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On May 18, 2015, this office sent an email to Plaintiff’s counsel advising we were in
receipt of the Order and that Mr. Mona was not available to be deposed on the related date. See
May 18, 2015 email attached as Ex. A. The email also asked for alternative dates and inquired
as to whether Plaintiff’s counsel (recently substituted in for Plaintiff) was aware that a judgment
debtor examination had already been taken and thousands of pages of financial records had
already been produced. Id. The email also advised this office would not stand in the way of a
second examination, but we did not want to rehash the testimony and document production that
had already occurred. Id. ’

Plaintiff’s counsel responded to the May 18, 2015 email indicating that Plaintiff was
skeptical about Mr. Mona’s availability, due to the circumstances surrounding the prior judgment
debtor examination. See May 18, 2015 responsive email attached as Ex. B. During the week of
May 18, 2015, Defendant’s counsel reached out to Plaintiff’s counsel via telephone to attempt to
resolve the situation short of 'seeking this Court’s intervention. See Declaration of Terry A.
Coffing, Esq., at §7. Defendant’s counsel informed Plaintiff’s counsel that Mr. Mona was

unavailable for a judgment debtor examination on June 12, 2015 and attempted to atrange for a

-new date. Id.

Plaintiff’s counsel informed that his client would not allow him to agree to a different
date for the judgment debtor examination because he believed Mr. Mona was attempting to delay
the judgment debtor examination and was indeed available on June 12, 2015. Id. at 8. Thus,
Plaintiff unilaterally set the June 12, 2015 date and is now unwilling to accommodate Mr.
Mona’s conflicts and related availability.

Mr. Mona has confirmed that he is not available to participate on June 12, 2015, as he
travels extensively for business purposes. Mr. Mona is, however, able to provide responses to
the 31 document requests by July 8, 2015 and he is available to appear for a second judgment
debtor examination on July 29 or 30. Plaintiff has refused these alternate dates and has not

provided any alternate dates itself.
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III. LEGAL ARGUMENT,

The Court should issue a protective order on two fronts. First, the Court should issue a
protective order as to the June 12, 2015 examination date and order the Parties to work together
to set a mutually acceptable date for the second document production and second judgment
debtor examination. Second, the protective order should limit the scope of the second document
production and examination to those documents and testimony not already provided during the
first production and examination.

Pursuant to NRCP 26(c), the Court has discretion to enter such a protective order. NRCP
26(c) states in relevant part:

(¢) Protective Orders. Upon motion by a party or by the person from whom

discovery is sought, accompanied by a certification that the movant has in good

faith conferred or attempted to confer with the other affected parties in an effort to

resolve the dispute without court action, and for good cause shown, the court in

which the action is pending may make any order which justice requires to protect

a party or person from annoyance, embarrassment, oppression, or undue burden or

expense, including one or more of the following:

(1) that the discovery not be had,;

(2) that the discovery may be had only on specified terms and conditions,
including a designation of the time or place;

(3) that the discovery may be had only by a method of discovery other
than that selected by the party seeking discovery;

(4) that certain matters not be inquired into, or that the scope of the
discovery be limited to certain matters;

(5) that discovery be conducted with no one present except persons
designated by the court;

(6) that a deposition after being sealed be opened only by order of the
court;

(7) that a trade secret or other confidential research, development, or
commercial information not be revealed or be revealed only in a designated way;

(8) that the parties simultaneously file specified documents or information
enclosed in sealed envelopes to be opened as directed by the court.

If the motion for a protective order is denied in whole or in part, the court may, on
such terms and conditions as are just, order that any party or other person provide
or permit discovery. The provisions of Rule 37(a)(4) apply to the award of
expenses incurred in relation to the motion.
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See NRCP 26(c); see also Maheu v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court In & For Clark Cnty., Dep’t No.

6, 88 Nev. 26, 43, 493 P.2d 709, 719 (1972) (indicating that the Court has discretion to enter
protective orders and reciting the related Rule).

Here, a protective order is appropriate because Defendant has satisfied all of NRCP
26(c)’s requirements to obtain a protective order. Defendant has moved for a protective order
and has included the Declaration of Terry A. Coffing, Esq. informing that Defendant has in good
faith conferred with Plaintiff to resolve the dispute without Court intervention. See Declaration
of Terry A. Coffing, Esq. supi;a. In addition, despite knowledge that Marquis Aurbach Coffing
represents Mr. Mona, Plaintiff unilaterally scheduled a second judgment debtor examination.
Within a few days of receiving the Order, Mr. Mona’s counsel contacted Plaintiff’s counsel to
inform that Mr. Mona was not available on the related date. Mr. Mona travels extensively for
business purposes. Further, Defendant provided Plaintiff with alternate dates for the document
production and examination — document production by July 8 and the examination on July 29 or
30. Plaintiff, however, refused to accommodate Mr. Mona’s availability. Moreover, Defendant
already participated in one judgment debtor examination and already produced approximately
33,000 pages of documents, per Plaintiff’s request. Thus, there is good cause for a protective
order and the Court has authority under NRCP 26(c) to issue the requested protective order.

IV. CONCLUSION.

The Court should issue a protective order in this case to protect Defendant under NRCP
26(c). Defendant already participated in one judgment debtor examination and produced
approximately 33,000 pages of documents to satisfy Plaintiff’s document requests. Plaintiff
unilaterally set a second judgment debtor examination for June 12, 2015 and Defendant is not
available to participate on June 12, 2015.  Alternatively, Defendant has provided Plaintiff with
July 29 and 30 as available dates for the judgment debtor examination. However, Plaintiff has
refused to accommodate Defendant’s availability and has not provided alternate dates itself.

Defendant has satisfied NRCP26(c)’s requirements for a protective order and has

established good cause. As a result, the Court should issue a protective order as to:
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e The June 12, 2015 examination date and order the Parties to work together to set a
mutually acceptable - date for the second document production and second

judgment debtor examination.

e The protective order should limit the scope of the second document production
and examination to those documents and testimony not already provided during

the first production and examination.

Dated this 1st day of June, 2015.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

Terry &~€offing, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 4949

Tye S. Hanseen, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 10365
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Defendant
Michael J. Mona, Jr.
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Tye S. Hanseen

From: Tye S. Hanseen [thanseen@maclaw.com]

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 1:36 PM

To: Tom Edwards

Cc: agandara@nevadafirm.com; Terry Coffing

Subject: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]

Attachments: 2015-05-14 Notice of Entry of Order for Examination of Judgment Debtor Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually, and as Trustee of The

Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2001.PDF

Afternoon Tom. We are in receipt of the attached Order. Unfortunately, Mona is not available on either date to be deposed again. Would you be willing to
provide some alternative dates? In addition, are you aware that prior counsel already took a judgment debtor exam in late 2013 and Mona disclosed, | believe,
about 20,000 pages of documents?

We do not have a problem with him showing up and being deposed again, but we are not willing to do the same thing all over again for a second time. Thus, if
you were not aware of the prior examination and documents, we would ask that you review the transcript and documents, let us know what Far West believes is
missing, and we can go from there.

Please let us know.

o

MARQUIS AURBACH
COFFING

Tye S. Hanseen, Esq.
10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89145
t|702.207.6080
f|702.856.8949
thanseen@maclaw.com | vcard

maclaw.com

5% Please ider the envir t before printing this e-mail!

Pursuant to IRS Circular 230, any tax information or written tax advice contained herein (including any attachments) is not intended to be and can neither be used by any person for the purpose of avoiding tax penalties nor used to
promote, recommend or market any tax-related matter addressed herein.

DO NOT read, copy or disseminate this communication uniess you are the intended addressee. This e-mail communication contains confidential and/or privileged information intended only for the addressee. If you have received this

communication in error, please call us (collect) immediately at (702) 382-0711 and ask to speak to the sender of the communication. Also please e-mail the sender and notify the sender immediately that you have received the
communication in error. Thank you. Marquis Aurbach Coffing - Attorneys at Law
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Tye S. Hanseen

From: Tom Edwards [tedwards@nevadafirm.com]
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 6:02 PM

To: Tye S. Hanseen

Cc: Andrea M. Gandara; Terry Coffing

Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]
Tye,

Thank you for your email.

Our process server advised that Rhonda Mona appears to be evading service. Can you please accept service on her behalf?

I am aware of the prior judgment debtor examination. Notably, my client applied for the judgment debtor examination in January of 2013, but Mr. Mona
successfully delayed the judgment debtor examination until November of 2013. With that background, my client is understandably skeptical about Mr. Mona’s
unavailability. Please let me know why your client is unavailable on June 12, 2015 and what other dates are available.

1 agree that your client does not need to re-produce documents he already produced. However, at a very minimum, he needs to provide updated documents of
his prior production in addition to any documents we have presently requested that were not produced previously. To avoid delay, please start gathering those
documents. We are in the process of reviewing Mr. Mona’'s prior production and wili let you know if it appears anything is missing.

Thank you and | look forward to working with you on this matter.

Tom
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Tye S. Hanseen

From: Terry Coffing

Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 2:16 PM

To: Tom Edwards

Cc: Tye S. Hanseen

Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]

Sorry for the delay. Mona has an extensive travel schedule for the Cannavest road show. | can get you updated documents by July 8™ and have Mona in town
for the JD exam on July 29™ or 30. | understand that this is likely not acceptable to your client and we may have to file a motion regarding the same. Rhonda
Mona is not a judgment debtor. We acknowledge that you can take her deposition under NRCP 69 but she will not waive any privilege she has b/t her and her
husband. Call to discuss.

From: Tom Edwards [mailto:tedwards@nevadafirm.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 28, 2015 9:11 AM

To: Terry Coffing

Cc: Andrea M. Gandara; Tye S. Hanseen

Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]

Terry,

Following up on our conversation last week and my email below, it is my understanding that you were going to send me an email with: (1) an explanation why
Mr. Mona is not available on June 12; (2) alternative dates for Mr. Mona’s examination; and (3) an explanation for why you believe Mrs. Mona’s judgment
debtor examination would be futile. My recollection is that you thought you would have this information for me by last Friday. Do you have any information for
me?

Thanks,

Tom

iigrhcmas Edwards HOLESTRIGERWATCH
i | FNEWRAT-FUZEY- THOMPSOR

Tedwards@nevadafirm.com click here for v-card

£:(702) 791-0308 fi{702) 791-1912
400 South Fourth St. 3rd Fioor Las Vegas Nevada 89101
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Electronically Filed
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Ao b
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. t

Nevada Bar No. 9549 CLERK OF THE COURT
E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation, Case No.: A-12-670352-F
Dept. No.: XV

Plaintiff,

v.
Date of Hearing: June 10,2015
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | Time of Hearing:  9:00 a.m.
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME

Plaintiff FAR WEST INDUSTRIES (“Plaintiff” or alternatively, the “Judgment
Creditor”), by and through its attorneys, F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. and ANDREA M.
GANDARA, ESQ. of the law firm of HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, FINE, WRAY, PUZEY &
THOMPSON, hereby submits this Opposition to Motion for Protective Order on Order
Shortening Time (the “Opposition™). /

117
117

10594-01/1517841
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This Opposition is based upon the Points and Authorities attached hereto, and the
pleadings and papers on file herein.
Dated this 9th day of June, 2015.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

/

F. THOMAS EBWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L INTRODUCTION
The Court should deny the Motion for Protective Order on Order Shortening Time (the

“Motion”) filed by Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Defendant” or “Judgment Debtor”) because

Defendant abuses delays of his judgment debtor examination to stall the production of
documents and hide assets in an effort to hinder Plaintiff’s ability to collect on its judgment.
Defendant should not be granted another opportunity to further defraud Plaintiff. For the reasons
set forth below, Plaintiff requests that the Motion be denied.
II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In April 2012, Plaintiff obtained a Judgment of more than $18 million against Defendant,
and others, for fraud, among other claims. See Judgment attached to Application for Foreign
Judgment. Because Defendant refused to satisfy Plaintiff’s Judgment, Plaintiff brought the
foreign judgment action that is currently before this Court. See generally Application for Foreign
Judgment. Plaintiff first obtained an order from this Court to question Defendant in a judgment
debtor examination in January 2013. See Order for Appearance of Judgment Debtors filed
January 30, 2013. For more than ten months, Defendant evaded examination by denying this
Court’s jurisdiction over him, hiring, firing, and then rehiring counsel, and outright failing to

-2
10594-01/15178417841
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appear. See Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt on Order Shortening Time
filed May 21, 2013, Order to Show Cause filed July 10, 2013, and Order filed October 7, 2013.
He also failed to produce documentation as ordered by the Court prior to examination. /d. It was
not until November 25, 2013 that Plaintiff was finally able to question Defendant in a judgment
debtor examination and during that examination Plaintiff was shocked to learn that Defendant
fraudulently transferred millions of dollars of assets in only ten days prior. His fraudulent
transfer is the subject of a pending avoidance action. See generally Complaint, Case No. A-14-
695786-B. Even though Defendant provided documentation prior to the November 25
examination, he conveniently omitted any documents related to his fraudulent transfer.

Since the November 25, 2013 examination more than a year and a half ago Defendant has
earned millions of dollars in salary and stock options, yet continues to avoid his obligation to pay
Plaintiff’s Judgment. To date, Plaintiff has only obtained approximately $15,000 towards the
Judgment, which has grown to more than $23 million with interest.

Recently Plaintiff sought and the Court granted an Order for Examination of Judgment
Debtor Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually, and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated
February 12, 2002 (the “Order”) that scheduled a second judgment debtor examination of
Defendant for June 12, 2015. Plaintiff served Defendant with the Order, although Defendant
tried to deny who he was to evade service.

On May 18, 2015, counsel for Defendant acknowledged receipt of the Order but stated
that Defendant was not available on June 12 for examination and asked for alternative dates
without any explanation for why Defendant was unavailable or alternative dates. See May 18,
2015 email from Tye S. Hanseen to Tom Edwards, attached as Exhibit A to Motion. Plaintiff’s
counsel responded the same day and requested an explanation for why Defendant would be
unavailable for the scheduled examination because Defendant has a history of delaying his
examination for several months. See May 18, 2015 email from Tom Edwards to Tye S. Hanseen
attached as Exhibit B to Motion. Counsel for Plaintiff also requested that Defendant begin
gathering documents for updated productions. /d.

Following the May 18, 2015 emails, counsel for the parties had a telephone conference

-3-
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during which Plaintiff’s counsel again requested an explanation for Defendant’s unavailability
for examination on June 12. See May 28, 2015 email from Tom Edwards to Terry Coffing
attached as Exhibit C to Motion (referring to conversation prior week). Counsel for Plaintiff
followed up with an email on May 28, 2015 asking for explanation for Defendant’s
unavailability. Counsel for Defendant responded:

Mona has an extensive travel schedule for the Cannavest road show. I can get

you updated documents by July 8th and have Mona in town for the JD exam on

July 29th or 30. I understand that this is likely not acceptable to your client and

we may have to file a motion regarding the same.

See May 28, 2015 email from Terry Coffing to Tom Edwards, attached as Exhibit C to Motion.

Plaintiff’s counsel requested a particular schedule for the “road show” that Defendant
was allegedly traveling for but received no details regarding when Defendant was going to be
gone. See First June 1, 2015 Email from Tom Edwards to Terry Coffing attached hereto as
Exhibit 1. Defendant’s counsel responded with an explanation what the term “road show” means
but provided no information about Defendant’s specific travel schedule. See June 1, 2015 email
from Terry Coffing to Tom Edwards attached hereto as Exhibit 2. Counsel for Plaintiff again
tried to obtain concrete dates for Defendant’s travel but received no response. See Second June 1,
2015 Email from Tom Edwards to Terry Coffing attached hereto as Exhibit 3. The instant
Motion followed.

In the Motion, Defendant hides behind an unsubstantiated scheduling conflict as grounds
for an unreasonably delay of his judgment debtor examination from June 12 to July 29 or 30, or
approximately two months. Defendant is also requesting a continuance of the already-expired
June 5, 2015 deadline to produce documents to anticipation for the judgment debtor exam.
Finally Defendant is asking to not have to produce documents he submitted for the first judgment
debtor exam, a request that Plaintiff has already agreed to, and to have unilateral veto authority
of any questions he believes are too closely related to questioning in the prior exam.

Iy
/11
/117
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III. LEGAL ARGUMENT

1. Defendant Has Failed to Demonstrate Good Cause to Continue the Deadline
for Production of Documents or Examination in Light of His Prior Dilatory Tactics and
Fraudulent Conduct

Defendant bears the burden of proving that good cause exists to continue his
examination. See NRCP 26(c)! (requiring demonstration of good cause). Meeting this burden
requires more than mere conclusory statements regarding Defendant’s unavailability. U.S.
E.E.O.C. v. Caesars Entm’t, Inc., 237 F.R.D. 428, 432 (D. Nev. 2006) (referring to FRCP 26(c),
which is similarly to NRCP 26(c)). This is particularly true here considering that Defendant
previously made himself unavailable for examination for several months and used that time to
fraudulently transfer millions of dollars in assets. When Plaintiff justifiably requested specific
details about Defendant’s travel schedule to verify his unavailability Defendant responded with
the unsupported assertion that he cannot be appear on June 12, 2015, despite having a month to
make arrangements. Defendant has not submitted a declaration to explain why he is so busy that

is unavailable for examination until July 29 or 30. The Motion does not even state that Defendant

is actually travelling on June 12, rather it generically referred to Defendant’s business travel

! (¢) Protective Orders. Upon motion by a party or by the person from whom discovery is sought, accompanied by
a certification that the movant has in good faith conferred or attempted to confer with the other affected parties in an
effort to resolve the dispute without court action, and for good cause shown, the court in which the action is pending
may make any order which justice requires to protect a party or person from annoyance, embarrassment, oppression,
or undue burden or expense, including one or more of the following:

(1) that the discovery not be had;

(2) that the discovery may be had only on specified terms and conditions, including a designation of the
time or place;

(3) that the discovery may be had only by a method of discovery other than that selected by the party
seeking discovery;

(4) that certain matters not be inquired into, or that the scope of the discovery be limited to certain matters;
(5) that discovery be conducted with no one present except persons designated by the court;
(6) that a deposition after being sealed be opened only by order of the court;

(7) that a trade secret or other confidential research, development, or commercial information not be
revealed or be revealed only in a designated way;

(8) that the parties simultaneously file specified documents or information enclosed in sealed envelopes to
be opened as directed by the court.

If the motion for a protective order is denied in whole or in part, the court may, on such terms and
conditions as are just, order that any party or other person provide or permit discovery. The provisions of Rule
37(a)(4) apply to the award of expenses incurred in relation to the motion.

-5-
10594-01/15178417841

0110



o e NN A

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

without providing any other information. Defendant clearly has not met his burden to show good
cause for a protective order as to the scheduled document production deadline and examination
in light of the complete void of substantiated facts in support of his request.

Instead, Defendant appears to be relying on the weak argument of inconvenience as
support. However, “[a] mere showing that the discovery may involve some inconvenience . . .
does not suffice to establish good cause under Rule 26(c).” Id. (citation omitted). Rule 26(c)
states that “the court in which the action is pending may make any order which justice requires to
protect a party or person from . . . undue burden. . . .” Here, it would be unjust to allow
Defendant to flout his duty to appear for the July 12 examination when he has not shown that he
will suffer an undue burden. He has had a month’s notice to make time on a single Friday to
answer Plaintiff’s questions pursuant to this Court’s order. Given Defendant’s history in this
enforcement action, Plaintiff reasonably believes allowing him more time would simply give him
an opportunity to hide assets in an effort to hinder Plaintiff’s collection on its Judgment. As such
the alternative dates proposed by Defendant for examination almost two months from now, July
29 or 30, are unacceptable. It is also unreasonable to expect Plaintiff to wait another month for
Defendant to produce updated documents when he has long been informed that his production
was due on July 5, 2015.

Because Defendant has not shown good cause under NRCP 26(c) to continue the
deadline for production of documents or the scheduled judgment debtor examination, the Motion
should be denied.

2. Defendant Should Not Be Allowed to Limit the Scope of Production of
Documents or Examination

Plaintiff acknowledges that Defendant has previously provided documents and been
examined but that occurred more than 18 months ago and Defendant has since earned more at
least $8 million in compensation without voluntarily paying one cent toward Plaintiff’s
Judgment. Plaintiff has already agreed to Defendant’s request to not have to produce previously
submitted documents, rendering the Motion unnecessary to the extent it seeks the same relief.
Regarding the scope of examination, Plaintiff has no intent to rehash the prior judgment debtor

-6-
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examination of Defendant. However, there may be a need to explore a topic that was previously
discussed and an order preemptively giving Defendant a tool to limit examination to the topics
he unilaterally deems related to the prior judgment debtor exam is not supported by NRCP 26(c).
Plaintiff is entitled to a very thorough examination of Defendant as “post-judgment discovery is
‘very broad.”” See VFS Fin. Inc. v. Specialty Fin. Corp., 2013 WL 1413024, *3 (D. Nev. April 4,
2013.). Accordingly, Defendant’s request to limit examination should be denied.
IV.  CONCLUSION
The Court should deny the Motion because Defendant has not met his burden under

NRCP 26(c¢) to obtain a protective order.

Dated this 9th day of June, 2015.

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

—

C
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the 9th day of June, 2015, I served via electronic service in accordance

with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Wiznet/Odyssey E-

File & Serve, a true copy of the foregoing OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE

ORDER ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME in the above matter, addressed as follows:

Aurora M. Maskall, Esq.

David S. Lee, Esq.

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM &
GARAFALO

7575 Vegas Drive, #150

Las Vegas, NV 89128

Tye Hanseen, Esq.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
1001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89145

E-mail: thanseen@maclaw.com

rwesp(@maclaw.com

E-mail: amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com
dlee@lee-lawfirm.com

lee-lawfirm@]live.com

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

Andrea M. Gandara, Esq.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY &

THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
agandara(@nevadafirm.com

nmoseley@nevadafirm.com

tnealon@nevadafirm.com

Evelyn M/ Pastor, an employee of
Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson

10594-01/1517841.doc7841
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From: Tom Edwards [mailto:tedwards@neVadaﬁrm.com|

Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 9:58 AM

To: Terry Coffing

Cc: Tye S. Hanseen; Andrea M. Gandara

Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [TIWOV-iManage.FID909218]

Terry,

I am not familiar with the Cannavest road show. What is it? Is there a particular schedule for the road show? What is
Mr. Mona’s travel schedule?

Thanks,
Tom
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From: Terry Coffing [mailto:tcoffing@maclaw.com]

Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 10:03 AM
To: Tom Edwards
Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]

“road show” is a term of art in the small-cap world. When raising funds for the company via private placement of
restricted shares, the companies executives typically travel extensively to promote the share offering and the company
in general. | understand the position you are in and your client’s feelings, thus we have prepared a quick motion to
continue the JD exam
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From: Tom Edwards
Sent: Monday, June 01, 2015 10:08 AM

To: 'Terry Coffing'
Subject: RE: Far West/Mona [IWOV-iManage.FID909218]

Thanks for the explanation. What is Mr. Mona’s travel schedule?
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A-12-670352-F

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Foreign Judgment COURT MINUTES June 10, 2015
A-12-670352-F Far West Industries, Plaintiff(s)
vs. Rio Vista Nevada, LL.C, Defendant(s)
June 10, 2015 9:00 AM Motion for Protective
Order
HEARD BY: Hardy, Joe COURTROOM: Phoenix Building Courtroom -
11th Floor

COURT CLERK: Jennifer Kimmel
RECORDER: Matt Yarbrough
PARTIES
PRESENT: Edwards, F. Thomas Pltf's Attorney

Gandara, Andrea Pltf's Attorney

Hanseen, Tye S. Deft. Monas’ Attorney

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Court stated its inclinations. Matter argued and submitted. Court stated, this case has a tortured
history relating to the scheduling of the examination of judgment debtor. Additionally the Defense
has caused the Court concern given they have not provided any details about the travel schedule of
the debtor, Mr. Mona, which should have been done.

COURT FINDS, Mr. Mona has been given sufficient notice to be present for the next examination.
Accordingly, COURT ORDERED, Deft's counsel shall provide documents requested and they shall be
either hand delivered to the Pltfs Counsel's office or through e-mail on or before 6/19/15.

COURT FURTHER ORDERED, parties shall reach an agreement as to the date of the examination of
judgment debtor which shall occur on or between 6/23/15 and 6/30/15, as mutually convenient with
the opposing side. Court directed counsel to accommodate the opposing side when setting this
examination.

COURT stated, the Deft. cannot unilaterally decide not to answer some of the Pltf's questions simply
because he has previously answered those questions.

PRINT DATE: 06/11/2015 Page 1 of 2 Minutes Date: June 10, 2015
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A-12-670352-F

COURT admonished Deft. is under the obligation to not transfer any non-exempt asset(s).

Court directed Mr. Edwards, Esq. to prepare the Order and submit to Mr. Hanseen, Esq. for his
review and signature.

PRINT DATE: 06/11/2015 Page 2 of 2 Minutes Date: June 10, 2015
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Electronically Filed

06/17/2015 04:50:40 PM

NEOJ

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. % § Bl
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,

FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone:  702/791-0308

Facsimile: ~ 702/791-1912

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California Case No.: A-12-670352-F
corporation, Dept. No.: XV

Plaintiff,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
V. REGARDING MOTION FOR
PROTECTIE ORDER ON ORDER
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | SHORTENING TIME

liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.,, an Date: June 10,2015
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, Time: 9:00 a.m.

Defendants.

YOU, and each of you, will please take notice that an Order Regarding Motion for
Protective Order on Order Shortening Time, in the above-entitled matter was filed and entered
by the Clerk of the above-entitled Court on the 17" day of June, 2015, a copy of which is
attached hereto.

Dated this 17th day of June, 2015.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

10594-01/1527275
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the 17th day of June, 2015 2015, I served via electronic service in
accordance with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Odyssey
E-File & Serve, a true copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER REGARDING

MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME the above matter,

addressed as follows:

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

Tye Hanseen, Esq.
thanseen@maclaw.com

LEE HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM &
GARAFALO

Aurora M. Maskall, Esq.
amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com

lee-lawfirm@live.com

10594-01/1527073

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, FINE, WRAY,
PUZEY & THOMPSON

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.
tedwards@nevadafirm.com
Andrea Gandara, Esq.

agandara@nevadafirm.com

tnealon@nevadafirm.com
nmoseley@nevadafirm.com
epastor@nevadafirm.com

GARMAN TURNER GORDON

Erika Pike Turner, Esq.
Eturner(@gtg.legal

m\)\&}u\f

An employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch,
Fine, Wray, Puzey & Thompson
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06/17/2015 11:50:18 AM

ORDR )
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. % )S-f&g*ww—

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: ~ 702/791-1912

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California Case No.: A-12-670352-F
corporation, Dept. No.: XV
Plaintiff,
V.
Hearing Date: June 10, 2015

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | Time of Hearing:  9:00 a.m.
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

ORDER REGARDING MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME

The Motion for Protective Order on Order Shortening Time (the “Motion™) filed by

Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Defendant” or alternatively, the “Judgment Debtor™), and the
Opposition to Motion for Protective Order on Order Shortening Time (the “Opposition”) filed

Far West Industries (“Plaintiff” or alternatively, the “Judgment Creditor”), came on for hearing

on Junc 10, 2015, at 9:00 am. F. Thomas Edwards, Esq. and Andrea M. Gandara, Esq. of the
law firm of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey & Thompson, appeared on behalf of
Plaintiff. Tye S. Hanseen, Esq., of the law firm of Marquis Aurbach Coffing, appeared on behalf

of Defendant.

