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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 
FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC, a 
Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 
 Petitioner, 
vs. 
 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK; 
and THE HONORABLE TIMOTHY C. 
WILLIAMS, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE,  
 
 Respondents, 
 
and 
 
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; 
EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL 
CENTER LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; 
ROBERT W. DZIUBLA, individually and 
as President and CEO of LAS VEGAS 
DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC and EB5 
IMPACT ADVISORS LLC; JON 
FLEMING, individually and as an agent of 
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND 
LLC and EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC; 
LINDA STANWOOD, individually and as 
Senior Vice President of LAS VEGAS 
DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC and EB5 
IMPACT ADVISORS LLC, 
 
 Real Parties in Interest. 

 
No.: __________________ 
 
Dist. Ct. Case No: A-18-781084-B 
 

 
 
 

  
 

 
  

Electronically Filed
Dec 18 2019 10:44 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 80242   Document 2019-51155
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PETITION FOR EXTRAORDINARY WRIT RELIEF 
 

PETITIONER’S APPENDIX 

VOLUME X 
 

John P. Aldrich, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 6877 

Matthew B. Beckstead, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 14168 

ALDRICH LAW FIRM, LTD. 
7866 West Sahara Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89117 

702-853-5490 
jaldrich@johnaldrichlawfirm.com 

mbeckstead@johnaldrichlawfirm.com 
 

Attorneys for Petitioner 
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i 
 

CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX 
 

VOLUME I PAGES 
 
Complaint (09/14/2018) 

 
00001-00028 

 
Amended Complaint (10/04/2018)  

 
00029-00057 

 
Affidavit of Service on Robert W. Dziubla (10/17/2018) 

 
00058 

 
Affidavit of Service on Linda Stanwood (10/17/2018)  

 
00059 

 
Affidavit of Service on EB5 Impact Advisors LLC (10/17/2018)  

 
00060 

 
Affidavit of Service on EB5 Impact Capital Regional Center 
LLC (10/18/2018)  

 
00061 

 
Affidavit of Service on Las Vegas Development Fund LLC 
(10/18/2018)  

 
00062 

 
Affidavit of Service on Chicago Title Company (10/22/2018)  

 
00063 

 
Renewed Motion for an Accounting Related to Defendants Las 
Vegas Development Fund LLC and Robert Dziubla and for 
Release of Funds, Motion for Order Shortening Time, and Order 
Shortening Time (11/13/2018) 

 
00064-00092 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Admitting to Practice (11/15/2018) 

 
00093-00097 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Petition for Appointment 
of Receiver and for an Accounting (11/27/2018) 

 
00098-00103 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Protective Order (11/27/2018)  

 
00104-00108 

 
Notice of Entry of Protective Order (11/27/2018) 

 
00109-00127 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Temporary Restraining Order 
and Expunging Notice of Default (11/27/2018) 

 
00128-00133 
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ii 
 

Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Renewed Motion for an 
Accounting Related to Defendants Las Vegas Development 
Fund LLC and Robert Dziubla and for Release of Funds 
(12/03/2018) 

00134-00152 

 
Supplemental Declaration of Defendant Robert Dziubla in 
Support of Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Renewed 
Motion for an Accounting Related to Defendants Las Vegas 
Development Fund LLC and Robert Dziubla and for Release of 
Funds (12/03/2018) 

 
00153-00176 

 
Order Setting Settlement Conference (12/06/2018)  

 
00177-00178 

 
VOLUME II 

 
PAGES 

 
Second Amended Complaint (01/04/2019)  

 
00179-00394 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Motion for Preliminary 
Injunction (01/17/2019)  

 
00395-00399 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Renewed Motion for an 
Accounting Related to Defendants Las Vegas Development 
Fund LLC and Robert Dziubla and for Release of Funds 
(01/17/2019)  

 
00400-00404 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss 
Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint (01/17/2019)  

 
00405-00409 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Motion to Disqualify C. 
Keith Greer as Attorney of Record for Defendants (01/25/2019)  

 
00410-00415 

 
Notice of Entry of Disclaimer of Interest of Chicago Title 
Company and Stipulation and Order for Dismissal (02/05/2019)  

 
00416-00422 

 
VOLUME III 

 
PAGES 

 
Plaintiff’s Second Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction, Motion for Order Shortening Time, and 
Order Shortening Time (03/01/19) 

 
00423-00489 
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iii 
 

Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund, LLC’s Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Second Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction (03/19/2019) 

00490-00513 

 
Declaration of Robert Dziubla in Support of Defendants’ 
Opposition to Plaintiff's Second Motion for Temporary 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction (03/19/2019) 

 
00514-00528 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Seal and or Redact Pleadings and Exhibits 
to Protect Confidential Information and Motion to Amend 
Paragraph 2.3 of Protective Order (03/19/2019) 

 
00529-00534 

 
Errata to Supplemental Declaration of Robert Dziubla in 
Support of Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiff's Second Motion 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
(03/20/2019) 

 
00535-00545 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Defendant Las Vegas 
Development Fund LLC’s Motion for Appointment of a 
Receiver (04/10/2019)  

 
00546-00550 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part  
Plaintiff’s Second Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Setting Preliminary Injunction Hearing (04/10/2019)  

 
00551-00556 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel and for Sanctions (04/10/2019)  

 
00557-00562 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Regarding Defendants’ Motions to 
Dismiss Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint and Motion to 
Strike Portions of Second Amended Complaint (04/10/2019)  

 
00563-00569 

 
VOLUME IV 

 
PAGES 

 
Defendants’ Answer to Plaintiff’s Second Amended Complaint 
and Counterclaim (04/23/2019)  

 
00570-00736 
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iv 
 

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Resetting Evidentiary 
Hearing and Extending Temporary Restraining Order 
(05/16/2019)  

00737-00742 

 
VOLUME V 

 
PAGES 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Motion (Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing) (06/03/2019) 

 
00743-00966 

 
Order Setting Settlement Conference (06/04/2019)  

 
00967-00968 

 
Acceptance of Service of Counterclaim on Counterdefendants 
Front Sight Management, LLC, Ignatius Piazza, Jennifer Piazza, 
VNV Dynasty Trust I and VNV Dynasty Trust II (06/14/2019)  

 
00969-00970 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Setting Briefing 
Schedule on Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund, LLC’s 
Motion for Appointment of a Special Master (06/25/2019)  

 
00971-00977 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Regarding Defendants’ 
Judicial Foreclosure Cause of Action (06/25/2019)  

 
00978-00983 

 
VOLUME VI 

 
PAGES 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Preliminary Injunction Hearing 
(07/22/2019) 

 
00984-01166 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Preliminary Injunction (07/23/2019) 

 
01167-01218 

 
Business Court Order (07/23/2019)  

 
01219-01225 

 
VOLUME VII 

 
PAGES 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended Subpoena Duces 
Tecum to Signature Bank (08/06/2019) 

 
01226-01241 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended Subpoena Duces 
Tecum to Open Bank (08/06/2019) 

 
01242-01257 
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v 
 

Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended Subpoena Duces 
Tecum to Wells Fargo Bank (08/06/2019) 

01258-01273 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended Subpoena Duces 
Tecum to Bank of Hope (08/06/2019) 

 
01274-01289 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for Deposition and 
Documents to Wells Fargo Bank and/or Motion for Protective 
Order Regarding Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to 
Wells Fargo Bank (08/15/2019)  

 
01290-01316 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for Deposition and 
Documents to Open Bank and/or Motion for Protective Order 
Regarding Subpoena for Deposition and Documents 
(08/15/2019)  

 
01317-01345 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for Deposition and 
Documents to Bank of Hope and/or Motion for Protective Order 
Regarding Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to Bank of 
Hope (08/15/2019)  

 
01346-01374 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for Deposition and 
Documents to Signature Bank and/or Motion for Protective 
Order Regarding Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to 
Signature Bank (08/15/2019)  

 
01375-01401 

 
Order Re Rule 16 Conference, Setting Civil Jury Trial, Pre-
Trial/Calendar Call and Deadlines for Motions; Discovery 
Scheduling Order (08/20/2019)  

 
01402-01406 

 
Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to Bank of 
Hope (08/22/2019) 

 
01407 

 
VOLUME VIII 

 
PAGES 

 
Plaintiff’s Omnibus Opposition to Defendants’ Motions to 
Quash Subpoena and/or Motions for Protective Order Regarding 
Subpoenas (08/26/2019)  

 
01408-01591 
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vi 
 

Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to Open Bank 
(08/28/2019)  

01592 

 
Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to Wells Fargo 
Bank (08/30/2019)  

 
01593 

 
Defendants’ Omnibus Reply Memorandum in Support of 
Motions to Quash Subpoenas for Deposition and Documents to 
Financial Institutions and/or Motion for Protective Order 
Regarding Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to Bank of 
Hope (08/30/2019)  

 
01594-01604 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Counterdefendants’ Motions to Dismiss Counter Claim 
(09/13/2019) 

 
01605-01611 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction related 
to Investor Funds and Interest Payments (09/13/2019)  

 
01612-01618 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Staying All Subpoenas For Documents 
and Depositions which were Served on Non-Parties by Plaintiff 
(09/13/2019)  

