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Pursuant to Rules of Court, rule 3.1345, the Department of Cannabis Control! (“Plaintiff”)
submits the following Separate Statement of Issues in Support of the concurrently filed Motion to
Compel Further Responses and Request for Sanctions against defendant Arutyun Barsamyan
(“Defendant™).

Because every discovery request was met with the exact same set of boilerplate
objections, the Defendant’s responses are uniformly defective. Every one of Defendant’s
responses were incomplete, evasive, and the objections made to each interrogatory or request
were without merit and were too general. Therefore, Plaintiff requests that Defendant be
compelled to provide further responses to the propounded form interrogatories pursuant to Code

Civ. Proc., § 2030.300 and to the Plaintiff’s requests for admissions, pursuant to Code Civ. Proc.,

§ 2033.290.
Form Interrogatories Served on Counsel for Arutyun Barsamyan

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 1.1 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.
State the name (1) it is overbroad, unduly Proc § 2030.210, subd. ()).

’ 2. No responsive information
ADDRESS, telephone burdensorpe, andilacks reasonable is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
number, and particularity; (2) it may seek § 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),
relationship to you of documents and evidence protected 3. The objections are without
each PERSON who from disclosure by the attorney merit and are too general
prepared or assisted in work pI‘OdU.Ct doctrine; (3) it may (COdG Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
the preparation of the seek documents and evidence Zugflll (33(3)25 _—
spomes o e | prteted rom dislour by the | Al hlecons e i
interrogatories. (Do not | attorney-client privilege; (4) itmay | ¢jy. proc., §§ 2030.240,
identify anyone who seek documents and evidence subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
simply typed or protected from disclosure by other (a)(3).)
reproduced the privileges or doctrines that are not 5. The ainfw(e(r: iz e\gsivg and
responses. readily apparent given the broad Incomplete (Lode L1v. IFroc.

b : scope of the request. § 2030.300, subd. (a)

!'Section 8 of AB 141, specifically, Business and Professions Code section 26010.7,
subdivision (d), states that “[ Any action by or against the Bureau of Cannabis Control, [or] the
State Department of Public Health . . . pertaining to matters vested in the Department of Cannabis
Control by this section shall not abate but shall continue in the name of the Department of
Cannabis Control, and the Department of Cannabis Control shall be substituted for the Bureau of
Cannabis Control, the State Department of Public Health, and the Department of Food and
Agriculture by the court wherein the action is pending. The substitution shall not in any way
affect the rights of the parties to the action.”
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FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 2.1

State:

(a) your name;

(b) every name you
have used in the past;
and

(c) the dates you used
each name.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a)

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTEROGATORY Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 2.2 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.
State the date and ol (1) it is overbroad, unduly Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
ate the date and place burdensome, and lacks reasonable 2. No responsive information
of your birth. particularity; (2) it may seek is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
documents and evidence protected §2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),
from disclosure by the attorney 3. The objections are without
work product doctrine; (3) it may merit and are too general
seek documents and evidence (Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
protected from disclosure by the subd. (a)(3));
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | 4. All objections are without
seek documents and evidence merit and too general (Code
protected from disclosure by other Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
readily apparent given the broad (@)3).)
scope of the request. 5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)
FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTEROGATORY Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 2.5: request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.
State: (1) it is overbroad, unduly Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
: burdensome, and lacks reasonable 2. No responsive information
(a) your present particularity; (2) it may seek is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
residence ADDRESS; | documents and evidence protected

(b) your residence
ADDRESSES for the
past five years; and
(c) the dates you lived
at each ADDRESS.

from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad

§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
(a)(3).)

5. The answer is evasive and

scope of the request.
3

Separate Statement of Issues in Support of Motion to Compel Further Responses and Request for Sanctions
as to Defendant Arutyun Barsamyan (20CHCV00560)




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

incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTEROGATORY
NO. 2.6:

State:

(a) the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
your present employer
or place of
self-employment; and
(b) the name,
ADDRESS, dates of
employment, job title,
and nature of work for
each employer or self-
employment you have
had from five years

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

before the INCIDENT

until today.

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTEROGATORY Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 2.7 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.

W (1) it is overbroad, unduly Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).

(a) the name and
ADDRESS of each
school or other
academic or vocational
institution

you have attended,
beginning with high
school;

(b) the dates you
attended;

(c) the highest grade
level you have
completed; and

burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

(d) the degrees

received.

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 2.8: request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.

Have you ever been
convicted of a felony?
If so, for each
conviction state:

(a) the city and state

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may

Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general

T
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where you were
convicted;

(b) the date of
conviction;

(c) the offense; and
(d) the court and case
number.

