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NOTICE TO DEFENDANT: ELECTROMICALLY FILED
(AVISO AL DEMANDADO): Superor Court of Salifornia,

MORAD MARCO GARMO County of San Diego
07/06:2021 at D9:25:22 2hi

[See attachment SUM-200 for additional parties]
Clerk of the Superior Court

YOU ARE BEING SUED BY PLAINTIFF: By Carolina hiranda, Deputy Clerk
(LO ESTA DEMANDANDO EL DEMANDANTE):

VALLEY GREENS RETAIL OUTLET, INC.

NOTICE! You have been sued. The court may decide against you without your being heard unless you respond within 30 days. Read the information
below.

You have 30 CALENDAR DAYS after this summons and legal papers are served on you to file a written response at this court and have a copy
served on the plaintiff. A letter or phone call will not protect you. Your written response must be in proper legal form if you want the court to hear your
case. There may be a court form that you can use for your response. You can find these court forms and more information at the California Courts
Online Self-Help Center (www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), your county law library, or the courthouse nearest you. If you cannot pay the filing fee, ask
the court clerk for a fee waiver form. I you do not file your response on time, you may lose the case by default, and your wages, money, and property
may be taken without further warning from the court.

There are other legal requirements. You may want to call an attorney right away. If you do not know an attorney, you may want to call an attorney
referral service. If you cannot afford an attorney, you may be eligible for free legal services from a nenprofit legal services program. You can locate
these nenprofit groups at the California Legal Services Web site (www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), the California Courts Online Self-Help Center
{(www.courtinfo.ca.gov/selfhelp), or by contacting your local court or county bar association. NOTE: The court has a statutory lien for waived fees and
costs on any settlement or arbitration award of $10,000 or more in a civil case. The court's lien must be paid before the court will dismiss the case.
JAVISO! Lo han demandado. Sino responde dentro de 30 dias, la corte puede decidir en su contra sin escuchar su version. Lea la informacion a
continuacion.

Tiene 30 DIAS DE CALENDARIO después de que Iz entrequen esta citacion y papeles leqales para presentar una respuesta por escrito en esta
corte y hacer que se entregue una copia al demandante. Una carta o una llamada telefénica no fo profegen. Su respuesta por escrito tiene que estar
en formato legal correcto si desea que procesen su caso en la corte. Es posible que haya un formulario que usted pueda usar para su respuesta.
Puede encontrar estos formularios de la corte y méas informacién en el Centro de A yuda de fas Cortes de California (www.sucorte.ca.gov), en fa
biblioteca de leyes de su condado o en la corte que le guede més cerca. Sino puede pagar la cuota de presentacién, pida al secretario de la corte
que le dé un formulario de exencion de pago de cuotas. Si no presenta su respuesta a tiempo, puede perder el caso por incumplimiento y la corte le
podra quitar su sueldo, dinero y bienes sin mas advertencia.

Hay otros requisitcs legales. Es recomendable que liame a un abogado inmediatamente. Si no conoce a un abogado, puede llamar a un servicio de
remision a abogados. Sino puede pagar a un abogado, es posible que cumpla con los requisitos para oblener servicios fegales gratuitos de un
programa de servicios legales sin fines de lucro. Puede encontrar esios grupos sin fines de fucro en e sitio web de California Legal Services,
(www.lawhelpcalifornia.org), en el Centro de Ayuda de jas Cortes de California, (www.sucorte.ca.gov) o poniéndose en contacto con ia corte o el
colegio de abogados locales. AVISO: Por ley, la corte tiene derecho a reclamar fas cuotas y los costos exentos por imponer un gravamen sobre
cualquier recuperacion de $10,000 6 més de valor recibida medjante un acuerdo o una concesion de arbitraje en un caso de derecho civil. Tiene que
pagar el gravamen de la cortfe antes de que la corte pueda desechar el caso.

The name and address of the court is: ) ) CASE NUMBER:
(El nombre y direccién de la corte es). San Diego County Superior Court (el Gag) 57-2021-00028821-CL-RI-CTL
330 West Broadway

San Diego, CA 92101

The name, address, and telephone number of plaintiffs attorney, or plaintiff without an attorney, is:
(El nombre, la direccién v el numero de teléfono dei abogado del demandante, o del demandante que no fiene abogado, es):

Briggs Law Corporation, Cory J. Briggs, 99 East "C" Street, Suite 111, Upland, CA 91786, 909-949-7115

DATE:  O7M7/2021 Clerk, by e , Deputy
(Fecha) (Secretario) (Adjunto)
(For proof of service of this summons, use Proof of Service of Summons (form POS-010).)
(Para prueba de entrega de esta citation use el formulario Proof of Service of Summons, (POS-010)).
NOTICE.,TO THE PERSON SERVED: You are served
TRUTE O T as an individual defendant.
Ko e L P 2.1 as the person sued under the fictitious name of (specify):
T o AP
-g‘:' afx " ..-'—""r.?.‘.‘%‘i
=f i{,';* . A 1% 1 3. L] on behalf of (specify):
® "_‘\ ; | b
i | %‘-— , .g i under: [__1 CCP 416.10 (corporation) [] CCP 416.60 (minor)
" SRR e Y ] CCP 416.20 (defunct corporation) ] CCP416.70 (conservatee)
.".1_,‘;‘_-‘?:5‘3*..—. : x‘:ﬁ' [ CCP 416.40 (association or partnership) [ CCP 416.90 (authorized person)
I uf Sat - [ other (specify): :
4)%by personal delivery on (date): 0’710% / )@ 21
Page 1 of 1
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SUM-200(A)
SHORT TITLE:

L Valley Greens Retail Outlet, Inc. v. Morad Marco Garmo et al.

CASE NUMBER:

INSTRUCTIONS FOR USE

-+ This form may be used as an attachment to any summons if space does not permit the listing of all parties on the summons.

-+ If this attachment is used, insert the following statement in the plaintiff or defendant box on the summons: "Additional Parties
Attachment form is attached."

List additional parties (Check only one box. Use a separate page for each type of party.):

] Plaintiff Defendant [ Cross-Complainant [ | Cross-Defendant

AUGUST R. SCALZITTI IIT; SDCA RENTALS, LLC; HANSEN FAMILY TRUST

OF 2006; JOHN T.
HANSEN; SDREADER, INC.; HIKMAT ZOURA: DANNY KHAIRO; and DOES 1

through 1,000,

Page 2 of 2

Ferm Adopted for Mandatory Use

Judicial Council of Califernia ADDITIONAL PARTIES ATTACHMENT

SUM-200(A) [Rev. January 1, 2007] Attachment to Summons

Page 1 0f 1
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BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION {riLe: 2061.00] ELECTROMNICALLY FILED

Cory I. Briggs (SBN 176284) Superior Court of Zalifornia,
Janna M. Ferraro (SBN 328921) County of San Diego

99 East “C” Street, Suite 111 : . i
Upland, CA 91786 ?TJ‘I]E.‘?DELat [lEf.,.ﬁ:.- Al
Telephone: 909-949-7115 Clerk of the Superior Court

By Carolina Wiranda, Deputy Clerk

Attorneys for Plaintiff Valley Greens Retail Outlet, Inc.

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO CENTRAL DIVISION

37-2021-00028821-CU-RI-CTL

PRACTICES, AND FALSE
MORAD MARCO GARMO; AUGUST R.) ADVERTISING
SCALZITTIIL SDCARENTALS, LLC; HANSEN )
FAMILY TRUST OF 2006; JOHN T. HANSEN:
SDREADER, INC.; HIKMAT ZOURA; DANNY

)
)
KHAIRO; and DOES 1 through 1,000, )
)
)

VALLEY GREENS RETAIL OUTLET, INC., ) CASENO.
)
Plaintiff, ) COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND
} EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
Vs, ) RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS
)
)

Defendants.

Plaintiff VALLEY GREENS RETAIL OUTLET, INC. (“PLAINTIFF”), alleges as follows:
Parties

1. PLAINTIFF is a corporation formed and operating under the laws of the State of
California; does business in the County of San Diego under a fictitious business name, “March and
Ash”; and operates a retail cannabis business pursuant to California Bureau of Cannabis Control
(“CBCC”) license no. C10-0000076-LIC.

2. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis alleges as follows:

A, Defendants MORAD MARCO GARMO (“MARCO™),AUGUST R. SCALZITTI

[I(*ARS™), JOHN T. HANSEN (“JTH"), HIKMAT ZOURA (“HZ”), and DANNY KHAIRO (“DK™)

Is each a natural person who resides in the County of San Diego.
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B. Defendant SDCA RENTALS, LLC (“SDCA™), is a limited liability company
formed and operating under the laws of the State of California.

C. Defendant HANSEN FAMILY TRUST OF 2006 (“HFT”) is an entity of
unknown origin.

(] Defendant SDREADER, INC. (“READER”) is a corporation formed and
operating under the laws of the State of California; does business in the County of San Diego under a
fictitious business name, ““San Diego Reader”; and distributes a weekly publication known as San Diego
Reader.

3. The true names and capacities of the Defendants identified as DOES 1 through 1,000
are unknown to PLAINTIFF, who will seek the Court’s permission to amend this pleading in order to
allege the true names and capacities as soon as they are ascertained. PLAINTIFF is informed and
believes and on that basis alleges that each of the fictitiously named Defendants encouraged,
participated in, distributed, or was otherwise involved in the wrongdoing that is the subject of this
lawsuit.

4. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that, at all times stated
in this pleading, each Defendant was the agent, servant, or employee of every other Defendant and was,
n doing the things alleged in this pleading, acting within the scope of said agency, servitude, or
employment and with the full knowledge or subsequent ratification of his/her/its principals, masters,
and employers.

Venue

5. Venue in this Court is proper because the obligations, liabilities, and violations of law

alleged in this pleading occurred in San Diego County in the State of California.
Background

6. PLAINTIFF began selling cannabis and cannabis-related products on a retail basis in
June 2018, and at all times PLAINTIFF’s sales and advertising have been lawful. However,
PLAINTIFF faces a substantial amount of competition from illegal cannabis dispensaries (the
“Dispensary Defendants™) engaged in both intra-state and inter-state cannabis sales without having first

obtained the requisite license from the CBCC and the requisite approvals from local jurisdictions with

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. : Page 2
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regulatory authority over cannabis dispensaries and/or sales. The Dispensary Defendants have been
aided and abetted by participants in three related sectors: (7) landlords who rent premises to the
unlicensed dispensaries (the “Landlord Defendants™); (if) publishers who allow the Dispensary
Defendants to place advertisements forunlicensed dispensaries in their publications and accept payment
therefor using money known to have been generated by illegal sales (the “Advertiser Defendants™); (iii)
owners and/or operators of ATM machines that are placed in unlicensed dispensaries for use by their
customers but registered to legitimate businesses located elsewhere, with the monies “laundered” by
being deposited into bank accounts controlled by the legitimate businesses (the “Money-Laundering
Defendants™); (iv) manufacturers of consumable cannabis products that are sold at unlicensed
dispensaries and generate extraordinarily large profits because of inferior, low-cost ingredients (the
“Manufacturing Defendants™); and (v) law-enforcement officials and their associates who provided
and/or provide the unlicensed dispensaries with advance notice of raids and with other forms of
protection from the enforcement of laws prohibiting the unlicensed sale of cannabis (the “Law-
Enforcement Defendants™).!

7. On or about September 15, 2020, the United States Attorney’s Office for the Southern
District of California issued a press releasc that began as follows: “Former San Diego County Sheriff’s
Captain Marco Garmo pleaded guilty in federal court today to illegally trafficking in firearms from his
office in the Rancho San Diego Station and committing other corrupt acts spanning close to a quarter
of his 27 years in the department. [] As part of his plea, Garmo also admitted that he tipped off a
marijuana dispensary that was about to be searched by Sheriff’s officials part-owned by his cousin

and pressured another illegal dispensary to hire his friend and co-defendant Waiel Anton as a
‘consultant,” along with another individual who had agreed to pay Garmo a kickback.” A true and
correct copy of the press release is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes
and on that basis alleges that the factual statements in the press release are true and thus incorporates

them into this pleading by reference.

