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Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

RECD&FiLe; =

ity

DEPIT™

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW
corporation’ REZA ZANDIAN CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Plaintiff Jed Margolin by and through his attomeys,
requests that this Court issue an Order requiring Reza Zandian (“Zandian™) to appear and show
cause why he should not be held in Contempt of Court for having deliberately and willfully
violated the Court’s January 13, 2014 Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents. The Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

According to the Order, Zandian was required to:

/535
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1. Appear before the Court and answer upon oath or affirmation conceming his
property at a Judgment Debtor Examination under the authority of a Judge of the Court on
February 11, 2014 at 9:00 a.m.; and,

2. To produce to Plaintiff’s counsel at least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor
Examination, all information and documents identifying, related to, and/or comprising the

following:

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to satisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc.

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years
2007 to the present.

c. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax retumns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to
the present, including all schedules, W-2’s and 1099’s.

f. All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

g. All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years
2007 to the present.

h. All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years
2007 to the present.

1504
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i. Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.
j-  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter.
k. Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian.
See Exhibit 1.

On February 10, 2014, Zandian’s counsel informed Plaintiff’s counsel that Zandian “is

currently in the middle east on business” and “will not be able to attend the debtor’s

examination” tomorrow morning in front of Judge Russell. Zandian’s counsel also informed

Plaintiff’s counsel on February 10, 2014, that no documents have been produced regarding the

debtor’s examination allegedly “due to the short amount of time provided.” See Exhibit 2,
which is a copy of the February 10, 2014 email, attached hereto.

Without providing any justification, Zandian has violated the Court’s Order by not

providing the documents to Plaintiff by February 4, 2014, and by refusing and failing to appear

at the Court-ordered debtor’s examination on February 11, 2014. Plaintiff therefore requests
that Zandian be ordered to appear in Court to Show Cause why he should not be held in
Contempt of Court.
POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L Background

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named inventor on United States Patent No. 5,566,073
(“the 073 Patent”), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent™), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent”) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patent”) (collectively “the Patents™). See Amended Complaint, filed 8/11/11, §§9-10. In
2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Robert Adams, then CEO of Optima Technology, Inc. (later
renamed Optima Technology Group (hereinafter “OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation
specializing in aerospace technology) a Power of Attorney regarding the Patents. Id. at 11.
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Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to OTG and revoked the
Power of Attorney. Id atq13.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and 724 Patents to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royaity payment pursuant to a royalty-agreement
between Mr. Margolin and OTG. /d. at § 12. On or about October 2007, OTG licensed the
‘073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment
pursuant to a royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. Id. at | 14.

On or about December 5, 2007, Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office (“USPTO™) assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents to Optima
Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by Zandian at the time. /d. at
Y 15. Shortly thereafter, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin, Robert Adams, and OTG were
named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optima
Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona action™). Id. at  17.
Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff in the Arizona action
asserted that Mr. Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents, and
OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation
(“OTC”) in order to obtain legal title to the respective patents. /d.

On August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona
entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no interest in the ‘073 or
“724 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,
void, of no force and effect.” Id at { 18; see also Exhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss,
dated 11/16/11, on file herein.

Due to Zandian’s acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with Plaintiff’s
and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. /d. at 9 19. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the
USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts. Id. at q
20.

|50k
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Il. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009, and the Complaint was personally
served on Zandian on February 2, 2010, and on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a
Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation on March
21, 2010. Zandian’s answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint was due on February 22, 2010, but
Zandian did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered against
Zandian on December 2, 2010, and Plaintiff filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on
Zandian on December 7, 2010 and on his last known attorney on December 16, 2010.

The answers of Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation,
and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, were due on March 8, 2010,
but Defendants did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered
against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation on December 2, 2010. Plaintiff filed and
served a Notice of Entry of Default on the corporate entities on December 7, 2010 and on their
last known attorney on December 16, 2010.

The defaults were set aside and Zandian’s motion to dismiss was denied on August 3,
2011. On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process against all
Defendants may be made by publication. As manifested by the affidavits of service, filed
herein on November 7, 2011, all Defendants were duly served by publication by November
2011.

On February 21, 2012, the Court denied Zandian’s motion to dismiss the Amended
Complaint. On March 5, 2012, Zandian served a General Denial to the Amended Complaint.
On March 13, 2012, the corporate Defendants served a General Denial to the Amended
Complaint.

On June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate Defendants to
retain counsel and that counsel enter an appearance on behalf of the corporate Defendants by
July 15, 2012. The June 28, 2012 order further provided that if no such appearance was
entered, the corporate Defendants’ General Denial would be stricken. Since no appearance

5
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was entered on behalf of the corporate Defendants, a default was entered against them on
September 24, 2012. A notice of entry of default judgment was filed and served on November
6, 2012.

On July 16, 2012, Mr. Margolin served Zandian with Mr. Margolin’s First Set of
Requests for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories, and First Set of Requests for Production
of Documents, but Zandian never responded to these discovery requests. As such, on
December 14, 2012, Mr. Margolin filed and served a Motion for Sanctions pursuant to NRCP
37. In this Motion, Mr. Margolin requested this Court strike the General Denial of Zandian,
and award Mr. Margolin his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion.

On January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial of Zandian
and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the NRCP 37 Motion. A default was
entered against Zandian on March 28, 2013, and a notice of entry of default judgment was
filed and served on April 5, 2013.

On April 17, 2013, Mr. Margolin filed an Application for Default Judgment, which was
served on Zandian and the corporate Defendants. Since Zandian did not respond to the
Application for Default Judgment, a Default Judgment was entered on June 24, 2013. Notice
of entry of the Default Judgment was served on Zandian on June 26, 2013 and filed on June
27,2013.

Over five and a half months later, on December 19, 2013, Zandian served his Motion
to Set Aside on Plaintiff. Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside claims that he never received any
written discovery or notice of the pleadings and papers filed in this matter after his counsel
withdrew as his former counsel provided an erroneous last known address to the Court and the
parties when he withdrew, and therefore Zandian requests that the judgment be set aside.

On February 6, 2014, the Court entered an Order denying Zandian’s request to set
aside the judgment. The Court found that Zandian failed to show mistake, inadvertence,
surprise or excusable neglect pursuant to NRCP 60(b) and that “Zandian had every opportunity
to properly defend this action and instead made a voluntary choice not to.” See Order, dated

2/6/14 at 9:14-17.
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Also, on December 11, 2013, Plaintiff filed the subject motion for judgment debtor
examination and to produce documents. Zandian failed to file any opposition to the motion for
debtor’s examination. Accordingly, on January 13, 2014, the Court granted the motion for
debtor examination and to produce documents. On January 16, 2014, Plaintiff served Zandian
with notice of entry of the Court’s order granting the debtor’s examination and the production
of documents prior thereto. See Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion for
Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents, dated 1/16/14, on file herein; see also Exhibit
3, Email, dated 1/16/14, Nancy Lindsley (Plaintiff’s counsel) to Lauren Kidd (Zandian’s
counsel), which included a copy of the Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion for Debtor’s
Examination and to Produce Documents and the Notice of Entry of that order.

On February 10, 2014, Zandian’s counsel informed Plaintiff’s counsel that Zandian “is
currently in the middle east on business” and “will not be able to attend the debtor’s
examination” tomorrow morning in front of Judge Russell. Zandian’s counsel also informed
Plaintiff’s counsel on February 10, 2014, that no documents have been produced regarding the
debtor’s examination allegedly “due to the short amount of time provided.” See Exhibit 2.

III.  Legal Argument

NRS 1.210(3) states that “[t]he Court has the power to compel obedience to its orders.”
NRS 22.010(3) provides that the “refusal to abide by a lawful order issued by the Court is
contempt.” See also Matter of Water Rights of Humboldt River, 118 Nev. 901, 907, 59 P.3d
1226, 1229-30 (2002) (noting that the district court generally has particular knowledge of
whether contemptible conduct occurred and thus its decisions regarding contempt are given
deference).

“Courts have inherent power to enforce their decrees through civil contempt
proceedings, and this power cannot be abridged by statute.” In re Determination of Relative
Rights of Claimants & Appropriators of Waters of Humboldt River Stream Sys. & Tributaries,
118 Nev. 901, 909, 59 P.3d 1226, 1231 (2002) (citing Noble v. Noble, 86 Nev. 459, 463, 470

P.2d 430, 432 (1970). “A civil contempt order may be used to compensate the contemnor’s
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adversary for costs incurred because of the contempt.” Id. (citing State, Dep't Indus. Rel. v.
Albanese, 112 Nev. 851, 856, 919 P.2d 1067, 1070-71 (1996)).

“[Dlistrict judges are afforded broad discretion in imposing sanctions” and the Nevada
Supreme Court “will not reverse the particular sanctions imposed absent a showing of abuse of
discretion.” State, Dep't of Indus. Relations, Div. of Indus. Ins. Regulation v. Albanese, 112
Nev. 851, 856, 919 P.2d 1067, 1070 (1996) (citing Young v. Johnny Ribeiro Building, 106
Nev. 88, 92, 787 P.2d 777, 779 (1990)).

“Generally, an order for civil contempt must be grounded upon one’s disobedience of
an order that spells out ‘the details of compliance in clear, specific and unambiguous terms so
that such person will readily know exactly what duties or obligations are imposed on him.””
Southwest Gas Corp. v. Flintkote Co., 99 Nev. 127, 131, 659 P.2d 861, 864 (1983) (quoting Ex
parte Slavin, 412 S.W.2d 43, 44 (Tex.1967)). “[A] sanction for ‘[c]ivil contempt is
characterized by the court’s desire to ... compensate the contemnor’s adversary for the injuries
which result from the noncompliance.” Albanese, 112 Nev. at 856, 919 P.2d at 1071 (citing
Inre Crystal Palace Gambling Hall, Inc., 817 F.2d 1361 (9th Cir.1987) (citations omitted)).
“However, an award to an opposing party is limited to that party’s actual loss.” United States
v. United Mine Workers of America, 330 U.S. 258, 304, 67 S.Ct. 677, 701, 91 L.Ed. 884
(1947); Shuffler v. Heritage Bank, 720 F.2d 1141 (9th Cir.1983); Falstaff. 702 F.2d at 779.

The undisputed facts are crystal clear that Zandian violated this Court’s debtor’s
examination Order by failing to produce the documents one week prior to the debtor’s
examination and by failing to appear at the debtor’s examination, after he was served with the
Order requiring the same. Supra. There can be no justification for Zandian’s actions. The full
damages to Plaintiff from Zandian’s conduct and contempt for this Court cannot be measured.

Plaintiff respectfully requests this Court issue an order to show cause why Zandian
should not be held in contempt. Plaintiff further requests that the Court hold Zandian in
contempt and award an appropriate compensatory sanction, both to coerce Zandian’s
compliance with the debtor’s examination Order as well as compensate Plaintiff for his

damages. Plaintiff also respectfully requests that he be awarded his attorney fees and costs

8
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associated with bringing the motion for debtor’s examination and this motion for order to
show cause regarding contempt. If the Court deems that such an award of attorney fees and
costs is warranted, Plaintiff will file a subsequent affidavit and cost memorandum.

IV. CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing reasons, this Court should grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Order to
Show Cause Regarding Contempt.

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
social security number of any person.
Dated this 12" day of February, 2014.

BY W%/ﬁ—'

Ma ew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that ] am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
REGARDING CONTEMPT, addressed as follows:

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501

San Diego, CA 92122
Dated: February 12 , 2014, %Zwéﬁk >
ﬁaﬁcy R. &ndiley

10
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS
Exhibit . Number of
No. Title Pages

1 Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor’s 5
Examination and to Produce Documents
Email between counsel regarding failure to comply with

5 Court’s Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor’s 4
Examination and to Produce Documents
Email from Nancy Lindsley, Plaintiff's counsel's staff, to

3 Lauren Kidd, Defendant Zandian’s counsel’s staff, 2

transmitting courtesy copies of documents

11
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Case No. 090C 00579 1B Cobd e ikl
Dept. No. 1 014 JAN 13 PH I LG
ALAN GLOVER
C. (:@a_.tat
In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
vs. |[PREPESED]| ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND
a California corporation, OPTIMA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI
aka G. REZA JAZI ska GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOR Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendents.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents, filed on December 11, 2013.

The Court finds that Defendants have not opposed the Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents. The non-opposition by Defendants to Plaintiff’s Motion constitutes
a consent to the granting of the motion.

The Court finds good cause exists to grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents.

m
n
n
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT HEREBY IS ORDERED as follows:

1. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ] aka G. REZA JAZ] aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to appear before the Court and answer
upon oath or affirmation concerning Defendant’s property at a Judgment Debtor Examination

under the authority of a Judge of the Court on the following date Feb .., 1|, 1oy ™ 00™ '?and,
f

2. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to produce to Mr, Margolin’s counsel at
least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively

review and question Zandian regarding the documents, all information and documents

identifying, related to, and/or comprising the following:

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to satisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc.

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years

2007 to the present.

c. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax returns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to

the present, including all schedules, W-2’s and 1099’s.
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DATED: This { 3" day of January, 2014,

f.  All of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on

paper format for the years 2007 to the present.

. All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for

any bank, brokerage or other financial account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years

2007 to the present.

. All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years

2007 to the present.

Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present,
Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter.

Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian,

JAYIES T. RUSSELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by,

WATSON ROUNDS, P.C. |

By: e 7 et i:

Adam P. McMillen, Esquire
Nevada Bar No. 10678

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: (775) 324-4100

Facsimile: (775) 333-8171 f
Email: amcmillen@watsonrounds.com
Attorney for Plaintiff

27

28
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CER TE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, Proposed Order Granting Motion for Debtor
Examination and for Production of Documents, addressed as follows:
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Dated: Januarf 1 -, 2014

Geoffrey W. Hawkins, Esquire
Johnathon Fayeghi, Esquire
Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora .
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Nancy Bf Lindsley

i
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Adam McMillen

From: John Fayeghi [JFayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com]
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 8:49 AM

To: Adam McMillen

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins

Subject: RE: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Mr. McMillen,

| apologize for not getting back to you on Friday, | was stuck in deposition all day. With regard to the requested
documents, | have not been able to obtain the same from my client due to the short amount of time provided. With
regard to the debtor’s examination, it is my understanding that Mr. Zandian is currently in the middle east on business.
As such, Mr. Zandian will not be able to attend the debtor's examination.

Very truly yours,
TIEV] HAWKINSMELENDREZ

ATTORNEYSE AY LAW

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.

9555 Hillwood Dr., Ste. 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel.: 702-318-8800

Fax.: 702-318-8801
jfayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com

From: Adam McMillen [mailto:amcmillen@watsonrounds.com]
Sent: Monday, February 10, 2014 8:28 AM

To: John Fayeghi

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins; Nancy Lindsley

Subject: FW: Margolin v. Zandlan, et al.

Hi John,

I still have not heard from you about the documents for tomorrow’s debtor’s examination. Unless | hear from you
otherwise, you leave me no choice but to assume that you will not be providing the ordered documents and 1 will
prepare for tomorrow’s examination in front of Judge Russell accordingly, including requesting that Judge Russell issue
sanctions for the failure to comply with the order.

Sincerely,

Adam P. McMillen
Attomney at Law

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno. NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile. (775) 333-8171
amcmillen@walsonrounds com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY This message cantains intformation which may be conlidenhial and privileged Unless you are the addressee or authonzed
to receive ematls for Ihe addressee you may not use copy ar disclose to enyone this message or any information contained in this message If you ha_ve received
this message In ermor. piease advise the sender by reply email and then delete the entire emall RS Circular 230 Disclosure. To ensure campliance with

1
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requirerments impused by U S Treasury Regulation Circular 230, we inform you thal any U S federal tax adviGe contained in this communication neludng ary
attachrnents s not intended or wilten (o be used. and cannut be used for the puipose of (i avording penaltes under the Internal Revenue Code ur (n) promol:ng
markeling ot recommending to another parly any fransaction or matler addressed heiemn

From: Adam McMillen

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2014 1:06 PM
To: 'John Fayeghi'

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins; Matt Francis
Subject: RE: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Hi john,

Since | did not hear from you | tried calling your office. However, your receptionist stated that you were just goinginto a
deposition. | was calling to see where you and Zandian are at with regards to the documents and the debtor’s
examination, as discussed in our emails below. Please let me know the status of those issues.

Thank you,

Adam P. McMillen
Attommey at Law

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
amcmillen@watsonrounds com

STATEMEN! OF CONFIDENTIALITY. This message contains information yich may be confidenliat and privileged Untess you are the addressee or aulhorized
lo receive emalls for the addressee you may nol use copy or disclose 1o anyone this message or any information cantained n (his message |f you have received
this message in error, please advise the sender by reply email and then delele the entire emat  IRS Circular 230 Disclosure. To ensure compliance with
requrements imposed by US Treasury Regulation Circular 230. we inform you lhat any U S lederal tax advice contained in this communication including any
attachinents. 1s not intended or wnillen to be used. and cannot be used. for the purpose of {1) avoiding penallies under the Internal Revenue Code or (i) promobing,
markeling or recommending to anolher parly any transaction or matler addressed herein

From: John Fayeghi [mailto:JFayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com)

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 4:48 PM
To: Adam McMillen

Cc: Geoffrey Hawkins

Subject: RE: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Mr. McMillen,

I am scheduled to have a telephone conference with my client tomorrow morning. | will contact you following
said telephone conference.
Very truly yours,

[EIEY] HAWKINSMELENDREZ

ATTOANTY® AT LAWw

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.

9555 Hillwood Dr., Ste. 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Tel.: 702-318-8800

Fax.: 702-318-8801
jfayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com

e



From: Adam McMillen [mailto:amcmillen@watsonrounds.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2014 12:52 PM

To: John Fayeghi

Cc: Nancy Lindsley; Lauren Kidd

Subject: FW: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Johnathon Fayeghi,

As you know, Zandian has been ordered to attend his debtor’s examination on 2/11/14, which is this coming Tuesday.
Zandian has also been ordered to produce certain financial documents, as outlined in the attached order. Those
documents were supposed to have been produced to my office by no later than 2/4/14 (last Tuesday). Please produce
the documents to my office by 2/7/14 (tomorrow) or | will be forced to file a motion for contempt.

Also, do you plan on attending the debtor’s examination on 2/11/14? Also, Does Zandian plan on attending the debtor’s
examination? Please let me know so | can plan accordingly.