 
01619-01626 

 
VOLUME IX 

 
PAGES 

 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/17/2019) 

 
01627-01670 

 
Motion to Compel and for Sanctions (09/19/2019) 

 
01671-01876 

 
VOLUME X 

 
PAGES 

 
Motion to Compel and for Sanctions (09/19/2019) (continued) 

 
01877-02084 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Hearing (Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing) (09/20/2019) 

 
02085-02126 
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vii 
 

VOLUME XI PAGES 
 
Reporter’s Transcript of Hearing (Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing) (09/20/2019) (continued) 

 
02127-02371 

 
Order Scheduling Hearing, to discuss NRCP 65(a)(2) Notice 
(09/27/2019)  

 
02372-02373 

 
VOLUME XII 

 
PAGES 

 
Defendant EB5 Impact Advisors LLC’s Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
02374-02384 

 
Declaration of Robert Dziubla in Opposition to Plaintiff’s 
Motion for Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
02385-02388 

 
Counterdefendants VNV Dynasty Trust I and VNV Dynasty 
Trust II’s Answer to Counterclaim (09/30/2019)  

 
02389-02413 

 
Counterdefendant Dr. Ignatius Piazza’s Answer to Counterclaim 
(09/30/2019)  

 
02414-02437 

 
Counterdefendant Front Sight Management LLC’s Answer to 
Counterclaim (09/30/2019)  

 
02438-02461 

 
Counterdefendant Jennifer Piazza’s Answer to Counterclaim 
(09/30/2019)  

 
02462-02485 

 
Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Further 
Responses to Request for Production of Documents and for 
Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
02486-02497 

 
Declaration of Attorney Keith Greer in Opposition to Plaintiff’s 
Motion to Compel Further Responses to Requests for 
Production of Documents (09/30/2019) 

 
02498-02508 
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viii 
 

Plaintiff’s Motion to Extinguish LVDF’s Deed of Trust, or 
Alternatively to Grant Senior Debt Lender Romspen a First Lien 
Position, and Motion to Deposit Funds Pursuant to NRCP 67 
(10/04/2019) 

02509-02601 

 
VOLUME XIII 

 
PAGES 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Motions (Defendants’ Motions to 
Quash Subpoena to Wells Fargo Bank, Signature Bank, Open 
Bank and Bank of Hope) (10/09/2019)  

 
02602-02789 

 
Minutes regarding Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund 
LLC’s Motion to Bifurcate Pursuant to NRCP 42(b) 
(10/09/2019) 

 
02790-02792 

 
Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund LLC’s Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Extinguish LVDF’s Deed of Trust 
(10/14/2019) 

 
02793-02809 

 
Declaration of C. Keith Greer, Esq. in Support of Defendant Las 
Vegas Development Fund LLC’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s 
Motion to Extinguish LVDF’s Deed of Trust (10/15/2019) 

 
02810-02842 

 
VOLUME XIV 

 
PAGES 

 
Reply to Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions 
(10/18/2019) 

 
02843-02907 

 
Reply to Opposition to Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(10/18/2019) 

 
02908-02938 

 
Reply to Opposition to Motion to Extinguish LVDF’s Deed of 
Trust, or Alternatively to Grant Senior Debt Lender Romspen a 
First Lien Position, and Motion to Deposit Funds Pursuant to 
NRCP 67 (10/18/2019) 

 
02939-02949 

 
Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(10/23/2019) 

 
02950-02951 
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ix 
 

Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash Subpoenas (10/29/2019) 02952-02970 
 
VOLUME XV 

 
PAGES 

 
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash 
Subpoenas to Third Parties Bank of America and Lucas 
Horsfall, Murphy & Pindroh, LLP (11/06/2019)  

 
02971-03147 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Defendants’ Motion to 
Advance Hearing regarding Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash 
Subpoenas (11/08/2019)  

 
03148-03152 

 
VOLUME XVI 

 
PAGES 

 
Plaintiff’s Reply to Opposition to Motion to Quash Subpoenas 
(11/15/2019)  

 
03153-03268 

 
Supplement to Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(11/15/2019) 

 
03269-03402 

 
VOLUME XVII 

 
PAGES 

 
Supplement to Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(11/15/2019) (continued) 

 
03403-03549 

 
Ex Parte Motion for Order Shortening Time on Plaintiff’s 
Motion to Compel and for Sanctions and Order Shortening 
Time (11/15/2019) 

 
03550-03556 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Shortening Time (11/15/2019) 

 
03557-03565 

 
Second Supplement to Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(11/18/2019) 

 
03566-03640 

 
Minutes regarding Motion for Sanctions and Motion to Compel 
and for Sanctions (11/21/2019) 

 
03641-03642 
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x 
 

Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(11/26/2019) 

03643-03644 

 
Minute Order regarding Defendant Las Vegas Development 
Fund LLC’s Motion to Dissolve Temporary Restraining Order 
and to Appoint a Receiver (11/27/2019) 

 
03645-03646 

 
Minute Order regarding Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash Subpoenas 
to Third Parties (11/27/2019) 

 
03647 

 
Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(12/05/2019) 

 
03648-03649 

 
VOLUME XVIII 

 
PAGES 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part 
Defendants’ Motions to Quash Plaintiff’s Subpoenas to Non-
Parties Empyrean West, Jay Carter and David Keller 
(12/6/2019)  

 
03650-03657 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Defendant’s Motions to 
Quash Plaintiff’s Subpoenas to Non-Party Banks (12/6/2019)  

 
03658-03664 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Regarding Exhibit 
(12/6/2019)  

 
03665-03680 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash 
Subpoenas to Plaintiff’s Bank and Accountant (12/6/2019)  

 
03681-03686 
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xi 
 

ALPHABETICAL INDEX 
 

 Volumes Pages 
 
Acceptance of Service of Counterclaim on 
Counterdefendants Front Sight Management, LLC, 
Ignatius Piazza, Jennifer Piazza, VNV Dynasty 
Trust I and VNV Dynasty Trust II (06/14/2019)  

 
V 

 
00969-00970 

 
Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to 
Bank of Hope (08/22/2019) 

 
VII 

 
01407 

 
Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to 
Open Bank (08/28/2019)  

 
VIII 

 
01592 

 
Affidavit of Service of Subpoena Duces Tecum to 
Wells Fargo Bank (08/30/2019)  

 
VIII 

 
01593 

 
Affidavit of Service on Chicago Title Company 
(10/22/2018) 

 
I 

 
00063 

 
Affidavit of Service on EB5 Impact Advisors LLC 
(10/17/2018)  

 
I 

 
00060 

 
Affidavit of Service on EB5 Impact Capital 
Regional Center LLC (10/18/2018)  

 
I 

 
00061 

 
Affidavit of Service on Las Vegas Development 
Fund LLC (10/18/2018)  

 
I 

 
00062 

 
Affidavit of Service on Linda Stanwood 
(10/17/2018)  

 
I 

 
00059 

 
Affidavit of Service on Robert W. Dziubla 
(10/17/2018) 

 
I 

 
00058 

 
Amended Complaint (10/04/2018)  

 
I 

 
00029-00057 

 
Business Court Order (07/23/2019)  

 
VI 

 
01219-01225 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

xii 
 

Complaint (09/14/2018) I 00001-00028 
 
Counterdefendant Dr. Ignatius Piazza’s Answer to 
Counterclaim (09/30/2019)  

 
XII 

 
02414-02437 

 
Counterdefendant Front Sight Management LLC’s 
Answer to Counterclaim (09/30/2019)  

 
XII 

 
02438-02461 

 
Counterdefendant Jennifer Piazza’s Answer to 
Counterclaim (09/30/2019)  

 
XII 

 
02462-02485 

 
Counterdefendants VNV Dynasty Trust I and VNV 
Dynasty Trust II’s Answer to Counterclaim 
(09/30/2019)  

 
XII 

 
02389-02413 

 
Declaration of Attorney Keith Greer in Opposition 
to Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel Further Responses 
to Requests for Production of Documents 
(09/30/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02498-02508 

 
Declaration of C. Keith Greer, Esq. in Support of 
Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund LLC’s 
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Extinguish 
LVDF’s Deed of Trust (10/15/2019) 

 
XIII 

 
02810-02842 

 
Defendant EB5 Impact Advisors LLC’s Opposition 
to Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02374-02384 

 
Declaration of Robert Dziubla in Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02385-02388 

 
Declaration of Robert Dziubla in Support of 
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff's Second 
Motion for Temporary Restraining Order and 
Preliminary Injunction (03/19/2019) 

 
III 

 
00514-00528 

 
Defendant EB5 Impact Advisors LLC’s Opposition 
to Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/30/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02374-02384 
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xiii 
 

Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund LLC’s 
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to Extinguish 
LVDF’s Deed of Trust (10/14/2019) 

XIII 02793-02809 

 
Defendant Las Vegas Development Fund LLC’s 
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Second Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction (03/19/2019) 

 
III 

 
00490-00513 

 
Defendant’s Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to 
Compel Further Responses to Request for 
Production of Documents and for Sanctions 
(09/30/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02486-02497 

 
Defendants’ Answer to Plaintiff’s Second Amended 
Complaint and Counterclaim (04/23/2019)  