' PLAINTIFF’s use of the five classifications of the Defendants is not intended to imply that none of
the Defendants meets the criteria for a different classification (or that there are no undiscovered
classifications). After a reasonable opportunity to conduct discovery, PLAINTIFF may learn, for
example, that a Law-Enforcement Defendant should also be classified as one of the Dispensary
Defendants or that a Dispensary Defendant should also be classified as one of the Landlord Defendants.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIGF ETC. Page 3
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8. Also on or about September 15, 2020, MARCO executed a plea agreement in the
criminal proceeding commonly known as United States of America v. Morad Marco Garmo, U.S.
District Court (S.D. Cal.) case no. 19-cr-4768GPC. In the “Factual Basis” portion of the plea
agreement, MARCO stated as follows: “Defendant also abused his position by disclosing confidential
law enforcement information. On July 10,2018, Defendant called his cousin (‘Individual 4’) and tipped
him off that Campo Greens (an illegal marijuana dispensary in Defendant’s area of responsibility at
SDCSD [i.e., the San Diego County Sheriff’s Department]) was scheduled to be searched by SDCSD
personnel the following morning. Defendant did this to warn his other cousin (‘Individual 3 "), who was
also Individual 4’s brother, and who had an ownership interest in Campo Greens, as Defendant knew.
On July 11,‘ 2018, Defendant called Individual 4 to notify him that the scheduled search of Campo
Greens had been canceled. [{]] Defendant admits that he provided this information to Individual 3 for the
purpose of helping Campo Greens (and Individual 4) evade law enforcement officers and avoid the seizure
of the illegal dispensary’s narcotics and proceeds. [] Defendant further abused his position by seeking
to profit from a condemned property used as an unlicensed marijuana dispensary. Between May 2018
and August 2018, Defendant recommended that Individual 6 (the landlord for an unlicensed marijuana
dispensary that was condemned by San Diego County following an SDCSD search) hire Anton 168
ANTON] and Individual 5 (then a San Diego County employee) as ‘consultants’ to help get Individual
6’s property reopened. Under the plan, Anton would pretend to rent Individual 6°s property, and
Individual 5 would facilitate the property’s reopening with the County. In exchange for recommending
Individual 5 as a ‘consultant’ to Individual 6, Defendant was to receive 10% of Individual 5°s fee. When
Individual 6 declined to hire Anton and Individual 5, Defendant told Individual 5 (who was still
employed at the County at the time) to tell the County to ‘piss on’ Individual 6. [7] During the
investigation of this conduct, Defendant obstructed justice by making material false statements to agents
of the FBIand ATF concerning matters within their jurisdiction. Specifically, Defendant falsely denied
making straw purchases, and falsely claimed he would not put his deputies in harm’s way by notifying
the subjects of an impending search warrant. Defendant also falsely denied receiving any money from
Anton after the sale of a Ruger handgun to Anton in January 2019, which he knew was a falsc statement

because Defendant had received $100 from Anton on or after February 5, 2019 as described above.

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 4
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Defendant knew that it was unlawful to make such false statements.” With respect to the “Factual
Basis,” MARCO signed the plea agreement under penalty of perjury. A true and correct copy of the plea
agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit 2. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis

12 m

alleges that all statements in the “Factual Basis” in the plea agreement (not just those quoted above) are
true and thus incorporates them into this pleading by reference.
9. PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis alleges as follows:

A. Each of the Dispensary Defendants owns and/or operates at least one dispensary
that sells cannabis and cannabis-related products to the public through intra-state and inter-state
commerce and/or communications with customers, suppliers, and/or employees over interstate
telecommunications infrastructure but without having first obtained the requisite legal authorization to
do so. By way of example and not limitation:

1. For a substantial period of time since June 2018, one or more of the
Dispensary Defendants have operated at least one unlicensed cannabis dispensary in San Diego County,
without a license issued by the CBCC. One such unlicensed dispensary used to be known as “Campo
Greens™ but has since changed its name to and currently advertises itself as “Valley Greens.”

il One ormore of the Dispensary Defendants were described in MARCO’s
plea agreement as Individuals 3 and 4.

1ii. At all times since June 27, 2017, Health and Safety Code Section
11360(a) has provided as follows: “Except as otherwise provided by this section or as authorized by
law, every person who transports, imports into this state, sells, furnishes, administers, or gives away,
or offers to transport, import into this state, sell, furnish, administer, or give away, or attempts to import
mto this state or transport any cannabis shall be punished as follows: (1) Persons under the age of 18
years shall be punished in the same manner as provided in paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) of Section
11357. (2) Persons 18 years of age or over shall be punished by imprisonment in a county jail for a
period of not more than six months or by a fine of not more than five hundred dollars ($500), or by both
such fine and imprisonment. (3) Notwithstanding paragraph (2), a person 18 years of age or over may
be punished by imprisonment pursuant to subdivision (h) of Section 1170 ofthe Penal Code for a period

of two, three, or four years if: (A) The person has one or more prior convictions for an offense specified

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 5



in clause (iv) of subparagraph (C) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (e) of Section 667 of the Penal Code
or for an offense requiring registration pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 290 of the Penal Code:
(B) The person has two or more prior convictions under paragraph (2); (C) The offense involved the
knowing sale, attempted sale, or the knowing offer to sell, furnish, administer, or give away cannabis
to a person under the age of 18 years; or (D) The offense involved the import, offer to import, or
attempted import into this state, or the transport for sale, offer to transport for sale, or attempted
transport for sale out of this state, of more than 28.5 grams of cannabis or more than four grams of
concentrated cannabis.”

1v. Atall times since June 27,2017, Business and Professions Code Section
26051(a) has provided as follows: “The Cartwright Act, the Unfair Practices Act, the Unfair
Competition Law, and the other provisions of Part 2 (commencing with Section 16600) of Division 7
apply to all licensees regulated under this division.”

B Each of the Landlord Defendants owns and/or operates at least one parcel of real
property in San Diego County that is rented to one or more of the Dispensary Defendants and used as
an illegal cannabis dispensary that is engaged in intra-state and inter-state commerce and/or
communications with customers, suppliers, and/or employees over interstate telecommunications
infrastructure. By way of example and not limitation:

1. SDCA owns the real property commonly known as 9960 Campo Road
in the Spring Valley community of San Diego County and rents at least a portion of the property to the
owners and/or operators of the unlicensed dispensary known as Valley Greens. The CBCC’s search
engine does not show any records of a license issued to any owner or operator with a street address
bearing the number 9960. Attached hereto as Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of the search engine’s
results when queried for a licensee having that street number.

i1. ARS owns the real property commonly known as 10537 Campo Road in
the Spring Valley community of San Diego County and rents at least a portion of the property to the
owners and/or operators of the unlicensed dispensary known as Hi ghway 94 Medical Dispensary. The

CBCC’s search engine does not show any records of a license issued to any owner or operator with a

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 6
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street address bearing the number 10537. Attached hereto as Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of the
search engine’s results when queried for a licensee having that street number.

1il. JTH, HFT, or both of them own the real property commonly known as
14315 Olde Highway 80 in the El Cajon community of San Diego County and rent, on a for-profit basis,
at least a portion of the property to the owners and/or operators of the unlicensed dispensary known as
Grabud. The CBCC’s search engine docs not show any records of a license issued to any owner or
operator with a street address bearing the number 14315. Attached hereto as Exhibit 5 is a true and
correct copy of the search engine’s results when queried for a licensee having that street number.

v. The CBCC’s search engine does not show any records of a license issued
to any owner or operator in the 91978 ZIP-code area. Attached hereto as Exhibit 6 is a true and correct
copy of the search engine’s results when queried for a licensee in that ZIP-code area.

V. The CBCC’s search engine does not show any records of a license issued
to any owner or operator in the 92021 ZIP-code area. Attached hereto as Exhibit 7 is a true and correct
copy of the search engine’s results when queried for a licensee in that ZIP-code area.

?. Each of the Advertiser Defendants owns and/or operates at least one publication
that, on a for-profit basis, distributes over interstate telecommunications infrastructure advertisements
paid for by one or more of the Dispensary Defendants for the purpose of promoting an illegal cannabis
dispensary. By way of example and not limitation:

1. Each week since at Ieast July 2019, the San Diego Reader has included
advertisements for cannabis dispensaries in its weekly publication.

11. Notevery advertisement for a cannabis dispensary that is published in the
San Diego Reader includes the number of the CBCC license issued to the dispensary. For example,
multiple weeks’ issues of the publication issued in 2021 alone have included advertisements for
cannabis dispensaries but only one of them PLAINTIFF’s advertisement included the dispensary’s
license number. Attached hereto as Exhibit 8 is a true and correct copy of some of the advertisements
that the San Diego Reader has published so far in 2021.

ili. Notevery advertisement for a cannabis dispensarythat is published in the

San Diego Reader is for a CBCC-licensed dispensary. For example, multiple weeks’ issues of the

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 7
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publication issued in 2021 alone have included advertisements for cannabis dispensaries that do not
have a license. See Exhibit § hereto.

1v. READER has been notified that PLAINTIFF objects to the San Diego
Reader’s illegal advertisements for cannabis-related businesses. For example, within the last 12
months, one of PLAINTIFF’s representatives visited READER’s business office, pointed out that many
of the published advertisements are illegal, and asked READER to stop publishing them. Despite that
request, READER continues to publish illegal advertisements.

V. Atall times since June 27, 2017, Business and Professions Code Section
26150(b) has provided as follows: “‘Advertisement’ includes any written or verbal statement,
illustration, or depiction which is calculated to induce sales of cannabis or cannabis products, including
any written, printed, graphic, or other material, billboard, sign, or other outdoor display, public transit
card, other periodical literature, publication, or in a radio or television broadcast, or in any other media:
except that such term shall not include: (1) Any label affixed to any cannabis or cannabis products, or
any individual covering, carton, or other wrapper of that container that constitutes a part of the labeling
under provisions of this division. (2) Any editorial or other reading material, such as a news release, in
any periodical or publication or newspaper for the publication of which no money or valuable
consideration is paid or promised, directly or indirectly, by any licensee, and which is not written by or
at the direction of the licensee.”

V. Atall times since June 27, 2017, Business and Professions Code Section
26151(a)(1) has provided as follows: “All advertisements and marketing shall accurately and legibly
identify the licensee responsible for its content, by adding, at a minimum, the licensee’s license
number.”

D. Each of the Money-Laundering Defendants has installed at least one ATM
machine in an unlicensed dispensary operated by one or more of the Dispensary Defendants, with the
machine using interstate telecommunications infrastructure to record the transactions processed by the
machine. By way of example and not limitation:

1. HZ, DK, or both own, operates, and/or otherwise control an ATM

machine installed at an unlicensed dispensary located at 9960 Campo Road in the Spring Valley

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 8



community of San Diego County; and an ATM machine installed at another unlicensed dispensary
located at 10537 Campo Road in the Spring Valley community of San Diego County.

11. HZ, DK, or both own, operate, or otherwise control lawful liquor-store
and/or convenience-store businesses known as “Third Avenue Mini Mart,” “Ernie’s Liquor,” “Alta
Dena Drive Thru Market,” “Clairemont Liquor,” and/or “Anchor Liquor; and use one or more of the
bank accounts of those lawful businesses to launder the proceeds from the illegal sales that take place
at the unlicensed dispensaries.

11l HZ, DK, or both keep a portion of the proceeds from the illegal sales as
profits, or receive some other valuable consideration, in exchange for providing the ATM machines.

E. Each of the Manufacturing Defendants sells consumable cannabis products at one
or more unlicensed dispensaries. By way of example and not limitation:

1. The manufacturer of Dabzilla Sour Bears sells its products to one or more
of the Dispensary Defendants, for resale to consumers.

il The manufacturer of Green Magic Delights sells its products to one or
more of the Dispensary Defendants, for resale to consumers.

F. Each of the Law-Enforcement Defendants was or is cmployed by a public agency
that 1s responsible for enforcing criminal laws that prohibit the operation of an unlicensed cannabis
dispensary but, in exchange for kickbacks and/or other valuable consideration (that is, above their
public-agency compensation) provided by the Dispensary Defendants, Landlord Defendants, and/or
Money-Laundering Defendants, has affirmatively aided and abetted those owners and/or operators so
that they would not be caught in the act of and prosecuted for breaking those laws. By way of example
and not limitation:

1. MARCO used to be employed by the San Diego County Sheriff’s
Department (“SDCSD”). In thatrole, he supervised the Department’s law-enforcement activities in the
geographic portion of the County where the vast majority of illegal cannabis dispensaries operate,
including the execution of search warrants on suspected unlicensed dispensaries. Prior to the execution
ofa search warrant on an unlicensed dispensary known as Campo Greens, which at the time was owned

and/or operated by one or more of the Dispensary Defendants, MARCO notified one of them that the

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 9
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execution of a search warrant on the dispensary’s premises was imminent. MARCO also notified one
or more of the Dispensary Defendants that the search warrant’s execution had been canceled.

1. MARCO was not acting alone in aiding and abetting the Dispensary
Defendants and Landlord Defendants before he was arrested by federal authorities.

