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DARRYL COTTON, an individual,
Plaintiff,
V5.

)
)
)
)
)

CYNTHIA BASHANT, an individual; JOEL)

individual: REBECCA BERRY, an individual; ’
GINA AUSTIN, an individual; MICHAEL ’
WEINSTEIN,  an  individual.  JESSICA )
MCELFRESIL an individual: and DAVID )

DEMIAN, an individual g
Defendants.
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WOHLFEIL, an individual; LARRY GERACI, an )_
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Plaintiff Pro Se Darryl Cotton (“Plaintiff,” “Cotton™ or “I”") hereby files this Notice of Frrata.
On May 13, 2020 Plaintiff filed a First Amended Complaint. Howevetidlifotabl toPit&:I5@e two
Exhibits referenced in the Complaint. Attached hereto are the two exBibilsidif

gequasts thei Clerk’s

O THICY OF CALIFGRRIA
Office please add them to his Complaint.
Y DEZpENY

Dated: May 14, 2020.

%rryl ’Cotton,

Cotton and Cotton Pro Se

2
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Re: Agreement
1 message

Larry Geracl <Larry@iticsd.net>

To: Darryl Cotton <darryi@inda-gro.com>

No no problem at all

Sent from my iPhone

On Nov 2, 2016, at 6:55 PM, Darryl Cotton <darryl@inda-gro.com> wrote: -

Hi Larry,

Thank you for meeting today. Since we executed the Purchase Agreement in your office for
the sale price of the properly | just noticed the 10% equity position in the dispensary was not
language added into that document. | just want to make sure that we're not missing that
language in any final agreement as itis a factored element in my decision io sell the
property. 1l be fine if you would simply acknowledge that here in a reply.

Regards.

Darryt Cotton, President

FHLUENGE CEUv o &

darryi@inda-gro.com
www.inda-gro.com
Ph: B77.452.2244
Cell: 510.854.4447
Skype: dc.dalbercia

6176 Federal Blvd,
San Diego, CA, 92114 5
USA .

NOTICE: The information contained in he above message Is confidential information salely for the uss of the
intended reciplent, If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, the reader is netified that any use,
dissemination, distribution or copying of this commwnication is stricly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notfy Inda-Gro immedistaly by telephone at 619.266.4004.

.

1 _ 1 — ¥ *»1f intn "~ L mroom L ey ita b 1 =T 1. Fate ol Jb JUNNNNI ; EEN

Darryi Cotton <indagrodarryl@amail.com>

Wed, Nov 2, 2016 at 9113 PM
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ELECTROHICALLY FILED
FERRIS & BRITTON Superior Court-of California,
A Professional Corporation Courty of San Diego
Is\dlchfﬁl 1% W}fams’ﬂe(m (%Bﬂélgfgrﬁfl) DAMD/ZG48 st 11:10:00 A
cott oothacre (SB ) o o
201 West Broadway, Suite 1450 By ﬁ;ﬁiﬁﬁ&g?f Eé‘;l;u?; ugiem
San Diego, California 92101 ' '

Telephone: (619) 233-3131
Fax: (619) 232-9316
mweinstein@ferrisbritton.com
stoothacre(@terrisbritton.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff/Cross-Defendant LARRY GERACT and
Cross-Defendant REBECCA BERRY

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CENTRAL DIVISION

LARRY GERACI, an individual, Case No. 37-2017-00010073-CU-BC-CTL
Plaintiff, Judge: Hon, Joel R. Wohlfeil
Dept.: C-73
v.
DECLARATION OF LARRY GERACI IN
DARRYL COTTON, an individual; and OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT DARRYL
DOES 1 through 19, inclusive, COTTON’S MOTION TO EXPUNGE LIS
PENDENS
Defendants.
[IMAGED FILE}
DARRYL COTTON, an individual, Hearing Date: April 13,2018
Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.
Cross-Complainant,
Filed: March 21, 2017
v. _ Trial Date: May 11,2018
LARRY GERACI, an individual, REBECCA
BERRY, an individual, and DOES 1
THROUGH 10, INCLUSIVE,
Cross-Defendants.
i, Larry Geraci, declare:
1. I am an adult individual residing in the County of San Diego, State of California, and

am one of the real parties in interest in this action. 1 have personal knowledge of the foregoing facts
and if called as a witness could and would so testify.
2. In approximately September of 2015, I began lining up a team to agsist in my efforts to

develop and operate a Medical Marijuana Consumer Cooperative (MMCC) business (aka a medical

