and as to such matters, believes such matters to be true
and is competent to testify fo the same. Declarané is an attorney licensed to practice law in Nevada
and is an attorney with the law firm of John Peter Lee, Ltd,, which represents Appellant
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA ZANDIAN.

Docket 61694 Document 2013-04736

6 p.m.
Court
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2. The law firm of John Peter Lee, Ltd,, and all of its attorneys, hereby seek to withdraw
as attorneys of record for Appellant GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA
ZANDIAN. Declarant files JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.’S MOTION TO WITHDRAW FROM
REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA
ZANDIAN,

3. Tothe best of Declarant’s knowledge and belief the last known address and telephone
pumber at which Plaintiffs may be served or reached with notice of further proceedings taken in this
action is:' |
18{"73'?2 giﬁ?ia\?erde Blvd.

San Diego, California 92122

4, The primary reason for requesting withdrawal is that the clients lack of

communication with our office,

5. There ate also other reasons that the instant motion to withdraw as counsel is made;

however, Declarant does not wish to state said other reasons unless specifically compelled by the

Court, particulatly because Declarant does not wish to reveal any more attorney-client ptivileged .

information than that which is absolutely necessaty in order for the Court to grant the instant motion
for withdrawal as counsel,

6.  This Declaration is made in good faith.
FURTHERMORE, Declarant sayeth ?

(0) AUTHO

Pursuant to EDCR. 7.40(b)(2)(i1), Counsel in any case may be changed only ... (2) When no
attorney has been retained to replace the attorney withdrawing, by order of the court, granted upon
written motion, and

(i) If the application is made by the attorney, the attorney must
include in an affidavit the address, or last known address, at which
the client may be served with notice of further proceedings taken in

the case in the event the application for withdrawal is granted, and the
telephone number, or last known tclephone number, at which.the

-2-5
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client may be reached and the attorney must serve a copy of the
application upon the chent and all other parties to the action or their
attorneys.

Pursuant to the above statutes and case law, John Peter Lee, Ltd, requests this Court for leave
to withdraw as counsel for Appellant GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known as REZA
ZANDIAN as the Firm has complied with the requirements of the local tule for withdrawal, as
attached and incorporated herein in the Declarant of counsel, John Peter Lee, Esq., sefting forth the
grounds for the Fitm’s Motion, ;

DATED this _(_3_ day of Fébruary, 2013,
JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
47

YA PETER LEE, 55Q,

Nevada Bar No, 001768

830 Las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Ph; (702) 382-4044/Fax; (702) 383-9950
Attorneys for Appellant
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that on the ﬁday of February, 2013, 1 caused to be served a true and cotrect
copy of the foregoing JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.’S MOTION Td WITHDRAW FROM
REPRESENTATION OF APPELLANT GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI also known ag REZA
ZANDIAN on the following person(s) by the following method(s) pursuant to NRCP 5(b):

Stanley W, Parry
100 North City Parkway, Ste, 1750
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

‘Elias Abrishomi
P.0. Box 10476
Bevetly Hills, California 90213

Ryan E. Johnson, Esq,

Watson & Rounds

10000 W. Charleston Blvd, Ste. 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135

lacing a true and correct copﬁ' o[fI the %bgv&mentifned document(s) in a sealed envelope,
e United States mail;

[0 By facsimile fransmisgion only, pursuant to the amendment to the Eighth Judicial District
Court l::iﬂeb7 .26, by faxing a true and correct copy of the same to each at the facsimile number(s)
indicated above, ‘ .

N\
: ﬁ../.ll!‘/

An employee of
JOHN PETER LEE, LTD.
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Wells Fargo Combined Statement of Accounts

REDE Page 2 of 27

Primary account number: 70818 = Dacember 1, 2011 - Decembar 31,2011 w Pagetof3
Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Avallable by phone 24 hwlsla day, 7 days R week:

NILOOFAR FOUGHAN] ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS  (1-200-860-3857)
8775 COSTA VERDE BLVD AFT 217 TTY:1-800-677-4833 !
SAN DIEGO CA £2122-6340 En espafiof; +677-727-2632
%1% 1000208228 (Bémto 7pmPT, M-5)
Onfing: welisargo.com »
Wilte: Welis FamgoBank, NA. (114)
P.C. Box 8005
Portiend, OR B7228-6805
You and Wells Fargo

Thank you for balng & Wells Fargo custormsr. We eppreciale your business and snderstand that you are entrusting us with your banking
noeds, Let us assist you b Rnding tha right accounts and sanioss 1o help you reach your financlal goals. Flsase visitus online et
wellefirgo.com, call us &t the numbac at the top of your stalement, or vistt any Wells Fargo slore - wa'd Jove to hear from youl

Summary of accounts
Checking and Savings
Ending bafares Ehdingbalance
A J Pags Acgount sumber Iaul siskment O slntament
Welis Fargo Money Murket Savings™ 1 20,085.16 0.00
Wells Fargo Money Market Savinge™ 2 100.05 0.00
Total depoalt acocunts $20,108.21 : $0.00

Wells Fargo Money Market Savings™

‘Activity summary

Baglnning baknce on 12/1 $20,095.18
Deposts/Addions 75.00
Withdeawals/Subliactions - 20,170.16
Closing balancs on 1211 ‘ $0.00
i

Shast 8aq = 00RG719

Shest 00001 of £0X2

Account nsmbar. 1343070818

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZA
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN

Calfambz sccount terme and conditions apply

For Diract Deposk and Auomatic Payments tss
Routing Number (RTNg 121042882
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REDE Pags 72 of 91

Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 1920 wm March 7,2012-Apiil 5,2012 m Pags 10f4
Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Avallable by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days & wesk:
! ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TC-WELLS (1-800-868-3557)
i .
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN : TTY:1-600-677-4833
! 8775 COSTA VERDE BLVD APT 217 . En espaliol; 1871-721-2832
| SANDIEGO CA821225340 %55 10002882268 (Bamio 7 pm PT, M)
Online: wellslatgo.com
« White: Walle FargoBank, NA. (114}
F.C. Box 9985
Poritand, OR 572288085
You and Wells Fargo Account options
Kesp things &lmple. Osiling Slatements duplicala your radibonal paper btk Acheck mark in o box inclicaias you have Uoge
statsment and ere avellsble enywhers, 24/7. More secure than mel - Orling z’;‘fmm T.’:"'m'?}’."i'm G; ;;u e
Stalonents cant get lost or misdirected 1o & provious residencs snd ¢an b
saturely stored on disk. Reduce chtier and save the environmentat tha esme . mwﬁm Weukd o ko add o eoviois.
me. With ol of thess advantages, who needa paper? Sign up for and view your Onllna Bankhp (7] DirectDeposit O
Onlng Stetoments al wa!isrargomm Onllng B Foy Rewarde Program D
Onto Stetements [ ] Auto TransfertPeyment []
Mahtie Banking [7] Overdrah Protection
MySpending Report  [7]  Dabk Cerd
Ovadren Savice [
Activity summary . Accound rumber. 7091505920
Beglnning batanca on M7 $200.67 mmm Az
e ) :":gﬁ MLODFAR FOUGHANI ZARDIAK
— ™ M;‘ Cotomia accoint bams and contlifans spply
Erding belarios on For Direct Depos snd Aviometio Paymants use
Routing Numbec (RTNJ: 121042562
Overdraft Protection
Your account i tinked to (he following for Overdreft Protection:
B Baving
Bheet S2q = 000OM2

Sheet 0000 of 00002
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WELLS FARGO WELLS
TARGO
VISA Account Numbar Ending ln 7470
Stelemant Billing Perlod 0811212011 (o 08/00/2011
Pags 163

Balance Summary 24-Hour Custamer Seivics: 1-800-842-4720

Previcus 405.70 aIvios: 3 4
B oveorinsins H a0 | TTY lor HeathoSpeoch apeliec: ~ 800-419.2265

ofteron ot Saoagy | Ovisida he US Cal Cotect: 1925-825-7600
: Cash Advances $5,00 Wells Fargo Onfine®: wallalargo.com
+ Purchasse, Balance Trenslers & $2,680.48

Ofher Charges Send Qaneral Ingulries To: ‘
+ Fees Charged $0.80 | PO Box 10347, Dag Moines IA, 50308-0347
+ Interest Gharged $21.88
= Naw Bajanos $3,006.14
Tola} Credit Limit $20800  Tolal Avalabls CradR $0
Payment Information '
Nam}rl Balance $3,006.41  Bend Paymsnis Tot :
Minimum Payment $52.00 PO Box 30038, Los Angslos OA, 80030-0086 .
Overimit Amousl $106.11 ;
Telal Amount Dus $167.11 '
Paymenl Dus Dale 1008/2011

Late Paymant Warning: if we do not racelve your Minkuim Payment by $0/05/2014, you may heve U pay @ lals fos up lo $35. i
Mintmiam Payment Wamning: ¥ you make enly the minimum payment each perlod, you will pay mora b interest and & whl leke yau longer to pay oft you

bejance, For exampla: .
I yot! makae no additlonal charges using | Youwill pay aff the New Balance shown an Anid youl witl and up paying an
thls card and each month you pay ... this statemsnt In about ... estimaled tofal of ..
Only the minjmitm paymant 17 yorra $8,050
$3,732
$104 Syvars (Bavings ;I $2.328)
f'you would lice intformation about cradil gounsalng servicas, raler o www.usdol.g teo/bapcp . spproved.hitm or ¢all
1-877.288.2408,
Important information

YOUR BALANGE EXCEEDS YOUR CREDIT LIMIT, CALL 1-800-646-6683 OR VISIT
WELLSFARGO,COM 7O MAKE A PAYMENT, THIS IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT
AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAWNED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.

EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 2011, THE PLAN ADMINISTRATOR FOR TRAVEL ACOIDENT INSURANGE COVERAGE,
PROVIDED ON ALL FLIGHTS AND OTHER COMMON CARRIER TRAVEL CHARGED TO YOUR WELLS FARGO
CREDIT CARD, HAS CHAMGED TO 0BBI. CONTAOCT 1-800-842-4720 TO OBTAIN FURTHER DETALS.

Wells Fargo Rawards® Program Summary

Rawards Pravious Balanos: 26,904
Cradii Card Polnts Estned: 2,057
Ohecit Gard Polnia Earmed: 228
Earn Mors Malt® Banus Polnbs: [
Totel Available Poinis: 28,489
We offer mare revvards cholces so you aan choosa
& raward that suils your style. You'll find gift cards,
cash rewards, avel, marchandise-and sven
charilabls contribittiona,
Track your points balance or gat more Information st
www.WellsFargoRewards.com ex by caling 1-877-617-1358.
. NOTICE! SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR RMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACQOUNT Gontinted '
s8¢ NG 1 7 ¢ 110908 ¢ OPAGE 1 of 3 10 S55¢) 2000 AO{4Y OLDPISSG
Delagh and mall wkh cheok payabia to Wells Fargo
Accourd Nomber 7470
New Belance $3,006,.11
Minimum Paymani $3200
Overlimil Amount $108.11 374707
Tolel Amaant Dus $I57.41 \ien s
Paymont Dua Dats 10/0§/2011
. Amount
Enciond MR EEN AN
: QRJAZ
ol TR ettt gty g0 o g TR PO BOX 627674
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES BAN DIEGO CA $2102-7674
P O 0088 A 0000 cons e et g b et

m Chaok here and see revatas for address and/or phore number colraation,
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Wells Fargo Combined Statement of Accounts

Primary account number: m August1, 2011 - August 31,2011 w Pagetof7
Redacted Due To
Infornation.
Fa.-(l:. ls Qutside of
*‘-‘2‘,;3-'? 353;‘ Questlons?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Avallable by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
NILOOFAR F ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-888-3557)
PO BOX 927674 TTY: 1-800-877-4833 :
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 En espafiol: 1-877-727-2032 TTY1\-888-365-6052
1R 1.800-288-2288 (6 am lo 7 pm PT, M-F)
Online: wellsfargo.com
Wrile: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (825)
P.O, Box 6895
Porlland, OR 97228-6395
You and Wells Fargo Account options

Thank you for belng & Wells Fargo customer. We appraciate your business and
understand that you are enirusling us with your banking needs. Let us assist you
In finding the right accounts and services lo help you reach your financial goals,
Ploass visH us oniine at wellsfargo,com, call us al the humber st the lop of your
slatement, or visil any Wells Fargo slore - we'd love to hear from youl

A ohock merk In the box Indlealss you have these
cohvenient services with your eccounl, Go lo
welisfargo,com or call the humber above f you have
questions or If yout wouid Uke lo add new services.

Onlina Banking Direot Deposit (B

Cnline Blll Pay Rewands Program A
OnineStatements  [/]  Auto TransferPayment  [/]
Mobile Banking D Overdralt Proteotion m
MySpendng Reporl  [/] Debit Card

Overdralt Service O

IMPORTANT ACCOUNT INFORMATION

Effectlva Octobar 3, 2011, the Overdraft Prolection Transfet/Advance fee from a finked Line of Credlt will be $12.50 per advance psr
day. If your eligibla Line of Credit Is providing Overdraft Protection to any of the following PMA checking accounts, the advance fee will
conlinue lo be walved: PMA Prime Checking, PMA Premier Checking, PMA Money Marke! Checking, or & PMA Checking.

Please refar o your Consumer Acoounl Fee and Informalion Schedutle for addittanal lnformalion regarding the accounts that are

eligible to provide Overdraft Proteation for your checking sccount,

{825) Ina =34
Shonl Soq = 0008163
Shast 00001 of 00004
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G REZA ZANDIAN JAZY For 24-Hour Cuslomer Sarvice Call!

Account No, 76 760 1-800-046-2528
. 71235 WELLS Wo asoopt Telscommunloations Relsy Servics
: FARGO cafie,
See baok for impertant informalion Wells Fargo Onfine®: wefizfargo.com
sbout your acoount.,
Floass nate thal caliing Wil nof praserve your Bling
FRighls. ¥ you prefar to wils, sss back for addresa,
PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT
ACCOUNT SUMMARIES E R
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNRT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credi Limit $8600.00 Frevious Belance $8,17751 New Balance $7,037.86
Avatiable Credil $85200 Payments/Cradila $328.00 Minlnvum Payment Dus. $153.00
Sialsmeni Closing Dale Augue! 20, 2013  Advances/Olher Aclivity $0.00 Payment Due Pale Seplembar 14, 2013
Feas Cherged $0.00
Intereat Charged ) $66.35
New Balanoa $7.937.68
Minimim Payment Warning: if you make enly the sminimum payment sach Lale Paymani Warning: If wa do not raceive your minimum
petiod, you wit pay more In Interast and X will take you longer io pay off your payment by the dale lislad above, you may have lopay uptoa
balanza, Fot axampla: $25.00 lats fes,
#f you make no . )
You will pay off the And you wh end up i
additional advancen on this
belance shown on this | paying an esimeted
socount and each month A Pnynn Requesl information:Belances Inofude unpald Interssl
you pay; sisteman I sbo: el of: , and ofhar unpald fees and charges, The Naw Balsnce
ewed s miapayollamwnl Please, contact Cuslomer Sarvice
°"'V,:"a;':"‘a‘&"““"‘ 24y $18,625 20 1-800-046-2825 for an azcurata payoll ,
$9,561
$268 3ysaie (Savings = $7.074) |
| H you woutd e Inlormaﬂon lbm.n eredlt colinsuling serviess, refor to!
v s ) pp dhim of oa 677-285-2108,
TRANSACTIONS
PostDele Trans Date Reference - Desoription Amount
o7/27 0727 Po0oB1006HOABXNQDS  ONLINE PAYMENT - $32000
FEES .
TOYAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
08720 08/20 Inleyest Cherged on Advances $96.36
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIB PERIOD $88.35°
2013 Totals Vear-to-Date
Total fses charged in 2013 $75.00
Tolat Inferost charged in 2013 $672.25
INTEREST CHARGE CALCULATION

YOU MAY PAY YOUR BALANGE IN FULL AT ANY TIME.
YOUR ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE {APR) IS THE ANNUALINTEREST RATE ON YOUR ACGOUNT.

Annusl Parcentage Belancs Subjaot o
Type of Balance Falo (APR) Inlerest Rate interest Charged
ADVANCES 12.50% (v} $7,081,08 $88.35

Nolos: Eea raverse slds lorlnpcrhnlhlormnﬂmlbﬂﬂyow acoount. s
5586 Ys6 1 13 llom2t & BAGE 1 of 2 10 3081 760 P60 CLMESSSE

Datach ehd mall with check payable o Wells Fargo.

Ascotint Ne, 159760
Print address/phona ohanges balow: Now Balanne $703788
Minimum Psymanl Due $153.00
Fayment Dus Date Sapismbar 14, 2013
Hame { ) Payment Enclased [s ]
0761235976000000153000000793786
Q REZA ZANDIAN JAZ
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVIOES' vsa PO BOX 927674
FO BOX 30007 i 18 8AN DIEGO OA 021027674

LOS ANGELES GA 80030-0067 | _ I"ll|Il“l‘l"“|ll||"|“|l|l|l“lIllll‘llll“'lp'l“llllllll[l
I ||l||||||||||n||ll|||||||||“"lllpt||||l||l|||p||||l 1K -
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REDE Pege 2 of 70

Wells Fargo Money Market Savings™

Account nure ‘6971 wm Seplember 1, 2013 - Septerabet 30,2013 m Pagaiof3
‘i.

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Avalieble by phone 24 hours a day, 7 dayse week: r
ALBORZ ZARDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557) ¢
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-500-677-4833
PO BOX 927674 _ Enespafiol: 18777212032 ,
SAN DIEGO CA 62192-7674 85 1a00208-2208 (6emto7 pmPT, M)

1 e

Onlins: welisfarga.com
Wilte: Wells Farge Benk, N.A. (114)

P.O. Box 6885 .
Portiand, OR 872288095 .
You and Wells Fargo
Theank you for baing a Joyal Wella Fargo customear. We value your trust in o company end look forward % continuing o gerve you with :
your financlol nosds, :
Activity summary : Account v 8971
Begfinning befenca on 6/ $122% GREZ:ZZ::DIM:I”M
Deposke/Addiions 7501 ALBO :
U e o o st e iy :‘
[ e 8 ap, 4
Ending halance on /30 $147.30 For Diract ond Payments uss ;
Routing Numbar (RN} 121042832 .
Interest summary
intarest peld thia etetement $0.01
Average oolacted batance $11229
Annual percontage ylekl samned a11%
Intareot earned this stetoment pariod $0.01
Intarest pald this year .13
i
(114
Shest Saq = 0075026
Ehoet 00001 of OD00Z
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Astount nun 720 m Seplernber7, 2013- Oclaber4,2013 w Page1of4

REDE Page 2 of 91

Questions?
Avallable by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days & week:

3 REZA ZANDIAN JAZ|
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (2-800-569-3557)
MILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZAN_DIAN TTY: $-600-677-4833
POBOX 927674 Enespahal: 4-877-727-2832
Onine: weligfargo.com
Wike: Wells FargsBank, N.A, (114)
P.0. Box 0985
Portiand, OR 87228-5805
You and Wells Fargo Account optlons

Thank you for belng & loya! Wells Fargo custamer, We velus yourirustin our
oompany and look forward fo continuing fo serve you with your financial needs.

A check mark in the box Indicaley you heve these
convanfent senvices wiih your acsount. Gat
wulsforgo.oom o call the numberebove i yoit have
questions or [t you woukd e t aiid now sewices.

Onbop Bankng (7] Diect Depost O
Onde BBl Pay Adlo Tronster/Payment [
Orilna Statemerts Ovardralt Protscion
Moble Banking [/ Debkt card
My Spendiog Report Owrdralt8avis [
You could go o Super Bawl XLVII In MVALY, cotxtesy of Visat
Lsam more by visting welsfago.comiooball
No purchase or dbligation necessary to snter of Win.
Activity summary Accound uimtx 5920
Begirning balance on &7 514.51 ﬁm Rizl:z ZA;NB:A“!NAZI
DeposiefAddions o0 RILOOFAR FOUGHAN! ZANDIAN
Withdeawaly/Suiractiong - 1200
o " Y] Calbmba accoust! ems and condiions apply
Ending beluice on For Divact Depos end Astoimetic Peymeris 198
Routig Number {RTN): 121042682
Overdraft Protection

Your aocount is fnked toths toliowing for Ovardralt Protactan:
H Savings - 000002881476571 .
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WELLS FARGO WELLLS
VISA Accwant Numbar Ending fa 7470 Feo
ceawl Nus

Slalement Milng Perlod 20241 e 1oy B
Pagetof2

Balance dummary R s

ot $TRE | 1Y fo HanoafBpaveh bopkecs 14004192265

— Otter Ciedis Oulsids the U8 Call Coliert HI24287800

+ sk Ad . Wabs Farge Online®; wilstugo.gom

+ Purdmaes, Balincs Trnsles &

Othar Chasges Send General Ingirias T

+ Fous Obarged

+ b o d rom1m1.nnmnlma

» New Selente .