111. Even after MARCO was arrested by federal authorities and ceased to be
employed by SDCSD, other Defendants continued to aid and abet the Dispensary Defendants, Landlord
Defendants, and/or Money-Laundering Defendants.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:

Violations of Anti-Racketeering Law, 18 U.S.C. § 1961 ez seq.
(Against All Defendants)

10. The preceding allegations in this pleading are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

11. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Section 1961 of Title 18 of the United States Code
(“Section 1961”) has provided in pertinent part as follows: “As used in this chapter--(1) “racketeering
activity” means (A) any act or threat involving murder, kidnapping, gambling, arson, robbery, bribery,
extortion, dealing in obscene matter, or dealing in a controlled substance or listed chemical (as defined
in section 102 of the Controlled Substances Act), which is chargeable under State law and punishable
by imprisonment for more than one year; (B) any act which is indictable under any of the following
provisions of title 18, United States Code: Section 201 (relating to bribery), section 224 (relating to
sports bribery), sections 471, 472, and 473 (relating to counterfeiting), section 659 (relating to theft
from interstate shipment) if the act indictable under section 659 is felonious, section 664 (relating to
embezzlement from pension and welfare funds), sections 891-894 (relating to extortionate credit
transactions), section 1028 (relating to fraud and related activity in connection with identification
documents), section 1029 (rclating to fraud and related activity in connection with access devices),
section 1084 (relating to the transmission of gambling information), section 1341 (relating to mail
fraud), section 1343 (relating to wire fraud), section 1344 (relating to financial institution fraud), section
1351 (relating to fraud in foreign labor contracting), section 1425 (relating to the procurement of
citizenship or nationalization unlawfully), section 1426 (relating to the reproduction of naturalization
or citizenship papers), section 1427 (relating to the sale of naturalization or citizenship papers), sections

1461-1465 (relating to obscene matter), section 1503 (relating to obstruction of Jjustice), section 1510
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(relating to obstruction of criminal investigations), section 1511 (relating to the obstruction of State or
local law enforcement), section 1512 (relating to tampering with a witness, victim, or an informant),
section 1513 (relating to retaliating against a witness, victim, or an informant), section 1542 (relating
to false statement in application and use of passport), section 1543 (relating to forgery or false use of
passport), section 1544 (relating to misuse of passport), section 1546 (relating to fraud and misuse of
visas, permits, and other documents), sections 1581-1592 (relating to peonage, slavery, and trafficking
in persons).,1 sections 1831 and 1832 (relating to economic espionage and theft of trade secrets),
section 1951 (relating to interference with commerce, robbery, or extortion), section 1952 (relating to
racketeering), section 1953 (relating to interstate transportation of wagering paraphernalia), section
1954 (relating to unlawful welfare fund payments), section 1955 (relating to the prohibition of illegal
gambling businesses), section 1956 (rclating to the laundering of monetary instruments), section 1957
(relating to engaging in monetary transactions in property derived from specified unlawful activity),
section 1958 (relating to use of interstate commerce facilities in the commission of murder-for-hire),
section 1960 (relating to illegal money transmitters), sections 2251, 2251A, 2252, and 2260 (relating
to sexual exploitation of children), sections 2312 and 2313 (relating to interstate transportation of stolen
motor vehicles), sections 2314 and 2315 (relating to interstate transportation of stolen property), section
2318 (relating to trafficking in counterfeit labels for phonorecords, computer programs or computer
program documentation or packaging and copies of motion pictures or other audiovisual works), section
2319 (relating to criminal infringement of a copyright), section 2319A (relating to unauthorized fixation
of and trafficking in sound recordings and music videos of live musical performances), section 2320
(relating to trafficking in goods or services bearing counterfeit marks), section 2321 (relating to
trafficking in certain motor vehicles or motor vehicle parts), sections 2341-2346 (relating to trafficking
in contraband cigarettes), sections 2421-24 (relating to white slave traffic), sections 175-178 (relating
to biological weapons), sections 229-229F (relating to chemical weapons), section 831 (relating to
nuclear materials), (C) any act which is indictable under title 29, United States Code, section 186
(dealing with restrictions on payments and loans to labor organizations) or section 501 (c) (relating to
embezzlement from union funds), (D) any offense involving fraud connected with a case under title 11

(except a case under section 157 of this title), fraud in the sale of securities, or the felonious
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manufacture, importation, receiving, concealment, buying, selling, or otherwise dealing in a controlled
substance or listed chemical (as defined in section 102 of the Controlled Substances Act), punishable
under any law of the United States, (E) any act which is indictable under the Currency and Foreign
Transactions Reporting Act, (F) any act which is indictable under the Immigration and Nationality Act,
section 274 (relating to bringing in and harboring certain aliens), section 277 (relating to aiding or
assisting certain aliens to enter the United States), or section 278 (relating to importation of alien for
immoral purpose) if the act indictable under such section of such Act was committed for the purpose
of financial gain, or (G) any act that is indictable under any provision listed in section 2332b(g)(5)(B);
(2) “State” means any State of the United States, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, any territory or possession of the United States, any political subdivision, or any department,
agency, or instrumentality thereof; (3) “person” includes any individual or entity capable of holding a
legal or beneficial interest in property; (4) “enterprise” includes any individual, partnership, corporation,
association, or other legal entity, and any union or group of individuals associated in fact although not
a legal entity; [and] (5) “pattern of racketeering activity” requires at least two acts of racketeering
activity, one of which occurred after the effective date of this chapter and the last of which occurred
within ten years (excluding any period of imprisonment) after the commission of a prior act of
racketeering activity. * * *”

12. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Section 1962 of Title 18 of the United States Code
(“Section 19627) has provided as follows: “(a) It shall be unlawful for any person who has received any
income derived, directly or indirectly, from a pattern of racketeering activity or through collection of
an unlawful debt in which such person has participated as a principal within the meaning of section 2,
title 18, United States Code, to use or invest, directly or indirectly, any part of such income, or the
proceeds of such income, in acquisition of any interest in, or the establishment or operation of, any
enterprise which is engaged in, or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign commerce. A
purchase of sccurities on the open market for purposes of investment, and without the intention of
controlling or participating in the control of the issuer, or of assisting another to do so, shall not be
unlawful under this subsection if the securities of the issuer held by the purchaser, the members of his

immediate family, and his or their accomplices in any pattern or racketeering activity or the collection
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of'an unlawful debt after such purchase do not amount in the aggregate to one percent of the outstanding
securities of any one class, and do not confer, either in law or in fact, the power to elect one or more
directors of the issuer. (b) It shall be unlawful for any person through a pattern of racketeering activity
or through collection of an unlawful debt to acquire or maintain, directly or indirectly, any interest in
or control of any enterprise which is engaged in, or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign
commerce. (¢) It shall be unlawful for any person employed by or associated with any enterprise
engaged 1n, or the activities of which affect, interstate or foreign commerce, to conduct or participate,
directly or indirectly, in the conduct of such enterprise's affairs through a pattern ofracketeering activity
or collection of unlawful debt. (d) It shall be unlawful for any person to conspire to violate any of the
provisions of subsection (a), (b), or (c) of this section.”

13. At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Section 1964(c) of Title 18 of the United States
Code (“Section 1964(c)”) has provided as follows: “Any person injured in his business or property by
reason of a violation of section 1962 of this chapter may sue therefor in any appropriate United States
district court and shall recover threefold the damages he sustains and the cost of the suit, including a
reasonable attorney's fee, except that no person may rely upon any conduct that would have been
actionable as fraud in the purchase or sale of securities to establish a violation of section 1962. The
exception contained in the preceding sentence does not apply to an action against any person that is
criminally convicted in connection with the fraud, in which case the statute of limitations shall start to
run on the date on which the conviction becomes final.”?

14. Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges as follows:

A. Within the last four years, the racketeering enterprise being challenged in this
lawsuit has worked as follows for the collective purpose of profiting off the unlicensed sale of cannabis:
(1) the Dispensary Defendants operate in San Diego County without any land-use or other legal
authorization to sell cannabis and cannabis-related products; (i7) the Landlord Defendants knowingly
and continuously rent office, retail, and other premises to the Dispensary Defendants, usually at rental

rates that greatly exceed the fair-market value of the premises and based on other deviations from the

* See also Tafflin v. Levitt, 493 U.S. 455, 460 (1990) (*Because we find none of these factors present
with respect to civil claims arising under RICO [to divest state courts of Jurisdiction], we hold that state
courts retain their presumptive authority to adjudicate such claims.”); Cianci v, Superior Ct., 40 Cal.3d
903 (1985) (“Although the question is not without difficulty, we conclude for the reasons given below
that state courts have concurrent jurisdiction over RICO claims.”).

COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF ETC. Page 13
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Landlord Defendants’ normal leasing policies and practices, and knowing that the Dispensary
Defendants do not have the requisite government authorization to operate lawfully at the premises; (iir)
the Advertiser Defendants knowingly and continuously publish the Dispensary Defendants’
advertisements both in print and online through interstate telecommunications infrastructure without
requiring them to contain a license number from the CBCC, usually at advertising rates that greatly
exceed the Advertiser Defendants’ rates for non-cannabis advertisements and with full knowledge that
state law requires every cannabis-related advertisements to contain the dispensary’s license number; (iv)
the Money-Laundering Defendants “launder” proceeds from the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal sales
so that those proceeds can be kept as Dispensary Defendants’ illegal profits and/or used to pay the
Landlord Defendants, Advertising Defendants, and/or Law-Enforcement Defendants; (v) the
Manufacturing Defendants sell their products to one or more of the Dispensary Defendants for resale
to consumers, the proceeds from which are used to pay the Landlord Defendants, Advertising
Defendants, Money-Laundering Defendants, and/or Law-Enforcement Defendants and the remainder
of which are kept as the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal profits; and (vi) the Law-Enforcement
Defendants knowingly and continuously receive kickbacks and/or other valuable consideration from
the Dispensary Defendants and/or Landlord Defendants in exchange for giving the Dispensary
Defendants, Landlord Defendants, and/or Advertiser Defendants advance notice of or de-facto immunity
to raids, search-warrant executions, and other law-enforcement activities that could expose them to
arrest or disruption of their illegal business activities and thereby adversely affect the profits they make
from those activities. Each of the foregoing activities continues to this day; alternatively, one or more
of the activities recently ended without notice to PLAINTIFE.

B. The Dispensary Defendants, the Landlord Defendants, the Advertiser Defendants,
the Money-Laundering Defendants, the Manufacturing Defendants, and the Law-Enforcement
Defendants all need (and in the past needed) each other in order to maximize their long-term profits,
and their illegal enterprise would not last long without even one of the four sectors being actively and
continuously engaged in the enterprise. Their arrangement is a classic example of, figuratively

speaking, everyone scratching everyone else’s back. By way of example and not limitation:
p g ¥ g ¥ y way P
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L The Dispensary Defendants would be unable to engage inillegal sales and
profit thereby if it were not for the fact that the Landlord Defendants were and are ready, willing, and
able to provide, and do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with premises where the illegal sales take
place (so that customers who prefer to buy cannabis-related products from a brick-and-mortar facility
can do s0); the Advertiser Defendants were and arc ready, willing, and able to publish, and do publish,
the Dispensary Defendants’ advertisements and without the requisite license number from the CBCC
(so that customers looking for cannabis-related products can find the Dispensary Defendants’
operations); the Money-Laundering Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to launder, and
do launder, the cash proceeds from the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal sales through bank accounts
controlled by legitimate businesses, with the proceeds funneled back to the Dispensary Defendants as
ostensibly lawful revenues; the Manufacturing Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to
provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with consumable cannabis products that
(because of their inferior ingredients) are highly profitable; and the Law-Enforcement Defendants were
and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants and
their illegal operations with protection from proper law-enforcement activities (so that the Dispensary
Defendants do not end up in jail).

ii. The Landlord Defendants would be unable to charge exorbitant rents if
it were not for the fact that the Dispensary Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to pay, and
do pay, those exorbitant rents (since the Dispensary Defendants’ profit margins are substantially higher
than those of licensed businesses); the Advertiser Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to
publish, and do publish, the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal advertisements that law-biding
advertisement publishers will not publish (making sure that the Dispensary Defendants have a steady
stream of business); the Money-Laundering Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to launder,
and do launder, the cash proceeds from the Dispensary Defendants’ ille gal sales through bank accounts
controlled by legitimate businesscs, with the proceeds funneled back to the Landlord Defendants as
ostensibly lawful rent payments; the Manufacturing Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able
to provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with consumable cannabis products

that (because of their inferior ingredients) are hi ghly profitable and generate monies used to pay the
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Landlord Defendants; and the Law-Enforcement Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to
provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants and their illegal operations with
protection from proper law-enforcementactivities (so that the Dispensary Defendants can paytheir rent
rather than having to pay criminal-defense lawyers and fines and/or end up in jail).

111 The Advertiser Defendants would be unable to charge a premium for
advertising space if it were not for the fact that the Dispensary Defendants were and are ready, willing,
and able to pay, and do pay, a premium for the dissemination of advertisements that law-biding
publishers will not disseminate (making sure that the Dispensary Defendants have a steady stream of
business); the Landlord Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and do provide,
the Dispensary Defendants with premises where the illegal sales take place (so that customers who
prefer to buy cannabis-related products from a brick-and-mortar facility can do so); the Money-
Laundering Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to launder, and do launder, the cash
proceeds from the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal sales through bank accounts controlled by legitimate
businesses, with the proceeds funneled back to the Advertising Defendants as ostensibly lawful
advertising payments; the Manufacturing Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide,
and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with consumable cannabis products that (because
of their inferior ingredients) are highly profitable and generate monies used to pay the Advertiser
Defendants; and the Law-Enforcement Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and
did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants and their illegal business operations with protection
from proper law-enforcementactivities (so that the Dispensary Defendants can pay their rentrather than
having to pay criminal-defense lawyers and fines and/or end up in jail).

1v. The Money-Laundering Defendants would be unable keep a portion of
the proceeds from the unlicensed dispensaries illegal sales as profits, or receive some other valuable
consideration, in exchange for providing the ATM machines if it were not for the fact that the
Dispensary Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to compensate, and do compensate, the
Money-Laundering Defendants for the use of the ATM machines (ensuring that the Dispensary
Defendants” customers have ready access to cash they can use to make illegal purchases at the

unlicensed dispensaries); the Advertiser Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to publish,
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and do publish, the Dispensary Defendants® illegal advertisements that law-biding advertisement
publishers will not publish (making sure that the Dispensary Defendants have a steady stream of
business); the Manufacturing Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and did
and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with consumable cannabis products that (because of their
inferior ingredients) are highly profitable and generate monies used to pay the Money-Laundering
Defendants; and the Law-Enforcement Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and
did and/or do provide, the Dispensary Defendants and their illegal business operations with protection
from proper law-enforcement activities (so that the Dispensary Defendants can continue to operate and
offer their customers ready access to cash through the Money-Laundering Defendants’ ATM machines).