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 29

Can you speak English
with ease? If not, what
language and dialect do
you normally use?

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 2.10

Can you read and write
English with ease? If
not, what language and
dialect do you
normally use?

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 2.11

At the time of the
INCIDENT were you
acting as an agent or

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.

5
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employee for any
PERSON? If so, state:
(a) the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
that PERSON; and

(b) a description of your
duties.

documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3)

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.

§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 3.1

Are you a corporation?
If so, state:

(a) the name stated in
the current articles of
incorporation;

(b) all other names used
by the corporation
during the past 10 years
and the dates each

was used;

(c) the date and place of
incorporation;

(d) the ADDRESS of
the principal place of
business; and

(e) whether you are
qualified to do business
in California.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO.3.2

Are you a partnership?
If so, state:

(a) the current
partnership name;

(b) all other names used
by the partnership
during the past 10 years
and the dates each

was used;

(c) whether you are a
limited partnership and
if so, under the laws of

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
(a)(3).)

5. The answer is evasive and

6
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what jurisdiction;

(d) the name and
ADDRESS of each
general partner; and
(e) the ADDRESS of
the principal place of
business.

incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO.3.3

Are you a limited
liability company? If
so, state:

(a) the name stated in
the current articles of
organization;

(b) all other names used
by the company during
the past 10 years and
the dates each

was used;

(c) the date and place of
filing of the articles of
organization;

(d) the ADDRESS of
the principal place of
business; and

(e) whether you are
qualified to do business
in California.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response

1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 34

Are you a joint venture?
If so, state:

(a) the current joint
venture name;

(b) all other names used
by the joint venture
during the past 10 years
and the dates

each was used;

(c) the name and
ADDRESS of each
joint venture; and

(d) the ADDRESS of
the principal place of

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

7
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business.

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 3.5 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.
ARE YOU AN (1) it is overbroad, unduly Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
unincorporated burdensome, and lacks reasonable 2. No responsive information

association? If so, state:
(a) the current
unincorporated
association name;

(b) all other names used
by the unincorporated
association during the
past 10 years and

the dates each was
used;

particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO.3.5

Are you an
unincorporated
association? If so, state:
(a) the current
unincorporated
association name;

(b) all other names used
by the unincorporated
association during the
past 10 years and

the dates each was
used;

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 3.6

Have you done business
under a fictitious name
during the past 10
years? If so, for each
fictitious name state:
(a) the name;

(b) the dates each was
used;

(c) the state and county
of each fictitious name

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.

8
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filing; and

(d) the ADDRESS of
the principal place of
business.

readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

(@)(3).) . ,
5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 3.7

Within the past five
years has any public
entity registered or
licensed your business?
If so,

for each license or
registration:

(a) identify the license
or registration;

(b) state the name of the
public entity; and

(c) state the dates of
issuance and expiration.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

FORM
INTERROGATORY
NO. 4.1

At the time of the
INCIDENT, was there
in effect any policy of
insurance through
which

you were or might be
insured in any manner
(for example, primary,
pro-rata, or excess
liability

coverage or medical
expense coverage) for
the damages, claims, or
actions that have arisen
out of

the INCIDENT? If so,
for each policy state:
(a) the kind of
coverage;

(b) the name and
ADDRESS of the
insurance company;
(c) the name,

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer given was not
made under oath (Code Civ.
Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3))

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)
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ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
each named insured;
(d) the policy number;
(e) the limits of
coverage for each type
of coverage contained
in the policy;

(f) whether any
reservation of rights or
controversy or coverage
dispute exists between
you and the insurance
company; and

(g) the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
the custodian of the

policy.

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 4.2 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.

Are you self-insured
under any statute for the
damages, claims, or
actions that have arisen

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney

Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without

out of the INCIDENT? | work product doctrine; (3) it may merit and are too general
: seek documents and evidence (Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
g;:?;t :pemfy the protected from disclosure by the subd. (a)(3));
' attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | 4. All objections are without
seek documents and evidence merit and too general (Code
protected from disclosure by other Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
readily apparent given the broad (@)(3).)
scope of the request. 5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)
FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO. 15.1 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.

Identify each denial of a
material allegation and
each special or
affirmative defense in
your

pleadings and for each:
(a) state all facts upon
which you base the
denial or special or

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other

Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
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affirmative defense;
(b) state the names,
ADDRESSES, and
telephone numbers of
all PERSONS who
have

knowledge of those
facts; and

(d) identify all
DOCUMENTS and
other tangible things
that support your denial
or

special or affirmative,
and state the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of

privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
(@)(3).) . ,

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.

§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)

the PERSON

who has each

DOCUMENT.