Toua] Cra<t| Limil Yolal Avalabls Credx

Pxymant Information '

New Balanes

Malmum Paymsnt

Faymani Dys Dxla

Wolls Farge Rawards® Program Surmmary
Rwwarde Eslance as ofs

The Rewards Balsnae | lor Rawards 10 uwo:zosw

This belance may bs faclsaive of other aontrbuting Rews:

rds aoovunls. For up-lo-dute Hawards

alanae information, or more ways

10 satn and fecisem your fetvards, visk MyWelsFargeRewsrde.oom orosfl I-l77—5t7 -1368,

Tranaactions

Frans  Posi Rofapence Number Dasciptien Credits Charger
Payments ’ )

1048 10708 T4483Z930A58041V ONUNE PAYMENT w0

R 1022 TdaN2s80ALIezs BRANGH PAYMENT DASH REF) DZE2ANEYTN 140000

Other Gredits

1Mt (N2 Fassionse000ALoe REFUND OF LATE FEES 2500

; s Bl T & Other Gharges

Fees Charged

TOTAL FEZS CHARGED FOR THI9 PERIOD

Redacted Dos To
Infarantion

| Falls Outaida of
the Scopa of

the Order

NOTIOE; SEE AEVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCGUNT

3546 =i U e ez Lt 3
Acesunt Number “ro
New Belance

Uirlnum Peymest

Pxyment Duu Date

Rebitgygietagfsfpsbol2t by Hsshsocep{ gty hih bl
WELLS FARGO DARD SERVICES

PO BOX 80088

106 ANGELES 0A §0030-0088

fot addrans

20 B2 AHA R49 BLITILSE

027674
l“Ill'll"ll"lllll“'l'||l|'|'"""“||'l'l"l'|'||"l'||l'||

#hene numbal soeoken,
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For 24-Hour Cuslomer Service Cak:

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZL 1-800.p48.2528
Account N w760
° WELLS Wa ancepi Tekecommurioalions Relay Sstvica
FARGO oels,
See back for imporlant information Wealls Fargo Online®; welislazgo.com
abotit your ascount,
Flsass note the] calling will no! presarve your Biling
Rights. ¥ you prefar lo wrils, aee back for address,
ACCOUNT SUMMARIES PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY . ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
CredR Limk $8,50000 Previoun Balance $8,04351 New Balance $6,148.04
Aval¥able Credil $361,00 Paymonta/Credils ~$363.00 Miimum Payment Due $177.00
Elatemsn! Cloalng Date Oclabar 20,2013 Advances/Other Aolvity $340,00 Psymeni Due Date November 14, 2013
Feos Charged . $25.00
Inlerast Charged $33.53
New Bslanos $8,148.04
Mintmum Prymsnt Warning: if you make enly the minkwim paymen! each Lule Payment Warning: if we do nol recelve your minimum
pariod, you will pay mors In Interest and & wifi take you bnanr I pay off your paymentky the dale Ssled ebove, yott may havelopayuploa
balance, For exampla; $25.00 lals fos,
1l you make no . Youwlt :
pay off the And you wilf end Up
addlonal ecbvanoes on s | 1, janoy shownonhis | paying an estmated
acoound and u?h monih slatement b about: i Tolal of: Payofi Request Informatlon:Baleross hclude unpald Interest
you pay: . ohargen, and ciher unpeld feas and charges, The New Balance
only tha mirdum T ewed |5 not & payoll amotil. Pleas@, conlaot Customer 8ervios
ypaymanl 24 yoars | #1708t al 1-800-046-2626 for an socurate payoll
. ]
$272 3 years (Savings = $7,272)
¥ you would llko Inlormnuon abuul oredlt counseling services, refer to:
WWW.Usdo)g apopa/ocde/oo_mpprovadhim of oall 677-265-2108.
TRANSACTIONS
Post Dsla Trane Dale  Relerence Description ) Amount
1017 o7 Pe08100520A0278DA ONLINE PAYMENT $163.00
10/18 foris P§08100830ASGGTIE ONLINE ADVANCE $190.00
10/18 o/t Poosioos3oapiHodH  ONLINE ADVANCE $160.00
io/ie 1018 P90B1009M0ARBHTET ONLINE PAYMENT $200,00 '
FEES
10114 10714 LATE FEE $26.00
TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD i © §26.00
INTEREST CHARQED
10/20 10720 Inlerest Charged on Advances $83.53
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $83.63
2013 Talala Year-lo-Dale
Tolal fees charged In 2013 $125.00
Jola! bntarasi charged In 2012 $838.43

Noflice: Eee reverse side hrinpormn fniormalich ebout your acceunL
3536 b 1 3 13 131020 © PAGE ) of 2 10 081 7610 P50 ©CABRSING

Dotach and mell with check payable k> Wells Farge,

Ascount No, “5a760

Print addresa/phens changas balow; New Balsice Yy
B Mintmitm Payment Due . $177.00

Payment Dus Daie November 14, 2013
Home { ) Payment Enclosed E J
0761235976000000177010-0000814804

@ REZA ZANDIAN JAZ)

WELLS FARGO OARD SERVICES vs@ PO BOX 077674
PO BOX 80087 ™ BAN DIEGO CA 21927674

LOE ANGELES CA 90030-0057 LTI R R AU LTTUIRIE OV e T
T O T e __
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WELLS FARGO
TARG
VISA Accound Number Ending in 7470 -

Statement Effing Pariod £3/12/2043 to 84Ho/2013
Pega3ol3
Balance Summal
Pravious Balance v $1,546.00 | 24-How Cuslomer Saivics: 1-800-842-4720
~ Payments szist6 TTY for Headng/Spesch tmpelred: 1-800-419-2285
ﬂ eredls . t000 | Outaide e Us Call Cofeot 1-225-828-7600
: Oash Advanges $0.00 Wells Fargo Online®: welafargo.com
+ Puchasss, Baknce Transfers & $2872.67
Othey Chairges Ssnd General inqulries To
+ FeasGharged 40.00 | PO Box 10347, Das Molnss IA, 50306-0347
+ Interest Charged $40.34
= Now Palance : $3pd284
Tolsl Credit Limit $3800  Tolal Avaliable Oredit $0
Payment Information
: N-wy:‘im:l $3,84284  Send Paymonls To:
' Minimin Peyment s7o00 PO Box 0088, Los Angeles CA, $0030-0088
i Ovarkmil Amount b4
Tolal Amount Duss $121.84
Payment Due Dale a6/06/2013

i Lale Payment Wamingn i we do not recalve yeur Mintmum Payment by 06/05/2013, Yo may have lo pay alale fee up to $35,
Minimum Paymant Warning: 1! you maka only the minkmum payment each period; you wi pay miore In Intarest end k wi take you longer 1o pay oft your

“balance, For stampls:
¥ you make no addiffonal charges using | You will pay off the New Balance shown an And you will snd up paying an
this card and each month you pay u, {his stelemant In about .. astimaled tatal of ...
Only the minimum payment 19 years 7,877

$133 dyears (Savln::g;:, 105)

| you would ks Information about credit g services, refoc o ustdo]. goviustiec/tapepalecdelce_spproved.him or call
1-977-265-2108,
Important Information

YOUR BALANCE EXCEEDS YOUR CREDIT LIMIT, CALL §-800-546-8584 OR VISV
WELLSFARGO.COM TO MAKE A PAYMENT, THIS IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT
AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE,

Wells Fargo Rewards® Program Summary

Rewards Previous Balance: 67,768
Polnis Earned; 2573
Earn More Mall® Bonus Polnts: [}
Polints Redesmed; [

Tols! Avalable Points: 70,144

Wo oller more rewards cholcas to you oan choose
a reward that sulls your slyle. Youtl Ind glit cards,
cash tewards, Iravel, merchiandise and evan
charltable contifouiions,
Track your poinis balence or gat more mformation st
www.WellsFargoRwwards.com or by oafling 1-877-517-1358,

NOTIOE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR AGGOUNT Conlinusd  \m
£ ™a 1 76 130400 orseC Lef 3 10 3583 000 mG43 OloFSSYs

Detach and malf with check paysbis o Waks Fargo

Account Numbar 7470
Now Balerca $a,24284
Mnimum Paymen! $79.00
Overlimit Amount $4204 174709
Tolal Amourd Due $121.84 YKG 4
Paymani Due Dale o5/o5/2013
Amount
Enclosed
QARJIAY
: Hood Wl BRDtofy gty gl ol 001 PO POX 927874
WELLS FARGO CARD S_EHVIGEB . AN DIEGO OA 52192-7874
{06 RNGELES CA sois00088 - Mt e e g

m Cheok hets snd ses ravarse for eddress and/or phone nimiber casreoton,
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INPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCOUNT
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WELLS FARGO
FARGO
VIsA Account Numbar Ending In 7470
Stalement Blliing Period 03/4212043 1o 84/16/2043
Page 20l3

‘Transactlons
Trans  Posl Refsrance Number Description Charges
Payments
o¥is 048 744854220048 164K2 ONLINE PAYMENT
cY30 0320 7448542250A8XS4KK  ONLINE PAYMENT
OMX0 (S0  7448542080ABXSEY _ ONLINE PAYMENT

TOTAL PAYMENTS FOR THIS PERIOD
Purchases, Balance Transfers & Other Charges
oVl o2 244272328 MB170T7 MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA 108
ol ovi2 243160527FYPELEPW  SHELL OIL 57442720003 IRVINE CA 67.38
o1l oan2 244273328LYJ0M26Q MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IRVIN IRVINE 0A 1442
od N2 244272327LMBBICAYA MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE GA 586
o] o¥i2 244272327UMSBKATX MOTHEPR'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 388
ol owi2 2444500276583V 00 AUTO RENTALNEWFORT BEAGH GA ! 15.44
oy 02 24445002755B39K0E 00 AUTO RENTAL NEWPORT BEACH CA 138.06
ovi2  ovi2 244279027TLYI3YKHT  MOTHER'S MARKET AK IRVINE CA i 116
o2 a2 2445739270YJ9Z278 MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IAVIN JRVINE CA 1 1442
oV oIS 24224432931TGHEMR  PANINI CAFE-IRVINE IRVINE OA ! 10,76
03/1a 0313 244272520LYJ4HGRE  MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE OA 1442
0318  0Y/13 2442722328LYJH4ANT MOTHER'S MARKET &K IRVINE CA 440
03/13 013 244273328LYJ4HaPa MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 048
0413 OW1IS £449328288R3064D3 HEN HOUSE GRILL IRVINE OA 14.03
0314 O0Ni4 244273320LYJ64DX MOTHER'S KITCHENHRVIN IRVINE CA 425
[T 244272329LYU642GB MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA A28
o4 oNH4 24431062361BOWKTD  JOHN PETERLEELTD  702-382-4044 NV 760,00
03414 0314 24446002A007VYMWY  WHOLEFDS JAM 10231 TUSTIN OA 1069
o034 0314 24445002A2H6MBZN  MARSHALLS #0558 [RVINE CA 17.20
M8 QN1 24316082BFYRS44S3  SHELL OIL 67442723009 IRVINE OA 7055
0346 036 24427332AL YIGREBS MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA 488
015 06 24445002800913DH8 WHOLEFDS JAM 10231 TUSTIN OA 2048
0315  oyiE 244467 12ABPLAG0SE RALPHS #0080 IRVINE CA 16.09
03/{6 03/16 2442733281 YISZIMD MOTHER'S KITOHEN-IRVIN IRVINE OA 969
o318 ovis 24431062Q8A843DY3  OHIPOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEACH CA 172
03/16  oVts 2444571208PNLXQ3B  RALPHS #0080 IRVINE CA 4152
03HT 037 24402082Q8820PFZV  HEN HOUSE GRILL IRVINE OA 2450
c3i8  0d{a 24427332DLYJIFT2R MOTHER'S KITQHEN-IRVIN IRVINE OA 16.72
oa/ie 0318 244450026007HMFBY  WHOLEFDS JAM 10231 TUSTIN CA 248
o9 0319 24184052FB01A0416 EXXONMOBIL 87616288 IRVINE CA 270
0319 0319 24427332ELY 2L AW MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 389
0346 0346 24445002F2XFYEV2Y WHOLESOME CHOICE MARKET IRVINE CA j8.d2
0320 0320 24184072F2 RTISKN TARGET 00003388 JRVINE CA 1241
03/20 0320 24224432G91TBE2BQ  PANINI CAFE-JRVINE IRVINE OA 10.76
0320 03RO 24823042FQTFVZOPK  FLETOHER JONES MOTORCA NEWPORT BEACH OA 324.24
03/20 QX 24427332FLYJ4FYAM MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA . 84,57
0320 0320 24427332RLYJAFZBT MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 289
0320 0320 24427332FLYMGQPK  MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE OA 1447
oaf21 0¥ 24164072G0HQ2BYSF  ENTERPRISE RENT-A-CAR NEWFORT BEACH CA 8486
0321 Qalzt 24427332GLY0XJEA  MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA : ase
032 i 24431082HBAS1AFDY  GHIPOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEAGH CA 72
0322 oYz 24224492001 T8SDBT PANIN| GAFE-IRVINE JRVINE CA 1075
vz o2 24427332HLYJEBHDA "MOTHER'S MARKET & KTRVINE TA 4.83
03/22 0322 24445002J2XJBATYY WHOLESOME CHOICE MARKET JIRVINE CA 294
0323 0328 24224492K00WASFWR  COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH OA 426
0324 0324 £24427332KLYJOEWSES MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE OA 103,49
o324 oakd 24427332KLYJOFSTG MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE CA 14.47
0324 0324 24445002L2XEV4QY7 IN-N-OUT BURGER #133 BANTA ANA CA 6.18
0326 3R6 24224432M3{TSQIXV  PANINI CAFE-RVINE IRVINE GA 1a
025 0326 24421082MS09S9TDY ~ OHIPOTLE 0805 SANTA ANA CA 7.24
0326 0a/28 24316062NFYPBQ73B  SHELL OIL 67442723003 IAVINE CA 6887
cifes 0328 24427222MLYJ4D4Q2  MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE 0A 972
0328 oA 24427332MLYJ4QSTP MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA 10.81
oz 0328 24431082N50658TV8 OHIPOTLE 0808 SANTA ANA QA 8.2
cazy  oar? 24015382PO1LPPS7E CALIFORNIA FISH GRILL #2 RVINE CA [X4]
ool ool 24164072VMBORRISH  PETCO 620 63506204 NEWPORT BEACH OA 18.35
o401 o401 24224432WS1TEQIRE  PANINI CAFE-IRVINE IRVINE CA 12,00
o401 0401 24427332VLYJA1AS8 MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE 0A B
040 oot 24427332VLY 4 INHA MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IRVIN IRVINE OA 7.00
o401 odt 24427332VLY 41828 MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE OA 5.5
0402 04002 24120422X2048WDWA  GULVER AUTO BPA IHVINE GA 12.00
o2 0402 24224432X31 TETHN FANINI GAFE-IRVINE RVINE OA 1200
o402 0402 24427232WLYJA2HAT MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IRVIN JRVINE CA 7.00
D4d2 0402 24427332WLYJ42207 MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 543
0402 0402 24765012X6VEX8IMR  CROWN ACE HARDWARE IRVINE OA 16.00
0403  odps 24071052%4KOTOSMF FREGH GRILLER - SANTA SANTAANA CA .48
04/03  odn3 20427335XLYJMBZQW  MOTHER'S MARKET & K {RVINE CA 488
0404 0404 24071052Y4I8DBWLA __FRESH GAILLER - SANTA SANTAANA GA 11.44

TOTAL PURCHASES, BALANCE TRANSFERS & OTHER CHARGES FOR THIS PERIOD 32,372,687
Fees Charged

YOTAL FEES CHARGED FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00

55%6 o
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WELLS FARGO
TARGO
VISA Accomt Number Ending In 7470
Statement Blifing Perlod 03412/2043 to 04/10/2043
Pega 30l3 .
Transactlons (Continued...)
Trans  Post Reference Number Description Cradits Chargss
Intarest Charged .
INTEREST CHARGE ON PURCHASES d0.04
INTEREST CHARGE ON CAGH ADVANCES ©.00
TOTAL INTEREST CHARGED FOR THIS PERIOD $40.04
2013 Totals Year4a-Date
TOTAL FEES OHARGED [N 2040 . sg::g
TOTAL INTEREST CHARGED IN 2013 - $iz8,

Interest Charge Calculation
Your Annual Parcentage Rate (APR) Is tha annual Interest rafe on your accounl.

! Days In '
Typa of Batance -l B - i BMng | imerestchage
. 'cle
PUROHASES 14.65% $1.351.98 0 $40.34
CASH ADVANCES 20,95% $0.00 20 $0.00
Wells Fargo News
. Have you( recelved a {ax refund?
Walle Fargo wenls fo lalk with you ebout payment oplions that are avelioble, Fleasa oall 1-800-842-4720,
Get more out of your card wELLS
TFARGO

without leaving your chair

Check out the online Credit Card Service Center today

Now you can manage your Wells Fargo® Credit Card 24/7.

Sign on to Wells Fargo Online® at wellsfargo.com/creditcard,

With just a few elicks, you can
+ Pay your credit card bill
+ Switch to online-only statements
+ Have ongoing bills paid with your card
+ Add credit card features like Rapid Alerts!
+ Request additional cards
+ Put a picture on your eredit card?
+ Track your expenses — and much more

It’s that simple. See for yourself, today.

38arvica providar fass may apply. ?Wella Fargo maerves the right to deny cartatn images.

© 2012 Wolls Targo Bank, N.A, All ights reaerved. Member FDIC, EOG 703665

596 YRG 1

7 6§ 130410 ¢
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WELLS FARGO
. . TARGOD
VISA Account Number . Ending In 7470
Statement Blifing Parlod osmmﬂ fo 101112011
Pagstof4
ce S|

B?m B:ma &4 $a00811 | 24-Hour Customer Sarvice: 1-800-842-4720
— Payments t54sas0 | 1TV for Haating/Spsach knpalred: 1-800-418-2265

og:“" odi e107.20 | Oblskde the LIS Oall Caflect 1-926-626-7600
. cuhrzvan:eu so00 | Well Fergo Onlned: wallsfargo.com
4+ Purchases, Balancs Translars & $4,445,18 |

Cther Oharges Send General inquitles To;
+ nferedt Charged gy | O S 10347 s ohesin, Sos0s 05
+ Interest Cherge 2
w New Baisroa $1.873.14
Tolsl Gradit Limit $2900  Tolal Avellable OredR $1,004
Payment Information
Now Belance $1,07444  Sund Payments To:
Minlmum Beymant ciogo PO Bex30098, Los Angeles GA, 80030-0026
Payment Dua Dale 11052011

Late Paymeant Wamning: I we do not racsive your Minimum Payment by 11/06/2011, you mey hava lo pay a lale fae up 10 $35,
Minfmum Payment Wamlng'. 11 you maka only the minimum paymsnt each period, youwll pay more In Infeiest and )t witl lake Yot longar o pay off your

balancs, Fer s
B you make no :ddlllnnal chazges using | You wih pay eif the New Balanae shown on And you will end up paying an

this eard snd each month you pay .. {his statement In about .., estimated total of ..,
Only the minimumn payment 14 years $9,608
$2226

465 Syeurs [ e
I yotl voukd ke ifarmalion aboul oredit aotnsaking Talof to Wwwiiisdo), Teofhapcpalocdelec_approvad.him of cal
1-377-266-2408, .
Important Information

REVISED AGREEMENT FOR ONLINE BANKING
WEVE UPDATED OUR ONLINE ACOESS AGREEMENT,
TO SEE WHAT HAS GHANGED, PLEABE VISIT WWW. WELLSFARGO.COMONLINEUPDATES

EFFEOTIVE NOVEMBER 1, 2011, THE PLAN ADMINISTRATOR FOR TRAVEL ACCIDENT INSURANGE COVERAGE,
PROVIDED ON ALL FLIGHTS AND OTHER COMMON OARRIER TRAVEL CHARGED TO YOUR WELLS FARGO
CREDIT CARD, HAS CHANGED TO CBSI. GONTACT 1-800-842-4720 TO OBTAIN FURTHER DETAILS,

Wells Farge Rewards® Program Summary

Rewards Previous Balance:
Pelnls Earned;

Eatn More Mall® Bonus Polnls:
Bonus Polnis Earnad;

Tolal Avaliable Polnfs:

28,480
433
o

(]

83,468

NOTICE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR BPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCOUNT
L1011 ¢

396 ke 1 7

Wa offer moss rewards choleas 8o you can choose
a roward that sulls your styls, You'l fird giit osrds,
cash fewards, travel, merchandise and even
charltable conlribulions,
Ttack your polnla balancs or gel mare informallon et
www.WellsFargoRswards.com or by caling 1-877-517-1358,

Delach and malt with chack payable fo Wells Fargo

Acoount Numbar
New Balence
Minlmum Payment
Peyment Dus Dale

llln|l|l|||"|||u|""|||||||||||lln||]|||l|||"|v||l||m||||

WELLS FARGO OARD SERVICES
PO BOX 0088
1.0S ANGELES OA 80030-0086

Continted

PAGE 1 of 4 10 5503 2000 M04® o1mesase
1470
$1,873.14
$19.00
1152011
YKa 4
Amount
Enclosed

GRIAZ
PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO OA 821027674

lun||"lqlm[l||||l|||||||l||l||||||l|l‘lnmlr|||||[II|||I|

[:j Chak hore and sas reveras fay addrest andir phane number carracion.
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MSPORYVANT INFORMATION AWOUT YOUR ACCOUNT
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WELLS FARGO WELLS
FARGO
VISA Account Number Ending In 7470
Statemient Eifing Perlod 98/10/2011 {o 1071172011
Page20f 4
Transactions
Trans Ppst Refarance Number Description Credils Charges
Payments
os/28 09428 74465426R0ABGFYKH  BRANCH FPAYMENT CHECK REFNF DZEMQR4B47 e46.91
Qa8 09/28 74465428G0ABGFYMB  BRANCH PAYMENT CHECK REFN DZEMQR4B47 o.1a
028 DB/28 74485428G0ABGFYMY  BRANOH PAYMENT OHEOK REF¥ DZEMQR4B4? 22,82
oorRe  09/2e T74465428G0ABILAA ONLINE PAYMENT 3,000,00
1004 10004 7446542BNOABMAWY]  ONLINE PAYMENT 1,500.00
TOTAL PAVMENTS FOR THIS PERIOD $8488.00 |
i
Other Credits
095 0916 741640783AAYMESYP  STARBUCKS CORP001401858 NEWPORT BEACH CA 225
os/is  60He 7444574872 XE4J2RH OFFICE DEPOT #8681 IRVINE CA 104.98
$107.23