V. The Manufacturing Defendants would be unable to sell their consumable
cannabis products and profit as they do therefrom if it were not for the fact that the Dispensary
Defendants are ready, willing, and able to sell, and did and/or do sell, the M anufacturing Defendants’
products to consumers; the Landlord Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and
do provide, the Dispensary Defendants with premises where illegal sales take place (so that customers
who prefer to buy Manufacturing Defendants’ products from a brick-and-mortar facility can do so0); the
Advertiser Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to publish, and do publish, the Dispensary
Defendants’ illegal advertisements and thercby generate sales of the Manufacturing Defendants’
products; the Money-Laundering Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to launder, and do
launder, the cash proceeds from the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal sales of Manufacturing Defendants’
products through bank accounts controlled by legitimate businesses, with the proceeds funneled back
to the Manufacturing Defendants as payments for inventory purchases; and the Law-Enforcement
Defendants were and arc ready, willing, and able to provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary
Defendants and their illegal business operations with protection from proper law-enforcement activities
(so that the Dispensary Defendants can continue to operate and offer their customers ready access to
the Manufacturing Defendants’ products).

Vi, The Law-Enforcement Defendants would be unable to extract kickbacks
and/or other valuable consideration if it were not for the fact that the Dispensary Defendants and/or

Landlord Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to compensate, and did and/or do
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compensate, the Law-Enforcement Defendants for the protection they provide (ensuring that the
Dispensary Defendants and the Landlord Defendants can continue making outsized profits that are used
to compensate the Law-Enforcement Defendants); the Advertiser Defendants were and are ready,
willing, and able to publish, and do publish, the Dispensary Defendants’ illegal advertisements (making
sure that the Dispensary Defendants have a steady stream of business that generates that profits that are
used to compensate the Law-Enforcement Defendants); the Money-Laundering Defendants were and
are ready, willing, and able to launder, and do launder, the cash proceeds from the Dispensary
Defendants’ illegal sales through bank accounts controlled by legitimate businesses, with the proceeds
funneled back to the Law-Enforcement Defendants as kickback payments; and the Manufacturing
Defendants were and are ready, willing, and able to provide, and did and/or do provide, the Dispensary
Defendants with consumable cannabis products that (because of their inferior ingredients) arc highly
profitable and gencrate monies used to pay the Law-Enforcement Defendants.

15, The Defendants’ racketeering enterprise, and the specific conduct of each of the
Defendants as alleged in this pleading, is not only illegal but known to each of them to be illegal and
carried out anyway.

16, PLAINTIFF has been substantially damaged by the Defendants’ illegal racketeering
enterprise and misconduct. By way of example and not limitation:

A. PLAINTIFF has lost profits. The Dispensary Defendants charge slightly less
money for what consumers believe to be comparable cannabis-related products.” However, the
Dispensary Defendants do not have to pay taxes on their sales transactions; often pay employees cash
in order to avoid expenses like payroll taxes, workers’ compensation insurance, and health insurance:
do not pay licensing fees; and do not have to incur any expenses associated with regulatory compliance
(e.g., lawyers and accountants).

B. PLAINTIFF has had to increase its advertising and marketing expenditures,
which reduces profits, in order to offset the additional competition from the Dispensary Defendants.

Cs PLAINTIFF has had to suppress its prices in order to miti gate against further loss
of business due to illegal competition from the Dispensary Defendants and illegal advertising by the

Advertiser Defendants.

* In reality, the products are almost always of inferior quality and safety.
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:
Violations of Unfair Competition Law, BUS. & PROF. CODE § 17200 et seq.
(Against All Defendants)

17. The preceding allegations in this pleading are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

18. At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17200
(“Section 172007) has provided as follows: ““As used in this chapter, unfair competition shall mean and
include any unlawful, unfair or fraudulent business act or practice and unfair, deceptive, untrue or
misleading advertising and any act prohibited by Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 17500) of Part
3 of Division 7 of the Business and Professions Code.”

19, At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17201
(“Section 172017 has provided as follows: “As used in this chapter, the term person shall mean and
include natural persons, corporations, firms, partnerships, joint stock companies, associations and other
organizations of persons.”

20. At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17203
(“Section 17203”) has provided as follows: “Any person who engages, has engaged, or proposes to
engage in unfair competition may be enjoined in any court of competent jurisdiction. The court may
make such orders or judgments, including the appointment of areceiver, as may be necessary to prevent
the use or employment by any person of any practice which constitutes unfair competition, as defined
in this chapter, or as may be necessary to restore to any person in interest any money or property, real
or personal, which may have been acquired by means of such unfair competition.”

2l At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17205 has
provided as follows: “Unless otherwise expressly provided, the remedies or penalties provided by this
chapter are cumulative to each other and to the remedies or penalties available under all other laws of
this state.”

e PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis alleges as follows:

A. Each of the Defendants is a “person” within the meaning of Sections 17201 and
17203.
B. Each of the Defendants has (within the last four years*), and/or is currently,

engaged in conduct proscribed by Sections 17200 and 17203,

* See BUS. & PROF. CODE § 17208.
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G Each of the Defendants has (within the last four years) obtained, and/or is
currently obtaining, money as a result of conduct proscribed by Sections 17200 and 17203.

23, PLAINTIFF has lost, and continues to lose, money as a result of the Defendants’ unfair
competition; and thus PLAINTIFF has suffered, and continues to suffer, injuries in fact as a result the
Detendants’ unfair competition.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION:

Violations of False Advertising Law, BUS. & PROF. CODE § 17500 et seq.
(Against All Defendants)

24.  The preceding allegations in this pleading are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

25. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17500
(“Section 17500”) has provided as follows: “It is unlawful for any person, firm, corporation or
association, or any employee thereof with intent directly or indirectly to dispose of real or personal
property or to perform services, professional or otherwise, or anything of any nature whatsoever or to
induce the public to enter into any obligation relating thereto, to make or disseminate or causc to be
made or disseminated before the public in this state, or to make or disseminate or cause to be made or
disseminated from this state before the public in any state, in any newspaper or other publication, or any
advertising device, or by public outery or proclamation, or in any other manner or means whatever,
including over the Internet, any statement, concerning that real or personal property or those services,
professional or otherwise, or concerning any circumstance or matter of fact connected with the proposed
performance or disposition thereof, which is untrue or misleading, and which is known, or which by
the exercise of reasonable care should be known, to be untrue or misleading, or for any person, firm,
or corporation to so make or disseminate or cause to be so made or disseminated any such statement
as part of a plan or scheme with the intent not to sell that personal property or those services,
professional or otherwise, so advertised at the price stated therein, or as so advertised. Any violation
of the provisions of this section is a misdemeanor punishable by imprisonment in the county jail not
exceeding six months, or by a fine not exceeding two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500), or by both
that imprisonment and fine.”

26. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17502 has

provided as follows: “This article does not apply to any visual or sound radio broadcasting station, to
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any internet service provider or commercial online service, or to any publisher of a newspaper,
magazine, or other publication, who broadcasts or publishes, including over the Internet, an
advertisement in good faith, without knowledge of its false, deceptive, or misleading character.”

27, At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17505
(“Section 175057) has provided as follows: “No person shall state, in an advertisement of his goods,
that he is a producer, manufacturer, processor, wholesaler, or importer, or that he owns or controls a
factory or other source of supply of goods, when such is not the fact, and no person shall in any other
manner misrepresent the character, extent, volume, or type of his business.”

28. At all times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17506
(“Section 17506”) has provided as follows: “As used in this chapter, ‘person” includes any individual,
partnership, firm, association, or corporation.”

29, Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17534 has
provided as follows: “Any person, firm, corporation, partnership or association or any employee or
agent thereof who violates this chapter is guilty of a misdemeanor.”

30. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17534.5 has
provided as follows: “Unless otherwise cxpressly provided, the remedies or penalties provided by this
chapter are cumulative to cach other and to the remedies or penalties available under all other laws of
this state.”

31. Atall times relevant to this lawsuit, Business and Professions Code Section 17535 has
provided as follows: “Any person, corporation, firm, partnership, joint stock company, or any other
association or organization which violates or proposes to violate this chapter may be enjoined by any
court of competent jurisdiction. The court may make such orders or judgments, including the
appointment of a receiver, as may be necessary to prevent the use or employment by any person,
corporation, firm, partnership, joint stock company, or any other association or organization of any
practices which violate this chapter, or which may be necessary to restore to any person in interest any
money or property, real or personal, which may have been acquired by means of any practice in this
chapter declared to be unlawful. [{] Actions for injunction under this section may be prosecuted by the

Attorney General or any district attorney, county counsel, city attorney, or city prosecutor in this state
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in the name of the people of the State of California upon their own complaint or upon the complaint of
any board, officer, person, corporation or association or by any person who has suffered injury in fact
and has lost money or property as a result of a violation of this chapter. Any person may pursue
representative claims or relief on behalf of others only if the claimant meets the standing requirements
of this section and complies with Section 382 of the Code of Civil Procedure, but these limitations do
not apply to claims brought under this chapter by the Attorney General, or any district attorney, county
counsel, city attorney, or city prosecutor in this state.”

32, PLAINTIFF is informed and believes and on that basis alleges as follows

A. Each of the Defendants is a “person” within the meaning of Sections 17500,
17505, and 17506.

B. Each of the Defendants has (within the last three years®) has, and/or is currently,
engaged in conduct proscribed by Sections 17500 and/or 17505.

(8} Each of the Defendants has (within the last three years) obtained, and/or is
currently obtaining, money as a result of conduct proscribed by Sections 17500 and/or 17505,

33 PLAINTIFF has lost, and continues to lose, money as aresult of the Defendants’ unfair
competition; and thus PLAINTIFF has suffered, and continues to suffer, injuries in fact as a result the
Defendants’ unfair competition.

Prayer

FOR ALL THESE REASONS, PLAINTIFF respectfully prays for the following relief against
all Defendants (and any and all other parties who may oppose PLAINTIFF in this lawsuit) jointly and
severally and to the extent available by law:

A. General damages according to proof:

Special damages according to proof:
Punitive damages according to proof;
Treble damages according to proof;

Declaratory relief;

MmUY 0w

Provisional and/or permanent injunctive relief;

* See C1v. PROC. CODE § 338(a).
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G. Specificrelicf, preventiverelicf, or both in order to enforce a penalty, forfeiture. or penal
law as authorized by Business and Professions Code Section 17202;

H. Disgorgement of Defendants” illegal profits;

E Any and all attorney fees and other court costs incurred by PLAINTIFF in connection

with this lawsuit; and

3. Any and all further relicf that this Court may deem appropriate.
Date: July 2. 2021. Respectfully submitted,
BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION
By: ” . M’
Cory J{Briggs

Attorneys for Plaintiff Valley Greens Retail Qutlet, Inc.
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COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING
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Former Sheriff’s Captain Pleads Guilty to Illegally Trafficking
Firearms; Admits Corruption

Assistant U. S. Attorneys Nicholas Pilchak (619) 546-9709 or Andrew Haden (619) 546-6961
NEWS RELEASE SUMMARY - September 15, 2020

SAN DIEGO - Former San Diego County Sheriff's Captain Marco Garmo pleaded guilty in federal court
today to illegally trafficking in firearms from his office in the Rancho San Diego Station and committing other
corrupt acts spanning close to a quarter of his 27 years in the department.

As part of his plea, Garmo also admitted that he tipped off a marijuana dispensary that was about to be
searched by Sheriff's officials — part-owned by his cousin — and pressured another illegal dispensary to hire
his friend and co-defendant Waiel Anton as a “consultant,” along with another individual who had agreed to
pay Garmo a kickback.

In the plea agreement, Garmo admitted that he engaged in the business of dealing in firearms for profit
without a license, which he knew was against the law. He acknowledged acquiring 144 firearms in less than
six years, and selling or transferring 98 of them. His unlawful business provided Garmo several forms of
compensation. In some transactions, he received a financial profit. In others, Garmo engaged in firearm
sales to build good will for future favors related to his anticipated campaign for Sheriff of San Diego County.
The charges against Garmo include a series of “straw purchases” in which Garmo falsely told dealers that
he was acquiring handguns for himself, when in truth he was sourcing them for associates who could not
buy them directly under California law.

Garmo admitted in his plea agreement that as a law enforcement officer, he occupied a position of public
trust that he abused to commit these offenses. Specifically, California law provided Garmo with a series of
special firearms privileges—Ilike the ability to purchase an unlimited number of handguns per month, and the
right to purchase newer-model “off-roster” handguns not approved for initial sale to civilians—and Garmo
abused these privileges to conduct his unlicensed firearms dealing.