FORM Response Basis for Further Response
INTERROGATORY | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer given was not
NO.17.1 request on the following grounds: made under oath (Code Civ.

Is your response to each
request for admission
served with these
interrogatories an
unqualified admission?
If not, for each response
that is not an
unqualified admission:
(a) state the number of
the request;

(b) state all facts upon
which you base your
response;

(c) state the names,
ADDRESSES, and
telephone numbers of
all PERSONS who
have

knowledge of those
facts; and

(d) identify all
DOCUMENTS and
other tangible things
that support your

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Proc § 2030.210, subd. (a)).
2. No responsive information
is provided (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.210, subd. (a)(1)),

3. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2030.300,
subd. (a)(3));

4. All objections are without
merit and too general (Code
Civ. Proc., §§ 2030.240,
subd. (b), 23030.300, subd.
@3)

5. The answer is evasive and
incomplete (Code Civ. Proc.
§ 2030.300, subd. (a).)
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response
and state the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
the PERSON who has
each

DOCUMENT or thing.

Requests for Admissions Served on Counsel for Arutyun Barsamyan

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 1:
Is your response to each
request for admission
served with these
interrogatories an
unqualified admission?
If not, for each response
that is not an
unqualified admission:
(a) state the number of
the request;

(b) state all facts upon
which you base your
response;

(c) state the names,
ADDRESSES, and
telephone numbers of
all PERSONS who
have

knowledge of those
facts; and

(d) identify all
DOCUMENTS and
other tangible things
that support your
response

and state the name,
ADDRESS, and
telephone number of
the PERSON who has
each

DOCUMENT or thing.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)
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REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 2: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
Admit that YOU leased | request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
the PREMISES in the (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
) ) burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
period from April 23, particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
2018 to October 2, documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
2019. from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
seek documents and evidence ground for the objection.
protected from disclosure by other (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b).)
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 3: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
Admit that YOU request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete

operated a business at
the PREMISES in the

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek

(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),
2. The objections are without

period from April 23, | documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
2018 to October 2, from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
2010. work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
seek documents and evidence ground for the objection.
protected from disclosure by other (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b).)
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 4: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
: . request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
Adrﬁlt that YOU did (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
not have a burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
COMMERCIAL particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
CANNABIS LICENSE | documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
to engage in from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
COMMERCIAL work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
MANUFACTURING seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
CANNABIS protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
ACTIVITY at the attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific

PREMISES in the
period

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 5:
Admit that YOU

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
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engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES at some
point in the period from
April 23,2018 to
October 2, 2019.

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 6:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
50 separate days, at
some point in the period
from April

23, 2018 to October 2,
2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 7:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
100 separate days, at
some point in the period
from

April 23,2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 8:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek

1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
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MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
200 separate days, at
some point in the period
from

April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 9:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
300 separate days, at
some point in the period
from April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 10:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
400 separate days, at
some point in the period
from April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 11:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));
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PREMISES, on at least
500 separate days, at
some point in the period
from April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 12:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES, on at least
527 separate days, at
some point in the period
from April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR Responsg ' ' Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 13: Respmgdmzc'.?{hPafrt%/l objects to thhs 1. The gnsweé to the r?q::lest
: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
ﬁgrgglz%‘%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
MANUFACTURING from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
. : attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period from .Aprll 23, seek documents and evidence ground for the objection.
2018 to April 22,2019 protected from disclosure by other (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
exceeded $100,001. privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b).)
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 14: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
ﬁgrgglz%‘%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
MANUFACTURING from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected {yom discll()sure(ligf the without connecting th.i,
. . attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period from April 23,
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2018 to April 22,2019

seek documents and evidence

ground for the objection.

exceeded $500,001. protected from disclosure by other | (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b).)
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 15; | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
Admit that the GROSS | request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
REVENUE YOU (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
MANUFACTURING from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
. . attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period from April 23, seek documents and evidence

2018 to April 22,2019
exceeded $1,500,001.

protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 16:

Admit that the GROSS
REVENUE YOU
received from
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 exceeded

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,

$3,000,001. privileges or doctrines that are not | subd. (b).)
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 17: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
ﬁgrggg%%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
MANUFACTURING from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
. } attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period from April 23, | coek qocuments and evidence

2018 to April 22, 2019
exceeded $5,000,001.

protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)
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readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 18:
Admit that the GROSS
REVENUE YOU
received from
COMMERCIAL
MANUFACTURING
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at the
PREMISES in the
period from April 23,
2018 to April 22,2019
exceeded $10,000,000.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 19:
Admit that YOU did
not have a
COMMERCIAL
CANNABIS LICENSE
to engage in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

period from April 23, readily apparent given the broad
2018 to October 2, scope of the request.
2019.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 20: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request