5596

TOTAL OTHER CREDITS FOR THIS PERIOD
Purchases, Balance Transfers & Other Charges

R0
0a/10
09/10
ow/10

24810747WWGNM40A3
24316057WFYRMAYVD
24427337 WLMBBNAFO
24735937TWOREIYVMAR
24071057Y4KAOMOTH
24427337 XLMSBLXEW
24766427 ZMATZQZEM
24427337YLMAAB 107
24736937Z0GAABL70
24224437ZIVVVYB2Q
24391 217YS0ASGIYK
24431067285 KIAMKX
2444574722XD2KAHZ
244273380LMEXANL
244273380LMEEXAWR
2443108808AS13QEN
24882167Z00RASETP
24316058 1FYPXHEQT
2431606B1FYR4STAA
244273381 LMS7HDKE
24427388 1LMSTHNWM
2476542014E8Y44B
24210798200QTMEAS
24254438227 YGKYAM
24452080 18BIOPANW
2407105824K826M)8
241840783AAYMESYB
244272I8AVIAXATY
£44273083LMTYTSAT
244273383 MIRIHGY
2443108838AS13F2V
2476542804PDNI4EA
241840784 AAZ0Q2XT
24224438430W4PDM
244251084GVD7IXFS
244273204 LMBQ4LSE
24431058408 382PH
24048038400552G18
242107386600 TMFaM
244773384LYJQLPXS
244273385 MBAST2H
24431068505JSB3SS
244450088007J7N8S
24224498830VVE4Z
2443108862A813DIP
242107987€0QTMEQY
24224436790VVOQSK
243830100FYWPBS4D
24427338TUMTYP1KD
24224438922YETJBR
244grsasesiMe7areG
2476542884PFILAYA
247654284PFIMLGP
24224434830VWEYZA
2430137083DWMMIYS
244273308LYIANSW
24493580800113PAP
24892188800KTVZXH
24210708AB0QTMEZS
2431608SAFYRMBOES
24323018AFVWV25F0
24477390ALMRVIERF
244270905 YINII4E
2449198800BICEARY
24210798ARQTMORA
24210798Q80QTMFEW

1 7 6 10110

CHECKERED FLAG HAND CARWA IRVINE CA
SHELL OIL 67442723003 IRVINE CA

MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE OA

THE FLAME BROILER [RVINE OA

JAVIER'S ORYSTAL COVE NEWPORT COAST OA
MOTHERS MARKET & KIRVINE CA

UBC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE OA

THE FLAME BROILER JRVINE CA

COFFEE BEAN ETORE IRVINE OA

UCS PARKING DPT IRVINE OA

GHIPOTLE 1026 [RVINE OA

OFFICE DEPOT ¥381 IRVINE OA

MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA

MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE OA

CHIPOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEACH CA
COX'ORCOCOMPHEY  849-240-1212 OA
SHELL OIL 87442723000 [RVINE OA

SHELL OIL 67442725003 IRVINE OA

MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE OA

MOTHER'S XITCHEN-IRVIN IRVINE CA

80 HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE CA

COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH CA
HEN HOUSE @RLLIAVINE OA

FRESHI - THE BLUFFS NEWPORT BEACH CA
STARBUCKS CORP00140188 NEWPORT BEAOH CA
ALBERTSONS #8507 IRVINE OA

PANERA BREAD J4126 NEWPORT BEACH OA
MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IRVIN IRVINE CA
CHIFOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEACH CA

US0 HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES 0A
STARBUCKE CORP00140188 NEWPORT BEACH CA
COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH OA
IBUANDS RESTAURANT 204 NEWPORT BEACH CA
MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA

BRISTOL FARME I 12 €AN DIEGO CA

CHEVRON 00208578 SAN DIEGO CA

THE VEGGIE GRILLIRVINE CA

ALBERTSONS #6507 IRVINE OA

MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA

BRISTOL FARMS # 12 SAN DIEGO CA
POMODORO QUOINA ITALIANAS NEWPORT COAST OA
COFFEE REAN STORE NEWPORT BEAOH CA
OHIPOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEAOH CA

THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE CA

PANERA BREAD #4125 NEWPORT BEACH GA
COFFEE SEAN STORE IRVINE 0A

MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE CA

U280 HOSPITALITY RETALL FO LOS ANGELES CA
USO HOSPITAUTY METALL FO LO8 ANGELES OA
COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWFORT BEACH CA
PAIN DU MONDE RALBOA BALBOA CA
ALBERTSONS §8507 IRVINE CA

HEN HOUSE GRILLIRVINE OA

Amazen.com AMZN.COM/BILL WA

THE VEQGIE GRILL IRVINE OA

BHELL OlL, 87442723003 IRVINE CA

- GALIFORNIA PIZZA 038 IRVINE GA

MOTHER'S IGTGHEN-IRVIN IRVINE CA
ALBERTEONS #8507 IRVINE CA

HEN HOUSE GRILL IRVINE OA

THE VEQGIE GAILL RVINE CA

THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE CA

PAOE 2 of 4 19 S50 2080 A04S OLOPISYE



WELLS FARGO
TARGO
VISA Azcount Numbar Ending In 1470
Stateitent Bliing Period 081012011 {o 10/11/2011 .
Pagedold
Transactions (Continued...) .
Trans Past Reference Numbar Dascription Cradif{s Charges
Purchases, Balance Transfers & Other Charges
owizd  0s/24 2449108Q8AS13D2A  OHIPOTLE 1441 NEWPORT BEACH CA 165
oord o4 24751576261DKe3RP  YOGURTLAND UOIIRVINE CA 47
0925  O0/25 24210748DE0QTMFAH  THE VEGQIE GRILL IRVINE CA 1
ow2s  oaks 24324408D22Y0TQZ7  COFFEE BEAN STORE IRVINE CA 298
ed/es 0926 24427338DLMBIKEHE  MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 274
0905 0025  24427098DLMBIKRQ1  MOTHER'S KITOHEN-IRVIN IRVINE GA 0.85
0325 OH25  24427336DLMe1KRES  MOTHER'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE CA 1.5
098 @828 24071058E4KOTBACOW  NATIVE FOOO8 - COSTAM COSTAMESA CA 1282
0028 0/8 24427338DLYJ30A)8  MOTHER'S MARKET & KiRVINE CA 116
0s/28 0928 24431088EBAS1ADPY  CHIPOTLE §441 NEWPORT BEACH OA 0.69
coles  opi8 24761070E610K83AK  YOGURTLAND UGH IRVINE OA 142
odfe7 0027 24204438FPZYDDEE4  COFFEE BEAN STORE IRVINE CA 245
co/z7  oek7 24431058F05.)B5PON EINSTEIN BROS BAGELS2818 IAVINE GA 268
Gole7  09f27  24768428F3J9B580F 1/SC POPOVICH LOS ANGELES CA 4.83
dor7  estr 24765428FAETQX 181 USC HOSPITALITY RETAML FO LOS ANGELES OA 1148
go/2s  0ok28 24184078GBNFBFQNR  PAVILIONS STOR00019117 NEWPORT COAST CA 2367
0o/28  09/e8 24210738GE0QTMQAED  THE VEGGIE GRILLIRVINE ©A 9.84
og/28  0n/28 24224438Q2ZYDHTK2 ~ COFFEE BEAN STORE IAVINE CA 295
0328 09/28 24427038FLYJ2MRES  MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA 643
oaize  O9/2g 24916088HFYRLDORX  SHELL OIL 57442720003 IRVINE OA 65.80
00720 0029  2445733BGLYJ4GZVE  MOTHER'S KITCHEN-IRVIN IRVINE CA 8.65
08/e8 09N 24766420H4PHTNASK  USCHOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANQELES CA 2.50
08/30 00 24164078JAAZKATES  STARBUOKS CORP00140188 NEWPORT BEAGH CA 225
03/%0 0aja0 24316038JFYPMW24Y  SHELLOIL 67441695201 LAS VEGAS NV 7i.28
030 09k 24437088H8BIOXKWE  HEN HOUSE GRILL IRVINE CA 1078
00/20  09/30 2476542804PJAIBSR  USG HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA (Y]
.08/30 0940 247654204PJA2SOH  USC HOBPITAUTY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA 395
0340  03/30 24755428 J4PJAZI1R USC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA 8.8
foll 1004 24472808K9R6GS44H  EDDIEV'S WILDFISH NEWP NEWPORT BEACH CA 14.61
1001 1001 24482798KIDWMMSXN  DARYA RESTAURANT BANTAANA OA 776
1001 1001 24755420 MAE2PNSW  PELICAN HILL F 8 NEWPORT COAST OA 17.10
oz 10002 24065228K50MPYASP  BUFI MEDITERRANEAN CUISI SAN DIEGO CA (1R
fobz 1002 2410407eKZLR7YHZ7  TARGET 00024653 S8AN DIEGO GA €328
fo2  fol02 242§0738L60QTMDST  THE VEQGIE GAILL IRVINE €A 1174
1002 1002 242753381 S66M7P91 KOBA TOFU @RILL IRVINE CA 1292
1002 1002 24316058LFYPEBXSP  BHELL OIL 67442719001 SAN DIEGO OA 3461
jolo2  {okz 24493088L5HWEQFSK  TRADER JOE'S #020 QPFS LAJOLLA CA 30,69
10002 1002 247654281 3VEPLBHD  USC TROJAN GROUNDS LOS ANGELES CA 627
1003 1003 24026468N0190EILY LUFTHANSA 2208710085336 SAN JOSE CA NY 1,806.19
10/06/11 ZANDIANJAZVSHOLAM
1UAT SAN DIEGO WASHINGTON
2HT WASHINGTON FRANKFURT
SIHT FRANKFURT A
4148 1KA FRANKFURT
1003 003 24210738MB0QTMEIN  THE VEGQIE GRILLIRVINE CA 1174
10103 10/03 24916058MFYROTR7G  SHELL O 57442728402 ENGINITAS OA 187
1003 1003 24427938LLYJ3GY4Z  MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA 4008
1003  10/03 244272081 LYJ3HBZ0 MOTHER'S KITGHEN-LAVIN IRVINE CA 225
1003 10/03 2443108EMsBaXVE4T  OHIPOTLE 0045 LOS ANGELES CA 958
10003 1003 24TEE424MAPJZZIXQ  USO TROJAN GROUNDS LOS ANGELES OA 198
1003 10/s 2476E428MAPKO2G72  USC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA ase
10/04  1o/04 24164076NENFBHBIL  PAVILIONS STOR00018117 NEWPORT COAST CA . BGd8
10004 10004 2421073eN60QTMOVF  THE VEQQIE GRILL IRVINE OA 174
1004 10004 2431605aNFYPYESQE  BHELLOIL 67442723003 IRVINE CA 7019
1004 1604 24431068NaBAXVIME  CHIPOTLE 0945 LOS ANGELES CA o8
ialo4 1004 247664Z8NAPKTJRHE LSO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA wus
1005 10006 24445008P2XEE7D56  WHOLESOME OHOIOE MARKET JRVINE CA 261
1006 10005 24755426P4PKGTNGF  USC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA s.40
{ons  fane 24038218RKW302HPY  UNITED AIR 0164816712843 WASHINGTON DC 70.00
10/06/41 JAZVGR
1UAY XAA XAA
105 oA 24184078P1R2XONNW  NATIONAL GAR RENTAL DULLES VA 2866
1008 1008 24210708R60QTMES]  THE VEGGIE GRILL RVINE 0A 1174
1007 10007  24610438R03RZ1065  MARRIOTT 33745 DULLES ARP DULLES VA 21665
1oz toko? 247E5428VAEANRSPZ  USO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA (X
fo07 1007  24TES42MV4EANTOEN  USOHOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA 445
fos  1o/ks 24210728960QTMDX.  THE VEQGIE QRILLIRVINE CA 174
o8 1008 240160598FYRBYS®0  EHELL OIL 57442720008 IRVINE CA 5156
1008 o8 24785426VAEANPSSS  USO HOSPITALITY NETAIL FO LOS ANGELES 0A 758
{fooe 1005 24765428VAEANPNEE  USO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA )
o0 fo/0 2421073AWSOQTMEEX __THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE GA 1.4
TOTAL PURCHASES, BALANCE TRANSFERS & OTHER CHARGES FOR THIS PERIOD 444518
Fees Charged
TOTAL FEES CHARGED FOR THIS PERIGD $0.00
Continued Y}
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WELLS FARGO
TARGO i
VISA Account Number Ending in 7470 '

Statement Biliing Perlod 084612041 1o 407112011
Pagedold
‘Tranaactions (Continued...)
Trans  Post Referenca Number Description Cradiis Charges
Interest Charged :
INTEREST CHARGE ON PURCHASES 0.00 '
INTEREST GHARGE ON CASH ADVANCES 0.00 :
TOTAL INTEREST CHARGED FOR THIS PERIGD 30,00 |
2011 Totals Year-to-Date 3
TOTAL FEES CHARGED IN 2014 : ‘3&::
TOTAL INTEREST CHARGED IN 2011 . Ridd

!
j
Interest Charge Calculation I
Your Annual Psrcentage Rate (APR} s the annual htorest rale on yotir account, :

Deysin

Annual F tag bjuct {o
Type of Balance Rate (PR} Interest Rate Bliling Gycla Infarazt Charge
PURCHASES 1485% ' $0.00 82 $0,00

GASH ADVANCES 2880% : $0.00 82 $0.00

Fast. Informative. Free!
Wells Fargo* Rapid Alerts just got better

Recelve fast eredit card transactlon alerts dirsetly on your
mobile deviceor emafl

Wells Fargo Rapid Alerts is a free'service that lets you monttor your
Visa' credit card activity, track your epending, even help prevent fraud.
Here are just a few of the alerts you can aign up for:

+ Transactions over & certatn dollar amount

» Transactions mada outside the United States
+ Declined transactions

+ And morg,

Signup for Wells Fargo Rapid Alerts tod?'.
Visit hitps://www.wellsfargo.com/rapidalerts — it's easy and it's free!

1y sthe din ] C

G ;'h::{m“ b m‘ ‘wmﬁfnp.ﬂ"n!he'l-nhnqh-hnnph&knvhn ustomar la responalbla forany text,
Mot o] t e cvs Rlert depend ,:,.'1, .‘u::u ) "".u,“ _l__._.b.r vided by your
online servica providet Alorta anrvies s a vl all areay, Alerts regarding trans gascline may
ﬁdnhpnbu.momﬁdﬂkjmnluﬂéﬂhu-momw“.lﬂﬂqhunl-wnz etions et
©2011 Welle Faxgo Bank, N.A. AN rights reervad. 20591815
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WELLS FARGO
TAUGO
VIsA Acagunt Number Ending In 7470
8lalement BiMing Perlod 10122014 to 14140/2014
Paga{efd
alance Summal

B pI,::'bm Balanos i $1.872.14 24-Howr Customer Sarvica! 1-800-842-4720

sz'moo TTY for Hearing/Speech mpaliad: 1-800-419-2255
— Paymenté Oo0e | Cutek e US Gall Colet: 1-826-828-7600
N gﬂ'ﬂ:‘"’ §752 | et Fargo Onines: wellefargo.com
+ Purchasas, Balance Translers & $1,85401

Othar Chergas gend General inquiries To:

+ Fees Charged 4000 | pO Box 10347, Des Moines IA, 60308-0347
+ Inlerest Charged $0.08 .
= New Balance #1,820,62
Tolal Credt Limlt $2000  Total Avallable Credit 41,089
Payment Information
Ne}’ Balsnce $t,02062  Send Paymenis Ta: .
Minimurs Peyment Sioco PO Box 30088, Los Angolos GA, 80030-0086
Payment Due Dals 12/06/2011

Late Payment Warning: ¥ we do nl recalve your Minlmum Paymant by 12/05/2011, you may have lo pay e lats fas up to $35,
Minimum Payment Waming: H you make only ths minimum payment eaoh pariod, you wil pay more In Intatest and R wil kake you longar to pay off your

balanes. Fer exempls:
If you make no addillonsl charges using | You will pay off the New Balance shown on And you will end up paying an
A fhis card and each month you pay ... this statement in about .., aslimaled tatsl of ...
Only tha minimam payment 12 yeare $3478
$2,261
L Syears (Savinga of $1,217)
You would fike Information about eredk, counasling services, faler o werwiusdo]. goviusUsomapcpalcede/ce_approvedhiim of caff
1-877-285-2408.
Wells Fargo Rewards® Program Summary
Rewards Previous Bafanoa: 33,465
Polnls Earned: 1,948
Eam More Mati® Bonus Polnis: [}
Total Avaliable Poinls: a541a
We affer mare rewards chofces 6 you can chooze
afeward hat suks your siyls. You'll lind glit eards,
crzh rewsrds, iravel, merchandise and sven
chariizhie contribulions,
Track your palnls balance or got more Information at
waw.WelleFargoRawards.com or by odliing §-877-517-1353.
Transactlons
Trans  Post Refarence Number Description Cradils Charges
Payments
1102 1ip2 74485420K0ASFBHA1 ONUNE PAYMENT 1,000.00
1102 1103 TAAS5425L0ABHIIWD ONLINE PAYMENT 1,000.00
TOTAL PAYMENTS FOR THIS PERIOD $2,000.00
Other Cradits
for1e {09 7407105044Ka7LXY2 FRESHII - THE BLUFFS NEWPORT BEAGH GA 7.63
TOTAL OTHER CREDITS FOR THIS PERIOD $7.8
NOTICE; SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPOATANT INFORMATION ABOLIT YOUR ACCOUNT Conlipusd
8136 =a 17§ e FAGE 1 of 4 10 5383 2000 RO43 OLOPSSHE
Dslach and mall with chaalc payable lo Wells Fargo
Account Number 7470
New Balarce $1,02052
Minlmum Payment $19.00 0
Paymant Due Dale 12/05/2011 74707
yKa 4
Amaotint
Enclosed
i
QRJAZ,
spootg ooyt et tar b0 )yl gfeflanth gt PO BOX 927674
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVIOES SAN DIEGRO CA 92192.7674
B O R A 300300088 eS8l egag gl ot el ety e

[’3 Cheok hare and sse reverse for addreus sndior phone mumbsr estreation,
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WPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCOUNT
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WELLS FARGO
Aczount Number Ending In 7470
VIsA Statemant Bifling Parlod 4014212014 to $4r90/2041
Page20l4

Transactlons (Centinued...)
Tranx  Post

Raferance Number

Description

Purchasas, Balance Transfers & Other Charges

10/10
1040
111
111
/12
1042
142
12
ta1g
118
1033
10114

- 1014

10114
1o/14
1014
10114
10714
10116
10fie
1018
10718
10M7
o7
1017
toHe
10418
1018
1o/fe

10/18
10/19
1049
10/19

3336

10/{2
112
w2
wig
1042
1042
io/2
10/12
10/18
1is
1013
10/14
10714
10614
1014
1014
10414

1044

1018
10/48
10f1e
116
107
1017
107
to/18
tole
118
10/18

1o/is
et
10018
10118

USG HOSPITAUTY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA

24765428WAEBBBERY
24766420WAEBSQMPG  USO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
24210738s0QTMDTN  THE VEGGIE GRILLIAVINE CA
247TEG4ZOMEBHEDWS  USO HOSPITAUITY RETAIL FO LOS ANQELES OA
24071060X4KBQEFYX  FRESHII - THE BLUFFS NEWPORT BEACH OA
24071050X4K8QELSZ  FRESHH - THE BLUFFS NEWPORT BEAGH CA
24210736Y80QTMESA  THE YEQGIE GRILL IRVINE CA
24785426YAPMKFENS  USG HOBPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA
24210738Z60QTMDRS THE VEGQIE GRKL IRVINE CA
24427038YLYJDVIS  MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE CA
24785428Z4PMYPEAX.  USC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA
2407105014KS9EINY  JAVIER'S CRYSTAL GOVE NEWPORT COAST CA
24184078ZVADWFZE0  AMC TUBTIN 14 01004274 TUSTIN OA
24224435030W1DQ48  COFFEE BEAN STORE LOS ANGELES GA
24316080FYTKWOVX  SHELL OlL 57442723003 IRVINE OA
24427338ZLYJ63P10 MOTHER'S MARKET & K fAVINE CA
24427098ZLYJ840WW  MOTHER'S [ITOHEN-IRVIN IRVINE OA
2443108508B8XV4RR  CHIPOTLE 0945 LOS ANGELES GA
24210709160QTMESL,  THE VEQGIE GRILL JRVINE DA
242107302600 TMEGR  'THE VEGGIE GRILL [RVINE OA
oAd273562IM7ZXIOY  H MART IRVINE IRYINE CA
2442739552LMBIXWNE  SPROUTS FARMERS MAR IRVINE GA
24210735380QTMFOW  THE VEQGIE GRILLIRVINE CA
243912193602AEXAB UGt PARKING DFT IRVINE CA
2448270030DWMMP2E  THE S8PORTS OLUJBLA OO IRIVINE CA
24210735480QTMDTQ  THE VEQGIE GRILLIRVINE CA
2476642844EDKAYJF LSO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA
247E642344EDKQEMB  USC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
2006850D01ZaNX7E  LUFTHANGA 2208710085550 SAN JOSE OA NY
1111 ZANDIANIAZUGHOLAM
1148 A FRANKEURT
2LHS FRANKFURT PARIS
SUAT PARIS WASHINGTON
4UAT WASHINGTON SAN DIEQD
2410407058NFEMTKZ  PAVILIONS STORC0018117 NEWPORT COAST GA
24210739550QTMEQS  THE VEGQIE GRILLIRVINE OA
24270740402XVJ2ES RONPAUL 2012 PEC 976-2851998 TX
247170505GYWRTWIQ  AGENT FEE 8900581052388 OYRUS TRAVEL OA
10118414 ZANDIANJAZIGHO
©iXeY XAA XAQ
24210730560QTMDW1  THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE GA
2476542064EDEYDEE  CITY OF LA DOT PVB PBPHW 66-5816742 CA
2UTE6AZ0MPR2ISTT  USC HOSPITALTY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
24246519760T20MM1 COLDSTONE #1589 LOS ANGELES CA
243160557TFYTKVXHG  SHELL OIL 67442723003 IRVINE OA
2478642994EEW7VRZ USO HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA
24210739880QTMEFS THE VEQQIE GRIELIRVINE OA
24210790A80QTMDXY  THE VEQGIE GRELIRVINE CA
24224438530VRI72Y COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH CA
248921698006H4SV1 CALIFORNIA PIZZA 036 IRVINE CA
24210730AS0QTMAEE  THE VEGQIE GRILLIRVINE CA
24999000ABYKS52PF  PAYLESSSHOESOU00061089 IRVINE CA
244772199YI08MSZ  MOTHER'S MARKET & K IRVINE OA
245021690000Q8NHS  CALIFORNIA PIZZA 636 IRVINE CA
24184070BAAXDZYXK  STARBUCKS CORP00140096 IRVINE OA
24427358ALYJ3APQV  MOTHER'S MARKET & KIRVINE CA
24632169A00KXKINVT  CALIFORNIA PiZZA 616 JRVINE OA
24765420B4EFPLNXL.  UGC HOSPITALITY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
24765426B4EFPMLZ2  USO HOSPITAUTY RETAIL FO LOS ANGELES OA
24755425B4EFPMXLE  USC HOSPITALITY RETAL FO LOG ANGELES CA
2421670Q80QTMEZX  THE VEGQIE GRILL (RVINE GA
24210732Q50QTMG2N  THE VEQQIE GRILL IRVINE OA
£24961780B9AVPV2SS aoDADDY.COM 480-5080866 AZ
24427339GLMASYPA4  SPROUTS FARMERS MAR COSYA MEGA CA
2{862169B0ONSQVEE  COX'ORCOCOMPHSY  548-240-1212 CA
24210705D80QTMGEA THE VEQQIE GRRL IRVINE QA |
24118059DFYRDP4QS  EHELL OIL 57442723003 RVINE CA
24755420D4PSALWHA  USC HOSPITAUTY BETAIL FO LOS ANGELES CA
242{0799E6QTMEFL.  THE VEQGIE QRILL IRVINE CA
24224439F50VVD28T  COFFEE PEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH CA
24164070Q8NFBETMY  PAVILIONS STOR00812117 NEWPORT COAST OA
24210738G800TMEGW  THE VEQGIE GRILLIRVINE CA
24761870060RPTHOE  YOGURTLAND DIAMOND JAMBO IRVINE OA
24040039G00728)09 OHEVACH 00030716 SANTA MONIGA CA
24224420H0VMZAGL.  TENDEM GREENS - 3A SANTA MONIOA OA
24224495H30VNZEFK ~ COFFEE BEAN STORE SANTA MONIOA OA
2447339GLYJVFXE  MOTHEN'S KITCHEN-RVIN IRVINE OA
£444500aHHFOWZRXL X OFFIOE #OESOIRVINE CA
24812299H00KWESM  CITY OF M PARKING SANTA MONICA OA
24427090HLYJSGRZB - MOTHER'S KITOHEN-IRVIN IRVINE OA
24401069KeBEXVZRW  CHIPOTLE 0945 LOS ANGELES CA