 
IV 

 
00570-00736 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for 
Deposition and Documents to Bank of Hope and/or 
Motion for Protective Order Regarding Subpoena 
for Deposition and Documents to Bank of Hope 
(08/15/2019)  

 
VII 

 
01346-01374 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for 
Deposition and Documents to Open Bank and/or 
Motion for Protective Order Regarding Subpoena 
for Deposition and Documents (08/15/2019)  

 
VII 

 
01317-01345 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for 
Deposition and Documents to Signature Bank 
and/or Motion for Protective Order Regarding 
Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to 
Signature Bank (08/15/2019)  

 
VII 

 
01375-01401 

 
Defendants’ Motion to Quash Subpoena for 
Deposition and Documents to Wells Fargo Bank 
and/or Motion for Protective Order Regarding 
Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to Wells 
Fargo Bank (08/15/2019)  

 
VII 

 
01290-01316 
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xiv 
 

Defendants’ Omnibus Reply Memorandum in 
Support of Motions to Quash Subpoenas for 
Deposition and Documents to Financial Institutions 
and/or Motion for Protective Order Regarding 
Subpoena for Deposition and Documents to Bank of 
Hope (08/30/2019)  

VIII 01594-01604 

 
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion to 
Quash Subpoenas to Third Parties Bank of America 
and Lucas Horsfall, Murphy & Pindroh, LLP 
(11/06/2019)  

 
XV 

 
02971-03147 

 
Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s Renewed 
Motion for an Accounting Related to Defendants 
Las Vegas Development Fund LLC and Robert 
Dziubla and for Release of Funds (12/03/2018) 

 
I 

 
00134-00152 

 
Errata to Supplemental Declaration of Robert 
Dziubla in Support of Defendants' Opposition to 
Plaintiff's Second Motion for Temporary 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction 
(03/20/2019) 

 
III 

 
00535-00545 

 
Ex Parte Motion for Order Shortening Time on 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel and for Sanctions and 
Order Shortening Time (11/15/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03550-03556 

 
Minute Order regarding Defendant Las Vegas 
Development Fund LLC’s Motion to Dissolve 
Temporary Restraining Order and to Appoint a 
Receiver (11/27/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03645-03646 

 
Minute Order regarding Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash 
Subpoenas to Third Parties (11/27/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03647 

 
Minutes regarding Defendant Las Vegas 
Development Fund LLC’s Motion to Bifurcate 
Pursuant to NRCP 42(b) (10/09/2019) 

 
XIII 

 
02790-02792 
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Minutes regarding Motion for Sanctions and Motion 
to Compel and for Sanctions (11/21/2019) 

XVII 03641-03642 

 
Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for 
Sanctions (10/23/2019) 

 
XIV 

 
02950-02951 

 
Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for 
Sanctions (11/26/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03643-03644 

 
Minutes regarding Motion to Compel and for 
Sanctions (12/05/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03648-03649 

 
Motion to Compel and for Sanctions (09/19/2019) 

 
IX 
X 

 
01671-01876 
01877-02084 

 
Notice of Entry of Disclaimer of Interest of Chicago 
Title Company and Stipulation and Order for 
Dismissal (02/05/2019)  

 
II 

 
00416-00422 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Admitting to Practice 
(11/15/2018) 

 
I 

 
00093-00097 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Defendant Las 
Vegas Development Fund LLC’s Motion for 
Appointment of a Receiver (04/10/2019)  

 
III 

 
00546-00550 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion 
for Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary 
Injunction related to Investor Funds and Interest 
Payments (09/13/2019)  

 
VIII 

 
01612-01618 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Denying Plaintiff’s Motion 
to Quash Subpoenas to Plaintiff’s Bank and 
Accountant (12/6/2019)  

 
XVIII 

 
03681-03686 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Defendant’s 
Motions to Quash Plaintiff’s Subpoenas to Non-
Party Banks (12/6/2019)  

 
XVIII 

 
03658-03664 
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xvi 
 

Notice of Entry of Order Granting Defendants’ 
Motion to Advance Hearing regarding Plaintiff’s 
Motion to Quash Subpoenas (11/08/2019) 

XV 03148-03152 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and 
Denying in Part Counterdefendants’ Motions to 
Dismiss Counter Claim (09/13/2019) 

 
VIII 

 
01605-01611 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and 
Denying in Part Defendants’ Motions to Quash 
Plaintiff’s Subpoenas to Non-Parties Empyrean 
West, Jay Carter and David Keller (12/6/2019)  

 
XVIII 

 
03650-03657 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and 
Denying in Part Plaintiff’s Motion to Compel and 
for Sanctions (04/10/2019)  

 
III 

 
00557-00562 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and 
Denying in Part Plaintiff’s Motion to Seal and or 
Redact Pleadings and Exhibits to Protect 
Confidential Information and Motion to Amend 
Paragraph 2.3 of Protective Order (03/19/2019) 

 
III 

 
00529-00534 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting in Part and 
Denying in Part Plaintiff’s Second Motion for 
Temporary Restraining Order and Setting 
Preliminary Injunction Hearing (04/10/2019)  

 
III 

 
00551-00556 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiff’s 
Motion for Protective Order (11/27/2018)  

 
I 

 
00104-00108 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Granting Temporary 
Restraining Order and Expunging Notice of Default 
(11/27/2018) 

 
I 

 
00128-00133 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Defendants’ Motion to 
Dismiss Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint 
(01/17/2019)  

 
II 

 
00405-00409 
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Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Preliminary Injunction (01/17/2019)  

II 00395-00399 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Motion to 
Disqualify C. Keith Greer as Attorney of Record for 
Defendants (01/25/2019)  

 
II 

 
00410-00415 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Petition for 
Appointment of Receiver and for an Accounting 
(11/27/2018) 

 
I 

 
00098-00103 

 
Notice of Entry of Order on Plaintiff’s Renewed 
Motion for an Accounting Related to Defendants 
Las Vegas Development Fund LLC and Robert 
Dziubla and for Release of Funds (01/17/2019)  

 
II 

 
00400-00404 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Regarding Defendants’ 
Motions to Dismiss Plaintiff’s Second Amended 
Complaint and Motion to Strike Portions of Second 
Amended Complaint (04/10/2019)  

 
III 

 
00563-00569 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Shortening Time 
(11/15/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03557-03565 

 
Notice of Entry of Order Staying All Subpoenas For 
Documents and Depositions which were Served on 
Non-Parties by Plaintiff (09/13/2019)  

 
VIII 

 
01619-01626 

 
Notice of Entry of Protective Order (11/27/2018) 

 
I 

 
00109-00127 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Regarding 
Defendants’ Judicial Foreclosure Cause of Action 
(06/25/2019)  

 
V 

 
00978-00983 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Regarding 
Exhibit (12/6/2019)  

 
XVIII 

 
03665-03680 
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Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Resetting 
Evidentiary Hearing and Extending Temporary 
Restraining Order (05/16/2019)  

IV 00737-00742 

 
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order Setting 
Briefing Schedule on Defendant Las Vegas 
Development Fund, LLC’s Motion for Appointment 
of a Special Master (06/25/2019)  

 
V 

 
00971-00977 

 
Order Re Rule 16 Conference, Setting Civil Jury 
Trial, Pre-Trial/Calendar Call and Deadlines for 
Motions; Discovery Scheduling Order (08/20/2019)  

 
VII 

 
01402-01406 

 
Order Scheduling Hearing, to discuss NRCP 
65(a)(2) Notice (09/27/2019)  

 
XI 

 
02372-02373 

 
Order Setting Settlement Conference (12/06/2018)  

 
I 

 
00177-00178 

 
Order Setting Settlement Conference (06/04/2019)  

 
V 

 
00967-00968 

 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Sanctions (09/17/2019) 

 
IX 

 
01627-01670 

 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Extinguish LVDF’s Deed of 
Trust, or Alternatively to Grant Senior Debt Lender 
Romspen a First Lien Position, and Motion to 
Deposit Funds Pursuant to NRCP 67 (10/04/2019) 

 
XII 

 
02509-02601 

 
Plaintiff’s Motion to Quash Subpoenas (10/29/2019) 

 
XIV 

 
02952-02970 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended 
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Bank of Hope 
(08/06/2019) 

 
VII 

 
01274-01289 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended 
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Open Bank (08/06/2019) 

 
VII 

 
01242-01257 

 
Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended 
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Signature Bank 
(08/06/2019) 

 
VII 

 
01226-01241 
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Plaintiff’s Notice of Intent to Issue Amended 
Subpoena Duces Tecum to Wells Fargo Bank 
(08/06/2019) 

VII 01258-01273 

 
Plaintiff’s Omnibus Opposition to Defendants’ 
Motions to Quash Subpoena and/or Motions for 
Protective Order Regarding Subpoenas 
(08/26/2019)  

 
VIII 

 
01408-01591 

 
Plaintiff’s Reply to Opposition to Motion to Quash 
Subpoenas (11/15/2019)  

 
XVI 

 
03153-03268 

 
Plaintiff’s Second Motion for Temporary 
Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction, 
Motion for Order Shortening Time, and Order 
Shortening Time (03/01/19) 