1
DECLARATION OF LARRY GERACI IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT DARRYL
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marijuana dispensary) in San Diego County. At the time, I had not yet identified a property for the
MMCC business. 1 hired a consultant, Neal Dutta of Apolio Realty, to help locate and identify
potential property sites for the business. I hired a design professional, Abhay Schweitzer of TECHNE.
I hired a public affairs and public relations consultant with experience in the industry, Jim Bartell of
Bartell & Associates. In addition, I hired a Iand use attorney, Gina Austin of Austin Legal Group.

3. The search to identify potential locations for the business took some time, as there are a
nmumber of requirements that had to be met. For example: a} only four (4) MMCCs are allowed in a
City Council District; by MMCCs are not allowed within 1,000 feet of public parks, churches, child
care centers, playgrounds, City libraries, minor-oriented facilities, other MMUCCs, residential facilities,
or schools; ¢y MMCCs are not allowed within 100 feet of a residential zone; and d) the zoning had to be
proper as MMCC’s are allowed only in certain zones. In approximately June 2016, Neal Dutia
identified to me real property owned by Darryl Cotton located at 6176 Federal Blvd., City of San
Diego, San Diego County, California, Assessor’s Parcel No. 543-020-02-00 (the “Property”) as a
potential site for acquisition and development for use and operation as a MMCC. And in
approximately mid-July 2016 Mr. Dutta put me in contact with Mr. Cotton and I expressed my interest
to Mr. Cotton in acquiring his Property if our further investigation satisfied us that the Property might
meet the requirements for an MMCC site.

4, For several months after the initial contact, my consultant, Jim Bartell, investigated
issues related to whether the location might meet the requirements for an MMCC site, including zoning
issues and issues related to meeting the required distances from certain types of facilitics and residential
areas. For example, the City had plans for strect widening in the area that potentially impacted the
ability of the Propetty to meet the required distances, Although none of these issues were resolved to a
certainty, I determined that I was still interested in acquiring the Property.

5. Thereafier I approached Mr. Cotton to discuss the possibility of my purchase of the
Property. Specifically, I was interested in purchasing the Property from Mr. Cotton contingent upon
my obtaining approval of a Conditional Use Permit (“CUP”) for use as a MMCC. As the purchaser, I
was willing to bear the substantial expense of applying for and obtaining CUP approval and undetstood
that if I did not obtain CUP approval then I would not close the purchasc and I would lose my

2
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1 l|investment. I was willing fo pay a price for the Property based on what I anticipated it might be worth

2 |}if T obtained CUP approval, Mr. Cotton told me that he was willing to make the purchase and sale

e

3 |jconditional upon CUP approval because if the condition was satisfied he would be receiving a much

4 || higher price than the Property would be worth in the absence of its approval for use as a medical

5 |{marijuana dispensary. We agreed on a down payment of $10,000.00 and a purchase price of
6 [$800,000.00. On November 2, 2016, Mr. Cotion and I executed a written purchase and sale agreement
7 Jifor my purchase of the Property from him on the terms and conditions stated in the agreement
: 8 || (hereafter the “Nov 2nd Written Agreement™). A true and correct copy of the Nov 2nd Written
S || Agreement, which was executed before a notary, is attached as Exhibit 2 to Defendant and Cross-

10 |} Defendant, Larry Geraci’s Notice of Lodgment in Support of Opposition to Motion to Expunge Lis
11 || Pendens (hereafter the “Geraci NOL™). Itendered the $10,000 deposit to Mr. Cotton as acknowledged

12 ||inthe Nov 2nd Written Agreement.