M 2ot {
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M7
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LE
18,69
1447
12.%8
4.19
1200
2.26

ja83
880
395
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1.74
20.16
104,62
§08.22
14
4016
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WELLS FARGO WELLS
. TARGO
VISA Account Numbar Ending In 7470
Stutement Billing Perlod 101212041 to 11/§0/2011
Pagedold
Transactions (Continued...}
Trans Pos! Raferenae Numbar Description Cradils Charges
Purchases, Balance Transfers & Ofher Charges
1101 1101 24445000H2XDQWSIP  SPORTS OLUB-RVINE-O ¥826045-076-8400 OA 135,00
11 110t 2476542934PVMHIP1  USO HOSPITALITY RETA(L FO LOS ANGELES CA 856
1102 1102 24229689NLELOW{XH KAROON.COM LLG 212-316-1818 NY 4545
12 1102 24210796K60QTMDZ7  THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE CA 1
102 {12 24493980KGHWFESVY  TRADER JOES #111 QPS IRVINE CA 1688
1oz 1102 24765420J515V3SXY USC GASHIERS OFFICE LOS ANGELES CA 2600
11603 1108 24210733L60QTMFM THE VEGGIE QREL IRVINE CA 1207
113 11408 24248516L80T2JMMY  COLDSTONE #1585 LOS ANGELES OA 458
1103 1102 24602169K00TLXNZZ ~ AMAZON MKTPLACE PMTS AMZN.COMBILL WA 1285
104 1104 24210730M80QTMFVT  THE VEGGIE GRILL IRVINE OA 1174
1od 1104 24224436MaOVWBETL.  COFFEE BEAN STORE NEWPORT BEACH 0A 34395
105 11K6 24192043NS6sHB48K ,  GLENDON RESTAURANTS LOS ANGELES CA 544
TOTAL PURCHASES, BALANCE TRANSFERS & OTHER CHARGES FOR THIS PERIOD $1,054,84
'Fees Charged '
TOTAL FEES CHARGED FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
Interest Charged
INTEREST CHARGE ON PURGHASES 0.00
INTEREST OHARGE ON CASH ADVANGES 0.00
TOTAL INTEREST CHARGED FOR THIS PERIOD 30,00
2011 Totals Year-to-Date
TOTAL FEES CHARGED IN 2011 $8.05
TOTAL INTEREST GHARGED IN 2011 $21.85
Intsrest Charge Calculation
Your Anntal Parcentage Rate (APR) s the annual Inlerast rals on your account.
Annual Parcentage Balance Subject lo Daysin .
Typs of Balancs Rate (APR) Interest Rale Billng Cycie  Interes| Chrge
PURCHASES 14.66% $0.00 a0 $0.00
OASH ADVANCES 20.85% $0.00 £ $0.
: i'
: t
. i
K Ll
i .
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GRJAZ . R Fot Asgounl Ending In 7470 !

3596

Pagad ol 4 ]

Make it a rewardmg |
holiday season |

Shop the Earn More Mall’ site and earn honus rewards points
for virtually all your purchases 5

|
Finding the perfect gift is good. Getting rewarded for buying it is iieven better. Asa
Wells Fargo Rewards® cardholder, you can earn up to 16 bonus points per $1 spent in
net purchases (purchases minus returns/credits) at rmore than 700 enline and in-store
merchants, That's on top of the regular points earned!

For those “hard to shop for” people on your list, choose from over 100 Gift Cards and
enjoy free shipping and gift messaging, too. The Earn More Mall site has hundreds of
discounts and free shipping offers.

Don’t miss out on special and limitedtime cffers avatlable at your favorite retailers? |
Simply sign up for the Earn More Mall newsletter by indicating your emafl preferences i
at EarnMoreMall.com, :

BARNESGNOBLE @ sears

Free shipping on orders Everyday free shipping Extra $5 off Sears.com
of $25 or more, on orders over $50. ) arderz of $50 or moze,
Plus 5 bonus points/$1 Plus 8 bonus pointa/$1 Plue 8 bonus points/$1

g e Dt magazlnee

Save up to $150 with Hight Save 20% off gourmet ltems, Magazines make great gifts,

and rental car paclage, Plus 6 bonus polnts/$1 Save $5 on your purchase,
Plus 2 bonus points/$1 Plus 25 bonus points/§1
bﬁfi SEPHORA Target.com

Save time and money: Shop Free shipping on your order Over 500,000 fterns
online and choose in-store of $50 ormore. Plus, got 3free - ship free when you
pickup at BestBuy.com. samples with every order, tpend $50 or more.

Plus 1 bonus potnt/$1 Flus 5 bonus peints/$1 " Plus 3bonue points/$1

Get rewarded — shop the Earn More Mal? site today.

'Bonus Points are eamed on net purchases (purchuses minus returia/rediis) only,
i ™Merchants and offars are subject to change, Visit the Eam More Mol site st EsmMoreMalt.com for specliic terms and conditions including

those assoclated with each merchant offer,
© 201 Wells Fargo Bank, N.A, Al rights resesved, Membar FDIC, ECG-615207

bl 1 7 F UM 0 vt 4 ef d 10 3383 2000 RO4R OLDPSI9%

180



Exhibit 11

Exhibit 11

181



12/31/13

[UNASSIGNED SITUS MOAPA VALLEY _

LASSBSOR DESCRIPTION: PT NE# NE4 SEC 02 16 68GEOID: PT NE4 NB4 SEC 02 16 68

[ACﬁVB Tax Cap 42

| Taxable Increase Pot. ’
Tax Cap Limit
Amount 92.14
Tax Cap
Reduction 0.00 _
LandUse | 0-00: VACANT
I Cap Type raher
Acreage l 10.00
Supplemental
Tax l 0.00

[ Land

3500 | 2005041904639 | 4/19/2005
[ Total Assessed Vahe 3500 [00011401051 | 1/44/2000
| Net Assessed Value 3500
[B(en‘pﬂon Value t’\lew 0
Construction
New Construchon Supp 0

Value

1

{ Owner [ ZANDIANREZA | 8775 COSTA VERDE#501 , SAN DIEGO, CA 92122-5343 UNITED STATES

| Taxes as Assessed l , $88.43

] Less Cap Reduction

] Net Taxes

$96.39

11/42013

$96.39

$88.43

eete e Aol a2 mar?Darnal=NTAMNLONRRN ARSalact=12/312013

| 8118/2007 ) | current




12/31/13 ‘ Ascend Web [nquiry Summary Page
E $96.39

trseh nn el ristie frelnd Wen? aen9Darral=N74_ M- NVLANRLNalaRalant=19231/5(HR
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REDE Page 20 of 52
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RHBE

CaseNo. 09 0C 00579 1B ol U FiLEL
Dept. No. 1 AN 13 PH s 1G
: ALAR GLOYER
G Googll oo
In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
- In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual, |
Plaintiff, |
Vs, : [FREPOSED] ORDER GRANTING
: PLAINTIFE’S MOTION FOR
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND
a California corporation, OPTIMA. TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZ] aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents, filed on December 11, 2013.

The Court finds that Defendants have not opposed the Motion for Debtor Examination

and to Produce Documents. The non-opposition by Defendants to Plaintiff's Motion constitutes

a consent to the granting é;)f the motion.

The Court finds gimd cause exists to grant Plaintiff’'s Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documexllgts. :
i |
I ’

I

!
i
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT HEREBY IS ORDERED as follows:

1. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

| aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI ska 1. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka

| GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to appear before the Court and answer

upon oath or affirmation concerning Defendant’s property at a Judgment Debtor Examination

under the authority of a Judge of the Court on the following date Ff,lsrum[ it 2014 :00™" and,
2. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIAIENJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka

GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZ1 is hereby ordered to produce to Mr. Margolin’s counsel at

11 |[1east one week prior to the Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively

review and question Zandian regarding the documents, all information and documents

identifying, related to, and/or comprising the following:

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerﬁge accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to satisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc.

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years
2007 to the present.

¢. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expénscs for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmentali body for the years 2007 to
the prcsént, including all schedules, W-2’s and 1099’5.;
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f. All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized électronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2607 to the present.

g. Al of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
anj bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to the present.

h. Allof Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
20b7 to the present. |

i Doiumenfs sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.

J. Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter.

k. Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian.

DATED: This 3'5%\ day of January, 2014, .
e
/Q‘nﬂth Z W

JAYIES T. RUSSELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by,

WATSON ROUNDS, P.C.

By: %&W Ca

Adam P. McMillen, Esquire

Nevada Bar No. 10678

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100

Facsimile: (775) 333-8171

Email: amcmillen@watsonrounds.com
Attomey for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

and correct copy of the foregoing document, Proposed Order Granting Motion for Debtor
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Examination and for Production of Documents, addressed as follows:

Geoffrey W. Hawkins, Esquire
Johnathon Fayeghi, Esquire
Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora _
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada cofporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: Januarﬂ JIL', 2014

Nancy indsley
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Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

ORIGINAL

-/
REC'B & FILED
25 JAN 17 PH 305
ALAN GLBYER

Y CLERK

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI akaJ. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Case No.: 090C00579 1B
Dept. No.: 1

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR -
STAY OF PROCEEDINGS TO -
ENFORCE JUDGMENT
PURSUANT TO NRCP 62(B)

Zandian’s Motion for Stay of Proceedings to Enforce Judgment Pursuant to NRCP

62(B) is solely based upon the fact that his Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment, filed on

December 20, 2013, is currently pending and he would have to post a bond. Zandian requests

the Court stay the enforcement of the judgment against him until such time as the Court

renders a decision on the pending Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment.

However, there is no basis to set aside the default judgment, the requested stay should

be denied, and execution efforts, including the debtor’s examination scheduled for February

11, 2014, should proceed forward. See Opposition to Set Aside Default Judgment, filed herein

1
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on 1/9/14; Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce
Documents, dated 1/13/14. At the very least, if a stay is granted — which it should not be —a
bond should be required to protect Mr. Margolin’s interests, especially considering the fact
that Zandian has consistently and intentionally evaded his responsibilities related to this
matter. Zandian’s latest attemps to set aside the judgment and stay proceedings are just more
evidence of Zandian’s desire to avoid this proceeding or drag it out nnnecessarily.

L The Court Enjoys Wide Discretion Under NRCP 62(b)

“In its discretion...the cmglrt may stay the execution of or any proceedings to enforce a
judgment...” NRCP 62(b). Zandlan has provided no credible basis for setting aside the
default judgment. See Oppositioﬁ to Set Aside Default Judgment, filed herein on 1/9/14.
Zandian’s only justification for the requested staSr is the pending motion to sef aside the default
jﬁdgmeni and his potential financial burden in posting a bond. See Motion for Stay, dated
12/30/13. Since there is no credible basis for setting aside the &efault judgment and any
ﬁnanclal burden has been caused by his actions and inactions, there is no justification for the
requested stay, and the requested stay should bg denied.

II. NRCP 62(b) Allows The Court To Require Securify

“In its discretion and on such conditions for the security of the adverse party as are

| proper, the court may stay the execution of or any proceedings to enforce a judgment...”

NRCP 62(b). Therefore, Rule 62{(b} allows the Court to require a bond if a stay is granted
pending determination of a post-trial motion.

Zandian has proved to be purposely evasive. See Opposition to Set Aside Default
Judgment, filed herein on 1/9/14; see also previous motions filed herein. Therefore, if a stay is
granted, Plaintiff respectfully requests Zandian be required to post a bond equal to the amount
of the judgment in order to protect the interests of Mr. Margolin. The fact that Zandian may

incur some expense in obtaining a bond should not weigh in his favor.
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1. Conclusion

For the reasons stated above, Mr. Margolin rcspectﬁﬂly requests that this Court deny
Mr. Zandian’s motion to set aside the default judgment and deny the requested stay.
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social securify number of any person.

Dated this 16™ day of January, 2014.

BY: %W W\

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P, McMillen (10678) :
WATSON ROUNDS |
5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV §9511

Telephone: 775-324-4100

Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuamt to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on

this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepdid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR STAY OF
PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO NRCP 62(B), addressed

as follows:
Optima Technology Corp. Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road : 8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 San Diego, CA 92122
Optima Technology Corp. Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
A Nevada corporation Hawkins Melendrez
8401 Bonita Downs Road 9555 Hillwood Dr. Suite 150
Fair Oaks, CA 95628 , Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian
Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122
Dated: January 16,2014 N
cy Lind§le;
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o ORIGINAL @

e p O W ED ,

Matthew D. Francis (6978) RECU & T E‘*‘EL‘
Adam P. McMillen (10678) ) i,
WATSON ROUNDS A AN 1T P 309
5371 Kietzke Lane ' L avER
Reno, NV 89511 ALAR GLOYER
Telephone: 775-324-4100 (-\ CLERY
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 LNy T

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VSs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S MOTION
TECHNQLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada FOR DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND
corporatlon, REZA ZANDIAN TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN
aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI
aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO:  All parties:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 13, 2014 the Court entered its Order
Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents. Attached as
Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor

Examination and to Produce Documents.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
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social security number of any person.

DATED: January 16, 2014.

WATSON ROUNDS

By: %—- 7/%%1——‘

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND TO PRODUCE .
DOCUMENTS, addressed as follows:

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Dated: This 16™ day of January, 2014.
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| a California corporation, OPTIMA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
| TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada

1aka REZA JAZY aka J. REZA JAZI

CaseNo. 09 0C 00579 1B Lol & FiLEL
Dept.No. 1 ML JAN 13 PH b 16
' | ALAMN GLOVER

Gmi&?_ £y

Tyl oA

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
v, | [pmesﬁb‘] ORDER GRANTING

PLAINTIFF’S MOTIONFOR
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND

corporation, REZA ZANDIAN
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka G, REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE Compenies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

| 2 consent to the granting of the motion.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents, filed on December 11, 2013.

The Court finds that Defendants have not opposed the Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents. The non-opposition by Defendants to Plaintiff’s Motion constitutes

The Court finds good cause exists to grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Bxamination
and to Produce Docoments,
m
n ‘:
" ' |
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT HERERY IS ORDERED &s follows:

1, That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ] aka G, REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to appear before the Court and answer

upon oath or affirmation concerning Defendant’s property at a Judgment Debtor Examination

under the authority of a Judge of the Court on the following date Fd;r.,m' I, 2one.A:00%": and,
- 2. ThatDefendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZT |

aka GﬁOLAM REZA ZANDIAN a_ka REZA JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI aka G, REZA JAZI aka

GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZ1 is hereby ordered to produce to Mr, Matgolin’s counsel at

least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively

review and question Zandian regarding the documents, all information and documents

identifying, related to, and/or comprising the following:

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank depb_sits and
all other assets that may be available for execqﬁon to satisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, ete,

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years
2007 to the present, |

¢. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to
the present, inc]udfng all schedules, W-2's and 1099°s. |
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Respectfully submitted by,
WATSON ROUNDS, B.C.

By:

f All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized elecirqnic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

g. All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandiaﬁ or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to thé ?resen-t.

h. Allof Zandi:an’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
2007 to the bresent.

i, Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.

j» Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter.

k, Any seftlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to

Zandian,
DATED: This 1'51“ day of January, 2014, .
—
/Qmm. 4 W

JAYIES T, RUSSELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

%& 27 e
Adam P, McMillen, Esquire
Nevada Bar No. 10678
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
Bmail: amemillen@watsonrounds.com
Attorney for Plaintiff i
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on

this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

and correct copy of the foregoing document, Proposed Order Granting Motion for Debtor

Examination and for Production of Documents, addressed as follows:

Geoffrey W. Hawkins, Bsquire
Johnathon Fayeghi, Esquire
Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora

Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corpotation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

. Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road |
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Techhology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Cotp.

A Nevada cofporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd, #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: Tamary 1L, 2014

y

indsley

o
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 * Facsimile (702) 318-8801

HAWEINS MELENDREZ, P.C,
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
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RPLY :
GEOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7740 ? 21 Jay 23 P
JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Phone: (702) 318-8800

Fax: (702) 318-8801
ghawkins@hawkinsmelendrez.com
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian aka Goamreza Zandian
aka Gholamreza ZandianJazi

aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi

aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghononreza
Zandian Jazi

Im The First Judicial District Court Of The State Of Nevada

In and For Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual.
CASE NO. 090C00579 1B
Plaintiff,

vS. DEPT. NO. 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California  corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNQLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada DEFENDANT ZANDIAN’S REPLY IN
corporation, ~ REZA ~ZANDIAN  aka | qyppQRT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka DEFAULT JUDGMENT .
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-
30,

Defendants.

Defendant REZA ZANDIAN (“Zandian™) by and through his attorney Geoffrey W.

Hawkins, Esq., of the law firm HAWKINS MELENDREZ P.C., and pursuant to NRCP 55 and 60, |
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HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C,

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 » Facsimile (702) 318-8801

[oory

hereby submits DEFENDANT ZANDIAN’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE

2 ||DEFAULT JUDGMENT.
3 ‘This Reply is made and based upon the papers and pleadings on file herein, the
4 1) Memorandum of Points and Authorities, the Affidavit of Reza Zandian attached hereto as Exhibit
5 || A, and any oral argument this Honorable Court permits at the hearing, |
1A
6 DATED this Z_Pday of January, 2014.
7
8 HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9
10
11 OFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740
12 JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736
13 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
14 Las Vegas, NV 89134
Phone: (702) 318-8800
15 Attorneys for Defendant
Reza Zandian
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27 — B
28
2
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Telephone (702) 318-8800 * Facsimile (702) 318-8801

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C, .

N
a

O &0 4 & U b~ W N -

. N [\ — —t — — — — — — o ek

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
INTRODUCTION

The crux of Plaintiff’s Opposition is that Defendant REZA ZANDIAN (“Zandian™)
maintained his San Diego address, knew about the instant matter after his prior counsel withdrew,
and continued to receive notice of the instant matter after his prior counsel withdrew. Plaintiff
attached eleven exhibits to his Opposition in an attempt to demonstrate that Defendant Zandian
maintained the San Diego address provided to the Court by John Peter Lee, Esq., and continued to
live in the United States rather than France. However, said exhibits fail to prove anything with
regard to Defendant Zandian’s residency. Furthermore, said exhibits fail to prove that Defendant
Zandian continued to receive notice of the papers, pleadings and motions in the instant matter.

The simple truth is that Defendant Zandian has resided in Paris, France since August 2011
and due to the fact that his prior counsel provided the Court with an incorrect address upon
withdrawal, Defendant Zandian did not receive any pleadings or written discovery related to the
instant matter since April 26, 2012. See Affidavit of Reza Zandian in Support of Motion to Set
Aside Default Judgment, attached hereto as Exhibit A. As such, Defendant Zandian’s failure to
respond to Plaintiff’s written discovery and failure to oppose Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions aﬁd
Application for Entry of Default Judgment were clearly due to circumstances that constitute
excusable neglect under NRCP 60(b)(1).

In addition, as Defendant Zandian had already appeared in this action, Plaintiff was required
to provide Defendant Zandian with a three day notice of Plaintiff’s Application for Entry of Default
Jodgment. However, Plaintiff failed to provide Defendant Zandian with the required three day
notice. In fact, Plaintiff’s Opposition does not dispute the fact that Plaintiff failed to provide a three
day notice of Plaintiff’s Application for Entry of Default Judgment. Pursuant to the holding in
Christy v. Carlisle 94 Nev. 651, 584 P.2d 687 (1987), Plaintiff’s failure to serve Defendant Zandian
with a three day notlce of Plamtiff’s Apphcatlon for Entry of Default J udgment v01ds the Default

NN
[~ BN |

Judgment agamst Defendant Zand1an
/11
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HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C,

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 * Facsimile (702) 318-8801
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L
LEGAL ARGUMENT

A, Plaintiff Failed To Provide Defendant Zandian With Written Notice Of
Application For Default Judgment. ‘

As this Court is aware, if a defendant enters an appearance or if the plaintiff knows of the
identity of the defendant’s counsel, the plaintiff has an obligation to notify the defendant of his
intent to take a default. Christy v. Carlisle, 94 Nev. 651, 584 P.2d 687 (1987); Rowland v. Lepire,
95 Nev. 639, 600 P.2d 237 (1979); Gazin v. Hoy, 102 Nev. at 438; Nev. Sup.CT.R. 1752. A failure
to provide said notice requires a default to be set aside. Id. |

As asserted m Defendant Zandian’s Motion, Plaintiff failed to provide Defendant Zandian
with the required three-day notice prior to filing his April 17, 2013 Application for Entry of Default
Judgment. Plaintiff, through his counsel, had knowledge of Defendant Zandian’s French address as

|| early as March 2013. Said knowledge came from Watson & Rounds’ (Plaintiff’s counsel’s firm)

representation of Fred Sadri in the Nevada Supreme Court Case No. 62839. (See Notice of Appeal
in Nevada Supreme Court Case No. 62839, attached hereto as Exhibit B. Said Notice of Appeal
contains the French address of Defendant Zandian and was mailed to Watson & Rounds as counsel
for Fred Sadri in March 2013.) Pursuant to the holdings in Chriéty and Rowland, Plaintiﬂ" s failure
to provide written notice of his Application for Default Judgment requires this Court set aside the
June 24, 2013 Default Judgment against Defendant Zandian.