10594-01/1520993

JUN 1212015
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With no other appearances having been made, and the Court having heard the argument
of counsel and having reviewed and examined the papers, pleadings and records on file in the
above-entitled matter, the Court finds as follows:

Defendant has had sufficient one-month notice of his judgment debtor examination
scheduled on June 12, 2015 by the Order for Examination of Judgment Debtor Michael J. Mona,
Jr., Individually, and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 (the
“Order”). He has also had sufficient notice of the June 4, 2015 deadline to produce documents to
Plaintiff in advance of the judgment debtor examination as set in the Order. Although Defendant
argued that his travel schedule made him unable to appear for examination or timely produce
documents, neither Plaintiff’s counsel nor the Court were provided details regarding Defendant’s
travel schedule until it was announced by Defendant’s counsel in open court during the June 10,
2015, hearing. The Court does not have comfort that Defendant is taking this proceeding
seriously based on the history of this case.

Based on the foregoing, and good cause appearing:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the deadline for Defendant to produce documents in
response to each of the 31 items identified in Exhibit “1” attached to the Order is continued from
June 4, 2015 to June 19, 2015, at 5:00 p.m.;

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant must produce documents in
response to each of the 31 items identified in Exhibit “1” attached to the Order, to counsel for
Plaintiff, by email or hand delivery, on or before June 19, 2015, at 5:00 p.m.;

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant’s judgment debtor
examination is continued from June 12, 2015 to a date agreed upon by the parties between and
including June 23, 2015 through June 30, 2015;

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant must appear for a judgment
debtor examination at the law offices of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey & Thompson,
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, on a date agreed upon by the
parties between and including June 23, 2015 and June 30, 2015;

1

10594-01/1520993
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IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant cannot unilaterally refuse or be

instructed to refuse to answer a question at the judgment debtor examination, but the Court

invites the parties to call chambers directly during the judgment debtor examination to address

any issues that arise; and

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Defendant has been and continues to be

forbidden from effectuating any transfer(s) or otherwise disposing of any assets not exempt from

execution.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

r_——‘
Dated this ‘ \é day of A‘A‘Y{L/

, 2013,

Submitted by:

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

/s/_F. Thomas Edwards

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 S. Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Indusiries

Approved as to Form and Content by:
MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

/s/ Terry A. Coffing

TERRY A. COFFING, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 4949

TYE S. HANSEEN, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 10365

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr.

10594-01/1520993
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Electronically Filed
06/29/2015 11:46:24 AM

EPAO
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. Cﬁ« b s

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com CLERK OF THE COURT
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada §9101

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Case No.: A-12-670352-F
Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV

V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
ACCOUNTS OF RHONDA MONA SHOULD NOT BE SUBJECT TO EXECUTION
AND WHY THE COURT SHOULD NOT FIND THE MONAS IN CONTEMPT

Plaintiff FAR WEST INDUSTRIES (“Plaintiff” or alternatively, the “Judgment
Creditor™), by and through its attorneys, F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. and ANDREA M.
GANDARA, ESQ. of the law firm of HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, FINE, WRAY, PUZEY &
THOMPSON, hereby respectfully requests that this Court issue an order to show cause: (1) why
the bank accounts in the name of Rhonda Mona, wife of Judgment Debtor Michael Mona, Jr.,
should not be subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment; and (2) why the Court should
not sanction the Monas and find Mr. Mona in contempt of Court for failure to comply with Court

orders demanding production of documents and for lying during the previous judgment debtor

10594-01/1533409.doc
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examination.
During the judgment debtor examination of Mrs. Mona on July 26, 2015, Plaintiff learned

some startling information about the Monas’ extensive efforts to conceal assets. First, Plaintiff

learned that the Monas have been actively concealing community property money, which is
clearly subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s Judgment, by simply depositing the money into
a bank account in the name of Mrs. Mona. The Monas have never disclosed the bank records
related to this account, despite Court orders requiring them to do so.

Second, when the Mona family found itself with approximately $6.8MM in cash after
liquidating securities in 2013, the Monas undertook a series of transactions to hide and dispose of
the cash with the intent to hinder, delay and defraud their creditors, including, but not limited to,
Plaintiff. Specifically, the Mona’s executed a “Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement”
purporting to equally split the $6.8MM between Mr. and Mrs. Mona as their separate property,
with the hope of at least protecting half of the money from Mr. Mona’s creditors. Mrs. Mona
then made a few investments and the remainder of the cash is sitting in a different bank account
in Mrs. Mona’s name only. Mr. Mona failed to disclose these documents in advance of his prior
judgment debtor examination and, in fact, lied about the transaction when asked at his prior
judgment debtor examination. Likewise, the Monas have failed to disclose the associated bank
records, despite Court orders requiring them to do so.

For these reasons, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court issue an order to show
cause: (1) why the bank accounts in the name of Mrs. Mona should not be subject to execution to
satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment; and (2) why the Court should not sanction the Monas and find Mr.
Mona in contempt of Court for failure to comply with Court orders demanding production of
documents and for lying during the previous judgment debtor examination. This Motion is based
"

"
"
"
"

10594-01/1533409.doc
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upon the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and the pleadings and papers on file
herein.
Dated this 29™ day of June, 2015.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

|
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I
BACKGROUND

As previously noted by the Court, this case has a tortured history and it does not appear
that Mr. Mona is taking this proceeding seriously. See Order Regarding Motion for Protective
Order on Shortening Time, entered 6/17/15. The information we learned at the judgment debtor
examination of Mr. Mona’s wife on June 26, 2015, only confirms this Court’s concerns that Mr.
Mona and his family are not taking this proceeding seriously. Although we certainly had
suspicions, we now know that the Monas have been concealing assets, failed to disclose
documents required by Court order and failed to testify completely and accurately at the prior
judgment debtor examination. Plaintiff simply requests that this Court put an end to the Monas’
games and fraudulent attempts to avoid Plaintiff’s judgment.

A. Initial Judgment Debtor Examination Proceedings

On January 30, 2013, the Court entered its original order for the judgment debtor
examination of Mr. Mona. The order set forth a list of documents that Mr. Mona was required to

produce, including:

10594-01/1533409.doc
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8. Documents reflecting all assets (real, personal or mixed),
whether owned by you individually, in any partnership or
corporation form or in joint tenancy or in tenancy in common for
the past five (5) years.

11. A copy of all statements, and a copy of each check
register for each account, for each and every financial
institution (including but not limited to all banks, savings and
loans, credit unions, and brokerage houses) where you have an
account, where you have signature authority on an account, or_in
which you have held or now hold an interest from January 2005
through to the present.

12. A copy of all bank statements, deposit slips, and canceled
checks for all bank, money market accounts which you own or in
which you owned any interest whatsoever, or on which you were
authorized to draw checks, whether said documents were in your
name alone, in the name of another person/entity, or in the
name of another and yourself as joint tenants, for the period of
three (3) years prior to the date hereof.

13.  All savings account passbooks, bank statements and
certificates of deposit for any and all accounts, in which you
owned any interest whatsoever, or from which you were
authorized to make withdrawals, whether said accounts were in
your name alone, in the name of any other person, or in your name
and another as joint tenants, for the period of five (5) years prior to
the date hereof.

39. Copies of any and all contracts to which you are a party
entered into within the last five (5) years.

See Ex. A to Order entered 1/30/13 (emphasis added).

After months of delays by Mr. Mona, including failing to appear for duly scheduled
judgment debtor examinations, the Court entered another order on October 7, 2013 setting forth
deadlines for the completion of the document production by Mr. Mona and for the scheduling of
the judgment debtor examination for no later than November of 2013. Specifically, the Court
ordered that Mr. Mona complete his production of the documents by September 25, 2013:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUGED AND DECREED
that said Defendants shall complete their production, constituting
approximately two additional boxes of documents and represented
by said Defendant’s counsel, to counsel for Plaintiff, no later than
5:00 p.m. (PDT) on Wednesday, September 25, 2013.
See Order entered 10/7/13, 2:9-13. Mr. Mona purportedly complied with Court’s orders by

producing approximately 30,000 pages of documents, which can only be characterized as a

“document dump.”

10594-01/1533409.doc
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Unbeknownst to Plaintiff, despite the substantial production, Mr. Mona failed to produce
his Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement, attached hereto as Exhibit 1. In the Post-
Marital Property Settlement Agreement, Mr. and Mrs. Mona explain that they have sold their
community property shares of Medical Marijuana, Inc., for $6,813,202.20. Id. The Agreement
then purports to divide the proceeds equally between themselves as their separate property, with
each receiving $3,406,601.20. Id.

Notably, the Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement was executed by the Monas on
September 13, 2013. This date is significant for two primary reasons. First, the Agreement was
in existence prior to the Court ordered deadline for Mr. Mona to supplement his document
production on September 25, 2013. As the Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement was a
contract to which Mr. Mona was a party, Mr. Mona had an obligation to produce the Agreement
pursuant to the Court order scheduling the examination and the subsequent order re-setting the
deadline to supplement the production. See Court orders dated 1/30/13 and 10/7/13. Mr.
Mona’s failure to produce the Agreement was a blatant violation of the Court’s orders and shows
that he was attempting to conceal the purported transfer to his wife.

Second, the proximity in time between the September 13, 2013, Post-Marital Property
Settlement Agreement and the upcoming judgment debtor examination on November 25, 2013,
shows that the intent of the Agreement was to hinder, delay and defraud Plaintiff in its efforts to
execute upon the Judgment. Moreover, as further evidence that the Post-Marital Property
Settlement Agreement was intended hinder, delay and defraud Plaintiff in its efforts to execute
upon the Judgment, when asked at his judgment debtor examination what he did with the more
than $6MM in stock sale proceeds, Mr. Mona lied and failed to disclose the transfer of $3.4MM
to his wife. Specifically, at the judgment debtor examination on November 25, 2013, Mr. Mona
testified as follows:

Q. When you got out of Alpine Securities, how much was the
stock worth?

A. About $0.12 a share.

Q. And translate that into an aggregate.

-5-
10594-01/1533409.doc
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A. About $6 million.

Q. Did you cash out?

A. Yes.

Q. What did you do with that $6 million?
A. Paid bills.

Q. What bills?

A. Paid off some debts that I had.

Q. What bills?

A. Just personal bills. Gave 2.6 — loaned $2.6 million to Roen
Ventures.

See Transcript of 11/25/13 Judgment Debtor Examination of Mr. Mona, 9:8-21, attached hereto
as Exhibit 2. While Mr. Mona confessed to a “loan” to Roen Ventures of $2.6MM, which is
now the subject of a fraudulent transfer action pending before Judge Gonzalez, Mr. Mona failed
to disclose the purported transfer of $3.4MM to his wife just a few weeks before the judgment
debtor examination. Mr. Mona first failed to produce the Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement in violation of the Court’s orders and then lied about the transaction at his judgment
debtor examination. Not only is Mr. Mona failing to take this proceeding seriously, he is
flouting the authority of the Court.

B. Current Judgment Debtor Examination Proceedings

On May 13, 2015, the Court entered orders scheduling the judgment examinations of Mr.
and Mrs. Mona. The order set forth a list of documents that Mr. and Mrs. Mona were required to
produce, including:

1. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present
date, financial documents of Judgment Debtor, including, but
not_limited to, but not limited to, statements for checking,
savings or_other financial accounts, securities brokerage
accounts, certificates of deposit, shares in banks, savings and loan,
thrift, building loan, credit unions, or brokerage houses or
cooperative, and records of income, profits from companies, cash
on hand, safe deposit boxes, deposits of money with any other
institution or person, cash value of insurance policies, federal and
state income tax refunds due or expected, any debt payable to or
held by or for Judgment Debtor, checks, drafts, notes, bonds,
interest bearing instruments, accounts receivable, liquidated and

-6-
10594-01/1533409.doc
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unliquidated claims of any nature, or any and all other assets.

23. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present
date, Documents relating to monies, gifts, bequests, dispositions,
or transfers paid or given to Judgment Debtor.

26.  For the period beginning April 2012 through the present
date, Documents relating to all tangible or intangible property or
other assets sold, assigned, transferred, or conveyed by
Judgment Debtor to any person or entity.

29.  Documents evidencing any and all other intangible
personal, tangible, and/or real property of Judgment Debtor not
already identified in the items set forth above.

See Orders entered 5/13/15.

Just as with the initial judgment debtor examination proceedings, Mr. Mona attempted to
delay the production of documents and the examination by seeking a protective order. Finding
that Mr. Mona was not taking these proceedings seriously and that he had sufficient notice of the
production and examination, the Court reiterated Mr. Mona’s obligation to produce documents
and appear for the judgment debtor examination. See Order entered 6/17/15. The Monas
purported to comply with their production obligations by producing approximately 1,000
documents.

Among the documents recently produced was the Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement that the Monas should have produced almost 2 years ago. However, as Plaintiff only
learned at the judgment debtor examination of Mrs. Mona, the Monas are still withholding bank
records on the basis that a number of bank accounts are in the name of Mrs. Mona only, despite
the fact that the accounts hold community property.

Mrs. Mona begrudgingly testified at her judgment debtor examination that she has three
(3) different bank accounts in her name. The first account is a checking account at Bank of
George, which contains earnings from design projects performed by Mrs. Mona during the
marriage, such that the funds are community property. The second account is a money market
account at the Bank of George, which contains the remainder on the $6.8MM purportedly split

between Mr. and Mrs. Mona. As shown below, the attempt to split the $6.8MM was a fraudulent

transfer, such that the remaining funds are also community property. The third account is a

-7-
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checking account from Bank of Nevada, which is purportedly funded through the money market
account at Bank of George, and thus also contains community property. The Monas failed to
produce any records related to these three (3) accounts. Despite the Monas’ substantial efforts to
conceal these funds, they are community property subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s
judgment.
IL
ANALYSIS

Mr. and Mrs. Mona have been married for 32 years. See Rough Transcript of 6/26/15
Judgment Debtor Examination of Mrs. Mona, 31:7-9, attached hereto as Exhibit 3. All assets
earned and liabilities incurred during that time are presumptively community property. As
shown in the underlying Judgment and Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, attached hereto
as Exhibit 4, Mr. Mona incurred his liability to Plaintiff during the marriage, such that the debt
is a community debt. The Monas cannot avoid this community debt by making fraudulent
transfers.

Nevada is a community property state. Mullikin v. Jones, 278 P.2d 876, 880 (Nev.
1955). Property acquired during a marriage presumptively is community property. See id.; NRS
123.220; Fick v. Fick, 851 P.2d 445, 448 (Nev. 1993). Spouses have “present, existing and equal
interests” in community property during the marriage. NRS 123.225(1).

A debt incurred during marriage presumptively is a community debt. Norwest Fin. v.
Lawver, 849 P.2d 324, 326 (Nev. 1993). A creditor owed a community debt thus can collect

from the entirety of the community. United States v. ITT Consumer Fin. Corp., 8§16 F.2d 487,

491 n. 12 (9th Cir.1987) (interpreting NRS 123.050). A tort committed during the marriage by
one spouse is considered a community debt, and the entirety of the community property is
subject to a judgment against the tortfeasor spouse, even if the other spouse was not a named

party to the suit. Randono v. Turk, 466 P.2d 218, 223-24 (Nev. 1970); see also F.T.C. v.

Neiswonger, 580 F.3d 769, 776 (8th Cir.2009) (analyzing Nevada law). Married couples cannot

avoid community debts by making fraudulent transfers. Henry v. Rizzolo, 2012 WL 1376967,

*3 (D. Nev. April 19, 2012).

10594-01/1533409.doc
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A. The Checking Account at Bank of George is Community Property Upon

Which Plaintiff Can Execute

During her judgment debtor examination, Mrs. Mona reluctantly testified that she has a
checking account at Bank of George in which she holds approximately $190,000.00 that she
earned from design work performed during the marriage. As Mrs. Mona earned the income

during the marriage, it is community property subject to execution by Plaintiff.

Q Do you have any other accounts that are solely in your
name?
A Yes.

Where are those accounts?

Q

A Bank of George.
Q Okay. Multiple accounts at Bank of George?
A

The other one is a checking account that I actually write my
bills out of.

See Ex. 3, 26:6-14.

Q I see. Okay. Then what is the amount in the Bank of
George checking account?

A That's just my mine. It's been mine for forever. Nothing to
do with my husband install, never has anything to do with him.

Q Okay. And so what balance is in that account?
A Do I have to answer?

MR. COFFING: Well, this is an account that predated the
judgment, and so ...

THE WITNESS: No, it's got nothing to do with him.

MR. COFFING: It has nothing to do with -- with anything
related to the judgment, it predates it, so this is kind of --

THE WITNESS: It's money that 1 had -- 1 got paid for
working, so it's money -- it's my own money.

BY MR. EDWARDS: Okay. And I appreciate that, but 1
need to know the answer.

MR. COFFING: To the best of your knowledge, what's the --
THE WITNESS: About 190,000.

-9.-
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BY MR. EDWARDS: In the Bank of George checking
account?

A Uh-huh.

Q Okay. So that's money you owned — you earned from
working?

A Uh-huh.
Q What do you do for work?
A Designer.
Q

And when did you do this designer work to earn that
190,000 -- I guess it was probably multiple jobs?

A No, I actually got one lump sum for 200,000.

Q Okay. When did you get that lump sum?

A Approximately eight years ago, maybe. Seven, six, I don't
know.

Q So you got about approximately $200,000 lump sum,

and you've only spent about 10,000 of it so far?

A No, it goes up and down, you know. Yeah. Yeah, for the
most part, that's what my balance has been, yeah.

Q I see. And it goes up when you do [other| work and you
put money in there?

A When I put money in there, but just by a few thousand
dollars, that's it.

See Ex. 3,27:19-29:19.

Mrs. Mona confirmed that the money held in the Bank of George checking account was
earned during the marriage. As such, it is presumptively community property. As the debt owed
to Plaintiff was incurred during the marriage, it is a community debt and entirety of the
community property is subject to Plaintiff’s judgment. Accordingly, Plaintiff respectfully
requests that this Court enter an order to show cause why this account should not be subject to
execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment.

/1
"
"
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B. The Money Market Account at Bank of George is Community Property

Upon Which Plaintiff Can Execute

The Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement was unquestionably a fraudulent
transfer intended to hinder, delay and defraud Plaintiff in its efforts to execute upon the
Judgment. Married couples cannot avoid community debts by making fraudulent transfers.

Henry v. Rizzolo, 2012 WL 1376967, *3 (D. Nev. April 19, 2012). Therefore, Plaintiff is

entitled to execute on the money purportedly transferred to Mrs. Mona in the Post-Marital
Property Settlement Agreement, the remainder of which is purportedly sitting in a money market
account at Bank of George in Mrs. Mona’s name.

A fraudulent transfer is one intended to “hinder, delay or defraud any creditor of the
debtor.” NRS 112.180(1)(a). In determining intent, the Court considers certain badges of fraud,
including whether:

1) The transfer or obligation was to an insider;

2) The debtor retained possession or control of the property transferred after the transfer;

3) The transfer or obligation was disclosed or concealed;

4) Before the transfer was made or obligation was incurred, the debtor had been sued or

threatened with suit;

5) The transfer was of substantially all the debtor’s assets;

6) The debtor removed or concealed assets;

7) The debtor was insolvent or became insolvent shortly after the transfer was made or

the obligation was incurred; and

8) The transfer occurred shortly before or shortly after a substantial debt was incurred.
See NRS 112.180(2).

As shown below, each of these factors supports a finding that the Monas’ attempt to
divide the $6.8MM proceeds was a fraudulent transfer. As such, the proceeds remain
community property, subject to execution by Plaintiff.

"
"

-11 -
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1) The transfer was to an insider.

An “insider” is a relative of the debtor. NRS 112.150)7(a)(1). Mrs. Mona, as Mr.
Mona’s wife, is clearly an insider. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage
in a fraudulent transfer.

2) The debtor retained possession or control of the property transferred after the

transfer.

Although Mrs. Mona was purportedly entitled to receive $3.4MM pursuant to the Post-
Marital Property Settlement Agreement, she testified that she believes she only received
approximately $2MM. See Ex. 3, 21:18-23. Accordingly, Mr. Mona retained possession and
control of at least $1.4MM of the $3.4MM that should have otherwise been transferred to Mrs.
Mona. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a fraudulent transfer.

3) The transfer was concealed.

As explained above, Mr. Mona failed to disclose the Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement as required by the orders associated with the initial judgment debtor proceedings in
2013. When asked what he did with the $6.8MM proceeds at his judgment debtor examination
in 2013, Mr. Mona concealed that he purportedly transferred half of the money to his wife just a
few weeks before the judgment debtor examination. Even now, the Monas continue to conceal
the bank records to reflect where the proceeds are deposited. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of
finding intent to engage in a fraudulent transfer.

4) Before the transfer was made, the debtor had been sued.

Before the Monas finalized the transfer pursuant to the Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement on September 13, 2013, Plaintiff had sued and recovered judgment against Mr. Mona
and his trust. See Ex. 4. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a
fraudulent transfer.

5) The transfer was of substantially all of the debtor’s assets.

The purported transfer of the $6.8MM from the community estate to Mr. and Mrs. Mona,
separately, constituted substantially all of the community estate’s assets. Thus, this factor

weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a fraudulent transfer.

-12 -
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6) The debtor removed or concealed assets.

Mr. Moné’s purported transfer of the $3.4MM to his wife was clearly an attempt to
conceal assets, as confirmed by his concealment of the Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement in 2013 and his concealment of the transaction at his 2013 judgment debtor
examination. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a fraudulent
transfer.

7) The debtor was insolvent or became insolvent shortly after the transfer was

made.

Ever since Plaintiff obtained judgment against Mr. Mona in April of 2012, Mr. Mona has
been insolvent, either by his lack of assets necessary to satisfy the judgment or his failure to pay
the debt to Plaintiff as it became due. NRS 112.160. When the purported transfer occurred on
September 13, 2013 pursuant to the Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement, Mr. Mona was
insolvent. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a fraudulent transfer.

8) The transfer occurred shortly before or shortly after a substantial debt was

incurred.

The proximity in time between the September 13, 2013, Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement and the upcoming judgment debtor examination on November 25, 2013, shows that
the intent of the Agreement was to hinder, delay and defraud Plaintiff in its efforts to execute
upon the Judgment. Thus, this factor weighs in favor of finding intent to engage in a fraudulent
transfer.

As each of these badges of fraud indicates that the purported transfer pursuant to the
Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement was to hinder, delay and defraud Plaintiff in its
efforts to execute upon the Judgment, the purported transfer was fraudulent. Married couples

cannot avoid community debts by making fraudulent transfers. Henry v. Rizzolo, 2012 WL

1376967, *3 (D. Nev. April 19, 2012). The money purportedly transferred to Mrs. Mona, the
remainder of which is currently deposited in a money market account with Bank of George, does
not alter the presumptive nature of the money as community property. Accordingly, Plaintiff
respectfully requests that this Court enter an order to show cause why this account should not be

-13 -
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subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment.

C. The Checking Account at Bank of Nevada is Community Property Upon

Which Plaintiff Can Execute
Mrs. Mona testified that her third, and previously undisclosed account, at Bank of
Nevada is funded from the Bank of George money market account.
Q And when you need to pay your monthly bills, do I
understand you take the money from the Bank of George
money market account and put it into the Bank of Nevada
account?

A Correct.

Q Okay. Are there other sources of money for the Bank of
George money market account?

A No.
See Ex. 3, 32:7-14. Therefore, for the same reasons that Plaintiff can execute upon the Bank of
George money market account, Plaintiff can execute upon the Bank of Nevada account.
Accordingly, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court enter an order to show cause why this
account should not be subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment.

D. The Monas Must be Sanctioned and Held in Contempt for Their Failures to

Produce Records and for Lying Under Oath

As set forth above, the Monas are not taking this proceeding seriously. Mr. Mona failed
to produce the Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement in violation of both the January 30,
2013 order initially setting the judgment debtor examination and the subsequent order dated
October 7, 2013, which required that Mr. Mona supplement his production no later than
September 25, 2013. Then, at the November 25, 2013, when asked what he did with the
$6.8MM, Mr. Mona lied under oath and said that he just paid bills — concealing the purported
transfer of $3.4MM to his wife just a few weeks earlier. Even now, after the Court has already
articulated that it is concerned that Mr. Mona is not taking this proceeding seriously, the Monas
continue to conceal bank account records under the ruse that the accounts are in the name of Mrs.
Mona only. Repeated violations of Court orders and lying under oath are very serious offenses,
warranting serious consequences.

-14 -
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The Court has wide latitude in determining the appropriate sanctions for violation of
court orders. NRCP 37 provides that:
[T]f a party fails to obey an order to provide or permit discovery . . .
the court in which the action is pending may make such orders in
regard to the failure as are just, and among others the following:
(A)  An order that the matters regarding which the order was
made or any other designated facts shall be taken to be established
for the purposes of the action in accordance with the claim of the
party obtaining the order;
(B)  An order refusing to allow the disobedient party to support
or oppose designated claims or defenses, or prohibiting that party
from introducing designated matters in evidence;
(C)  An order striking out pleadings or parts thereof, or staying
further proceedings until the order is obeyed, or dismissing the
action or proceeding or any part thereof, or rendering a judgment
by default against the disobedient party;
(D) Inlieu of any of the foregoing orders or in addition thereto,
an order treating as a contempt of court the failure to obey any
orders except an order to submit to a physical or mental
examination;
NRCP 37(b)(2). In addition to these sanction, “the court shall require the party failing to obey
the order or the attorney advising that party or both to pay the reasonable expenses, including
attorney fees, caused by the failure, unless the court finds that the failure was substantially
justified or that other circumstances make an award of expenses unjust.” Id. (emphasis added).
Nevada statute also outlines what sanctions may be available for finding a party in
contempt, including:
(1) A fine of $500;
) Imprisonment for up to 25 days or until the person performs the act required by
the Court, whichever is longer; and
3) Reasonable expense, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees incurred by the
party as a result of the contempt.
See NRS 22.100 and 22.110.

Considering the Court’s broad authority and the serious and repeated nature of Monas’

wrongful conduct, Plaintiff proposes the following sanctions:

-15-
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1. An order that the purported transfer pursuant to the Post-Marital Property
Settlement Agreement is a fraudulent transfer, and the facts proving the fraudulent transfer,
including the badges of fraud outlined above, are deemed established;

2. An order that the facts entitling Plaintiff to execute upon the bank accounts in the
name of Mrs. Mona are deemed established;

3. An order that the Monas are prohibited from claiming that any money purportedly
transferred pursuant to the Post-Marital Property Settlement Agreement and any money in the
bank accounts in the name of Mrs. Mona are exempt from execution;

4. A finding that Mr. Mona is in contempt of Court;

5. A fine of $500;

6. An order that the Monas immediately produce any previously undisclosed bank
records for the past 5 years, regardless of whose name is on the account.