Garmo also abused his position of trust as the chief law enforcement officer in charge of the Rancho San
Diego Station to tip off his cousin—a partner in an illegal marijuana dispensary known as “Campo Greens"—
by providing information he had received about an impending search of the cousin’s dispensary.

https ;//wvwmjust\ce_gov/usao-sdcafpr/former_sher[ff-s—captain—pleads—guilty-iltegaIIy-trafﬂcking-ﬂrearms-admits-corruph‘on 174



112712021 Former Sheriff's Captain Pleads Guilty to lllegally Trafficking Firearms; Admits Corruption | USAC-SDCA | Department of Justice

Garmo admitted lying to federal agent when a ked about the tip off during an interview, aying he would
never put his fellow deputies “in harm’s way” by notifying the targets of a search warrant. In the plea, Garmo
specifically acknowledged that he provided this information in order to help his cousin and Campo Greens
evade law enforcement officers and avoid the seizure of the dispensary’s inventory and cash proceeds.
Indeed, a alleged in the indictment, Campo Green  taff heeded Garmo’  ecret warning by emptying the
store of its valuable products and cash proceeds in advance of the impending search.

According to the indictment, Garmo continued hi effort to unlawfully a i thi cou inweek later, by
seeking help from a San Diego County employee when Campo Greens was served with a nuisance
abatement letter by County Code Enforcement that would force the illegal dispensary to cease operations.
Having received a copy of the letter from his cousin, Garmo texted the County employee to ask "can we
pu hit back?" The County employee an wered, “Ye you can”

As part of today’s guilty plea, Garmo admitted that he also sought to profit from a second unlicensed
marijuana di pen ary, when the County condemned the property hou ing the di pen ary Inthe ummer of
2018, Garmo recommended that the dispensary’s landlord hire co-defendant Waiel Anten and another
individual—then working for the County—as “consultants” to help get the condemned property reopened.
According to Garmo’s plea agreement, Anton would pretend to rent the landlord’s property. In exchange for
recommending the County employee a a “con ultant,” the employee agreed to pay 10 percent of their fee
to Garmo as a kickback. Garmo admitted that, when the proposal fell through and the landiord declined to
hire Anton and the County employee, Garmo retaliated by telling the employee to have the County "piss on®
the landlord.

According to the indictment, Garmo was a Sheriff's deputy for the San Diego County Sheriff's Department
for almost 27 years until September 20, 2019. In his plea, Garmo admitted that he was engaged in the
unlawful acqui ition, tran fer, and ale of firearm during hi entire tenure a the Captain of the Rancho San
Diego Station.

In fact, one of Garmo’ firearm tran action involved a brazen ale in ide the Captain' Office of the
Rancho San Diego Station on October 28, 2016. Garmo admitted that on that date, he and co-defendant
Giovanni Tilotta (a licensed San Diego gun dealer) sold a Glock handgun, an AR-15 style rifle, and a Smith
& Wesson handgun to a local defense attorney inside Garmo's office. Per the plea agreement, Garmo
coordinated backdated paperwork to avoid the 10 day waiting period required by California law for handgun
purchases, and Garmo supplied the attorney with San Diego Sheriff's Department-issued ammunition.
Garmo expressly admitted that this sale violated California law, which requires firearms sales to be
conducted at the dealer’s premises, a gun show or special event, or at the buyer or seller's home.

This case involved stunning and sustained violations of the public trust by a high-ranking law enforcement
officer who bent his public position to his private gain,” said Attorney for the United States Linda Frakes.
Thi office will not he itate to hold accountable anyone who think that their badge or office i alicen eto
break the law. All of the honorable men and women serving their communities in law enforcement deserve
no less.”

Part of Garmo’s unlicensed firearms dealing operation involved directing his immediate subordinate, co-
defendant Fred Magana, in completing a straw purchase of two firearms for co-defendant Leo Hamel, when
Magana was serving as a Lieutenant under Garmo’s command. Magana entered a guilty plea on
November 22, 2019 to aiding and abetting Garmo’ firearm trafficking by participating in that tran action
For his part, local jeweler and businessman Leo Hamel pleaded guilty the same day to aiding and abetting
Garmo’s unlicensed firearms dealing. In his plea agreement, Hamel admitted working with Tilotta to create
falsified records to make firearms straw purchases appear legitimate. Hamel also acknowledged that
Garmo benefited from hi arrangement with Hamel by ecuring Hamel' future upport for Garmo’
anticipated campaign for Sheriff of San Diego County.

https:/Iwww,justlce.gov/usao-sdca/pr/former—sher\'ff—sacaptafn-pleads~guilty-JIIeg ally-trafficking-firearms-admits-corruption 2/4
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According to the indictment, Waiel Anton aided and abetted Garmo’s unlicensed firearms dealing by helping
Garmo’s firearms buyers apply for permits to carry a concealed weapon (*CCW") as part of Anton’s
‘consulting” business. Anton’s “consulting” arrangement secured early CCW appointments for his clients to
avoid a months-long backlog at the licensing desk—a benefit that Anton provided by leveraging his
relationship with a member of the licensing staff to whom he had made an unlawful cash payment. In his
plea today, Garmo admitted Anton’s role, and acknowledged that Anton would pay Garmo a kickback of
$100 per CCW applicant that Garmo referred to Anton. Garmo expressly admitted receiving such a kickback
n early February 2019 in exchange for referring an undercover ATF agent to Anton for his “consulting”
services, and then lying to federal agents asking about money Garmo had received from Anton.

Anton is also charged with obstruction of justice for repeatedly urging one of his “consulting” clients—in
reality, an undercover agent—to lie to federal investigators following the search of Anton’s residence in
February. Per the indictment, Anton exhorted the undercover agent not to tell investigators about the $1,000
in cash Anton had charged the undercover agent to fast-track his CCW appointment, and to claim instead
that Anton was helping him with his application because they were friends.

Garmo is set to be sentenced by U.S. District Judge Gonzalo P. Curiel on December 9, 2020 at 8:30 a.m.
The next hearing in the ongoing case against Anton and Tilotta is set for October 8, 2020.

Garmo agreed to forfeit 58 firearms and 5,385 rounds of ammunition as part of his plea agreement, In total,
approximately 291 firearms and 131,458 rounds of ammunition have been forfeited as part of this
investigation.

Frakes praised the lead prosecutors on the case, Assistant U.S. Attorneys Nicholas Pilchak and Andrew
Haden, as well as the dedicated investigators from the ATF and EBI. Frakes added that the U.S. Attorney’s
Office wishes to extend its sincerest gratitude to the San Diego County Sheriff's Department for initiating this
investigation, and for their assistance and support throughout its course.

"ATF's committed to investigating and preventing firearms trafficking, and ensuring federal firearms laws are
followed so criminals do not acquire guns,” said ATF Los Angeles Field Division Special Agent in Charge
Monique Villegas. "ATF will hold those who sell guns illegally accountable. ATF strives to keep our
communities safe from gun-related crime.”

“Rather than fulfill his sworn duty to uphold the law, former San Diego Sheriff's Department Captain Marco
Garmo used his position to benefit himself and those he sold weapons to in his unlawful firearms business,”
said FBI Special Agent in Charge Suzanne Turner. “Garmo wore the badge, but ultimately, he failed his
department and the public’s trust. Today’s plea demonstrates that no one is above the law — not even a high-
ranking law enforcement official. At a time when many in the public are questioning their confidence in law
enforcement, the FBI remains committed to vigorously pursuing corrupt and unlawful actions by those who
wear the badge. Public confidence in law enforcement and upholding the integrity of dedicated law
enforcement officers who honorably serve each and every day is a priority for the FBI.”

U.S. v. Garmo, et. al, 19-CR-4768-GPC

Defendants

Morad Marco Garmo, 52 years old

Leo Joseph Hamel, 62 years old
Giovanni Vincenzo Tilotta, 38 years old
Fred Magana, 42 years old

Waiel Yousif Anton, 35 years old
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Summary of Charges

Title 18, U.S.C., Sec. 922(a)(1)(A) — Engaging in the Business of Dealing in Firearms Without a License
Maximum Penalty: Five years in prison

Investigating Agencies

Bureau of Alcohol Tobacco Firearms & Explosives (ATF)

Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)

*The charges and allegations contained in an indictment are merely accusations. The defendants are
considered innocent unless and until proven guilty.

Topic(s):
Firearms Offenses
Public Corruption

Component(s):
USAQ - California, Southern

Press Release Number:
CAS20-0915-Garmo
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PETER J. MAZZA : ?:EQWE@

Attorney for the United States ‘
Acting Under Authority

DEPUTY
California Bar No. 258436 :
Assistant U.S. Attorney
880 Front Street, Room 6293
San Diego, California 92101
Telephone: (618) 546-9709/6961
Email: Nicholas.Pilchak@usdoj.gov

Attorneys for the United States g
. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
- SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA -

UNITED STATES. OF AMERICA, Case No. _19-cr-4768-GPC

Blainwiff, '
W : PLEA AGREEMENT

MORAD MARCO GARMO,

Defendant.

|

1T IS HEREBY AGREED between the plaintiff, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,.
through its cbunéel, Peter J. Mazza, Attorney for the United States
Acting Under Authority Conferred by 28 U.S.C. § 515, Nicholas W. Pilchak
and Andrew R. Haden, Assistant U.S. Attorneys, and Defendant, MORAD
MARCO GARMO? through his counsel, Kevin Barry McDermott as follows:

I
fHE PLEA

Defendant agrees to plead guilty to Count One of the Indictment,

charging Defendant with Engaging .in the Business of Dealing in Firearms

Without, a License, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,

~ \\
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Sectlon% 9z22(a) (1) (A '923(a), 924 (a) (1) (D ), and 2. In addition,
Defendant consents. to the forfeiture allegations of the Indictment.

In exchange for entering a plea pursuant to this agreement, the
United States' agrees Lo (1) move to dismiss the remalnlng charges
against Defendant w1thour prejudice when Defendant is sentenced, and
(2) not prosecute Deferndant thereafter on such dismissed charges. The
dnly exceptions are 1f Defendant breaches the terms of this plea
agreement or 1if Defendant’s gquilty plea is set aside for any reason.
If Defendant breaches this agreement or his guilty plea is set aside,
section XII below shall apply.

II

NATORE OF THE OQFFENSE

A. ELEMENTS EXPLAINED

‘The offense to which Defendant is pleading guilty has the following

elements:
L - Defendant was willfully engaged in the business of deailng in
firearms from March 2013 to February 13, 2019; and
2. During that time, Defendant did not have a license as a

firearms dealer,

‘Someone who is engaged in the business as a dealer in firearms is

defined as a person who devotes time, attention, and labor to dealing

in firearms as a regular course of trade or business with the principal
objective of livelihood and profit through the repetitive purchaee and
resale of firearms, but it does not include a person who makes
occasional salesr exchanges, or purchases of firearms for the
enhaneement of a personal collection or for a hobby, or-who sells all

or part of his personal collection of firearms.

2 ' Def. Initials\\égiﬂ_
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B. ELEMENTS UNDERSTOOD AND ADMITTED — FACTUAL BASIS

Defendant has fully discussed the facts of this case with defense
counsel. - Defendant has committed each of the elements of the crime,
and admits that there is a factual basis for this guilty plea. The

following facts are true and undisputed:

; Between March 2013 and February 13, 2019, Defendant acquired
approximately 144 firearms and sold or otherwise transferred
98 firearms to other individuals. At no time did Defendant
possess the Federal Firearms License (“FFL”) required to
lawfully engage 'in the business of dealing in Ffirearms.
Defendant - knew, however, that an FFL was required for the
repetitive purchase and resale of firearms for profit and
livelihood, as he was doing. Defendant expressly admits that
he knew that his conduct dealing in firearms was unlawful.

2 As a law enforcement officer, Defendant was permitted to
purchase  certain handguns that California law generally
barred - non-law enforcement officers from initially

purchasing, typically referred to as -off roster handguns.
Defendant was also exempt from California laws -limiting
handgun purchases to one per month, and restricting the
availability of high-capacity magazines. Defendant admits
that he occupied a position of public trust as a law’
enforcement officer, and that he abused that position to
commit this offense.

3. Part of befendant’s business of dealing in firearms involved
acquiring firearms with the intent to transfer them to another
person: unlawful transactions commonly known as “straw
purchases.” Many such purchases involved off roster handguns.
Defendant resold some off roster handguns for a profit or
exchanged them for valuable services, and provided others to
individuals in exchange for favors or to build geood will for
future favors, such as -aid for Defendant’s anticipated
campaign for Sheriff of San Diego County. Defendant also
supplied certain firearms buyers with related items that they
could not legally obtain themselves, such as high-capacity
magazines,

4, Defendant directed co-defendant Fred Magana in acquiring two
off roster Walther handguns for co-defendant Leo Hamel as
part of a straw purchase in about April 24, 2017, at a time
when Defendant directly supervised Magana at the San Diego
County Sheriff’s Department (“SDCSD”).

B. in-conducting his unlicensed firearms dealing, Defendant was
aided and abetted by co-defendant Giovanni Tilotta and
Tilokta’s FFL, Honey Badger Firearms. Among other acts,

3 DefF. Initialsﬁ§;§£
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10.

110

Tilotta knowingly processed unlawful straw- purchases for
Pefendant, Magana and Hamel. Tilotta also prepared backdated
firearms transfer paperwork for Defendant and his close
associates, enabling them to avoid the ten-day waiting period
for handgun transfers under California law.