: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
Admit Elh.at You (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
engaged n burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
COMMERCIAL particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
DISTRIBUTOR documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
CANNABIS from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
ACTIVITY work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));

at, to, or from the
PREMISES at some
point in the period from
April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)
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REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 21:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY

at, to, or from the
PREMISES, on at least
50 separate days, in the
period from April 23,
2018 to

October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 22:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY

at, to, or from
PREMISES, on at least
100 separate days, in
the period from April
23,2018 to

October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 23:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES,
on at least 200 separate
days, in the period from
April 23,2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 24:
Admit that YOU

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
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engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY

at, to, or from the
PREMISES, on at least
300 separate days, in
the period from April
23,2018 to October 2,
2019.

(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 25:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES,
on at least 400 separate
days, in the period from
April 23, 2018 to
October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 26:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY

at, to, or from the
PREMISES, on at least
500 separate days, in
the period from April
23,2018 to

October 2, 2019.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 27:
Admit that YOU
engaged in
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
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CANNABIS
ACTIVITY

at, to, or from the
PREMISES, on 527
separate days, in the

documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may

merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific

period from April 23, | seek documents and evidence ground for the objection.
2018 to October 2, protected from disclosure by other (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
2019. privileges or doctrines that are not subd. (b).)

readily apparent given the broad

scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 28: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
Admit that the GROSS | request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
REVENUE YOU (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,

s burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),

received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
DISTRIBUTOR from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));

ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the period from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 was more than
$1,000,000.

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 29:
Admit that the GROSS
REVENUE YOU
received from
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the period from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 was more than
$2,500,000.

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 30:
Admit that the GROSS
REVENUE YOU
received from
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));
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ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the period from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 was more than
$5,000,000.

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

REQUEST FOR
ADMISSION NO. 31:
Admit that the GROSS
REVENUE YOU
received from
COMMERCIAL
DISTRIBUTOR
CANNABIS
ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the period from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 was more than

Response
Responding Party objects to this

request on the following grounds:
(1) it is overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and lacks reasonable
particularity; (2) it may seek
documents and evidence protected
from disclosure by the attorney
work product doctrine; (3) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

Basis for Further Response
1. The answer to the request
is evasive and incomplete
(Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(1)),

2. The objections are without
merit and are too general
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
subd. (a)(2));

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

$10,000,000. readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 32: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete

ﬁgrgglz%‘%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,

i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
DISTRIBUTOR from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));

ACTIVITY at, to, or
from the PREMISES in
the period from April
23,2018 to April
22,2019 was more than

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by the
attorney-client privilege; (4) it may
seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

3. All objections are made
without connecting the
questions to any specific
ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

$20,000,000. readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 33: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request

: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
ﬁgrgglz%‘%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,

i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
DISTRIBUTOR from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected {yom discll()sure(ligf the without connecting th.i,

. . attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific

period from April 23,
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2018 to April 22,2019
was more than

seek documents and evidence
protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

2018 to April 22,2019
was more than

protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not

$30,000,000. readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 34: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
Admit that the GROSS | request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
REVENUE YOU (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
s burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),

received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
DISTRIBUTOR from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected from disclosure by the without connecting the

. . attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period from April 23, seek documents and evidence

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)

2018 to April 22,2019
was more than
$70,000,000.

protected from disclosure by other
privileges or doctrines that are not
readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.

$50,000,000. readily apparent given the broad
scope of the request.
REQUEST FOR Response Basis for Further Response
ADMISSION NO. 35: | Responding Party objects to this 1. The answer to the request
: request on the following grounds: is evasive and incomplete
ﬁgrggg%%ﬂ;(eo%ROSS (1) it is overbroad, unduly (Code Civ. Proc. § 2033.290,
i burdensome, and lacks reasonable subd. (a)(1)),
received from particularity; (2) it may seek 2. The objections are without
COMMERCIAL documents and evidence protected | merit and are too general
DISTRIBUTOR from disclosure by the attorney (Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.290,
CANNABIS work product doctrine; (3) it may subd. (a)(2));
ACTIVITY at the seek documents and evidence 3. All objections are made
PREMISES in the protected from disclosure by the without connecting the
od from April 23 attorney-client privilege; (4) it may | questions to any specific
period trom Aprit 25, seek documents and evidence

ground for the objection.
(Code Civ. Proc., § 2033.230,
subd. (b).)
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Dated: February 2, 2022
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