7. An award of Plaintiff’s reasonable expenses, including, without limitation,
attorney’s fees and costs incurred as a result of the failure to comply with the Court’s orders and
the contempt (within 5 days after entry of the order allowing Plaintiff’s reasonable expenses,
Plaintiff will submit a bill of fees and costs); and

8. An order that Mr. Mona is imprisoned until he: (a) pays the $500 fine; (b)
provides any previously undisclosed bank records for the past 5 years, regardless of whose name
is on the account; and (3) pays Plaintiff’s reasonable expenses as allowed by the Court.

The Monas’ repeated violations of Court orders and lying under oath are very serious
offenses that justify these serious sanctions.

CONCLUSION

For these reasons, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court issue an order to show
cause: (1) why the bank accounts in the name of Rhonda Mona, wife of Judgment Debtor
Michael Mona, Jr., should not be subject to execution to satisfy Plaintiff’s judgment; and (2) why
the Court should not sanction the Monas and find Mr. Mona in contempt of Court for failure to
comply with Court orders demanding production of documents and for lying during the previous
judgment debtor examination. Further, to prevent any additional fraudulent transfers, Plaintiff

-16 -
10594-01/1533409.doc

0142



O R 9 A

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

requests that the Court order that Mr. and Mrs. Mona be prohibited from effectuating any

transfers or otherwise disposing of or encumbering any property not exempt from execution until

further order of this Court.
Dated this 29" day of June, 2015.

10594-01/1533409.doc
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Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
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EXHIBIT 1



POST-MARITAL PROPERTY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

THIS POST-MARITAL PROPERTY SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT (“Agreement™) is

mado and antered into on the 1 day of ogapvE=2013, by and betwroen RHONDA HELENE
MONA (“RHONDA ), aresident of the County of Clark, State of Nevads, and MICHAEL JOSEPH
MONA (“MIKE™), a resident ofthe County: of Clark, State of Nevada. MIKE and RHONDA
sometimes will be collectively referred to in this Agreement as the “parties™, and individually may
be referred to as a “party.”

WITNESSETH:

‘WHEREAS, the parties tothis Agreement were married on October 17,1982, in Las-Vegas,
Nevada, and ever since such date have been and now are married to each other;

WHEREAS, during the entirety of their 30 yeats of marriage, the parties have been, and
currently-are, residents of the'State of Nevads; s _

WHEREAS, Nevada beinga community property sw;:e, all the property acquired during the
parties marriage hag been acquired a3 community property;

WHEREAS, by way of this Agreement, and pursuant to Nevada law, the parties intend to
equally divide between themselves that certain specific community property referenced belgw in this
Agreement, and thereby making such. property the sole and sepatate-property of each party;

* WHEREAS, on or about December 3, 2012, the parties a:qu.ired, as their community
property, 30,000,000 shares of the corporate stock of Medical Marijuana, Inc, an Oregon corporation
(MMI);

WHEREAS, on orabout January 15, 2013, the parties acquired, astheir community property,
and additional 7,337,500 shares of the MMI corporate stock;

WHEREAS, between the months of March through August 2013, the parties sold all of their
37,337,500 shares of the MMI corporate stock for $6,813,202.20;

L
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WHEREAS, it is the parties’ intent to acknowledge, confirm, and document their equal
division between themselves of the said $6,813,202:20 they:feceived from the sale of their MMI
corporate stock, with RHONDA receiving $3,406,60 l—.l;(l‘.of such monies as her sole and separate
property, and MIKE receiying the remaining $3,406,601.10 as his sole and separate property;

‘ WHEREAS, the parties enter into this Agreement pursuant to the provisions of NRS
123.080, and the parties expressly acknowledge and understand that NRS 123.080 provides as
follows:

1. Ahusband and wife-cannot by any contract with each other alter their

legal relations except as to property, and except that they may agree to an immediate

separation and may make provision for the support of either of them and of their

children during such separation.

2. Themutualconsentofthe parties isa sufficient consideration forsuch
an agreement as is mentioned in subsection I.

n

3.  In the event that a suit for divorce is pending or immediately

contemplated by one of the spouses against the other, the validity of such agreement

shall not be affected by a provision therein that the agreement is made for the purpose

of removing the subject matter thereof from the field of litigation, and that in the

event of adivorce betng granted to either party, the agreement shall become effective

and not otherwise.

4, If & contract execuied by a husband and wife, or a.copy thereof, be

intfoduced in evidence as an -exhibit in any divorce action, and the court shall by

deoree or judgment ratify or adopt or approve the contract by reference thereto, the

decree.or judgment shall have the same force and effect and legal consequences as

though the contract were copied inte the decree, or attached thereto,

WHEREAS, the parties expressly acknowledge, understand, and agree that they specifically
are entering into this Agreement pursuant to the provisions of NRS 123.080(1), which allow a
husband and wifz to enter inte & contract, such as this Agreement, for the purpose of altering their
legal relations with respect to their property, and with respect to each party”s property rights; and the
parties acknowledge and understand that their mutual consent to the. terms of this Ag:eemeflt. as
evidenced. by each party’s signature endorsed at page 11 of this Agresment, is sufficient

corisideration for this Agrecracnt o be a valid, legal, and enforceable agreement, legally binding

upon each party; \
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WHEREAS, it is themufual wishranddesire of the parties that a filll and final adjustment and
settlement of their property vights, and only their property rights, be had, settled, and determined at
the present time by this Agreement with respect tothe aforementioned $6,813,202.20 they received
from the sale of their MMI corporate stock;

WHEREAS, the parties further acknowledge and agree that this.Agreement is not iritended
to alter their legal relations-and obligations owed to-each other as a-married-couple, other than as
expressly set forth above with respect to their equal division of the $6,813,202.20 they received from
the sale of their MIMI corporate stock, and this. A greement specifically and expressly is not intended
to affect either party’slegal obligation to support the other party as his or her spouse;

WHEREAS, MIKE and RHONDA wish to maks clear their respective desires that.each of
them' shall retain to himself or herself, as his or her respective sole and separate property, the
$3,406,601.10 he or she has received from their equal division of the $6,813,202.20 they received
from the sale of their MMI corporate stock; '

WTEEAS, the $3,406,601.10 received by RHONDA from the parties’® sale of their MML
corpotate stock is and shall forever be and remain RHONDA's soleand separate property, free from
any.and all claims of MIKE, and RHONDA shall continve to have the sole ownership, care, and
contro] of her said $3,406,601.10;

WHEREAS, the :$3,406,601.10 received by MIKE from the parties’ sale of their MMI

corporate stock is and shall forever be and remain MIKE’s sole and separate property, free from any’

and all claims of RHONDA, and MIKE shatl-continue to have the sole.ownership, care, and control
of his said $3,406,601.10;

WEAR
REHM \
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WHEREAS, by execution of this:Agreement,-cach party expresses his or her intention not
to claim any interest whatsoever in the said $3,406,601.10 of separate property owned by the other
party, or in any of the income, rents, issues, profits, or-appreciation derived therefrom;

WHEREAS, the parties do not intend to immediately separats, and, in fact, the parties
acknowledge that they remain happily married to each otherand have no intent
to separate or divorce at any time inthe immediate or foreseeable future; notwithstanding, however,
the parties do intend for this Agreementto be 2 valid,,enforceable, and binding agreement to be
ratified, adopted, and approved by any and all courts of competent jurisdiction should the parties ever
separate or divorce;

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration ofthe foregoing facts end the mutual agreements and
covenants contained in this Agreement, it is covenanted, agreed and promised by each party hereto
as follows:

L

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECITALS;
~ ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION

A, MIKE and RHONDA acknowledge, warrant, represent, and agree that the recitals set

forth above on pages one throughi four of this Agreefment, are true and correct, and the same are
incorporated in this Section I as though the same.are repeated in this Section in full.

B. As noted in the recitals. set forth above in this Agreement, the parties acknowledge
and agree that their mutual consent to the terms of this Agreement is sufficient consideration, and
the only consideration necessary, for this Agreement to bea valid, legal, and enforceable agreement,
legally binding upon each party.
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I
DIVISION OF PROPERTY

A.  RHONDA shall have confirmed to her, as her sole and separate property, free ofany
and ail claﬁns of MIKE, all right, title and interest, and the sole ownership in and to, the
$3,406,601.10 she received from the parties’ sale of the parties MM corporate stock, as well as all
additional property owned oracquired by RHONDA at any time with her said separate property, and
all property described in this Agreement as being RHONDA s sole and separate property, including
any of the income, rents, issues, profits; or appreciation derived therefrom.

B.  MIKE shall have coifirmed to him, 85 his sole and separate property, free of any and
all claims by RHONDA, all right, title and interost, and the sole ownership. in and to, the
$3,406,601.10 he received from the parties’ sale-of the parties’ MMI corporate stock, as well asall
additional property owned or acquired by MIKE at any time with his said separate property; and all
property described in this Agreement as being MIKE’s sole and separate property, including any of

“the income, rents, issues, profits, or appreciation derived therefrom.
HI
-INTENT OF THE PARTIES AND STATUS OF PROPERTY

A.  Property Rights. The parties intend, desire and agree that the aforementioned

$3,406,601.10 cach party respectively received from the sale of the their MIMI corporate stock shall

be and forever remain each such party’s respective sole and separate property, and all appreciation,
increments, addition, improvements, income, and fruits therefrom also shall be and forever remain
each such party’s respective sole and separate property. The-parties further intend that all such
propeﬁy,forevcr remain each party’s respective sole:and separate property regardless of any interest
either party might have acquired in such separate property of the other by reason of their continued
marsiage to each other, counsel, advice, energy, and e’fforfs herefofore or hereafter, and regardtess
of the source of any monies invested in‘or contributed-to any such property at any time during the

parties’ marriage or after the termination of the parties marriage, should the parties\marriage ever
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be terminated by divorce or otherwise.

B.  NoTransmutation of Separate Property. The parties agree that-at no time in the
future shall there be any wansmutation of any of their respective separate property interests into
jointly owned or community property except by.an express written agreement signed by both parties:
and executed with the same formality as this Agreement. Unless otherwise expressly provided in
this Agreement, the following events shall, under no circumstance, be evidence of any intention by
sither party, ot-of an agreement between the parties, to transmute their separate property interests
into jointly owne& O Community property:

1. The taking of title fo property, whether real or personal, in joint tenancy or in
any other joint'or commeon form;

The designation of one patty by the other as a beneficiary ofhis or her estate;

ra

3 The commingling. by one party of his or lier separate funds or preperty with
jointly owned funds or property, or with the separate fands or property of the other party;

4, The filing of a joint income tax retum by the parties, whether it be for federal
income tax: purposes or for the purpose of any state income tax, and/or the payment of any such
income taxes from jointly hield funds; or the use of one party’s separate property 1o pay tie income
taxes owed by the other party;

5. Any oral:statements by either party;

6. Any writien statement by either party other than an express wriiten agreement

of transmutation;

7. The payment from jointly held funds of noy separate obligation, including, but
not limited to, the payment of any motigage/home loan, interest, or real property taxXes on a
separately owned residence:or other real property; and

8. The joint occupation of a separately owned residence. or-any other such

property. \

RHM h MI]
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IV.
RIGHT TO DISPOSE OF PROPERTY BY WILL

Each of the parties shall have-an i,r_nmediaté right to dispose of or bequeath by Will, living
trust, or other estate planuing vehicle,'his or her respective interests in'and
to any and all separate property belonging:to'him or her from and after the date of'this Agreement,
and such right shall extend to all future acquisitions of sepérate property as well as to all separate
property set over fo cither party under this Agreement.
V.
WAIVER OF INHERITANCE RIGHTS

Except as may be otherwise provided by Will, Codicil, or other such testamentary instrument
voluntarily executed by either party, whether before or after the date of this Agreement, the parties
each hereby waive any and all right to the separate estate of the other left at his or her death and
forever quitclaim any and all right to share in the-separate estate of the other by the laws of
succession; and the parties hereby release one to the other all rights to inherit from the other any
portion of the other party’s separate esfate.

VL
MUTUAL RELEASE OF PROPERTY RIGHTS

It is. hereby mutually understood: and agresd by and between the parties hereto that this
Agreement is deemed to be a final and conclusive agreement between the parties relative to their
respective property rights set forth in'this Agreement.

. VIL
EXECUTION OF NECESSARY DOCUMENTS

A.  MIKE and RHONDA agreg to execute quitclaim deeds, stock transfers, and any and
all other instruments that may be required in order to effectuate the transfer of any and all interest
either may have in and to the separate property hereby conveyed to the other-as specified In this

Agreement, or as otherwise provided by the'terms. of this Agreement, Should eiﬂ& - party fail to

A
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execute any sich documents, this. Agreement shall constitute a full and complete transfer of the
interest of one to the other as provided in this Agreement, or to otherwise effectuate any provision
of this Agreement.. Upon failure of either-party to exeoute.and deliver any such deed, vonveyance,
title, certificate or'other document or instrument to the othef party, or as otherwise provided in this
Agreement, this Agreement shall constitute:and operate as such properly executed document, and
the County Auditor and County Recorder and-any and all otherpublic and private officials are hereby
authorized and directed to accept this Agreement or a properly certified copy thereof in liew of the
document regularly required for such conveyance or tragsfer.

B. MIKE and RHONDA each agree that should either-party sell any of his or ber
separate property in which the other has no right, title, or interest by virtue of this Agreement, that
such other party will and shall sign any deed, ¢ontract, or other instrument necessary to perfect title
to any such property s0-conveyed,

VI
DISCLOSURE

Each party hereto acknowledges that he or she has read the foregoing Agreement, fully
understands the contents of this Agreement, and accepts the same as fair, just and equitable. Each
party further acknowledges that there has been no promise, agreement or understanding of either of
the parties made to the other, except as expressly set forth'in this Agreement, which has been relied
wpon by either as a matter of inducement to enter into this Agreement. Furthermore, each party
hereto hashad theo ppu:fuuity to be independently advised by his or her attorney as to the legal effect
of the terms and the execution of this Agreement.

X
EFFECT OF PARTIAL INVALIDITY

If any term, provision, promise, or condition of this Agreement is determined by a court of
competent jurisdiction fo be invalid, void, orunenforceable, in whole or in part, the n‘:mainder ofthis

Agreement shall remain in full force and effect, and shall in no way be affecte

LA

impaired or
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invatidated.
X,
ENFORCEMENT OF AGREEMENT

A.  Ifeither party institutes any action or proceeding to enforce, or for the breach of any
ofthieterms of this Agreement, or if efther party contests the validity of this Agreement or challenges
orclaims that this Agreement isnot enforceable, thenthe prevailing party shall be entitled to recover
his or her attomeys® fees and costs from the other party. In any such action or proceeding, the
preveiling party shall be entitled to recover all attorneys’ fees and costs incurred by that party;
regardless of whether the action or proceeding is prosecuted to judgment. This shall include attor-
neys* fees and costs incurred by a party defending a claim or suit necessitated by the other party’s
failure to indemnify as required in this Agreement. '

B. In addition to the provisions of subpatagraph A immediately above, each
party to this Agreement shail be indemnified for and against all loss, damages, costs, and expenses
incurred as a result of or arising from any demand, claim, or suit by or on behatf of the other party
contesting or attempting to modify, change, set aside, nullify, or cancel this Agreement or any part
or provision of this Agreement for any reason whatsoever. The indemnily provisions -of this
Agreement shall specifically apply to costs, expenses, and attorneys' fees incurred by a party
successfully seeking enforcement of this Agreement or any provision-of this Agreement.

XL
NQ PARTY DEEMED DRAFTER

‘The parties agree that neither party shall be dezmed to be the drafter of this Agreement and,
in the event this Agreement is ever construed by a court of law or equity, such court shall not
construe this Agreement or any provision hereof against either party as the drafter of the Agreement.
MIKE and RHONDA hereby acknowledge that both parties have. contributed substantially and

maierially to the preparation of this Agreement.
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p IS
GOVERNING LAW
The laws of the State of Nevada shall govem the validity, construction, performance, and
effect of this Agreement, This Agreement and the rights of the parties hereto shall be governed and
interpreted in all respects by the law applied to-contracts made wholly to be performed within the
State of Nevada. ‘
XIIL
CUMULATIVE EFFECT

The pérties’ rights and remedies hereunder shall be cumulative, and the exercise of one o
more shall not preclude the exercise of any other(s).
XIv.
CQUNTERPARTS
This Agrecment may be executed in any number.of counterparts, each of which shall be

deemed an executed original, but all of which together shall be deemed one and the sams document.
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XV.
VERIFICATION

A.  MIKE and RHONDA each agrees that he or she has read this Agreement In its
entirety prior to his or her execution of this.Agreerent, and fufly understands the same.

D. MIKE and RHONDA each further acknowledges and agrees that he or she fully
understands that this Agreement is a full and final settlement of rights and obligations petiaining to
the matters addressed in and resobved by this Agreement. .

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have hereunto settheir handsto this Agreement

the year and date above written.
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ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA g :
88, !
COUNTY OF )

On this LE day"oiw 2013, persotially appeared before me, a Notary Public in
and for said County and State, RHONDA HELENE MONA, personally known (or proved) to-me
to be the person whose name is subscribed to the above instrument, and whe acknowledged that she

execuied the instrument.

LISA M. MCGOWAN .
Commission # 1913866
Notary Puttlic - California
$ari Dlego County.

My Comm, Expires Nov 26, 2014

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

COUNTY OF ; = ' ,

On this @ay MNB, personally appeared before me, a Notary Public in
and for said County and State, MICHAEL JOSEPH MONA, personally known (or proved) to me
to be the person whose naime is subscribed tothe above instrument, and who acknowledged that he

executed the instrument.

LISA M. MCGOWAN
Gommigsion # 1813866
Notary Publle - Galiforfla

San Diego Gounty
. My Comm. Expires Nov 26, 2014

12
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,

CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
DEPT. NO.: 26

VS.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada )
limited liability company; WORLD )
DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California )
corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, an )
individual; MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.,)
an individual; DOES I-100, )
inclusive, )

)

)

)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT DEBTOR EXAMINATION
MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 2013

REPORTED BY: JACKIE JENNELLE, RPR, CCR #809

JOB NO.: 194436
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MICHAEL J. MONA, JR. - 11/25/2013

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - 800-330-1112

JUDGMENT DEBTOR EXAMINATION OF MICHAEL J.
MONA, JR., taken at 3770 Howard Hughes Parkway, Las
Vegas, Nevada on MONDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 2013 at 10:00
a.m., before Jackie Jennelle, Certified Court
Reporter, in and for the State of Nevada.

APPEARANCES:
For the Plaintiff:

LEE HERNANDEZ LANDRUM GAROFALO & BLAKE
BY: JOHN R. HAWLEY, ESQ.

7575 Vegas Drive, No. 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

(702) 880-9750

For the Defendant, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.:

JOHN W. MUIJE & ASSOCIATES

BY: JOHN W. MUIJE, ESQ.

1320 South Casino Center Boulevard
Las Vegas, Nevada 89104

(702) 386-7002

Also Present:

IRA GLASKY
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MICHAEL J. MONA, JR. - 11/25/2013

I N D E X

WITNESS: MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.

EXAMINATION

BY MR. HAWLEY

EXHIBITS MARKED
EXHIBIT

Exhibit A Application of Foreign
Judgement
Exhibit B Order

e e e e e e e

e e v et e

PAGE

PAGE

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - 800-330-1112

—
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MICHAEL J. MONA, JR. - 11/25/2013

Page 90
the Alpine Securities account?
A. I'd say four months ago, five months ago.
Q. So $5 million dollars roughly?
A. Five and a half, maybe six. Like today, I

have no idea what the stock is today. It was $0.11
yesterday. It was $0.38 a month ago or three weeks
ago, something like that.
Q. When you got out of Alpine Securities, how
much was the stock worth?
About $0.12 a share.
And translate that into an aggregate.
About $6 million.
Did you cash out?
Yes.
What did you do with that $6 million?
Paid bills.
What bills?
Paid off some debts that I had.
What bills®?

» 0 0O »0O0 >0 2O ¥

Just personal bills. Gave 2.6 -- loaned

$2.6 million to Roen Ventures.

Q. And Roen then loaned that to --
A. CannaVest.

Q. -- CannaVest?

A. Um~-hmm.

o e e e e e == = B =

LITIGATION SERVICES & TECHNOLOGIES - 800-330-1112
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MICHAEL J. MONA, JR. - 11/25/2013

Page 117

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

STATE OF NEVADA )
) SS:
COUNTY OF CLARK )

I, Jackie Jennelle, a Certified Court
Reporter, in and for the State of Nevada, do hereby
certify: That I reported the judgment debtor
examination of MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., commencing on
MONDAY, NOVEMBER 25, 2013, at 10:00 a.m.

That prior to being deposed, the witness was
Duly sworn by me to testify to the truth. That I
thereafter transcribed my said shorthand notes into
typewriting and that the typewritten transcript is a
complete, true and accurate transcription of my said
shorthand notes.

I further certify that I am not a relative
or employee of counsel, of any of the parties, nor a
relative or employee of the parties involved in said
action, nor a person financially interested in the
action.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my hand in my
office in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, this
5th day of December, 2013.

JACKIE JENNELLE, RPR, CCR #809

IG5 s e e

800-330-1112
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

ROUGH DRAFT TRANSCRIPT
DEPOSITION OF

RHONDA H. MONA

June 26, 2015
10:32 a.m.

The following transcript of proceedings,
or any portion thereof, is being delivered

UNCERTIFIED by the court reporter.

This transcription has not been
proofread. It is a draft transcript, NOT a
certified transcript. As such, it may contain
computer—generated mistranslations of stenotype
code or electronic transmission errors, resulting
in inaccurate or nonsensical word combinations or
symbols which cannot be deciphered by
non-stenotypists.

The purchaser agrees not to disclose this
realtime, unedited transcription in any form
(written or electronic) to anyone who has no
connection to this case. This is an unofficial
transcription which should NOT be relied upon for
purposes of verbatim citation of testimony, nor
shall it be used or cited from at any time to rebut
or contradict the official, certified transcript.

Corrections will be made in the
preparation of the certified transcription,
resulting in differences in content, page and line
numbers, punctuation and formatting.

Heidi K. Konsten, RPR, CCR # 845

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x*
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

21

sort of a prenuptial agreement?

A No. Post.

Q Post nuptial agreement?

A Uh-huh.

Q Okay. If you turn to the second page of

Exhibit 1, look at the first line, could you read
that for me?

A Whereas it is the party's intent to
acknowledge confirm, and document their equal --

Q And the whole sentence, if you would.

A Oh, their equal division between
themselves of said $6,813,220.20 they received
from the sale of their MMI corporate stock, with
Rhonda receiving 3,406,6101.00 of such moneys as
her sole and separate property, and Mike receiving
the remaining, blah, blah, blah, as the sole and
separate property.

Q Did you receive your $3.4 million as set

forth in this agreement?

A Yes.

Q All of itz

A I thought I only got two and something,
but

Q So you think there may still be about

1.4 million that you haven't received yet?

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

26

George account?

A Just me.

Q Was your husband ever a signatory on
that account?

A Never.

Q Do you have any other accounts that are

solely in your name?

A Yes.

Q Where are those accounts?

A Bank of George.

Q Okay. Multiple accounts at Bank of
George?

A The other one is a checking account that

I actually write my bills out of.
Q Okay. How much do you estimate is in

the checking account at Bank of George?

A I just put enough in to write my bills.
Q Okay. Do you have any other accounts?
A No.
Q Personally?
A No.
Q I guess individually is the proper term.
A No.
Oh, yes, I'm sorry, I have a -- my
own -- my own checking account, too. And I'm

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x*
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***% ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

27

sorry, the other account is in Bank of Nevada, not
Bank of George. I'm sorry. My household account
is in Bank of Nevada.

Q Okay. So is there still a checking

account associated with Bank of George?

A Yes, my own.

Q Your personal?

A Uh-huh.

0 Okay. And then use household account is

Bank of Nevada?

A Right, so —-

Q And that's just you as the signatory on
that account?

A Yes.

Q Okay. Can you estimate how much money

is in the Bank of Nevada account?

A That's the one that's just enough to pay
my bills.
Q I see. Okay.

Then what is the amount in the Bank of
George checking account?
A That's just my mine. It's been mine for
forever. Nothing to do with my husband install,
never has anything to do with him.

Q Okay. And so what balance is in that

***x ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

28

account?

A Do I have to answer?

MR. COFFING:

Well, this is an account

that predated the judgment, and so

THE WITNESS:

do with him.

MR. COFFING:

No, it's got nothing to

It has nothing to do

with -- with anything related to the judgment, it

predates it, so this is kind of --

THE WITNESS:
I got paid for working,
own money.
BY MR. EDWARDS:
Q Okay.
to know the answer.
MR. COFFING:
knowledge, what's the --
THE WITNESS:

BY MR. EDWARDS:

It's money that I had --

so it's money —-- it's my

And I appreciate that, but I need

To the best of your

About 190,000.

Q In the Bank of George checking account?
A Uh-huh.
Q Okay. So that's money you owned -- you

earned from working?

A Uh-huh.

0 What do you do for work?

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***
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***% ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

29

A Designer.
Q And when did you do this designer work
to earn that 190,000 -- I guess it was probably

multiple jobs?

A No, I actually got one lump sum for
200,000.

Q Okay. When did you get that lump sum?

A Approximately eight years ago, maybe.

Seven, six, I don't know.

Q So you got about approximately $200,000
lump sum, and you've only spent about 10,000 of it
so far?

A No, it goes up and down, you know.

Yeah. Yeah, for the most part, that's what my
balance has been, yeah.

Q I see. And it goes up when you do
overwork and you put money in there?

A When I put money in there, but just by a
few thousand dollars, that's it.

Q Sure. Sure. Understood.

Was that one big job you did?

A Uh-huh.

Q Back six or seven years ago? What was
that job?

A It was for someone's residence.

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

) Okay. Here in town?

A Yes.

Q Who is that?

A Mike sure stick.

Q Did he pay you everything you were

supposed to receive for that job?

A Uh-huh, yes.

Q He doesn't owe you any more money?
A No.

Q And to this day, you're still doing

various design jobs?

A Not really, no. Just for my husband,
actually.

Q Okay. And how does that work?

A I don't get paid.

Q Okay. So your husband —-

A I work for free.

I'm sorry. Go ahead.

I work for free.

o @ 0

Okay. So, for example, if your husband
has a piece of property and he asks you to do some
design work for him?

A Just his offices.

@) His offices. Okay.

I guess at what point in time did you

30

**% ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x*
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x*

31

stop doing work?

A A few years ago.

Q About eight years ago?

A No, about -- yeah. No about five years
ago.

Q About five years ago. Okay.

And how long have you been married to

Mr. Mona?

A 32 years.

Q Congratulations. That's a long time.

A Thank you.

0 Do you know the bank account number for

either Bank of George account?

A No.

Q Do you have a card with you that would
allow you access to that money -- to that money?

A Do I have a card?

Q You know, for example, a Visa card, a

debit card?

A No.
Q How do you access that money?
A I go to the bank. I'm old school.
Q So you don't have a debit card or a
credit card?

A No.

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x*
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*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT ***

32

Q Associated with either of the accounts
at Bank of George?

A No.