13 6. In paragraph 5 of his supporting declaration, Darryl Cotton states:
”i“ 14 “On November 2, 2016, Geraci and I met at Geraci’s office to negotiate the final
.. 15 terms of the sale of the Property. At the meeting, we reached an oral agreement
16 on the material terms for the sale of the Property (the “November Agreement™).
17 The November Agreement consisted of the following: If the CUP was approved,
18 then Geraci would, inter alia, provide me: (i} a total purchase price of $800,000;
19 (i) a 10% equity stake in the MO; and (iii) a minimum monthly equity
I’ 20 distribution of $1(},600. If the CUP was denied, I would keep an agreed upon
' 21 $50,000 non-refundable deposit (“NRD”) and the transaction would not clese. In
22 other words, the issuance of a CUP at the Property was a condition precedent for
23 closing on the sale of the Property and, if the CUP was denied, I would keep my
24 Property and the $50,000 NRD.”

i 25 Darryl Cotion and I did meet at my office on Novernber 2, 2016, o ncgotiate the final terms of

? 26 || the sale of the Property and we reached an agreement on the final terms of the sale of the Property.

| 27 || That agteement was not oral. We put our agreement in writing in a simple and straightforward written

i 28
3

DECLARATION OF LARRY GERACI IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT DARRYL
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1 || agreement that we both signed before a notary. (Ses paragraph 5, supra, Nov 2™ Written Agreement,
” 2 11 Exhibit 2 to Geraci NOL.) The writlen agreement states in its entirety:
%} 3 11/02/2016
' 4 Agreement between Larry Geract or assignee and Darryl Cotton:
* 5 Darryl Cotton has agreed te sell the property located at 6176 Federal Bivd,,
i CA for a sum of $800,000 to Larry Geraci or assignee on the approval of a
1 6 Marijuana Dispensary. (CUP for a dispensary.)
7 Ten Thousand dollars (cash) has been given in good faith earnest money to
be applied to the sales price of $800,000.00 and to remain in effect until the
8 license is approved. Darryl Cotton has agreed to not enter into any other
9 contacis {sic] on this property.
10 i{:f'y Geraci Tﬂ{ls‘i'yl Cotion
11 I never agreed to pay Mr. Cotton a $50,000.00 non-refundable deposit. At the meeting, Mr.
12 || Cotton stated he would like a $50,000 non-tefundable deposit. [ said “no.” Mr. Cotton then asked for a
13 }11$10,000 non-refundable deposit and 1 said “ok” and that amount was put into the writien agreement.
A 14 || After he signed the written agreement, I paid him the $10,000 cash as we had agreed. IfThad agreed to
15 {ipay Mr. Cotton a $50,000 deposit, it would have been a very simple thing to change “$10,000” to
16 |1$50,000” in the agreement before we signed it.
i 17 1 never agreed to pay Mr. Cotion a 10% equity stake in the marijuana dispensary. I never
EF 18 |jagreed to pay Mr. Cotton a minimum monthly equity distribution of $10,000. If I had agreed to pay
19 || Mr. Cotton a 10% equity stake in the marijuana dispensary and & minimum monthly equity distribution
20 {jof $10,000, then it would have also been a simple thing to add a sentence or two to the agreement to
21 || say so.
22 What I did agree to was to pay Mr, Cotton a total purchase price of $800,000, with the balance
r 23 |{of $790,000 due upon approval of a CUP. If the CUP was not approved, then he would keep the
: 24 || Property and the $10,000. So that is how the agreement was written.
| 25 1. In paragraph 6 of his supporting declaration, Darryl Cotton states:
k% 26 “At the November 2, 2016, meecting we reached the November Agreement,
: 27 Geraci: (i) provided me with $10,000 in cash towards the NRD of $50,000, for
28 which I execuied a document to record my receipt thereof (the “Receipt™; (ii)
~ DECLARATION OF LARRY GERACT IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT DARRYL
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promised to have his attorney, Qina Austin (“Austin™), premptly reduce the oval

November Agreement fo written agreements for execution; and (iii) promised to
not submit the CUP to the City until he paid me the balance of the NRD.”

I did pay Mr. Cotton the $10,000 cash after we signed the Nov 2nd Written Agreement. As
stated above, I never agreed to a $50,000 deposit and, if T had, it would have been a simple thing to
state that in our written agreement.

M. Cotton refers to the written agreement (i.e., the Nov 2nd Written Agreement) as a
“Receipt.” Calling the Agreement a “Receipt” was never discussed. There would have been no need
for a written agreement before a notary simply to document my payment fo him of $10,000. In
addition, had the intention been merely to document a written “Receipt” for the $10,000 payment, then
we could have identified on the document that it was a “Receipt” and there would have been no need
to put in all the material terms and conditions of the deal. Instead, the document is expressly called an
“Agreement” because that is what we intended.