Sincerely,

Adam P. McMillen
Attomey at Law

WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
amcmillen@watsonrounds com

STAITEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains informalion which may be confidentiat and privileged. Unless you are the addressee or authonzed
lo receve emails for the addressee you may not use, copy or disclose to anyone this message or any information contained in this message |If you have recewved
this message in error, please advise the sender by reply email and then delete the entire email. IRS Circular 230 Disclosure. [0 ensure compliance with
requirements imposed by U S Treasury Regulation Circular 230, we inform you that any U S tfederal tax advice contained in this communication. including any
atlachments. 1s not intended or writlen to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penallies under the Internal Revenue Code or (1) promoling
markeling or recommending to another party any {ransaction or matter addressed herein

From: Nancy Lindsley

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:16 PM
To: 'Lauren Kidd'

Subject: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Dear Ms. Kidd:

Attached please find courtesy copies of documents which have been filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nancy R. Lindsley
Paralegal to

Matthew D. Francis and
Adam P. McMillen

WATSON
ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane



Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
nlindsley@watsonrounds.com

STATEMENT OF COMFIDENTIALITY This message conlains information which may be confidenlial and prviieged  Unless you are the addressee ar authorizea
loreceve emails lor the addressae you may not use. copy or disclose 1o anyone this message or any intarmation contained m this message  |f you have recaved
Ihis message errgr please advise the sender by reply email and then delete the enlire email IRS Cicutar 230 Disclosure: To ensure comphiance wath
‘equiraments imposed by U S Treasury Regutation Circular 230 we infoim youlhat any U S federal tax advice contained in this communicalion. includirig any
afldchments 18 notl mtended or willen 1o be used, and cannot be used lor the purpose of (i) avoiting penallies under the Internal Revenue Code or () promoting
malkelng ar recommending lo another parly any transaction of matler addiessed hetem
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Nancy Lindsley

From: Nancy Lindsley

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:16 PM

To: ‘Lauren Kidd"

Subject: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Attachments: 2014-0113 Order Granting PlaintifPs Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce

Documents.pdf; 2014-0116 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Debtor Examination.pdf

Dear Ms. Kidd:

Attached please find courtesy copies of documents which have been filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nancy R. Lindsley
Paralegal to

Matthew D. Francis and
Adam P. McMillen

WATSON
ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171
nlindsley@watsonrounds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains informatlon which may be confidential and privileged. Unless you are the addressee or authorized
to recaive emails for the addressee vou may not use. copy or disclose to anyone this message or any information contained in this message If you have received 1

this message in error. please advise the sender by roply email and then delete the entire email. IRS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with
requirements imposed by U S. Treasury Regulation Circular 230, we inform you that any U.S, federal tax advice contalned in this communication, including any

attachments, is nol intended or writlen lo be used. and cannot be used. for he purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Internal Revenue Code or (i) promoting.

marketing or recommending (o another parly any Iransaclion or matter addressed herein.
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JASON D. WOODBURY
Nevada Bar No. 6870
KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
JWoodbury@kenvlaw.com

Attorneys for Reza Zandian

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,| Case No. 090Co00579 1B
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada| Dept. No. I
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.

SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL

COME NOW, the law firm of Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer & Fiorentino,

Jason Woodbury, the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C., Geoffrey W. Hawkins and
Johnathon Fayeghi, attorneys for the above-named Defendant Reza Zandian, and

hereby give notice that the law firm of Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer &

Fiorentino is substituted as the attorney of record for the above-named Defendant, Reza

Page 1 of 3
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Zandian, in the place and stead of the law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C., Geoffrey W.
Hawkins and Johnathon Fayeghi for all purposes in the above-entitled matter. All
parties to this substitution further acknowledge their consent to such substitution by
their execution of this Substitution of Counsel.
DATED this Jﬁi\day of February, 2014.
HAWKINS MELENDREZ, P.C.

EOFFREY W. HAWKINS, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7740

JOHNATHON FAYEGHI, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 12736

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150

Las Vegas, NV 89134

Telephone: (702) 318-8800

Facsimile: (702) 318-8801

e-mail: jfayeghi@hawkinsmelendrez.com

Kaempfer Crowell Renshaw Gronauer & Fiorentino hereby accepts substitution
as attorneys for the above-named Defendant, Reza Zandian in the place and stead of the
law firm of Hawkins Melendrez, P.C. and Johnathon Fayeghi.

DATED this_Z/®_day of February, 2014,

KAEMPFER CROWELL RENSHAW
GRONAUER & FIORENTINO

ﬁe{n D. Woodbury /
evada Bar No. 6870

510 West Fourth Street
Carson City NV 89703
Telephone (775) 884-8300

Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that service of the foregoing

SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL was made this date by depositing a true copy of the
same for mailing at Carson City, Nevada, addressed to each of the following:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

DATED this <3/ _ day of February, 2014.

-

’ —-'-t;}zd) t,v:’j”;_}x/': Z{f.{’_. (J.z

an employee of Kaempfer Crowell

/
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JASON D. WOODBURY REC'D & FILEB
Nevada Bar No. 6870

SEVERIN A. CARLSON WI4HAR -3 PM Be Ll
Nevada Bar No. 9373 : L OVER
KAEMPFER CROWELL L0V

510 West Fourth Street 3

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
jwoodburv@kenvlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant,
REZA ZANDIAN

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CARSON CITY
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B
Us. Dept. No. I

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ORDER
TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT

COMES NOW Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN, by and through his undersigned
counsel of record, Kaempfer Crowell, and hereby opposes the Motion for Order to Show
Cause Regarding Contempt (“Motion”) filed by Plaintiff in this matter on February 12,

2014. This Opposition is made pursuant to FJDCR 15 and is based on NRS 21.270,

Page 1 of 10
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GRONAUER & FIORENTINOG
510 W, Fourth Strest
Carson City, Nevada 89703

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

NRCP 69, the attached Memorandum of Points and Authorities, all papers and
pleadings on file herein, and any evidence and argument allowed by the Court at a
hearing on the Motion granted pursuant to FJDCR 15 or D.C.R. 15.

DATED this 3 day of March, 2014.

KAEMPFER CROWELL

BY: %ﬂd%

JASON D. WOODBURY /

evada Bar No. 6870
SEVERIN A. CARLSON
Nevada Bar No. 9373
KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
e-mail: jwoodburv@kenvlaw.com

scarlson@kcnvlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN
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1 MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
2 L Factual Background
3 The following facts are pertinent to this Court’s analysis in regard to Plaintiff’s

4 || request for the issuance of an order to show cause why Reza Zandian should not be held

5 ||in contempt of this Court:!

6 (1)  Reza Zandian does not reside in Carson City, Nevadaz;
7 (2) OnJanuary 13, 2014, this Court issued its Order Granting Plaintiff’s
8 Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents (“Order for
9 Debtor Examination”)3;
10 (3) OnJanuary 16, 2014, counsel for Plaintiff served by regular mail a notice
11 of the entry of the Order for Debtor Examination upon counsel for Reza
12 Zandian4;
13

14 1 Although only a select few facts are relevant to the actual issue before the Court, Plaintiff's Motion offers

several pages of “background”, most of which is obviously designed to engender bad will and disdain for
Mr. Zandian. Motion at 3:20 — 7:15. This Opposition will make no effort—because none is called for—to
15 || refute material which is immaterial to the question of whether this Court should issue the requested
order. Suffice it to say, for now, that there are two sides to this story.

16 || 2 This is not to assert that there is no dispute over the residence of Mr. Zandian. Mr. Zandian continues to
maintain that he resides in France, while Plaintiff continues to contend that he resides in California.
17 || Compare, e.g., Affidavit of Reza Zandian in Support of Mot. to Set Aside Default J. at 112-3 (*I am
currently a resident of Paris, France and have been living full-time at 6 Rue Edouard Fournier, 75116
Paris, France since August 11, 2011.... I have not resided in the United States since August 2011.”) (Jan.
18 17, 2014) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 1); Notice of Appeal at 1:1-3, 22-25 (identifying Reza
Zandain's address at 6, rue Edouard Fournier, 75116 Paris, France) (Clark County District Court case
19 || number A-11-635430-C, Dept. No. IV) (Mar. 15, 2013) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 2) with,
e.g., Application for Default J. at 13:5-7, 13-15 (April 16, 2013) (serving Mr. Zandian at one address in Fair
20 Oaks, California and one address in San Diego, California); Declaration of Jed Margolin in Support of

Appl. For Default J. at 5:6-8 (April 16, 2013) (serving Reza Zandian at address in San Diego, California);
Plaintiffs App. for Atty’s Fees and Costs at 6:6-10 (serving Reza Zandian at two substantially similar
21 || addresses in San Diego, California) (Feb. 15, 2013); Complaint at Y4 (“On information and belief,
Defendant Reza Zandian ... is an individual who at all relevant times resided in San Diego, California or

H g 2 Las Vegas, Nevada.”) (Dec. 11, 2009). This is by no means an exhaustive recitation of the evidence which
égge has been offered on the point of Mr. Zandian’s residence. In regard to the Motion, it does not matter
'%l § 3 where Mr. Zandian resides, so long as it is not in Carson City, Nevada. And there has never been any
- § i 23 || suggestion or indication by anyone in this case that he does.

E § §§ 24 3 See Order Granting Pl.’s Mot. for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents (Jan. 13, 2014).

2 3 4 See Notice of Entry of Or. Granting Pl.’s Mot. for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents (Jan.

16, 2014) (attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 3).
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(4)

(5)

The Order for Debtor Examination required Reza Zandian to appear on
February 11, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. before the Court in Carson City, Nevadas;
and

The Order for Debtor Examination required Reza Zandian to produce 11
categories of documents to the office of Plaintiff’'s counsel no later than
February 4, 2014. Those categories of documents included, but were not
limited to:

(a) Anyand all information and documentation identifying real
property, computers, cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage
accounts, bank deposits and all other assets that may be available for
execution to satisfy the Judgment entered by the Court....

(b) Documents sufficient to show Zandian's balance sheet for
each month for the years 2007 to present;

(c) Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for
each month for the years 2007 to present;

(d) Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses
for each month for the years 2007 to present;

(e)  All of Zandian's accounting records, computerized electronic
and/or printed on paper format for the years 2007 to the present;

()  All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related
banking documents for any bank, brokerage or other financial account at
least partially controlled by Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian

or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years 2007 to the present;

5 See Order for Debtor Examination at 1.
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KAEMPFER CROWELL RENBHAW
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(g)  All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook
entries for the years 2007 to the present;

(h)  Documents sufficient to show the means and source of
payment of Zandian’s current residence and any other residence for the
years 2007 to present; and

@) Documents sufficient to show the means and source of
payment of Zandian’s counsel in this matter.6

As of the date of the Order for Debtor Examination, there had been a total of 85 months
in the period referenced as “each month for the years 2007 to present.”

II. Argument

A. Reza Zandian is not a resident of Carson City and therefore NRS
21.270 does not authorize his examination in Carson City.

Plaintiff’s request for permission to conduct a debtor’s examination in this case
was based upon NRS 21.270, which authorizes and regulates the procedure.? As such, it
seems somewhat remarkable that Plaintiff's Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents quotes only a portion of the statute.8 Unfortunately, that
that Motion included nothing to alert this Court that only a portion of the controlling

statute was included, and that, in fact, the most relevant portion was excluded.

W
W\
W\

6 See Order for Debtor Examination at 12(a) — (k).
7 See Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents at 1:24-25 (Dec. 11, 2013).

8 See Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents at 5:25 — 6:2 (1:24-25
(“Under Nevada procedure, Mr. Margolin is entitled to a debtor examination. NRS 21.270 states that ‘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 or her
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In its entirety, NRS 21.270(1) provides:

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 to answer upon oath or affirmation concerning his or her property, before:
(@) The judge or a master appointed by the judge; 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 the judgment debtor

resides.
(Emphasis added).

The emphasized provision could not be more clear and explicit. Under anyone’s
interpretation of the evidence pertaining to the residence of Reza Zandian, there is no
information indicating that he resides in Carson City, Nevada—or that he ever has, for
that matter. Therefore, NRS 21.270 does not permit him to be the subject of a debtor’s
examination here. The Order for Debtor’s Examination should have never been issued.
Indeed, it is virtually certain that, had the applicable law been quoted or explained in its
entirety, this Court never would have issued such an order.9

As the Order for Debtor’s Examination is contrary to NRS 21.270 in the first
place, Mr. Zandian should not be held in contempt for a failure to comply with the
requirements of that order, insofar as it required to personally present himself in Carson

City, Nevada for examination. For this reason, this Court should deny the Motion.

W
W
W\

property’ at an examination either before 1) the judge or master appointed by the judge or 2) an attorney
representing the judgment creditor. NRS 21.270(1)").

9 To be fair, the fact that the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents was
unopposed by then-counsel for Reza Zandian bears a fair share of the responsibility for the oversight. The
invalidity of the order subjecting Mr. Zandian to a debtor’s examination should have been presented to
this Court in the context of an opposition. Nonetheless, the failure to respond does not expand the scope
of this Court’s lawful authority beyond that which is authorized. In other words, the law is what the law is.

Page 6 of 10
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B.  Reza Zandian should not be held in contempt for failing to
comply with a requirement reducing by half his time to respond
to an ordered document production.

Next, Plaintiff complains that Mr. Zandian failed to comply with this Court’s

Order for Debtor’s Examination “by failing to produce the documents one week prior to
the debtor’s examination.”® Once again, Plaintiff takes generous—and unauthorized—
liberties with the procedural regulation of supplementary proceedings in aid of
judgment execution.

NRCP 69(a) provides:

(a) Ingeneral. Process to enforce a judgment for the payment of money shall

be a writ of execution, unless the court directs otherwise. The procedure on

execution, in proceedings supplementary to and in aid of a judgment, and in
proceedings on and in aid of execution shall be in accordance with the practice
and procedure of the State. In aid of the judgment or execution, the

Judgment creditor or a successor in interest when that interest appears of

record, may obtain discovery from any person, including the

Judgment debtor, in the manner provided in these rules.

(Emphasis added).

The emphasized language permits Plaintiff, as the judgment creditor, to utilize
the discovery techniques set forth in the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure. As such, the
Order for Debtor’s Examination, insofar as it required the production of documents by
Reza Zandian, is sound. However, the term “in the manner provided in these rules” is
more than an authorization. It is also a limitation. That is, the language authorizes the
use of discovery techniques, but requires them to be exercised in accordance with the
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.

The production of documents is governed by NRCP 34. Under that rule, a party,

in this case Reza Zandian, would be allowed 30 days to serve a written response to a

And the failure to present an accurate statement of the law in a timely fashion, while regrettable in this
instance, does not change the lawful authority—and limitations thereon—of this Court.

10 See Motion at 8:20-21.
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request for the production of documents.* Applied in the context of this case, 30 days
from service of the Order for Debtor’s Examination would have required the document
disclosure by February 18, 2014.12 Of course, Reza Zandian’s time for production was
drastically reduced from that to February 4, 2014. The result was a requirement that
Reza Zandian produce 11 categories of documents, several of which required 85 months
of information, within two weeks—half of the time allotted for a “normal” document
production.!3

Of course, this Court has the authority to compel a shorter or allow a longer time
than 30 days to produce documents in accordance with NRCP 34.14 And while Plaintiff
may contend that this authority was invoked by the Court in its Order for Debtor’s
Examination, the contention seems dubious for two reasons. First, Plaintiff's Motion
for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents includes no discussion
supporting a request to shorten the time for production. And, second, there is, in fact,
no urgency to limit the time frame for the production of the requested documents. The
judgment in this case has existed for quite some time prior to the request for
supplementary proceedings. In regard to that judgment, the interests of Plaintiff are
protected from fraudulent transfers by Chapter 112 of Nevada Revised Statutes. Other
than Plaintiff’s yearn to expedite execution—shared by nearly all judgment creditors

throughout history—there is no meaningful reason to reduce by half the opportunity for

u See NRCP 34(b) (“The party upon whom the request is served shall serve a written response within 30
days after the service of the request.”)
12 See NRCP 6.

13 Again, it must be conceded that it would have been far better to present this position in the context of an
opposition to the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents. But be that as it
may, counsel for Reza Zandian did alert Plaintiff's counsel in advance that it would not be possible to
comply with the order’s production requirement “due to the short amount of time provided.” Exhibit 2 to

Motion.
14 NRCP 34(b) (“A shorter or longer time may be directed by the court....”)
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Reza Zandian to respond to the expansive request set forth in the Order for Debtor’s

Examination.

These circumstances do not warrant a determination that Reza Zandian is in
contempt of this Court or that the sanctions which Plaintiff requests should be imposed.
For this reason, this Court should deny the Motion at this time.

III. Conclusion

For these reasons, it is respectfully requested that this Court enter an order

denying the Motion.

DATED this 3rd day of March, 2014.
KAEMPFER CROWELL

BY: /WPOAQM——/

ON D. WOODBURY /

evada Bar No. 6870
SEVERIN A. CARLSON
Nevada Bar No. 9373
KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
e-mail: jwoodbury@kcnvlaw.com

scarlson@kcnvlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant, REZA ZANDIAN
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that service of the foregoing
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING

CONTEMPT was made this date by depositing a true and correct copy of the document
in the United States mail, postage pre-paid at Carson City, Nevada, addressed to:

Matthew D. Francis

Adam P. McMillen

WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

DATED this 3 day of March, 2014.

m g;rz) 5252(/)[(({.12‘—

. -‘An employee of Kaempfer Crowell

/
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JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporation,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation, REZA
ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN
aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONOREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-
20, and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

In the First Judicial District Court
of the State of Nevada in and for Carson City

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B
Dept. No. I

EXHIBIT INDEX
to
Opposition Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt

Exhibit Description of Exhibit Exhibit
No. Pages
1 Affidavit of Reza Zandian in Support of Motion to Set 2
Aside Default Judgment

(Jan. 17, 2014)

2 Notice of Appeal 2
(Mar. 15, 2013)

3 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for 8
Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents
(Jan. 16, 2014)

[s3s
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Jan 1714 07:

Ias Vegas, Novada 89134

9553 Hillwexul Dave, Suite 150
Telephone (702) 318-8800¢ Facsimile (702) 310-tu01

HAWKINS MELENDRLZ, P.C.

L =B~ - R R~ N * N S UE R & B

L e e e T Y
O ® 9 N AR R oMD D

3a - RZ @ 775‘333 p.1

AFFIDAVIT OF REZA ZANDIAN IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT
JUDGMENT

COUNTRYOF _ T RAMCE )
)ss
CITY OF V1.4 1S )

1, Reza Zandian, have personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein and being first duly
sworn hereby depose and state as follows:

1. I am 2 named Defendant in the matter of Jed Margolin vs. Optima Technology
Corporation, et al., Case No. 090C00579 1B.

2. That I am currently a resident of Pads. France and have been living full-time at 6
Rue Edouard Fournier, 75116 Paris, France since August 2011.

3. That I have not resided in the United States since August 2011. Specifically, 1 bave
not resided at 8775 Costa Verde Blvd, San Diego, CA 92122 since Augnst 2011.

4. Since the withdrawal of my previous counsel, John Peter Lee, Esq,, on April 26,
2012 I have never received any pleadings or written discovery related to Case No. 090C00579 1B.

5. I learned of the Default Judgment in late November 2013 while visiting the United
States of America on business. I was advised of the Default Judgment by a business associate by
the name of Fred Sadn.
11
[

11

1 CAROLINERL TAWIL
11 Conseill

! ﬁy
117
/71

11
1/
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Jan 171407368 * RZ @ 775‘333 p.2

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada that the foregoing is

true and correct.
Executed this’& day of January, 2014.

REZA ZANDIAN

O W 3 AU A W N e

—
(=]

Subscri and Sworm to before me
this day of January, 2014.

—
N

.
E%EQ 13
gZ}%E 14 |[Notary Public in and for Said State and County
f1y ©
z2d>% 16 (SEAL)
Eaig
351
< 18

19

20

21

2

2

24

25

26

27

28
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NOAS

REZA ZANDIAN

6, rue Bdovwerd Fournier
75116 Paxis, France

Pro Per Appeliant

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also
koown as RBZA ZANDIAN, individually,

Plaintiff,
V.