On October 28, 2016, Defendant and Tilotta sold a Glock 27
.40 caliber handgun, a Daniel Defense AR-15 style rifle, and
a Smith & Wesson Shield handgun to San Diego defense attorney
V.B. inside the Captain’s Qffice of the SDCSD’s Rancho San
Diego- station. Defendant directed .Tilotta to backdate the
state and. federal transfer paperwork for V.B.’s firearms
transactions. Defendant also provided V.B. with SDCSD-issued
ammunition in connection with this sale. Defendant admits

that this firearms sale was in violation of Califeornia law.

On November 30, 2016, Defendant used his law enforcement
status to conduct an unlawful straw purchase of an off roster
CZ 775D 9mm handgun that he intended to transfer to San Diego

~defense attorney V.B., who could not otherwise have initially

acquired the handgun. As agreed, Defendant later transferred
the CZ 75D to V.B. on May 3, 2017.

As part of his wunlicensed firearms dealing, Defendant
encouraged firearms buyers to apply for permits to carry a
concealed weapon (“CCW”) from the SDCSD. Co-defendant Waiel
Anton alded and abetted Defendant’s unlicensed firearms
dealing by helping Defendant’s buyers apply for CCW permits
in exchange for cash payments, and payving Defendant z kickback
of $100 per CCW applicant referred by Defendant. As part of
this arrangement, on or after February 5, 2019, Defendant
accepted a kickback of $100 in cash from Anton. for referring
an undercover ATF agent Lo Anton for these services.

Defendant admits that he received at least $8,350 in proceeds
from his unlicensed dealing in firearms, representing only
the proceeds directly received from undercover ATF agents for
the purchase of firearms.

Defendant admits that all firearms and ammunition seized from
him .and his residence on February ‘13, 2019 were involved in
the offense to which he is pleading guilty, as were all
firearms registered to Defendant but seized from Leo Hamel .

Defendant also abused his position by diselosing confidential
law enforcement information. On July 10, 2018, Defendant
called his cousin (“Individual 4”) and tipped him off that
Campo Greens {an illegal marijuana dispensary in Defendant’s
area of responsibility at SDCSD) was scheduled to be searched
by SDCSD personnel the following morning. Defendant did this
to warn his other cousin (“Individual 3”), who was also
Individual 4's brother, and who had an cwnership interest in
Campo Greens, as Defendant knew. On July 11, 2018, Defendant
called Individual 4 to notify him that the scheduled search
of Campo Greens had been canceled, '

I8
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12. Defendant admits that he provided this information to
Individual 3 for the purpose of helping Campo Greens (and
Individual 4) evade law enforcement officers- and avold the
seizure of the illegal dispensary’s narcotics and proceeds.

13. Defendant further abused his position by seeking to profit
from '‘a condemned property used as an unlicensed marijuana
dispensary. Between May 2018 and August 2018, Defendant
recommended that Individual 6 (the landlord for an unlicensed
marijuana dispensary that was condemned- by San Diego County
following an SDCSD search) hire Anton and Individual 5 (then
a San Diego County employee) as “consultants” to help get
Individual 6’s property reopened. Under the plan, Anton would
pretend to rent Individual 6’s property, and Individual 5
would facilitate the property’s reopening with the County. In
exchange for recommending Individual 5 as 'a “consultant” to
Individual 6, Defendant was to receive 10% of Individual 5’s
fee. When Individual 6 declined to hire Anton and Individual
5, Defendant told Individual 5 (who was still employed at. the
County at the time) to tell the County to “piss on”
Individual 6,

14, 'During the investigation of this «conduct, Defendant
obstructed justice by making material false statements to
agents of the FBI and ATF concerning matters within their
jurisdiction. Specifically, Defendant falsely denied making
straw purchases, and falsely claimed he would not put his
deputies in harm’s way by notifying the - subjects of an
impending search warrant. Defendant also falsely denied
receiving any money from Anton  after the sale of a Ruger
handgun 'to Anton in January 2019, which he knew was a false
statement because Defendant had received $100 from Anton -on

- or after February 5, 2019 as described above. Defendant knew
that it was unlawful to make such.false statements.

4 e
PENALTIES

The crime to which Defendant is pleading carries the following

penalties:
‘A.‘ . a maximum bf 5 years in prison;
B a maximum fine of $250,000;
Gl a mandatory special assessment of 5100;
D. a term of. supervised release. of up to 3 years. Failure to comply

with any condition of supervised release may result in
revocation of supervised release, requiring Defendant to
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serve in prison, upon revocation, all or part of the statutory
maximum term of supervised release;

_E. forfeiture of all firearms and ammunition involved in the
vffense.

Iv

DEFENDANT'S WAIVER OF TRIAL RIGHTS AND UNDERSTANDING OF CONSEQUENCES

This guilty plea waives Defendant’s right at trial to:

A, Continue to plead not guilty and require the Government to
prove the elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt;

A speedy and public trial by jury;
The assistance of counsel at all stages;

Confront and cross-examine adverse witnesses:

m o 0 w

Testify and present evidence and to have witnesses testify on
behalf of Defendant; and, '

F. Not testify or have any adverse inferences drawn from the
failure to testify.

v

DEFENDANT ACKNOWLEDGES NC PRETRIAL RIGHT TO BE
PROVIDED WITH IMPEACHMENT AND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE INFORMATION

Any information establishing the factual innocence of Defendant
known to the undersigned prosecutor in this case has been turned over
to Defendant. The United States will continue to provide éuch
information establishing'thé factual innocence of Defendant.

If this case proceeded to -triai, the United States would be
required to provide impeachment information for its witnesses. In
addition, if Defepdant raised aﬁ affirmative defense, the United States
would be required to provide inforﬁation in its possession that supports
such a defense. By pleading guilty Defendant will not be proﬁided this
information, if any, and Defendant waives any right to this information.
Defendant will not attempt fo withdraw the guilty plea or to file a

collateral attack based on the existence of this information.

6 " s - 1
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VI

DEFENDANT'S REPRESENTATION THAT GUILTY
PLEA IS ENOWING AND VOLUNTARY

Defendant represents that:

A. Defendant has had a full opportunity to discuss all the facts
and circumstances of this case with defense counsel and has
a clear understanding of the charges and .the consequences of
this plea. By pleading guilty, Defendant may be giving up,
and rendered ineligible to receive, valuable government
benefits and civic rights, such as the right to vote, the
right to possess a firearm, the right to hold office, and the
right to serve on a jury. The conviction in this case may
subject Defendant to wvarious collateral consequences,
including but not limited to revocation of probation, parole,
or supervised rélease in another case; debarment from
government contracting; and suspension or revocation of a
professional license, none of which can serve as grounds to
withdraw Defendant’s guilty plea. :

B. No one has made any promises or offered any rewards in return
for this guilty plea, other than those contained in this
agreement or otherwise disclosed to the Court.

s No one has threatened Defendant or Defendant’s family to
induce this guilty plea.

D. Defendant is pleading guilty because Defendant is guilty and
for no other reason.

VII

AGREEMENT LIMITED TO U.S. ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

This plea agreement is limited to the United States Attorney’s
Office for the Southern District of California, and cannot bind any
other authorities in any type of matter, although the United States
will bring this plea agreement to the attentioh of other authorities if
requaested by Defendant.

VIII

APPLICABILITY OF SENTENCING GUIDELINES

-The sentence imposed will be based on the factors set forth in 18

U.8.C. § 3553(a). In imposing the sentence, the sentencing judge mus}

h
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consult thé United States Sentencing Guidelines {Guidelines) and take
them into account. Defendant has discussed_the_Guidelines with defense
éounsel and understands that the Guidelines are only advisory, not
mandatory. The Court may impose a sentence more severe or less severe

than otherwise applicable under the Guidelines, up to the maximum in

| the statute of conviction. The sentence cannot be determined until a

presentence report is prepared by the U.S. Probation Office and defense

counsel and the United States have . an opportunity to review and

challenge the presentence report. Nothing in this plea agreement limits

the United States’ duty to provide complete and accurate facts to the
district .court .and the U.S. Probation Office.
| IX

SENTENCE IS WITHIN SOLE DISCRETION OF JUDGE

This plea agreement is made pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal
Procedure 11(c) (1) (B). The sentence is within the sole discretion of the
sentencing judge who may impose the maximum sentence provided by statute,

It is uncertain at this time what Defendant’s sentence will be. The United

States has not made and will not make any répresentation abeout what

sentence Defeﬁdant will receive. Any estimate of the probable sentence by
defgnse counsel is not a promise and is not bihdiﬁg on'thé Court. Any
recommendation by the Uniﬁed'States at sentencing also is not binding on
the Court. If the sentehcing judge does not follow any of the parties’

sentencing recommendations, Defendant will not withdraw the plea.
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X

PARTIES' SENTENCING RECOMMENDATIONS

A, -SENTENCING GUIDELINE CALCULATIONS

Although.the Guidelines are only advisory and just one factor the
Court will consider under 18 U.S.C. § 3533(a) in imposing a sentence,
the parties wil; jointly recommend the following Base Offense Level,

Specific Offense Characteristics, Adjustments, and Departures:

‘1. Base Offense Level, § 2K2.1(a) (7) 12
2. Number of firearms (98), '§ 2K2.1(b) (1) (C) +6
3. Leadership role, § 3Bl.1(c) ' +2
4. Abuse of trust, § 3B1.3 +2
G. .Obstrﬁctioh of justice, § 3Cl.1 +21
6. Acceptance of respdnsibility, §§ 3E1.1(a)/ (b) -3
T Expeditious resolution, § 5K2.0 . =2
8. Combination of circumstances, § 5K2.0‘ C =23

17

B. ACCEPTANCE OF RESPONSIBILITY

Despite paragraph A above, the United States need not recommend an
adjustﬁent for Acceptance of Responsibility if Defendant engages in
conduct inconsistent with acceptance of responsibility including, but

not limited to, the following:

B Defendant expressly agrees that the adjustment under USSG § 3Cl.1
applies, notwithstanding comment note 5.

@ The parties agree to Jjointly recommend this departure for
Defendant’s 1) waiver of appeal and 2) expeditious resolution of his

case.

E The parties agree to jointly recommend this departure based upon
Defendant’s public service career and contributions to public safety,

apart from the relevant conduct in this case. 7 o
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i 18 Fails to truthfully admit a complete factual basis as
stated in the plea at the time the plea is entered, or
falsely denies, or makes a statement inconsistent with,
the factual basis set forth in this agreement;

2 Falsely denies prior criminal conduct or convictions;

i Is untruthful with the United States, the Court or
probation officer;

4, Breaches this plea agreement in any way; or

5; Transfers or conceals property (or properties) that
would ctherwise be available for payment of restitution.

c. NO FURTHER ADJUSTMENTS AND SENTENCE REDUCTIONS INCLUDING
THOSE UNDER 18 U.S.C. § 3553

Defendant may not recommend additional downward adjustments,
departures, including Criminal History departures under USSG § 4Al.3, or
sentence reductions under 18 U.S.C. § 3553.

D. NO AGREEMENT AS TO CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY

The parties have no agreement as to Defendant's Criminal History Category.

E. "FACTUAL BASIS” AND “RELEVANT COﬂDUCT",INFORHATION

The facts in the “factual basis” paragraph of this agreement are true
and may be considered as “relevant conduct” under USSG § 1B1.3 and as the
nature and circumstances of the offense under 18 U.S5.C. § 3553 (a) (1),

F. PARTIES’ RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING CUSTODY

The parties will jointly recommend that Defendant be sentenced at
the low end of the advisory guideline range as calculated by the United
States at the time of sentencing.

G, SPECIAL, ASSESSMENT/FINE /FORFEITURE

L Spécial Assessment

The parties will jointly recommend thét defendant pay a special
assessment in the amount of $lOO.QO per felony count of conviction to
be paid forthwith at time of sentencing. Defendant shall pay the

speclal assessment through the office of the Clerk of the District Court

10 ' T§§£§
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by bank or cashier’s check or money order made payable to the “Clerk,
United States District Court.”
2 Fine

The parties will‘jointlj recommend that Defendant pay a fine in

|the amount of $8,350.00.

s Forfeiture
The parties agree that forfeiture shall be governed by the
provisions of the attached forfeiture addendun.

H. SUPERVISED RELEASE

If the Coﬁrt imposes a term of supervised felease, Defendant agrees
that he will not'later seek to reduce or terminate early the term of
Supefvised releasé.until he has served at least 2/3 of his term of
supervised release or probation and has fully paid and satisfied any
special assessments, fine, criminal forfeiture judgment and restitution
jﬁdgment imposed by the Coﬁit.

XI
DEFENDANT WAIVES APPEAL AND COLLATERAL ATTACK

Defendant waives (gives up) all rights to appeal andrto collaterally
attack every aspect of the conviction and sentence, including any

forfeiture order. The only exééptions are: 1) Defendant may appeal a

.custedial sentence above the high end of the guideline range recommended

by the United States at sentencing (if USSG § 5Gl1.1(b) épplies, the high
end ofrthe range will be the statutorily required mandatory.minimum
sentence); and 2) Defendant may collaterally attack tﬁe conviction or
sentence on the basis that Defendant received inefFective assistance of
counsel. Defendant also explicitly waives any challenge to the

constitutionality of the statutes to which Defendant is pleading. If

L Def. Initialsi§x
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Defendant appeals, the United States may support on appeal the sentence
or restitution order actually imposed.