 
III 

 
00423-00489 

 
Renewed Motion for an Accounting Related to 
Defendants Las Vegas Development Fund LLC and 
Robert Dziubla and for Release of Funds, Motion 
for Order Shortening Time, and Order Shortening 
Time (11/13/2018) 

 
I 

 
00064-00092 

 
Reply to Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Sanctions (10/18/2019) 

 
XIV 

 
02843-02907 

 
Reply to Opposition to Motion to Compel and for 
Sanctions (10/18/2019) 

 
XIV 

 
02908-02938 

 
Reply to Opposition to Motion to Extinguish 
LVDF’s Deed of Trust, or Alternatively to Grant 
Senior Debt Lender Romspen a First Lien Position, 
and Motion to Deposit Funds Pursuant to NRCP 67 
(10/18/2019) 

 
XIV 

 
02939-02949 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Hearing (Preliminary 
Injunction Hearing) (09/20/2019) 

 
X 
XI 

 
02085-02126 
02127-02371 
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xx 
 

Reporter’s Transcript of Motion (Preliminary 
Injunction Hearing) (06/03/2019) 

V 00743-00966 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Motions (Defendants’ 
Motions to Quash Subpoena to Wells Fargo Bank, 
Signature Bank, Open Bank and Bank of Hope) 
(10/09/2019)  

 
XIII 

 
02602-02789 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Preliminary Injunction 
(07/23/2019) 

 
VI 

 
01167-01218 

 
Reporter’s Transcript of Preliminary Injunction 
Hearing (07/22/2019) 

 
VI 

 
00984-01166 

 
Second Amended Complaint (01/04/2019)  

 
II 

 
00179-00394 

 
Second Supplement to Motion to Compel and for 
Sanctions (11/18/2019) 

 
XVII 

 
03566-03640 

 
Supplement to Motion to Compel and for Sanctions 
(11/15/2019) 

 
XVI 
XVII 

 
03269-03402 
03403-03549 

 
Supplemental Declaration of Defendant Robert 
Dziubla in Support of Defendants’ Opposition to 
Plaintiff’s Renewed Motion for an Accounting 
Related to Defendants Las Vegas Development 
Fund LLC and Robert Dziubla and for Release of 
Funds (12/03/2018) 

 
I 

 
00153-00176 
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 68: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 90-94 of the Third Cause of Action (Conversion

Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

REQUEST NO. 69: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 95-99 of the Fourth Cause of Action (Civil

Conspiracy Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 69:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 70: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 122-128 of the Eighth Cause of Action (Intentional

Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage Against the Entity Defendants and Defendant

Dziubla) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 70:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 71: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 136-145 of the Tenth Cause of Action (Negligent

Misrepresentation Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 71:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and
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facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 72: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every Affirmative Defense you raised in Defendants’ Answer to the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 72: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting

Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information

that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 73: 
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by Plaintiff to you, or to any entity

controlled by you, from 2012 to the present, including documents that show where or how that

money or property was used after you received it. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 73:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other

Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to

disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 74: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made to you, or any entity controlled by you,

by any other Defendant in this matter from 2012 to the present. This includes, but is not limited to,

documentation related to any reimbursement, salary, or equity distribution to you from any other

Defendant in this matter, or entity controlled by any other Defendant or entity in this matter. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 74:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to “any entity;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because
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it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of

privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 75: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every financial transaction and/or transfer of money or property made to you, or any entity, including

any other Defendant, controlled by you, from any other person or entity, including any other

Defendant, from 2012 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 75:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous as to "any other person or entity;" it is

compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and

herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession

of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to

disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 76: 
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made to you, or any entity controlled

by you, by any foreign or immigrant investor from 2012 to the present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 76:

 Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to “foreign or immigrant investor;” it is compound as to issues and facts;

it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 77: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which in any way relate to each and every

financial transaction in which you have been involved from 2012 to the present, including all

underlying documentation to substantiate said transaction(s). 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 77:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous

as to "each and every financial transaction;" it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to

disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or
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information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 78: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which identify the details of each and every

EB-5 investor and/or investment transaction related to the Front Sight project referenced in the

Second Amended Complaint, including but not limited to the identity of the person or entity

involved, the address of the person or entity investing, the contact person for the agent of the EB-5

investor, the country of origin of the person or entity investing, the date of the transaction, the

amount of the investment, the source of the funds for the investment, the current immigration status

of the EB-5 investor, and the current status of the investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 78:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting

Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information

that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request

REQUEST NO. 79: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every representation you have made to any potential EB-5 investor of the Front Sight
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project, or agent of any potential EB-5 investor, including representations prior to investment and

updates since investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 79:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to "representation;" it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of

privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 80: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every representation you have made to the USCIS regarding the loan at issue in this case,

including any and all documents provided to USCIS at any time. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 80:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy

. 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 81: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents provided to you, or any entity controlled by

you, by Plaintiff or any representative of Plaintiff at any time between 2012 and the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 81:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to other

Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 82: 

Please produce all documents showing the use of funds paid by Plaintiff and received by you

and/or your agents, and/or any entity controlled by you, including specifically providing the

chronological tracing of the funds from the date of receipt to the transfer and/or use of the funds.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 82:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to other

Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party.

 

REQUEST NO. 83: 

Please produce copies of all financial records generated from January 1, 2013 through the

present date, inclusive, regarding any business in which you have or have had any legal or beneficial

interest whatsoever since January 1, 2013. Responsive documents shall include, without limitation,

general ledgers, QuickBooks, income, accounts receivable, inventory, payroll, bills, expenses,

audited and unaudited financial statements, other ledgers, journals, bank account statements, check
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registers, canceled checks, loan documents and the customer or client list. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 83:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous

as to multiple terms; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document

Requests contained herein and herewith; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information

that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 84: 

Please produce all W-2 forms submitted to the Internal Revenue Service by you for each of

the tax years from 2013 to present.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 84: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is  not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues;; and it seeks

information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to

require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 85: 

Please produce any and all communications between you and any other party to this litigation
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in any way relating to Plaintiff, Plaintiff’s project, or the EB-5 raise.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 85:

 Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous

to “about Plaintiff;” it is compound; duplicative; and it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to

disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 86: 

Please produce all personal tax records from January 1, 2013 to the present. Plaintiff agrees

that you may produce your response as “confidential” under the Stipulated Protective Order. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 86:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is duplicative; it is

compound as to facts and issues; and it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that

is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected

by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 87: 

Please produce any and all documents relating to bank accounts, whether, personal accounts
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or those belonging to or related to any business entities with which you are, or have been, involved

or associated, into which any checks, cash, money orders, wire transfers, or any other payments you

have received from Plaintiff, any Defendant, or any of Plaintiff’s or Defendants’ related entities were

deposited. Plaintiff agrees that you may produce your response as “confidential” under the Stipulated

Protective Order. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 87:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is  not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is duplicative; it is

compound as to facts and issues;  and it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that

is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected

by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 88: 

Please produce any and all documents related to the formation of any business entity with

which you are, or have been, involved or associated, including, but not limited to, articles of

incorporation, LLC operating agreements, and documents governing the operation of the relevant

business entities. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 88:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy
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. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 89: 

Please produce any and all documents relating to bank accounts you have set up for any

business entities with which you are involved or associated jointly with any other Defendant.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 89: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; it

seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it

purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential,

proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 90: 

Please produce copies of all documents comprising or constituting monthly statements or

other periodic statements of account from all banks and other financial institutions in which you have

had any type of checking, savings, brokerage, mutual fund, money market, certificate of deposit, or

other type of interest or account for all periods from January 1, 2013 through the present date,

inclusive. This request includes any accounts into which (at any point during the time period January

1, 2013 to the present date, inclusive) you have made any deposits or from which you have had the

right to withdraw, and any account over which you have, or have had, whether acting alone or in

concert with others, either signature authority or authority to direct the disposition of assets or funds

held therein. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 90:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  it

is burdensome and oppressive because it is  not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; it

is compound as to issues and facts;  it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that

is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected

by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 91: 

Produce any and all communication between you and Sean Flynn.

 RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 91:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that  it is burdensome and

oppressive because it is  not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is vague and

ambiguous; and it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of

privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 92: 

Please provide any and all documents which relate to and/or account for any and all funds

you have received from Front Sight directly or which you know to originate from Front Sight,

including all money received by you from Plaintiff, how said funds were spent, identification of who
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received any portion of the funds, and any and all documentation to support or justify payments made

or funds spent. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 92:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; it

is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein

and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in

possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request

REQUEST NO. 93: 

Please provide any and all documents which show or demonstrate your experience with EB-5

lending at any time in the past. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 93:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous as to “experience;” and it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege

and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information

that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is

protected by rights of privacy . 

//

//

//

//

//
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

DATED: July 24, 2019 FARMER CASE & FEDOR

______/s/_Kathryn Holbert__________________
 ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. KEITH GREER, ESQ.
Cal. Bar. No. 135537 (Pro Hac Vice)
Keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER & ASSOCIATES, A.P.C.
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite #100
San Diego, California  92128
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC.
EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER,
LLC, EB6 IMPACT ADVISORS, LLC, ROBERT
W. DZIUBLA, JON FLEMING and LINDA
STANWOOD
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ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. Keith Greer, ESQ.
Admitted pro hac vice
keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER AND ASSOCIATES, A PC
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92127
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC, EB5
IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC, 
EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC, ROBERT W. DZIUBLA,
JON FLEMING and LINDA STANWOOD

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC, a
Nevada Limited Liability Company,

Plaintiff,

vs.

LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC,
et al., 

Defendants.

____________________________________

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: A-18-781084-B
DEPT NO.: 16
 
DEFENDANT, EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL
REGIONAL CENTER LLC’S RESPONSES TO
PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

PROPOUNDING PARTY: Plaintiff, FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant, EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER 

SET NO: ONE

1

EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Case Number: A-18-781084-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
7/24/2019 10:27 PM
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Defendant, EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC 

("Responding party" or "Defendant"), makes the following general objections, whether or not

separately set forth in response to each document demand, to each and every definition and

document demand in the Request for Production of Documents (Set No. One) of Plaintiff

("Propounding party"):

1. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every

individual request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents not currently in

responding party's possession, custody or control, or refers to persons, entities, or events not

known to them, on the grounds that such requests seek to require more of this defendant than any

obligation imposed by law,  would subject responding party to unreasonable and undue

annoyance, oppression, burden and expense, and would seek to impose upon responding party an

obligation to investigate or discover information or materials from third parties or persons which

are equally accessible to propounding party. 

2. Responding party objects to the requests on the ground that they have not

completed investigation of the facts related to this matter, have not completed discovery in this

action and have not completed preparation for any trial that may be held in this action. Any

responses to the following document demands are based on documents currently known to

responding party and are given without prejudice to responding party right to produce evidence

of any subsequently discovered documents. 

3. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every

individual request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents or information

which would invade the protections afforded Responding party under the attorney-client privilege

and/or work product doctrine. Nothing herein is intended to be or should be construed as a

waiver of the attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other protection.

Inadvertent production of such protected information is not intended to be and shall not operate

as a waiver of the applicable privilege. Any information withheld on the basis of such privilege
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will be identified on a privilege log. 

4. Unless otherwise indicated, Responding Party will produce information regarding

the issues of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Front Sight Management, LLC's pending Preliminary

Injunction Petition. (hereafter "Injunction Issues").

5 Responding Party reserves the right to condition the production of documents

containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets on the Court's issuance of a

confidentiality or protective order governing the disclosure of any such information.

6. The production of any documents or information by Responding Party is made

without waiver, and with preservation, of any privilege or protection against disclosure afforded

to documents containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets.

7. Responding Party objects to the requests to the extent that they would require

Responding Party to produce documents or information covered by confidentiality agreements

with others, or that would require Responding Party to violate the privacy interests of others.

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUEST NO. 1: 

Produce copies any and all documents, writings and/or communications utilized or consulted

in the answering of Plaintiff’s First Set Interrogatories to Defendant EB5 Impact Capital Regional

Center. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has

been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 2: 

Produce copies of any and all documents referred to in Defendant’s answers to Plaintiff’s

First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant  EB5 Impact Capital Regional Center. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has

3

EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01896



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 3:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraphs 7-10 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in the paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 4: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 11 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

4
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facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 5: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 12 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 6: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 13 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 7: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 14 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the
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attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 8: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 15 of the Second Amended Complaint.

 RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 9: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 10:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or
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information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 11:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 18 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 12: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 19 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 13: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 20 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 14: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 21 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 15:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 22 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is
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burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 16: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 23 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 17: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 24 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 18: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 25 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 19: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 26 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 19:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 20: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 20:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 21:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 21:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 22:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 22:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 23:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 23:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 24: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 24:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 25: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 25:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 26: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 26:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and
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oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 27: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 27:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 28: 
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 35 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 28:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 29: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 36 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 29:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is
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a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 30: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 37 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 30:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 31: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 38 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 31:
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REQUEST NO. 32: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 39 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 32:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 33: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 40 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 33:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 34: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 41 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 34:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 35: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 42 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 35:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 36: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 43 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 36:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

24

EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01917



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 37: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 44 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 37:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 38: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 45 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 38:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 39: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 46 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 39:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 40: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 47 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 40:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 41: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 48 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 41:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 42: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 49 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 42:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 43: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 50 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 43:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 44: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 51 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 44:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is
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a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 45: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 52 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 45:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 46: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 53 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 46:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 47: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 54 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 47:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 48: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 55 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 48:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 49: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 56 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 49:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is
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duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 50: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 57 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 50:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 51: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 58 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 51

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 52: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 52:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 53: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 60 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 53:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 54: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 54:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 55: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 62 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 55:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 56: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 63 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 56:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 57: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 57:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 58: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 65 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 58:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 59: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 66 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 59:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 60: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 67 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 60:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 61: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 68 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 61:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 62: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 69 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 62:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 63: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 70 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 63:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 64: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 71 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 64:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 65: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 72 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 65:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 66: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 73 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 66:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 67: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 74-84 of the First Cause of Action (Fraud/Intentional

Misrepresentation/Concealment Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 67:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 68: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 90-94 of the Third Cause of Action (Conversion

Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 68:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 69: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 95-99 of the Fourth Cause of Action (Civil

Conspiracy Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 69:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 70: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every Affirmative Defense you raised in Defendants’ Answer to the Second Amended

Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 70:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 71: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by Plaintiff to you, from 2012 to the

present, including documents that show where or how that money or property was used after you

received it. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 71:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 72: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other Defendant in this

matter, or entity controlled by any other Defendant in this matter, from 2012 to the present. This

includes, but is not limited to, documentation related to any reimbursement, salary, or equity

distribution from you to any other Defendant in this matter, or entity controlled by any other

Defendant or entity in this matter.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 72:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to “any entity;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of

47

EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01940



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request. 

REQUEST NO. 73: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every financial transaction and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other person or

entity, including any other Defendant, or made to you from any other person or entity, including any

other Defendant, from 2012 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 73:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous as to “any other person or entity;” it

is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein

and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in

possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request

REQUEST NO. 74: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made to you by any foreign or
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immigrant investor from 2012 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 74:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “foreign or immigrant investor;” it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 75: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which in any way relate to each and every

financial transaction in which you have been involved from 2012 to the present, including all

underlying documentation to substantiate said transaction(s). 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 75:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is vague and ambiguous as to “involved;”it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work

product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a

trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 76: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which identify the details of each and every

EB-5 investor and/or investment transaction related to the Front Sight project, including, but not

limited, to the identity of the person or entity involved, the address of the person or entity investing,

the country of origin of the person or entity investing, the contact person for the agent of the EB-5

investor, the date of the transaction, the amount of the investment, the source of the funds for the

investment, the current immigration status of the EB-5 investor, and the current status of the

investment.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 76:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request

REQUEST NO. 77: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to each and every representation you have made to any potential EB-5 investor of the Front Sight

project, or agent of any potential EB-5 investor, including representations prior to investment and

updates since investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 77:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 78: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to each and every representation you have made to the USCIS regarding the loan at issue in

this case, including any and all documents provided to USCIS at any time. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 78:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose
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information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 79: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents provided to you by Plaintiff or any

representative of Plaintiff at any time between 2012 and the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 79:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 80: 

Produce a copy of any and all documents showing, recording, and/or memorializing EB5IC’s

distributions to defendants Robert W. Dziubla, Jon Fleming, Linda Stanwood, and any members (as

defined in EB5IC’s operating agreement) of EB5IC who are not already parties to this lawsuit. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 80:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “experience;” it is duplicative; and it seeks information protected

by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding

Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially

sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 81: 

Produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications showing or

demonstrating defendant Linda Stanwood’s professional history with EB5IC, specifically her history

as an officer and/or member and/or employee of EB5IC, including, but not limited to, her start

date(s) and participation in the management and operation of EB5IC and its affairs. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 81:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to multiple terms; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 82:

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IC and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2019. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 82:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,
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commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 83:

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IC and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2018. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 83:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 84:

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IC and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2017. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 84:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.
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REQUEST NO. 85:

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IC and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2016. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 85:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 86:

Produce a copy of each and every Private Placement Memorandum, including any and all

exhibits thereto, that EB5IC delivered to the actual, potential, or prospective EB-5 investors and/or

EB-5 visa applicants.  
. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 86:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 87:

Please provide any and all documents which relate to and/or account for any and all funds

you have received from Front Sight directly or which you know to originate from Front Sight,
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including all money received by you from Plaintiff, how said funds were spent, identification of who

received any portion of the funds, and any and all documentation to support or justify payments made

or funds spent. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 87:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

DATED: July 24, 2019 FARMER CASE & FEDOR

_____/s/___Kathryn Holbert_____________
 ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. KEITH GREER, ESQ.
Cal. Bar. No. 135537 (Pro Hac Vice)
Keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER & ASSOCIATES, A.P.C.
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite #100
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San Diego, California  92128
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC.
EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER,
LLC, EB6 IMPACT ADVISORS, LLC, ROBERT
W. DZIUBLA, JON FLEMING and LINDA
STANWOOD
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ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. Keith Greer, ESQ.
Admitted pro hac vice
keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER AND ASSOCIATES, A PC
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92127
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC, EB5
IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC, 
EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC, ROBERT W. DZIUBLA,
JON FLEMING and LINDA STANWOOD

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC, a
Nevada Limited Liability Company,

Plaintiff,

vs.

LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC,
et al., 

Defendants.

____________________________________

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: A-18-781084-B
DEPT NO.: 16
 
DEFENDANT, EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS
LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST
SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF
DOCUMENTS

PROPOUNDING PARTY: Plaintiff, FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant, EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC

SET NO: ONE

1
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Case Number: A-18-781084-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
7/24/2019 10:26 PM
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Defendant, EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC ("Responding party" or "Defendant"), 

("Responding party" or "Defendant"), makes the following general objections, whether or not

separately set forth in response to each document demand, to each and every definition and document

demand in the Request for Production of Documents (Set No. One) of Plaintiff ("Propounding

party"):

1. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every individual

request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents not currently in responding party's

possession, custody or control, or refers to persons, entities, or events not known to them, on the

grounds that such requests seek to require more of this defendant than any obligation imposed by

law,  would subject responding party to unreasonable and undue annoyance, oppression, burden and

expense, and would seek to impose upon responding party an obligation to investigate or discover

information or materials from third parties or persons which are equally accessible to propounding

party. 

2. Responding party objects to the requests on the ground that they have not completed

investigation of the facts related to this matter, have not completed discovery in this action and have

not completed preparation for any trial that may be held in this action. Any responses to the

following document demands are based on documents currently known to responding party and are

given without prejudice to responding party right to produce evidence of any subsequently

discovered documents. 

3. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every individual

request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents or information which would

invade the protections afforded Responding party under the attorney-client privilege and/or work

product doctrine. Nothing herein is intended to be or should be construed as a waiver of the

attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other protection. Inadvertent production

of such protected information is not intended to be and shall not operate as a waiver of the applicable

privilege. Any information withheld on the basis of such privilege will be identified on a privilege
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log. 

4. Unless otherwise indicated, Responding Party will produce information regarding the

issues of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Front Sight Management, LLC's pending Preliminary

Injunction Petition. (hereafter "Injunction Issues").

5 Responding Party reserves the right to condition the production of documents

containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets on the Court's issuance of a

confidentiality or protective order governing the disclosure of any such information.

6. The production of any documents or information by Responding Party is made

without waiver, and with preservation, of any privilege or protection against disclosure afforded to

documents containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets.

7. Responding Party objects to the requests to the extent that they would require

Responding Party to produce documents or information covered by confidentiality agreements with

others, or that would require Responding Party to violate the privacy interests of others.

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUEST NO. 1: 

Produce copies any and all documents, writings and/or communications utilized or consulted

in the answering of Plaintiff’s First Set Interrogatories to Defendant EB5 Impact Advisors. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has

been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 2: 

Produce copies of any and all documents referred to in Defendant’s answers to Plaintiff’s

First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant EB5 Impact Advisors. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has
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been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 3:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraphs 7-10 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in the paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 4: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 11 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and
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facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 5: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 12 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 6: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 13 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 7: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 14 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the
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attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 8: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 15 of the Second Amended Complaint.

 RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 9: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 10:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or
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information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 11:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 18 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 12: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 19 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 13: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 20 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 14: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 21 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 15:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 22 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is
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burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 16: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 23 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 17: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 24 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 18: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 25 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 19: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 26 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 19:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 20: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 20:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 21:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 21:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

15

EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01968



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 22:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 22:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 23:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 23:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 24: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 24:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 25: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 25:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 26: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 26:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and
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oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 27: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 27:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 28: 
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 35 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 28:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 29: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 36 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 29:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is
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a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 30: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 37 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 30:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 31: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 38 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 31:
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REQUEST NO. 32: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 39 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 32:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 33: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 40 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 33:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 34: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 41 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 34:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 35: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 42 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 35:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 36: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 43 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 36:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 37: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 44 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 37:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 38: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 45 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 38:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 39: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 46 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 39:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

26

EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01979



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 40: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 47 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 40:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 41: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 48 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 41:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 42: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 49 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 42:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 43: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 50 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 43:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 44: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 51 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 44:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is
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a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 45: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 52 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 45:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 46: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 53 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 46:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 47: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 54 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 47:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 48: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 55 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 48:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 49: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 56 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 49:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is
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duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 50: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 57 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 50:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 51: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 58 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 51

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 52: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 52:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 53: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 60 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 53:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 54: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 54:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 55: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 62 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 55:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 56: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 63 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 56:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 57: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 57:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 58: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 65 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 58:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 59: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 66 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 59:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 60: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 67 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 60:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 61: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 68 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 61:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 62: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 69 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 62:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 63: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 70 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 63:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 64: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 71 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 64:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 65: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 72 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 65:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 66: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 73 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 66:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 67: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 74-84 of the First Cause of Action (Fraud/Intentional

Misrepresentation/Concealment Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 67:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 68: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 90-94 of the Third Cause of Action (Conversion

Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 68:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

44

EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

01997



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 69: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 95-99 of the Fourth Cause of Action (Civil

Conspiracy Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 69:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 70: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 100-106 of the Fifth Cause of Action (Breach of

Contract Against EB5IA and LVDF) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 70:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 71: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 107-113 of the Sixth Cause of Action (Contractual

Breach of Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing Against the Entity Defendants) of the

Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 71:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 72: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 122-128 of the Eighth Cause of Action (Intentional

Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage Against the Entity Defendants and Defendant

Dziubla) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 72:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 73: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every Affirmative Defense you raised in Defendants’ Answer to the Second Amended

Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 73:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 74: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each

and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by Plaintiff to you from 2012 to

the present, including documents that show where or how that money or property was used after

you received it. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 74:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous as to “any other person or entity;” it

is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein

and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in

possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request

REQUEST NO. 75: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each

and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other Defendant in

this matter, or entity controlled by any other Defendant in this matter, from 2012 to the present.

This includes, but is not limited to, documentation related to any reimbursement, salary, or equity

distribution from you to any other Defendant in this matter, or entity controlled by any other

Defendant or entity in this matter. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 75:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “any entity;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work

product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a

trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 76: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each

and every financial transaction and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other

person or entity, including any other Defendant, or made to you from any other person or entity,

including any other Defendant, from 2012 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 76:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous as to “any other person or entity;” it

is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein

and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in

possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 77: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to each and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made to you by any

foreign or immigrant investor from 2012 to the present. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 77:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “foreign or immigrant investor;” it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 78: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which in any way relate to each and every

financial transaction in which you have been involved from 2012 to the present, including all

underlying documentation to substantiate said transaction(s). 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 78:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is vague and ambiguous as to “involved;”it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work

product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a

trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 79: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which identify the details of each and

every EB-5 investor and/or investment transaction related to the Front Sight project, including

but not limited to the identity of the person or entity involved, the address of the person or entity

investing, the country of origin of the person or entity investing, the contact person for the agent

of the EB-5 investor, the date of the transaction, the amount of the investment, the source of the

funds for the investment, the current immigration status of the EB-5 investor, and the current

status of the investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 79:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 80: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to each and every representation you have made to any potential EB-5 investor of the Front

Sight project, or agent of any potential EB-5 investor, including representations prior to
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investment and updates since investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 80:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 81: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to each and every representation you have made to the USCIS regarding the loan at issue in

this case, including any and all documents provided to USCIS at any time. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 81:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 82: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents provided to you by Plaintiff or any

representative of Plaintiff at any time between 2012 and the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 82:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 83: 

Produce a copy of any and all documents showing, recording, and/or memorializing

EB5IA’s distributions to defendants Robert W. Dziubla, Jon Fleming, Linda Stanwood, and any

members (as defined in EB5IA’s operating agreement) of EB5IA who are not already parties to

this lawsuit. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 83:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “experience;” it is duplicative; and it seeks information protected

by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding

Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially

sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

54

EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

02007



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 84: 

Produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications showing or

demonstrating defendant Linda Stanwood’s involvement and/or professional history with EB5IA,

specifically her history as an officer and/or member and/or employee of EB5IA, including, but

not limited to, her start date(s) and participation in the management and operation of EB5IA and

its affairs. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 84:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to multiple terms; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 85: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2019. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 85:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,
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commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction

REQUEST NO. 86: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2018. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 86:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 87: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2017. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 87:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 88: 
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Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2016. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 88:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 89: 

Produce a copy of each and every Private Placement Memorandum that EB5IA delivered

to the actual, potential, or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants.  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 89:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 90: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2015. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 90:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require
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Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 91: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2014. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 91:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 92: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2013. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 92:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.
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REQUEST NO. 93: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2012. Produce a copy of

each and every contractual offer, contractual agreement, engagement letter, invitation to dealing,

or any amendment to any such document that was provided, delivered, sent, or presented to

Plaintiff, regarding the potential or actual EB-5-investor-related fundraising for Plaintiff

pertaining to the Project that is contemplated in the CLA and other Loan Documents. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 93:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 94: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and Sean Flynn at any

between from 2012 and the present, including any attachments or enclosures thereto. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 94:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

it is burdensome and oppressive because it is  not reasonably  proportional to the Injunction

Issues; it is vague and ambiguous; and it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 95: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between EB5IA and Impact Econometrics,

LLC, at any between from 2012 and the present, including any attachments or enclosures thereto.