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
Nevada business enfity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known
as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, & Nevada
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADR],
Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY
KOROGHLI, individually, and ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, individually, A

Defendants.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

- Elecirbn};:aily Filed
03/15/2013 02:33:18 PM

A $ rsnon

CLERK OF THE COURT

CASE NO.: A-1[-635430-C
DEPT.NQ.: IV

DATED this $57 day of March, 2013.

(334024607244
NOTICE OF ARPPEAY,

Notice is hercby given (hat REZA ZANDIAN a member of the sbove named company,
- hereby appests to the Supretne Court of Nevada fipm the Orderto Distribute Aftorney Foc and Costs

B >

REZA ZANDIAN

6, rue Edouard Fournier
75116 Paris, France

Pro Per Appellant

/13
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CERT
THEREBY CERTIFY thaton the __ day of March, 2013, I served a copy of the above and
faregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL, upon the approfiriate parties hereto, by enclosing it in a sealed
envelape, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully prepaid

addressed to;

Stanley W, Pany .
100 MNarth City Parkeway, Ste. 1750
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

Blias Abrishami
P.O. Bax 10476
Bevetly Hills, California 96213

Ryan E. Johnson, Esq.

Watson & Reunds

777 North Rainbow Blvd. Ste. 350
Las Vegas, Nevada 89107

A

1594
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Matthew D. Francis (6978) Co s
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vS. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S MOTION

¢ FOR DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ1

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO:  All parties:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 13, 2014 the Court entered its Order
Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents. Attached as
Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor
Examination and to Produce Documents.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the
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social security number of any person.

DATED: January 16, 2014.

WATSON ROUNDS

By: (Lo jr s

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Attoneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND TO PRODUCE

10

11

12

13

14

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

26

27

28

DOCUMENTS, addressed as follows:

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Dated: This 16™ day of January, 2014.
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CaseNo.  090C 00579 IB e ILEL
Dept. No. 1 JLIRN 13 PH Lt 16
ALAK GLOYER

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
vs. [PREPESED] ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFE’S MOTION FOR
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, DEBTOR EXAMINATION AND
a California corporation, OPTIMA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZ] aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Companies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN’s Motion for Debtor
Examinstion and to Produce Documents, filed on December 11, 2013.

The Court finds that Defendants have not opposed the Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents. The non-opposition by Defendants to Plaintiff’s Motion constitutes
a consent to the granting of the motion.

The Court finds good cause exists to grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Debtor Examination
and to Produce Documents,

H
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT HERERY IS ORDERED as follows:

1. That Defendsant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZ] eka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to appear before the Court and answer

upon oath or affirmation concerning Defendant’s property at a Judgment Debtor Examination

under the authority of a Judge of the Court on the following date F‘b“'f’f I, ey 1.'&3“‘Ténd,
2. That Defendant REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

gka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka

GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI is hereby ordered to produce to Mr. Margolin’s counsel at

least one week prior to the Judgment Debtor Examination, so that counsel may effectively

review and question Zandian regarding the documents, all information and documents

identifying, related to, and/or comprising the following;

a. Any and all information and documentation identifying real property, computers,
cell phones, intellectual property, vehicles, brokerage accounts, bank deposits and
all other assets that may be available for execution to satisfy the Judgment entered
by the Court, including, but not limited to, information relating to financial
accounts, monies owed to Zandian by others, etc.

b. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s balance sheet for each month for the years
2007 to the present.

¢. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s gross revenues for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

d. Documents sufficient to show Zandian’s costs and expenses for each month for the
years 2007 to the present.

e. All tax retumns filed by Zandian with any governmental body for the years 2007 to
the present, including all schedules, W-2's and 1099°s.
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f. Al of Zandian’s accounting records, computerized electronic and/or printed on
paper format for the years 2007 to the Ppresent,

g. All of Zandian’s statements, cancelled checks and related banking documents for
any bank, brokerage or other financia] account at least partially controlled by
Zandian, or recorded in the name of Zandian or for Zandian’s benefit, for the years

2007 to the present.
b All of Zandian’s checkbooks, checkbook stubs and checkbook entries for the years

2007 to the present.

i. Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
current residence and any other residence for the years 2007 to the present.

J- Documents sufficient to show the means and source of payment of Zandian’s
counsel in this matter,

k. Any settlement agreements by which another party has agreed to pay money to
Zandian.

DATED: This {3 day of January, 2014, .
‘ E B

JAMAES T. RUSSELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by,
WATSON ROUNDS, P.C.

By: %_ W%\

Adam P. McMillen, Esquire

Nevada Bar No. 10678

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100

Facsimile: (775) 333-8171

Email: amemillen@watsonrounds.com
Attomey for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that op
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

Examination and for Production of Documents, addressed as follows:

Geoffrey W. Hawkins, Esquire
Johnathon Fayeghi, Esquire
Hawking Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134

Alborz Zandian
9 Almanzora .
Newport Beach, CA 92657-1613

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Carp.

A Nevada cofporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: Januarfﬂ'; 2014 mé’é—\
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Mczlatthew D. Francis (6978)
Adam P. McMillen (10678) .
WATSON ROUNDS 2014 FEB 10 PH 313
5371 Kietzke Lane -
Reno, NV 89511 ALAR BV ey
Telephone: 775-324-4100 /’f/ ’(;L/
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 e T TT
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin :

7
KECB&i .

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B

vs. Dept. No.: 1
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,

a California corporation, OPTIMA NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO: All parties:
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on February 6, 2014, the Court entered its Order

Denying Defendant Reza Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian aka

Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghononreza Zandian Jazi’s Motion to Set

i
"
i
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Aside Default Judgment. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of such Order.

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

DATED: February ~/, 2014.

WATSON ROUNDS

by: (Dol 77 2

Matthew D. Francis

Adam P. McMillen

Watson Rounds

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Attomeys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, 1 deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, Notice of Entry of Order, addressed as follows:

Johnathon Fayeghi, Esq.
Hawkins Melendrez

9555 Hillwood Dr., Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Counsel for Reza Zandian

Optima Technology Corp.
A California corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.
A Nevada corporation
8401 Bonita Downs Road
Fair Oaks, CA 95628

Optima Technology Corp.

A California corporation
8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Optima Technology Corp.

A Nevada corporation

8775 Costa Verde Blvd. #501
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: February (0% 2014.
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Case No.: 09 OC 00579 1B REC'D & FILED
Dept. No.: 1 HINFEB -6 AM 8: 51
ALAN GLOVER
BY &< —- CLERK
TEPUTY

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,

VS.

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, | REZA ZANDIAN AKA GOLAMREZA

a California corporation, OPTIMA ZANDIANJAZI AKA GHOLAM REZA|
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada ZANDIAN AKA REZA JAZI AKA J.
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN REZA JAZI AKA G. REZA JAZI AKA
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI'S
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN MOTION TO SET ASIDE DEFAULT
aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI JUDGMENT

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA
ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G.
REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI's (“Zandian”) Motion to Set Aside
Default Judgment, dated December 19, 2013. Plaintiff Jed Margolin filed an Opposition to Set
Aside Default Judgment on January 19, 2014. Zandian served a reply in support of the Motion
to Set Aside on January 23, 2014. Based upon the following facts and conclusions of law,
Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside is DENIED.
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I. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff Jed Margolin is the named invenfor on United States Patent No. 5,566,073
(“the “073 Patent”), United States Patent No. 5,904,724 (“the ‘724 Patent”), United States
Patent No. 5,978,488 (“the ‘488 Patent™) and United States Patent No. 6,377,436 (“the ‘436
Patent”) (collectively “the Patents”). See Amended Complaint, filed 8/11/11, §§ 9-10. In
2004, Mr. Margolin granted to Robert Adams, then CEO of Optima Technology, Inc. (later
renamed Optima Technology Group (hereinafter “OTG”), a Cayman Islands Corporation
specializing in aerospace technology) a Power of Attorney regarding the Patents. Id. at§ 11.
Subsequently, Mr. Margolin assigned the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents to OTG and revoked the
Power of Attorney. /d at§13.

In May 2006, OTG and Mr. Margolin licensed the ‘073 and ‘724 Patcnts to Geneva
Aerospace, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment pursuant to a royalty agreement
between Mr. Margolin and OTG. /4. at § 12. On or about October 2007, OTG licensed the
‘073 Patent to Honeywell International, Inc., and Mr. Margolin received a royalty payment
pursuant to a royalty agreement between Mr. Margolin and OTG. /d at Y 14.

On or about December 5, 2007, Zandian filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office (“USPTQ") assignment documents allegedly assigning all four of the Patents to Optima
Technology Corporation (“OTC”), a company apparently owned by Zandian at the time. 7d. at
9 15. Shortly thereafter, on November 9, 2007, Mr. Margolin, Robert Adams, and OTG were
named as defendants in the case titled Universal Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optima
Technology Group, Inc., No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC (the “Arizona action™). Id. aty 17.
Zandian was not a party in the Arizona action. Nevertheless, the plaintiff in the Arizona action
asserted that Mr, Margolin and OTG were not the owners of the ‘073 and ‘724 Patents, and
OTG filed a cross-claim for declaratory relief against Optima Technology Corporation

(“OTC”) in order to obtain legal title to the respective patents. Jd.
Oﬁ August 18, 2008, the United States District Court for the District of Arizona

entered a default judgment against OTC and found that OTC had no interest in the 073 or
‘724 Patents, and that the assignment documents filed with the USPTO were “forged, invalid,

2
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void, of no force and effect.” Id. at § 18; see also Bxhibit B to Zandian’s Motion to Dismiss,
dated 11/16/11, on file berein.

Due to Zandian’s acts, title to the Patents was clouded and interfered with Plaintiffs
and OTG’s ability to license the Patents. /d. at § 19. In addition, during the period of time Mr.
Margolin worked to correct record title of the Patents in the Arizona action and with the
USPTO, he incurred significant litigation and other costs associated with those efforts. 7d. at T
20.

II. PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff filed his Complaint on December 11, 2009, and the Complaint was personally
served on Zandian on February 2, 2010, and on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a
Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation on March
21,2010. Zandian’s answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint was due on February 22, 2010, but
Zandian did not answer the Complaint or respond in any way. Default was entered against
Zandian on December 2, 2010, and Plaintiff filed and served a Notice of Entry of Default on
Zandian on December 7, 2010 and on his last known attorney on December 16, 2010,

The answers of Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation,
and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, were due on March 8, 2010,
but Defendants did not answer tile Complaint or respond in any way. Defaulf was entered
against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Opfima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation on December 2, 2010. Plaintiff filed and

served a Notice of Entry of Default on the corporate entities on December 7, 2010 and on their

last known attorney on December 16, 2010.
The defaults were set aside and Zandian’s motion to dismiss was denied on August 3,

2011. On September 27, 2011, this Court ordered that service of process against all
Defendants may be made by publication. As manifested by the affidavits of service, filed

herein on November 7, 2011, all Defendants were duly served by publication by November

2011.
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On February 21, 2012, the Court denied Zandian’s motion to dismiss the Amended
Complaint. On March 5, 2012, Zandian served a General Denial to the Amended Complaint.
On March 13, 2012, the corporate Defendants served a General Denial to the Amended
Complaint.

On June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate Defendants to
retain counsel and that counsel enter an appearance on behalf of the corporate Defendants by
July 15, 2012. The June 28, 2012 order further provided that if no such appearance was
entered, the corporate Defendants’ General Denial would be stricken. Since no appearance
was their behalf of the corporate Defendants, a default was entered against them on September
24,2012. A notice of entry of default judgment was filed and served on November 6, 2012.

On July 16, 2012, Mr. Margolin served Zandian with Mr. Margolin’s First Set of
Requests for Admission, First Set of Interrogatories, and First Set of Requests for Production
of Documents, but Zandian never responded to these discovery requests. As such, on
December 14, 2012, Mr. Margolin filed and served a Motion for Sanctions pursuant to NRCP
37. In this Motion, Mr. Margolin requested this Court strike the General Denial of Zandian,
and award Mr. Margolin his fees and costs incurred in bringing the Motion.

On January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial of Zandian
and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the NRCP 37 Motion. A default was
entered against Zandian on March 28, 2013, and a notice of entry of default judgment was
filed and served on April 5, 2013. _

On April 17, 2013, Mr. Margolin filed an Application for Default Judgment, which was
served on Zandian and the corporate Defendants. Since Zandian did not respond to the
Application for Default Judgment, a Default Judgment was entered on June 24, 2013, Notice
of entry of the Default Judgment was served on Zandian on June 26, 2013 and filed on June

27, 2013.
Over five and a half months later, on December 19, 2013, Zandian served his Motion

to Set Aside on Plaintiff. Zandian’s Motion to Set Aside claims that he never received any

written discovery or notice of the pleadings and papers filed in this matter after his counsel

4
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withdrew as his former counsel provided an erroneous last known address to the Court and the
parties when he withdrew, and therefore Zandian requests that the judgment be set aside.
1. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
A party seeking to set aside a default judgment has the burden to prove mistake,
inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect by a preponderance of the evidence. Xahn v.
Orme, 108 Nev. 510, 51314, 835 P.2d 790, 793 (1992). The Court finds that Zandian has not

met the burden to prove mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect by a

preponderance of the evidence.

Specifically, Zandian has not met the factors set forth in Xakn to compel the court to
set aside the judgment. Id. at 513, 835 P.2d at 792-93 (holding that the district court must
consider whether the party moving to set aside a judgment promptly applied to remove the
judgment, lacked intent to delay the proceedings, lacked knowledge of the procedural
requirements, and demonstrated good faith, in addition to considering the state's underlying
policy of resolving cases on the merits). Zandian failed to promptly apply for relief, has not
established a lack of intent to delay these proceedings or a lack of knowledge of the procedural
réquirements, and did not provide a good-faith reason for the over five-and-a-half-month gap
between entry of default and the time he obtained new counsel and filed the Motion to Set
Aside Default Judgment.

a. Zandian Did Not Promptly Apply To Remove The Judgment

Even though a motion to set aside a judgment may be filed within the six month

at 514, 835 P.2d at 793. Therefore, “want of diligence in seeking to set aside a judgment is
ground enough for denial of such a motion.” Id. (citing Union Petrochemical Corp. v. Scott,
96 Nev. 337, 339, 609 P.2d 323, 324 (1980) (citing Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 438 P.2d 254
(1968); Hotel Last Frontier v. Frontier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 380 P.2d 293 (1963)).

Despite his knowledge of the default judgment, Zandian did not move to have the
judgment set aside until nearly six months after its entry. Although Zandian argues he did not

receive notice of the various proceedings, notice was mailed to his address. Therefore, the

5

deadline provided for in NRCP 60(b), 2 party can still fail to act promptly. See Kahn 108 Nev.
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notice requirement of NRCP 55 was fulfilled as Plaintiff served written notice of the
application for default judgment. Moreover, NRCP 55 is likely not implicated since the
judgment ultimately resulted from sanctions arising from Zandian’s failure to respond to
discovery. See Durango Fire Protection, Inc. v. Troncoso, 120 Nev. 658 (2004) (trial court’s
entry of judgment for plaintiff, in action for breach of contract, after striking defendant’s
answer was a sanction for defendant’s failure to appear at several hearings and calendar calls
rather than a default judgment, and thus, civil procedure rule requiring written notice before
entry of default judgment was not applicable).

Further, First Judirial District Court Rule 22(3) expressly states that “[ajny form of
order permitting withdrawal of an attorney submitted to the Court for signature shall contain
the address at which the party is to be served with notice of all further proceedings.” Plaintiff
had a right to rely on the address given by Zandian’s prior attorney.

No evidence supports Zandian’s claims that he lacked knowledge of this matter. Even
if Zandian was living in France, for which no competent evidence has been provided to this
Court, Zandian was required to provide the Court and the parties with his new address.
However, Zandian never informed this Court or the parties of any address change. The record
demonstrates that the Plaintiff’s discovery requests, motions, application for judgment, orders
and notice of judgment were all mailed to Zandian’s address of record. Under NRCP 5(b),
service by mail is complete upon mailing. Thus, Zandian received notice of the proceedings
and his repeated failure to respond constituted inexcusable neglect.

b. Zandian Has Failed To Show He Lacked Intent To Delay

Zandian received all of the papers and pleadings in this matter. However, he failed to
respond to Plaintiff's discovery and willfully ignored the proceedings of this matter. In fact,
Zandian waited nearly six months to secure new counsel and file the motion to set aside.
Furthermore, Zandian failed to file an opposition to the application for judgment.
Accordingly, the Court finds that Zandian has failed to establish the absence of an intent to

delay.
¢. Whether Zandian Lacked Knowledge Of Procedural Requirements

6
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Zandian unquestionably had notice of the written discovery, motions and orders filed in
this matter, and yet he ignored all of these documents. All that was required of Zandian was to
either personally respond to the discovery and motions or obtain counsel to appear on his
behalf. Zandian knew discovery had been served but deliberately chose to ignore it. Zandian
knew a motion for sanctions and an application for judgment had been filed, which led to the
Jjudgment, but Zandian chose to ignore those items as well. Zandian’s failure to obtain new
counsel or otherwise act on his own behalf is inexcusable. See Kahn 108 Nev. at § 14-15, 835
P.2d at 793-4. As the Nevada Supreme Court stated in Kahn:

we are not ccenifronted here with some subtle ‘or technical aspect of.
procedure, ignorance of which could readily be excused. The requirements
of the rule are simple and direct. 7o condone the actions of a party who has
sat on its rights only to make a last-minute rush to set aside judgment would

be to turn NRCP 60(b) into a device for delay rather than the means Sfor
relief from an oppressive judgment that it was intended to be.

1d. (citing Union, 96 Nev. at 339, 609 P.2d at 324 (citing Franklin v. Bartsas Realty, Inc., 95
Nev. 559, 598 P.2d 1147 (1979); Central Operating Co. v. Utility Workers of America, 491
F.2d 245 (4th Cir.1974)) (emphasis added in original)).

Zandian had sufficient knowledge to act responsibly. He had previously retained
counse! to defend this action and retained new counsel to set aside the judgment. Therefore,
this Court cannot conclude that Zandian failed to respond to set aside the default judgment
because he was ignorant of procedural requirements.

d. Whether Zandian Acted In Good Faith

Zandian has not provided any valid reason for failing to respond to the requested
discovery, the motion for sanctions or the application for Judgment. Furthermore, he has not
provided a reasonable explanation for waiting over five months to obtain other counsel despite
having knowledge of the judgment entered against him.

Based upon the fact that Zandian knew about this case and continued to receive the
papers and pleadings from this matter, it was inexcusable for Zandian not to respond to the

7
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‘unreasonable delay is presumed” and failure to comply with couwrt orders mandating discovery

earlier discovery requests and motions. Zandian has not demonstrated good faith. In fact,
Zandian has only demonstrated inexcusable neglect by his willful failure to respond to, and

participate in, this action. Accordingly, the Court determines that Zandian lacked good faith in

contesting this action.
e. Whether This Case Should Be Tried On The Merits For Policy Reasons

The Nevada Supreme Court has held that “good public policy dictates that cases be
adjudicated on their merits.” See Kahn 108 Nev. at 516, 835 P.2d at 794 (citing Hotel Last

Frontier v. Frontier Prop., 79 Nev. 150, 155-56, 380 P.2d 293, 295 (1963) (original

emphasis). However, this policy has its limits:

We wish not to be understood, however, that this judicial tendency to grant
relief from a default judgment implies that the trial court should always

grant relief from a default judgment. Litigants and their counsel may not

properly be allowed to disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.
" Lack of good faith or diligence, or lack of merit in the proposed defense,

may very well warrant a denial of the motion for relief from the judgment.