1 did not promise to have attorney Gina Austin reduce the oxal agreement to wrtiten agreements
for execution. What we did discuss was that Mr. Cotton wanted to categorize or allocate the $800,000.
At his request, I agreed to pay him for the property into two parts: $400,000 as payment for the
property and $400,000 as payment for the relocation of his business. As this would benefit him for tax
purposes but would not affect the fotal purchase price or any other terms and conditions of the
purchase, I stated a willingness to later amend the agreement in that way.

I did not promise to delay submitting the CUP 1{o the City until [ paid the alleged $40,000
balance of the deposit. T agreed to pay a $10,000 deposit only. Also, we had previously discussed the
long lead-time to obtain CUP approval and that we had already begun the application submittal
process as discussed in paragraph 8 below,

8. Prior entering into the Nov 2nd Written Agreement, Darry] Cotton and I discussed the
CUP application and approval process and that his consent as property owner would be needed to
submit with the CUP application. I discussed with him that my assistant Rebecca Berry would act as

my authorized agent to apply for the CUP on my behalf. Mr. Cotton agreed to Ms. Berry serving as

5
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the Applicant on my behalf to attempt to obtain approval of a CUP for the operation of a MMCC or
marijuana dispensary on the Property. On October 31, 2016, as owner of the Property, Mr. Cotton
signed Form DS-318, the Ownership Disclosure Statement for a Conditional Use Permit, by which he
acknowledged that an application for a permit (CUP) would be filed with the City of San Diego on the
subject Property with the intent to record an encumbrance against the property. The Ownership
Disclosure Statement was also signed by my authorized agent and employee, Rebecca Berry, who was
serving as the CUP applicant on my behalf. A true and correct copy of the Ownership Disclosure
Statement signed on Octobet 31, 2016, by Darryl Cotton and Rebecca Betry is attached as Exhibit 1 to
the Geraci NOL. Mr. Cotton provided that consent and authorization as we had discussed that approval
of a CUP would be a condition of the purchase and sale of the Property.

9, As noted above, I had already put together my team for the MMCC project. My design
professional, Abhay Schweitzer, and his firm, TECHNE, is and has been responsible for the design of
the Project and the CUP application and approval process. Mr. Schweltzer was responsible for
coordinating the efforts of the team to put together the CUP Application for the MMCC at the Property
and Mr. Schweitzer has been and still is the principal person involved in dealings with the City of San
Diego in connection with the CUP Application approval process. Mr, Schweitzer’s declaration
{Declaration of Abhay Schweitzer in Support of Opposition to Motion to Expunge Lis Pendens) has
been submitted concurrently herewith and describes in greater detail the CUP Application submitted to
the City of San Diego, which submission included the Ownership Disclosure Statement signed by
Darryl Cotton and Rebecca Berry.

10.  After we signed the Nov 2nd Written Agreement for my purchase of the Property, Mr.
Cotton immediately began attempts to renegotiate our deal for the purchase of the Property. This
literally occurred the evening of the day he signed the Nov 2nd Written Agreement.

On November 2, 2016, at approximately 6:55 p.m., Mr. Cotton sent me an email, which stated:

Hi Larry,
Thank you for meeting today. Since we examined the Purchase Agreement in
your office for the sale price of the property I just noticed the 10% equity position

1n the dispensary was not language added into that document. 1 just want to make
sure that we’re not missing that language in any final agreement as it is a factored