Q Do you have a credit card or a debit
card associated with the Bank of Nevada account?

A No.

Q And when you need to pay your monthly
bills, do I understand you take the money from the
Bank of George money market account and put it
into the Bank of Nevada account?

A Correct.

Q Okay. Are there other sources of money
for the Bank of George money market account?

A No.

0 Are there other sources of money, other
than your design work, for the checking account at
Bank of George?

A No.

Q And the only source of money for the
money 1in the checking account in Bank of Nevada is
the Bank of George money market account?

A Correct.

Q Okay. Are there any other accounts you
can think of where you are the sole signatory?

A No.

*** ROUGH DRAFT *** ROUGH DRAFT **x
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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GREEN & HALL

O 00 N N W A W N

N N N [\*] — — — y— 4,_. e — — — b
I S S S R I - N N [

[T ST R S
® =N A W

maY 0 1%H-..

SUPERIORCOU OF CALIFORNIA
(;T ‘;ERS IDE

APR 27 2012

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, RIVERSIDE COURT

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES a Cahforma Case No. RIC495966

corporation,
JUDGE: Hon. Jacqueline Jackson

[PROPOSEDTJUDGMENT NUNEPRO-
~FYNT

Plaintiff,

Vs,

liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, Trial Date September 23, 2011
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, : :
an md1v1dual MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; and DOES 1 through 100, mcluswe

)
)
)
)
)
:
R.IO VISTA NEVADA LLC a Nevada limited - - ) Action Filed:" March 24, 2008
) T
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )
)

N

. attorney’s fees of $327, 548.84 are also awarded to Far West Industnes jointly and severally-

On February 23, 2012, the Honorable Jacqueline Jackson entered Finding of Fact and
Coﬁcluswn of Law in the above-referenced matter. Based upon those Findings and Conclusion,
Judgment is hereby entered in favor of Plam’uff Far West Industries, a California corporation and
against the following Defendants, jointly and severally: (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr.; (2) Michael J.
Mona, Jr., as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust dated February 21, 2002; (3) Rio Vista Nevada, -
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and (4) World Development, Inc., a California
corporatlon in the amount of $l7 777, 562. 18 Recoverable court costs of $25,562.56 and

against all Defendants. The Clerk is hereby directed to enter those amounts on this Judgment

following Far West Industries’ post-Judgment petition for them. Finally, the Clerk is hereby

—
[BBQPO'SED] JUDGMENT NUNCPRO TUNC ™

§:\Far West\TrialJudgment MtnFecs.doc
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directed to release the $32,846 that was interplead by Defendant Fidelity National Title Company

to Far West Industries upon entry of this Judgment.

Dated: ‘7;/ (Q 7//7~

—
N

N
[\

MSED] JUDGMENT NUNEPRO-FUNC—

S-\Far Wesi\TrialJudgment.MtnFees.doc
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

A PHOTIESICNAL COMURATION
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PROOF OF SERVICE

1 am employed in the County of Orange, State of California. I am over the age of 18 and
not a party to the within action. My business address is 1851 East First Street, 10th Floor, Santa
Ana, California 92705-4052.

On May 3, 2012, I served the within document(s) described as:
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT
on the interested parties in this action as stated on the attached mailing list.

(x] (BY MAIL) By placing a true copy of the foregoing document(s) in a sealed envelope
addressed as set forth on the attached mailing list. I placed each such envelope for
collection and mailing following ordinary business practices. 1 am readily familiar with this
Firm's practice for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing. Under that
practice, the correspondence would be deposited with the United States Postal Service on
that same day, with postage thereon fully prepaid at Santa Ana, California, in the ordinary
course of business. I am aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed
invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date is more than one day after date of

deposit for mailing in affidavit.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on May 3, 2012, at Santa Ana, California.

Erin Duran M M/\./(A»/—\

(Type or print name) (Signature)

S:\POS\Far West.RioVista.doc
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SERVICE LIST

Howard Golds, Esq.

Jerry R. Dagrella, Esq.

Best, Best & Krieger, LLP

3750 University Avenue
Riverside, California 92502-1028
howard.golds@bbklaw.com
jerry.dagrella@bbklaw.com
(951) 686-1450 (951) 686-3083
Attorney for Michael J. Mona, Jr.

IEmpire West Development, Inc.
42575 Melanie Place, Suite S

Palm Desert, CA 92211

(760) 568-2850; Fax: (760) 568-2855

imaize@empirewestdev.com
In Pro Per

S:\POS\Far West.RioVista.doc
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FILED
U

MAR 06 2012
l,

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE

FAR WEST INSTUSTRIES, A CALIFORNIA Case No. RIC495966

JUDGE: Hon. Jacqueline Jackson

)
)
CORPORATION, PLANTIFF V RIO VISTA NEVEDA, )
)
LLC., ANEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY; WORLD )

)

DEPT: J1
DEVELOPMENT, INC., A CAILFORNIA CORPORATION;

) FINDINGS OF FACT AND
BRUCE MAIZE, AN INDIVIDUAL; MICHAEL J. MONA, ) CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

JR., AN INDIVIDUAL, AND DOES 1 THROUGH 100, Action Filed: March 24, 2008

Trial Date: September 23, 2011
INCLUSIVE, DEFENDANTS

On September 23, 2011, the above-referenced action came on for trial before the
Honorable Jacqueline C. Jackson, Judge presiding. Plaintiff Far West Industries, a California
corporation (“Far West”) was represented by Robert L. Green & Hall, APC. Defaults were taken
against Defendants Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company (“RVN") and
World Development, Inc., a California corporation (“World Development”) on October 7, 2010.
Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Mona™), both individually and as a Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust dated February 21, 2002, was represented by Howard Golds and Jerry R. Dagrella
of Best, Best and Krieger, LLP. After considering the trial testimony and evidence, the Court

issued its Statement of Tentative Decision on November 30, 2011. Pursuant to Rule 3.1590(c)(3)

x|

?.’l

207 LU WVR

~.

0178



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

10.

11.

12.

13.

of the California Rules of Court, Far West was directed to prepare these Findings of Fact and

Conclusions of Law. The court has edited them and this is the final version.

I. Summary of Facts and Evidence

A. Mona Acquires the Project

. Michael Shustek (“Shustek”) was for all times relevant herein the President of Vestin

Mortgage, Inc. (“Vestin”).

Vestin is a mortgage broker who lends money from Vestin-controlled Real Estate
Investments Trusts (“REITs").

Vestin had loaned money to Lynn Burnett (“Burnett”), who in 2003 was developing a
project which consisted of 1,362 lots in Cathedral City, California (the “Project”).

549 of those lots were being financed by Vestin (the balance by another lender), and
Burnett had defaulted on his loan.

Shustek asked Mona to purchase from Bumett that portion of the Project financed by
Vestin, and in doing so, agreed to loan Mona $35 million of the REIT’s money.

Shustek asked Mona to get involved even though Mona had no experience building a
master planned residential community.

Of the Vestin $35 million loan, $19,268,568.32 was paid to purchase the Project; this |

was the amount needed to fully pay off Burnett’s loan to Vestin.

$9 million was to pay for the construction (the “Construction Loan”) and $3.6 million
was reserved 1o pay interest on the loan (the “Interest Reserve”).

Mona formed RVN, a Nevada, single-purpose LLC to take title to the Project.

The Mona Family Trust dated February 21, 2002 (“Mona Family Trust™) owned
100% of RVN.

Mona contributed no capital to RVN upon its formation. He formed that entity and
took title in its name “to avoid liability”. He had no intention of making any personal
investment in the Project because it was “too risky”.

Mona provided Vestin with a 12-month guaranty of the RVN loan (the “Guaranty™)
by another single-purpose, Nevada entity that was owned solely by Mona and also
had no capital or assets, Emerald Suites Bonanza, LLC (“Emerald Suites™).

Far its part, Vestin (and not the REITs) was paid an initial fee of $1.4 million from
the RVN loan proceeds.

2
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B. Mona Distributes Construction Loan Proceeds for Purposes Other than
Construction

14. Mona began issuing checks from the Construction Loan.

15. More particularly, on February 9, 2004, the first draw was made on the Construction
Loan for $2,448,481.82.

16. When that money was deposited into the RVN checking account three days later,
there was only $2,118,776.38 left.

17. Mona “couldn’t remember” what happened to the remaining $329,705.55.

- 18. Mona and his wife are the sole Trustees and Beneficiaries of the Mona Family Trust

(a revocable trust). The Mona Family Trust was 100% owner of RVN at that time
and Mona was the only signatory on the RVN account.

19. There was $900,00 paid to RVN on February 5, 2004.

20. This check was deposited into the RVN account, but does not show up on the RVN
Account Register. .

21. Mona also paid $702,000 from the Construction Loan to certain individuals and
entities at the express direction of Shustek, even though those individuals and entities
had never been affiliated with the Project, preformed no work on the Project, and
Mona did not even know who they were.

22. Mona then paid $1,283,700 to the Mona Family Trust, himself, and MonaCo
Development Company (his Nevada construction company) from the Construction
Loan at the direction of Shustek who had told Mona that Mona could take a $1
million fee for himself up front.

23. There was no provision in the RVN Operating Agreement for any of these payments.

24. The Court finds that Mona took the money for himself, the Mona Family Trust, and
MonaCo Development from RVN shortly after he acquired the Project.

25. At the time that Mona took that money, and also immediately paid the $1.4 million
fee to Vestin and the $702,000 to the Shustek-related individuals, RVN was insolvent.

C. RVVA is Also Created at the Same Time

e e e e et ettt e

26. Mona had only purchased 549 of the Project’s 1,362 total lots.
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27. Because it was all being developed at the same time, and Burnett was retaining the
balance of the Project, he and Mona created Rio Vista Village Associates, LLC
(“RVVA”) to perform all of master plan community work which benefitted both parcels
jointly (infrastructure improvements such as streets, utilities, a clubhouse, a park,
landscaped detention basins, a water reservoir, a school, etc.).

28. Mona was the sole Manager of the RVN and one of the two Managers of the RVVA.
29. Mona retained his title and function as a Manager of RVN throughout the life of that

entity, and for all times relevant, he was in charge of all finances for the RVN and the
Project.

D. Mona Solicits World Development’s Participation
30. Mona solicited World Development's involvement in the Project.
31. The Mona Family Trust sold 45% of RVN to World Development for $45.
32. At that time, the Mona Family Trust also contributed $55 in capital to RVN.

33. This $100 from World Development and the Mona Family Trust was the only capital
ever contributed to RVN at any time,

34, For all times relevant hereafter, World Development’s CEO and the designated
Manager of RVN was Bruce Maize (“Maize™).

35. Mona remained Co-Manager of RVN with Maize.

E. The Project

36. Burnett defauited on his other loan for the balance of the Project and filed
bankruptcy.

37. His interest in RVVA was thereafter acquired by WHP Rio Vista, LLC, which was
owned by Capstone Housing Partners, LLC (“Capstone™).

38. By October of 2005, RVN had exhausted Interest Reserve.

39. Maize and Mona knew that the Project still required $15 million in construction costs,
with 40% (36,000,000) owned by RVN under the RVVA Operating Agreement.

40. That $6,000,000 sum did not include interest payments on the $35 million loan
(which were as high as $411,230.96 per month and which were no longer able to be paid
from the Interest Reserve since it had already been exhausted).

0181



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

41. In an Amended Operating Agreement for RVVA, RVN allowed Capstone to become
a member of RVVA under certain conditions.

42. One such condition required Capstone to contribute just under $1,5000,000 to
reimburse RVN for construction costs.

43. World Development learned about Mona’s above-referenced million-dollar-plus
payments from the Construction Loan to himself, his Family Trust and MonaCo
Development and demanded that it also receive a distribution of “profits” to World
Development in the amount of $856,598.60, even though RVN had a negative net worth
of $3.8 million at the time and no revenue from inception.

H. January of 2006

44. In January of 2006, the Construction Loan was coming due with no funds to pay it
off.

45. Mona and Vestin agreed to extend the Construction Loan for a short period of time
(three months), at the cost of $700,000 in loan extension fees.

46. That $70b,000 came from the Construction Loan proceeds and it was paid to Vestin,
not the REITs.

47. Therefore as of January of 2006, Vestin had now collected an aggregate of
$2.1million on loan fees from the Project ($1.4 million initial fee plus the $700,000
extension).

48. The parties documented that extension in a January 3, 2006, Loan Extensmn
Agreement (the “Amendment”).

49. Mona was concerned the Project was in financial trouble in January of 2006.

50. At that time, conversations took place between Maize and Mona about a plan to “sell
the asset, get the loan paid off, and move down the road.”

51. That’s also why at this time, RVN hired Park Place Partners to sell either the entire
Project, or any parts of it they could.

I. Far West Expresses Interest in the Project

52. In approximately January of 2006, Far West was considering purchasing a portion of
the Project.

53. One of the things requested by Far West was information about who was behind the
RVN and guarantying its obllgatlons
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54. Scott Lissoy (“Lissoy”) of Far West knew of Maize and held Maize in high regard.

55. While that relationship gave Far West some measure of comfort regarding this
Project, it still wanted to be sure that somebody had something financially at risk to make
sure that they would deliver to Far West critical infrastructure and critical water meters
after escrow closed.

56. Far West was purchasing 76 lots from RVN that were effectively an “island” in the
middle of a large undeveloped residential community.

57. If the infrastructure surrounding that island was not completed, Far West would have
no streets, water, electrical, cable, telephone, and the like to which it would connect.

58. It would also be in the midst of a master-planned community (clubhouse, swimming
pools, community parks, common areas everywhere, etc.) that would not be completed.

59. Any hope of successfully building and selling homes would be gone, and therefore
Far West wanted to insure that the infrastructure was going to be completed in a timely
manner (by the agreed date of November 1, 2006).

60. Maize represented to Lissoy that RVN and RVVA could complete all infrastructures
by November 1, 2006.

61. Far West therefore asked Maize to include specific Representation and Warranty in
the Purchase Agreements, thereby obligating RVN to complete that entire infrastructure
by November 1, 2006. :

62. Far West also secured Representations and Warranties that confirmed what Maize
was telling it on behalf of RVN; all necessary water meters would be available to Far
West at the close of escrow and there was no claims either pending or threatened by any
entity that might otherwise negatively impact the development of Far West’s lots and/or
the construction of the Project’s infrastructure.

63. Finally, Far West asked Maize to confirm what he had told Lissoy; that the “Due
Diligence Documents” given by Maize to Far West included everything that was material
to the transaction.

64. Lissoy also asked Maize about who was financially behind RVN, and when Maize
and Robert Pippen (World Development’s and RVN attorney) represented to Lissoy and
Ira Glasky of Far West that Mona was a man of substantial financial means who had
personally guaranteed the Vestin loan, Lissoy asked for written proof.

65. The next day, Richard Van Buskirk (on behalf of Maize) asked for written proof of
Mona’s personal Guaranty.
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66. Mona had in his possession an amendment to the Loan (the “Amendment™), a
document that he had signed in January, 2006 as an individual.

67. Therefore in response to the initial request from Lissoy, Mona’s Office Manager (on
behalf of Mona and acting as his agent) provided Maize with the Amendment (and not
the actual Guaranty), since it represented him to be the Guarantor personally by separate
signature and it neither revealed that the Guaranty was from Emerald Suites nor that it
had expired. -

68. The Amendment was forwarded to Far West the next day in response to its inquiries
regarding confirmation of Mona’s personal Guaranty.

69. That proof of Guaranty was sent by Maize to Far West with a copy to Mona and
containing a note stating that a “copy of the loan extension with the Guarantee is
attached- Condition met” (referring to proof of Mona’s personal Guaranty as a condition
precedent to escrow closing).

J. The Capstone Notice of Default

70. RVN was in default on its capital contributions to RVVA, and on March 31, 2006,
Capstone (through Bert) sent Mona a formal Default Notice, demanding that RVN cure
its deficit in the RVVA account.

71. Capstone demanded that RVN contribute $762,943 by April 14, 2006 and an
additional $968,953 in the coming months.

72. Mona told Bert that RVN was out of money and would not be paying anything furthen
to RVVA.

73. Bert told Mona and Maize that Capstone would continue moving forward with only
its portion of the Project so that its investment was not placed in jeopardy.

74. Bert refused to contribute towards any of the infrastructure that benefited the RVN'
property (including what was to be Far West’s lots) unless and until RVN cured its
breach.

75. Bert also told them that he was keeping all of the water meters allocated to the Project]
until RVN brought its account current.

76. Without a water meter, no developer could build and sell a home.

77. Therefore as of the Spring of 2006, RVN’s portion of the Project had no realistic
chance of completion.
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K. May of 2006

78. By May of 2006, Cathedral City (the “City”) had become very concerned with the
Project’s innumerable problems and lack of progress.

79. By that time, the Project’s infrastructure was far from complete (including a $5
million off-site water reservoir, a recreation center and common area amenities).

80. The City was threatening to shut down Phase II of the Project (which included the Far
West lots) altogether.

81. Also at this time, the Vestin loan was again coming due and Mona negotiated another
short (three month) extension.

82. These short extensions were costly in terms of large extension fees demanded and
subsequently paid to Vestin (and not the REITs) totaling $1,700,000 along with interest

" rate increases (rising from 8% to as high as 14.5%).

83. At this point, Vestin had now taken over $3 million in total fees from the loan
proceeds provided to Mona by the REITs (which at this point in time had funded all of
Mona’s financial requirements in this Project).

84. The Project was already $1,913,636 over budget as of May 16, 2006, and RVN was
both out of cash and in default of its obligations to RVVA,

85. Mona knew that this cost overrun was important.and needed to be disclosed to Far
West.

86. The same is true with respect to the Capstone Default Notice: Mona assumed that
Maize was telling Far West all of this during their negotiations. '

87. Maize told Far West nothing about the RVVA default or the cost overruns, nor did he
provide Far West with the default letters/notices.

88. As of that point in time, Mona, World Development, and Vestin (and Vestin’s related
parties) had taken $7,521,254.65 (all but $900,000 coming from the $9 million
Construction Loan) that was not used by them for construction.

89. Also as of that date, there was still $6,936,454.82 that needed to be contributed to
RVVA by RVN.

90. RVN therefore had a shortfall as of June 1, 2006, with no potential available source
of additional capital.

91. Neither Maize nor Mona disclosed this shortfall to Far West at any time prior to Far
West executing the Purchase Agreements.

8
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92. Furthermore, neither Maize nor Mona ever told Far West that Mona, World
Development, and Vestin had taken $7,521,254.65 from the Project.

L. Mona and Maize Mislead Far West into Purchasing Lots by Concealing the
Project’s True State

93. Maize's negotiations with Far West were proceeding and he kept Mona informed.

94. Mona was responsible for all finances on behalf of RVN, and Maize told Lissoy that
all decisions must therefore be made jointly with Mona.

95. Furthermore, the draft Purchase Agreements (as the transaction was negotiated
between January and May of 2006) were sent to Mona for review and comment.

96. E-mail correspondence between Maize and Mona and addressing the Far West deal
started with the first draft agreement in January of 2006 and ended with the “final deal
points” on May 26, 2006 (five days before the Purchase Agreements with Far West were
signed).

97. On June 1, 2006, Far West signed two Purchase Agreements for 76 lots in the Project.

98. The combined purchase price under the agreements was $6,430,961.45. Escrow for
72 of the lots closed on June 9, 2006, and escrow for the remaining 4 lots closed on
August 31, 2006.

99.The Purchase Agreements contain, among others, the following Representations and
Warranties which were deemed to be true as of the date of the Purchase Agreements were
signed and restated as of the date escrow closed:

100.”To the actual knowledge of the Seller, there are no...[a]ctions or claims pending or
threatened by any governmental or other party which could affect the Property”

101.”Seller warrants that none of RVVA’s improvements outside or inside the Property
boundary shall preclude, limit or delay Buyer from developing the Property (including
obtaining building permits and/or certificates of occupancy...)”

102.”[A]!l improvements except the final lift of asphalt (surface or otherwise) on the
streets surrounding the Property (Rio Largo Road, Rio Guadalupe Road and Rio Madera
Road) will be complete by November 1, 2006

103.”Seller shall use diligent reasonable efforts to ensure that water meters are available
to Buyer, pending payment by Buyer of required meter and facilities fees...”
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104.”To Seller’s actual knowledge, the Due Diligence Documents constitute all of the
material documents relating to the Property in the Seller’s possession as of the date of
this Agreement...”

105.”Each of the representations and warranties set forth in this Section 3 and in Section
6.2 is material to and is being relied upon by Buyer and the continuing truth thereof shall
constitute a condition precedent to Buyer’s obligations hereunder”.

106.All of these Representations and Warranties were false on June 1, 2006, and both
Maize and Mona knew they were false.

107. Maize and Mona knew that RVN was in default under RVVA Operations
Agreement, and that the Project was facing immipent failure.

108. Moreover, RVN’s default had resulted in a pending claim by Capstone (sent directly
to Mona as RVN’s Manager) which would preclude completion of the infrastructure,
delivery of water meters, and Far West’s ability to develop and sell homes upon its lots.

109. Neither Maize nor Mona informed Far West that Capstone had informed them that it
would not contribute toward infrastructure construction benefiting the Far West lots or
that Capstone was retaining all water meters for the entire Project.

110. The failure to disclose those facts constituted a material breach of the Representatio
and Warranty pertaining to RVVA’s improvements not precluding, limiting, or delaying'T
Far West in its development efforts.

111. Furthermore, RVN was not using diligent commercially reasonable efforts to insure
that Far West obtained the required water meters, thereby materially breaching that
Representation and Warranty.

112. RVN did not complete all improvements except the final lift of asphalt by
November 1, 2006, which again constituted a material breach of the Purchase
Agreements.

113. Finally, Maize and Mona did not provide Far West with all “material documents
relating to the Property in Seller’s possession as of the date of this Agreement” (June 1,
2006).

114. At no time did Maize or Mona provide Far West with the following material
documents: (1) the Capstone Default Notice; (2) correspondence from the City
threatening to shut down the Project; (3) documentation showing that the Project was $2
million over budget; or (4) any documentation informing Far West that RVN was out of
money and unable to meet its financial commitments to RVVA.

115. The Purchase Agreements contain a provision awarding Far West liquidated
damages of $1,200 per day for every day that RVN delays delivery of water meters.

10
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116. To this day, those meters have not been delivered by RVN, and the per diem -

damages calculated to the first day of trial are $2,100,000.

117. Immediately after the first close of escrow, Bert wrote a second Default Notice to
Mona.

118. Here again, Bert threatened RVN that it would “cease to have any powers, rights, or
authorities” in connection with the management of RVVA and he confirmed that he told

Maize and Mona all along: Capstone “retain(s) the exclusive right to the use if all the
water meters acquired with such amounts funded solely by us”.

119. This was two months before Far West closed the second escrow (August 31).

120. Neither Maize nor Mona provided Far West with the second Capstone Default
Notice or informed Far West about its existence.

121. Far West continued with the transaction and the second escrow closed.

122. In good faith, Far West proceeded with its short-lived plans for development.

123. The company spent another several million dollars in: (1) completing all of the in-
tract infrastructure in preparation for connecting to the Project infrastructure, which RVN
never completed; and (2) building three model homes and one production unit for sale.

124. The Far West project was an island of completed construction in the middie of
uncompleted streets, curbs, gutters, utilities, and the like.

M. Mona Unilaterally Conveys RVN’s Only Asset and Takes the Remaining

Funds for his and Maize’s Personal Use

125. Sometime in September of 2006 and less than 30 days after the second Far West
close of escrow but before the Vestin loan was due, Mona unilaterally decided to walk
away from the Project and give what remained of it back to Vestin.

126. Mona never informed Far West that RVN was transferring the remaining Property to
the lender right after Far West closed escrow.

127. RVN also has $125,000 in its account at El Paseo Bank, which was RVN’s only
bank account.

128. On or about November 13, 2006, Mona and Maize decided to take that money for

themselves via checks to the Mona Family Trust and World Development, despite having
received multiple letters from Far West alleging breach of the Purchase Agreements.

11
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129. Far West had deposited $32,846 into Escrow at the time of the original transaction,
and that money was being held to pay for certain infrastructure improvements that RVN
was going to perform.

130. Those improvements were never constructed.

N. Far West Suffers Damage

131. RVVA never completed the infrastructure and all of RVN’s property interests were
conveyed to Vestin by Mona.

132. Becausc the infrastructure was incomplete, no developers could move forward with
the Project’s remaining lots.

133.Far West was left with four fully-constructed and merchandized homes (3 models

and one production home), with no way to complete the rest of the development and/or to

sell anything.

134. Far West remained obligated to complete certain in-tract infrastructure, or risk a
claim on Far West’s performance bond with the City.

135. All totaled, Far West invested $11,138,411.45 into this Project (which includes the
per-diem delay damages under the Purchase Agreements).

136. With 10% pre-judgment interest through the first day of trial, the grand total is
$16,886,132.16.

137. Daily damages of $5,259.75 from September 23, 2011 until entry of Judgment are

comprised of the per diem penalty plus further pre-judgment interest on Far West’s out-
of-pocket expenses at 10%.

O, Alter Ego
138. Mona and the Mona Family Trust failed to adequately capitalize RVN.

139. Mona commingled funds belonging to RVN, the Mona Family Trust, MonaCo
Development, and himself personally.

140. Mona diverted RVN’s funds to other than RVN’s uses.
141, Mona treated the assets of RVN as his own.

142. Mona used RVN as a mere shell, instrumentality, or conduit for his own personal
gain.

12
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IL

143. Mona diverted assets from RVN to Vestin, himself, MonaCo Development, and
World Development to the detriment of RVN’s creditors

144. Maintaining legal separation between RVN, Mona, and the Mona Family Trust
would sanction fraud and promote injustice.

145. All actions taken by Mona in this regard were both in his individual capacity and in
his capacity as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust.

Conclusions of Law

A. RVN Breached the Purchase Apgreements

1. RVN breached both Purchase Agreements with Far West and Far West suffered
damages proximately caused thereby.

2. Those fixed and readily-ascertainable damages total $11,138,411.45, exclusively of
pre-judgment interest.

3. Pre-judgment interest calculated from the day each expense was incurred by Far West
through the first day of trial total $5,727,720.71, and Far West is entitled to that

interest.

4. All Totaled, Far West suffered damages of $16,886,132.16 as of September 23, 2011,
that were proximately caused by RVN’s breaches of the Purchase Agreements.

B. Mona, RVN, and World Development Intentionally Defrauded Far West

5. Both Maize and Mona intentionally misrepresented material facts and concealed other

material facts from Far West as discussed above.

6. When Maize and Mona misrepresented and concealed those materials facts, they were
doing so on behalf of RVN as Members and Managers.

7. Furthermore, Maize made those same material misrepresentations and omitted those
material facts as the CEO and Shareholder of World Development.

8. Maize and Mona were under a duty to disclose those material facts that were
concealed from Far West, and Far West was unaware of those facts or Maize’s and
Mona’s concealment.

9. Maize and Mona acted with an intent to defraud Far West, Far West justifiably relied

upon Maize’s and Mona’s affirmative misrepresentations and omissions, and Far West
sustained damage

13
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10. As a result of Mona’s, RVN’s, and World Development’s intentional fraud, Far West
sustained damages totaling $16,886.132.16 as of September 23, 2011 (with pre-
judgment interest included).