Please provide any and all documents which relate to and/or account for any and all funds you

have received from Front Sight directly or which you know to originate from Front Sight,

including all money received by you from Plaintiff, how said funds were spent, identification of

who received any portion of the funds, and any and all documentation to support or justify

payments made or funds spent. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 95:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

//

//

//

//

//

//

 //

//
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In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

DATED: July 24, 2019 FARMER CASE & FEDOR

_____/s/___Kathryn Holbert_____________
 ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. KEITH GREER, ESQ.
Cal. Bar. No. 135537 (Pro Hac Vice)
Keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER & ASSOCIATES, A.P.C.
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite #100
San Diego, California  92128
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC.
EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER,
LLC, EB6 IMPACT ADVISORS, LLC, ROBERT
W. DZIUBLA, JON FLEMING and LINDA
STANWOOD
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ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. Keith Greer, ESQ.
Admitted pro hac vice
keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER AND ASSOCIATES, A PC
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite 100
San Diego, CA 92127
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC, EB5
IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER LLC, 
EB5 IMPACT ADVISORS LLC, ROBERT W. DZIUBLA,
JON FLEMING and LINDA STANWOOD

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC, a
Nevada Limited Liability Company,

Plaintiff,

vs.

LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC,
et al., 

Defendants.

____________________________________

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CASE NO.: A-18-781084-B
DEPT NO.: 16
 
DEFENDANT, LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT
FUND LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S
FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

PROPOUNDING PARTY: Plaintiff, FRONT SIGHT MANAGEMENT LLC

RESPONDING PARTY: Defendant, LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC

SET NO: ONE
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OF DOCUMENTS
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GENERAL OBJECTIONS

Defendant, LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC ("Responding party" or

"Defendant"), makes the following general objections, whether or not separately set forth in response

to each document demand, to each and every definition and document demand in the Request for

Production of Documents (Set No. One) of Plaintiff ("Propounding party"):

1. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every individual

request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents not currently in responding party's

possession, custody or control, or refers to persons, entities, or events not known to them, on the

grounds that such requests seek to require more of this defendant than any obligation imposed by

law,  would subject responding party to unreasonable and undue annoyance, oppression, burden and

expense, and would seek to impose upon responding party an obligation to investigate or discover

information or materials from third parties or persons which are equally accessible to propounding

party. 

2. Responding party objects to the requests on the ground that they have not completed

investigation of the facts related to this matter, have not completed discovery in this action and have

not completed preparation for any trial that may be held in this action. Any responses to the

following document demands are based on documents currently known to responding party and are

given without prejudice to responding party right to produce evidence of any subsequently

discovered documents. 

3. Responding party objects to the requests generally, and to each and every individual

request specifically, to the extent that the requests seek documents or information which would

invade the protections afforded Responding party under the attorney-client privilege and/or work

product doctrine. Nothing herein is intended to be or should be construed as a waiver of the

attorney-client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other protection. Inadvertent production

of such protected information is not intended to be and shall not operate as a waiver of the applicable

privilege. Any information withheld on the basis of such privilege will be identified on a privilege

log. 
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4. Unless otherwise indicated, Responding Party will produce information regarding

the issues of Plaintiff/Counter-Defendant Front Sight Management, LLC's pending Preliminary

Injunction Petition. (hereafter "Injunction Issues").

5 Responding Party reserves the right to condition the production of documents

containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets on the Court's issuance of a

confidentiality or protective order governing the disclosure of any such information.

6. The production of any documents or information by Responding Party is made

without waiver, and with preservation, of any privilege or protection against disclosure afforded

to documents containing confidential or proprietary information or trade secrets.

7. Responding Party objects to the requests to the extent that they would require

Responding Party to produce documents or information covered by confidentiality agreements

with others, or that would require Responding Party to violate the privacy interests of others.

RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

REQUEST NO. 1: 

Produce copies any and all documents, writings and/or communications utilized or consulted

in the answering of Plaintiff’s First Set Interrogatories to Defendant LVDF.. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has

been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 2: 

Produce copies of any and all documents referred to in Defendant’s answers to Plaintiff’s

First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant LVDF. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Objection. This Document Request seeks information that does not exist as there has

been no Interrogatories served on Responding Party.

REQUEST NO. 3:
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraphs 7-10 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in the paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 4: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 11 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of
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Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 5: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 12 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 6: 
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Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 13 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 7: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 14 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party
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to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 8: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 15 of the Second Amended Complaint.

 RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 8:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 9: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 10:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 11:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 18 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 12: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 19 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the
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Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 13: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 20 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 13:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 14: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 21 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 15:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 22 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of
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Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 16: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 23 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 17: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 24 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 18: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 25 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

13

LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

OF DOCUMENTS

02030



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 19: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 26 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 19:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 20: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 20:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 21:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 21:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 22:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 22:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 23:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 23:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 24: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 24:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 25: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 25:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 26: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 26:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 27: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 27:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 28: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 35 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 28:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 29: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 36 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 29:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 30: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 37 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 30:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 31: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 38 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 31:
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REQUEST NO. 32: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 39 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 32:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 33: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 40 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 33:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 34: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 41 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 34:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 35: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 42 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 35:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 36: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 43 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 36:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 37: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 44 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 37:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 38: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 45 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 38:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 39: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 46 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 39:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 40: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 47 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 40:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 41: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 48 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 41:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 42: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 49 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 42:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 43: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 50 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 43:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 44: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 51 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 44:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is
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a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 45: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 52 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 45:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 46: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 53 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 46:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 47: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 54 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 47:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 48: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 55 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 48:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 49: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 56 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 49:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is
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duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 50: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 57 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 50:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

33

LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC’S RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

OF DOCUMENTS

02050



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

REQUEST NO. 51: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 58 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 51

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 52: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 52:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and
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work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 53: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 60 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 53:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 54: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint. 
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 54:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 55: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 62 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 55:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 56: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 63 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 56:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 57: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 57:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 58: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 65 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 58:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all
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documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 59: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 66 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 59:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 60: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 67 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 60:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily
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available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 61: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 68 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 61:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 62: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate
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to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 69 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 62:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 63: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 70 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 63:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by
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rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 64: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 71 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 64:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 65: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of any portion of the allegations of Paragraph 72 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 65:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 66: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraph 73 of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 66:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in this paragraph of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 67: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 74-84 of the First Cause of Action (Fraud/Intentional

Misrepresentation/Concealment Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 67:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 68: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 90-94 of the Third Cause of Action (Conversion

Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 68:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second
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Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 69: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 95-99 of the Fourth Cause of Action (Civil

Conspiracy Against All Defendants) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 69:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 70: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 100-106 of the Fifth Cause of Action (Breach of

Contract Against EB5IA and LVDF) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 70:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 71: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 107-113 of the Sixth Cause of Action (Contractual

Breach of Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing Against the Entity Defendants) of the

Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 71:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the Second

Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily

available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and

work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is

a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 72: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your denial of the allegations of Paragraphs 122-128 of the Eighth Cause of Action (Intentional

Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage Against the Entity Defendants and Defendant

Dziubla) of the Second Amended Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 72:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous because there are numerous facts and legal conclusions in these paragraphs of the

Second Amended Complaint to which this request references; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 
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 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 73: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every Affirmative Defense you raised in Defendants’ Answer to the Second Amended

Complaint. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 73:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 74: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to your Counterclaim. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 74:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous as to “refuting” of Responding Parties Counterclaim; it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is
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burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 75: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by Plaintiff to you from 2012 to the

present, including documents that show where or how that money or property was used after you

received it. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 75:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.
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REQUEST NO. 76: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every payment and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other Defendant in this

matter, or entity controlled by any other Defendant in this matter, from 2012 to the present. This

includes, but is not limited to, documentation related to any reimbursement, salary, or equity

distribution from you to any other Defendant in this matter, or entity controlled by any other

Defendant or entity in this matter. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 76:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “any entity;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work

product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a

trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 77: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which show or in any way relate to each and

every financial transaction and/or transfer of money or property made by you to any other person or

entity, including any other Defendant, or made to you from any other person or entity, including any

other Defendant, from 2012 to the present. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 77:
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Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; vague and ambiguous as to “any other person or entity;” it

is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein

and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in

possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 78:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way

relate to each and every payment and/or transfer of money or property made to you by any

foreign or immigrant investor from 2012 to the present.  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 78:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “foreign or immigrant investor;” it is compound as to issues and

facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 79: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which in any way relate to each and every

financial transaction in which you have been involved from 2012 to the present, including all

underlying documentation to substantiate said transaction(s). 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 79:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is not reasonably 

proportional to the Injunction Issues; it is vague and ambiguous as to “involved;”it is duplicative

to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work

product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a

trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by

rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 80:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which identify the details of each and every

EB-5 investor and/or investment transaction related to the Front Sight project, including but not

limited to the identity of the person or entity involved, the address of the person or entity investing,

the country of origin of the person or entity investing, the contact person for the agent of the EB-5

investor, the date of the transaction, the amount of the investment, the source of the funds for the

investment, the current immigration status of the EB-5 investor, and the current status of the
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investment. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 80:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is compound as to

issues and facts; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 81:

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every representation you have made to any potential EB-5 investor of the Front Sight

project, or agent of any potential EB-5 investor, including representations prior to investment and

updates since investment.  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 81:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or
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information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 82: 

Please provide copies of any and all documents which support, refute, or in any way relate

to each and every representation you have made to the USCIS regarding the loan at issue in this case,

including any and all documents provided to USCIS at any time. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 82:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; 

is vague and ambiguous as to “representation;” it is compound as to issues and facts; it is

duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and

oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or

readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy . 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 83:

Please provide copies of any and all documents provided to you by Plaintiff or any

representative of Plaintiff at any time between 2012 and the present.  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 83:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to
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other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 84:

Please produce a copy of Exhibit A (entitled “Budget”) to the document entitled Construction

Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.) 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 84:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 85:

Please produce a copy of Exhibit B (entitled “Draw Request”) to the document entitled

Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.)  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 85:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party. 