6
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clement in my decision to sell the property. I’'ll be fine if you simply
i acknowledge that here in a reply.
} 3 I receive my emails on my phone. It was after 9:00 p.m. in the evening that I glanced at my
_ 4 || phone and read the first sentence, “Thank you for meeting with me today.” And I responded from my
g 5 || phone “No no problem at all.” 1 was responding to his thanking me for the meeting.
6 The next day I read the entire email and I telephoned Mr. Cotton because the total purchase
7 |iprice I agreed to pay for the subject property was $800,000 and I had never agreed to provide him a
8 1| 10% equity position in the dispensary as part of my purchase of the property. I spoke with Mr. Cotton
G |1 by telephone at approximately 12:40 p.m. for approximately 3-minutes. A true and correct copy of the
10 | Call Detail from my firm’s telephone provider showing those two telephone calls is attached as
: 11 || Exhibit 3 to the Geraci NOL. During that telephone call 1 told Mr. Cotton that a 10% equity position in
12 || the dispensary was not part of our agreement as I had never agreed to pay him any other amounts above
13 {ithe $800,000 purchase price for the property. Mr. Cotton’s response was to say something to the effect
f% 14 |} of “well, you don’t get what you don’t ask for.” He was not upset and he commented further to the
15 || effect that things are “looking pretty good—we all should make some money here.” And that was the
: 16 || end of the discussion.
E 17 11. To be clear, prior to signing the Nov 2nd Wriiten Agreement, Mr. Cotton expressed a
18 }} desire to participate in different ways in the operation of the future MMCC business at the Property.
19 || Mr. Cotton is a hydroponic grower and purported to have useful experience he could provide regarding
20 || the operation of such a business. Prior to signing the Nov 2nd Written Agreement we had preliminary
21 i discussions related to his desire to be involved in the operation of the business (not related to the
! 22 || purchase of the Property) and we discussed the possibility of compensation to him (e.g., a percentage of
23 |iihe net profits) in exchange for his providing various services to the business—but we never reached an
24 || agreement as to those matters related to the operation of my future MMCC business. Those discussions
. 25 | were not related to the purchase and sale of the Property, which we never agreed to amend or modify.
'E 26 12.  Beginning in or about mid-February 2017, and after the zoning issues had been resolved,
27 |1 M. Cotton began making increasing demands for compensation in connection with the sale. We were
k; 28 |{several months into the CUP application process which could potentially take many more months to
‘>  7
DECLARATION OF LARRY GERACT IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT DARRYL
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successfully complete (if it could be snccessfully completed and approval obtained) and I had already
committed substantial resources to the project. I was very concerned that Mr, Cotton was going to
interfere with the completion of that process to my detriment now that the zoning issues were resolved.
1 tried my best to discuss and work out with him some further compensation arrangement that was
reasonable and avoid the risk he might try to “torpedo”™ the project and find another buyer. For
example, on several successive occasions 1 had my attomey draft written agreements that contained
terms that I that I believed I could live with and hoped would be sufficient to satisfy his demands for
additional compensation, but Mr. Cotton would reject them as not satisfactory. Mr. Cotton continued
to insist on, among other things, a 10% equity position, to which I was not willing to agree, as well as
on minimnm monthly distributions in amounts that I thought were unreasonable and to which I was
unwilling to agree. Despite our back and forth communications during the period of approximately
mid-February 2017 through approximately mid-March 2017, we were not able to re-negotiate terms for
the purchase of the property to which we were both willing to agree. The Nov. 2nd Written Agreement
was never amended or modified. Mr. Cotton emailed me that I was not living up to my agreement and
I responded to him that he kept trying to change the deal. As a resuit, no re-negotiated written
agreement regarding the purchase and sale of the property was ever signed by Mr. Cotton or me after
we signed and agreed to the terms and conditions in the Nov 2d Written Agreement.

13.  Ultimately, Mr. Cotton was exiremely unhappy with my refusal to accede to his
demands and the failure to reach agreement regarding his possible involvement with the operation of
the business to be operated at the Property and my refusal to modify or amend the terms and conditions
we agreed to in the Nov 2nd Written Agreement regarding my purchase from him of the Property. Mr.
Cotton made clear that he had no intention of living up to and performing his obligations under the
Agreement and affirmatively threatened to take action to halt the CUP application process.

14,  Mr. Cotton thereafter made good on his threats. On the morning of March 21, 2017, Mr.
Cotton had a conversation with Firouzeh Tirandazi at the City of San Diego, who was in charge of
processing the CUP Application, regarding Mr. Cotton’s interest in withdrawing the CUP Application.

That discussion is confirmed in an §:54 a.m. ¢-mail from Ms. Tirandazi to Mr. Cotton with a cc fo

8
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Rebecca Berry. A true and correct copy of that Meuch 21, 2017, af 8:54 a.m. e-mail is aftached as
Exhibit 4 to the Geraci NOL.

15.  That same day, March 21, 2017, at 3:18 p.m. Mr. Cotton emailed me, reinforcing that he
would not honor the Nov 2nd Writien Agreement. In his email he stated that I had no interest in his
property and that “I will be entering into an agreement with a third party to sell my property and they
will be taking on the potential costs associated with any litigation arising from this failed agreement
with you. A true and correct copy of that March 21, 2017, at 3:18 p.m. e-mail is attached as Exhibit 5
to the Geraci NOL.