Id. (citing Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d at 256 (1968)).

Zandian has disregarded the process and procedural rules of this matter with impunity.
He has repeatedly ignored this matter and failed to respond to the written discovery and
motions in this matter since his former attorney John Peter Lee withdrew from representation.
Zandian’s lack of good faith or diligence warrants a denial of the motion to set aside.

Zandian’s complete failure to respond to the discovery requests and subsequent
motions evidences his wiliful and recalcitrant disregard of the judicial process, which
prejudiced Plaintiff. Foster v. Dingwall, 227 P.3d 1042, 1049 (Nev. 2010) (citing Hamlett v.
Reynolds, 114 Nev. 863, 865, 963 P.2d 457, 458 (1998) (upholding the district court’s strike
order where the defaulting party’s “constant failure to follow [the court’s] orders was
unexplained and unwarranted”™); In re Phenylpropanolamine (PPA) Products, 460 F.3d 1217,
1236 (9th Cir.2006) (holding that, with respect to discovery abuses, “[p]rejudice from

“is sufficient prejudice”)).
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In light of Zandian’s repeated and continued abuses, the policy of adjudicating cases on
the merits would not be furthered in this case, and the ultimate sanctions are necessary to

demonstrate to Zandian and future litigants that they are not free to act with wayward
disregard of a court’s orders. Foster, 227 P.3d at 1049. Moreover, Zandian's failure to oppose
Plaintiff’s motion to strike the General Denial or the application for judgment constitutes an
admission that the motion and application were meritorious. Id. (citing King v. Cartlidge, 121
Nev. 926, 927, 124 P.3d 1161, 1162 (2005) (stating that an unopposed motion may be
considered as an admission of merit and consent to grant the motion) (citing DCR 13(3)).
IV. CONCLUSION

The record provides substantial evidence to support this denial of Zandian’s motion to
set aside. Further, the policy of resolving cases on the merits does not allow litigants “‘to
disregard process or procedural rules with impunity.'” Kakn, 108 Nev. at 516, 835 P.2d at 794
(quoting Lentz v. Boles, 84 Nev. 197, 200, 438 P.2d 254, 256-57 (1968)).

Zandian has failed to show mistake, inadvertence, surprise or excusable neglect
pursuant to NRCP 60(b). Zandian had every opportunity to properly defend this action and

instead made a voluntary choice not to. Therefore, Zandian’s motion to set aside is hereby

DENIED.

DATED: This ¢h day of February, 2014. IT IS SO ORDERED:
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I hereby certify that on the Q day of February, 2014, I placed a copy of the

foregoingfin the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Geoffrey W. Hawlkins
Johnathon Fayeghi

Hawkins Melendrez, P.C.

9555 Hillwood Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, NV 89134
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antha Valerius

Law Clerk, Department I
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Attorneys for Reza Zandian

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vvs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No. I

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Notice is hereby given that REZA ZANDIAN, a Defendant above-named, hereby
appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Order Denying Defendant Reza
Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian aka Reza Jazi aka J.
Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghonoreza Zandian Jazi’s Motion to Set Aside Default

Judgment entered in this action on the 6% day of February, 2014. A Notice of Entry of
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Order was served by mail upon counsel for Reza Zandian on February 10, 2014, a true
and correct copy of which is attached to this Notice of Appeal as Exhibit 1. A cash
deposit in the amount of $500.00 has been submitted herewith as evidenced by the
Notice of Cash Deposit in Lieu of Bond filed contemporaneously herewith.
DATED this _/Zjiay of March, 2014.
KAEMPFER CROWELL

By s, D 0D ey
, JASON D. WOODBURY /
/(I{Ievada Bar No. 6870

KAEMPFER CROWELL

510 West Fourth Street
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Telephone: (775) 884-8300
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jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
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JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Us.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporation,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation,
REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka
G. REZA JAZI aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual,
DOE Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-30,
Defendants.

First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada in and for Carson City

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No. 1
NOTICE OF APPEAL
Exhibit List
Exhibit Description of Exhibit Exhibit
No. Pages
1 Notice of Entry of Order (Feb. 6, 2014) 14
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Attorneys for Reza Zandian

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vvs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZ] aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No. I

NOTICE OF APPEAL

Notice is hereby given that REZA ZANDIAN, a Defendant above-named, hereby
appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Order Denying Defendant Reza
Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian aka Reza Jazi aka J.
Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghonoreza Zandian Jazi’s Motion to Set Aside Default

Judgment entered in this action on the 6t day of February, 2014. A Notice of Entry of
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Order was served by mail upon counsel for Reza Zandian on February 10, 2014, a true
and correct copy of which is attached to this Notice of Appeal as Exhibit 1. A cash
deposit in the amount of $500.00 has been submitted herewith as evidenced by the
Notice of Cash Deposit in Lieu of Bond filed contemporaneously herewith.

tn
DATED this l Z day of March, 2014.
KAEMPFER CROWELL

BY: _ o, B D e

ASON D. WOODBURY /
Nevada Bar No. 6870
KAEMPFER CROWELL

510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
Attorneys for Reza Zandian
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Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
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M
DATED this A" day of March, 2014.

KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 Wost Fourth Siroal
Carson City, Nevads 808703

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

24

Ao Apla__

‘an employek of Kaempfer Crowell

Page 3 of 3

1575




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
2
23

24

KASNPFER CROWELL
REMIHAW GROMAUER &

610 W. Fourth Steal
Carson City, Navada 89703

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
vSs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporation,
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation,
REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka
G. REZA JAZI aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual,
DOE Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-30,
Defendants.

First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada in and for Carson City

Case No. 09 OC 00579 1B

Dept. No. I
NOTICE OF APPEAL
Exhibit List
Exhibit Description of Exhibit Exhibit
No Pages
1 Notice of Entry of Order (Feb. 6, 2014) 14
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JASON D. WOODBURY

Nevada Bar No. 6870
KAEMPFER CROWELL

510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
Attorneys for Reza Zandian
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A
: CLERK
OEPUTY

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR

CARSON CITY

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,

VS.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,| Case No.

a California corporation, OPTIMA

09 OC 00579 1B

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada| Dept. No. I

corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

Pursuant to NRAP 3(f), Defendant REZA ZANDIAN, an individual, hereby

provides the following Case Appeal Statement:

1. Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement (NRAP

R163IRI[(M)H
REZA ZANDIAN, an individual.
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4.

Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order
appealed from (NRAP 3(f)(3)(B)):

The Honorable James T. Russell, District Judge, First Judicial District
Court of the State of Nevada in and for Carson City, Department I.
Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court (the

use of et al. to denote parties is prohibited) (NRAP 3(f)(3)(A)):
() JED MARGOLIN, an individual;

(b) OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California corporation;

(c) OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation; and

(d) REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual;

Identify all parties involved in this appeal (the use of et al. to

denote parties is prohibited) (NRAP 2(NH)(C), (D)):
(a) JED MARGOLIN, an individual; and

(b) REZA ZANDIAN, an individual.

Set forth the name, law firm, address, and telephone number of
all counsel on appeal and identify the party or parties whom
they represent (NRAP 3()(3)(C). (D)):

(a) Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511
Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Counsel for Respondent, JED MARGOLIN
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7.

10.

(b) Jason D. Woodbury
KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Counsel for Appellant, REZA ZANDIAN

Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or
retained counsel in the district court (NRAP 3(f)(3)(F)):

Appellant was represented by retained counsel in district court.
Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or

retained counsel on appeal (NRAP 3(f)(3)(F)):

Appellant is represented by retained counsel on appeal.
Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in

forma pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order

granting such leave (NRAP 3(f)(3)(G)):

Appellant was not granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis.

Indicate the date of the proceedings commenced in the district

court (e.g., date complaint, indictment, information, or petition

was filed) (NRAP 3(f)(3)(H)):

Respondent’s Complaint was filed in the District Court on December 11,

2009.

District court case number and caption showing the names of
all parties to the proceedings below. but the use of et al. to
denote parties is prohibited (NRAP A)):

(a) Case number:

First Judicial District Court Case Number: 09 OC 00579 1B
Department Number: I
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(b) Caption:
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California
corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI]
aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and
DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Whether any of respondents’ attorneys are not licensed to

practice law in Nevada, and, if so, whether the district court

granted that attorney permission to appear under SCR 42,

including a copy of any district court order granting that

permission (NRAP 3(f)(2)(E)):

Based upon information and belief, all attorneys for respondents are

licensed to practice law in Nevada.

Brief description of the nature of the action and result in

district court, including the type of judgment or order being

appealed and the relief granted by the district court (NRAP
3O EMID):

The subject matter of this case concerns various patents and a

dispute over their ownership. Plaintiff claims to be the owner of the
patents at issue. Plaintiff claims that certain conduct and actions of
Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, Optima
Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, (together these
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corporations are referred to hereinafter as the “Corporate Defendants”)
and Reza Zandian (“Zandian”) (collectively the Corporate Defendants and
Zandian are referred to as the “Defendants”) disrupted his ownership and
control over the patents, thereby causing him damages. Specifically,
Plaintiff’'s Complaint alleged the following claims against the Defendants:
(1) Conversion; (2) Tortious Interference with Contract; (3) Intentional
Interference with Prospective Economic Advantage; (4) Unjust
Enrichment; and (5) Unfair and Deceptive Trade Practices.

On September 9, 2011, the District Court issued an order
authorizing service of Plaintiff's Amended Complaint* by publication.2
Service by publication was accomplished on November 7, 2011. The
Defendants answered in March, 2012. On July 16, 2012, Plaintiff served
Zandian with several discovery requests. When there was no response to
the discovery requests, the District Court granted Plaintiff’s request for
sanctions and struck Zandian’s answer on January 15, 2013.

On March 28, 2013, the District Court entered a Default against
Zandian. Later, pursuant to the application of Plaintiff, the District Court
entered a Default Judgment against the Defendants in the amount of
$1,495,775.74. Plaintiff filed a Notice of Entry of Default Judgment on
June 27, 2013.

On December 20, 2013, Zandian filed a Motion to Set Aside Default
Judgment with the District Court. Plaintiff filed a response, and Zandian

replied. No hearing was held on the Motion to Set Aside. On February 6,

t Plaintiff filed his Amended Complaint on August 11, 2011.
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2014, the District Court entered its Order Denying Defendant Reza
Zandian aka Golamreza Zandianjazi aka Gholam Reza Zandian aka
Reza Jazi aka J. Reza Jazi aka G. Reza Jazi aka Ghonoreza Zandian
Jazi's Motion to Set Aside Default Judgment. And on February 10, 2014,
Plaintiff served notice by mail that this Order had been entered.

Whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal to

or original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so. the
caption and Supreme Court docket number of the prior

proceeding (NRAP 3(H(J)):

Upon information and belief, this case has not previously been the
subject of an appeal to or original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court.
Whether the appeal involves child custody or visitation (NRAP
3(0)(3)(XK)):

The appeal does not involve child custody or visitation.

2 There were proceedings which occurred prior to the issuance of the District Court’s order allowing
service by publication. However, they are not pertinent for purposes of the Case Appeal Statement.
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15. In civil cases, whether the appeal involves the possibility of

settlement (NRAP 3O (2)L)):

The appeal involves the possibility of settlement.
DATED this / 2 Hﬂday of March, 2014.
KAEMPFER CROWELL

B: M D ) r

SON D. WOODBURY
evada Bar No. 6870

KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
iwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
Attorneys for Reza Zandian
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Pursuant to NRAP 25(d) and NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that service of the
foregoing CASE APPEAL STATEMENT was made this date by depositing for mailing

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

of the same in Portable Document Format addressed to each of the following:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

DATED this _/- y of March, 2014.

A D

an employ’é f Kaempfer Crowell
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JASON D. WOODBURY
Nevada Bar No. 6870
KAEMPFER CROWELL

510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
jwoodbury@kenvlaw.com
Attorneys for Reza Zandian

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff,
Vs.

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada|
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA
JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI
aka GHONOREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals
21-30,

Defendants.
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IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
OF THE STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR
CARSON CITY

Case No.

Dept. No.

09 OC 00579 1B
)|

NOTICE OF CASH DEPOSIT IN LIEU OF BOND
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Notice is hereby given that Defendant above-named, REZA ZANDIAN, an

individual, has deposited $500.00 in lieu of a bond with the First Judicial District Court

of the State of Nevada in and for Carson City pursuant to the requirements of NRAP 7.

DATED this 2 M day of March, 2014.

KAEMPFER CROWELL

BY: ,A,/) e J —7
%CSON D. WOODBUR
evada Bar No. 6870

KAEMPFER CROWELL
510 West Fourth Street
Carson City, Nevada 89703
Telephone: (775) 884-8300
Facsimile: (775) 882-0257
iwoodbury@kcnvlaw.com
Attorneys for Reza Zandian
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRAP 25(d) and NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that service of the

foregoing NOTICE OF CASH DEPOSIT IN LIEU OF BOND was made this date by

depositing a true copy of the same for mailing at Carson City, Nevada, first class postage
pre-paid, addressed to each of the following;:

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
WATSON ROUNDS
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

U .
DATED this z,/’i L/ day of March, 2014.
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Matthew D. Francis (6978) REC'C &FILED 4
Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS WILKAR 13 PH 2: L2

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
a California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION

corporation, REZA ZANDIAN FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI REGARDING CONTEMPT
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Plaintiff Jed Margolin submits the following reply arguments in support of
Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt:

L Zandian Consented To The Granting Of The Motion For Judgment
Debtor Examination Under NRS 21.270

Zandian’s failure to file an opposition to the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination
constituted a consent to the granting of the Motion. See FIDCR 15(5) (“a failure of an
opposing party to file a memorandum of points and authorities in opposition to any motion

within the time permitted shall constitute a consent to the granting of the motion.”) (emphasis
1
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added); see also FIDCR 30 (“If a party or an attorney fails, refuses, or neglects to comply with
these rules, the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, the District Court Rules, the Supreme Court
Rules, or any statutory requirements, the Court may, after notice and an opportunity to be
heard, impose any and all sanctions authorized by statute or rule[.]”).

Zandian openly recognizes he did not oppose the Motion for Judgment Debtor
Examination and he should have raised the issues he now raises in an opposition to the Motion
for Judgment Debtor’s Examination, not the Motion for contempt sanctions. See Opposition to
Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt (“Opposition™), dated 3/3/14, p. 6, n. 9
(“To be fair, the fact that the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce
Documents was unopposed by then-counsel for Reza Zandian bears a fair share of the
responsibility for the oversight.”); see also id. at p. 8, n. 13 (“Again, it must be conceded that it
would have been far better to present this position in the context of an opposition to the Motion
Jor Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents.”). Not only did Zandian fail to
oppose the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination, he willfully failed to comply with the
resulting order.

But for Plaintiff’s counsel’s proactive approach, Zandian would have allowed Plaintiff
and the Court go forward with the debtor’s examination, knowing full well he was not going to
appear for the examination. It was not until Plaintiff’s counsel contacted Zandian’s counsel
that Plaintiff learned Zandian had no intention of complying with the Court’s order. See
Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt, dated 2/12/14, Exhibit 2.

By failing to oppose the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination, Zandian waived
the arguments he now makes regarding the validity of the order for Zandian to appear in
Carson City for a debtor’s examination and contempt sanctions are proper for his willful

disobedience.

IL Zandian Has Still Not Produced Any Records And Should Be Held In
Contempt

Seeking to further excuse himself, Zandian argues he should have been given 30 days
to comply with the order to produce records, pursuant to NRCP 34. Zandian also argues there

2
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was no reason to shorten the time to produce records below the 30 day requirement of NRCP
34.

However, Zandian admits the “Order for Debtor’s Examination, insofar as it required
the production of documents by Reza Zandian, is sound.” See Opposition at 7:15-17; see also
Opposition at 8:8-9 (“Of course, this Court has the authority to compel a shorter [time] or
allow a longer time than 30 days to produce documents in accordance with NRCP 34.™); see
also NRCP 26(b)(2) (“By order, the court may alter the limits in these rules™); NRCP 34(b)
(“A shorter or longer time may be directed by the court”).

Even though Zandian admits the order to produce the documents was sound and well
within the Court’s power, Zandian willfully disobeyed the order and did not produce the
documents by February 4, 2014. In addition, even if we were to believe Zandian’s argument
that he needed the standard 30 days to comply with the order, it has been well over 30 days
since the order was served on Zandian and Zandian still has not produced any documents
pursuant to the order.' Zandian has made no attempt to comply with the order. As such, the
circumstances warrant a determination that Zandian is in contempt of this Court’s order and
sanctions should be imposed.

III.  NRS 21.270(3) Also Provides Contempt Power

Zandian fails to recognize that NRS 21.270(3) provides authority for contempt
sanctions as follows: “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.”

As Zandian failed to oppose the Motion, Zandian consented to the granting of the

Motion for Judgment Debtor’s Examination in Carson City, and the Court certainly had the

! Zandian argues that Plaintiff served the notice of entry of the Order for Debtor Examination by regular mail on
January 16, 2014. However, Plaintiff also served the notice by email on January 16, 2014. See Exhibit 1.

3
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power to compel the production of documents and Zandian admits that order is sound. Since
Zandian was regularly served with an order to produce documents and appear at a debtor’s
examination pursuant to NRS 21.270, and Zandian failed to produce documents and appear at
the time and place specified in the order, he may be punished for contempt.

IV.  The Court Has The Express And Inherent Power To Sanction Zandian

Zandian argues that NRCP 69(a) requires any discovery techniques that are used in aid
of execution of the judgment must be used in accordance with the Nevada Rules of Civil
Procedure. See Opposition at 7:9-20. As a result, the Court also has the express authority to
issue sanctions under the state’s discovery rules. Accordingly, “NRCP 37(b)(2) authorizes as
discovery sanctions dismissal of a complaint, entry of default judgment, and awards of fees
and costs. Generally, NRCP 37 authorizes discovery sanctions only if there has been willful
noncompliance with a discovery order of the court.” Young v. Johnny Ribeiro Bldg., Inc., 106
Nev. 88, 92, 787 P.2d 777, 779 (1990) (citing Fire Insurance Exchange v. Zenith Radio Corp.,
103 Nev. 648, 651, 747 P.2d 911, 913 (1987)).