Moreover, Plaintiff’s Opposition completely fails to oppose and/or discuss the absence of
the required three-day notice of intent to take default. Said failure to oppose on the part of Plaintiff
should constitute an admission that Plaintiff failed to provide Defendant Zandian with the required
notice and consent to the granting of Defendant Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment in
line with the mandates of this Court’s rules. See King v. Cartlidge, 121 Nev. 926, 927, 124 P.3d
1161, 1162 (2005) (stating that an unopposed motion may be considered as an admission of merit

and consent to grant the motion) (citing DCR 13(3)); See also First Judicial District Court Rule

NN
o

15(5) (failure of an opposing party to file a memorandum of points and authorities in oppositioﬁ-t_o“ ]

any motion within the time permitted shall constitute a consent to the granting of the motion).
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9555 Hillkvood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 * Facsimile (702) 318-8801
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B. Defendant Zandian Has Demonstrated Excusable Neglect Under NRCP 60(b)

In his Opposition, Plaintiff states “the evidence overwhelmingly demonstrates Zandian
maintained the same address John Peter Lee provided to the Court, even after Zandian allegedly
moved to France in August 2011, and the evidence similarly demonstrates Zandian continued to live
in the United States, not France.” The evidence Plaintiff is referring to consists of the following:
checks made payable to “Reza Zandian & Niloofar Foughani JT Ten, 8775 Costa Verde Blvd Apt
217, San Diego, CA 92122”; a Wells Fargo withdrawal slip dated February 20, 2013; various Wells
Fargo checks signed by Defendant Zandian with the 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA |
address i)rinted on the checks; Defendant Zandian’s Wells Fargo bank statements with the San
Diego address printed on the bank statements; and Visa statements showing purchases made in
California in September of 2011 and March of 2013.

Contrary to the assertions made in Plaintiff’s Opposition, the aforementioned evidence
completely fails to prove that Zandian maintained the 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA
address after he moved to France in August 2011. As represented in Defendant Zandian’s
Affidavit, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein, Defendant Zandian has resided in
Paris, France since August 2011 and has not resided at 8775 Costa Verde Blvd., San Diego, CA
92122 since August 2011. The fact that the San Diego address appears on checks made payable to
Defendant Zandian and/or issued by Defendant Zandian does not indicate that he continued to
reside at said address after August 2011. In fact, it is quite common for a business to have an
outdated address on file for a particular indiviciual or for said individual to maintain checks with an
outdated address printed on the checks. Moreover, none of the evidence provided by Plaintiff
demonstrates that the checks found in Plaintiffs Exhibits 2,3,5,6, and 12 were sent from or received
by Defendant Zandian in the United States.

Due to the fact that Defendant Zandian’s prior counsel, John Peter Lee Esq., provided the
Court with an incorrect address upon withdrawing as counsel, Defendant Zandian never received

any pleadmgs or dlscovery in thlS matter after Apnl 26,2012. Plalnuffs Opposruon fails to

NN
[~ B

provide any ev1dence demonstratmg that Defendant Zandlan did in fact receive pleadmgs or

discovery in this matter subsequent to April 26, 2012.
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As was the case in the Supreme Court case of Stoecklein v. Johnson Elec., Inc., Defendant
Zandian’s failure to respond to Plaintiff’s written discovery and failure to oppose Plaintiff’s Motion
for Sanctions and Application for Entry of Default Judgment were due to circumstances that
constitute excusable neglect under NRCP 60(b)(1). As such, Defendant Zandian’s Motion to Set
Aside Default Judgment should be granted.

1118
CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, Defendant Reza Zandian respectfully requests that the default

judgment be set aside to alloW him to respond as intended.
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the social

security number of any person.

DECLARATION

The undersigned also declares under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and
accurate to the best of my knowledge.

Dated this ZLéTday of January, 2014.

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

EOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Phone: (702) 318-8800
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

RS3:
Pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that, on the 8l day of
January, 2014, service of DEFENDANT ZANDIAN’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO
SET ASIDE DEFAULT JUDGMENT was made this date by depositing a true copy of the same

for mailing, first class mail, at Las Vegas, Nevada, ,addfessed follows:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, Nevada 89511
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jed Margolin

~f L]

An epployée of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

NN
e
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9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit No. TITLE NUMBER OF PAGES
A Affidavit of Reza Zandian in Support of Motion 2
to Set Aside Default Judgment
Notice of Appeal in Nevada Supreme Court Case
B No. 62839/Eighth Judicial District Court Case

No. A635430
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HAWKINS MELENDRLZ, P.C,

I

AFFIDAVIT OF REZA ZANDIAN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT
JUDGMENT '

COUNTRY OF TRAMCE )
)} ss
CITY OF DARIS )

1, Reza Zandian, have personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein and being first duly
sworn hereby depose and state as follows:

1. I am a named Défendant in the matter of Jed Margolin vs. Optima Technalagy
Corporation, et al., Case No. 020C00579 1B.

2. That I am currently a resident of Paris, France and have been living full-time at 6
Rue Edouard Fournier, 75116 Paris, Francé since August 2011.

3. That I have not resided in the United States since August 2011. Specifically, I have
not resided at 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA 92122 since August 2011.

4, Si]_lce the withdrawal of my previous counsel, John Peter Lee, Esq,, on April 26,
2012 I have never received any pleadings or written discovery related to Case No. 090C00579 1B.

5. I learned of the Default Judgment in late November 2013 while visiting the United
States of America on business. 1 was advised of the Default Judgment by a business associate by .
the name of Fred Sadri. | '
[t

i
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Las Vegas, Wevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-B800¢ Facsimile (702) 118-8R01 -

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Sulte 150
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada that the foregoing s
true and correct.
Execoted this )ﬂ day of January, 2014.

REZA ZANDIAN

Subscribed and Sworn to before me
this day of January, 2014.

Notary Public in and for Said State and County

(SEAL)

22




Exhibit B

222



W W\ M R W e ke

e e T T S Ve S S S e i SN
M0 s A B W N e O

208

" - Electronically Filed

' 03/15/2013 02:33:18 PM

NOAS © CLERK OF THE COURT

REZA ZANDIAN

&, rue Edonard Fournier

75116 Paris, France
[Q Pro Per Appellant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also CASE NO.: A-11-635430.C
‘5 kuown 48 REZA ZANDIAN, individually, | DEPT.NO.: IV
Plairift, |

“ ?l

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER CCMPANY, LLC, formery known
as BIG SPRING RAI\}CH LLC, aNevada
Limited Liahility Cumpang, FRED SADRI,
Trustes of the Star Living Trust, RAY
KOROGHLI, individuatly, end BLIAS

_ ABRISHAMI, individually,

Defendants.

" AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

§334.024072-4g

NOTICE OF APPEAT,
Notice is hereby given that REZA ZANDIAN a member of the ebove named company,
- heveby appeals fo the Sopreme Cowrtof Nevada from the Orderjo Distribute Attorney Fee and Costs

Awards to Defendants entered In this achion on the 15% day of Feb: /_,_25}13.' '
. DATED this /57 day of Macch, 2013, .- /“"‘ﬂ‘ e _
¢ =%
BY\,____/
REZA ZANDIAN
6, tue Edouard Fournier
75 116 Paris, France
Pro Per Appellant
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1] CERTIFICATE OF MATLING
2 1 HERERY CERTIFY thatonthe __ day of March, 2013, I served a copy of the above and
3 1 foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL, upon the approyriate parties hereto, by enclosing it in 2 scaled
4 || envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fuily prepaid
5 || addressed to: . '
: & | Stanley W, Parry.
100 Mosth City Parkway, Ste. 1750
74 Las Vﬁga_s, Heva&a 89106
$ || Blias Abrishami
P.O. Box 10476

9 & Beverly Hills, California 90213
10 § Ryan: E. Jobnson, Esq.
Watson & Rounds
11 # 777 North Bainbow Blvd. Ste. 350
Las Vegas, Novada 89107
12
i3

ul

15 . .
16 q ‘
17

18
19
20

_ 22

23

24

25
e g e

27“

28

i
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HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 * Facmile (702) 318-8801
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REQ
GEOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
WNevada Bar No. 7740

AECD & FILELF

JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ. - Wik IN23 E

Nevada Bar No. 12736 Fi
HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C. : ) ALAH G_Lﬂ’.ﬁi,

4 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150 . -
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 E&aﬁﬁc‘f
Phone: (702) 318-8800 :

Fax: (702)318-8801
ghawkins@hawkinsmelendrez.com
Attorneys for Defendant

Reza Zandian aka Goamreza Zandian
aka Gholamreza ZandianJazi

aka Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi

‘aka G, Reza Jazi aka Ghononreza

Zandian Jazi
|

In The First Judicial District Court Of The State Of Nevada
- In and For Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual.
CASE NO. 090C00579 1B

: Plaintiff, ,
vs. ' DEPT.NO. 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a  California  corporation, OPTIMA

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION AND

corporation, ~REZA  ZANDIAN  aka HEARING ON DEFENDANT REZA
GOLAMREZA  ZANDIANJAZI  aka ZANDIAN’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA DEFAULT JUDGMENT.

JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Imhwduals 21-
30,

Defendaats.

COMES NOW, Defendant REZA ZANDIAN by and through his attorney -Geoﬂirey W.
Hawkins, Esq., of the law firn HAWKINS MELENDREZ P.C., and hereby requests that the
following documents be submitted to the. Court: ;

G SF

3

=
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Las Vegas, Nevnda 89134
Telephone (702) 318-8800 » Facsimile (702) 318-8801
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9555 Iillwood Drive, Suite 150

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
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e Defendant Reza Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment filed

December 20, 2013; _ _
» Phaintiff’s Opposition to Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment filed January 9,

_ 2014; and
¢ Defendant Reza Zandian’s Reply in Support of Motion to Set Aside Default
Judgment filed January 22, 2014

It is further requested, pursuant to First Judicial District Court Rule 15(9) that the Court seta
hearing on Defendant Reza Zandian’s ;Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment to allow oral

argument : .
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the social
security number of any person.

5T
DATED this _7’_pday of January, 2014.

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

/GEO?FREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740 )
© JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Phone: (702) 318-8800
Attorneys for Defendant
Reza Zandian - °

226



9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE |
| A5t
2 Pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that, on the szl day of
3 || January, 2014, service of REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION AND HEARING ON DEFENDANT
4 || REZA ZANDIAN’S MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT JUDGMENT was made this date
3 by depositing a true copy of the same for mailing, first class mail, at Las Vegas, Nevada, addressed
6 follows:
7
8
9 Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
10 WATSON ROUNDS
- ' 5371 Kietzke Lane
g 1 Reno, Nevada 89511
5 12 Attorneys for Plaintiff
.E Jed Margolin
22 13
<.£
14
%8 : .
%E 15 1 Ty F [ - '{/
E g 1 6 s"--‘.‘ §\~Li-:gi § .AZ’...": . f! </
% : - An employee of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.
_éz 17 }
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HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9585 Hillwood Drive, Sulte 150
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| RPLY s
GEOFFREY W HAWK]NS ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740 ’
{JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
‘Nevada Bar No. 12736
HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
| 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Phone: (702) 318-8800

Fax: (702) 318-8801 -
ghawkins@hawkinsmelendrez.com
Attorneys for Defendant
Reza Zandian

I
In The First Judicial District Court Of The State Of Nevada

In and For Carsen City
| YED MARGOLIN, an individual.
' o CASENO. 090C00579 1B
Plaintify, .
|vs. DEPT. NO. I

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a  California  corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada

\ DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN'S
corporation,  REZA ~ ZANDIAN  2ka |  pppyyv IV SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
GOLAMREZA ~ ZANDIANJAZI  aka STAY OF PROCEEDINGS TO
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN azka REZA | ENFORCE JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI NRCP 62(8)

aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Coxporatlons 11-20 and DOE Indswduals "I=
30, X

' 'béféndmts. '

Defendant REZ.A ZANDIAN (“Zandian”) by and through b1s attomey Geoﬁ}ey W
| Hawkms Esq of the law fixm HAWKINS MELENDREZ PC, and bereby submlrs his Reply in .
| Support of Motion for Stay of Proceemngs to Enforce J udgment Pursuant to NRCP 62(b)




| ThlS Reply 1s made and based upon the prov1smns of NRCP 62 and the followmg
2 Memorandum of Pomts and Authontles the pleadings and papcrs on file herem, and any oral
3 |} argument this Honorable Court may aliow. ' ' '
4 DATED thisZ Ay of January, 2014.
5
6 HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
7
8 = . .
9 _——""—"GEOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740 f
10 JOINATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
_ Nevada Bar No. 12736
g 11 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
. E Las Vegas, NV 89134
g § Phone: (702) 318-8800
B2 22 13 Attorneys for Defendant
=] § Reza Zandian
é = é = 14
wZg
2348 15
5Lt
B A8 16
2% %
_:ﬁ;_ 17
® 1s
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
2
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- ]NI‘RODUCTION
Plaintiff’s Opposmon asserts that there is no basis to set aside the default judgment agamst
Defendant Zandian and tpetefete the requested stay sl_lqu_ld be denied. Plaintiff cites to his
Opposition to Set Aside Default Judgl}:teet in' su:ﬂeort of the aferementiened assertion. However,
contrary to Plamtlﬁ‘s assertlons Defendant Zamhan has clearly demonstrated good cause for the
Defanit Judgment entered on June 24, 2013 o be set aside pursuant to NRCP 55 and 60.

2]
3.
4
5
6
7
8
9

Fu:thex:more, as Defendent.Zandtan s Motlo_n_tq_ S,et Aside Default Judgment is currently pending

10 | before this Court it is anticipated that this Court will render its decision on Defendant Zandian’s
% 11 }{ Motion to Set Aside Default Jndgment promptly. o |
:; - g 12 Based on the foregoing. and pursuant to NRCP 62, this Court should stay any proceedings to
g :—i; g % 13 || enforce the June 24, 2013 Defanlt Judgment against Defendant Zandian without requiring security.
2ei2 14 B i o
g Ezﬁ 15 LEGAL ARGUMENT
E g E % 16 || A. Defendant Zandian Has Demonstrated Good Cettse For The June 24,2013 l_)e_fa_ult_‘
R v Judgment ToBe Set Aside. - |
= 18 Pursuant to NRCP 62(b) this Court is a_tlther_ized,. in its eiecgeﬁen, to stay execution of, or
19 | any proceedixtgs to enfotce a judgment pending the dispesition of post—trial motions brought tmder
20 [|NRCP 60. Onor about December 20 2013, Defendant Zandla.n filed a Motion to Set Aside Default
21, Judgment pursuant to NRCP 33 and 60 Promptly followmg the submlssmn of Defendant ) B
22 . Zandlan 8 Motmn to Set Asmle Default Iudgment, Defendant Zandlan ﬁled the mstam: Mouon for
23 || Stay ofProceedmgs to Enforce Judgment Pursuant to NRCP 62(b) : , ; s
_ 24 ._ Plamtﬂf’ s sole argument in opposmon to Defendant Zandlan S Mot[on for Stay is that “there '
25 4 isno basxs to set asade the default Judgmen Ky However, Defendant Zandlan s Motlon to Set A51de
26 || Default Judgment is currently pendmg before this Court and it is this Court that possesses the
27 || anthority to determine whether there is a basis for granting said motion, not Plaintiff. Furthermore,
28

| Defendant Zandian has demonstrated, via the Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment and the Reply
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in Support of Motton to Set A51de Default Iudgment, that the settmg a51de of the June 24 2013

1
!
3|
4
S
6
7
8
9

Default]udgmentlswarranted e R C
As this, Court is aware, if a defenda.nt enters an appearance or 1f the plamtlff knows of the
identity of the defendant ] counsel the plamtlff has an obhgatlon to nohfy the defendant of his
intent to take adefault Christyv. Carlisle, 94 Nev. 651, 584 P.2d 687 (1987); Rowland v. Lepire,
95 Nev. 639, 600 P.2d 237 (1979); Gazin v. Hoy, 102 Nev. at 438; Nev. Sup.CT.R. 1752. A failure
to provide said notice requires a defanlt to be set aside. Id. | |
Furthermore, NRCP 60(b) provides that, in the court’s discretion, a default judgment may be
set aside if the judgment was a result of mistake, inadyertence, surprise, or excusable neglect.
| Guterberger v. Continental Thrift and Loan Company, 94 Nev. 173, 175, 576 P.2d 745 (1978).
Defendant Zandian is entitled to the setting aside of the June 24, 2013 Default Judgment for
the following reasons: | -

e Plaintiff failed to provide Defendant Zandian with the required three day nofice
prior to filing his April 17, 2013 Application for Entry of Default Judgment. See
Defendant Zandian’s Reply in Support of Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment
Section IT, Paragraph A; - ' ; '

e Defendant Zanelien’s failure to respond to Plaintiff’s written discovery and
fallure to oppose Plamtlﬁ’ § Motlon for Sanctlons and Apphcaimn for Entry of
under NRCP 60(b)(1) Spec;ﬁcally Defendant Zandtan s prior counsel, Ji ohn
.I’eter Lee Esq provxded the Court wnth an mcorrect address upon mﬂldramng

s counsel wh1ch resulted in Defendant Zandtan never recelvmg any pleadmgs

.i'or dtscovery in ﬂus matter aﬁer Apnl 26 2012 See Defendant Zandlan s Reply

o, im Support of Mohon to Set Aside Defauit J udgment Sectlon II, Paragraph B

Again, NRCP 62(b) authonzes t}us Court, in 1ts dJscretxon, to stay executlon of or any
proceedings to enforce a judgment pendmg the dlSpOSlthll of post-_;udgment motions bmught under
NRCP 60. Defendant Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment is a post-judgment motion
brought pursuant to NRCP 60. Furthermore, despite Plaintiff’s aeset'l‘._iqqs to the contrary Defendant . |




Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Telephone (702) 318.8800 * Facsimile (702) 318-8801

1,
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Zandlan has prov1ded not one but two grounds for settmg as1de t.he default Judgment As such
_ Defendant Zandlan s Motlon fer Stay should be granted _ .' ' ST
1B Secunty In The Form Of A Bond Or Other Collatera! ls Unnecessary o Lt

.2 :
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

Although NRCP 62(b) does aﬂow the dlstnct court to require secunty pending a

determination on the post trial motion, it is the common practice in Nevada fo stay judgments

pending resolution of post-judgment motions pursuant to NRCP 62(b) without requiring a bond. See

David N. Frederick, Post Trial Motions, NEVADA CIVIL PRACTICE MANUAL 25-30 (5th ed.
2005) (“security in the form of a bond or other collateral is usually not required™). Since the ruling
dn a post trial motion usually will not consume a significant amount of fime, security is usually not
required, Id, o ’ |

Plaintiff*s Opposition asserts that Defendant Zandian has proved to be purposely evasive in
the instant matter and therefore, if a stay is granted Defendant Zandian should be required to post a
bond. Plaintiff’s assertion that Defendant Zandian has been purposely evasive is completely
disingenuous. As demonstrated in Defendant Zandians Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment and
Reply in support of the same, Defendant Zandian’s failure to respond to Plaintiff’s written
discovery and failure to oppose Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions and Applieat__ien for Entry of
Default Judgment were due to circumstances out of Defendant Zandian’s control.

Fma]ly, Defendant Zandian’s Motion to Set Asnde Default Iudgment has been fully briefed
by both parties and is currently pending before this Court. Furthermore, on Januaw 23,2014,

Defendant Zandian filed a Request for Submission. It is anticipated that this Court will makea
; determmation on Defendant Zandlan 5 Motmn to Set Aside Default Judgment in the umnedlate

: future Therefore Defendant Zandian should not be reqmred to prov1de seeunty in the event thls

] Court grants a stay '

12

e
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111
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CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing pomts and authorxtnes Defendant Reza Zandian respectﬁ:lly requcsts .

that this Court grant a stay of any proceedmgs to enforce the Default Judgment, mcludmg

proceedings such as a debtor’s examination, until after the resolution of Zandian’s Motion to Set
As:deDefaultJudgment ' _' N - :, ' _. B -_ : . IR
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 2398.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm thax ﬂae precedmg docmnant do&s not contam the somal .

security number of anmerson.

Dated this Zday of January, 2014,

HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

OFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12736

- 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
"Las Vegas, NV 89134
"Phone: (702) 318-8800
Az‘torneys Jfor Defendant
Reza Zandzan :
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| " CERTIFICATE, OF SERVICE |
Pursuant to Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure S(b), I hereby certify that, on the 3 day of
January, 2014, service of DEFENDANT REZA ZANDIAN'S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION FOR STAY OF PROCEEDINGS TO ENFORCE JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO

NRCP 62(B) was made this date by depositing a true copy of the same for mailing, first class mail,
at Las Vegas, Nevada, addressed follows: .