16,  Four minutes later that same day, at 3:25 p.m., Mr. Cotton e-mailed Ms. Tirandazi at the

&

Cily, with a cc to both me and Rebecca Berry, stating falsely to Ms. Tirandazi: “... the potential buyer,
Larry Gerasi [sic] (cc’ed herein), and I have failed to finalize the purchase of my property. As of today,
there are no third-parties that have any direct, indirect or contingent interests in my property. The
application currently pending on my property should be denied because the applicants have no legal
access to my property. A true and correct copy of that March 21, 2017, at 3:25 p.m. e-mail is attached
as Exhibit 6 to the Geraci NOL. Mr. Cotton’s email was false as we had a signed agreement for the
purchase and sale of the Property — the Nov 2nd Written Agreement.

17.  Fortunately, the City determined Mr. Cotton did not have the authority to withdraw the
CUP application without the consent of the Applicant (Rebecca Berry, my authorized agent).

18.  Due to Mr. Cotton’s clearly stated intention to not perform his obligations under the
wrilten Agreement and in light of his affirmative steps taken to attempt to withdraw the CUP
application, I went forward on March 21, 2017, with the filing of my lawsuit against Mr. Cotton to
enforce the Nov 2™ Written Agreement.

19.  Since the March 21, 2017 filing of my lawsuit, we have continued to diligently pursue
our CUP Application and approval of the CUP. Despite Mx. Cotton’s attempts to withdraw the CUP
application, we have completed the initial phase of the CUP process whereby the City deemed the CUP
application complete (although not yet approved) and determined it was located in an area with proper

zoning. We have not yet reached the stage of a formal City hearing and there has been no final

determination to approve the CUP. The current status of the CUP Application is set forth in the

9
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? 1 {j Declaration of Abhay Schweitzer.
i,'. 2 20. M. Cotton also has made good on the statement in his March 21, 2017, at 3:18 p.m.
3 [{email (referenced in paragraph 15 above - see Exhibit 5 to the Geraci NOL) stating that he would be
51} 4 {i “entering into an agreement with a third party to sell my property and they will be taking on the
5 [[potential costs associaled with any litigation arising from this failed agreement with you. We have
6 |[[learned through documents produced in my lawsuit that well prior to March 21, 2017, Mr. Cotton had
7 || been negotiating with other potential buyers of the Property to sec if he could get a better deal than he
8 || had agreed to with me. As of March 21, 2017, Cotton had already entered into a real estate purchase
9 {{and sale agreement to sell the Property to another person, Richard John Martin IT,
; 10 21,  Although he entered into this aliernate purchase agreexﬁent with Mr. Martin as early ag
11 | March 21, 2017, to our knowledge in the nine (9} months since, neither Mr. Cotton nor Mr. Martin or
12 || other agent has submiited a separate CUP Application to the City for processing. During that time, we
13 {{ continued to process our CUP Application at great effort and expense.
14 22, During approximately the last 17 months, I have incurred substantial expenses in excess
15 {}of $150,000 in pursuing the MMCC project and the related CUP a?piication.
F’r 16 23.  Finally, Mr. Cotton has asserted from the outset of hig lawsuit and, again, in paragraph
17 ({16 of his supporting declaration, that he did not discover until March 16, 2017, that I had submitted the
i- 18 [{CUP Application back on October 31, 2016, That is a blatant lie. I kept Mr. Cotton apprised of the
J 19 [{status of the CUP application and the problems we were encountering (e.g., an initial zoning issue)
20 {(from the outset. Attached as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct copy of a text message Mr. Cotton sent me
ij : 21 {jon November 16, 2016, in which he asks me, “Did they accept the CUP application?” Mr. Cotton was
i 22 || well aware at that time that we had already submitted the CUP application and were awaiting the City’s
23 || completion of its initial review of the completeness of the application, Until the City deems the CUP
i ! 24 {| application complete it does not proceed to the next step—the review of the CUP application.
% 25 1111
s |
Fw 27 (/11
" 28 ||1/1
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¥ declare under pesialty of perjury under the laws of the State of C Jifornia that the fnrbgomg is
triie and correct. Bxreouted this ?” day of April 2018, '
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