In addition, courts have inherent equitable powers that permit sanctions for discovery
and other litigation abuses not specifically proscribed by statute. Young, 106 Nev. 88, 92, 787
P.2d 777, 779 (“courts have ‘inherent equitable powers to dismiss actions or enter default
Jjudgments for ... abusive litigation practices’” and “[I]itigants and attorneys alike should be
aware that these powers may permit sanctions for discovery and other litigation abuses not
specifically proscribed by statute.”) (citations omitted); see also Bahena v. Goodyear Tire &
Rubber Co., 126 Nev. Adv. Op. 26, 235 P.3d 592, 600 (2010) (“In addition to awarding
sanctions pursuant to NRCP 37(b)(2)(C), and based upon its inherent equitable power, the
district court may order sanctions under NRCP 37(d). NRCP 37(d) allows for the award of
sanctions if a party fails to attend their own deposition or fails to serve answers to

interrogatories or fails to respond to requests for production of documents.”); see also Motion
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for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt, dated 2/12/14, 7:16-8:18 (providing legal
authorities regarding Court’s authority to issue contempt sanctions).

Under the Court’s express and inherent power to govern these proceedings, the Court
has the authority and power to sanction Zandian for not responding to the Motion for
Judgment Debtor Examination, for not providing actual evidence regarding where Zandian is
actually residing, and for willfully disobeying the order granting Plaintiff’s Motion for
Judgment Debtor Examination and to Produce Documents.

V. It Does Matter Where Zandian Resides

It is not sufficient for Zandian’s latest Counsel to say “it does not matter where Mr.
Zandian resides, so long as it is not in Carson City, Nevada.” See Opposition at p. 3, n. 2. To
the contrary, it does matter where Zandian resides. He has failed to provide any evidence to
show where Zandian did or does reside. The negative argument is not evidence.

As is well known to this Court, Zandian has, through a string of different attorneys,
continuously evaded the Plaintiff and this Court with regards to, among other things, services
of process, responding to discovery, responding to motions, and now in execution of the
judgment.

Zandian argues he resides in France. He appears to have his own self-serving
definition of the word, “reside,” which is, “I reside wherever I say I reside.” However, there is
overwhelming evidence that Zandian is and has been residing in the U.S. at all relevant times.
See Opposition to Motion to Set Aside Judgment, dated 1/9/14, 2:1-4:4 and Exhibits 1-12.
Zandian has done nothing to dispute the actual evidence provided to this Court.

In addition, Zandian owns property and business interests throughout the state of
Nevada. See Opposition to Motion to Dismiss, dated 12/5/11, 11:1-13:3 and Exhibits 5-25.

As a result of his extensive property and business interests, it might be well within the Court’s
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power to consider Zandian a resident of Carson City, especially since Zandian has purposely
evaded the Plaintiff and the Court at every turn.

Further, if Zandian had opposed the Motion for Judgment Debtor Examination and to
Produce Documents, he might have argued that he did not reside in Carson City. Then he
would have had to say where he was residing (with some credible evidence). If, for example,
Zandian was residing in Clark County, the Debtor’s Examination could have been scheduled
to be held in the Las Vegas office of Watson Rounds. Zandian did not do that. Instead, he is
hiding from Plaintiff and from this Court.

V1.  Zandian Has Failed To Share His Side To The Story

Zandian dismisses out of hand the factual and procedural background to this matter, as
follows:

Although only a select few facts are relevant to the actual issue before the

Court, Plaintiffs Motion offers several pages of "background", most of which is

obviously designed to engender bad will and disdain for Mr, Zandian. Motion at

3:20 - 7:15. This Opposition will make no effort - because none is called for - to

refute material which is immaterial to the question of whether this Court should
issue the requested order. Suffice it to say, for now, that there are two sides to

this story.
See Opposition at p. 3, n. 1 (emphasis added). The central fact of this case is that Zandian has

never denied fraudulently using a Power-of-Attorney in the patent assignment documents he
filed with the U.S. Patent Office. Zandian has had many chances to tell his side of the story but
has always refused to do so.

Zandian had a chance to tell his side of the story in the case held in U.S. District Court
for the District of Arizona (Universal Avionics Systems Corporation v. Optima Technology
Group, et al.) where the ownership of the Patents was a major issue. Zandian remained silent
in that case.

Zandian had a chance to tell his side of the story in the present case many times. After
Zandian was served with the Complaint, Zandian ignored the case and a default judgment was
entered against him. Later, John Peter Lee made an appearance for Zandian and moved to

dismiss the case, saying that Zandian had not been properly served and that this Court did not
6
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have jurisdiction over Zandian because he lived in California. He had a chance to tell his side
of the story then, but chose not to.

Zandian had a chance to tell his story after he had been served by publication (made
necessary because John Peter Lee refused to accept service for Zandian and refused to provide
Zandian’s address). However, Zandian again moved to dismiss the case where he again said
Zandian had not been properly served and that this Court did not have jurisdiction over
Zandian. Again, the motion to dismiss was denied. Zandian had a chance to tell his side of the
story when he finally did answer the Complaint. However his answer was only a General
Denial and did not contain any Affirmative Defenses. Again, he failed to tell his side of the
story.

Zandian had a chance to tell his side of the story after John Peter Lee withdrew as
counsel when Plaintiff sent the First Set of Requests for Admission, the First Set of
Interrogatories, and the First Set of Requests for Production of Documents to Zandian at the
address John Peter Lee provided to the Court in the motion to withdraw. One of the reasons
for sending Zandian the written discovery was to find out what Zandian’s story was. He
ignored the discovery requests and did not respond.

The inescapable conclusion is that whatever story Zandian has to tell does not do him
any credit. Otherwise he would have told it by now.

VII. CONCLUSION

For all of the foregoing reasons, this Court should grant Plaintiff’s Motion for Order to
Show Cause Regarding Contempt.

W
W\
W
W
W
W
W\
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

Dated this 13" day of March, 2014.

BY% 5k

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)
WATSON ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

16%



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT, addressed as follows:
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Jason D. Woodbury
Severin A. Carlson
Kaempfer Crowell

510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Attorneys for Defendant, Reza Zandian

Dated: March 13, 2014

Nncy L@sley
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

Exhibit No.

Title

Number of Pages

1

Email, dated 1/16/14, from Nancy Lindsley to Lauren
Kidd regarding Notice of Entry of Order Granting
Debtor’s Examination and to Produce Documents.

1

10
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M ' .

Adam McMillen o

From: Nancy Lindsley

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2014 3:16 PM

To: ‘Lauren Kidd'

Subject: Margolin v. Zandian, et al.

Attachments: 2014-0113 Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion for Debtor Examination and to Produce

Documents.pdf; 2014-0116 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Debtor Examination. pdf

Dear Ms. Kidd:

Attached please find courtesy copies of documents which have been filed in connection with the above-referenced
matter. Please contact us if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Nancy R. Lindsley
Paralegal to

Matthew D. Francis and
Adam P. McMillen

WATSON I z
ROUNDS

5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: (775) 324-4100
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171

nlindsley@watsonrounds.com

STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY: This message contains informalion which may be confidential and prnivileged Unless you are lhe addressee or authorized
to receive emails for the addressee you may not use, capy or disclose to anyone this message or any information contained in this message. Il you have received
this message in error please advise {he sender by reply email and then delete the entire email |1RS Circular 230 Disclosure: To ensure compliance with
requirements imposed by U S Treasury Regulation Circutar 230, we inform you thal any U S federal tax advice contained 1n this communication. including any
attachments, is not intended or wnilen to be used, and cannot be used, for the purpose of (i) avoiding penalties under the Intermal Revenue Code or (i) promoling
marketing or recommending to another parly any transaction or matter addressed herein
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Matthew D. Francis (6978) RECD&FILEY
Adam P. McMillen (10678) ' .
WATSON ROUNDS MiLHAR 13 PH 3 UL
5371 Kietzke Lane )

Reno, NV 89511 ALAN 5 IZ=0
Telephone: 775-324-4100 % .
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 3Y ' T~

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and for Carson City

JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B

Vs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, _
a California corporation, OPTIMA REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

Plaintiff through his counsel respectfully requests the following documents be
submitted to the Court for decision:
1) Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt, filed February 12, 2014;
2) Opposition to Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt, dated March
3,2014; and,
3) Reply in Support of Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt, filed
March 13, 2014.
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Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

DATED: March 13, 2014. WATSON ROUNDS

Matthew D. Francis (6978)

Adam P. McMillen (10678)

5371 Kietzke Lane

Reno, NV 89511

Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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Pursuant to NRCP 5(b),

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on

this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true

and correct copy of the foregoing document, REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION, addressed as

follows:

Jason D. Woodbury

Severin A. Carlson
Kaempfer Crowell
510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, Nevada 89703
Attorneys for Defendant, Reza Zandian

Dated: March 13, 2014

Na cy L1
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Case No.: 09 0C 00579 1B
Dept. No.: 1

7/
REC'D & FILED
ZMAR 1T PM 1122

ALAH GLOVER

BY
GEPUTY

IN THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN AND FOR CARSON CITY
JED MARGOLIN,
Plaintiff,
V. ORDER DENYING
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a
California corporation, OPTIMA
TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka
GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J.
REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an
individual, DOE Companies 1-10, DOE
Corporations 11-20, and DOE Individuals 21-
30,

Defendants.

This matter comes before the Court on Plaintiff’s Motion for Order to Show Cause

Regarding Contempt filed on February 12, 2014. Defendants filed an Opposition to Motion for

Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt on March 3, 2014. Plaintiff filed a Reply in Support

of Motion for Order to Show Cause Regarding Contempt and a Request for Submission on

March 13,2014. However, a Notice of Appeal was filed on March 12, 2014.

This Court, based on the Notice of Appeal, is divested of jurisdiction to address issues

that are pending before the Nevada Supreme Court. See Foster v. Dingwall, 126 Nev. Adv.
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Opinion , 228 P.3d 453 (2010); see also Mack-Manley v. Manley, 122 Nev. 849, 855, 138 P.3d
525 (2006).

Therefore, good cause appearing,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this Court will not consider Plaintiff’s Motion for Order
to Show Cause Regarding Contempt and will not certify its intent to grant or deny said Motion.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this _[rz day of March, 2014.

/
T RUSSELE/
CT JUDGE

99,5
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the ﬂ_ day of March, 2014, I served a copy of the foregoing by

placing the foregoing in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

Matthew D. Francis, Esq.
Adam P. McMillen, Esq.
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Jason D. Woodbury, Esq.
510 West Fourth Street

Carson City, NV 89703 k_v

Angela Jeffries
Judicial Assistant, Dept. 1

Al
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Your Name: REZA ZANDIAN =z 2
Mailing Address: 6 RUE EDOUARD FOURNIER - .
City, State, Zip: 75116, PARIS, FRANCE = K4 .
Telephone: 011-336-1685-7915 D w° T
In Proper Person =) — s
@R
@

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Ne

In and for Carson City
\
JED MARGOLIN ) CaseNo.: 090 C005791 1B
Plaintiff/Petitioner, ; Dept. No.: I
)
Vs. ) MOTION
REZA ZANDIAN & OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY )
CORPORATION )
Defendant/Respondent. )
)
I REZA ZANDIAN , appearing in Proper Person,
(Your Name)

request that the Court enter an Order granting me the following:

State what you want the Court to order. If you have more than one request,
clearly list and number each request. Do not explain your requests in detail
here, just list them.

1) Please dismiss this case based on the fraud committed on court concerning a frivolous case.

2) ®lease set aside and cancel the two default Judgments of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46

obtained by a Rnown "Patent Troll" aimed at extortion.

Motion - 1
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Fully explain why you believe you should be granted your request(s).
List and number each request.

This Motion is made for the following reasons:

Your Honor,

Thank, you for allowing me to tell this court about the true nature of this case.

Please read my 1) Affidavit and 2) The Motion, hereby attached that explain in

detail why my requests should be granted.

Motion - 2
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(If you need more room, you may attach additional sheets of paper. Be sure you write only on
one side of each sheet, number the page or pages 3(a), 3(b), etc. and initial each page at the
bottom.)

This document does not contain the Social Security number of any person.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of Nevada that the foregoing
is true and correct.

DATED this _ 24th ___day of March

&

(Your Signature)

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), the undersigned hereby certifies that on this date, I deposited a
true and correct copy of the foregoing Motion in the U.S. Mail with postage pre-paid thereon,
addressed to:

(Name of other party) (Name of other party)
(Address) (Address)
(City, State, Zip) (City, State, Zip)

Motion - 3
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AFFIDAVIT OF REZA ZANDIAN
TO RECONSIDER SETTING ASIDE OF DEFAULT AND
DEFAULT JUDGMENTS OF $1.495.775.74 AND $1.286,552.46

I, Reza Zandian, have personal knowledge of the matters set forth herein and

being first duly sworn hereby depose and state as follows:

1. I am a named defendant in the matter of Jed Margolin v. Optima

Technology Corporation, et. Al. Case No. 090C005791B. My attorneys previously filed
the declaration of myself attached as Exhibit 1, for the motion to set aside a default
judgment. There is however, additional information necessary to bring to the court’s
attention to reconsider my request to set aside default and default judgment based on
fairness and the merit of the case.

2. As stated in my original half-page affidavit of January 14, 2014, since the
withdrawal of my previous attorney John Peter Lee in March 2012, I did not receive any
of the pleadings, orders, or discovery related to this case. I believed the lawsuit against
me was over, so I was not expecting anything else concerning the case. Mr. Lee had
advised me that his motion to quash a judgment of approximately $120,000 was granted
due to the Plaintiff’s use of false address and fraudulent service (and because I was living
in Paris, France). I believed that ended the case against me. I did not know that
attorney Lee had filed an answer for me and I believed that the case against me was
over. I did not receive from Mr. Lee any information that he was withdrawing from the
lawsuit, which is consistent with my belief that the case against me was finished with the
motion to quash stopping the action against me. Justice had been done.

3. However, in October 2013, when I was checking the Lyon County website to
make sure my property tax payments were being received by checking whether there
were any tax liens against me, I saw a judgment listed against me in the Margolin lawsuit
which I thought was finished!! I was at my residence in Paris, France when I discovered
the judgment. I have attached a copy of the website page that I reviewed for Lyon County
(Exhibit 2). I returned to the United States in November 2013 and hired a lawyer to undo

1
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the fraudulent judgment obtained against me.

4. In reviewing the papers filed by Margolin’s lawyers Watson Rounds, I see they
claim that I still lived in San Diego based upon U.S. checks and bank statements from
bank accounts of mine in the United States. Although a resident of France, I am an
Iranian citizen. As a citizen of Iran, I cannot transfer money from Iran accounts into U.S.
accounts because of U.S. laws and sanctions. Accordingly, I keep bank accounts in the
U.S. to maintain money here in the U.S. so I can pay property taxes on the properties I
own in Nevada. The banks maintain U.S. street addresses in their systems despite me
using the web to maintain my accounts (banks need a physical address in US to maintain
the account). I notified the banks of a change of address from a street address to a P.O.
box in San Diego, and they modified and corrected for three accounts, the Wells Fargo
Statement for the account 7091505920 for May 4, 2012 is the last statement with Apt.
217 address as account was still used by my wife and son who moved to France on May
4, 2012, the statements of this from May 5, 2012 to present have all my PO Box address,
the Wells Fargo bank statement for the account 9760 and 7470 all have my PO Box
address for the years 2012, 2013, 2014 as evidenced in Exhibit 3 the bank used a my PO
Box number from 2011, but all accounts were not updated by the Bank. That did not
worry me as I was doing my banking online via the bank web site and I opted for not
receiving the mail version. I have no knowledge of how internal bank documents are kept
since these documents were obtained by illegitimate subpoenas from the bank, it is not
proof that I actually received these statements. Also, at times I would visit the USA, such
as in February 2013, when I could directly access my U.S. bank accounts (such as the
withdrawal for $2,500 — Exhibit 4 in Plaintiff’s opposition. Checks sent to my 8775
Costa Verde Blvd. Apt. 217, San Diego, California address were subject to a forwarding
order to my P.O. box in San Diego. As such, mail sent to Apt. 217 would be forwarded
to my P.O. box and either be picked up by my son in California and then sent to me, or I
would stop by the P.O. box and pick the mail up myself the few times I was in the United
States. The apartment complex at 8775 Costa Verde Blvd. in San Diego is very large,
with over 500 apartment units. Any mail addressed simply to 8775 Costa Verde Blvd.,
San Diego, CA would not get delivered to my former Apt. 217 nor would it be subject to

being forwarded to Apt. 217. Likewise, any mail sent to my former, previous address of

Docket 82559 Document 2021-11373
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Apt. 501, was no longer subject to being forwarded to Apt. 217, and therefore was also
not forwarded to my P.O. box in San Diego.

5. I never received any of the notice of withdrawal by Lee, discovery, default, or
judgment notices. The firm “Watson and Rounds” knew of my French address due to
their receipt of the appeal documents in March 2013 (they served as attorneys in this
appeal), but failed to send any notices to me at my Paris address of which they were
aware (see true copy of Appeal address information as Exhibit 4). I am confident that
the pleadings they were mailing to me were being returned to them as undeliverable,
unable to forward, just at the Nevada Supreme Court encountered in a notice they sent to
me at the same outdated address (please see the Nevada Supreme Court order reflecting
the non-forwarding in their notice in Exhibit 4). It is very interesting to note that the
Watson and Rounds pleading failed to reference that the pleadings they were sending to
me for a year were being returned to them from the San Diego address, and do not
explain why they then did not also send pleadings to me at the Paris address of which
they were aware through the Supreme Court filings. The answer? They did not care
about justice; Their intent was only to get a judgment against me. Watson and Rounds
does not care about due process in the same way this court cares.

6. Except for two visits to the USA, during about February 20, 2013 to March 1,
2013, and about November 20, 2013 to November 30, 2013, in which the cumulative
duration of both trips lasted less than 20 days, I was either residing in France or Iran from
May 4, 2012 to March 10, 2014. Attached is my passport (Exhibit 5), which shows all the
dates I was in France, the USA, and Iran, during the period from 2011 to the present. I
have also attached proof of my utility payments in Paris, France (Exhibit 6). Additional
documents that demonstrate I was a Parisian resident, such as my home and resident tax,
are included in Exhibit 7. I was not in the USA, and thus did not receive the orders,
pleadings, and other critical documents that were used to establish jurisdiction and/or
service on me.

7. I would win the dispute in the complaint concerning the patents as the patents at
issue are owned by Optima Technology Corporation, a California Corporation, a
corporation solely owed by Emfaco S.A., a Swiss Corporation, of which I am the

shareholder. As such, my claims to own the patents are valid. The Plaintiff in this
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action, Jed Margolin, is an agent, consultant, and employee of Optima, and an associate
and partner of Robert Adams, an ex-rogue employee that admitted to using Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation, funds to purchase the power of
attorney over the patents in dispute. The right to use the power of attorney to transfer
patent ownership was purchased by Robert Adams in the capacity as CEO of Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation, not in his capacity as an
individual. When this information was learned by those that were being sued by Robert
Adams and Jed Margolin for patent infringement, Jed Margolin then terminated the
power of attorney and re-issued it to a fraudulent, non-existent entity, with the home of
Robert Adams and Jed Margolin listed as its headquarters (1981 Empire Road, Reno,
Nevada). However Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, had
already used the power of attorney to transfer the patent ownership to itself. In spite of
this, Margolin, with the help of Robert Adams, then transferred the patents to another
Corporation using the Optima name, but this time controlled by Adams and Margolin
contrary to the California court’s injunction order. Robert Adams has already a
judgment debtor with an injunction against him for trying to fraudulently take over the
assets of Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, in the consolidated
actions Zandian vs. Robert Adams and Emfaco vs. Robert Adams with a $13 million

judgment (with an injunction) against Robert Adams in Orange County Superior Court

(California) Case Nos. 04CC11007 consolidated with 04CC11008 November 8, 2006

(true certified copy attached as Exhibit 8§). Now Robert Adams, through his agent and
co-conspirator Margolin, is attempting to steal Optima Technology Corporation, a
California corporation’s assets again. This should be stopped. The default and defauit
Judgment should be set aside.