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, Nevada 89511
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Jed Margolin

/‘\
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yee of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.
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In and for Carson City
| JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
VS.
' ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, REZA ZANDIAN AKA GOLAMREZA
| a California corporation, OPTIMA ZANDIANJAZI AKA GHOLAM RE
| TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada ZANDIAN AKA REZA JAZI AKA J.
| corporation, REZA ZANDIAN REZA JAZI AKA G.REZA JAZI AKA
_ aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZIL | GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZD'S

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN . MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT

| aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI JUDGMENT

z/ém

REC'D & FILED
WINFEB-6 AN & 5|

aLAN GLOVER
Y __CLERK

DEPUTY

Case No.: 09 OC 00579 1B

. Dept. No.: 1

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

| REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI’s (“Zandian™) Motion to Set Aside

| Aside Default Judgment on January 19, 2014, Zandian served a réply in support of the Motion
| o Set Aside on J anuary 23, 2014. Based upon the :following facts and conclusions of law,

AN

This matter comes before the Court on REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ] aka G.

Default Judgment, dated December 19, 2013. Plaintiff Jed Margolin ﬁled an Opposition to Set

Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside is DENIED.
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'L FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named inventor on United States Patent No. 5.,566,073.
(“the ‘073 Patent™), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patent”) (collectively “the Patents”). See Amended Complaint, filed 8/11/11, §§9-10. In
2004, Mr..Margolin granted to Robert Adan-rs, then CEQ of Optima Technology, Inc. (later
rehalhed Optima Technology Group (hereinafter “OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation
specializing in aerospace technology) a Pow;er of Attorney rcgarding the Patents. Jd. at f11.
Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents t0 OTG and revoked the
Power of Attorney. 7d. at § 13. '

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and *724 Patents to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant- to a royalty agreemeﬁt
between Mr. Margolin and OTG. [d. at § 12. On or about October 2007, OTG licensed the
073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr, Margolin received a royalty payment
pufsuanf to a royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id. at § 14. '

On or about December 5, 2007, Zandian filed with the U.S, Patent and Trademark

‘Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by Zandian at the time. .Id. at
4 15. Shortly thereafter, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin, Robert Adams, and OTG were
named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics .Sysie_ms Corporation v. Optima
Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona action™). Jd. at { 17..
Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff in the Arizona action
asserted that Mr, Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the ‘073 ‘and “724 Patents, and
OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation
(“OTC”) in order to obtain legal title to the respective patents. Jd.

Oﬁ August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or
724 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,

2

Office (“USPTO”) assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents to Optima
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void, of no force and effect.” Id. at § 18; see also Exhibit B to Zandian's Motion to Dismiss,
dated 11/16/11, on file herein. |

Due to Zandian’s acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with Plaintiff’s
and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. /4. at § 19. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the
USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforis. Id. at §
20. '

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009, and the Complaint was personally
served on Zandian on February 2, 2010, and on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a
Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation on March
21, 2010. Zandian’s answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint was due on February 22, 2010, But
Zandian did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered against
Zandian on December 2, 2010, and Plaintiff filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on
Zandian on December 7, 2010 and on his last known attorney on December 16, 2010,

The answers of Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation,
and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, were due on March 8, 2010,
but Defendants did not answer fhe Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered
against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation on December 2, 2010. Plaintiff filed and
served a Notice of Enfry of Default on the corporate entities on December 7, 2010 and on their
last known attorney on December 16, 2010.

The defaults were set aside and Zandian’s motion to dismiss was denied on August 3,
2011. On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process aga_inst all
Defendants may be made by publication. As manifested by the affidavits of smice, filed
herein on November 7, 2011, all Defendants were duly served by publication by November

2011. : ,
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On February 21, 2012, the Court denied Zandian’s motion to dismiss the Amended

| Complaint. On March 5, 2012, Zandian served a General Denial to the Amended Complaint.

On March 13, 2012, the corporate Defendants served a General Denial to the Amended
Complaint.

On June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate Defendants to
retain counsel and that counsel enter an appearance on behalf of the corporate Defendants by
July 15,2012. The June 28, 2012 order further provided that if no such appearance was
entered, the corporat’;a Dcfcﬁdants’ General Denial would be stricken. Since no appearance
was their behalf of the corpdrafe Defendants, a default was -cﬁteréd' against them on September
24,2012, A notice of entry of default judgment was filed and served on November 6, 2012.

On July 16, 2012, Mr. Margolin served Zandian with Mr. Margolin’s First Set of

Requests for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories, and First Set of Requests for Production

 of Documents, but Zandian never responded to these discovery requests. As such, on

Dec;ember 14, 2012, Mr, Margolin filed and served a Motion for Sanctions pursuant to NRCP
37. In this Motion, Mr, Margolin requested this Court strike the General Denial of Zandian,
and award Mr. Margolin his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion.

On January 15, 2013, this Court issued an or.dcr striking the General Denial of Zandian
and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the NRCP 37 Motion. A default was
entered against Zandian on March 28, 2013, and a notice of entry of default judgment was

ﬁled and served on April 5, 2013.

On April 17, 2013, M. Margolin filed an Application for Default Judgment, which was -

scﬁcd on Zandian and the corporate Defendants. Since Zandian did not respond to the
Application for Default Judgment, a Default Judgment was entered on June 24, 2013. Notice
of entry of the Default Judgment was served on Zandian on June 26, 2013 and filed on June

27,2013,
Oxlrer five and a half months later, on December 19, 2013, Zandian served his Motion

'to Set Aside on Plaintiff. Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside claims that he never received any

written discovery or notice of the pleadings and papers filed in this matter after his counsel

4
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withdrew as his former counsel provided an erroneous last known address to the Court and the

parties when he withdrew, and therefore Zandian requests that the judgment be set aside.

III. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
A party seeking to set aside a default judgment has the burden to prove mistake,
inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect by a preponderance of the evidence. Kahn v.
Orme, 108 Nev. 510, 513-14, 835 P.2d 790, 793 (1992). The Court finds that Zandian has not
met the burden to prove mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect by a

preponderance of the evidence.

Specifically, Zandian has not met the factors set forth in Kahn to compel the court to

10, || set aside the judgment. Id. at 513, 835 P.2d at 792-93 (holding that the district court must

consider whether the party moving to set aside a judgment promptly applied to remove the
judgment, lacked intent to delay the prdcccdings, lacked knowledge of the procedural
requirements, and demonstrated good faith, in addition to considering the state's underlying
policy of resolving cases on the merits). Zandian failed to promptly apply for relief, has not
established a lack of intent to delay these proceedings or a lack of knowledge of the procedural
fequircments, and did not provide a good-faith reason for the over five-and-a-half-month gap
between entry of default and the time he obtained new counsel and filed the Motion to Set
Aside Default Judgment.
a. Zandian Did Not Promptly Apply To Remove The Judgment

Even though a motion to set aside a judgment may be .ﬁlcd within the six month
deadline provided for in NRCP 60(b), a party can still fail to act promptly. See Kahn 108 Nev.
at 514, 835 P.2d at 793. Therefore, “want of diligcncc in seeking to set aside a judgment is
ground enough for denial of such a motion.” Id. (citing Union Petrochemical Corp. v. Scott,
96 Nev. 337, 339, 609 P.2d 323, 324 (1980) (citing Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 438 P.2d 254"
(1968); Hotel Last Frontier v. Frontier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 380 P.2d 293 (1963)).

Despite his knowledge of the default judgmeht, Zandian did not move to hairé the
judgment set aside until nearly six months after its eptry. Although Zandian argues he did not

receive notice of the various proceedings, notice was mailed to his address. Therefore, the

5
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notice requirement of NRCP 55 was fulfilled as Plaintiff served written notice of the
application for default judgment. Morcover,' NRCP 55 is likely not implicated since the
judgment ultimately resulted from sanctions arising from Zandian’s failure to respond to
discovery. See Durango Fire Protection, Inc. v. Troncoso, 120 Nev. 658 (2004) (trial court’s
entry of judgment for plaintiff, in action for breach of contract, after striking defendant’s

answer was a sanction for defendant’s failure to appear at several hearings and calendar calls

{| rather than a default judgment, and thus, civil procedure rule requiring written notice before

entry of default judgment was not applicable).

Further, First .Tudici'al District Court Rule 22(3) ckprcssly states that “[a]ny form of
order permitting withdrawal of an atiorney submitted to the Court for signature shall contain
the address at which the party is to be scﬁcd with notice of all further proceedings.” Plaintiff
had a right to rely on the address given by Zandian’s prior attorney.

No evidence supports Zandian’s claims that he lacked knowledge of this matter. Even
if Zandian was living in France, for which no competent evidence has been provided to this
Court, Zandian was required to provide the Court and fhe parties with his new address.
However, Zandian never informed this Court or the parties of any address change. The record
demonstrates that the Plaintiff’s discovery requests, motions, application for judgment, orders
and notice of judgment were all mailed to Zandian’s address of record. Under NRCP 5(b),
service by mail is complete upon mailing. Thus, Zandian received notice of the proceedings
and his repeated failure to respond constituted inexcusable neglect.

b. Zandian Has Failed To Show He Lacked Intent To Delay

Zandian received all of the papers and pleadings in this matter. However, he failed to
respond to Plaintiffs discovery and willfully ignored the proceedings of this matter. In fact,
Zandian waited nearly six months to secure new counsel and file the motion to set aside.
Furthermore, Zandian failed to file an opposition to the application for judgment.
Accordingly, the Court finds that Zandian has failed to establish the absence of an intentto |
delay. : f

¢. Whether Zandian Lacked Knowledge Of Procedural Requirements

6

240



10 |

11

12

13

14

17 |

18 | counsel to defend this action and retained new counsel to set aside the judgment. Therefore,

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26 |

27 |

28

Zandian unquestionably had notice of the written discovery, motions and orders filed in
this matter, and yet he ignored all of these documents. All that was required of Zandian was to
either personally respond to the discovery and motions or obtain counsel to-appear on his
behalf. Zandian knew discovery had been served but delibcratc!y chose to ignore it. Zandian
knew a motion for sanctions and an application for judgment had been filed, which led to the
judgment, but Zandian chose to ignore those items as well. Zandian’s failure to obtain new

counsel or otherwise act on his own behalf is inexcusable. See Kahn 108 Nev. at 514-15, 835

|P.2d at 793-4. As the Nevada Supreme Court stated in Kahn:

we are not confronted here with some subtle or technical aspect of
procedure, ignorance of which could readily be excused. The requirements
of the rule are simple and direct. To condone the actions of a party who has
sat on its rights only io make a last-minute rush to set aside judgment would
be to turn NRCP 60(b) into a device for delay rather than the means for
relief from an oppressive judgment that it was intended to be.

Id. (citing Union, 96 Nev. at 339, 609 P.2d at 324 (citing Franklin v. Barisas Realty, Inc., 95

t Nev. 559, 598 P.2d 1147 (1979); Central Operating Co. v. Utility Workers of America, 491

15 |
| F.2d 245 (4th Cir.1974)) (erphasis added in original)).
16 } '

- Zandian had sufficient knowledge to act responsibly. He had previously retained

this Court cannot conclude that Zandian failed to respond to set aside the default judgment

because he was ignorant of procedural requirements.

d. Whether Zandian Acted In Good Faith

Zandian has not provided any valid reason for failing to respond to the requested

| discovery, the motion for sanctions or the application for judgment. Furthermore, he has not

provided a reasonable explanation for waiting over five months to obtain other counsel despite
having knowledge of the judgment entered against him.

Based upon the fact that Zandian kﬁew about this case and continued to receive the

| papers and pleadings from this matter, it was inexcusable for Zandian not to respond to the

7
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earlier discovery requests and motions. Zandian has not demonstrated gqod faith. In fact,
Zandian has only demonstrated inexcusable neglect by his willful failure to respond to, and
participate in, this action. Accordingly, the Court determines that Zandian lacked good faith in
contcéting this a-ction.
e. Whether This Case Should Be Tried On The Merits For Policy Reasons

The chada Supreme Court has held that “good public policy dictates that cases be
adjudicate;d on their merits.” See Kahn 108 Nev. at 516, 835 P.2d at 794 (citing Hotel ;La.s't
Frontier v. Frontier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 155-56, 3.80 P.2d 293, 295 (1963) (original /
emp-hasis). However, this policy has its limits: |

We wish not to be understood, however, that this judicial tendency to grant
relief from a default judgment implies that the trial court should always
grant relief from a default judgment. Litigants and their counsel may not
properly be allowed to disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.
" Lack of good faith or diligence, or lack of merit in the proposed defense,
may very well warrant a denial of the motion for relief from the judgment.

Id. (citing Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d at 256 (1968)).

Zandian has disregarded the process and procedural rules of this matter with impunity.
He has repeatedly ignored this matter and failed to respond to the written discovery and
motions in this matter since his former attorney John Peter Lee withdrew from representation.
Zandian’s lack of gooq faith or diligence warrants a denial of the motion to set aside.

Zandian’s complete failure to téspond to the discovery requests and subsequent
motions evidences his willful and recalcitrant disregard of the judicial process, which
prejudiced Plaintiff. Foster v. Dingwall, 227 P.3d 1042, 1049 (Nev. 2010) (citing Hamlett v.
Reynolds, 114 Nev. 863, 865, 963 P.2d 457, 458 (1998) (upholding the district court’s strike
order where the'defaulting party’s “constant failure to follow [the court’s] orders was
unexpiained and unwarranted”™); In re Phenylpropanolamine (PPA) Products,. 460 F.3d 1217,
1236 (9th Cir.2006) (holding -that, with respect to discovery abuses, “[p]rejudice from

'unreasonable delay is presuxﬂed” and failure to comply with court orders mandating discovery

“is sufficient prejudice™)).
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In light of Zandian’s repeated and continued abuses, the policy of adjudicating cases on

the merits would not be furthered in this case, and the ultimate sanctions are necessary to

| demonstrate to Zandian and future litigants that they are not free to act with wayward
disregard of a court’s orders. Foster, 227 P.3d at 1049. Moreover, Zandian’s failure to oppose

Plaintiff’s motion to strike the General Denial or the application for judgment constitutes an

| admission that the motion and application were meritorious. Id. (citing King v. Cartlidge, 121

Nev. 926, 927, 124 P.3d 1161, 1162 (2005) (stating that an unopposed motion may be

| considered as an admission of merit and consent to grant the motion) (citing DCR 13(3)).

IV. CONCLUSION
The record provides substantial evidence to support this denial of Zandian’_é motion to
set aside. Further, the pblicy of resolving cases on the merits does not allow litigants ““to

disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.”” Kahn, 108 Nev. at 516, 83 5P.2dat 794

(quoting Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d 254, 256-57 (1968)).

Zandian has failed to show mistake, inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect
pursuant to NRCP 60(b). Zandian had every opportunity to properly defend this action and

instead made a voluntary choice not to. Therefore, Zandian’s motion to set aside is hereby

DENIED.

| DATED: This ¢} day of February, 2014, IT IS SO ORDERED:
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Matthew D. Francis
Adam P, McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Geoffrey W. Hawkins
Johnathon Fayeghi
-Hawkins Melendrez, P.C,

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that on the __LQ day of February, 2014, I placed a copy of the
foregoing in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

@antha Valerius
Law Clerk, Department I
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REC'B & Fiizs

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
VvS. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO:  All parties:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on February 6, 2014, the Court entered its Order
Denying Defendant Reza Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian aka
Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghononreza Zandian Jazi’s Motion to Set
/1
"

i
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Aside Default Judgment. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of such Order.

Affirmation Pursuani to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

| social security number of any person.

DATED: February ~/, 2014.

WATSON ROUNDS
; d ;. g
oy (i . 77—~
Matthew D. Francis ,
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds

5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road

- Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: February f 0#': 2014.

Y

this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

and correct copy of the foregoing document, Netice of Entry of Order, addressed as follows:

‘%@n@é&
D

indsley

Nanky R(Ij
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REC'D & FILED
WIWFEB-6 AM 8:5)

ALAN GLOVER
BY Y= oLeRK
BEFUTY

Case No.: 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No.: 1

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,

VS.

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, REZA ZANDIAN AKA GOLAMREZA

a California corporation, OPTIMA ZANDIANJAZI AKA GHOLAM REZA|
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada ZANDIAN AKA REZA JAZI AKA J.
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN REZA JAZI AKA G.REZA JAZI AKA
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI’S

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT
aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI JUDGMENT

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G.
REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI’s (“Zandian™) Motion to Set Aside
Default Judgment, dated December 19, 2013. Plaintiff Jed Margolin filed an Opposition to Set
Aside Default Judgment on January 19, 2014. Zandian served a reply in support of the Motion
to Set Aside on January 23, 2014. Based upon the following facts and conclusions of law,’
Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside is DENIED.

W\
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I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Ted Margolin is the named inventor on United Stafcs Patent No. 5,566,073
(“the “073 Patent™), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the “724 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patt;%nf’) (collectively “the Patents”™). See Amended Complaint, filed 8/11/11, §§9-10. In
2004, Mr_'Margoliu granted to Robert Adaxﬁs, then CEO of Optima Technology, inc. (Iater
renamed Optima Technology Group (hereinafier “OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation -
spécializing in aerospace technology) a Power of Attorney regarding the Patents. Id. at§ 11.
Subsequently, Mr, Margolin assigned the ‘073 and 724 Patents to OTG and revoked the
Power of Attomey. Id at§ 13.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and ‘724 Patcnts fo Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to a royalty agreemeﬁt
betWeen Mr. Margolin and OTG. Jd. at §12. On or about October 2007, OTG lLicensed the
‘073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment

pursuant to a royalty agreement between Mr, Margolin and OTG. Id. at ] 14.
On or about December 5, 2007, Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark

Office (“USPTO™) assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents to Optima

Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by Zandian af the time. | Id. at
7 15. Shortly thereafier, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin, Robert Adams, and OTG were
named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics Sysz;epzs Corporation v. Optima
Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona action™). /d. at 17;.
Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff in the Arizona action
asserted that Mr, Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the “073 and 724 Patents, and
OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima chhnolog§ Corporation
(“OTC”) in oxder to obtain legal title to the respective patents. Jd.

_ Oﬁ August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no intcfest in the ‘073 or

724 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,

2
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| served on Zandian on February 2, 2010, and on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a

7’

void, of no force and effect.” Id at Y 18; see also Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss,
dated 11/16/11, on file herein.

Due to Zandian’s acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interféred with Plaintiff’s
and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. Id. at 119. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the
USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts. Id. at §
20. |

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009, and the Complaint was personally

Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Cmporatioﬁ, a California corpération on March
21,2010. Zandian’s answer to Plaintiff”s Complaint was due on Febrary 22, 2010, but
Zandian did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered against
Zandian or December 2, 2010, and Plaintiff filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on
Zandian on December 7, 2010 and on his last known attomey on December 16, 2010.

The answers of Defendants Optima chhn_ology Corporation, a Nevada corporation,
and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, were due on March 8, 2010,
but Defendants did not answer tile Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered
against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima
Technology Corpoféticn, a California corporation on December 2, 2010. Plamtff filed and
served a Notice of Enity of Default on the corperate entities on December 7, 2010 and on their
last known attorney on December 16, 2010.

The defaults were set aside and Zandian’s motion to dismiss was denied on August 3,
2011. On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process against all
Defendants may be made by publication. As manifested by the affidavits of serﬁce, filed
herein on November 7, 2011, all Defendants were duly served by publication by November

2011.
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On February 21, 2012, the Court denied Zandian’s motion to &sﬁss the Amended
Complaint, On March 5, 2012, Zandian served a General Denial to the Amended Complaint,
On March 13, 2012, the corporate Defendants served a General Denial fo the Amended
Complaint.

On June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate Defendants to
retain counsel and that counsel enter an appearance on behalf of the corporate Defendants by
July 15,2012. The June 28, 20 12 order further provided that if no such appearance was
entered, the corporate Defendants’” General Denial would be stricken. Since no appearance
wag their behalf of the corporate Defendants, a default was entered agai_nst them on September
24,2012. A notice of entry of default judgment was filed and served on November 6, 2012,

On July 16, 2012, Mr. Margolin served Zandian with Mr. Margolin’s First Set of
Requests for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories, and First Set of Requests for Production
of Documents, but Zandian never resp onded to these discovery requests. As such, on
Deéember 14, 2012, Mr. Margolin filed and served a Motion for Sanctions pursuant to NRCP
37. In this Motion, Mr. Margolin requested this Court strike the General Denial of Zandian,
and award Mr. Margolin his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion,

On January 15, 2013, this Court issued an or&er striking the General Denial of Zandian
and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the NRCP 37 Motion. A default was

enfered against Zandian on March 28, 2613, and a notice of entry of defaunlt judgment was

filed and served on Aptil 5, 2013.

On April 17, 2013, Mr. Margolin filed an Application for Default JTudgment, which was -

sen;ed on Zandian and the corporate Defendants. Since Zandian did not respond to the
Application for Default Judgment, a Default Judgment was entered on June 24, 2013. Notice
of entry of the Default Judgment was scrv;:d on Zandian on June 26, 2013 and filed on June
27,2013.

Over fiveand a hz;lf months later, on December 19, 2013, Zandian served his Motion
to Set Aside on Plaintiff. Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside claims that he ne:ver received any

written discovery or notice of the pleadings and papers filed in this matter after his counsel

4
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withdrew as his former counsel provided an erroneous last knoﬁ address to the Court and the
parties when he withdreﬁ, and therefore Zandian requests that the judgment be set aside. '
Y. FINDINGS AND CONCLfJSIONS OF LAW
A party seeking to set aside a default judgroent has the burden to prove mistake,
inadvertence, sﬁrprise, or excusable neglect by a preponderance of the evidence. Kahn v.
Orme, 108 Nev. 510, 51314, 835 P.2d 790, 793 (1992). The Coust finds that Zandian has not
met the burden te prove mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect by a

preponderance of the evidence.