REQUEST NO. 86: 

Produce a copy of Exhibit C (entitled “Draw Request Certificate”) to the document entitled

Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.) 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 86:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.
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REQUEST NO. 87: 

Please produce a copy of Exhibit D (entitled “Legal Description”) to the document entitled

Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.) 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 87:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 88:

Please produce a copy of Exhibit E (entitled “Estimated Construction Cost Statement”) to

the document entitled Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA,

at pg. v.)  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 88:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 89: 

Please produce a copy of Exhibit F (entitled “Improvements”) to the document entitled

Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.) 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 89:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 90:

Please produce a copy of Exhibit G (entitled “Ownership and Control”) to the document
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entitled Construction Loan Agreement (dated October 6, 2016) (“CLA”). (See CLA, at pg. v.)  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 90:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 91:

Please produce a copy of the Note, as defined on page 1 of the document entitled

Construction Deed of Trust, Security Agreement, Assignment of Leases and Rents, and Fixture

Filing (recorded on October 13, 2016, as Document #860867 in the Nye County Official Records).

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 91:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 92: 

Please produce a copy of the eight binders of documents described as “EB-5 Documents” in

LVDF’s letter to Front Sight Management, LLC dated July 30, 2018, at page 3. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 92:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; and it is burdensome and oppressive

because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available

to Requesting Party.

REQUEST NO. 93:

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications that were

authored by, sent or received by, and/or in possession or control of LVDF, that discuss, memorialize,

and/or mention the formation of, or the terms and conditions of, the CLA and other Loan Documents
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(as defined in the CLA).  

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 93:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 94:

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications that

discuss, memorialize, and/or mention the loan disbursements that LVDF made to Front Sight

pursuant to the CLA and/or other Loan Documents. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 94:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 95: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications that

discuss, memorialize, and/or mention the loan payments that Front Sight made to LVDF pursuant

to the CLA and/or other Loan Documents. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 95:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and

ambiguous; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting

Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client

privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose

information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information

that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

REQUEST NO. 96: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications that LVDF

used to calculate, support, or otherwise establish the $345,787.24 allegedly owed to LVDF as stated

in the document entitled Notice of Breach, Default and Election to Sell Under Deed of Trust

(recorded on Jan. 18, 2019, as Document #905512 in the Nye County Official Records).

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 96: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is duplicative to other

Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks

documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting
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Party. 

REQUEST NO. 97: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications showing

the names and other demographical information pertaining to LVDF’s Class B Members, as defined

in LVDF’s Operating Agreement dated March 26, 2014.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 97:

 Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; it

is burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to

disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 98: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications showing

the names and other demographical information pertaining to LVDF’s distributions and investment

returns made to its Class B Members, as defined in LVDF’s Operating Agreement dated March 26,

2014.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 98: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; and

it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it

purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential,

proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction.

REQUEST NO. 99: 

Please produce a copy of any and all account statements, from each and every account’s

initial opening date to the present time, for the account(s) used to hold 25% of the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors’ and/or EB-5 visa applicants’ investments that was earmarked for

refunds in the event of a USCIS rejection of a particular investor’s I-829 petition. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 99:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 100: 

Please produce a copy of any and all account statements, from each and every account’s

initial opening date to the present time, for the account(s) used to receive, house, and/or distribute

the money from the actual, potential, or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 100: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.
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REQUEST NO. 101: 

Please produce a copy of any and all manuals, memoranda, circulars, announcements, emails,

and/or other documents that establish, govern, amend, or otherwise control LVDF’s receipt,

handling, control, utilization, and/or distribution of the money received from the actual, potential,

or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 101:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; it

is vague and ambiguous as to multiple terms; it is compound as to legal issues and facts; seeks

information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to

require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 102: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents showing, recording, and/or memorializing

LVDF’s distributions to defendants Robert W. Dziubla, Jon Fleming, Linda Stanwood, and any

members (as defined in LVDF’s operating agreement) of LVDF who are not already parties to this

lawsuit. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 102:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation; it

is vague and ambiguous as to multiple terms; it is compound as to legal issues and facts; seeks

information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to

require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary
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injunction.

REQUEST NO. 103: 

Please produce a copy of any and all documents, writings, and/or communications showing

or demonstrating Defendant Linda Stanwood’s involvement and/or professional history with LVDF,

specifically her history as a Senior Vice President and/or member and/or manager and/or employee

of LVDF, including, but not limited to, her start date(s) and participation in the management and

operation of LVDF and its affairs. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 103:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it lacks foundation;  is

vague and ambiguous as to multiple terms; it is compound as to issues and facts; it is duplicative to

other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is burdensome and oppressive because

it seeks documents that are already in possession of Requesting Party or readily available to

Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product

doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret,

confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of

privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 104: 

Please produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and Kathryn Holbert,

Esq., in her capacity as prospective and/or actual substitute trustee under the Construction Deed of

Trust, Security Agreement, Assignment of Leases and Rents and Fixture Filing (recorded on Oct.

13, 2016, as Document #860867 in the Nye County Official Records). 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 104:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require
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Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 105: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and Chicago Title Company,

in its capacity as trustee under the Construction Deed of Trust, Security Agreement, Assignment of

Leases and Rents and Fixture Filing (recorded on Oct. 13, 2016, as Document #860867 in the Nye

County Official Records).

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 105: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 106: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2019. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 106:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of
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documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 107: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2018.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 107: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 108: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2017. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 108:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 109: 

Produce a copy of any and all communications between LVDF and the actual, potential, or

prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants, for the year 2016.
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 109: 

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 110: 

Produce a copy of each and every Private Placement Memorandum that LVDF delivered to

the actual, potential, or prospective EB-5 investors and/or EB-5 visa applicants. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 110:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it seeks information

protected by the attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require

Responding Party to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary,

commercially sensitive, or information that is protected by rights of privacy.

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction.

REQUEST NO. 111: 

Please provide any and all documents which relate to and/or account for any and all funds

you have received from Front Sight directly or which you know to originate from Front Sight,

including all money received by you from Plaintiff, how said funds were spent, identification of who

received any portion of the funds, and any and all documentation to support or justify payments made

or funds spent. 

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 111:

Responding Party objects to this Document Request on grounds that it is vague and
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ambiguous; it is duplicative to other Document Requests contained herein and herewith; it is

burdensome and oppressive because it seeks documents that are already in possession of

Requesting Party or readily available to Requesting Party; it seeks information protected by the

attorney-client privilege and work product doctrine; and it purports to require Responding Party

to disclose information that is a trade secret, confidential, proprietary, commercially sensitive, or

information that is protected by rights of privacy. 

 In Addition, this Document Request is overly broad because it seeks the production of

documents beyond the scope of issues directly related to the pending motion for a preliminary

injunction. Responding Party, subject to and without waiving said objections, will produce all

documents relating to the Injunction Issues that  are responsive to this Document Request.

DATED: July 24, 2019 FARMER CASE & FEDOR

______/s/_Kathryn Holbert__________________
 ANTHONY T. CASE, ESQ.  

Nevada Bar No. 6589
tcase@farmercase.com
KATHRYN HOLBERT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 10084
kholbert@farmercase.com
FARMER CASE & FEDOR
2190 E. Pebble Rd., Suite #205
Las Vegas, NV 89123
Telephone: (702) 579-3900
Facsimile: (702) 739-3001

C. KEITH GREER, ESQ.
Cal. Bar. No. 135537 (Pro Hac Vice)
Keith.greer@greerlaw.biz
GREER & ASSOCIATES, A.P.C.
17150 Via Del Campo, Suite #100
San Diego, California  92128
Telephone: (858) 613-6677
Facsimile: (858) 613-6680

Attorneys for Defendants
LAS VEGAS DEVELOPMENT FUND LLC.
EB5 IMPACT CAPITAL REGIONAL CENTER,
LLC, EB6 IMPACT ADVISORS, LLC, ROBERT
W. DZIUBLA, JON FLEMING and LINDA
STANWOOD
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