XII

BREACH OF THE PLEA AGREEMENT

Defendant and Defendant’s attorney know the-térms of this agreement
and shall raise, before the sentencing hearing is complete, any claim
that the United States has not complied with this agreement. Otherwise,
such claims shall be deemed waived (that is, deliberately not raised
despite awareness that the claim could be raised), cannot later be made
to any court, and if later made to a court, shall constitute a breach
of this agreement.

Defendant. breaches this agreement if Defendant violates or fails
to perform any obligation under this agreement. The following are hon—,

exhaustive examples of acts constituting a breach:

L Failing to plead quilty pursuant to this agreement;

2. Failing to fully accept responsibility as established in
Section X, paragraph B, above;

3. Failing to appear in court;

4., Attempting to withdraw the plea;

i Failing to abide by any court order related to this case:

€&. Appealing (which occurs if a notice of appeal is filed)
or ceollaterally attacking the conviction or sentence in

violation of Section XI of this plea agreement; or

7. . Fngaging in additional criminal conduct from the time of
arrest until the time of sentencing.

If Defendant breaches this plea agreement, Defendant will not be
able to enforce any provisions, and the United States will be relieved
of all its obligations under this plea agreement. For example, the

United States may proceed to sentencing but recommend a different

L2
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sentence than what it agreed to recommend above. Or the United States
may pursue any charges including those that were dismissed, promised to
be dismissed, or not filed as a result of this agreement (Defendant
agrees that any statute of limitations relating to such charges is
tolled indefinitely as of ‘the date all parties have signed this
agreement; Defendant also waives any double jeopardy defense to such
chaiges}. In addition, the United States may move to set aside
Defendant’s guilty plea. Defendant may not withdraw the guilty pleé
based on the United States’ pursuit of remedies for Defendant’s breach.

Additionally, if Defendant breaches this plea agreement: (i) any
statements made by Defendant, under oath, at the guilty plea hearing
(before either a Magistrate Judge or a District Judge); (ii) the factual
basis statement in Section II.B in this‘ agreement; and (iii) any
evidence derived from such statements, are admissible against Defendant
in any prosecution of, or any action against, Defendant. This includes
the prosecution of the charge that is the subject of this pléa agreement
or any charge(s) that the United States agreed to dismiss or not file

as part of this agreement, but later pursues because of a breach by

the Defendant. Additionally, Defendant knowingly, voluntarily, and

intelligently waives any argument that the statements and any evidence
derived from the statements should be suppressed, cannot be used by the
United States, or are inadmissible under the United States Constitution,

any statute, Rule 410 of the Federal Rules of Evidence, Rule 11 (f) of

the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, and any other federal rule.

4

\ s

13 e >
: Def. ITnitials \
i)




10
11
1.2
S
14
L5

16

17

18

19
20
21
22

23

24
25
26
27

28

Case 3:19-cr-04768-GPC  Document 110 Filed 09/15/20 PagelD.635 Page 14 of 22

XIIT

CONTENTS AND MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENT

This plea‘agreement embodies the entire agreement between the
parties and supersedes any other agreement, written or oral. No
modification of this plea agreement shall be effective unless in writing
signed by all parties. |

XIv
DEFENDANT AND COUNSEL FULLY UNDERSTAND AGREEMENT

By signing this agreement, Defendant certifies that Defendant has
read it (or that it has been read to Defendant in Defendant’s native
language) . Defendant has discussed the terms of this agreement with

defense counsel and fully understands its meaning and effect.

/1
//
/)
/]
//
/7
//
//
/7
/7
//
//
//
//
T
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Xv

DEFENDANT SATISFIED WITH COUNSEL

Defendant has consulted with counsel and is satisfied with counsel’s
representation. This is Defendant’s independent opinion, and Defendant’s

counsel did not advise Defendant about what to say in this regard.

PETER J. MAZZA

Attorney for the United States
Acting Under Authority
Conferred by 28 U.5.C. § 515

wiluo o gy

DATED NICHOLAS W. PILCHAK
ANDREW R. HADEN

’ Assistant U,8. Attorneys
7 o2 ol ~~

DATED ' K VIN ARRY McDERMOTT
Defense Counsel

IN ADDITION TO THE FOREGOING PROVISIONS TO WHICH I AGREE, I SWEAR UNDER

| PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FACTS IN THE “FACTUAL BASIS" SECTION ABOVE

ARE TRUE.

%« ZH2.0 E‘M@}WJ

| DaTED 7 | MORAD MARCO GARMO

Defendant

Approved
/Tf:;z

/ -uf/ 7,
Emily W. Allen
Assistant U.5. Attorney

1"\ \ 4
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FORFEITURE ADDENDUM
UNITED STATES V. MORAD MARCO GARMO

19crd4768-GPC

Defendant’s conviction will include forfeiture. This forfeiture
addendum is incorporated into and part of Defendant’s plea agreement,
and the additional terms and warnings below apply.

a, Peﬁalty. In addition to the penalties in the plea agreement,
federal law states Defendant must forfeit all firesarms and ammunition
involved in the offense.

B. Property Subject to Forfeiture. As part of Defendant’s guilty

plea to Count One of the Indictment, as set forth in section I of the
plea agreement, Defendant agrees to forfeit the following firearms and
ammunition, which were seized on February 13, 2019:

(1) 5,360 ROUNDS OF 7.62 MM AMMUNITION (SEIZED AS ITEM

#650)

(2} 25 ROUNDS OF FEDERAI 9MM AMMUNiTION (SEIZED AS ITEM
478) |

{3) COBRA ENTERFPRISES, INC; / KODIAK INDUSTRIES MODEL

CB38 .38 CALIBER DERRINGER, SN: CT045564

(4) COLT COBRA .38 CALIBER REVOLVER, SN: A80727

(5) COLT DETECTIVE SPECIAL .38 CALIBER REVOLVER,
SN;: 21368M

(6) COLT DETECTIVE SPECIAL .38 CALIBER REVOLVER,
SN: M0O4560 |

(7) - COLT MAGNUM CARRY .357 CALIBER REVOLVER, SN: S5Y1396

(8) COLT SAA .45 CALIBER REVOLVER, SN: 875025Aa |

(9) CZ (CESKA ZBROJOVKA) MODEL CZ P-07 9MM PISTOL, SN:
C014422

\
\\\"
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(10)

11)
(12)
(13)

1)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)
(19)
(20)

(21)

(22)

(25)

{26)

{27)

CZ (CESKA ZBROJOVKA) MODEL CZ B-10 € PRISTOL,
SN: 381287
CZ (CESKA ZBROJOVKA) PISTOL, SN: C811552

GLOCK GMBH MODEL 19 9MM PISTOL, SN: XNH690

'HECKLER AND, KOCH MODEL P7 9MM PISTOL, SN: 76548

KAHR ARMS - AUTO ORDNANCE MODEL CW380 .380 CALIBER
PISTOL, SN: RK7080

KIMBER PRO CARRY II 9MM PISTOQOL, SN: XRF23210

'KIMBER MODEL K63 . 357 CALIBER REVOLVER,

SN: RV024450

PHOENIX. ARMS CO. MODEL . HP22A .22 CALTBER PISTOL,
SN: 4434886

POLAND PISTOL, SN: JS03691

RUGER MODEL P944DC .40 CALIBER PISTOL, SN: 30803379
RUGER BLACKHAWK .357 CALIBER REVOLVER, SN: 3871204
RUGER MODEL GP100  .357 CALIBER  REVOLVER,

SN: 17730080

"RUGER MODEL - SP101 . 357 CALIBER REVOLVER,

SN: 57106474
RUGER VAQUERO .40 CALIBER, SN: 5749871

SIG-SAUER  MODEL  P220 .45 -CALIBER PISTOL,
SN: 37B000145

SIG-SAUER PISTOL, SN: 66A105681

SMITH & WESSON MODEL 10 .38 CALIBER REVOLVER,

SN: CEZ9978

SMITH & WESSON MODEL 12 .38 CALIBER REVOLVER,

SN: DB23758
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(28)
(29)
(30)
(31)
(32)
(33)
(34)
(35)
(36)

{37)

(38).

(39)
(40)

- SMITH

SMITH & WESSON MODEL 19

SN: TK56927

SMITH & WESSON MODEL 19 .357

SN: DKU8368
& WESSON
SN: 74736
SMITH & WESSON
SN: R160786
SMITH & WESSON
SN: DDZ0607
SMITH & WESSON
SN: CZP0847

SMITH & WESSON

SN: 63514

SMITH & WESSON
SN:VCEY3933

SMITH & WESSO&
SN: DJJ5111

SMITH & WESSON
SN: CPY7500BG38
TAURUS MODEL 85

WALTHER PPQ 9MM

.357 CALIBER

CALIBER

MODEL 60 .38 CALIBER

MODEL 60 .38 CALIBER

MODEL 617 .22 CALIBER

MODEL 627 .357 CALIBER

MODEL 64 .38 CALIBER

MODEL -66 .357 CALIBER
MODEL 66 .357 CALIBER -

BODYGUARD .38 CALIBER
.38 CALIBER REVOLVER, SN:

PISTOL,

SN: FCCe047

REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOL&ER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,
REVOLVER,

IT42980

WILSON COMBAT MODEL CQB :45 CALIBER PISTOL,

SN: WCT28420

AERO PRECISION MCDEL X15 RIFLE,

BRAVC COMPANY

SN: A028574

MEG

INC.

MODET,

- BCM4

SN: AR(05098

RIFLE,

Def. Initials&m
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(43)

(44)

(45)

(46) "
(47)

(48)

2

(49)

(50)

(51)
(52)

(53)

(54}

- (55)

(56)
(57)

(38)

(39)

CENTURY ARMS INTERNATIONAL MODEL AK-63DS 7.62 MM
RIFLE, SN: A136925

CHILDERS GUNS, LLC MODEL CGl 7.62. MM RIFLE,
SN: AM03246

F.N. (FN HERSTAL) SCAR 178 RIFLE, SN:lHCBﬁ2l4
IZHMASH (IMEZ) SAIGA 7.62 MM RIFLE, SN: 13419980
M&M INC. (M&M INDUSTRIES) MODEL M10X ELITE 7.62 MM
RIFLE, SN: COL067

MORRISSEY INC. MODEL AAM~47 7.62 - MM RIFLE,
SN: AA006714

ROMARM/CUGIR MODEL GP WASR: 10/62 7.62 MM RIFLE,
SN: 1§7lCAO7BO

ROSSI MODEL 1892 HARTFORD .357 CALIBER RIFLE,
SN: K263436 |

RUGER MODEL 10/22 .22 CALIBER RIFLE, SN: 82637553
RUGER AMERICAN RIFLE, SN: 690025548

SPRINGFIELD ARMORY, MODEL MIA  .308 RIFLE,
SN: 408758

UNKNOWN MANUFACTURER RIFLE, SN: 2781452

WINCHESTER MODEL 94AE .30-30 CALIBER = RIFLE,
SN: 5232454 |

ZASTAVA RIFLE, SN: M32PV062648

MOSSBERG MODEL 500A 12-GAUGE SHOTGUN, SN: R689024

- MOSSBERG MODEL 590 12-GAUGE SHOTGUN, SN: T620688

REMINGTON ARMS COMPANY, INC. MODEL 87@ EXPRESS

MAGNUM 12-GAUGE SHOTGUN, SN: AB340745M

Def. Initials AN
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(60) REMINGTON ARMS- COMPANY, INC., MODEL 870 POLICE
 MAGNUM 12-GAUGE SHOTGUN, SN: RS95864Y
(61) TWO CZ P10C 9MM MAGAZINES (SEIZED AS ITEM #77)

€. Basis of Forfeiture. Defendant owns all the property in

[lparagraph B and admits such preoperty represents firearms and ammunition

involved in the offense and is subject to forfeiture to the United

States pursuant to 18 U.S5.C. § 924(d) and 28 U.5.C. § 2461 (c).

D. Immediate Entry of Preliminary Order of Forfeiture. Defendant
consenté and agrees to the immediate entry of a preliminary order of
forfeitﬁre.upon entry of the guilty plea. Defendant agrees that upon
entry of the preliminary order of forfeiture, such order shall be final
as to Defendant’s ihterests in the properties. Defendant warrants and
represents as a material fact that he is the sole owﬁer of all the
properties described above and that no other person or entity has any
ciaim'or interest in them. Defendant agrees to immediately withdraw any
claims in pending administrative or civil forfeiture proceedings to
properties seized in connection with this case that are directly or
indirectly related to'the'crimiﬁal conduct. Defendant agrees to execute
all dﬁcuments requested by the Government to facilitate or complete the
forfeiture prbcess. Defendant further agrees not to contest, or to
assist any other person or entity in céntesting, the forfeiture of
property seized in connection with this case. Contesting or assisting
others in contesting the forfeiture shall constituté_a material breach
of the plea agreement, relieving the Government of all its obligations
under the agreement including but not limited to its agreement to
recommend an adjustment for Acceptance of Responsibility.