Specifically, Zandian has not met the factors set forth in Kakhn to compel the court to
set aside the judgment. Id. at 513, 835 P.2d at 792-93 (holding that the district court must
consider whether the party moving to set aside a judgment prompily applied to remove the
judgment, lacked intent to delay the proceedings, lacked knowledge of the procedural °
requirements, and demonstrated good faith, in addition to considering the state's underlying
policy of resolving cases on the merits). Zandian failed to promptly apply for relief, has not
established a lack of intent to delay these proceedings or a lack of knowledge of the procedural
fequirements, and did not provide a good-faith reason for the over five-and-a-half-month gap
between entry of default and the time he obtained new counsel and filed the Motion to Set
Aside Default Judgment.

a. Zandian Did Not Promptly Apply To Remove The Judgment

Even though a motion to set aside a judgment may be filed within the six month

deadline 'providad for in NRCP 60(b), 2 party can still fail to act promptly. See Kahr 108 Nev.

at 514, 835 P.2d at 793. Therefore, “want of diligence in secking to set aside A judgment is

ground enough for denial of such a motion.” d. (citing Union Petrochemical Corp. v. Scott,

96 Nev. 337, 339, 609 P.2d 323, 324 (1980) (citing Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 438 P.2d 254

(1968); Hotel Last Froniier v. Frantier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 380 P.2d 293 (1963)).
Despite his knowledge of the defanlt judgment, Zandian did not move to have the
judgment set aside until nearly six months after its entry. Although Zandian argues he did not

receive notice of the various proceedings, notice was mailed to his address. Therefore, the

5
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notice requirement of NRCP 55 was fulfilled as Plaintiff served written notice of the
application for default judgmeﬁt. Moreover,-NRCP 55 is likely not implicated since the
judgment ultimately resulted from sanctions arising from Zandian’s failure to respond fo
discovery. See Durango Fire Protection, Inc. v. Troncoso, 120 Nev. 658 (2004) (triat court’s
entry of judgment for plaintiff, in action for breach of contract, after striking defendant’s
answer was a sanction for defendant’s failure to appear at éexfcral hearings and calendar calls
rather than a defanlt judgment, and thus, civil procedure rule requiring written notice before
entry of default judgment was not appﬁcable).

Further, First Tudicial District Court Rule 22(3) expressly states that “[alny form of
order permitting withdrawa] of an attorney submitted to the Court for signature shall contain
the address at which the party is to be served with notice of all further proceedings.” Plaintiff
bada nght to rely on the address given by Zandian’s prior atiorney.

No evidence supports Zandian’s clajms that he lacked knowledge of this matter. Even
if Zandian was living in France, for which no conipetent evidence has been provided to this
Court, Zandian was required to provide the Court and the parties with his new address.
However, Zandian never informed this Court or the parties of any address change. The record
demonstrates that the Plaintiff’s discovery requests, motions, application for judgment, orders
and notice of judgment were all mailed to Zandian’s address of record. Under NRCI; 5(b),
service by mail is complete upon mailing. Thus, Zandian received notice of the proceedings
and his repeated failure to respond constituted inexcusable neglect.

b. Zandian Has Failed To Show He Lacked Infent To Delay

Zandian received all of the papers and pleadings in this matter. However, he failed to
respond to Plaintiff’s discovery and willfully ignored the proceedings of this matter. In fact,
Zandian waited nearly six months to secure new counsel and file the motion to set aside.
Furthermore, Zandian failed to file an opposition to the application for judgment.
Accordingly, the Court finds that Zandian has failed to establish the absence of an intent to

delay. .
¢. Whether Zaadian Lacked Knowledge Of Procedural Requirements

6
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| either personally respond to the discovery and motions or obtain counsel to appear on his

Zandian unquesﬁonably bad notice of the wtitten discovery, motions and orders filed in

this matter, and yet he ignored all of these documents. All that was required of Zandian was to

behalf. Zandian knew discoverﬁv had been served but deliberately chose to ignore it. Zandian
knew a motion for sanctions and an application for judgment had been filed, which led to the
Jjudgment, but Zandian chose to ignore those items as well. Zandian’s failure to obtain new

counsel or otherwise act on his own behalf is inexcusable. See Kahn 108 Nev, at 514-15, 835
P.2d at 793-4. As theé Nevada Supreme Court stated in Kahn: '
we are not coafronted here with some subtle or techrical as?éct of.
procedure, ignorance of which could readily be excused. The requirements
of the rule are simple and direct. 7o condone the actions of a party who has
sat on its rights only to make a last-minute rush to set aside judgment would

be to turn NRCP 60(b) into a device for delay rather than the means for
relief from an oppressive judgment thal it was intended fo be.

Id. (citing Union, 96 Nev. ét 339, 609 P.2d at 324 (citing Franklin v, Bartsas Realty, Inc., 95
Nev. 559, 598 P.2d 1147 (1979); Central Operating Co. v. Utility Workers of America, 491
F.2d 245 (4th Cir.1974)) (emphasis added in original)).

- Zandian had sufficient knowledge to act responsibly. He had previously retained
counsel to defend this action and retained new counsel to set aside the judgment. Therefore,
this Court cannot conclude that Zandian failed to respond to set aside the default judgment

because he was ignorant of procedural requirements.

d. Whether Zandiar Acted In Good Faith
Zandian has not provided _ ény valid reason for failing to respond to the requested
discovery, the motion for sanctions or the application for judgment. Furthermore, he has not
provided a reasonable explanation for mﬁﬁng over five months to obtain other counsel despite
having knowledge of the judgment entered agﬁinsf him.
Based upon the fact that Zandian knew about this case and continued fo receive the

papers and pleadings from this matter, it was inexcusable for Zandian not to respond to the

7
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earlier discovery requests and motions. Zandian has not demonstrated good faith. In fact,
Zandian has only demonstrated inexcusable neglect by his willful fajlure to respond to, and .

participate in, this action. Aecordingly, the Court determines that Zandian lacked géod faith in

contesting this action.

e. Whether This Case Shounld Be Tried On The Merits For Policy Reasons
The Nevada Supreme Court has held that “good public policy dictates that cases be
adjudicatéd on their merits.” See Kahn 108 Nev. at 516, 835 P.2d at 794 (citing Hotef Last

Frontier v. Frontier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 155-56, 380 P.2d 293, 295 (1963) (original

emphasis). However, this policy has its limits:

We wish not to be understood, however, that this judicial tendency to grant
relief from a default judgment implies that the trial court should always
grant relief from a default judgment. Litigants and their counsel may not
properly be allowed to disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.
" Lack of good faith or diligence, or lack of merit in the proposed defenss,
may very well warrant a denial of the motion for relief from the judgment.

Id. (citing Leniz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d at 256 (196R)).

Zandian has disregarded the process and proceciural rules of this matter with impunity.
He has repeatedly ignored this matter and failed to respond to the written discovery and
motions in this matfer since his former attomey John Peter Lee withdrew from representation.
Zandian’s lack of goodl faith or diligence warrants a denial of the motion to set aside.

Zandiaﬁ’s complete failure to respond fo the discovery requests and subsequent
motions evidences his willful and recalcitrant disregard of the judicial process, which
prejudiced Plaintiff. Foster v. Dingwall, 227 P.3d 1042, 1049 (Nev. 2010) (citing Hamlett v.
Reynolds, 114 Nev. 863, 865, 963 P.2d 457, 458 (1998) (upholding the district court’s strike -
order where the defauiﬁﬁg party’s “constant failure to follow [the court’s] orders was
uncxpiained and unwarranted™); In re Pheny&aroﬁanolamine (PP4) Prod'ucts,_ 460 F.3d 1217,
1236 (9th Cir.2006) (holding that, with respect to discovery abuses, “[plrejudice from

‘unreasonable delay is presumed” and failure to comply with court orders mandating discovery

“is sufficient prejudice™)).
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In light of Zandian’s repeated and continued abu:ses, the policy of adjudicating cases on
the merits would not be furthered in this case, and fhe ultimate sauctions are necessary to
demonstrate to Zandian and fisture litigants that they are not free to act with wayward
disregard of a court’s orders. Foster, 227 P.3d at 1049. Moreover, Zandian’s failure to oppose
Plaintiff’s motion to strike the General Denial or the application for judgment constitutes an
admission that the motion and application were meritorious. Id. (citing King v. Cartlidge, 121
Nev. 926,927, 124P.3d 1161, 1 162 (2005) (stating that an unopposed motion may be
considered as an adnﬁssion of merit and consent fo grant the motion) (citing DCR 13(3)).

IV. CONCLUSION .

The record provides substantial evidence to support this denial of Zandian’s motion to
set aside. Further, the policy of resolving cases on the merits does not allow litiganis “‘to
disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.”” Kahr, 108 Nev. at 516, 835P.2dat 794
(quoting Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d 254, 256-57 (1968)).

Zandian has failed to show mistake, inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect
pursuant to NRCP 60(b). Zandian had every opportunity to properly defend this action and

instead made a voluntary choice not to. Therefore, Zandian’s motion to set aside is hereby

DENIED.

DATED: This {h day of February, 2014, IT IS SO ORDERED:
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CERTIFICATE OF MATLING

1 hereby certify that on the Q_ day of February, 2014, I placed a copy of the

forcgoing;n_ the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Geoffrey W. Hawkins
Johnathon Fayeghi

-Hawkine Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134

C%antha Valerius
Law Clerk, Department I
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®  GRIGINAL

Matthew D. Francis (6978)
Adam P. McMillen (10678)

WATSON ROUNDS WEFEB 12 PH 322
5371 Kietzke Lane N .
Reno, NV 89511 - ALAN L !: ",, _
Telephone: 775-324-4100 . L ) B
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 BY L L L7 7

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin DEPUT

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vS. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff Jed Margolin by and through his attorneys,
requests that this Court issue an Order requiring Reza Zandian (“Zandian”) to appear and show
cause why he should not be held in Contempt of Court for having deliberately and willfully
violated the Court’s January 13, 2014 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents. The Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

According to the Order, Zandian was required to: -




11

12

13

1. Appear before the Court and answer upon oath or affirmation concerning his
propert-y at a Judgment Debtor Examination under the authority of a Judge of the Court on
February 11, 2014 at 9:00 a.m.; and,

2. To produce to Plaintiff’s counsel at least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor
Examination, all information and documents identifying, related to, and/or comprising the

following:

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage‘accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to svatisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc.

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years
2007 to the present.

¢. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to
the present, including all schedules, W-2’s and 1099°s,

f. All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

g. All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to the present.

h. All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
2007 to the present.
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i Documeﬁts sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.
j-  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter.
k. Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian,
See Exhibit 1.
On February 10, 2014, Zandian’s counsel informed Plaintiff’s counsel that Zandian “is
cutrently in the middle east on business™ and “will not be able to attend the debtor’s

examination” tomorrow morning in front of Judge Russell. Zaﬁdian’s counsel also informed
Plaintiff”s counsel on February 10, 2014, that no documents have been produced regarding the
debtor’s examination allegedly “due to the short amount of time provided.” See Exhibit 2,
which is a copy of the February 10, 2014 email, attached hereto.

Without providing any justification, Zandian has violated the Court’s Order by not
providing the documents to Plaintiff by February 4, 2014, and by refusing and failing to appear
at the Court-ordered debtor’s examination on February 11, 2014, Plaintiff therefore requests
that Zandian be ordered to appear in Court to Show Cause why he should not be held in
Contempt of Court.

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I Background

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named inventor on United States Patent No. 5,566,073
(“the ‘073 Patent™), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patent”) (collectively “the Patents”). See Amended Complaint, filed 8/11/11, §§9-10. In
2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Robert Adams, then CEO of Optima Technology, Inc. (later
renamed Optima Technology Group (hereinafter “OTG™), a Cayman Islands Corporation

specializing in aerospace technology) a Power of Attorney regarding the Patents. Id at 11.
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Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and 724 Patents to OTG and revoked the
Power of Attorney. Id at § 13.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to a royalty-agreement
between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id at § 12. On or about October 2007, OTG licensed the
‘073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment
p'ursuant fo a royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id at § 14.

On or about December 5, 2007, Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office (“USPTO”) assignment documents allegedly assigning ail fouf of the Pafents to Optima
Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by Zandian at the time. Id. at
9 15. Shortly thereafter, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin, Robert Adams, and OTG were
named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optima
Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona action™). Id at g 17.
Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff in the Arizona action
asserted that Mr. Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents, and
OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation
(*OTC”) in order to obtain legal title to the respective patents. 7d.

On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or
“124 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,
void, of no force and effect.” Id. at § 18; see also Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss,
dated 11/16/11, on file herein.

Due to Zandian’s acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with Plaintiff’s
and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. Id. at § 19. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the

USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts. Id at §

20.
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II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009, and the Complaint was personally
served on Zandian on February 2, 2010, and on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a
Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, 2 California corporation on March
21,2010. Zandian’s answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint was due on February 22, 2010, but
Zandian did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered against
Zandian on December 2, 2010, and Plaintiff filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on
Zandian on December 7, 2010 and on his last known attorney on December 16, 2010,

The answers of Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, éNevada corporation,
and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, were due on March 8, 2010,
but Defendants did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered
against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corpotation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation on December 2, 2010. Plaintiff filed and
served a Notice of Entry of Default on the corporate entities on December 7, 2010 and on their
Iast known attorney on December 16, 2010.

The defaults were set aside and Zandian’s motion to dismiss was denied on Aungust 3,
2011. On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process against all
Defendants may be made by publication. As manifested by the affidavits of service, filed
herein on November 7, 2011, all Defendants were duly served by publication by November
2011,

On February 21, 2012, the Court denied Zandian’s motion to dismiss the Amended
Complaint. On March 5, 2012, Zandian served a General Denial to the Amended Complaint.
On March 13, 2012, the corporate Defendants served a General Denial to the Amended
Complaint.

On June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate Defendants to
retain counsel and that counsel enter an appearance on behalf of the corporate Defendants by
July 15, 2012. The June 28, 2012 order further provided that if no such appearance was

entered, the corporate Defendants’ General Denial would be stricken. Since no appearance

5 263




Y

O

10

14

15

16

17

18

26

27

28

was entered on behalf of the corporate Defendants, a default was entered against them on
September 24, 2012. A notice of eniry of default judgment was filed and served on November
6, 2012.

On July 16, 2012, Mr. Margolin served Zandian with Mr. Margolin’s First Set of
Requests for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories, and First Set of Requests for Production
of Documents, but Zandian never responded to these discovery requests. As such, on
December 14, 2012, Mr. Margolin filed and served a Motion for Sanctions pursuant to NRCP
37. In this Motion, Mr. Margolin requested this Court strike the General Denial of Zandian,
and award Mr. Margolin his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion.

On January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial‘ 6f Zéﬁdian
and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the NRCP 37 Motion. A default was
entered against Zandian on March 28,2013, and a notice of entry of default judgment was
filed and served on April 5, 2013.

On April 17, 2013, Mr. Margolin filed an Application for Default Judgment, which was
served on Zandian and the corporate Defendants. Since Zandian did not respond to the
Application for Default Judgment, 2 Defanlt Judgment was entered on June 24, 2013, Notice
of entry of the Default Judgment was served on Zandian on June 26, 2013 and filed on June
27,2013, _

Over five and a half months later, on December 19, 2013, Zandian served his Motion
to Set Aside on Plaintiff. Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside claims that he never received any
written discovery or notice of the pleadings and papers filed in this matter after his counsel
withdrew as his former counsel provided an erroneous last known address to the Court and the
parties when he withdrew, and therefore Zandian requests that the judgment be set aside.

On February 6, 2014, the Court entered an Order denying Zandian’s request to set
aside the judgment. The Court found that Zandian failed to show mistake, inadvertence,
surprise or excusable neglect pursuant to NRCP 60(b) and that “Zandian had every opportunity
to properly defend this action and instead made a voluntary choice not to.” See Order, dated

2/6/14 at 9:14-17.
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Also, on December 11, 2013, Plaintiff filed the subject motion for judgment debtor
examination and to produce documents. Zandian failed to file any opposition to the motion for
debtor’s examination. Accordingly, on January 13, 2014, the Court granted the motion for
debtor examination and to produce documents. On January 16, 2014, Plaintiff served Zandian
with notice of entry of the Court’s order granting the debtor’s examination and the production
of documents prior thereto. See Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for
Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents, dated 1/16/14, on file herein; see also Exhibit
3, Email, dated 1/16/14, Nancy Lindsley (Plaintiff’s counsel) to Lauren Kidd (Zand@an’s
counsel), which included a copy of the Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor’s
Examination and to Produce Documents and the Notice of Entry of that order.

On February 10, 2014, Zandian’s counsel informed Plaintiff’s counsel that Zandian “is
currently in the middle east on business™ and “will not be able to attend the debtor’s
examination” tomorrow morning in front of Judge Russell. Zandian’s counsel also informed
Plaintiff’s counsel on February 10, 2014, that no documents have been produced regarding the
debtor’s examination allegedly “due fo the short amount of time provided.” See Exhibit 2.

II1. Legal Argument

NRS 1.210(3) states that “[t]he Court has the power to compel obedience to its orders.”
NRS 22.010(3) provides that the “refusal to abide by a lawful order issued by the Court is
contempt.” See also Matter of Water Rights of Humboldt River, 118 Nev. 901, 907, 59 P.3d
1226, 1229-30 (2002) (noting that the district court generally has particular knowle&ge of
whether contemptible conduct occurred and thus its decisions regarding contempt are given
deference).

“Courts have inherent power to enforce their decrees through civil contempt
proceedings, and this power cannot be abridged by statute.” Jn re Derermination of Relative
Rights of Claimants & Appropriators of Waters of Humboldt River Stream Sys. & Tributaries,
118 Nev. 901, 909, 59 P.3d 1226, 1231 (2002) (citing Noble v. Noble, 86 Nev. 459, 463, 470

P.2d 430, 432 (1970). “A civil contempt order may be used to compensate the contemnor’s
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adversary for costs incurred because of the contempt.” Id. (citing State, Dep't Indus. Rel. v.
Albanese, 112 Nev. 851, 856, 919 P.2d 1067, 107071 (1996)).

“[Dlistrict judges are afforded broad discretion in imposing sanctions™ and the Nevada
Supreme Court “will not reverse the particular sanctions imposed absent a showing of abuse of
discretion.” State, Dep't of Indus. Relations, Div. of Indus. Ins. Regulation v. Albanese, 112
Nev. 851, 856, 919 P.2d 1067, 1070 (1996) (citing Young v. Johnny Ribeiro Building, 106
Nev. 88, 92, 787 P.2d 777, 779 (1990)).

“Generally, an order for civil contempt must be grounded upon one’s disobedience of
an order that spells out “the details of compliance in clear, specific and unambiguous terms so
that such person will readily know exactly what duties or obligations are imposed on him.>”
Southwest Gas Corp. v. Flintkote Co., 99 Nev. 127, 131, 659 P.2d 86 1, 864 (1983) (quoting Ex
parte Slavin, 412 8.W.2d 43, 44 (Tex.1967)). “[A] sanction for ¢ [c]ivil contempt is
characterized by the court’s desire to ... compensate the conternnor’s adversary for the injuries
which result from the noncompliance.”” Albanese, 112 Nev. at 856, 919 P.2d at 1071 (citing
In re Crystal Palace Gambling Hall, Inc., 817 F.2d 1361 (9th Cir.1987) (citations omitted)).
“However, an award to an opposing party is limited to that party’s actual loss.l” United States
v. United Mine Workers of America, 330 U.S. 258, 304, 67 S.Ct. 677,701, 91 L.Ed. 884
(1947); Shujfler v. Heritage Bank, 720 F.2d 1141 (9th Cir.1983); Falstaff, 702 F.2d at 779.

The undisputed facts are crystal clear that Zandian violated this Court’s debtor’s
examination Order by failing to produce the documents one week prior to the debtor’s
examination and by failing to appear at the debtor’s examination, after he was served with the
Order requiring the same. Supra. There can be no justification for Zandian’s actions. The full
damages to Plaintiff from Zandian’s conduct and contempt for this Court cannot be measured.

Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court issue an order to show cause why Zandian
should not be held in contempt. Plaintiff further requests that the Court hold Zandian in
contempt and award an appropriate compensatory sanction, both to coerce Zandian’s
compliance with the debtor’s examination Order as well as compensate Plaintiff for his -

damages. Plaintiff also respectfully requests that he be awarded his attorney fees and costs
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associated with bringing the motion for debtor’s examination and this motion for order to
show cause regarding contempt. If the Court deems that such an award of attorney fees and
costs is warranted, Plaintiff will file a subsequent affidavit and cost memorandum.
IV. CONCLUSION
For all of the foregoing reasons, this Court should grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Order to
Show Cause Regarding Contempt.
AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

-social security number of any person.

Dated this 12% day of February, 2014.

by, Fhow T

Matfﬁew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONTEMPT, addressed as follows:

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esqg.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Bivd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

| /] %Z o
Dated: February 12 , 2014, (4 a7 ,é% >

s ¥

Na{my R. yfmdéiey

10 264

!




20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

INDEX OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit . Number of
No. Title Pages
1 Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor’s 5
Examination and to Produce Documents
Email between counsel regarding failure to comply with
5 Court’s Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor’s 4
Examination and to Produce Documents
’ Email from Nancy Lindsiey, Plaintiff’s counsel’s staff, to
3 Lauren Kidd, Defendant Zandian’s counsel’s staff, 2

transmitting courtesy copies of documents

11

.
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CaseNo. 09 0C 00579 1B el U
20Ih JAN 13 PH b 1
ALAN GLOVER

iteb

Dept. No. I

=

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
va. [PREPOSED]| ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND

a California corporation, OPTIMA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANIAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ1

aka G, REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individuaf, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents, filed on December 11, 2013,

The Court finds that Defendants have not opposed the Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents. The non-opposition by Defendants to Plaintiff’s Motion constitutes
a consent to the granting of the motion.

The Court finds good cause exists to grant Plaintiff's Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents.
fif
I
il
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NOW, THEREFORE, I'T HEREBY IS ORDERED as follows:

1. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZ] aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to appear before the Court and answer
upon ozath or affirmation conceming Defendant’s property at a Judgment Debtor Examination

under the authority of a Judge of the Court on the following date Februar, 1}, Toiie ,'cxf)"‘"‘“':a.nd,
; .

2. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA IAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to produce to Mr, Margolin’s counsel at
least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively
review and question Zandian regarding the documents, all information and documents

identifying, related to, and/or comprising the following:

a. Any and all information and docamentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to satisfy the Judgment entersd
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc. '

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years

2007 to the present.

¢. Documents sufficient fo show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the

years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the

years 2007 to the present.
e. All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to

the present, including all schedules, W-2’s and 1099°s.
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£ All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

g All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other finaucial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to the present.

h. Al of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
2007 to the present.

i.  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.

j. Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter,

k. Any settlement agreerﬁents by which another party has agreed to pay money to

Zandian,
DATED: This {3 day of January, 2014, .
J/gzmm W

JAYAES T, RUSSELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by,

WATSON ROUNDS, B.C.