C. Mona, RVN, and World Development are Liable for Negligent Misrepresentation

11. Maize and Mona (on behalf of World Development and RVN) misrepresented material
facts without a reasonable ground for believing them to be true and omitted certain
material facts, with the intent to induce Far West’s reliance on those facts
misrepresented or omitted.

12. Far West was ignorant of the truth, and justifiably relied upon Maize and Mona’s
representations and omissions, thereby sustaining damage.

D. Mona, RVN and Werld Development are liable for Breach of the Common Law
Duty to Disclose

13. As a seller of real property, Mona, RVN, and World Development had a duty to
disclose to Far West all facts that materially affected the value of the property being
sold.

14. Maize and Mona failed to disclose the numerous facts referenced above which
materially affected the value of the property, and they knew that such facts were not
known to, or within the reach of diligent attention and observation of Far West.

15. As a result, Far West sustained the damage referenced above.

E. Mona, RVN and World Development are all Liable for Conspiracy to Commit
Fraud

16. Mona and Shustek agreed and conspired to defraud any potential purchasers of the
Project (which ultimately included Far West) by structuring this entire transaction to
appear to be a legitimate loan being made to a legitimate company (RVN) and
guaranteed by another legitimate company (Emerald Suites).

17. The conspiratorial agreement between Mona and Shustek was for them to take
millions of dollars for Vestin in the form of fees, to pay certain individuals and entities
unrelated to the Project a total of $702,000, and for Mona and the Mona Family Trust
to personally reap an initial $1 million profit.

18. Mona and Shustek also agreed that Mona would use what was left of the Construction
Loan to move the Project along far enough to find some unsuspecting developer to
purchase all or part of it from RVN.

19. At some point after the formation of that conspiracy, but no later than the Fall of 2005,
Maize joined them as a co-conspirator.

14
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20. In exchange for agreeing; (1) to continue moving the Project along and seeking
unsuspecting developers to purchase it; and (2) to stay silent about the monies already
paid from the Construction Loan to Mona and Vestin, World Development was paid

$858,598.60, which money was separate from any project management costs to which

it was to be paid.

21. The many wrongful acts done furtherance of that conspiracy are more fully set forth in

the Findings of Fact.

22. The Liability of Mona, RVN, and World Development is therefore joint and several as

a result of their conspiratorial agreement.

F. Maize Acted as Mona’s Agent

23. Maize was Mona’s actual and ostensible agent when Mona directed him to submit to
Far West the fraudulent Guaranty.

II. MONA IS THE ALTER EGO OF RVN, AND TO THE EXTENT NECESSARY,
OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST

27. California law governs any alter ego analysis.
28. The alter ego doctrine applies to Limited Liability Companies.

29. Under California law, the alter ego doctrine is a viable theory of recovery against a
Trustee for actions taken in his or her representative capacity to benefit the Trust.

30. Accordingly, this finding of alter ego liability applies to Mona both in his individual
capacity and in his capacity as the Trustee of the Mona Family Trust.

31. There is such a unity of interest and ownership that the separate personalities of
RVN, the Mona Family Trust, and Mona no longer individually exist.

32 The acts of RVN are treated as those of the entity alone, an inequitable result will
follow.

33, Mona, individually and in his capacity as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust, are the
alter egos of RVN and therefore liable for any and all damages awarded against RVN.

34. To the extent necessary, Mona is the alter ego of the Mona Family Trust, and as a

result, both he and the Mona Family Trust are both liable for any and all damages
awarded herein against RVN.
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III. FAR WEST IS ENTITLED TO THE INTERPLEAD FUNDS

J IV TSR WL S ANRAP VNI IR N A A ]

35. Defendant Fidelity National Title Company filed a Cross-Complaint in Interpleader,
thereby depositing $32,846 with the Court pursuant to Section 386.1 of the California

Code of Civil Procedure.

36. Far West is entitled to those funds, and the Clerk is hereby directed to pay those fundsr
to Far West forthwith.

LV.  JUDGMENT TO BE ISSUED

Judgment shall issue forthwith against Mona in his individual capacity and as Trustee of
the Mona Family Trust, RVN, and World Development in the amount of $16,886,132.16 plus
daily additional damages of $5,259.75 from September 23, 201 1 until entry of Judgment, jointly
and severally; this amount totals $17,841,651.92 as of March 5, 2012. Furthermore, that
judgment shall leave a blank for any award of any court costs and attorney’s fees that will be the
subject of Far West's post-Judgment motions. Finally, the Clerk is directed to release the

$32,846 interplead funds to Far West immediately.

16

0193



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

RHONDA HELENE MONA AND MICHAEL J.
MONA, JR.,

Electronically Filed
Jul 17 2015 02:45 p.m.
Tracie K. Lindeman

Petitioners, Clerk of Supreme Court

VS,

Case No.:

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR
THE COUNTY OF CLARK, AND THE
HONORABLE JOE HARDY, DISTRICT

JUDGE,

Respondents,

and

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES,

Real Party in Interest.

PETITIONERS APPENDIX

(Volume 1, Bates Nos. 1-193)

ROBERT L. EISENBERG
Nevada Bar No. 0950
ALICE CAMPOS MERCADO
Nevada Bar No. 4555
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg
6005 Plumas Street, #300
Reno, Nevada 89519
775-786-6868
Email: rle@lge.net

acm@l ge.net
ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONER
RHONDA HELENE MONA

TERRY A. COFFING

Nevada Bar No. 4949

MICAH S. ECHOLS

Nevada Bar No. 8437

TYE S. HANSEEN

Nevada Bar No. 10365

Marquis Aurbach Coffing

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

702-382-0711

Email: tcoffing@maclaw.com
mechol s@maclaw.com
thanseen@maclaw.com

ATTORNEYS FOR PETITIONER

MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.

2559215 1

Docket 68434 Document 2015-21718



INDEX TO PETITIONERS APPENDIX

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION LOCATION

Application of Foreign Judgment (filed 10/18/12) Vol. 1,

Bates Nos. 1-7
Notice of Filing Application for Foreign Judgment and | Val. 1,
Affidavit (filed 10/23/12) Bates Nos. 8-17
Minutes of September 18, 2013 Status Check Hearing | Val. 1,

Bates No. 18
Order [Regarding Documents and Debtor Exam] | Vol. 1,

(10/07/13)

Bates Nos. 19-21

Notice of Examination of Judgment Debtor (filed
10/31/13)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 22-24

Minutes of December 4, 2013 Status Check Hearing Vol. 1,
Bates No. 25
Ex Parte Motion for Order Allowing Judgment Debtor | Val. 1,

Examination of Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually, and
as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated
February 12, 2002, and Rhonda Mona as Trustee of
the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 (filed
05/08/15)

Bates Nos. 26-29

Exhibit to Ex Parte Motion for Order Allowing
Judgment Debtor Examination of Michael J. Mona,
Jr., Individually, and as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and
Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust
Dated February 12, 2002

Exhibit Document Description

1 Definitions

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 30-36

Page 1 of 7

2550228 1




DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

Notice of Entry of Order for Examination of Michael
J. Mona, Jr., Individualy, and as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 with Order
(filed 05/14/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 37-48

Notice of Entry of Order for Examination of Rhonda
Mona as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated
February 12, 2002 with Order (filed 05/14/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 49-60

Affidavit of Service (Michaed J. Mona) (filed
05/20/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates No. 61

Ex Parte Motion to Serve Rhonda Mona as Trustee of
the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 via
Certified or Registered Mal Pursuant to
NRS 14.090(1)(b) (filed 05/21/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 62-64

Exhibits to Ex Parte M otion to Serve Rhonda Mona
as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated
February 12, 2002 via Certified or Registered Mail
Pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b)

Exhibit Document Description

1 Affidavit of Attempted Service (Rhonda
Mona)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 65-66

2 Proposed Order Granting Ex Parte Motion
to Serve Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the
Mona Family Trust Dated February 12,
2002 via Certified or Registered Mall
Pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 67-69

Notice of Entry of Order Granting Ex Parte Motion to
Serve Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona Family
Trust Dated February 12, 2002 via Certified or
Registered Mail Pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b) with
Order (filed 05/27/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 70-74

Page 2 of 7

2550228 1




DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

Certificate of Service Via U.S. Postal Service on
Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust
Dated February 12, 2002 (filed 06/04/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 75-77

Exhibits to Certificate of Service Via U.S. Postal
Service on Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002

Exhibit Document Description
1 Order for Examination of Rhonda Mona as | Val. 1,
Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated | Bates Nos. 78-87
February 12, 2002 (filed 05/13/15)
2 Certified Mail Receipt Vol. 1,

Bates Nos. 88-90

Motion for Protective Order on Order Shortening Time
(filed 06/08/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 91-99

Exhibits to Motion for Protective Order on Order
Shortening Time

Exhibit Document Description

A May 18, 2015 Email from Tye Hanseen to | Val. 1,
Tom  Edwards Regarding  Debtor | Bates Nos. 100-01
Examination

B May 18, 2015 Email from Tom Edwardsto | Vol. 1,
Tye Hanseen Regarding Debtor | Bates Nos. 102-03
Examination

C May 28, 2015 Email Chain Between Terry | Val. 1,

Coffing and Tom Edwards Regarding
Judgment Debtor Examinations

Bates Nos. 104-05

Opposition to Motion for Protective Order on Order
Shortening Time (filed 06/09/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 106-13

Page 3 of 7

2550228 1




DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

Exhibits to Opposition to Motion for Protective
Order on Order Shortening Time

Exhibit Document Description

1 June 1, 2015 Email from Tom Edwards to
Terry Coffing Requesting Explanation of
“Road Show” and Travel Dates

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 114-15

2 June 1, 2015 Email from Terry Coffing to
Tom Edwards Explaining the Term “Road
Show”

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 116-17

3 June 1, 2015 Email from Tom Edwards to
Terry Coffing Requesting Travel Dates

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 118-19

Minutes of June 10, 2015 Hearing on Motion for
Protective Order

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 120-21

Notice of Entry of Order Regarding Motion for
Protective Order with Order (filed 06/17/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 122-26

Ex Parte Application for Order to Show Cause Why
Accounts of Rhonda Mona Should Not Be Subject to
Execution and Why the Court Should Not Find the
Monasin Contempt (filed 06/29/15)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 127-43

Exhibits to Ex Parte Application for Order to Show
Cause Why Accounts of Rhonda M ona Should Not
Be Subject to Execution and Why the Court Should
Not Find the Monasin Contempt

Exhibit Document Description

1 Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement (dated 09/13/13)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 144-56

2 Excerpted Transcript of November 25,
2013 Judgment Debtor Exam of Michael J.
Mona

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 157-62

Page 4 of 7

2550228 1




DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION LOCATION
Exhibits to Ex Parte Application for Order to Show
Cause Why Accounts of Rhonda M ona Should Not
Be Subject to Execution and Why the Court Should
Not Find the Monasin Contempt (cont.)
Exhibit Document Description
3 Excerpted Rough Draft Transcript of | Vol. 1,

June 26, 2015 Deposition of Rhonda H.
Mona, as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust
Dated February 12, 2002

Bates Nos. 163-72

4 Judgment in Superior Court of California,
Riversde Case No. RIC495966 (filed
05/01/12)

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
in Superior Court of California, Riverside
Case No. RIC495966 (filed 03/06/12)

Vol. 1,
Bates Nos. 173-93

Order to Show Cause Why Accounts of Rhonda Mona
Should Not Be Subject to Execution and Why the
Court Should Not Find the Monas in Contempt (filed
06/30/15)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 194-96

Receipt of Copy (filed 06/30/15)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 197-99

Notice of Entry of Order to Show Cause Why
Accounts of Rhonda Mona Should Not Be Subject to
Execution and Why the Court Should Not Find the
Monasin Contempt with Order (filed 06/30/15)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 200-05

Response to Order to Show Cause Why Accounts of
Rhonda Mona Should Not Be Subject to Execution
and Why the Court Should Not Find the Monas in
Contempt (filed 07/07/15)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 206-20

Page 5 of 7

2550228 1




DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION

LOCATION

Exhibits to Response to Order to Show Cause Why
Accounts of Rhonda Mona Should Not Be Subject
to Execution and Why the Court Should Not Find
the Monasin Contempt

Exhibit Document Description

A Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
in Superior Court of California, Riverside
Case No. RIC495966 (filed 03/06/12)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 221-37

B Post-Marital Property Settlement
Agreement (dated 09/13/13)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 238-50

C Declaration of Mike Mona in Support of
Response to Order to Show Cause

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 251-52

Reply in Support of Order to Show Cause Why
Accounts of Rhonda Mona Should Not Be Subject to
Execution and Why the Court Should Not Find the
Monasin Contempt (filed 07/08/15)

Vol. 2,
Bates Nos. 253-70

Exhibits to Reply in Support of Order to Show
Cause Why Accounts of Rhonda M ona Should Not
Be Subject to Execution and Why the Court Should
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applicable civil case box)

O Transfer from Justice Court

[] Justice Court Civil Appeal

- [=] Civil Writ - S
{1 Other Specml Proceedmg

BJ Other Civil Filing
7] Compromise of Minor's Claim
{_] Conversion of Property
"] Damage to Property
] Employment Security
{1 Enforcement of Judgment
Foreign Judgmenl — Civil
[] Other Personal Property
] Recovery of Property
[ Stockholder Suit
[1 Other Civil Matters

I1Y. Business Court Requested {Please check applicable category; for Clark or Washoe Counties anly.)

Nevada AOC - Planning and Analysis Division

Form PA 261
Rev. 2.3E

0001



[] NRS Chapters 78-88 [[] Investments (NRS 104 Art. 8) [CJ Enhanced Case Mgmt/Business
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LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
[LAS VEGAS, NV 89128
(7021 880-5750

Electronically Filed
10/18/2012 04:42:40 PM

FORJ % W A
John R. Hawley

Nevada Bar No. 001545 CLERK OF THE COURT
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,

GAROFALO & BLAKE

7575 Vegas Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

(702) 880-9750

Fax; (702) 314-1210

jhawley@leelawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California CASENQ.: A-12-0670352-F
corporation, TV

Plaintiff, APPLICAION OF FOREIGN
: JUDGMENT
Vs.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; WORLD
DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California
corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, and individual,
MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an individual;
DOES I through 100, inclusive,

Defendants,

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN R, HAWLEY, ESQ.

. 88,

COUNTY OF CLARK )

COMES NOW, JOHN R. HAWLEY, ESQ., being first duly sworn, and states as follows:
1. That Affiant is an attorney, duly licensed to practice in the State of Nevada and is a

member of the law firm of LEE, HERNADEZ, LANDRUM, GAROFALO & BLAKE.
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LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
LAS YEGAS, NV 59128
{702) 880-9750

2. That Affiant is counsel of record for FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation in the instant matter.
3. That the name and last known address of the Judgment Debtors herein are as follows:

Michael J, Mona, Jr.
2793 Red Arrow Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Michael J. Mona, Jr., as trustee of the Mona Family Trust dated February 21,
2002
2793 Red Arrow Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89135
4. That the name and address of the Judgment Creditor herein is as follows:
Far West Industries, a California corporation

2922 Daimler Street
Santa Ana, CA 89128

5. That the Judgment herein, a duly exemplified copy of which is attached herelo, is valid

and enforceable.

6. That no portion of the Judgment herein has been satisfied.

FURTHER Affiant sayeth naught.

4
DATED this / day of Gctober, 2012, 0
g WLEY, ESQ.

7

SUBSCRIBED s SWORN 5
before me this /& ?j‘day of

QOctober, 2012.

Pl e Nl el P i et st e e ol Pk e Sl

NORMA RAMIREZ |

=v3 Notary Public State of Nevada <

ﬁm.a 7, " AND. gx7-2355-1 "

) - ST v Appl. Exp. May 2, 2015 [

Vip (D i,
NOTARY PUBLIC @) (SEAL)
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EXEMPLIFICATION CERTIFICATE

The documents to which this certificate is attached are full, true and correct copies
of the originals on file and of record in my office. All of which we have caused by these
presents to be exemplified, and the seal of our Superior Court of California, County of
Riverside to be hereunto affixed.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereto set my hand
and affixed the Seal of the said Court,
This___JI™ dayof , %LUJ’LQ./

[
S // o’
Sherri R. Carter, Clerk

Superior Court of California, County of Riverside

I, Mae. K. Fishep , Judge of the Superior

Court of the State of Caiifornia, in and for the County of Riverside, do hereby certify that

SHERRI R. CARTER whose name is subscribed to the preceding exemplification, is the
Clerk of the said Superior Court of the State of California, in and for the County of

Riverside, and that full faith and credit are due to her official acts. [ further certify, that the

Date  _Mane. 7], 202~

Judge of the Superior Court of California
County of Riverside

28 USCA, Sec. 1738
Form No. 334 (1/90; 10/97; 2/99; 3/00; 10/00; 5/01;1/03; 4/03; 6/03)
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, RIVERSIDE COURT

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California Case No. RIC495266
corporation,
: JUDGE: Hon. Jacqueline Jackson
Plaintiff,
JPROPOSED] JUDGMENT AMUNCPRO—
VS, NG

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC.,, a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual; MICHAEL J. MONA, JR,, an
individual; and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Action Filed: March 24, 2008
Trial Date: September 23, 2011

Defendants.

st S S S Mmine S St S Vv St Ve ot vt S v

On February 23, 2012, the Honorable Jacqueline Jackson entered Finding of Fact and
Conclusion of Law in the above-referenced matter. Based upon those Findings and Conclusion,

Judgment is hereby entered in favor of Plaintiff Far West Industries, a California corporation and

| against the following Defendants, jointly and severally: (1) Michael J, Mona, Jr.; (2) Michael J.

Mona, Jr., as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust dated February 21, 2002; (3) Rio Vista Nevada,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and (4) World Development, Inc., a California
corporation in the amount of $17,777,562.18. Recoverable court costs of $25,562,56 and
attorney’s fees of $327,548.84 are also awarded to Far West ‘Industries, jointly and severally
apainst all Defendants. The Clerk is hereby directed to enter those amounts on this Judgment

following Far West Industries’ post-Judgment petition for them. Finally, the Clerk is hereby

TPROPESEDJJUDGMENT NUNE PROTUNC—

AT R L LT T L L o) LIVETR
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directed to release the $32,846 that was interplead by Defendant Fidelity National Title Company

to Far West Industries upon entry of this Judgment.

Dated; 17/‘/ 02,:7’_/f .

2

)
[P,B.OPO§ED] JUDGMENT WNHNE-PROTENC
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John R. Hawley

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALD & BLAKE
7573 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
LAS VEGAS, NV 83128
{702} B80-9750

N3
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Nevada Bar No, 001545

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE

7575 Vegas Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

(702) 880-9750

Fax; (702) 314-1210
jhawley@leelawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Electronically Filed
10/23/2012 07:54:40 AM

%;.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; WORLD
DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California
corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, and individual;
MICIIAEL J. MONA, IR., an individual,
DOES I through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
DEPT: v

NOTICE OF FILING APPLICATION

OF FOREIGN JUDGMENT AND
AFFIDAVIT

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the attached judgment has been entered in the above

Jlmatter. ...

DATED this / day of October, 2012,

s

JOHN.B~=ITAWLEY. ESQ.
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE

7575 Vegas Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
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GAROFALC & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUTTE 150
{702) BBO-9750

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
LAS VEGAS, NV 89128

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

Far West Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LL.C

I hereby certify that on this ﬁﬂc_lﬁaljy of October, 2012, 1 served the foregoing NOTICE OF
FILING APPLICATION OF FOREIGN JUDGMENT and AFFIDAVIT OF FOREIGN
JUDGMENT by placing a true and correct copy thereof in the United States mail, postage prepaid
for certified mailing as item # 71969008904012653103 Michael J. Mona, Jr.,
71969008904012653318 Michael J. Mona, as trustee of the Mona Family Trust, and

71969008904012653400 Howard Golds.

//)»-Mdim @mw"zﬁ-«
An'Employee of LEE, HERNANDEZ,
LANDRUM, GAROFALO & BLAKE
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Far West Industrics v. Rio Vista Nevada, LL.C
Service List

[

Michael J. Mona, JIr.
2793 Red Arrow Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135

Michael J. Mona, Jr., as trustee of the
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GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 50
LAS VEGAS, NV 89128
{702) §80-9750

L.EE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
it S ot
[ee] ~J (o)

-
o

Mona Family Trust
2793 Red Arrow Drive
L.as Vegas, Nevada 89135

Howard Golds

BEST, BEST & KRIEGER LLP
3750 University Avenue # 400
Riverside, CA 92502
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Michael 1. Mona, Jr.
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Nepligence
[ Negligence — Auto
[ Negligence — Medical/Dentnl

[ Negligenee — Premises Linlility
(Siip/Fall)

[ Negligence ~ Other

[ Product Linbility
[ Produet Llabilicy/Motor Vehicle
[ Other Tors/Product Linbiiity

] Intentional Misconduct
[ ‘Toris/Defamation {Libel/Siander}
[ Interlere with Controel Rights

[ Employment Torts { Weanglul iermination)
[] Other Torts

1 Anti-trust

[ ¥rowd/Misrepresentation

[ Insuranee

[] Legat Tort

] Unfnir Competition

Probate

Other Civil Filing Types

O Sommary Administrotion
[ Genernf Administration
[ Specinl Administration

E:] Construction Defect

[C]1 Chapter 40
[Tl General
El Brench of Contract

[ Set Aside EsiAlE

[ Trust/Cunservatorships
{1 Individual Trustee
1 Corporate Trustes

[J O¢her Probate

Insurnnce Ciorier

Commereial Instrument

Other Conlracis/Acct/iudgment
Collection of Actions
Employment Contract
Cunrantee

Snle Cantroct

Uniform Comunercinl Cotle

{7 Civil Petitlon for Judiclnl Review
[ Other Administrative Law
[ Deporiment of Motar Vehicles
] Worker’s Campensation Appenl

o o o

~~Building & Construction s

C1 Appenl from Lower Court (afse pheck
applicable civil casa hox)

[J Trensfer from Justice Court

] Justice Court Civil Appeal

=] Civil- Wit s e

] other Spcc{nl Fruccedmg

Other Civil Filing
1 Compromise of Minor’s Claim
i) Conversion of Property
{1 Damage to Properly
] Employmenl Security
(] Enlorcement af Judgment
4 Forelgn Judgment — Civii
] Other Personal Property
"] Recovery of Properly
1 Siockholder Suit
[ Other Civil Motters

Y, Business Court chuested {Plense check npplicable enlegary; for Clark or | Paslroe Counties aily.)

Nevids AQC — Blanning not Anplysis Division

Fomt PA 2061
Rev. LIE
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[] NRS Chaplers 78-88 [ Investments (NRS 104 Art, 8) {] Enhanced Case Mgmt/Business
O Commodities (NRS 90) [ Deceptive Trade Practices (NRS 598) 7] Other Business Court Maliers
[ Securities (NRS 90) 1 Trademarks (NRS 600A)

October 18, 2012 ’

Date % of initiating party or representative

Nevada AQC — Planning and Analysis Division Forst PA 201
Rev. 2.JE
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Electronically Filed
10/18/2012 04:42:40 PM
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LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE
7373 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 130
LAS VEGAS, NV 89128
{7021 880-9730

FORJ % 2
Joln R. Hawley "i

Nevada Bar No. 001545 CLERK OF THE COURT
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,

GAROFALQ & BLAKE

7575 Vepas Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

(702) 880-9750

Fax; (702) 314-1210

jhawley@leelawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California CASENO.: A-12-670352-F
corpol-atlmn, | | - TV
Plaintiff, APPLICAION OF FOREIGN
. JUDGMENT
V5.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; WORLD
DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California
corporation; BRUCE MATZE, and individual;
MICHAEL J, MONA, JR., an individual;
DOES I through 100, inclusive,

Defendants,

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN R. HAWLILY, ESQ.

. 858.

COUNTY OF CLARK )

COMES NOW, JOHN R. HAWLEY, ESQ., being first duly sworn, and states as follows:
1. That Affiant is an attorney, duly licensed to practice in the State of MNevada and is a

member of the law firm of LEE, HERNADEZ, LANDRUM, GARQFALO & BLAKE.
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2. That Affiant is counsel of record for FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

N\

corporation in the instant matter,

3. That the name and last known address of the Judgment Debtors herein are as follows:

Michael J, Mona, Jr.
2793 Red Arrow Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Michael J. Mona, Jr., as trustee of the Mona Family Trust dated February 21,

LT B+ < B N o N e L T

GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
(702) 880-9730

LEE, HERNAND{EZ, LANDRUM,
LAS VEGAS, NV BD128

2002
2793 Ied Arrow Drive
Las Vepgas, NV 89135
4. That the name and address of the Judgment Creditor herein is as follows:
Far West Industries, a California corporation

2922 Daimler Street
Santa Ana, CA 89128

5, That the Judgment herein, a duly exemplified copy of which is attached heralo, is valid
and enforceable.

6. That no portion of the Judgment herein has been satisfied.

FURTHER Affiant sa-yeth naught,

5
DATED this /¥ day of October, 2012,

e
“HAWLEY, ESQ.

JVF

before me this /& ﬁday of

October, 2012,

LW ..,V WA

. NORMA RAMIREZ
Notary Public State of Nevada
No, 07-2355-1

) - % My Appl. Exp. May 2, 2015
ﬂ%ﬂlﬁtﬁif}m vvvvvvvvvvvvvvv ARG A A
NOTARY PUBLIC Q (SEAL)

OAA DR
TUrToT Y
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EXEMPLIFICATION CERTIFICATE

The documents to which this certificate is attached are full, true and correct copies
of the originals on file and of record in my office. All of which we have caused by these

~ presents to be exemplified, and the seal of our Superior Court of California, County of

Riverside 1o be hereunto affixed.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereto set my hand

and afflxed the Seal of the said Cour,

N dayof_, %LU—}’\.,Q./
&

Sherri R, Carter, Clerk
Superior Court of California, County of Riverside

L, Map. 2. Fisher , Judge of the Superior

Court of the State of California, in and for the County of Riverside, do hereby certify that

SHERRI R. CARTER whose name is subscribed to the preceding exemplification, is the
Clerk of the said Superior Court of the State of California, in and for the County of
Riverside, and that full faith and credit are due to her official acts. | further certify, that the
sed| affixed 1o the 'exemplification i the seal of olr said Supenor Gourt and that the ™
attestation thereofis in due form and according to the form of attestation used in this State.

Date . _Mine. 7.

Judge of theSuperior Court of California
County of Riverside

28 USCA, Sec, 1738
Form No. 334 (1/90; 10/27; 2/99; 3/00; 10/00; &/01;1/03; 4/03; 6/03)
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GREEN &/ HAIL

ATTONNEYS AT LAW
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APR 27 2012
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORMIA
COUNTY OF RIVERSIDE, RIVERSIDE COURT

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California Case No, RIC495966

corporation,
JUDGE: Hon. Jacqueline Jackson

' Plaintiff,
JTUNG

Action Filed: March 24, 2008
Trial Date: September 23,2011

V5.