8. The action against me is a fraud, because the attorneys, Watson and Rounds, for
Plaintiff Jed Margolin, had full knowledge of all these facts, yet intentionally ignored
them to get default judgments issued against me. The action against me is a fraud because
of the detailed explanations and exhibits hereby attached as part of this affidavit for your

review and consideration.
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The alleged pleadings that were used to support a judgment against me, were never
received by me, nor where they known of by me. Your Honor, I kindly ask for you to set
aside the default, default judgment, and to dismiss this action against me after

considering the merit and true nature surrounding this case.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the Stafe of Nevada that the

foregoing is true and correct.

: ., Nevada
Executed on M arch Z‘fJZDH at Cq yeon C;L*'L G&l-ﬁg'trtia]

Reza Zandian

.Decla_rant

State of Nevada
County of Carson

This instrument was acknowledged before me, Kl’}%‘hﬂ [}Jﬂﬁ‘} n on MﬁYC’J’)ZH;ZEF)I , by

A Zanden g’f{
KRISTIN OSBORN A/M J o oo e
G830  NOTARY PUBLIC L\ u/L U,

STATE OF NEVADA . Notary Public
APPT. No. 05-84517-12

.EXPIRESSEPT 5, 2016 g J/ |
MY APPT My Commission Expires {\J? . 5{ ZO)(/
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REZA ZANDIAN
6 RUE EDOUARD FOURNIER
PARIS, FRANCE 75116 FR

Motion to Dismiss Case No. 090C005791B ate
Default Judgments of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46

To The Honorable Judge James T. Russell,

Your Honor,

My name is Gholam Reza Zandian Jazi (Reza Zandian). I am residing in France
and Iran. In the 1990's, I formed a storage software company called Optima Technology
Corporation (“OTC”) that was based in Irvine, California. Between November 2002 and
March 2007, I was in the real-estate development business and bought some vacant lands
throughout northern Nevada for my investors. Like many others in the real-estate

industry, I was hit hard when the market crashed in 2007-2008.

In August 2011, I moved to Paris, France, and a few months later my wife and
two children joined me. My family and I live at 6 Rue Eduoard Fournier, Paris, France, a
home I originally purchased in 1989. Since 2011, all of my taxes and utility bills are paid
in France. The proper venue and jurisdiction for any case against me is Pontoise, France.
Examinations of my passport and French Residency Card, in Exhibit A, reveal that
between the dates August 2011 and March 8, 2014, I only traveled to the United States on
two occasions, each lasting less than 10 days. In addition being domiciled in France, I

frequently visit my ailing, 85-year old mother who resides in Tehran, Iran.

I am writing this letter to inform you that the three default judgments you issued
against me and my revoked company, Optima Technology Corporation (OTC), were
obtained fraudulently by individuals that have a history of engaging in frivolous lawsuits
aimed at extortion. The Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, and his accomplice Robert Adams, have
a well-documented history of threatening, blackmailing, and suing large companies, like
NASA, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation, Roxio, and Network Solutions, with
baseless claims of patent infringement [Exhibit J, “COMPLAINT”]. Likewise in this
case, the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, is attempting to extort me out of $1,495,775.74.
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1. FALSE SERVICE IN BAD FAITH.

Attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson and Rounds, knew that I, Reza Zandian, was
living at 6 RUE EDOUARD FOURNIER PARIS, FRANCE, 75116, yet knowingly
served me at false addresses in an effort to obtain illegitimate Default Judgments. As
evidenced in Exhibit A, “NOTICE OF POSTING COST BOND,” since March, 2013,
Watson and Rounds was aware of my real address. The attorneys for the Plaintiff,
Watson and Rounds, also represented the Respondents in a separate 2013 case I appealed,
as the Appellant, to the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada (Supreme Court No.
62839). As evidenced by Exhibit A, “CIVIL PROPER PERSON TRANSCRIPT
REQUEST FORM,” and “CIVIL PROPER PERSON APPEAL STATEMENT,”
attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson and Rounds, were aware of my French address since
April 5™, 2013. Due to my absence and an incompetent defense in this Appeal, Watson
and Rounds shared in $90,372.50 of income that taken from me [Exhibit Z]. This
emboldened Watson and Rounds with greed and motivated them to pursue additional
opportunistic actions against me. For this reason, it is suspected that the attorneys for the
Plaintiff are working for contingency. Furthermore, throughout this appeal process, The
Supreme Court of Nevada sent several letters directly to my house at 6 RUE EDUOARD
FOURNIER, PARIS, FRANCE, 75116, [Exhibit A]. Attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson
and Rounds, knew of my real address through direct legal communications and Supreme
Court documents, yet acted in bad faith by serving me at: 8401 BONITA DOWNS
ROAD, FAIR OAKS, CA, 95628. I, Reza Zandian, have never been to, lived at, or
maintained any association with, this alleged Fair Oaks, California address; the same
holds true for my former company, Optima Technology Corporation (OTC). Watson
and Rounds, knew of my authentic address in Paris, France, yet chose to serve me
through obscure publications in Las Vegas, Nevada and San Diego, California, in an
effort to receive a favorable outcome for the Plaintiff, despite knowing that the proper

jurisdiction and venue is in France.

I find it very troubling that the Plaintiff’s attorney, Watson and Rounds, not only
knowingly served me at an incorrect address, but that they also illegitimately requested a

Debtor’s Examination against me, with the sole intent of hoping to hold me in contempt

2
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of court. From my understanding, A Debtor’s Examination can only be applied to an
individual that resides within the local jurisdiction of the Carson City Court. The
attorneys for the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, knew that I was not a resident of Nevada, and
thereby was ineligible for consideration of a Debtor’s Examination. Furthermore, Watson
and Rounds was also fully cognizant of the fact that I was residing in either France or
Iran, and would not be able to make an appearance in a timely manner, yet still attempted
to pursue this matter with a detrimental intention. I find it highly conspicuous that the
attorneys for the Plaintiff have, on several occasions, acted in bad faita with respect to

cases against me.
2. INABILITY TO RECEIVE CRITICAL DOCUMENTS.

Your Honer, as I mentioned in my Affidavit, I did not receive critical documents
relating to this case, which included: pleadings, orders, discovery, default, or judgment
notices relating to this case. I also never received any Notice of Withdrawal from my
attorney John Peter Lee. Prior to moving to France, I lived at 8775 COSTA VERDE
BLVD, San Diego, California, an apartment complex with hundreds of apartment units.
At this complex, I had lived in apartments 1416, 416, 501, and lastly 217. In 2010, I
obtained a post office mailbox: PO BOX 927674, in San Diego, California as preparation
for my imminent move to Paris, France. All mail from my last apartment (Apt. 217) at
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, was forwarded to my P.O. Mailbox. I notified the US Postal
Services of San Diego, The Nevada Secretary of State, Lyon County, Churchill County,
Elko County, Washoe County, and Wells Fargo to forward all of my mail from 8775
Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 217 to PO BOX 927674. My use of this post office mailbox is
chronologically documented through checks I issued through Wells Fargo on September
14, 2010 [Exhibit B] and December 1, 2010 [Exhibit B], as well letters from both the
California Secretary of State dated on February 2, 2011 [Exhibit B] ard the IRS dated
September 12, 2011 [Exhibit B]. My oldest, and only son residing in the United States,
would intermittently travel to San Diego and collect any mail I had received at this
mailbox. On one of my son’s trips to San Diego in October 10, 2013, he informed me via
email that the mailbox had expired and been closed since April 22, 2313 [Exhibit B].
My son renewed the mailbox on this visit in October. But this unfortunately meant I was

3
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unable to receive any mail at this mailbox for the six-month period of April 22, 2013 to

October 10, 2013.

3. TRUE IDENTITY AND MOTIVE OF PLAINTIFF, JED MARGOLIN.

I have never seen or met the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin. The only connection I have to this
man is through Robert Adams, a former, rogue employee of mine that worked for OTC in
1990-1995 and 2001-2005. Shortly after Robert Adams returned to OTC, in 2002, he
tried to overtake control of my company and damage my reputation through a series of
libelous, slanderous, and malicious press releases he published during 2004 and 2005.
Robert Adams also attempted to embezzle me through forgery of my signature. In the
2006 case of EMFACO S.A. and Reza Zandian vs. Robert Adams (Case No.:
06CC08517), represented by Carl J. Pentis Esq. of Wildish and Nialis, I sued Robert
Adams for defamation and damages and received a $13,101,000 judgment against Robert
Adams, a true original certified copy of which is hereby attached [Exhibit C]. The
judgment included interest payments and explicitly prohibited Robert Adams from ever,
directly or indirectly, using Optima’s name, products, or software [Exhibit C page 4,
Judgment 04CC11008, Page 2-3]. More importantly, the judgment callec for,

“[A] Permanent injunction against Robert Adams and his agents, servants,
employees, and all persons acting under, in concert with, or for him.” [Exhibit C
page 4, Judgment 04CC11008, Page 3, Lines 18-19]

Simply put Your Honor, Robert Adams is using the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, as a fagade to
evade the $13,101,000 judgment against him. The Plaintiff, Jed Margol:n, is an agent of
Robert Adams, the ex-rouge employee, fugitive, and conman, against whom we have
secured a $13,101,000 judgment. The Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, is trying to fraudulently
obtain default judgments against me to avenge his friend and partner Robert Adams. The
following is strong empirical evidence that the Plaintiff, Jed Margelin, and Robert

Adams are co-conspirators with indisputable ties one another:
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I. Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, uses two variations of the same address on all of his
documents and on the letterheads of Optima Technology (My company):

a) 1981 Empire Road, Reno, Nevada, §9521-7430

b) 1981 Empire Road, VC Highlands, Nevada, 89521-7430

The following are references in which Jed Margolin uses this Reno address:
1) August 5, 2008 letter from Jed Margolin to NASA Headquarters.  [Exhibit I]
1i) November 5, 2009 letter from Jed Margolin to NASA Headquarters. [Exhibit I]

II. Robert Adams also uses the same exact address as Jed Margolin on all of his
documents and on the letterheads of Optima Technology (My company):

a) 1981 Empire Road, Reno, Nevada, 89521-7430

b) 1981 Empire Road, VC Highlands, Nevada, 89521-7430

The following are references in which Robert Adams uses this Reno address:

1) August 1, 2008 Letter by Robert Adams to NASA Headquarters.  [Exhibit I]
1i) Certified Mail sent from NASA to Robert Adams. [Exhibit H]
1ii) August 1, 2007 Letter from Robert Adams to Ionatron, Inc. [Exhibit H]

“1981 Empire Road, Reno, NV, 89521” is the only address that Udall Law Firm
(previously unpaid attorneys for Margolin and Adams), NASA, and Reza Zandian have
been able to identify for the Robert Adams. It is believed that Robert Adams is seeking
asylum with help of his alias Jed Margolin in Reno, Nevada. That is why the two men
share one home as the headquarters of a company that uses the “Optima™ name, contrary

to the injunction order.

II. Complaints by Universal Avionics Systems against Jed Margolin revealed that Jed
Margolin appointed Robert Adams as his ‘agent’ and granted him Durable Power of
Attorney (“DPA”) to act as his Attorney-in-fact on behalf of my company. [Exhibit E]

IV. On or about 2008, Robert Adams and Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, together formed
Optima Technology Group (“OTG”™), a fictitious business entity in the Cayman Islands.
This took place after Robert Adams had already received a $13,101,000 judgment against
him in 2006 and was precluded from any association with “Optima” per court ruling,
[Exhibit C page 4, Judgment 04CC11008, Page 2-3]. Inter-State Investigative Services
found that “the Cayman Islands address of Optima Technology Group Inc., (“OTG”)

does not belong to OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY and that there is no telephone number
5
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associated with the address,” [Exhibit L, PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO EXTEND TIME
TO SECURE SERVICE OF PROCESS UPON DEFENDANT ROBER” ADAMS”].

V. Robert Adams describes Jed Margolin as an employee, and as his “Chief Scientist” of
Optima Technology Group.

VI. Documents and emails from the October, 2004 case of Optima Technology Corp
(OTC) vs. Roxio Inc. indicate that Jed Margolin was a consultant and/or employee of
Robert Adams, and hence indirectly a former employee of OTC. [Exhibit M]

VII. On November 7", 2008, Udall Law Firm, L.L.P filed a case against Jed Margolin
and Robert Adams for unpaid legal fees of $46,446.10. Edward Moomiian, representing
Plaintiff Udall, expressed great frustration with the inability to locate thz whereabouts of
Robert Adams [Exhibit L, “PLAINTIFF MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO SECURE
SERVICE OF PROCESS ON ROBERT ADAMS”]:

“Plaintiff has made diligent attempts to secure service of process upon Defendant
Robert Adams, but those attempts have been unsuccessful because Robert Adams
1s avoiding service, intentionally refuses to provide his location information
necessary to serve process upon him, and intentionally refuses to sign a waiver of

service which was electronically delivered to him.”

“Jed Margolin provided to the Plaintiff a Cayman Islands address where the
headquarters of Optima Technology is allegedly located and another potential
address for Defendant Robert Adams: 474 White Cap Lane, Newport Coast, CA,
92657.”

All of these addresses turned out to be erroneous. Jed Margolin deliberately provided
incorrect information to conceal the true location and whereabouts of Robert Adams. In
Exhibit L, “AFFADAVIT OF PROPRIETY OF SERVICE OF PJUBLICATION,”
Edward Moomyjian II, of Udall Law firm, explains that despite having & team of private
investigators, and a list of over 10 suspected addresses, homes, and PC boxes, his firm
was unable to locate Robert Adams, who was deliberately avoiding service to avoid

paying $46,446.10.
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VII. Robert Adams issued false, libelous, slanderous and press releases and emails
claiming that the “Special Agents with U.S Homeland security have offered a reward for
Mr. Zandian,” [Exhibit Q]. Robert Adams signs these press releases as a “loyal
concerned citizen,” [Exhibit, Q]. The language of Robert Adams’ fabricated press 2004-
2005 releases and emails bare a striking resemblance to Jed Margolin’s Voluntary
Statement issued on February 6, 2008 [Exhibit R]. Margolin regurgitates the same false
information claiming his “attorneys have been in contact with the FBL,” [Exhibit]. Like
Robert Adams, Jed Margolin also signs these a “concerned that Mr. Zandian may be up
to some mischief in our County,” [Exhibit R]. It does not take much ingenuity to draw
parallels between the writing styles, structure, and content shared between Adams and
Margolin. It is clear that Robert Adams and Jed Margolin work together, with an interest

aligned in destroying Reza Zandian’s reputation.

IX. Jed Margolin also uses Robert Adams’ and OTC’s former Irvine, California address

of 2222 Michelson Drive, Suite 1830, interchangeably with his own. [Exhibit H]

4. PATENTS-IN-SUIT BY PLAINTIFF ARE FRAUDULENT AND INVALID.

These patents-in-suit are illegitimate, invalid, and fraudulently back-dated by Jed
Margolin, who is described by Universal Avionics Systems as a “patent troll,” [Exhibit J,
[COMPLAINT], and Robert Adams, whose girlfriend was working at the US Patent and
Trademark Office (UTSPO). Documents signed by Jed Margolin and Robert Adams
clearly show that the patents in question were assigned to Optima Technology Inc., of
Irvine, California on July 20, 2004, [Exhibit E].Then at some point between September
21, 2007 and October 5, 2007, Margolin created a Patent Assignment which he
“knowingly and fraudulently back-dated to July 20, 2004,” whereby he attempted to
assign the entire right, title and interest in the ‘073 and ‘724 patents to Optima
Technology Group Inc., a Delaware Corporation, [Exhibit E, Exhibit J]. Then later on a
motion filed by Jed Margolin in December 11, 2009, he declares that in July 2004, he
granted these patents-in-suit to Optima Technology Group (“OTG”), a Cayman Islands
Corporation, [Exhibit F].

Optima Technology Corporation (OTC) was an Irvine, California based company

founded by Reza Zandian in January 1990, which specialized in creating software storage
/
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for Apple Computers. Reza Zandian, the founder, owner, sole director, and sole voting
shareholder of Optima Technology Corporation (OTC), retained his ownership in OTC
until June 1997 then transferred the ownership to EMFACO, S.A. a Swiss Corporation.

In January of 1993, Reza Zandian was at the center of a highly publicized case in
which the Federal Government accused him and his associate Charles Reger of illegally
exporting high-powered IBM computers to Iran. On July 7, 1993 however, U.S. District
Judge Edward Rafeedie threw out the case and dismissed all charges against Reza

Zandian and Charles Reger.
Excerpt From Exhibit P, a Los Angeles times article:

“In granting the defense motion, Rafeedie called the remaining counts a
"desperate attempt” by the government to salvage its case. Reger said the judge
"basically said this is crap. That's what it boils down to." Los Angeles attorney
Alan Rubin, who represented Reger, said Rafeedie's decision "took a lot of

courage."

In 2002, Robert Adams was nominated as the CEO of Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC) of California to help revitalize the company. It was realized shortly
after that Robert Adams was indeed a conman. Contrary to his fiduciary duties however,
Adams tried to overtake control and ownership of the company. In 2004 and 2005,
Adams issued a series of misleading, libelous, and slanderous press releases suggesting
that the FBI was looking for Reza Zandian who was a ‘terrorist’; Adams also made
reference to the dismissed 1993 Export Case against Zandian, in a desperate effort to

misconstrue reality and falsely damage Zandian’s reputation and credibility.

In wake of Robert Adams behavior, Reza Zandian incorporated Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC) in Nevada in 2004, and was determined to take legal action against
his deviant employee. During the legal proceedings that followed, it was revealed that in
2004, without Mr. Zandian’s consent or authorization, Robert Adams had licensed OTC’s
software to a company by the name of Soft 77 L.L.C for $225,000. In the 2006 case of
EMFACO S.A. and Reza Zandian vs. Robert Adams (Case No.: 06CC08517),

represented by Carl J. Pentis Esq. of Wildish and Nialis, Reza Zandian received a
8
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$13,101,000 judgment against Robert Adams [Exhibit C]. The judgment included
interest payments and explicitly prohibited Robert Adams from ever directly or indirectly
using Optima’s name, products, or software. It is important to note that a few weeks
before the judgment was issued against Robert Adams, Robert Adams emailed Reza
Zandian’s attorney, Carl Pentis, with a settlement offer. In this offer, he agreed to return
all assets, licenses from “Optima Technology Corporation (“Optima”), a Delaware
corporation, having a perpetual place of business located at Irvine, California,” [Exhibit
C]. The settle offer was declined, but by Robert Adams’ own admission, Optima
Technology Corporation (OTC) of Irvine, California and Optima Technology Inc., of
Delaware are in fact the same entity. With a $13,101,000 judgment against him, Robert
Adams fled and was not heard from until 2007.