By:

(s P
Adam P, McMillen, Esquire
Nevada Bar No. 10678
3371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
Email: amemillen@watsonrounds.com
Attomey for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that T am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, Proposed Order Granting Motion for Debtor

Examination and for Production of Documents, addressed as follows:

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

28

Geofftey W. Hawkins, Bsquire
Johnathon Fayeghi, Esquire
Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora _
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Techhology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada cofporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd, #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Jh
Dated: Januar{] ", 2014

Y

St

indsley
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Adam McMillen

From: John Fayeghi [JFayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com]
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 8:48 AM

To: Adam McMillen

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins

Subject: RE: Margoiin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Mr. MeMillen,

{ apologize for not getting back to you on Friday, | was stuck in deposition all day. With regard to the requested
documents, | have not been able to obtain the same from my client due to the short amount of time provided. With
regard to the debtor’s examination, it is my understanding that Mr. Zandian is currently in the middle east on business.
As such, Mr. Zandian will not be able to attend the debtor’s examination.

Very truly yours,
HAWHINEMELENDREZ

DG < T T G RNEYSB AT L AW

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.

9555 Hillwood Dr., Ste. 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel.: 702-318-8800

Fax.; 702-318-8801
jfayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com

From: Adam McMillen [maiito:amcmillen@watsonrounds.com]
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 8:28 AM

To: John Fayeghi

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins; Nancy Lindsley

Subject: FW: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Hi john,

{ still have not heard from you about the documents for tomorrow’s debtor’s examination. Unless | hear from you

othérwise, you leave me no choice but to assume that you wili not be providing the ordered documents and [ will
prepare for tomorrow’s examination in front of Judge Russell accordingly, including requesting that Judge Russell issue

sanctions for the failure to comply with the order.

Sincerely,

Adam P. KMciillsn
Atftormney ai Law

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 88511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
amcmillen@®weatsonrpunds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains information which may be confidential and pavieged. Uniess you are the addrassee or auiherized
10 receive emails fur the addressee you may nat use, copy or disclose 1o anyone this message oF any information containad in this messege I you have received
this message in error, please advise the sender by reply email and then gelate the entire email. 1RS Circuiar 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with

1
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requirements imposed by U.S. Treasury Regulation Circular 230= we inform you ihat any U.S. Jederal tax advice contained in this communicetion. including any
aitachments, is not intended or witten to be used, end cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penafiies undsr the laismal Revenue Code or (i prompiing,
miarketing or recommerding {o another parly any transaction or matier addressed herein,
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From. Adam Mchilen

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2014 1:06 PM
To: "John Fayeghi'

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins; Matt Francis
Subject: RE: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Hi lohn,

Since | did not hear from you | tried calling your office. However, your receptionist stated that you were just going into a
deposition. | was calling to see where you and Zandian are at with regards to the documents and the debtor’s
examination, as discussed in our emails below. Please let me know the status of those issues.

Thank you,

Adam P. Mciiilien
Attorney af Law

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kieteke Lane
Reno, NV 89514

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
amemillen@waisonrounds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIGENTIALITY: This message contains information which may e confidential and privileged. Unless you are tive addressee or authnnzed
ta recelve emails for the addressee you may not use, copy of disclese to anyone inis message or eny infermation contained In fhis messaga. If you have received
this massage In ervor, please advise the sender by reply emall and then delsie the entire email. RS Circufar 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with
requirements inposed by U.S. Treasury Regulafion Clrcular 230, we inform you that any U.S. federal tax advice cohtaingd in this communicalion, inglwding any
attachiments, is not intended or writien to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i} avoiding penatiies under the Inferna! Revanue Cc’lc or {if} promoung.
imaiketing or recommending to anather parly any transaction of matier addressed herein.

From: John Fayeghi [mailto:JFé\}edhi@hawkinsme!endrez.com] |
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Adam McMillen

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins
Subject: RE: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Mr. McMillen,

I am scheduled to have a telephone conference with my client tomorrow morning. | will contact you following

said telephone conference.
Very truly yours,

IAWKINSMELENDREZ

TTORNEYSE AF L AW

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.

9555 Hillwood Dr., Ste, 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel.: 702-318-8800

Fax.: 702-318-8801
ifayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com
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From: Adam McMillen [mailto:amcmillen@watsonrounds.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 12:52 PM

Ta: John Fayeghi

€c: Nancy Lindsley; Lauren Kidd

Subject: FW: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Johnathen Fayeghl,

As you know, Zandian has been ordered to attend his debtor’s examination on 2/11/14, which is this coming Tuesday.
Zandian has also been ordered to produce certain financial documents, as outlined in the attached order. Those
documents were supposed to have been produced to my office by no later than 2/4/14 {last Tuesday). Piease produce
the documents to my office by 2/7/14 (tomorrow) or { will be forced to file a motion for contempt.

Also, do you plan on attending the debtor’s examination on 2/11/147 Also, Does Zandian plan on attending the debtor’s
examination? Please et me know so | can plan accordingly.

Sincerely,

Adam P. Mcldilien
Attomey at Law

WATSON ROURDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89571

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171

amamilen@watsoprounds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message containg infonnation which may he confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addresses or autharized
to recelve emalls for the addressee you may not use, copy o disclose ic anyone this massage or any informnation containad in {his mressaga. I you have received
this message in errer, please advise the sender by reply smal! and then delete the entire email. 1RS Cirewlar 230 Ulsclosure: To ensure compliance with
reguirements imposed by U.S. Treasury Reguiation Cireuiar 230, we inform you that any U.S. federal tex advice contained in this communication. including any
attachments, is not intended or wariiten to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i} avoiding penailies under the Internal Revenue Code or (i) promcting,
marketing er recommending to another party any fransaction or matter addressed hereln.

From: Nancy Lindsley

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:16 PM
To: 'Lauren Kidd'

Subject: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Ms. Kidd:

Attached please find courtesy copies of documents which have been filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nancy R. Lindsley
Paralegal to

Matthew D. Francis and
Adam P. McMillen

WATSON

ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
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Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775} 333-8171
nlindsley@watsonrounds.com

STATEMENT QF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains information wh
to receive emails for the addressee you may nof use, caopy o disclose 1o anyo
this message in ervor, please advise the sender by reply emafl and
requirements imposed by U.S. Treasury Regulation Circular 230, we inform you that any U.S. federal
attachments, is not intended or written 1o be used, and cannot be used, for the
marketing or recommending to anoiher parly any fransaction of m

then delete the enfire email. IRS Circular 230 Disclostre: To ens
tax advice contained in this cormunication, inciuding any
puipose of {i) avaiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or {ii} promoty
aiter addressed hersin.

ich may be cenfidential and privileged. Unless you are the sddressee or authorized
ne this meszage or any information conteined in this messzage. If you havea raceivzsd
ure compiianca with

g,
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Exhibit 3

Exhibit 3
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Nancy Lindsley

From: Nancy Lindsley

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:16 PM

To: ‘Lauren Kidd'

Subject: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Attachments: 2014-0113 Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce

Documents.pdf, 2014-0116 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Debtor Examination.pdf

Dear Ms. Kidd:

Attached please find courtesy copies of documents which have been filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nancy R. Lindsley
Paralegal to

Matthew D. Francis and
Adam P. McMillen

WATSONY

¥ acuros
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: ({775) 333-8171
nlindsley@watsonrounds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains information which mey be confidential and privileged. Unless you ars the addressee o authorizes
to receiva emails Tor the addressee you may noi use, copy or disclose to anyone this message or any information contained in this message. i ¥ou have received
this message it error, pleass advise the sender by reply emai? and then delete the entire email. IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliarcs with
requiremeris imposed by U.S. Tressury Regulation Circular 238, we inform you that any U.S. federal tax advice contained in this communication, Including any
aitachmenis, is ot inlended or written fo be used. and cannot be usad, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the intemnal Revenus Code or {ii} promgiing,
marketing or recomimending to ansther party any fransaciion or matier addressed herein,
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1 ||JASON D. WOODBURY
Nevada Bar No. 6870

2 || KAEMPFER CROWELL

510 West Fourth Street

3 |} Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300

4 |{Facsimile: (775) 882-0257

|| IWoodbury@kenvlaw.com

5 ||Attorneys for Reza Zandian

6 IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
/ - OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

7 ~ CARSON CITY

8

o ||JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
10 Plalnhff,

11 VS.

12 OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,| Case No. 090Co00579 1B
a California corporation, OPTIMA ,
13 TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada Dept. No. 1
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka

14 [| GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOILAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA

15 1| JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
|| aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an

16 1l individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals

17 ||21-30, |

18 Defendants.

19

20 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL

21 | COME NOW, the law firm of Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer & Fioréntino,
E S;:g&fg;%% Jason Woodbury, the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C., Geoffrey W. Hawkins and

3 Johnathon Fayeghi, atforneys for the above-named Defendant Reza Zandian, and
hereby give notice that the law firm of Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer &

|| Fiorentino is substituted as the attorney of record for the above-named Defendant, Reza

Page 1 of 3
: 28




1 || Zandian, in the place and stead of the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C., Geoffrey W.
2 ||Hawkins and Johnathon Fayeghi for all purposes in the above-entitled matter. All
3 || parties to this substitution further acknowledge their consent to such substitution by

4 || their execution of this Substitution of Cour_lsel.

5 DATED this 12 r}\day of February, 2014.
6 | HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.
7
8
EOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.
9 Nevada Bar No. 7740
JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.
10 Nevada Bar No. 12736
_ 9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
11 Las Vegas, NV 89134
Telephone: (702) 318-8800
12 _ Facsimile: (;702) 318-8801
- e-mail: jfayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com
13
Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer & Fiorentino hereby accepts substitution
14 || - .
as attorneys for the above-named Defendant, Reza Zandian in the place and stead of the
15 law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C. and Johnathon Fayeghi.
16 DATED this _ Z/’ day of February, 2014.
17

_ KAEMPFER CROWELL RENSHAW
18 GRONAUER & FIORENTINO

| I A D e )—s

20 n D./Woodbury /
: evada Bar No. 6870

21 : 510 West Fourth Street
xU=tEomo Carson City NV 89703
5‘; Zg; § ;55 : TeleI_)hqne (775) 884-8300
0T Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
23 jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
24
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e}

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that service of the foregoing
SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL was made this date by depositing a true copy of the
same for mailing at Carson City, Nevada, addressed to each of the f-ollowing:'

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

DATED this &% / day of February, 2014.

P

7

ey

.-an employee of Kaempfer Crowell
|
C )

Page 3 of 3

28



KAEMPFER CROWELL RENSHAW
GRONAUER & FIORENTINO
510 W. Fourth Sireet
Carson Clty, Nevada 58703
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|| JASON D. WOODBURY

Nevada Bar No. 6870
SEVERIN A. CARLSON
Nevada Bar No. 9373
KAEMPFER CROWELL

' 510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257

{jwoodburv@kcnvlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant,
REZA ZANDIAN

IN THE FIRST

RECD & FILER

LR -3 PH ¥ Wi
| ALAN { GLOVER

JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevadal
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

CARSON CITY

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No. I

_Defendants.

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ORDER

TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT

COMES NOW Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN, by and through his undersigned
counsel of record, Kaempfer Crowell, and hereby opposes the Motion for Order to Show
Cause Regarding Contempt (“Motion”™) filed by Plaintiff in this matter on February 12,

2014. This Opposition is made pursuant to FJDCR 15 and is based on NRS 21.270,

Q\ RN
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510 W. Fourih Street
Carson Clty, Navada 89703

KAEMPFER CROWELL RENSHAW
GRONAUER & FIORENTING

10

11

12 |

13
14
15
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17
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19

20

21
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I DATED this 37 day of March, 2014.

NRCP 69, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, all papers and
pleadings on file herein, and any evidence and argument allowed by the Court at a

hearing on the Motion granted pursuant to FJDCR 15 or D.C.R. 15.

KAEMPFER CROWELL

BY: %,’qu

JAZON D. WOODBURY

evada Bar No. 6870-
SEVERIN A. CARLSON
Nevada Bar No. 9373
'KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257 _
e-mail: jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com

scarlson@kenvlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN
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GRONAUER & FIORENTINO
510 W. Fourlh 5tresl
Carzon Clty, Nevada 89703

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

1. Factual Background

The following facts are pertinent to this Court’s analysis in regard to Plaintiff’s
request for the issuance of an order to show cause why Reza Zandian should not be held
in contempt of this Court:*

(1) o Reza Zandian does not reside in Carson City, Nevada?;

.(2) | On January 13, 2014, this Court issued its Order Granting Plaintiff’s

Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents (“Order for
Debtér Examination”)3; |

(38) On January 16, 2014, counsel for Plaintiff served by regular mail a notice

of the entry of the Order for Debtor Examination upon counsel for Reza

Zandian4;

1 Although only a select few facts are relevant to the actual issue before the Court, Plaintiff's Motion offers
several pages of “background”, most of which is obviously designed to engender bad will and disdain for
Mr. Zandian. Motion at 3:20 — 7:15. This Opposition will make no effort—because none is called for—to
refute material which is immaterial to the question of whether this Court should issue the requested
order. Suffice it to say, for now, that there are two sides to this story.

2 This is not to assert that there is no dispute over the residence of Mr. Zandian. Mr. Zandian continues to
maintain that be resides in France, while Plaintiff continues to contend that he resides in California.
Compare, e.g., Affidavit of Reza Zandian in Support of Mot. to Set Aside Default J. at 192-3 (“I am
currently a resident of Paris, France and have been living full-ime at 6 Rue Edouard Fournier, 75116
Paris, France since August 11, 2011.... I have not resided in the United States since August 2011.”) (Jan.
17, 2014) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 1); Notice of Appeal at 1:1-3, 22-25 (identifying Reza
Zandain’s address at 6, rue Edouard Fournier, 75116 Paris, France) (Clark County District Court case
number A-11-635430-C, Dept. No. IV) (Mar. 15, 2013) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 2) with,
e.g., Application for Default J. at 13:5-7, 13-15 (April 16, 2013) (serving Mr. Zandian at one address in Fair
Oaks, California and one address in San Diego, California); Declaration of Jed Margolin in Support of
Appl. For Default J. at 5:6-8 (April 16, 2013) (serving Reza Zandian at address in San Diego, California);
Plaintiff’s App. for Atty’s Fees and Costs at 6:6-10 (serving Reza Zandian at two substantally similar
addresses in San Diego, California) (Feb. 15, 2013); Complaint at Y4 (“On information and belief,
Defendant Reza Zandian ... is an individual who at all relevant times resided in San Diego, California or -
Las Vegas, Nevada.”) (Dec. 11, 2009). This is by no means an exhaustive recitation of the evidence which
bas been offered on the point of Mr. Zandian’s residence. In regard to the Motion, it does not matter
where Mr. Zandian resides, so long as it is not in Carson City, Nevada. And there has never been any
suggestion or indication by anyone in this case that he does.

3 See Order Granting PlL’s Mot. for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents (Jan. 13, 2014).

4 See Notice of Entry of Or. Granting PL’s Mot. for Debtor Examination and te Produce Documents (Jan.
16, 2014) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 3).
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(4)

(5)

The Order for Debtor Examination required Reza Zandian to appear on

February 11, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. before the Court in Carson City, Nevadas;

‘and

The Order for Debtor Examination required Reza Zandian to produce 11
categories of documents to the office of Plaintiff’'s counsel no later than
February 4, 2014. Those categories of documents included, but were not
limited to:

(a)  Any and all information and documentation identifying real
property, computers, cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerége
accounts, bank deposits and all other assets thaf may be available for
execution to satiéfy the Judgment entéred by the Court....

(b) Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for
each month for the years 2007 to present;

(¢)  Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for
each month for the years 2007 to present;

(d) - Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses
for each month for the years 2007 to present;

(e)  All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized électronic
and/or printed on paj;er format for the years 2007 to the present;

()  All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related
banking documents for any bank, brokerage or other financial account at
least partially controlled by Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian

or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years 2007 to the present;

5 See Order for Debtor Examination at Y1.
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(g) All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook
entries for the years 2007 to the present;

(h)  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of
payment of Zandian’s current residence _and any other residence for the
years 2007 to present; and

()  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of
payment of Zandian’s counsel in this matter.6

As of the date of the Order for Debtor Examination, there had been a total of 85 months
in the period referenced as “each month for the years 2007 to present.”

IL.  Argument

A.  Reza Zandian is not a resident of Carson City and therefore NRS
21.270 does not authorize his examination in Carson City.

Plaintiff’s request for ﬁermission to conduct a debtor’s examination in this case
was based upon NRS 21.270, which authorizes and regulates the procedure.? As such, it
seems somewhat remarkable that Plaintiff's Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination
and to Produce Docuﬁenfs quotes only a portion of the statute.8 Unfortunately, that
that Motion included nothing to alert this Court that only a portion of the controlling
stafute was included, and that, in fact, the most relevant portion was excluded.

W\
W
W\

6 See Order for Debtor Examination at J2(a) — (k).
7 See Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents at 1:24-25 (Dec. 11, 2013).

8 See Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents at 5:25 — 6:2 (1:24-25
(“Under Nevada procedure, Mr. Margolin is entitled to a debtor examination. NRS 21.270 states that ‘a
judgment creditor, at any time after the judgment is entered, is entitled to an order from the judge of the
court requiring the judgment debtor to appear and answer upon oath or affirmation concerning his or her

Page 5 of 10
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In its entirety, NRS 21.270(1) provides:

1 A judgment creditor, at any time after the judgment is entered, is entitled

to an order from the judge of the court requiring the judgment debtor to appear

and to answer upon oath or affirmation concerning his or her property, before:
(a) The judge or a master appointed by the judge; or
(b)  An attorney representing the judgment creditor,

at a time and place specified in the order. No judgment debtor may be

required to appear outside the county in which the judgment debtor

resides.
(Emphasis adde_d).

The emphasized provision could not be more clear and explicit. Under anyone’s
interpretation of the evidence pertaining to the residence of Reza Zandian, there is no
information ind.icéting that he resides in Carson City, Nevada—or that he ever has, for
that matter. Therefore, NRS 21;270 does not permit him to be the subject of a debtor’s
examination here. The Order for Debtor’s Examination should have never been issued.
Indeed, it is virtually certain that, had the applicable law been quoted or explained in its
entirety, this Court never would have issued such an order.?

As the Order for Debtor’s Examination is contrary to NRS 21.270 in the first
place, Mr. Zandian should not be held in contempt for a failure to comply with the

requirements of that order, insofar as it required to personally present himself in Carson

City, Nevada for examination. For this reason, this Court should deny the Motion.

W\
W
W\

property’ at an examination either before 1) the judge or master appointed by the judge or 2) an attorney
representing the judgment creditor. NRS 21.270(1)").

9 To be fair, the fact that the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documnents was
unopposed by then-counsel for Reza Zandian bears a fair share of the responsibility for the oversight. The
invalidity of the ordér subjecting Mr. Zandian to a debtor’s examination should have been presented to
this Court in the context of an opposition. Nonetheless, the failure to respond does not expand the scope -
of this Court’s lawful authority beyond that which is authorized. In other words, the law is what the law is.
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B. Reza Zandian should not be held in contempt for failing to
comply with a requirement reducing by half his time to respond
to an ordered document production.

Next, Plaintiff complains that Mr. Zandian failed to comply with this Court’s

Order for Debtor’s Examination “by failing to produce the documents one week prior to
the debtor’s examination.”© Once again, Plaintiff takes generous—and unauthorized—
liberties with the procedural regulation of supplementary proceedings in aid of
judgment execution.

NRCP 69(a) provides:

(@) Ingeneral. Process to enforce a judgment for the payment of money shall

be a writ of execution, unless the court directs otherwise. The procedure on

execution, in proceedings supplementary to and in aid of 2 judgment, and in
proceedings on and in aid of execution shall be in accordance with the practice
and procedure of the State. In aid of the judgment or execution, the
judgment creditor or a successor in interest when that interest appears of
record, may obtain discovery from any person, including the
judgment debtor, in the manner provided in these rules.

(Emphasis added).

‘The emphasized language permits Plaintiff, as the judgment creditor, to utilize
the discovery techniques set forth in the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure. As such, the
Order for Debtor’s Examination, insofar as it required the production of documents by
Reza Zandian, is sound. However, the term “in the manner provided in these rules” is
more than an authorization. It is also a limitation. That is, the language authorizes the
use of discovery techniques, but requires them to be exercised in accordance with the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

The production of documents is governed by NRCP 34. Under that rule, a party,

in this case Reza Zandian, would be allowed 30 days to serve a written response to a

And the failure to present an accurate statement of the law in a timely fashion, while regrettable in this
instance, does not change the lawful authority—and limitations thereon—of this Court.

10 See Motion at 8:20-21.
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request for the production of documents.®* Applied in the context of this case, 30 days
frorﬁ service of the Order for Debtor’s Examination would have required the document
disclosure by February 18, 2014.22 Of course, Reza Zandian’s time for production was
drastically reduced from that to February 4, 2014. The result was a requirement that
Reza Zandian produce 11 categories of documents, several of which required 85 months
of information, within two weeks—half of the time allotted for a “normal” document
production.3

Of course, this Court has the authority to compel a shorter or allow a longer time
than 30 days to produée doéuments in accordance with NRCP 34.4 And while Plaintiff
may contend that this authority was invoked by the Court in its Order for Debtor’s
Examination, the contention seems dubious for two reasons. First, Plaintiff's Motion
for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Producé Documents includes no discussion
supporting a request to shorten the time for production. And, second, there is, in fact,

no urgency to limit the time frame for the production of the requested documents. The

| judgment in this case has existed for quite some time prior to the request for

supplementary proceedings. In regard to that judgment, the interests of Plaintiff are
protected from fraudulent transfers by Chapter 112 of Nevada Revised Statutes. Other
than Plaintiff's yearn to expedite execution—shared by nearly all judgment creditors

throughout history—there is no meaningful reason to reduce by half the opportunity for

1 See NRCP 34(b) (“The party upon whom the request is served shall serve .a written response within 30
days after the service of the request.”)

12 Gee NRCP 6.

13 Again, it must be conceded that it would have been far better to present this pos