}

)

)

)

)

)
R10 VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited )
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, )
INGC,, a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, )
an individual; MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an )
individual; and DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, g
Defendants, }

)

On February 23, 2012, the Honorable Jacqueline Jackson entered Finding of Fact and
Conclusion of Law in the above-referenced matter. Based upon those Findings end Conclusion,

Judpment is hereby entered in Ftvor of Plaintiff Far West Industries, a California corporation and

[ R - T % B o B o
mqmm#mt@

[PROPOSED] JTUDGMENT MENCPRO—

agﬂ.instnfilc following Defendants, jointly and severally: (I)“Eﬁjclmel'ff{:ffﬁﬁﬂ,'J r.; {2y Michael T, =

Mona, Jr., as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust dated February 21, 2002; (3} Rio Vista Nevada,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and (4) World Development, Inc., a California
corporation in the amount of $17,777.562.18. Recoverable court costs of $25,562.56 and
attorney’s fees of $327,548.84 are also a\yardcd to Far West '[ndusn-h:s, jointly and severally
against all Defendants. The Clerk is hereby directed to enter those amounts on this Judgment

following Far Wesl Industries’ post-Tudgment petition for them. Finally, the Clerk is hereby

ITROPGSEDHUDGMENT HENE PREFTUNE

P T T I T B L L e P

0016



GREEN&UHALL
ATTURHEYS AT EAYW

APRAEmS nad T

directed to release the $32,846 that was {nterplead by Defendant Fidelity National Title Company

to Far West Industries upon entry of this Judgment.

Dated; 17/‘/::2.’-3’"//‘9-

et 2
[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT NUNETPROTONC
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A-12-670352-F

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Foreign Judgment - Civil COURT MINUTES September 18, 2013

A-12-670352-F Far West Industries, Plaintiff(s)
vs. Rio Vista Nevada, LL.C, Defendant(s)

September 18,2013  9:00 AM Status Check
HEARD BY: Sturman, Gloria COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 03H
COURT CLERK: Linda Denman

RECORDER: Kerry Esparza

PARTIES
PRESENT: Hawley, John R. Attorney for Plaintitf
Muije, John W. Attorney for Defendant
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- At STATUS CHECK: COMPLIANCE WITH COURT'S 7/25/13 ORDER, counsel requested Court's
guidance to set parameters to return defendant's business records and to conduct the judgment
debtor exam. Counsel advised 18 of 20 boxes have been delivered and the remaining 2 should be
delivered next week. Court instructed Mr. Hawley to make copies of the records in his possession
and return them to Mr. Muije next Wednesday (Sept 25) when the final boxes are delivered; copy and
return those documents within one week (October 2) and set the judgment debtor exam for two 8-
hour days with reasonable breaks atter reviewing the documents. COURT ORDERED status check
SET but advised counsel if the matter should be wrapped up, the status check could be vacated by
notice to Chambers.

CONTINUED TO 12/4/2013 AT 9:00AM

PRINT DATE: 09/18/2013 Page1lof1 Minutes Date: September 18, 2013
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LAW OFFICES
JOHN W. MUE & ASSOCIATES

Fax: {702} 386-3135

1320 S, CASING CENTER BQULEVARD
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA BB104

Phane; (702) 386-7002

Electronically Filed
10/07/2013 04:08:43 PM

Qo+

CLERK OF THE COURT

ORDR
JOHN W. MUIIE & ASSOCIATES
JOHN W. MUIIE, ESQ,,
Nevada Bar No, 2419
1320 8. Casino Center Blvd.
Las Vegas, Nevada 89104

PH: 702-386-7002
Fax No: 702-386-9135
Email; Jmuije@muijelawoffice.com
Attorneys for Judgment debtors Michael J. Mona Jr.,
and Michael J. Mona Jr., as trustee of the
Monad Family Trust Dated February 21, 2002

DISTRICT COURT

CLARX COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California Case No, : A-12-670352-F
corporation,
Dept. No.: XXVI
Plaintiff,
V5.
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, Nevada HEARING DATE: SEPTEMBER 18, 2013
limited liability company; WORLD HEARING TIME; 9:00 AM.

DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California
corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, and
individual; MICHAEL J. MONA, IR, an
individual; DOES T through 111, and ROE
CORPORATIONS 1 through II, inclusive,

Defendants.

ORDER

‘This matter came on for hearing on a status check regarding the Court Ordered Examination
of Judgment Debtors MICHAEL 1. MONA, JR., and MICHEL J. MONA JR,, as Trustee of the
MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 21, 2002, Plaintiff represented by JOIMN R.

HAWLEY OF the law firm of LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM, GAROFALO & BLAKE, the
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LAW QFFICES

JOHN W. MULJE & ASSOCIATES

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89104
Fax (702) 386-9135

1320 5. CASING CENTER BOULEVARD

Phone: (702) 366-7002

th b W N

Maoee W) N

10
1]
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

appearing defendants represented by JOHN W. MUIJE, ESQ., of the law firm of JOHN W. MUIJE
& ASSOCIATES, the Court and Counsel having engaged in discussion regarding the status of said
defendants’ compliance with the Court’s Examination Order and good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff shatl
return to the offices of counse] for said Defendants the eighteen boxes of documents produced by
said Defendants in compliance with this Court’s Order on or about September 5, 2013, no later than
5:00 p.m. (PDT) on Wednesday, September 25, 2013.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED AND DECREED that said Defendants
shall complete their production, constituting approximately two additional boxes of documents as
represenied by said Defendant’s counsel, to counsel for Plaintiff, no later than 5:00 p.m.(PDT) on
Wednesday, September 25, 2013.

ITISHEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff shall have
one week from the delivery of those additional documents, i.e. thru and including 5:00 p.m.
Wednesday October 2, 2013, to complete its review and inspection of said two additional boxes of
documents, and return the same to the offices of said Defendants counsel.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Court also
entertained discussion regarding the scope and reasonableness of 4 sworn debtor examination, and
has concluded that said examination shall be conducted over two 8-hour working days, (with suitable
and appropriate breaks during said days), on dates mutually agreeable to the parties and counsel, to

occur subsequent to October 2, 2013, but no later than November 20, 2013,
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LW OFFICES :
SOHN W, MUE & ASSOCIATES

TAR0 G, CASING GENTER BOULEVARD
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 63104

Faxs (T02}GHEQ12S

Phone: (702) 386.7002

o5 n B s [ o]

o

| Respectfuily submitted,

oA W Mmsr ES’Q{
| \ Nwad:s Bar'*k} 24y

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the court will
continue this matter for futher status check to oceur before the cowrt on Decamber 4, 2013 at the
hour of 9:00 a.m,, which status check may be unilaterally vacated by the parties to the oxtent that the

document production and examination goes smoothly, aud have been completed prior to that date,
{; ¥ P

;‘Qﬁ‘» J bt e
Dated this &2 day of September, 2013, WW e

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

g

o

OHN WMIRTE & ABSOCIATES

S
SSSNN—.—S N

13268 Casino Center Blvg
Lag Vegas, NV 89104
Telephone: 702-388-7002
Facsimile: 742-386-9135
Email: inuile@muijelawoffice.com
Attorneys for Judgment debiors Michael 1 Moaa Jr,
and Michael J. Mona Jr,, o5 trustee of the
Morad Family Trust Daeied February 21, 2002

APPROVED A8 TO FORM AND CONTENT

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GARQFALGO & BLAKE

JOHN ROBKWLEY, ESQ.,
Nevadpfiar Mo; 0015343

7575 Vegas Drive #158

Las Vegas, NV 89128

Telephone: 702-BR0-881¢

Frostmile: 702-382-6675

Email: thawleyfo@ice-lawfirm.com
Attorneys for FAR WEST INDUSTRIES

i arviments srd SeisingsWollestiresidaph it 2 w928 Osder « Far Wesi- Monswvpd
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GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
(702} 880-9750

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
LLAS VEGAS, NV 89128

=T -EEE S - S R = T o™ B
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NOTC

DAVID 8. LEE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6033

John R. Hawley

Nevada Bar No. 1545

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 Vegas Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
(702) 880-9750

Fax; (702) 314-1210

dleef@lee-lawfirm.com

ihawley(@lee-lawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Electronically Filed
10/31/2013 10:09:16 AM

%;.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,
vS.

RIO VISTANEVADA, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; WORLD
DEVELOPMENT, INC., a California
corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, and individual;
MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an individual;
DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
DEPT: XXVI

NOTICE OF EXAMINATION OF
JUDGMENT DEBTOR

HEARING DATE: November 25. 2013
November 26, 2013

HEARING TIME: 10:00 A.M.

NOTICE OF EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR

COMES NOW, Plaintiff, FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California corporation, by and

through their attorneys of record LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM, GAROFALO & BLAKE

and John R. Hawley Esq. and hereby gives notice of Examination of Judgment Debtor Michael

Mona scheduled for November 25 and 26, 2013, at the hour of 10:00 a.m. at Litigation Services,

/1
L1
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LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALQ & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
LAS VEGAS, NV 89128
{7021 880-9750
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3770 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 300 Las Vegas, Nevada.
’7
DATED this 5 ! day of Qctober, 2013.

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
GAROFALO & BLAKE, APC

By: o

D/ . LEE, ESQ.
Npgvada Bar No.: 6033
OHN R. HAWLEY, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 1545

7575 Vegas Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Attorney for Plaintiff
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GAROFALO & BLAKE
7575 VEGAS DRIVE, SUITE 150
LAS VEGAS, NV B9128

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM,
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
Far West Industries vs. Rio Vista Nevada, L1.C

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the =/ %Zy of October 2013, 1 hereby certify that I served

a copy of the above and foregoing Notice of Examination of Judgment Debtors, via facsimile to
the following counsel:

John W. Muije, Esq.

JOHN W. MUIJE & ASSOCIATES

1320 S. Casino Center Blvd.

Las Vegas, Nevada 89104

(702) 386-7002

Fax: (702) 386-9135

Email: jmujie@muijeandvarricchio.com

Attorney for Judgment Debtor Michael J. Mona, Jr.
and Michael J. Mona, Jr. as trustee of the

Mona Family Trust Date February 21, 2002

Litigation Services

3770 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169

(702) 314-7200

Fax: (702) 631-7351

/)/W?/ML{, Qa’&r/fa-—’"lc

An employee of LEE, HERNANDEZA:ANDRUM,
GAROFALQO & BLAKE, APC
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A-12-670352-F

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Foreign Judgment - Civil COURT MINUTES December 04, 2013

A-12-670352-F Far West Industries, Plaintiff(s)
vs. Rio Vista Nevada, LL.C, Defendant(s)

December 04, 2013 9:00 AM Status Check
HEARD BY: Sturman, Gloria COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 03H
COURT CLERK: Linda Denman

RECORDER: Kerry Esparza

PARTIES
PRESENT: Hawley, John R. Attorney for Plaintitf
Muije, John W. Attorney for Mona Defendants
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- At STATUS CHECK: COMPLIANCE WITH COURT'S 7/25/13 ORDER, counsel appeared and
explained that the parties have conducted the judgment debtor's exam and everything is going along
satistactorily. Upon Court's inquiry, counsel advised they did not want to close this case and would

like another status check set in six months. COURT SO ORDERED.

CONTINUED TO 7/23/2014 at 9:00AM

PRINT DATE: 12/04/2013 Page1lof1 Minutes Date: December 04, 2013
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Electronically Filed
05/08/2015 05:50:55 PM

EAJD
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. (ﬁ« i-/gg’“‘"‘"‘

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada §9101

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation, CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
Dept. No.: XV

Plaintiff,
EX PARTE MOTION FOR ORDER

v. ALLOWING JUDGMENT DEBTOR
EXAMINATION OF MICHAEL J. MONA,
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | JR., INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS TRUSTEE
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, | OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, | FEBRUARY 12, 2002, AND RHONDA

an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,
2002

Defendants.

Plaintiff FAR WEST INDUSTRIES (“Plaintiff”), by and through its attorney F.
THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. of the law firm of HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH FINE WRAY
PUZEY & THOMPSON, files this Ex Parte Motion for Order Allowing a Judgment Debtor
Examination of Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually, and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust
Dated February 12, 2002, and Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated
February 12, 2002 (“Motion™).

//
1!
//
/1
/1

10594-01/1489288
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This Motion is based upon the Points and Authorities attached hereto, and the pleadings

and papers on file herein.
Dated this 8th day of May, 2015.
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINWUZEY & THOMPSON

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
1. STATEMENT OF FACTS

JUDGMENT OF MORE THAN $17 MILLION ENTERED AGAINST MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.

1. On February 23, 2012, the Superior Court of the State of California, County of
Riverside, Riverside Court (the “California Court”), entered Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law in the case of Far West Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, et. al., Case No. RIC495966

(the “California Action™).

2. Among other things, the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law stated that
Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Mona”), among others, intentionally misrepresented material
facts and concealed other material facts from Plaintiff on behalf of Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, with
intent to defraud Plaintiff and that Plaintiff justifiably relied on those misrepresentations and
omissions, which caused Plaintiff damages.

3. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions also stated that Mona was the alter ego of
the Mona Family Trust, dated February 21, 2002 (the “Mona Family Trust”), such that he and
the Mona Family Trust are both liable for any and all damages awarded against Rio Vista
Nevada, LLC.

4. On April 27, 2012, the California Court entered Judgment in the amount of

$17,777,562.18, plus costs of $25,562.56 and attorney’s fees of $327,548.84, in favor of Plaintiff

10594-01/1489288
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and against the following parties, jointly and severally: Mona, Mona as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust, Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, and World Development, Inc. (the “Judgment”).

5. On May 4, 2012, Plaintiff provided notice of entry of the Judgment.

6. There has been no stay issued or appeal taken as to the Judgment.

7. On October 18, 2012, Plaintiff filed its Application of Foreign Judgment in the

instant case before this Court entitled Far West Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, et. al., Case No.

A-12-670352-F (the “Domesticated Judgment Action™).

8. On November 27, 2013, Plaintiff conducted a judgment debtor examination of
Mona for the Domesticated Judgment Action. During the judgment debtor examination, Mona
stated that his wife, Rhonda Mona (“Mrs. Mona”), is a co-trustee of the Mona Family Trust,
which is jointly liable on the Judgment.

9. On February 7, 2014, Plaintiff filed a Complaint in the case entitled Far West

Industries v. Cannavest Corp., et. al., Case No. A-14-695786-C (the “Fraudulent Transfer

Action™), alleging among other things, that Mona fraudulently transferred assets to avoid paying
Plaintiff for the Judgment.

10. On November 17, 2014, Plaintiff deposed Mona for the Fraudulent Transfer
Action.

11.  Despite Plaintiff’s collection efforts, Mona has failed to pay any significant
amount towards the Judgment and continues to ignore his obligation to satisfy the outstanding
Judgment despite reportedly earning more than $8 million in 2014."

12.  Plaintiff seeks to examine Mona, individually, and as Trustee of the Mona Family
Trust, and Mrs. Mona, as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust, to satisfy the Judgment.

2. LEGAL ANALYSIS

NRS 21.270 provides in pertinent part:

1. A judgment creditor, at any time after the judgment is entered, is entitled to an
order from the judge of the court requiring the judgment debtor to appear and
answer upon oath or affirmation concerning his property, before:

! To date, Plaintiff has garnished less than $13,000 from Mona’s assets in satisfaction of the
Judgment.

10594-01/1489288
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(a) The judge or a master appointed by him; or
(b) An attorney representing the judgment creditor,

at a time and place specified in the order. No judgment debtor may be
required to appear outside the county in which he resides.

3. A judgment debtor who is regularly served with an order issued pursuant to

this section, and who fails to appear at the time and place specified in the order,

may be punished for contempt by the judge issuing the order.

Plaintiff is informed and believes that Mona, individually, or as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust, and/or Mrs. Mona, as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust, are in possession of
property or other non-exempt assets with which the Judgment may be satisfied. Therefore,
Plaintiff is entitled to an Order requiring Mona, individually, and as Trustee of the Mona Family
Trust, and Mrs. Mona, as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust to appear to answer questions under
oath concerning Mona and the Mona Family Trust’s property and other assets. With respect to
Mrs. Mona, Plaintiff seeks to conduct her examination on June 11, 2015, at 10:00 a.m., and
with respect to Mona, Plaintiff seeks to conduct his examination on June 12, 2015, at 10:00
a.m., with examination continuing from day to day until completed, at the offices of Plaintiff’s
counsel, Holley Driggs Walch Fine Wray Puzey & Thompson, 400 South Fourth Street, Third
Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101. Plaintiff also requests an Order requiring Mona, individually,
or as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust, and Mrs. Mona, as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust to
produce at least one week prior to the examination the documents listed on Exhibit “1” attached
hereto.

Dated this 8th day of May, 2015.

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

=X

] )
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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EXHIBIT “1”

DEFINITIONS

The following definitions are to be used with respect to these documents:

A. “Document” is defined to be synonymous in meaning and equal in scope to the
usage of this term in Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 34(a), and shall mean any and all
information in tangible or other form, whether printed, typed, recorded, computerized, filmed,
reproduced by any process, or written or produced by hand, and whether an original, draft,
master, duplicate or copy, or notated version thereof, that is in Your possession, custody, or
control. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

B. Document shall also include, but not be limited to, electronic files, other data
generated by and/or stored on or through any of Your computer systems and storage media (e.g.,
internal or external hard drives, CD-ROM’s, floppy disks, backup tapes, thumb drives, internet-
based posting boards, or any other data storage media or mechanisms), or any other electronic
data. This includes, but is not limited to: email and other electronic communications (e.g.,
postings to internet forums, ICQ or any other instant messenger messages, and/or text messages);
voicemails; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases; calendars; telephone logs;
contact manager information; Internet usage files; offline storage or information stored on
removable media; information contained on laptops or other portable devices; and network
access information. Further, this includes data in any format for storing electronic data.

C. “Relating or referring” are used in their broadest sense and shall mean and
include, but shall not be limited to, advert, allude, comprise, concern, constitute, describe,
discuss, mention, note, pertain, quote, recite, recount, reflect, report or state.

D. The singular shall include the plural, and the plural shall include the singular. The
conjunctive “and” shall include the disjunctive “or” and the disjunctive “or” shall include the
conjunctive “and.”

E. “Judgment Debtor” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) the Mona Family
Trust Dated February 12, 2002, in the Judgment entered on ApI‘ll 27,2012 by the Superior Court
of the State of California, County of Riverside, Riverside Court in the case of Far West
Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, et. al., Case No. RIC495966.

F. “You” or “Your” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) Rhonda Mona, as
Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002.

G. Each Document produced pursuant to this Exhibit shall be produced as it is kept
in the usual course of business (i.e., in the file folder or binder in which such Document(s) were
located when the request was served) or shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the
categories of Document(s) requested.

H. You are instructed to produce any and all Documents which are in your
possession, custody or control. Possession, custody or control includes constructive possession
whereby you have a right to compel the production of a matter from a third party (including an
agency, authority or representative.)
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L. To the extent the location of any Document called for by this Exhibit is unknown
to you, so state. If any estimate can reasonably be made as to the location of an unknown
Document, describe the Document with sufficient particularity so that it can be identified, set
forth your best estimate of the Document’s location, and describe the basis upon which the
estimate is made.

J. If any Document request is deemed to call for disclosure of proprietary data,
counsel for movant is prepared to receive such data pursuant to an appropriate confidentiality
order.

K. To the extent the production of any Document is objected to on the basis of
privilege, provide the following information about each such document: (1) describe the nature
of the privilege claimed (e.g., attorney-client, work product, etc.); (2) state the factual and legal
basis for the claim of such privilege (e.g., communication between attorney for corporation and
outside counsel relating to acquisition of legal services); (3) identify each person who was
present when the document was prepared and who has seen the Document; and (4) identify every
other Document which refers to or describes the contents of such Document.

L. = If any document has been lost or destroyed, the Document so lost or destroyed
shall be identified by author, date, subject matter, date of loss or destruction, identity of person
responsible for loss or destruction and, if destroyed, the reason for such destruction.

ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED

1. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial documents of
Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to, but not limited to, statements for
checking, savings or other financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates
of deposit, shares in banks, savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or
brokerage houses or cooperative, and records of income, profits from companies, cash on
hand, safe deposit boxes, deposits of money with any other institution or person, cash
value of insurance policies, federal and state income tax refunds due or expected, any
debt payable to or held by or for Judgment Debtor, checks, drafts, notes, bonds, interest
bearing instruments, accounts receivable, liquidated and unliquidated claims of any
nature, or any and all other assets.

2. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
closed financial accounts, including, but not limited to checking, savings or other
financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates of deposit, shares in banks,

savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or brokerage houses or cooperative.
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3. Tax returns and all related tax records of Judgment Debtor for tax years 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014.

4. Tax returns and all related tax records of Rhonda Mona for tax years 2011, 2012, 2013,
and 2014.

5. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to tax
deficiencies of Judgment Debtor.

6. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
earnings and/or income, including, but not limited to, compensation paid or payable for
services performed by Judgment Debtor, wages, tips, salaries, commissions, bonuses,
sales or transfers of assets, and interest earned on financial accounts.

7. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
proof of Judgment Debtor’s employment, including, but not limited to, any and all
paystubs, retirement slips, contracts for employment, and consulting agreements.

8. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
income, passive income, investment distributions, or other monetary disbursements or
distributions Judgment Debtor has received.

9. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
Judgment Debtor’s ownership or lease of automobiles, trucks, trailers, and other vehicles,
including, but not limited to, Documents relating to vehicle registration, insurance, sales,
purchases, or leases.

10. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
stock and interests in any and all corporations or other business entities, whether privately
held or publically traded, held by Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to any and
all certificates of stock in CannaVEST Corp.

11. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
interests in any and all partnerships, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, corporations,

holding companies and limited liability companies held by Judgment Debtor.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Documents relating to any and all real property in which Judgment Debtor holds an
interest or which Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited
to, mortgages, deeds, leases, assignments, subordination agreements, and finance
statements.

Documents relating to any and all tangible or intangible property, including, but not
limited to, furnishings, furniture, musical instruments, fixtures, hardware, home
accessories, electronics, computers, audio-visual devices, appliances, equipment, jewelry,
artwork, antiques, and collections, in which Judgment Debtor holds an interest or which
Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited to, bills of sale,
sale receipts, purchase agreements, insurance policies, or promissory notes.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
commercial and consumer loans which Judgment Debtor applied for, or which Judgment
Debtor guaranteed, that were submitted to any individual, bank, lender, financial
institution, finance company, other private entity, public agency or governmental
administration.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
monies loaned to Judgment Debtor or financed on Judgment Debtor’s behalf, including,
but not limited to, any home loan, personal property loan, equity loan, or line of credit.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
guaranty or assurance of performance made by Judgment Debtor for any contract,
agreements, commercial transactions, loans, financing arrangements, notes, mortgages,
third party lender agreements, assignments, and subordination agreements of any kind.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, policies of insurance issued
in the name of Judgment Debtor and/or under which Judgment Debtor is a beneficiary,
including, but not limited to, policies for life insurance, disability insurance, homeowners
insurance, automobile insurance, health insurance, flood insurance, umbrella policies,
liability insurance, personal property protection, and corporate director and/or officer

insurance.
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed to Judgment Debtor or which is still owed to Judgment
Debtor by any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed by Judgment Debtor or which is still owed by Judgment
Debtor to any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, all audited and unaudited
financial statements prepared by or on behalf of Judgment Debtor.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial affidavits that
Judgment Debtor executed at any time for any purpose or reason, including, but not
limited to, submissions in court proceedings or other legal matters, governmental
compliance, proceedings, or investigation, or applications for loans or other financing.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to total
attorney’s fees charged to and/or paid by Judgment Debtor.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
monies, gifts, bequests, dispositions, or transfers paid or given to Judgment Debtor

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
residential real property lease or mortgage payments, utility bills, including, but not
limited to, cable, telephone, cellular phone, internet, club memberships, credit card
statements, and automobile loan or lease payments that were billed to and/or owed by
Judgment Debtor

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
retirement accounts, pension plans, SEP accounts, profit sharing plans and retirement

plans in which Judgment Debtor currently holds an interest
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26. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
tangible or intangible property or other assets sold, assigned, transferred, or conveyed by
Judgment Debtor to any person or entity.

27. Documents relating to any and all trusts of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be in the
future, a beneficiary, future beneficiary, settlor, or trustee.

28. Documents relating to any and all wills of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be a
beneficiary.

29. Documents evidencing any and all other intangible personal, tangible, and/or real
property of Judgment Debtor not already identified in the items set forth above.

30. Documents relating to the current value of any and all property identified in the items set
forth above, including, but not limited to, appraisals and tax assessments

31. A written inventory of any and all property identified in the items set forth above,
including, but not limited to, intangible, personal, tangible, and real property, with each

specific item of property listed with a description, location, and current fair market value.
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Electronically Filed
05/14/2015 05:11:11 PM

NEOJ

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. % § i
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com CLERK OF THE COURT
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone: ~ 702/791-0308

Facsimile: ~ 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

corporation,
CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V. NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FOR

EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | DEBTOR MICHAEL J. MONA, JR.,
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, | INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS TRUSTEE OF
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, | THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an FEBRUARY 12,2002

individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

YOU, and each of you, will please take notice that an ORDER FOR EXAMINATION
OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002 in the above
entitled matter was filed and entered by the Clerk of the
/11
/11
111
/17
/11

/11
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above-entitled Court on the 13th day of May, 2015, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Dated this 14th day of May, 2015.

10594-01/1504596

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
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F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:702/791-0308

Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the 14" day of May, 2015, I served via electronic service in accordance
with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Wiznet/Odyssey E-
File & Serve, a true copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF JUDGMENT
DEBTOR MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE
MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002 in the above matter, addressed as

follows:
Aurora M. Maskall, Esq. Tye Hanseen, Esq.
David S. Lee, Esq. MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM & 1001 Park Run Drive
GARAFALO Las Vegas, NV 89145
7575 Vegas Drive, #150 E-mail: thanseen@maclaw.com
Las Vegas, NV 89128 rwesp@maclaw.com

E-mail: amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com
dlee@lee-lawfirm.com
lee-lawfirm@]live.com

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

Andrea M. Gandara, Esq.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY &

THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
agandara@nevadafirm.com
nmoseley@nevadafirm.com
tnealon@nevadafirm.com

4@; 0.N\ecd

Tilla D. Nealon, an employee of
Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson
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F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Electronically Filed
05/13/2015 05:20:28 PM

A+ Losine

CLERK OF THE COURT

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912
Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
Dept. No.: XV

ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF
JUDGMENT DEBTOR MICHAEL J.
MONA, JR., INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS
TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY
TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002

Defendants.

TO:

MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002

THIS PLEADING IS A COMMUNICATION BEING MADE IN AN EFFORT TO
COLLECT A DEBT AND SEEK COMPLIANCE WITH A JUDGMENT. ANY
INFORMATION OBTAINED INCIDENT HERETO WILL BE USED FOR THAT
PURPOSE.