E. Entry of Orders of Forfeiture and Waiver of Notice., Defendant

5 '
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consents and agrees to the entry of orders of forfeiture for such
property and waives the requirements of Federal Rules of Criminal
Procedure 32.2 and 43(a) regarding notice of the forfeiture in the
charging'instrument, announcement of the forfeiture at sentencing, and
incorporation of the forfeiture in the judgment. Defendant understands
that the forfeiture of assets is part of the sentence that may be
imposed in this case and waives any failure by the Court to advise
defendant of this, pursuant to Rule ll{b){l)(J), at the time the Court
accepts the guilty pleal(s).

o Waiver of Constitutional and Statutory Challenges. Defendant

further agrees to waive all constitutional and statutory challenges
(including direct appeal, habeas corpus, or any other means) to any
forfeiture carried out in accordance with:- this agreement, including any
claim that the forfeiture constitutes an excessive fine or punishment
under the United States Constitution. Defendant agrees to take all steps
as requested by the United States to pass clear title to forfeitable
assets to the United States and to testify truthfully in any judicial
forfeiture procéeding.

G. Agreement Survives Defendant; No Forfeiture Abatement.

Defendant agrees that the forfeiture provisions of this plea agreemernt

jare intended to, and will, survive defendant, notwithstanding the

abatement of any underlying criminal conviction after the execution of
this agreement. The forfeitability of any particular property pursuant
to this agreement shall be determined as if defendant had survived, and

that determination shall be binding upon defendant’s heirs, successors

6
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-

and assigns until the agreed forfeiture, including any agreed money

judgment amount, is collected in full.

PETER J. MAZZA

Attorney for the United States
Acting Under Authority
Conferred by 28 U.S.C. § 515

A1) ww - NULWW

DATE _ NICHOLAS W, PILCHAK
_ ANDREW R. HADEN
ssistant U.S. Attorneys
7/z ém{) : -
DRFED/ , ‘ EVIN/BARRY McDERMOTT
ferse Counsel

?’/béﬁw . J@ i
DALTED/ : MORAD MARCO GARMO

Defendant

Def. Initials




COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING

Exhibit 3
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COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING

Exhibit 4
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COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING
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COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING

Exhibit 6



H o IR

Sy

VIR R TR
BUR} SinsaA oN
's}nsay yoieas

10q0) B Jou W)

ieas 23

BUIEN 133118 SNJEI5 Asuadf
uolPBli] 19aalg adA| asuan
§13ang _ ,
Aunod papEs
2509 "2 PRIRICHIONUN e J0F YIS Of LREne] sosiw@sd ALUnto SOPUR A3 B LINas [ SneR) Yyaleas [ EASURN 0] IIEDS O MO Pa3s|| Spiay J[e Jo Aue uj RIEp isjus ABLI NOJL
UOJ1EI0T S35IWUd Ag ya.less UOJIBWIOJU| 95U3317 Aq iDJeas

UaIeas WOIsNI INGA Jo Jeutio] aly ASD B UIE1G0 0 UOLING  AST) PEOIUMO(, 841 %D1| 0S[E ABW NoA 'S895U3)] 40 151] B 212Jausd 0] uanng Ydieas UMD E
Yo1SS INOA SUILILNA 20J30 XOQAII YHD | dVI31 1004 B JOULL |, 941 199]35 2
‘BLRIY YDIESS 3Y] 03U1 U0NRIO] J0 Uagquinu/adA] 35Ua1| 'SSAUISNA B 40 Bweu ayl Ul adAj T

SSUOHINIISU| 35[0 A0H

‘sigeues [e33] uo udeduied 533UaJeME PUE UONELLIOJUI iGN N0 '3SIMPI3ME 135, INOGE 3J0UI LLIBS] 03 |11 951D 500,513 UNSU0/ACE €5 350 sy
AUSIA @401 pUe 'SALI0YR10E] UN1Sa] SI0INGUISID AISAISP (fB15) BUIpN{aUI 'SaSSUISN] SIQELILED Pasuad)-a]es FILIOHIED PUL 03 MO[2 [001 421025 AY) 3507 [0 Sieulie]) 4O NERINg BILION|ED 341 40 [00] 31835 35U31T [B124)0 atj] W 1Iayajody ) o} SUDIBAN
421eag asuadn §,]043U0D) siqeuue’) jo neaJung syl 03 sWodIRAA

jreaTasu & 5 3 1018 /30 /nafi e dsqaugue. W 2y

&



COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING

Exhibit 7



HISIA "RI0UI PUB Saliojeioqe| Sunsay SI0INGUISIp Alsalsp Yletal Supnjaur

1040 £ Jou W, |

1cods

AND

adAl 10aus

ARoI s

uo13e207 SIS A Yoseas

3vemyd ‘23R parRiodioniin U 19 YDUE9S 0] USEI0] SEniE AJunod so/je AJD syl uned [ SHNS3I YoaEas |y

[ o

HPUAN 23U

E5L21) JOJ UDIERS 03 M]3 PR3E SEYDY ([ J5 AUE Ul EJEP J3US AR NOA

UojjeuLIoqu] 35U2317 Aq Y4835

paN

puro; Synss oy
15)INsay YoJeas

DRSS WO3SND MNOA 4O 1UIO) A1y AST € UIEI0 0] LOYING , ASD) PEORIMOG, 23U §21[) OSI8 AR NOA ‘S395US3I 10 153 B 31213038 01 U01ING LHIEas 3Uj i) ©
424235 INOA BUILILNI 310[3G XOQH02U7 YHD LAY P 10001 8 JOU W | 341 199(36 T

SIGEULED [B35] Lo UBlediUe) SSeUSIRME DUR LOTTEWIOIUL J11GNT IO [35IMD35ME 199, INOUE 310U LLIED| 0] (LY 351M 5350 /St
'SISSILISNQ SIGRULES PASUSIY 2118 BIUIGH[PY) PUL 0] MO[SG [003 Y1295 3Lj) 3511 (05107 SI0BULIET 40 NB2UNg RILIDIIET) AL J0 [00] Y3563 35Uas)T [BILLO U WO I3

“BUBYLD YIRS 3] 93U

U135 35Udd17 $,|043U0D) SIqeuue)) JO NESINg 3L} 03 SWOIPAA

79 nrobexang

11230] J0 UBqUINU A} 35U301] *S53UISNG B JO aleu sy uf sdA] T

SUOIINIISU} 35101 -MOH

308 eI /sy
2j0dy0) 01 SIOI[SAA

]
*y
S



COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND EQUITABLE RELIEF BASED ON
RACKETEERING, UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND FALSE ADVERTISING

Exhibit 8
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FAST DELIVERY BAM TO 2AM
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FREE
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starting at
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Cpen Sam-12am daily
buddeposd@gmail

Fuli menu: thebuddepo.com
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619-761-8912

. CALL OR TEXT
— FOR A FULL MENU GO 7O
OPRLPA  WWW.0-MEDS.COM

HOURS: Mon. to Sun. 9:00 am - 10:00 pm b

Serving All of San Diego
Froa Delvery with Min. $50 Order
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO
STREET ADDRESS: 330 W Broadway

MAILING ADDRESS: 330 W Broadway
CITY AND ZIP CODE:  San Diego, CA 92101-3827
DIVISION: Central

TELEPHONE NUMBER: (619) 450-7064

PLAINTIFF(S) / PETITIONER(S): Valley Greens Retail Outlet Inc

DEFENDANT(S) / RESPONDENT(S): Morad Marco Garmo et.al.

VALLEY GREENS RETAIL OUTLET INC VS GARMO [IMAGED]

NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT AND CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE | CASE NUMBER:
(CIVIL) 37-2021-00028821-CU-RI-CTL

CASE ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO:
Judge: John S. Meyer Department: C-64

COMPLAINT/PETITION FILED: 07/06/2021

TYPE OF HEARING SCHEDULED DATE TIME DEPT JUDGE
Civil Case Management Conference 01/28/2022 09:45 am C-64 John 8. Meyer

Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, all Case Management Conferences (CMCs) are being conducted virtually unless there is a
court order stating otherwise. Prior to the hearing date, visit the “virtual hearings” page for the most current instructions on how to
appear for the applicable case-type/department on the court's website at www.sdcourt.ca.qov.

A Case Management Statement (JC Form #CM-110) must be completed by counsel for all parties and by all self-represented litigants
and timely filed with the court at least 15 days prior to the initial CMC. (San Diego Superior Court (SDSC) Local Rules, rule 2.1.9; Cal.
Rules of Court, rule 3.725).

All counsel of record and self-represented litigants must appear at the CMC, be familiar with the case, and be fully prepared to
participate effectively in the hearing, including discussions of Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) options.

It is the duty of each plaintiff (and cross-complainant) to serve a copy of this Notice of Case Assignment and Case Management
Conference (SDSC Form #CIV-721) with the complaint (and cross-complaint), the Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) Information
Form (SDSC Form # CIV-730), a Stipulation to Use Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) (SDSC Form # CIV-359), and other
documents on all parties te the action as set out in SDSC Local Rules, rule 2.1.5.

TIME FOR SERVICE AND RESPONSE: The following rules apply to civil cases except for collections cases under California Rules of
Court, rule 3.740(a), unlawful detainer actions, proceedings under the Family Code, and other proceedings for which different service
requirements are prescribed by law (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 3.110; SDSC Local Rules, rule 2.15)

+ Service: The complaint must be served on all named defendants, and proof of service filed with the court within 60 days after
filing the complaint. An amended complaint adding a defendant must be served on the added defendant and proof of service
filed within 30 days after filing of the amended complaint. A cross-complaint against a party who has appeared in the action
must be accompanied by proof of service on that party at the time it is filed. If it adds a new party, the cross-complaint must be
served on all parties and proof of service on the new party must be filed within 30 days of the filing of the cross-complaint.

+ Defendant's appearance: Unless a special appearance is made, each defendant served must generally appear (as defined in
Cede of Civ. Proc. § 1014) within 30 days of service of the complaint/cross-complaint.

+ Extensions: The parties may stipulate without leave of court to one 15-day extension beyond the 30-day time period prescribed
for the response after service of the initial complaint (SDSC Local Rules, rule 2.1.86). If a party fails to serve and file pleadings
as required under this rule, and has not obtained an order extending time to serve its pleadings, the court may issue an order to
show cause why sanctions shall not be imposed.

JURY FEES: In order to preserve the right to a jury trial, one party for each side demanding a jury trial shall pay an advance jury fee in
the amount of one hundred fifty dollars ($150) on or before the date scheduled for the initial case management conference in the
action.

COURT REPORTERS: Official Court Reporters are not normally available in civil matters, but may be requested in certain situations
no later than 10 days before the hearing date. See SDSC Local Rules, rule 1.2.3 and Policy Regarding Normal Availability and
Unavailability of Official Court Reporters (SDSC Form #ADM-317) for further information.

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION (ADR): The court discourages any unnecessary delay in civil actions; therefore,
continuances are discouraged and timely resclution of all actions, including submitting to any form of ADR is encouraged. The court
encourages and expects the parties to consider using ADR options prior to the CMC.” The use of ADR will be discussed at the CMC.
Prior to the CMC, parties stipulating to the ADR process may file the Stipulation to Use Alternative Dispute Resolution (SDSC Form
#CIV-359),

SDSCCIVT21 (Rev- 0421) - NOTICE OF CASE ASSIGNMENT AND GASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE Peesi
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NOTICE OF E-FILING REQUIREMENTS
AND IMAGED DOCUMENTS

Effective April 15, 2021, e-filing is required for attorneys in represented cases in all limited and unlimited civil cases, pursuant to the San
Diego Superior Court General Order: In Re Procedures Regarding Electronically Imaged Court Records, Electronic Filing and Access to
Electronic Court Records in Civil and Probate Cases. Additienally, you are encouraged to review CIV-409 for a listing of documents that
are not eligible for e-filing. E-filing is also encouraged, but not mandated, for self-represented litigants, unless otherwise ordered by the
court. All e-filers are required to comply with the e-filing requirements set forth in Electronic Filing Requirements (Civil) (SDSC Form
#CIV/-409) and Cal. Rules of Court, rules 2.250-2.261.

All Civil cases are assigned to departments that are part of the court's “Imaging Program.” This means that original documents filed with
the court will be imaged, held for 30 days, and then destroyed, with the exception of those original documents the court is statutorily
required to maintain. The electronic copy of the filed document(s) will be the official court record, pursuant to Government Code § 68150.
Thus, original documents should not be attached to pleadings filed with the San Diego Superior Court, unless it is a document for which
the law requires an original be filed. Any original documents necessary for a motion hearing or trial shall be lodged in advance of the
hearing pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 3,1302(b).

It is the duty of each plaintiff, cross-complainant, or petitioner to serve a copy of this Notice of Case Assignment and Case Management
Cenference (Civil) (SDSC Form #CIV-721) with the complaint, cross-complaint, or petition on all parties to the action.

On all pleadings filed after the initial case originating filing, all parties must, to the extent it is feasible to do so, place the words “IMAGED
FILE™ in all caps immediately under the title of the pleading on all subsequent pleadings filed in the action.

The official court file will be electronic and accessible at one of the kiosks located in the Civil Business Office and may be found on the
court’s website at www.sdcourt.ca.gov.
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