It appearing to the Court that a Judgment (the “Judgment”) was entered on April 27,

2012, in favor of Plaintiff Far West Industries and against Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr.,

individually (“Mona”), and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2012 (the

Mona Family Trust”) for damages in the amount of $17,777,562.18, plus costs of $25,562.56 and

attorney’s fees of $327,548.84. Mona and the Mona Family Trust have failed to satisfy any

amount of the Judgment by paying in full the monetary damages set forth in the Judgment; and

whereas NRS 21.270 provides for an Examination of Judgment Debtor under such

10594-01/1494164
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circumstances;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Mona, individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust (“Judgment Debtor”), appear at the law offices of
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON, located at 400 South
Fourth Street, Third Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, on June 12, 2015, at 10:00 a.m. and May

29, 2015, at 10:00 a.m., to be examined under oath concerning any property which may be used

to satisfy said Judgment (“Judgment Debtor Examination™) with examination continuing from
day to day until completed;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, in the interim of the
Judgment Debtor Examination, the Judgment Debtor be and hereby is forbidden from
effectuating any transfer(s) or otherwise disposing of any property not exempt from execution.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, the Judgment Debtor
shall produce at least one week prior to the examination the documents listed on Exhibit “1”

attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

IT IS FURTHER HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the date
and time of the Judgment Debtor Examination may be continued at the Judgment Creditor’s
discretion so as to accommodate any conflict of schedule which may arise.

FAILURE TO APPEAR AT THE TIME AND PLACE OF THE SCHEDULED
JUDGMENT DEBTOR EXAMINATION MAY RESULT IN A BENCH WARRANT BEING

ISSUED FOR YOUR A ST.

Dated this } 5 day of w
VilA
DISWCT €OURT 7GE

¢/

10594-01/1494 164

0041




[ T I

NoREN - BN B« N

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

Submitted by:

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

oy T

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549
400 S. Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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EXHIBIT “1”

DEFINITIONS

The following definitions are to be used with respect to these documents:

A. “Document” is defined to be synonymous in meaning and equal in scope to the
usage of this term in Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 34(a), and shall mean any and all
information in tangible or other form, whether printed, typed, recorded, computerized, filmed,
reproduced by any process, or wrilten or produced by hand, and whether an original, draft,
master, duplicate or copy, or notated version thereof, that is in Your possession, custody, or
control. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

B. Document shall also include, but not be limited to, electronic files, other data
generated by and/or stored on or through any of Your computer systems and storage media (e.g.,
internal or external hard drives, CD-ROM’s, floppy disks, backup tapes, thumb drives, internet-
based posting boards, or any other data storage media or mechanisms), or any other electronic
data. This includes, but is not limited to: email and other electronic communications (e.g.,
postings to internet forums, ICQ or any other instant messenger messages, and/or text messages);
voicemails; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases; calendars; telephone logs;
contact manager information; Internet usage files; offline storage or information stored on
removable media; information contained on laptops or other portable devices; and network
access information. Further, this includes data in any format for storing electronic data.

C. “Relating or referring” are used in their broadest sense and shall mean and
include, but shall not be limited to, advert, allude, comprise, concern, constitute, describe,
discuss, mention, note, pertain, quote, recite, recount, reflect, report or state.

D. The singular shall include the plural, and the plural shall include the singular. The
conjunctive “and” shall include the disjunctive “or” and the disjunctive “or” shall include the
conjunctive “and.”

E. “Judgment Debtor” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) the Mona Family
Trust Dated February 12, 2002, in the Judgment entered on April 27, 2012 by the Superior Court
of the State of California, County of Riverside, Riverside Court in the case of Far West
Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, et. al., Case No. RIC495966.

F. “You” or “Your” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) Rhonda Mona, as
Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002.

G. Each Document produced pursuant to this Exhibit shall be produced as it is kept
in the usual course of business (i.e., in the file folder or binder in which such Document(s) were
located when the request was served) or shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the
categories of Document(s) requested.

H. You are instructed to produce any and all Documents which are in your
possession, custody or control. Possession, custody or control includes constructive possession
whereby you have a right to compel the production of a matter from a third party (including an
agency, authority or representative.)
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0043



[\

O 0 N N U A~ W

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

L. To the extent the location of any Document called for by this Exhibit is unknown
to you, so state. If any estimate can reasonably be made as to the location of an unknown
Document, describe the Document with sufficient particularity so that it can be identified, set
forth your best estimate of the Document’s location, and describe the basis upon which the
estimate is made.

L. If any Document request is deemed to call for disclosure of proprietary data,
counsel for movant is prepared to receive such data pursuant to an appropriate confidentiality
order.

K. To the extent the production of any Document is objected to on the basis of
privilege, provide the following information about each such document: (1) describe the nature
of the privilege claimed (e.g., attorney-client, work product, etc.); (2) state the factual and legal
basis for the claim of such privilege (e.g., communication between attorney for corporation and
outside counsel relating to acquisition of legal services); (3) identify each person who was
present when the document was prepared and who has seen the Document; and (4) identify every
other Document which refers to or describes the contents of such Document.

L. If any document has been lost or destroyed, the Document so lost or destroyed
shall be identified by author, date, subject matter, date of loss or destruction, identity of person
responsible for loss or destruction and, if destroyed, the reason for such destruction.

ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED

1. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial documents of
Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to, but not limited to, statements for
checking, savings or other financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates
of deposit, shares in banks, savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or
brokerage houses or cooperative, and records of income, profits from companies, cash on
hand, safe deposit boxes, deposits of money with any other institution or person, cash
value of insurance policies, federal and state income tax refunds due or expected, any
debt payable to or held by or for Judgment Debtor, checks, drafts, notes, bonds, interest
bearing instruments, accounts receivable, liquidated and unliquidated claims of any
nature, or any and all other assets.

2. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
closed financial accounts, including, but not limited to checking, savings or other
financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates of deposit, shares in banks,

savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or brokerage houses or cooperative.
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3. Tax returns and all related tax records of Judgment Debtor for tax years 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014.

4. Tax returns and all related tax records of Rhonda Mona for tax years 2011, 2012, 2013,
and 2014.

5. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to tax
deficiencies of Judgment Debtor.

6. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
earnings and/or income, including, but not limited to, compensation paid or payable for
services performed by Judgment Debtor, wages, tips, salaries, commissions, bonuses,
sales or transfers of assets, and interest earned on financial accounts.

7. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
proof of Judgment Debtor’s employment, including, but not limited to, any and all
paystubs, retirement slips, contracts for employment, and consulting agreements.

8. For the period beginning April 2012 through the preseﬁt date, Documents relating to
income, passive income, investment distributions, or other monetary disbursements or
distributions Judgment Debtor has received.

9. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
Judgment Debtor’s ownership or lease of automobiles, trucks, trailers, and other vehicles,
including, but not limited to, Documents relating to vehicle registration, insurance, sales,
purchases, or leases.

10. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
stock and interests in any and all corporations or other business entities, whether privately
held or publically traded, held by Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to any and
all certificates of stock in CannaVEST Corp.

11. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
interests in any and all partnerships, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, corporations,

holding companies and limited liability companies held by Judgment Debtor.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Documents relating to any and all real property in which Judgment Debtor holds an
interest or which Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited
to, mortgages, deeds, leases, assignments, subordination agreements, and finance
statements.

Documents relating to any and all tangible or intangible property, including, but not
limited to, furnishings, furniture, musical instruments, fixtures, hardware, home
accessories, electronics, computers, audio-visual devices, appliances, equipment, jewelry,
artwork, antiques, and collections, in which Judgment Debtor holds an interest or which
Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited to, bills of sale,
sale receipts, purchase agreements, insurance policies, or promissory notes.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
commercial and consumer loans which Judgment Debtor applied for, or which Judgment
Debtor guaranteed, that were submitted to any individual, bank, lender, financial
institution, finance company, other private entity, public agency or governmental
administration.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
monies loaned to Judgment Debtor or financed on Judgment Debtor’s behalf, including,
but not limited to, any home loan, personal property loan, equity loan, or line of credit.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
guaranty or assurance of performance made by Judgment Debtor for any contract,
agreements, commercial transactions, loans, financing arrangements, notes, mortgages,
third party lender agreements, assignments, and subordination agreements of any kind.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, policies of insurance issued
in the name of Judgment Debtor and/or under which Judgment Debtor is a beneficiary,
including, but not limited to, policies for life insurance, disability insurance, homeowners
insurance, automobile insurance, health insurance, flood insurance, umbrella policies,
liability insurance, personal property protection, and corporate director and/or officer

insurance.
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18. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed to Judgment Debtor or which is still owed to Judgment
Debtor by any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

19. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed by Judgment Debtor or which is still owed by Judgment
Debtor to any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

20. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, all audited and unaudited
financial statements prepared by or on behalf of Judgment Debtor.

21. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial affidavits that
Judgment Debtor executed at any time for any purpose or reason, including, but not
limited to, submissions in court proceedings or other legal matters, governmental
compliance, proceedings, or investigation, or applications for loans or other financing.

22. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to total
attorney’s fees charged to and/or paid by Judgment Debtor.

23. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
monies, gifts, bequests, dispositions, or transfers paid or given to Judgment Debtor

24. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
residential real property lease or mortgage payments, utility bills, including, but not
limited to, cable, telephone, cellular phone, internet, club memberships, credit card
statements, and automobile loan or lease payments that were billed to and/or owed by
Judgment Debtor

25. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
retirement accounts, pension plans, SEP accounts, profit sharing plans and retirement

plans in which Judgment Debtor currently holds an interest
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26. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
tangible or intangible property or other assets sold, assigned, transferred, or conveyed by
Judgment Debtor to any person or entity.

27. Documents relating to any and all trusts of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be in the
future, a beneficiary, future beneficiary, settlor, or trustee.

28. Documents relating to any and all wills of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be a
beneficiary.

29. Documents evidencing any and all other intangible personal, tangible, and/or real
property of Judgment Debtor not already identified in the items set forth above.

30. Documents relating to the current value of any and all property identified in the items set
forth above, including, but not limited to, appraisals and tax assessments

31. A written inventory of any and all property identified in the items set forth above,
including, but not limited to, intangible, personal, tangible, and real property, with each

specific item of property listed with a description, location, and current fair market value.
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Electronically Filed
05/14/2015 05:15:07 PM

NEOJ )
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. (ﬁ« b i

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: ~ 702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,
CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V. NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER FOR

EXAMINATION OF RHONDA MONA,
RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, | FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, | 2002

an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

YOU, and each of you, will please take notice that an ORDER FOR EXAMINATION
OF RHONDA MONA, AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED
FEBRUARY 12, 2002 in the above entitled matter was filed and entered by the Clerk of the
/11
/11
/11
/717
/17
/11

/117

Page 1 of 3
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above-entitled Court on the 13th day of May, 2015, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Dated this 14th day of May, 2015.

10594-01/1504597

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

O Green

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:702/791-0308

Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Page 2 of 3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the 14™ day of May, 2015, I served via electronic service in accordance
with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Wiznet/Odyssey E-
File & Serve, a true copy of the foregoing ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF RHONDA
MONA, AND AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,

2002 in the above matter, addressed as follows:

Aurora M. Maskall, Esq. Tye Hanseen, Esq.

David S. Lee, Esq. MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM & 1001 Park Run Drive

GARAFALO Las Vegas, NV 89145

7575 Vegas Drive, #150 E-mail: thanseen@maclaw.com
Las Vegas, NV 89128 rwesp@maclaw.com

E-mail: amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com

dlee@lee-lawfirm.com
lee-lawfirm@]live.com

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

Andrea M. Gandara, Esq.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY &

THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
agandara@nevadafirm.com
nmoseley@nevadafirm.com
tnealon@nevadafirm.com

-~

Tilla D. Nealon,. an employee of
Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson

Page 3 of 3
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F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Electronically Filed
05/13/2015 05:22:39 PM

%;&.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR,, an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CASE No.: A-12-670352-F
Dept. No.: XV

ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF
RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF
JUDGMENT DEBTOR THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,
2002

TO:

RHONDA MONA, AS TRUSTEE OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002

THIS PLEADING IS A COMMUNICATION BEING MADE IN AN EFFORT TO
COLLECT A DEBT AND SEEK COMPLIANCE WITH A JUDGMENT. ANY
INFORMATION OBTAINED INCIDENT HERETO WILL BE USED FOR THAT

PURPOSE.
It appearing to the Court that a Judgment (the “Judgment”) was entered on April 27,

2012, in favor of Plaintiff Far West Industries and against Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr.,

individually (“Mona”), and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2012 (the

Mona Family Trust”) for damages in the amount of $17,777,562.18, plus costs of $25,562.56 and

attorney’s fees of $327,548.84. The Mona Family Trust was found to be jointly liable for any

and all damages awarded. During a previous judgment debtor examination of Mona, he

indicated that Rhonda Mona (“Mrs. Mona™) is his co-trustee of the Mona Family Trust. Mona

10594-01/1495869
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and the Mona Family Trust have failed to satisfy any amount of the Judgment by paying in full
the monetary damages set forth in the Judgment; and whereas NRS 21.270 provides for an
Examination of Judgment Debtor under such circumstances;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Mrs. Mona, as Trustee
of the Mona Family Trust (“Judgment Debtor”), appear at the law offices of HOLLEY DRIGGS
WALCH FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON, located at 400 South Fourth Street, Third
Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, on June 11, 2015, at 10:00 a.m., to be examined under oath

concerning any property which may be used to satisfy said Judgment (“Judgment Debtor

Examination”) with examination continuing from day to day until completed;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, in the interim of the
Judgment Debtor Examination, the Judgment Debtor be and hereby is forbidden from
effectuating any transfer(s) or otherwise disposing of any property not exempt from execution.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, the Judgment Debtor
shall produce at least one week prior to the examination the documents listed on Exhibit “1”
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

IT IS FURTHER HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the date
and time of the Judgment Debtor Examination may be continued at the Judgment Creditor’s
discretion so as to accommodate any conflict of schedule which may arise.

FAILURE TO APPEAR AT THE TIME AND PLACE OF THE SCHEDULED
JUDGMENT DEBTOR EXAMINATION MAY RESULT IN A BENCH WARRANT BEING

ISSUED FOR YOUR A ST.

Dated this l ’5 day of , OISW

2
DISTRI{T COURT JUDGEU
76
-2
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Submitted by:

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549
400 S. Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Attorneys for Plaintiff
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EXHIBIT “1”

DEFINITIONS

The following definitions are to be used with respect to these documents:

A. “Document” is defined to be synonymous in meaning and equal in scope to the
usage of this term in Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 34(a), and shall mean any and all
information in tangible or other form, whether printed, typed, recorded, computerized, filmed,
reproduced by any process, or written or produced by hand, and whether an original, draft,
master, duplicate or copy, or notated version thereof, that is in Your possession, custody, or
control. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

B. Document shall also include, but not be limited to, electronic files, other data
generated by and/or stored on or through any of Your computer systems and storage media (e.g.,
internal or external hard drives, CD-ROM’s, floppy disks, backup tapes, thumb drives, internet-
based posting boards, or any other data storage media or mechanisms), or any other electronic
data. This includes, but is not limited to: email and other electronic communications (e.g.,
postings to internet forums, ICQ or any other instant messenger messages, and/or text messages);
voicemails; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases; calendars; telephone logs;
contact manager information; Internet usage files; offline storage or information stored on
removable media; information contained on laptops or other portable devices; and network
access information. Further, this includes data in any format for storing electronic data.

C. “Relating or referring” are used in their broadest sense and shall mean and
include, but shall not be limited to, advert, allude, comprise, concern, constitute, describe,
discuss, mention, note, pertain, quote, recite, recount, reﬂect report or state.

D. The singular shall include the plural, and the plural shall include the singular. The
conjunctive “and” shall include the disjunctive “or” and the disjunctive “or” shall include the
conjunctive “and.”

E. “Judgment Debtor” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) the Mona Family
Trust Dated February 12, 2002, in the Judgment entered on April 27, 2012 by the Superior Court
of the State of California, County of Riverside, Riverside Court in the case of Far West
Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, et. al., Case No. RIC495966.

F. “You” or “Your” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) Rhonda Mona, as
Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002.

G. Each Document produced pursuant to this Exhibit shall be produced as it is kept
in the usual course of business (i.e., in the file folder or binder in which such Document(s) were
located when the request was served) or shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the
categories of Document(s) requested.

H. You are instructed to produce any and all Documents which are in your
possession, custody or control. Possession, custody or control includes constructive possession
whereby you have a right to compel the production of a matter from a third party (including an
agency, authority or representative.)

10594-01/1495869
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I To the extent the location of any Document called for by this Exhibit is unknown
to you, so state. If any estimate can reasonably be made as to the location of an unknown
Document, describe the Document with sufficient particularity so that it can be identified, set
forth your best estimate of the Document’s location, and describe the basis upon which the
estimate is made.

J. If any Document request is deemed to call for disclosure of proprietary data,
counsel for movant is prepared to receive such data pursuant to an appropriate confidentiality

order.

K. To the extent the production of any Document is objected to on the basis of
privilege, provide the following information about each such document: (1) describe the nature
of the privilege claimed (e.g., attorney-client, work product, etc.); (2) state the factual and legal
basis for the claim of such privilege (e.g., communication between attorney for corporation and
outside counsel relating to acquisition of legal services); (3) identify each person who was
present when the document was prepared and who has scen the Document; and (4) identify every
other Document which refers to or describes the contents of such Document.

L. If any document has been lost or destroyed, the Document so lost or destroyed
shall be identified by author, date, subject matter, date of loss or destruction, identity of person
responsible for loss or destruction and, if destroyed, the reason for such destruction.

ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED

1. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial documents of
Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to, but not limited to, statements for
checking, savings or other financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates
of deposit, shares in banks, savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or
brokerage houses or cooperative, and records of income, profits from companies, cash on
hand, safe deposit boxes, deposits of money with any other institution or person, cash
value of insurance policies, federal and state income tax refunds due or expected, any
debt payable to or held by or for Judgment Debtor, checks, drafts, notes, bonds, interest
bearing instruments, accounts receivable, liquidated and unliquidated claims of any
nature, or any and all other assets.

2. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
closed financial accounts, including, but not limited to checking, savings or other
financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates of deposit, shares in banks,

savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or brokerage houses or cooperative.

. _5-
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10.

11.

Tax returns and all related tax records of Judgment Debtor for tax years 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014.

Tax returns and all related tax records of Rhonda Mona for tax years 2011, 2012, 2013,
and 2014.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to tax
deficiencies of Judgment Debtor.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
earnings and/or income, including, but not limited to, compensation paid or payable for
services performed by Judgment Debtor, wages, tips, salaries, commissions, bonuses,
sales or transfers of assets, and interest earned on financial accounts.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
proof of Judgment Debtor’s employment, including, but not limited to, any and all
paystubs, retirement slips, contracts for employment, and consulting agreements.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
income, passive income, investment distributions, or other monetary disbursements or
distributions Judgment Debtor has received.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
Judgment Debtor’s ownership or lease of automobiles, trucks, trailers, and other vehicles,
including, but not limited to, Documents relating to vehicle registration, insurance, sales,
purchases, or leases.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
stock and interests in any and all corporations or other business entities, whether privately
held or publically traded, held by Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to any and
all certificates of stock in CannaVEST Corp.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
interests in any and all partnerships, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, corporations,

holding companies and limited liability companies held by Judgment Debtor.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Documents relating to any and all rcal property in which Judgment Debtor holds an
interest or which Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited
to, mortgages, deeds, leases, assignments, subordination agreements, and finance
statements.

Documents relating to any and all tangible or intangible property, including, but not
limited to, furnishings, furniture, musical instruments, fixtures, hardware, home
accessories, electronics, computers, audio-visual devices, appliances, equipment, jewelry,
artwork, antiques, and collections, in which Judgment Debtor holds an interest or which
Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited to, bills of sale,
sale receipts, purchase agreements, insurance policies, or promissory notes.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
commercial and consumer loans which Judgment Debtor applied for, or which Judgment
Debtor guaranteed, that were submitted to any individual, bank, lender, financial
institution, finance company, other private entity, public agency or governmental
administration.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
monies loaned to Judgment Debtor or financed on Judgment Debtor’s behalf, including,
but not limited to, any home loan, personal property loan, equity loan, or line of credit.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
guaranty or assurance of performance made by Judgment Debtor for any contract,
agreements, commercial transactions, loans, financing arrangements, notes, mortgages,
third party lender agreements, assignments, and subordination agreements of any kind.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, policies of insurance issued
in the name of Judgment Debtor and/or under which Judgment Debtor is a beneficiary,
including, but not limited to, policies for life insurance, disability insurance, homeowners
insurance, automobile insurance, health insurance, flood insurance, umbrella policies,
liability insurance, personal property protection, and corporate director and/or officer

insurance.
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed to Judgment Debtor or which is still owed to Judgment
Debtor by any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed by Judgment Debtor or which is still owed by Judgment
Debtor to any person or entity, iﬁcluding, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, all audited and unaudited
financial statements prepared by or on behalf of Judgment Debtor.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial affidavits that
Judgment Debtor executed at any time for any purpose or reason, including, but not
limited to, submissions in court proceedings or other legal matters, governmental
compliance, proceedings, or investigation, or applications for loans or other financing.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to total
attorney’s fees charged to and/or paid by Judgment Debtor.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
monies, gifts, bequests, dispositions, or transfers paid or given to Judgment Debtor

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
residential real property lease or mortgage payments, utility bills, including, but not
limited to, cable, telephone, cellular phone, internet, club memberships, credit card
statements, and automobile loan or lease payments that were billed to and/or owed by
Judgment Debtor

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
retirement accounts, pension plans, SEP accounts, profit sharing plans and retirement

plans in which Judgment Debtor currently holds an interest
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26. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
tangible or intangible property or other assets sold, assigned, transferred, or conveyed by
Judgment Debtor to any person or entity.

27. Documents relating to any and all trusts of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be in the
future, a beneficiary, future beneficiary, settlor, or trustee.

28. Documents relating to any and all wills of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be a
beneficiary.

29. Documents evidencing any and all other intangible personal, tangible, and/or real
property of Judgment Debtor not already identified in the items set forth above.

30. Documents relating to the current value of any and all property identified in the items set
forth above, including, but not limited to, appraisals and tax assessments

31. A written inventory of any and all property identified in the items set forth above,
including, but not limited to, intangible, personal, tangible, and real property, with each

specific item of property listed with a description, location, and current fair market value.
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AFFT J,' .

Holley, Driggs Walch, Puzey & Thompson
F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

400 South 4th St., 3rd Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

State Bar No.: 9549

Attorney(s) for: Plaintiff(s)

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Far West Industries, a California corporation

Vs

Plaintiff(s)

Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; et al

Defendant(s)

Electronically Filed
05/20/2015 11:59:51 AM

R

CLERK OF THE COURT

Case No.: A-12-670352
Dept. No.: XV

Date: May 29, 2015
Time: 10am10am

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

|, Leonard Jay Hirschhorn, being duly sworn deposes and says: That at all times herein affiant was and is a

citizen of the United States, over 18 years of age, licensed to serve civil process in the State of Nevada under

license #604, and not a party to or interested in the proceeding in which this affidavit is made. The affiant received
1 copy(ies) of the: Qrder For Examination Of Judgment Debtor Michael J. Mona, Jr.. individually, and as
Trustee of The Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 on the 15th day of May, 2015 and served the same
on the 15th day of May, 2015 at 12:24pm by delivering and leaving a copy with the Defendant(s), Michael.J.

M ir.. individuall lasT f the M Family T D { Fet 12. 2002 at Empl
address, Cannavest, 2688 S. Rainbow Blvd., Las Veqgas, NV 89146 (in parking lot).

S NOTARY PUBLIC

NN
. STATE OF NEVADA
‘&5 s County of Clark

Appt. No. 93-3447-1
pt. Expires June 30, 2017

2

/.
._,"’
1 \

Legal

Affiant — Leonard-Jay Hirschhorn

Process Service - License # 604

WorkOrderNo 1

503919
UL LR

#: R-070386
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Electronically Filed

05/21/2015 03:25:21 PM

EXMT :
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. % & W
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com CLERK OF THE COURT
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone:  702/791-0308

Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

corporation,
Case No.: A-12-670352-F

Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

EX PARTE MOTION TO SERVE RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA

FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002 VIA CERTIFIED OR REGISTERED
MAIL PURSUANT TO NRS 14.090(1)(b)

Plaintiff FAR WEST INDUSTRIES (“Plaintiff” or alternatively, the “Judgment
Creditor”), by and through its attorneys, F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. and ANDREA M.
GANDARA, ESQ. of the law firm of HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, FINE, WRAY, PUZEY &
THOMPSON, hereby respectfully requests that this Court grant Plaintiff’s request to serve
RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY
12, 2002 (“Mrs. Mona”) via certified or registered mail pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b) (the
“Motion”).

111
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This Motion is based upon the Points and Authorities attached hereto, and the pleadings

and papers on file herein.
Dated this 21st day of May, 2015.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

—

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
Plaintiff requests to serve Mrs. Mona with this Court’s Order for Examination of Rhonda
Mona as Trustee of Judgment Debtor the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 (the
“Judgment Debtor Examination Order”), pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b) because Mrs. Mona has
evaded personal service by refusing to allow access to her gated home.
NRS 14.090(1)(b) states:
1. A person who resides at a location to which access is not
reasonably available except through a gate may be lawfully served

with any legal process in the manner provided in this section. If
there is:

(b) No guard posted at the gate and entry through the gate is

not reasonably available, the court may, if it is satisfied by

affidavit that those facts are true, allow service of process by

mailing a copy thereof to the residence by certified or registered

mail.

Mrs. Mona lives in a gated community with her husband, Judgment Debtor and

Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Mr. Mona”). Plaintiff has been unable to identify an
employment address for Mrs. Mona.

/117
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Plaintiff’s legal process server, Leonard Jay Hirschhorn (“Mr. Hirschhorn™) attempted to
serve Mrs. Mona three times at her residence. See Affidavit of Attempted Service, a true and
correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit “1.” During each attempt, Mr. Hirschhorn
was provided a guard escort to the Monas’ home, where there is a locked courtyard gate that
prevents access to the front door. See Exhibit “1.” Mr. Hirschhorn repeatedly rang the bell of
the courtyard gate to obtain access to serve process but the Monas did not respond. During one
attempt, Mr. Mona’s vehicle was at the residence but still there was no answer to the courtyard
bell.

Plaintiff has been unable to effectuate personal service of the Judgment Debtor
Examination Order on Mrs. Mona despite diligent effort. NRS 14.090(1)(b) allows for certified
or registered mail service when Mrs. Mona has an unguarded courtyard gate at her residence and
entry to the residence is not reasonably available because of the courtyard gate. Accordingly,
Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court order service of the Judgment Debtor Examination
Order on Mrs. Mona via certified or registered mail. The proposed Order allowing service via
certified or registered mail on Mrs. Mona pursuant to NRS 14.090(1)(b) is attached hereto as
Exhibit “2”.

Dated this 21st day of May, 2015.

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

MW

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada §9101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

10594-01/1509237
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AFFT
Holley, Driggs Walch, Puzey & Thompson
F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

400 South 4th St., 3rd Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101
State Bar No.: 9549

Attorney(s) for: Plaintiff(s)

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Case No.: A-12-670352

. Dept. No.: XV
Far West Industries, a California corporation
_ vs Plaintiff(s) Date: June 11, 2015
Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; et al Time: 10am

Defendant(s)

AFFIDAVIT OF
ATTEMPTED SERVICE

1, Leonard Jay Hirschhom, being duly sworn deposes and says: That Affiant is and was on the day when he

attempted to serve the within action, a citizen of the United States, over 18 years of age, licensed to serve civil

process in the State of Nevada under license #5604, and not a party to or interested in, the within action: That the

nati M

Eamily Trust Dated February 12, 2002 on the 15th day of May, 201§ and attempted to effect service on Rhonda
Mona As Trustee Of Judgment Debtor The Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 at the following address

(es): 2793 Red Arrow Dr., Las Vegas, NV 89135, Below are listed the date(s) and time(s) of attempted service:
Date Time Address Outcome :

5/15/2015 12:50pm As above Address is a large 2 story house in the gated/guarded
community, The Estates at Red Rock Country Club. Affiant
was given a guard escort to the residence. ere were no
vehicles visible and no activity. Access to door is prohibited
by a locked gate to the courtyard. Affiant rang bell at
courtyard gate and could hear dogs barking inside the
residence. No response was received.

affiant received the within Qrder Fo dgme

5/15/2015 5:15pm As above Affiant was escorted to residence by guard. No change from

prior try. No answer at gate,
5/16/2015 10:15am As above Guard escort was provided. Affiant saw co-defendant’s
Mercedes in the drive. Affiant is sure that people were home;
however, he was not able to get a response.

NOTARY PUBLIC
¥\ STATE OF NEVADA
rk

; County of Cla

9 hj\opR{W;\q P. MCMAHAN
Pt. No. 83-3447-

My Appt. Expires June 30, 20117

State of Nevada, County of Clark M
! "SUBSCR’,IBED AND SWORWG on this ] R
19th/ /dgy-of May > ;2015 - Affiant — Leonard Jay Hirschhorn  #: R-070386
’ 4 Y / Legal Process Service - License # 604
/ WorkOrderNo 1503920
Notary Public Norma P. McMahan 01 TRERIVRRSEYR RO 0 10 1N
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F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

corporation,
Case No.: A-12-670352-F

Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation, BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

ORDER GRANTING EX PARTE MOTION TO SERVE RHONDA MONA AS
TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002 VIA
CERTIFIED OR REGISTERED MAIL PURSUANT TO NRS 14.090(1)(b)

Plaintiff FAR WEST INDUSTRIES (“Plaintiff” or alternatively, the “Judgment
Creditor”), having submitted an Ex Parte Motion to Serve Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the Mona
Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 Via Certified or Registered Mail Pursuant to NRS
14.090(1)(b) (the “Ex Parte Motion”) to the Court, by and through their counsel of record, F.

THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. and ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ. of the law firm of
HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON, and upon the Court’s
review of the pleadings and papers on file herein, and good cause appearing therefore:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the Ex Parte Motion

10594-01/1509596
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is GRANTED in its entirety;

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
Plaintiff shall serve the Notice of Entry of Order for Examination of Rhonda Mona as Trustee of
Judgment Debtor the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002 via certified or registered
mail on RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED
FEBRUARY 12, 2002 at the following address:

2793 Red Arrow Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated this day of , 2015.

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Submitted by:

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH,
FINE, WRAY, PUZEY & THOMPSON

By: W%A;@\,

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 9549

ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

400 S. Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff Far West Industries

10594-01/1509596
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Electronically Filed
05/27/2015 05:05:25 PM

NEOJ )
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. (ﬁ« b i

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:  702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

CLERK OF THE COURT

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

corporation,
CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F
Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V. NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

GRANTING EX PARTE MOTION TO

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited | SERVE RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT, | OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE, | FEBRUARY 12,2002 VIA CERTIFIED OR
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an REGISTERED MAIL PURSUANT TO
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, NRS 14.090(1)(b)

Defendants.

YOU, and each of you, will please take notice that an ORDER GRANTING EX
PARTE MOTION TO SERVE RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,2002, VIA CERTIFIED OR REGISTERED
111
111
111
111
111

117
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MAIL PURSUANT TO NRS 14.090(1)(b) was filed in this matter and entered by the Clerk of

the above-entitled Court on the 26" day of May, 2015, a copy of which is attached hereto.

Dated this 27 th day of May, 2015.

10594-01/1511049

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

A Giie

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone:702/791-0308

Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Page 2 of 3
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the Di‘ﬁay of May, 2015, T served via electronic service in accordance
with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Wiznet/Odyssey E-
File & Serve, a true copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING
EX PARTE MOTION TO SERVE RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002 VIA CERTIFIED OR REGISTERED
MAIL PURSUANT TO NRS 14.090(1)(b) in the above matter, addressed as follows:

Aurora M. Maskall, Esq. Tye Hanseen, Esq.

David S. Lee, Esq. MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM & 1001 Park Run Drive

GARAFALO Las Vegas, NV 89145

7575 Vegas Drive, #150 E-mail: thanseen@maclaw.com
Las Vegas, NV 89128 rwesp@maclaw.com

E-mail: amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com
dlee@lee-lawfirm.com
lee-lawfirm@]live.com

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

Andrea M. Gandara, Esq.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY &

THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
agandara@nevadafirm.com
nmoseley@nevadafirm.com
tnealon@nevadafirm.com

0. O Noh~

Tilla D. Nealon, an employee of
Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson

Page 3 of 3
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Electronically Filed
06/04/2015 12:08:42 PM

COS
F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ. (ﬁ« i-%““"‘"‘

Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com CLERK OF THE COURT
ANDREA M. GANDARA, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 12580

E-mail: agandara@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada §9101

Telephone: ~ 702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California

corporation,
CASE NO.: A-12-670352-F

Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation, BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE VIA U.S. POSTAL SERVICE
ON RHONDA MONA, TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST
DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002

1. I certify that I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson, and that on the 26th day of May, 2015, I served Rhonda Mona as Trustee of the
Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, with the following documents:
ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF RHONDA MONA,
AS TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST
DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002.

(Copy attached hereto at #1.)

2. Two envelopes were delivered personally by me to the U.S. Postal Service for

processing. Both envelopes were addressed to Rhonda Mona, 2793 Red Arrow Drive, Las

Page 1 of 3
10594-01/1514820
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Vegas, NV 89135. One envelope was sent Certified Mail (#7007 2560 0001 6639 0352) and the
second envelope was sent Registered Mail (#RB507091614US). (Postal receipts attached

collectively at #2.)

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 4th

Ryan Eanly, an employe Of
Holley, 1ggs Walc n , Wray, Puzey &
Thompson

day of June 2015, at Las Vegas, NV 89101

Page 2 of 3
10594-01/1514820
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING/SERVICE

I am an employee of Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey & Thompson. On the

_day of June, 2015, I filed with this Court and electronically served in accordance with

Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through this Court’s Wiznet/Odyssey E-File

& Serve, a true copy of the foregoing CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE VIA U.S. POSTAL

SERVICE ON RHONDA MONA, TRUSTEE OF THE MONA FAMILY TRUST DATED

FEBRUARY 12, 2002, in the above matter, addressed as follows:

Tye Hanseen, Esq.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

1001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89145

E-mail: thanseen@maclaw.com
rwesp@maclaw.com

Aurora M. Maskall, Esq.

David S. Lee, Esq.

LEE, HERNANDEZ, LANDRUM &

GARAFALO

7575 Vegas Drive, #150

Las Vegas, NV 89128

E-mail: amaskall@lee-lawfirm.com
dlee@lee-lawfirm.com
lee-lawfirm@live.com

10594-01/1514820

F. Thomas Edwards, Esq.

Andrea M. Gandara, Esq.

HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, PUZEY &

THOMPSON

400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor

Las Vegas, NV 89101

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
agandara(@nevadafirm.com
nmoseley(@nevadafirm.com

tnealon@nevadafirm.com

/J@D-DA\QW

Tilla D. Nealon, an employee of
Holley, Driggs, Walch, Fine, Wray, Puzey &
Thompson

Page 3 of 3
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F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

E-mail: tedwards@nevadafirm.com
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH

FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON
400 South Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Telephone: ~ 702/791-0308
Facsimile: 702/791-1912

Attorneys for Plaintiff

Electronically Filed
05/13/2015 05:22:39 PM

R

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
an individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES 1 through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

CASE No.: A-12-670352-F
Dept. No.: XV

ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF
RHONDA MONA AS TRUSTEE OF
JUDGMENT DEBTOR THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12,
2002

TO:

RHONDA MONA, AS TRUSTEE OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR THE MONA
FAMILY TRUST DATED FEBRUARY 12, 2002

THIS PLEADING IS A COMMUNICATION BEING MADE IN AN EFFORT TO
COLLECT A DEBT AND SEEK COMPLIANCE WITH A JUDGMENT. ANY
INFORMATION OBTAINED INCIDENT HERETO WILL BE USED FOR THAT

PURPOSE.
It appearing to the Court that a Judgment (the “Judgment”) was entered on April 27,

2012, in favor of Plaintiff Far West Industries and against Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr.,

individually (“Mona”™), and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2012 (the

Mona Family Trust™) for damages in the amount of $17,777,562.18, plus costs of $25,562.56 and

attorney’s fees of $327,548.84. The Mona Family Trust was found to be jointly liable for any

and all damages awarded. During a previous judgment debtor examination of Mona, he

indicated that Rhonda Mona (“Mrs. Mona”) is his co-trustee of the Mona Family Trust. Mona

10594-01/1495869

0079



and the Mona Family Trust have failed to satisfy any amount of the Judgment by paying in full
the monetary damages set forth in the Judgment; and whereas NRS 21.270 provides for an
Examination of Judgment Debtor under such circumstances;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Mrs. Mona, as Trustee
of the Mona Family Trust (“Judgment Debtor™), appear at the law offices of HOLLEY DRIGGS
WALCH FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON, located at 400 South Fourth Street, Third
Floor, Las Vegas, Nevada 89101, on June 11, 2015, at 10:00 a.m., to be examined under oath
concerning any property which may be used to satisfy said Judgment (“Judgment Debtor
Examination”) with examination continuing from day to day until completed;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, in the interim of the
Judgment Debtor Examination, the Judgment Debtor be and hereby is forbidden from
effectuating any transfer(s) or otherwise disposing of any property not exempt from execution.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, the Judgment Debtor
shall produce at least one week prior to the examination the documents listed on Exhibit “1”

attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

IT IS FURTHER HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the date
and time of the Judgment Debtor Examination may be continued at the Judgment Creditor’s
discretion so as to accommodate any conflict of schedule which may arise.

FAILURE TO APPEAR AT THE TIME AND PLACE OF THE SCHEDULED
JUDGMENT DEBTOR EXAMINATION MAY RESULT IN A BENCH WARRANT BEING

ISSUED FOR YOUR A ST.

Dated this l '5 day of \ OISW

M
DISTRIT COURT JUDGFU
3
-2

10594-01/1495869
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Submitted by:

HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH
FINE WRAY PUZEY & THOMPSON

F. THOMAS EDWARDS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 9549

400 S. Fourth Street, Third Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for Plaintiff

10594-01/1495869
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EXHIBIT “1”

DEFINITIONS

The following definitions are to be used with respect to these documents:

A. “Document” is defined to be synonymous in meaning and equal in scope to the
usage of this term in Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure 34(a), and shall mean any and all
information in tangible or other form, whether printed, typed, recorded, computerized, filmed,
reproduced by any process, or written or produced by hand, and whether an original, draft,
master, duplicate or copy, or notated version thereof, that is in Your possession, custody, or
control. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of this term.

B. Document shall also include, but not be limited to, electronic files, other data
generated by and/or stored on or through any of Your computer systems and storage media (e.g.,
intemnal or external hard drives, CD-ROM’s, floppy disks, backup tapes, thumb drives, internet-
based posting boards, or any other data storage media or mechanisms), or any other electronic
data. This includes, but is not limited to: email and other electronic communications (e.g.,
postings to internet forums, ICQ or any other instant messenger messages, and/or text messages);
voicemails; word processing documents; spreadsheets; databases; calendars; telephone logs;
contact manager information; Internet usage files; offline storage or information stored on
removable media; information contained on laptops or other portable devices; and network
access information. Further, this includes data in any format for storing electronic data.

C. “Relating or referring” are used in their broadest sense and shall mean and
include, but shall not be limited to, advert, allude, comprise, concern, constitute, describe,
discuss, mention, note, pertain, quote, recite, recount, reﬂect report or state.

D. The singular shall include the plural, and the plural shall include the singular. The
conjunctive “and” shall include the disjunctive “or” and the disjunctive “or” shall include the
conjunctive “and.”

E. “Judgment Debtor” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr., Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) the Mona Family
Trust Dated February 12, 2002, in the Judgment entered on April 27, 2012 by the Superior Court
of the State of California, County of Riverside, Riverside Court in the case of Far West
Industries v. Rio Vista Nevada, LLC, et. al., Case No. RIC495966.

F. “You” or “Your” shall mean and refer to (1) Michael J. Mona, Jr.,, Individually,
and as Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002, and (2) Rhonda Mona, as
Trustee of the Mona Family Trust Dated February 12, 2002.

G. Each Document produced pursuant to this Exhibit shall be produced as it is kept
in the usual course of business (i.e., in the file folder or binder in which such Document(s) were
located when the request was served) or shall be organized and labeled to correspond to the
categories of Document(s) requested.

H. You are instructed to produce any and all Documents which are in your
possession, custody or control. Possession, custody or control includes constructive possession
whereby you have a right to compel the production of a matter from a third party (including an

agency, authority or representative.)
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L To the extent the location of any Document called for by this Exhibit is unknown
to you, so state. If any estimate can reasonably be made as to the location of an unknown
Document, describe the Document with sufficient particularity so that it can be identified, set
forth your best estimate of the Document’s location, and describe the basis upon which the

estimate is made.

J. If any Document request is deemed to call for disclosure of proprietary data,
counsel for movant is prepared to receive such data pursuant to an appropriate confidentiality

order.

K. To the extent the production of any Document is objected to on the basis of
privilege, provide the following information about each such document: (1) describe the nature
of the privilege claimed (e.g., attorney-client, work product, etc.); (2) state the factual and legal
basis for the claim of such privilege (e.g., communication between attorney for corporation and
outside counsel relating to acquisition of legal services); (3) identify each person who was
present when the document was preparcd and who has seen the Document; and (4) identify every
other Document which refers to or describes the contents of such Document.

L. If any document has been lost or destroyed, the Document so lost or destroyed
shall be identified by author, date, subject matter, date of loss or destruction, identity of person
responsible for loss or destruction and, if destroyed, the reason for such destruction.

ITEMS TO BE PRODUCED

1. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial documents of
Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to, but not limited to, statements for
checking, savings or other financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates
of deposit, shares in banks, savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or
brokerage houses or cooperative, and records of income, profits from companies, cash on
hand, safe deposit boxes, deposits of money with any other institution or person, cash
value of insurance policies, federal and state income tax refunds due or expected, any
debt payable to or held by or for Judgment Debtor, checks, drafts, notes, bonds, interest
bearing instruments, accounts receivable, liquidated and unliquidated claims of any
nature, or any and all other assets.

2. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
closed financial accounts, including, but not limited to checking, savings or other
financial accounts, securities brokerage accounts, certificates of deposit, shares in banks,

savings and loan, thrift, building loan, credit unions, or brokerage houses or cooperative.

. -5.-
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3. Tax returns and all related tax records of Judgment Debtor for tax years 2011, 2012,
2013, and 2014.

4. Tax returns and all related tax records of Rhonda Mona for tax years 2011, 2012, 2013,
and 2014.

5. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to tax
deficiencies of Judgment Debtor.

6. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
earnings and/or income, including, but not limited to, compensation paid or payable for
services performed by Judgment Debtor, wages, tips, salaries, commissions, bonuses,
sales or transfers of assets, and interest earned on financial accounts.

7. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
proof of Judgment Debtor’s employment, including, but not limited to, any and all
paystubs, retirement slips, contracts for employment, and consulting agreements.

8. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
income, passive income, investment distributions, or other monetary disbursements or
distributions Judgment Debtor has received.

9. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
Judgment Debtor’s ownership or lease of automobiles, trucks, trailers, and other vehicles,
including, but not limited to, Documents relating to vehicle registration, insurance, sales,
purchases, or leases.

10. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
stock and interests in any and all corporations or other business entities, whether privately
held or publically traded, held by Judgment Debtor, including, but not limited to any and
all certificates of stock in CannaVEST Corp.

11. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
interests in any and all partnerships, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, corporations,

holding companies and limited liability companies held by Judgment Debtor.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Documents relating to any and all rcal property in which Judgment Debtor holds an
interest or which Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited
to, mortgages, deeds, leases, assignments, subordination agreements, and finance
statements. |

Documents relating to any and all tangible or intangible property, including, but not
limited to, furnishings, fumniture, musical instruments, fixtures, hardware, home
accessories, electronics, computers, audio-visual devices, appliances, equipment, jewelry,
artwork, antiques, and collections, in which Judgment Debtor holds an interest or which
Judgment Debtor owns, directly or indirectly, including, but not limited to, bills of sale,
sale receipts, purchase agreements, insurance policies, or promissory notes.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
commercial and consumer loans which Judgment Debtor applied for, or which Judgment
Debtor guaranteed, that were submitted to any individual, bank, lender, financial
institution, finance company, other private entity, public agency or govemmental
administration.

For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
monies loaned to Judgment Debtor or financed on Judgment Debtor’s behalf, including,
but not limited to, any home loan, personal property loan, equity loan, or line of credit.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
guaranty or assurance of performance made by Judgment Debtor for any contract,
agreements, commercial transactions, loans, financing arrangements, notes, mortgages,
third party lender agreements, assignments, and subordination agreements of any kind.
For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, policies of insurance issued
in the name of Judgment Debtor and/or under which Judgment Debtor is a beneficiary,
including, but not limited to, policies for life insurance, disability insurance, homeowners
insurance, automobile insurance, health insurance, flood insurance, umbrella policies,

liability insurance, personal property protection, and corporate director and/or officer

insurance.
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18. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed to Judgment Debtor or which is still owed to Judgment
Debtor by any person or entity, including, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

19. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to any
indebtedness that was owed by Judgment Debtor or which is still owed by Judgment
Debtor to any person or entity, iﬁcluding, but not limited to, agreements, contracts,
leases, promissory notes, mortgages, bills of sale, personal guaranties, or judgments.

20. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, all audited and unaudited
financial statements prepared by or on behalf of Judgment Debtor.

21. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, financial affidavits that
Judgment Debtor executed at any time for any purpose or reason, including, but not
limited to, submissions in court proceedings or other legal matters, governmental
compliance, proceedings, or investigation, or applications for loans or other financing.

22. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to total
attorney’s fees charged to and/or paid by Judgment Debtor.

23. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to
monies, gifts, bequests, dispositions, or transfers paid or given to Judgment Debtor

24. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
residential real property lease or mortgage payments, utility bills, including, but not
limited to, cable, telephone, cellular phone, intemet, club memberships, credit card
statements, and automobile loan or lease payments that were billed to and/or owed by
Judgment Debtor

25. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present datc, Documents relating to
retirement accounts, pension plans, SEP accounts, profit sharing plans and retirement

plans in which Judgment Debtor currently holds an interest
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26. For the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, Documents relating to all
tangible or intangible property or other assets sold, assigned, transferred, or conveyed by
Judgment Debtor to any person or entity.

27. Documents relating to any and all trusts of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be in the
future, a beneficiary, future beneficiary, settlor, or trustee.

28. Documents relating to any and all wills of which Judgment Debtor currently is, or has
been for the period beginning April 2012 through the present date, or will be a
beneficiary.

29. Documents evidencing any and all other intangible personal, tangible, and/or real
property of Judgment Debtor not already identified in the items set forth above.

30. Documents relating to the current value of any and all property identified in the items set
forth above, including, but not limited to, appraisals and tax assessments

31. A written inventory of any and all property identified in the items set forth above,
including, but not limited to, intangible, personal, tangible, and real property, with each

specific item of property listed with a description, location, and current fair market value.
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Marquis Aurbach Coffing

Terry A. Coffing, Esq. 5 % ikg‘w"‘“—‘
Nevada Bar No. 4949

Tye S. Hanseen, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 10365

10001 Park Run Drive -

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Telephone: (702) 382-0711
Facsimile: (702) 382-5816
teoffing@maclaw.com
thanseen@maclaw.com

Attorneys for Michael J. Mona, Jr.

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

FAR WEST INDUSTRIES, a California
corporation, '

Case No.: A-12-670352-F
Plaintiff, Dept. No.: XV

VS.

RIO VISTA NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WORLD DEVELOPMENT,
INC., a California corporation; BRUCE MAIZE,
and individual, MICHAEL J. MONA, JR., an
individual; DOES I through 100, inclusive,

Defendants.

MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME

Defendant Michael J. Mona, Jr. (“Mona”), through the law firm of Marquis Aurbach
Coffing, hereby files his Motion for Protective Order on Order Shortening Time. This Motion is
made and based on the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, all papers and
/11!

111
/11
/1
/11
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pleadings on file herein, declaration of counsel, and any oral argument allowed at the time of the
hearing.

Dated this 1st day of June, 2015.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

/L

Terry A. Zoffing, Esg-
Nevada Bar No. 4949
Tye S. Hanseen, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 10365
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Defendant
Michael J. Mona, Jr.

=

ORDER SHORTENING TIME

On the Declaration of Terry A. Coffing, Esq., and good cause appearing therefore, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED, ADJU.DGED, and DECREED that the time for hearing of the above-

: : . Y/ 2
entitled matter will be shortened and will be heard on the Z day of y: , 2015, at
the hour of ¢ -20 @ _.m, in Department 15 of the Eighth Judicial District Court,

located at the Regional Justice Center, 200 Lewis Avenye

Submitted by:

MARQUIS

Terry A.]goff' g, B5q.
Nevada.Bar

Tye S. Hanseen, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 10365
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Defendant

Michael J. Mona, Jr.

By:
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DECLARATION OF TERRY A. COFFING, ESQ. IN COMPLIANCE WITH NRCP 26
MEET AND CONFER REQUIREMENTS AND IN SUPPORT OF ORDER
SHORTENING TIME

|

Terry A. Coffing, Esq. declares as follows:

1. [ am an attorney with the law firm of Marquis Aurbach Coffing, duly licensed to
practice law in all courts of thé State of Nevada, and counsel for Mike Mona in the above-stated
action. This declaration is made of my own personal knowledge except those facts stated upon
information and belief, and as to those, I believe them to be true. I am competent to testify as to
the facts stated herein in a court of law.

2. On November 25, 2013, Plaintiff took Mike Mona’s judgment debtor examination
in this case. In conjunction with the examination, and pursuant to Plaintiff’s document requests,
Mr. Mona produced, on information and belief, approximately 33,000 pages of documents.

3. On or about May 14, 2015, Plaintiff served an Order setting a second judgment
debtor examination for June 12, 2015 and again requesting numerous documents.

4. On May 18, 2015, my office sent an email to Plaintiff’s counsel advising we were
in receipt of the Order and that Mr. Mona was not available to be deposed on the related date.
See May 18, 2015 email attached as Ex. A.

5. The email also asked for alternative dates for the examination and inquired as to

whether Plaintiff’s counsel (recently substituted in for Plaintiff) was aware that a judgment

debtor examination had already been taken and thousands of pages of documents had already

been produced. Id. The email also advised that we would not stand in the way of a second
examination, but we did not want to rehash the testimony and document production that had
already occurred. Id.

6. Plaintifs counsel responded that Plaintiff was skeptical about Mr. Mona’s
availability due to the circumstances surrounding the prior judgment debtor examination. See
May 18, 2015 responsive email attached as Ex. B.

7. During the week of May 18, 2015, I spoke personally with Plaintiff’s counsel to

attempt to resolve the situation short of seeking this Court’s intervention. I informed Plaintiff’s
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counsel that Mr. Mona was unavailable for a judgment debtor examination on June 12, 2015 and
attempted to arrange for a new date.

8. Plaintiff’s counsel informed that his client would not allow him to agree to a
different date for the judgment debtor examination because he believed Mr. Mona was
attempting to delay the judgmént debtor examination and was indeed available on June 12, 2015,

9. On information and belief, Plaintiff and his counsel were well aware that this
office represents Mr. Mona. However, Plaintiff never reached out to inquire whether June 12,
2015 was an available date for the examination. Instead, Plaintiff unilaterally set the June 12,
2015 date and is now unwilling to accommodate Mr. Mona’s conflicts and related availability.

10. I have spoken personally with Mr. Mona regarding this matter and he has
informed he is not available to participate on June 12, 2015. Mr. Mona is, however, able to
provide responses to the 31 document requests by July 8, 2015 and he is available to appear for a
second judgment debtor examination on July 29 or 30. On May 28, 2015, I exchanged emails
with Plaintiff’s counsel regarding these alternate dates. See May 28, 2015 emails attached as Ex.
C.

11. I have conferred in good faith to resolve this matter, through a telephonic phone
conference and various emails, without‘this Court’s intervention. Unfortunately, I have not been
able to obtain an acceptéble resolution.

12.  The Order Shortening Time is appropriate because the June 12, 2015 date for the
examination is approximately two weeks away. Thus, if the Court heard this Motion in the
normal course, the hearing would take place after the judgment debtor examination.

that the foregoing is

13.  Pursuant to NRS § 53.045, I declare under penalty of
true and correct. '

Dated this 1st day of June, 2015.

Terry 9/ Coffing, Esq.
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L. INTRODUCTION.

The Court should issue a protective order in this case to protect Defendant under NRCP
26(c). Defendant already participated in one judgment debtor examination and produced
approximately 33,000 pages of documents to satisfy Plaintiff’s document requests. Plaintiff
unilaterally set a second judgment debtor examination for June 12, 2015 and Defendant is not
available to participate on June 12, 2015. Alternatively, Defendant has provided Plaintiff with
July 29 and 30 as available dates for the judgment debtor examination. However, Plaintiff has
refused to accommodate Defendant’s availability and has not provided alternate dates itself.

Defendant has satisfied NRCP26(c)’s requirements for a protective order and has
established good cause. As a result, the Court should issue a protective order as to the June 12,
2015 examination date and order the Parties to work together to set a mutually acceptable date
for the second document production and second judgment debtor examination. Further, the
protective order should limit the scope of the second document production and examination to
those documents and testimony not already provided during the first production and
examination.

IL RELEVANT FACTS.

On November 25, 2013, Plaintiff took Mike Mona’s judgment debtor examination in this
case. See Declaration of Terry A. Coffing, Esq. at 2. In conjunction with the examination, and
pursuant to Plaintiff’s document requests, Mr. Mona produced approximately 33,000 pages of
documents. Id.

On May 14, 2015, Plaintiff served an Order setting a second judgment debtor
examination for June 12, 2015." Id. at 3. Prior to applying for the Order regarding the judgment
debtor examination, Plaintiff was aware that this office represents Mr. Mona. Id. at 9.
However, Plaintiff never reached out to inquire whether June 12, 2015 was an acceptable date

for the examination. Id. Instead, Plaintiff unilaterally set the June 12, 2015 date. Id.

" The Order also indicated May 29, 2015 as a second date (after June 12, 2015). On information and
belief, this is a typographical error and Plaintiff intended to-indicate June 29, 2015.
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