In 2007 Reza Zandian received a call from Scott. J. Bornstein of Greenberg
Traurig LLP, New York, informing him that Robert Adams of Optima Technology was
suing Arizona-based Universal Avionics for patent infringement claiming royalties and
damages. Reza Zandian informed Mr. Bornstein that he himself was the true director of
OTC, and that Robert Adams was a fraud with an outstanding judgment against him for
thirteen million dollars [Exhibit X]. Despite the conditions set forth in the judgment
against him one year earlier, Robert Adams continued to illegally associate himself with
Optima. Original documents provided by Mr. Bornstein revealed that Robert Adams had
obtained 4 patents from Jed Margolin and assigned these patents to Optima Technology
Inc on July 20", 2004. On the legal documents concerning the assignment of these
patents, Robert Adams uses the Irvine operating address of OTC, which was 2222
Michelson, Suite 1850, Irvine, CA, 92612. Robert Adams signed this agreement as the
Attorney-in-fact for Jed Margolin; This Durable Power of Attorney was executed on July
20, 2004 in California.

In an effort to circumvent the judgment against him and continue illegally
operating under the “Optima” name, Robert Adams, along with his agent Jed Margolin,
created two fraudulent entities: Optima Technology Inc, in Delaware and Optima

Technology Group (OTG) in the Cayman Islands in 2008.
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Robert Adams and Jed Margolin then began a series of frivolous lawsuits against
large, established companies like NASA, Universal Avionics Systems, and Roxio, and
threatened and blackmailed Honeywell, Garmin, and Rapid Imaging Software, claiming
patent infringement. In his correspondences with these companies, Robert Adams
fraudulently calls himself “Dr. Robert Adams” to create the illusion of credibility,
despite the fact that he is not a medical doctor, chiropractor, and lacks any doctorate
degree (Ph.D). Robert Adams characterizes his agent, Jed Margolin, as an employee and
the “Chief Scientist” of Optima Technology Group (OTG). Their intent is simply to
blackmail, threaten, and extort large companies and seek illegitimate pecuniary

settlements.

Email from Robert Adams and Jed Margolin to Mike Abemethy, of Rapid Imagine
Software Inc. (RIS) illustrate how Adams and Margolin engage in threats, blackmail and
baseless patents lawsuits. Mr. Abernethy describes OTG as “patent trolls” [Exhibit N] in
a November 25, 2008 email, and goes on to state in an October 03, 2008 email that:

“Last week I received an email from Optima Technology Group threatening to

destroy our relationships with customers and sue us if we don’t license their

technologies.” - Mike Abernethy, [Exhibit N]

“In 1999 the patent office issues a patent to a former Atari employee named
Margolin for a Synthetic Environment for Remotely Piloted Vehicle. He had
evidently applied for it in 1996. Shortly thereafter he beings to complain to NASA
that they and RIS infringed upon his patent presumably by flying a system 2 years
before he received his patent. s this a joke?” - Mike Abernethy, [Exhibit N]

“These patents are defective because the invention is both obvious and non-novel
as evidenced by numerous printed published works. Ironically, they claim patent
on work already published by NASA over a decade earlier.” - Mike Abernethy,
[Exhibit N]

“In other words, OTG is attempting to force NASA to pay for a patent
infringement on something that NASA in fact invented and published more than a
decade prior to the patent filing. ” - Mike Abernethy, [Exhibit N]

10
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NASA'’s Intellectual Property Counsel, Edward K. Fein characterizes that Margolin and
Adams are:

“They are aware of the likelihood that the patent is invalid, based on prior art,
much of which has been furnished by Mike Abernethy, but still want an analysis
of potential infringement.” [Exhibit N]

Like NASA, Universal Avionics Systems hired a strong defense team and was fully
vindicated of all charges. In Case No. CV-00588-RC, Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation filed a complaint vs. Optima Technology Group, Inc. (OTG), Optima
Technology Corporation (OTC), and Jed Margolin. The complaint by Universal

Avionics Systems complaint states:

“In simple terms, Defendants OTG, its President and CEO Robert Adams
(“Adams”), and Margolin, made repeated and baseless threats to Universal
regarding several patents purportedly owned by OTG.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND
AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 1]

“Upon information and belief, at some point between September 21, 2007 and
October 5, 2007, Margolin created a Patent Assignment which he knowingly and
fraudulently back-dated to July 20, 2004, whereby he attempted to assign the
entire right, title and interest in the ‘073 and ‘724 patents to OTG.” [Exhibit J,
“SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 8]

“Upon information and belief, on or about July 20, 2004, Margolin executed a
Durable Power of Attorney, whereby he appointed “Optima Technology Inc. —
Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent with the “Powers to manage, dispose of, sell
and convey” various issued patents, including the ‘074 and ‘724 patents. The
Durable Power of Attorney was directed to the registered address for OTC.”
[Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 3]

11
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“On or about July 16, 2007, Adams began to issue not-so-subtle threats against
Universal, suggesting that OTG would grant a license under the Patents-in-Suit to
Honeywell — so that Honeywell could sue Universal — should Universal decline

OTG’s offer.” — [Exhibit J, “COMPLAINT,” Page 5]

“Universal was represented at the Tucson Meeting by several members of senior
management, along with its outside legal counsel. Adams was the sole
representative for OTG and gave the impression that he was acting on behalf of

both OTG and Margolin.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT”]

“At the Tucson Meeting, Adams also (mis)represented that Optima had been
involved in a number of successful patent infringement lawsuits past. By
implication, he suggested that if Universal failed to settle on terms acceptable to
the Defendants, it would be the next litigation target.”  [Exhibit J,
“COMPLAINT,” Page 6]

“Adams, OTG’s current president and CEO, was a paid employee of Defendant
OTC from 1990-1995 and its unpaid CEO from 2001 to 2005. The Durable
Power of Attorney that Margolin executed on July 20, 2004 whereby he appointed
“Optima Technology Inc. — Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent, was entered into
during Adams’ tenure as OTC’s CEO. Additionally, the Durable Power of
Attorney provided the following address for Optima Technology Inc: 2222
Michelson, Suite 1830, Irvine, California, 92612 — the registered address for
Defendant OTC.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 7]

“Mercury advised that Optima, through Dr. Adams, had been threatening Mercury
for many months in an attempt to convince Mercury to enter into a license
agreement under the Optima Intellectual Property. Adams was characterized as a
‘snake oil salesman’ and his behavior was characterized as ‘bizarre.” [Exhibit J,

“COMPLAINT,” Page 8]

“There is a dispute as to the ownership of the ‘073 and ‘724 patents, as both
Defendant Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”).and Optima Technology

Group, Inc., (“OTG)” have claimed ownership. Both OTG and OTC appear to
12
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base their respective ownership claims, at least in part, upon a Durable Power of
Attorney (the “DPA”) that Margolin signed, whereby he appointed “Optima
Technology Inc. — Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent with the “powers to
manage, dispose off, sell and convey” various issued patents, including the patent
in suit. Importantly, Adams —OTG’s current CEO — was OTC’s CEO at the time
the DPA allegedly was executed and the DPA was directed to the registered
address of OTC — not OTG. Although the Court previously granted default
judgment in connection with OTG’s ownership claims of the patent-in-suit
against OTC, the issue of ownership still remains in this case. If OTG’s
assertions were correct, that the default judgment against OTC precluded
Universal from arguing that OTG lacks right, title, and interest in the patents-in-
suit, by the same logic, OTG should be precluded from asserting infringement
and validity of the patent’s based upon the Court’s entry of default judgment in
favor of Universal against OTC to that same effect. In short, OTG continues to
misinterpret the Court’s recent orders relating to the default judgment in an
apparent effort to deprive Universal of its rightful defenses in this action.”

[Exhibit J, “JOINT RULE 26(f),” Page 11]

“To further confound the matter of ownership, however, Margolin, the alleged
inventor of the patented technology, by his own belated admission, back-dated a
purported “Patent Assignment” to Optima (OTG) by more than three years in an
apparent attempt to create the appearance that the patents-in-suit were properly
transferred to Optima. Margolin had ‘fraudulently’ back-dated the assignment of
the patents-in-suit to Optima.” [Exhibit J, “JOINT RULE 26(f),” Page 12]

In May 2009, Robert Adams’ previous law firm, Udall, Law Firm, L.L.P,

received a default judgment against Adams, that ordered that Optima Technology Group,
Inc., (“OTG”) and Robert Adams to pay $46,446.10 plus pre-judgment interest at a rate
of 10% from July 18, 2008.” [Exhibit L, “DEFAULT JUDGMENT AGAINST
ADAMS”]

During the Arizona-based Case of Universal Avionics Systems vs. Optima

Technology Group, Inc., (Jed Margolin & Robert Adams), Reza Zandian’s attorney John

13
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Peter Lee of Las Vegas, Nevada maintained clear communications with Greenberg

Traurig, LLP, the attorneys for Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.

On January 4™ 2008, John Peter Lee emailed Scott J. Bornstein informing him:

“I have conferred with our client, Reza Zandian, in control of Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC), also designated as Optima Technology, Inc., and have
advised him concerning your reaction to our being dismissed from the captioned
litigation. Mr. Zandian is not interested in granting Universal a free license;
neither does he wish to enmesh Optima in what promises to be a complex and

unproductive Arizona litigation.

Optima Technology Corporation (Optima Technology, Inc.) was originally
formed in the State of California and has had no business ties to the State of
Arizona. The Complaint alleges, however, that Optima, through Robert Adams,
committed wrongful acts in Arizona. However, the Complaint and the attached
documentation to the Complaint indicates that the wrongful acts were attributable
to Optima Technology Group, a non-existent entity. Although Robert Adams was
at one time an officer of Optima, he was removed from this position in October of
2006, and has had no relationship with Optima during the time span referred by
you in your Complaint encompassing July, 2007 to November, 2007. In fact,
Optima has a judgment against Adams, a copy of which, we understand you
already have. Adams, although he may have represented Optima before October,
2006 has had absolutely no contact with Optima since that time, and certainly was

not authorized to harass Universal in Arizona or any place else.

We are troubled with the allegations of the Complaint, which apparently have
been framed to give personal jurisdiction in the Arizona courts over Optima.
However, as already stated, there is no support for the jurisdictional allegations

attempting to tie Optima to Arizona.

Optima cannot afford financially or legally to become involved in the Arizona

litigation. The Complaint as drafted is a quagmire with too many traps, which

14
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could mesh Optima in an extremely costly and non-productive litigation over

issues with simply don’t belong in the Arizona courts.

We request, since you are on notice of the true facts in this case, that you dismiss
Optima Technology Corporation from the Complaint and Optima gives you notice
pursuant to FRCP 11 that this process should be done immediately...we intend no

further proceedings at this point.”

-John Peter Lee, Esq. [Exhibit K]

John Peter Lee’s assertion that Optima Technology Corporation and Optima
Technology Inc., are in fact the same entity, is also shared by OTC’s tenured CPA.
Optima’s publically certified public accountant (CPA) since 1990, Mr. Bijan Akhavan,
commonly referred to Optima Technology Corporation as Optima Technology Inc. This
is demonstrated in the Employer’s Quarterly Federal Tax Return, dated September 30,
2004, [Exhibit G] and throughout various tax documents filed by Mr. Akhavan for U.S
administration [Exhibit G].

Additionally in a February 19th, 2008 email from John Peter Lee to Reza Zandian, John
Peter Lee states:

“We have determined that it would be unprofitable to appear in the Arizona action
brought by Adams, et al. Accordingly, we will not do so. We both believe that the

case will implode, and that we will deal with Bornstein to resolve the cases.”

-John Peter Lee, Esq. [Exhibit K]

Based on communications between John Peter Lee and Greenberg Traurig, it was
clear that Universal Avionics had been made aware of the fact that Reza Zandian and
Optima Technology Corporation (OTC) were the true legitimate owners of the patents in
question. In an attempt to settle with Reza Zandian, Universal Avionics Systems sent
Reza Zandian a “Patent License and Settlement Agreement, ” in which “Universal agrees
to provide Optima with cooperation and assistance in Optima’s efforts at licensing the
Optima Patents to third parties, with Optima receiving 85% and Universal receiving 15%
thereof,” [Exhibit K, “PATENT LICENSE AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT”].
Exhibit K, “STIPULATOIN AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL,” illustrates that Universal

15
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Avionics Systems Corporation intended to dismiss Optima Technology Corporation
(“OTC”) and it’s sole officer Reza Zandian from the Arizona Case. Furthermore, Reza
Zandian met with Derek at the offices of Greenberg Traurig, LLP, in Santa Monica,
California at 10:35AM on June 30, 2008, with the intent of making a deposition in the
Case of Universal Avionics Systems vs. Optima Technology Group, Inc., Optima
Technology Corporation, and Jed Margolin [Exhibit K]. However, Greenberg Traurig

refused to take the deposition and relevant documents from Reza Zandian.
5. ALL CLAIMS BY THE PLAINTIFF HAVE ALREADY BEEN DISMISSED IN
COURT

On September 23" 2008, United States District Judge Raner C. Collins ordered
that Case No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC, Universal Avionics systems Corporation vs.
Optima Technology Group, Inc., et al., be closed. The motion reads:

“IT IS HEREBY ORDERED all claims and counterclaims in this action are
dismissed with prejudice and the Clerk shall CLOSE this case.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each party shall be responsible for paying its
own attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in this action.

Dated this 23™ day of September, 2008.”
-US District Judge Raner C. Collins [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]

US District Judge Raner C. Collins describes Margolin’s fraudulently backdated patents
as “invalid and unenforceable,” [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]. Judge Raner C. Collins goes on
to state that:

“Optima Technology Group’s Default Judgment resolved the issue between
Optima Technology Group and Optima Technology Corporation in the exact
same way Universal’s Default Judgment resolves the issues between Universals

and Optima Technology Corporation.”

-US District Judge Raner C. Collins [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]

16
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Your Honor,
Out of fairness concerning the true nature, merit, and motives of this case, I implore you

to dismiss these baseless lawsuits by the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, who simply put, is trying
to fraudulently extort me out of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46.

In Pursuit of Fairness, wit at Respect, and Deep Sincerity,

REZA ZANDIAN

17
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 7091505920 m April 6, 2012 - May 4, 2012 m Page 1 of 5

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-800-877-4833
8775 COSTA VERDE BLVD APT 217 En espariol: 1-877-727-2932
SAN DIEGO CA 92122-5340 EE 1.800-288-2288 (6. am to 7 pm PT, M-F)

Online: welisfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo Account options

Thank you for being a Wells Fargo customer. We appreciate your business and A check mark in the box indicates you have these

understand that you are entrusting us with your banking needs. Let us assist you convenient services with your account. Go to

in finding the right accounts and services to help you reach your financial goals. wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have

Please visit us online at wellsfargo.com, call us at the number at the top of your questions or if you would like to add new services.

statement, or visit any Wells Fargo store - we'd love to hear from you! Online Banking Direct Deposit |:|
Online Bill Pay Rewards Program |
Online Statements ~ [_|  Auto Transfer/Payment

Mobile Banking Overdraft Protection

My Spending Report Debit Card
Overdraft Service |
Activity summary Account number: 7091505920
Beginning balance on 4/6 $342.91 G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
Deposits/Additions 4,274.57 ::-:(’)%ﬁ:“::u'g:ml ZANDIAN
Withdrawals/Subtractions - 3,396.49 ND
California account terms and conditions apply
Ending balance on 5/4 $1,220.99 .
For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
Overdraft Protection

Your account is linked to the following for Overdraft Protection:
B Savings - 000002961476971
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 7091505920 = May 5, 2012 - June 6, 2012 m Page 10of 3

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-800-877-4833
PO BOX 927674 En espariol: 1-877-727-2932
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 #E | 800-288-2288 (6 am to 7 pm PT, M-F)

Online: wellsfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo Account options

Online Banking with Wells Fargo A check mark in the box indicates you have these
convenient services with your account. Go to
wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have
questions or if you would like to add new services.

Are you aware of all the Online Banking services we offer? We continue to add to
and improve our online features to meet your needs with services such as Mobile
Banking, Account Alerts, and My Spending Report and Budget Watch. Visit

wellsfargo.com for more information on any of these services. Online Banking Direct Deposit |:]

Online Bill Pay Rewards Program l:l
Online Statements [ ] Auto Transfer/Payment
Mobile Banking Overdraft Protection

My Spending Report Debit Card
Overdraft Service D
Activity summary Account number: 7091505920
Beginning balance on 5/5 $1,220.99 G REZA ZANDIAN JAZ|
Deposits/Additions 1,150.00 ﬁi%%ﬁﬁ“:&'ﬁ:m ZANDIAN
Withdrawals/Subtractions - 2,258.03
California account terms and conditions apply
Ending balance on 6/6 $11296 . . :
For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
Overdraft Protection

Your account is linked to the following for Overdraft Protection:
B Savings - 000002961476971
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 7091505920 m June 7, 2012 - July 6, 2012 m Page 10f3

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-800-877-4833
PO BOX 927674 En espariol: 1-877-727-2932
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 EE 18002882288 (6 am to 7pm PT, M-F)

Online: wellsfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo Account options

Keep things simple. Online Statements duplicate your traditional paper bank A check mark in the box indicates you have these

statement and you can access your financial information 24 hours a day from convenient services with your account. Go to

anywhere you have access to the Intemet. Reduce clutter and save the welisfargo.com or call the number above if you have

environment at the same time. Sign up for and view your Online Statements at questions or if you would like to add new services.

wellsfargo.com. Online Banking Direct Deposit O
Online Bill Pay Rewards Program [:I
Online Statements ~ []  Auto Transfer/Payment [ ]

Mobile Banking Overdraft Protection

My Spending Report Debit Card
Overdraft Service |
Activity summary Account number: 7091505920
Beginning balance on 6/7 $112.96 G REZA ZANDIAN JAZ]
Deposits/Additions 23,839.55 ::LBO%F::ZA:“F":J‘(‘;:ANI ZANDIAN
Withdrawals/Subtractions - 210.67
Califomia account terms and conditions apply
Ending balance on 7/6 $23,741.84
For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
Overdraft Protection

Your account is linked to the following for Overdraft Protection:
® Savings - 000002961476971
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking WELLS

Account number: 7091505920 = July 7, 2012 - August 6, 2012 m Page 10f 4 FARGO

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-800-877-4833
PO BOX 927674 En espafiol: 1-877-727-2932
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 H#E 1.900-288-2288 (6 am to 7 pm PT, M-F)

Online: wellsfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo Account options
Thank you for being a Wells Fargo customer. We appreciate your business and A check mark in the box indicates you have these
understand that you are entrusting us with your banking needs. Let us assist you convenient services with your account. Go to

wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have

in finding the right accounts and services to help you reach your financia! goals.
9 g Py Y 9 questions or if you would like to add new services.

Please visit us online at wellsfargo.com, call us at the number at the top of your

statement, or visit any Wells Fargo store - we'd love to hear from you! Online Banking Direct Deposit |:|
Online Bill Pay Rewards Program Il
Oniine Statements ~ [_]  Auto Transfer/Payment
Mobile Banking Overdraft Protection
My Spending Report Debit Card
Overdraft Service O
Activity summary Account number: 7091505920
Beginning balance on 7/7 $23,741.84 G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
Deposits/Additions 16,300.05 :h%%ﬁ?gg&:ml ZANDIAN
Withdrawals/Subtractions - 30,523.23
Califomia account terms and conditions apply
Ending balance on 8/6 $9,518.66 . X
For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
Overdraft Protection

Your account is linked to the following for Overdraft Protection:
B Savings - 000002961476971
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 7091505920 = November 7, 2012 - December 6, 2012 m Page 1 0f 4

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI

ALBORZ ZANDIAN

NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN
PO BOX 927674

SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

Questions?

Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)

TTY:1-800-877-4833
En espanol: 1-877-727-2932

1 1.800-288-2288 (6 am to 7 pm PT, M-F)

Online: wellsfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo

Getting ready for tax season can be a hassle! Creating a checklist, and preparing in
advance will set you up for a successful meeting with your tax preparer.

Remember to bring your deposit routing and account number when preparing

your taxes and you may be able to take advantage of using direct deposit for your
tax refund into one of your Wells Fargo checking or savings accounts.

Activity summary

Beginning balance on 11/7 $2,719.42

Deposits/Additions 16,100.02

Withdrawals/Subtractions - 18,655.99

Ending balance on 12/6 $163.45
Overdraft Protection

Your account is linked to the following for Overdraft Protection:
L] Savings - 000002961476971

Account options

A check mark in the box indicates you have these
convenient services with your account. Go to
wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have
questions or if you would like to add new services.

Online Banking Direct Deposit 0
Online Bill Pay Auto Transfer/Payment
Online Statements Overdraft Protection
Mobile Banking Debit Card

My Spending Report Overdraft Service 1

Account number: 7091505920

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
ALBORZ ZANDIAN
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN

California account terms and conditions apply

For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking

Account number: 7091505920 m August 7, 2013 - September 6, 2013 = Page 10of 3

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI

ALBORZ ZANDIAN

NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN
PO BOX 927674

SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

WELLS

FARGO

Questions?

Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)

TTY:1-800-877-4833
En espanol: 1-877-727-2932

B3R 1.800-288-2288 (6 am to 7 pm PT, M-F)

Online: wellsfargo.com

Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6995
Portland, OR 97228-6995

You and Wells Fargo

Thank you for being a loyal Wells Fargo customer. We value your trust in our
company and look forward to continuing to serve you with your financial needs.

Activity summary

Beginning balance on 8/7 $1,626.37
Deposits/Additions 1,800.00
Withdrawals/Subtractions - 3,411.86
Ending balance on 9/6 $14.51

Overdraft Protection
Your account is linked to the following for Overdratft Protection:
B Savings - 000002961476971

Account options

A check mark in the box indicates you have these
convenient services with your account. Go to
wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have
questions or if you would like to add new services.

Online Banking Direct Deposit O
Ontine Bill Pay Auto Transfer/Payment
Online Statements Overdraft Protection
Mobile Banking Debit Card

My Spending Report Overdraft Service W

Account number: 7091505920

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
ALBORZ ZANDIAN
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN

California account terms and conditions apply

For Direct Deposit and Automatic Payments use
Routing Number (RTN): 121042882
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Wells Fargo® Preferred Checking WELLS

Account number: 7091505920 = January 8, 2014 - February 6, 2014 = Page 1 of 5

FARGO

Questions?
G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI Available by phone 24 hours a day, 7 days a week:
ALBORZ ZANDIAN 1-800-TO-WELLS (1-800-869-3557)
NILOOFAR FOUGHANI ZANDIAN TTY:1-800-877-4833
PO BOX 927674 En espafiol: 1-877-727-2932
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674 3 18002832288 (6 am to 7pm PT, M-F)
Online: welisfargo.com
Write: Wells Fargo Bank, N.A. (114)
P.O. Box 6395
Portiand, OR 97228-6995
You and Wells Fargo Account options
Thank you for being a loyal Wells Fargo customer. We value your trust in our A check mark in the box indicales you have these
company and look forward to continuing to serve you with your financial needs. convenient services with your account. Go to

wellsfargo.com or call the number above if you have
questions or if you would like to add new services.

Online Banking Direct Deposit |:]
Online Bill Pay Auto Transfer/Payment
Online Statements Overdraft Protection
Mobile Banking Debit Card

My Spending Report Overdraft Service [l

IMPORTANT ACCOUNT INFORMATION

We want to let you know about an important upcoming change.

Effective April 7, 2014, the fee for depositing international items, such as foreign checks, drafts and money orders drawn on banks
located outside the United States will be $5. This fee will be charged per item and will apply whether the international item is in a
foreign currency or U.S. dollars. Please note that intemational item fees do not apply to deposits of U.S. dollar items that are drawn on
U.S. banks.

If you have questions, please contact your local banker, or call the phone number listed at the top of your statemen t
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G AEZA ZANDIAN JAZI For 24-Hour Customer Service Call:

- - 1-800-946-2626
Account No: 761-2359760 WELLS We accept Telecommunications Relay Service
FARGO calls,

e,
See back for important information Wells Fargo Online™: wellsfargo.com

nt. -
about your accos Please nole that calling will not preserve your Billing
Rights. If you prefer to write, see back for address.

PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT

ACCOUNT SUMMARIES
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credit Limit $9,900.00 Previous Balance $6,588.78 New Balance $8,568.76
Avalilable Credit $1,331.00 Payments/Credits -$8,600.00 Current Due $152.00
Statement Closing Date March 20, 2012 Advances/Other Activity $8,500.00 Payment Due Date April 14, 2012
Fees Charged $0.00
Interest Charged $79.98
New Balance $8,568.76
Minimum Payment Warning: If you make only the minimum payment each Late Payment Waming: If we do not receive your minimum
period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your payment by the date listed above, you may have to pay uptoa
balance. For example: $25.00 late fee.
h—lf_ak— e - Your Annual Percentage Rate (APR) may be increased up to the
you make no i i [ Penalty APR of 23.99%.
additional ad on this t)aTou mgr’:zy off tt: And_ you will gnd :Z ty . |
account-and aachi: Erno nth ance shown on this paying an estimat
) statement in about: total of:
you pay: |
|
Only the minimum |
payment | 25 years $18,054 |
$10,320
$287 3 years (Savings = $7,734)

| if you would like information about credit counseling services, refer |
to-www.usdoj.goviustieo/bapepalcedelee_approved.htm or call 877-285-2108. |

FOR YOUR ATTENTION
This is a reminder that the customer service number and your account number changed with the first billing statement you received on or after Jaﬁa?y 1 5.
2012 Your new account number appears at the top of this statement. If you have not started to use your new account number, please begin to do so
immediatsly for all transactions. For any questions related to your account, please call the new servicing number af 1-800-946-2626.

$0 - $152.00 WILL BE DEDUCTED FROM YOUR ACCOUNT AND CREDITED AS YOUR AUTOMATIC PAYMENT ON 04/14/12. THE AUTOMATIC
PAYMENT AMOUNT WILL BE REDUCED BY ALL PAYMENTS POSTED ON OR BEFORE THIS DATE.

TRANSACTIONS i
Post Date Trans Date Reference Description Amount
03/01 03/01 P908100EECABSWQ3H  ONLINE PAYMENT -$8,600.00
03/05 03/05 P908100EHOABZVXKS ONLINE ADVANCE $8,000.00
0314 N4 P908100EVOABPITLYS ONLINE ADVANCE $500.00
FEES
TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
03/20 03/20 Interest Charged on Advances $79.98
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $79.98
Total tees charged in 2012 $0.00 |
| Total interest charged in 2012 $164.20 |

Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account.
5596 YSG 1 7 13 120320 0 PAGE 1 of 2 10 9081 7610 P602 OLBB5596

Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo.

Print address/phone changes below: Account No. 761-2359760
Payment Due Date April 14, 2012

—— e New Balance $8,568.76

e e e s Current Due $152.00

e e i . e e i U T T Your will be p on 04/1412

Home( )

07b12359760000001.52000000856878

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES YsG PO BOX 927674
PO BOX 30097 18 SAN DIEGO CA 92192-767:

4
LOS ANGELES CA 90030-0097 oyl aalebebog o anfyfbontes |yl Josg Spfye bbbyl o]
LR G H I N R TR T
1636



G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
Account No: 761-2359760
. WELLS

FARGO
See back for important information

For 24-Hour Customer Service Call:
1-800-946-2626

We accept Telecommunications Relay Service
calls.

Wells Fargo Online®: wellsfargo.com

about your accourt. Please note thal calling will not preserve your Billing
Rights. If you prefer to write, see back for address.
ACCOUNT SUMMARIES PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credit Limit $9,900.00 Previous Balance $8,568.76 New Balance $8,702.53
Available Credit $1,197.00 Payments/Credits -$1,060.00 Current Due $166.00
Statement Closing Date April 19, 2012 Advances/Other Activity $1,100.00 Payment Due Date May 14, 2012
Fees Charged $0.00
Interest Charged $83.77
New Balance $8,70253

I Minimum Payment Warnlng: If you make only the minimum payment each
period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your
balance. For example:

g oumakeno || Youwilpayofithe | Andyou willend up
account and each month balance shown on this paying an estimated

! statement in about: total of:

you pay:
Only the minimum

payment 25years $18,345

$10,481
$291 3 years (Savings = $7,864)

If you would like information about credit counseling services, refer
to:www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/bapepalccdefcc_approved.him or call 877-285-2108.

FOR YOUR ATTENTION

Late Payment Waming: If we do not receive your minimum
payment by the date listed above, you may have to pay up to a
$25.00 late fee.

Your Annual Percentage Rate (APR) may be increased up to the
Penalty APR of 23.99%.

This is a reminder that the customer service number and your account number chang_ed_with the first billing statement you received on or after January 15,
2012 Your new account number appears at the top of this statement. If you have not started to use your new account number, please begin to do so
immediately for all transactions. For any questions related to your account, please call the new servicing number of 1-800-946-2626.

$0 - $166.00 WiLL BE DEDUCTED FROM YOUR ACCOUNT AND CREDITED AS YOUR AUTOMATIC PAYMENT ON 05/14/12 THE AUTOMATIC
PAYMENT AMOUNT WIiLL BE REDUCED BY ALL PAYMENTS POSTED ON OR BEFORE THIS DATE.

TRANSACTIONS
Post Date Trans Date Reference Description Amount
03/24 03/24 Po081 00F50A_87DBIWW ONLINE ADVANCE $500.00
03/24 03/24 PS08100F50A87D830 ONLINE ADVANCE $300.00
04/09 04/09 P908100FMOA7SKHHS  BRANCH PAYMENT CASH REF# DZEFZ5PYLB -$160.00
04116 04/16 P908100FV0A912A41 ONLINE ADVANCE $300.00
0417 0417 PS08100FX0ABSRPFG ONLINE PAYMENT -$900.00
FEES
TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
0419 04/19 Interest Charged on Advances $93.77
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $93.77
| Total fees charged in 2012 _$000
Total interest charged in 2012 $257.97
Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account.
5596 ¥SG 1 7 13 1204190 PAGE 1 of 2 10 9081 7610 P602 OlBB5596
Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo.
Print address/phone changes below: Account No. 761-2359760
Payment Due Date May 14, 2012
e e - New Balance $8,702.53
e s Current Due $166.00
o i e S - Your will be pi on 05A4/12.

Home( )

07632359760000001b6000000870253

WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES YsSG
PO BOX 30097 16
LOS ANGELES CA 90030-0097

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674
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G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
Account No. 761-2359760

See back for important information

WELLS
FARGO

For 24-Hour Gustomer Service Call:
1-800-946-2626

We accept Telecommunications Relay Service
calis.

Wells Fargo Online®: wellsfargo.com

about your acoourt. Please nole that calling will not preserve your Billing
Rights. If you prefer to write, see back for address.
ACCOUNT SUMMARIES PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credit Limit $9,900.00 Previous Balance $8,70253 New Balance $7,889.60
Available Credit $2,010.00 Payments/Credits -$1,400.00 Minimum Payment Due $153.00
Statement Closing Date May 20, 2012 Advances/Other Activity $500.00 Payment Due Date June 14, 2012
Fees Charged $0.00
Interest Charged $87.07
New Balance $7,889.60

Minimum Payment Warning: If you make only the minimum payment each
period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay oft your

balance. For example:

If you make no " .
| additional ad on this ba\fou will r;:y off thue1_ Anq you wtllsgnd::’
unt and eacal: hi Emonth ance shown on this | paying an estima
- statement in about: total of: |
you pay:
Only the minimum
payment 24 years $16,518
264 3 years (Savmgs $7 016)

|
If you would like information about credit counseling services, refer to: ‘
www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/bapcpal/ccdelcc_approved.htm or call 877-285-2108.

FOR YOUR ATTENTION

Late Payment Waming: If we do not receive your minimum |
payment by the date listed above, you may have to pay upto a
$25.00 late fee.

IMPORTANT: The customer service number and your account number changed_or_l January 15, 2012 and appea_r atthe top of this statement. If you have
not started to use your new account number, please do so by July 31, 2012 for all transactions. For any questions related to your account, please call the

new servicing number of 1-800-946-2626.

$0 - $153.00 WILL BE DEDUCTED FROM YOUR ACCOUNT AND CREDITED AS YOUR AUTOMATIC PAYMENT ON 06/14/12 THE AUTOMATIC
PAYMENT AMOUNT WILL BE REDUCED BY ALL PAYMENTS POSTED ON OR BEFORE THIS DATE.

TRANSACTIONS ——
PostDate TransDate Reference  Description B B Amount
04/22 04/22 P3081 OOGZOABGYFIVE ONLINE ADVANCE $500.00
04/22 04/22 P908100G20ABGY5KH  ONLINE PAYMENT -$200.00
05/01 05/01 P908100GB0OA7SKJ7S BRANCH PAYMENT CASH REF# DZEFZC3JCV -$1,200.00
FEES

TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
05/20 05/20 Interest Charged on Advances $87.07

TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $87.07

Total fees charged in 2012 $0.00 |
Total interest chargedin 2012 $345.04
Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account.
5596 ¥SG 1 7 13 1205200 PAGE 1 of 2 10 9081 7610 P602 OlBB5596
Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo. -
Print address/phone changes below: Account No. 761-2359760
New Balance $7,889.60

- — Minimum Payment Due $153.00
R e * e Payment Due Date June 14, 2012
Home ( ) Your will be p d on 06/14H2.

07L1235976000000153000000788960

WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES YsG
PO BOX 30097 16
LOS ANGELES GA 90030-0097

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674
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G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI For 24-Hour Customer Service Call:

1-800-946-2626
nt No. 761-2359760
Account No WELLS We accept Telecommunications Relay Service
FARGO calls, W
Ses back for important information Wells Fargo Online™: wellsfargo.com
about your account.

Please note that calling will not preserve your Billing
Rights. If you prefer io write, see back for address.

PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT

ACCOUNT SUMMARIES
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credit Limit $9,900.00 Previous Balance $9,975.02 Credit Balance -$39.09
Available Credit $9,900.00 Payments/Credits -$10,174.98 Payment Due Date August 14, 2012
Statement Closing Date July 20, 2012  Advances/Other Activity $99.98 No Payment Due

Fees Charged $0.00

Interest Charged $60.89

Credit Balance -$39.09
FOR YOUR ATTENTION
PLEASE DO NOT PAY, AS OF THIS STATEMENT DATE YOUR AGCOUNT HAS A CREDIT BALANCE.
TRANSACTIONS B
Post Date Trans Date  Reference Description Amount
06/28 06/28 P908100J40ABP29BH ONLINE PAYMENT -$80.00
07/08 07/08 PO08100JFOASR2KKB ~ ONLINE PAYMENT -$9,995.00
0717 o717 P908100JROA7V4OWN  ONLINE ADVANCE $99.98
o7n7 o717 PQ08100JAOA7VAM1Z  ONLINE PAYMENT -$99.98
FEES

TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD §0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
07/20 07/20 Interest Charged on Advances $60.89
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $60.89

Total fees charged in 2012 $0.00
| Total interest charged in 2012 $501.35 |

INTEREST CHARGE CALCULATION -
YOU MAY PAY YOUR BALANCE IN FULL AT ANY TIME.

YOUR ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE (APR) IS THE ANNUAL INTEREST RATE ON YOUR ACCOUNT.

Type of Balance Ann;:‘l:(:r;t)ltage Ba:::':f;"gﬁ:‘ to Interest Charged

ADVANCES - T 1250% (v) $5,736.54 $60.89

OTHER  1250% () j— $0.00 $0.00
(v) - Variable

| Days In Billing Cycie 31

Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account.
5596 Ys6 1 7 13 120720 0 NPAGE 1 of 1 10 5081 7610 P602 O1BB5596

Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo.

Print address/phone changses below: Account No. 761-2359760

Credit Balance -$39.09

Payment Due Date August 14, 2012

e e No Payment Due

s St O e o e i P |
Home ( ) Payment Enclosed |$

0761235976000000000000000000000

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES YSG PO BOX 927674
PO BOX 30097 16 SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674
LOS ANGELES CA 80030-0097 Illll"“l'“lllll'Ill"IIIII'IIIIIIIII“II'IIII“'"IIIIIIIIIIII

||lI||||Ih|||||||||||||||l||||||||||||“|“||“l||||||||||||||||
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For 24-Hour Customer Service Call:

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI 1-800.946-2626
Accaunt No. 761-2359760 WELLS We accept Telecommunications Relay Service
FARGO calls .
See back for important information Wells Fargo Online™: wellsfargo.com
about your accourt. Please note that calling will not preserve your Biling
Rights. If you prefer to write, see back for address.
PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT

ACCOUNT SUMMARIES

CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION

Credit Limit $98,500.00 Previous Balance $8,070.47 New Balance $8,177.51

Available Credit $322.00 Payments/Credits $0.00 PastDue $151.00

Statement Closing Date July 19, 2013 Advances/Other Activity $0.00 Minimum Payment Due $326.00
Fees Charged $25.00 (includes Past Due amount)
Interest Charged $6204 Payment Due Date August 14, 2013
New Balance $8,177.51

Minimum Payment Warning: If you make only the minimum payment each
period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your
balance. For example:

| Late Payment Waming: If we do not receive your minimum
payment by the date listed above, you may have to pay uptoa
$25.00 late fee.

If you make no N .
. . You will pay off the And you will end up
agi';znnatl;fd eai d]:esn?:ntg:s balance shown on this paying an estimated
X statement in about: total of:
you pay:
Only the minimum
payment 24 years $16,964
|
$9,844
$273 3 years (Savings = §7,120) |

If you would like information about credit counseling services, refer to:
www.usdoj.gov/ust/eo/bapcpalcede/ce_approved.htm or calt 877-285-2108.

FOR YOUR ATTENTION

Payof! Request Information:Balances includs unpaid interest
charges, and other unpaid fees and charges. The New Balance
owed is not a payoff amount. Please, contact Customer Service
at 1-800-946-2626 for an accurate payoff.

Notice to Cosigners in California, Hlinois and Michigan: If you are a cosigner on this account, state law requires us to notify you that the primary obligor has
become delinquent or defaulted on the obligation and that you ara jointly responsible for payment. Accordingly, you have an obligation to pay the amount
due or make arrangements for payment of the obligation. K you are a cosigner on this account and an lllinois resident, Hiinois law requires us to also nolify
you that you have fifteen days from the date this notice was sent to pay the amount dus to make arrangements for payments of the obligation. Notice to
Michigan customers: Please arrange for payment of the Total Amount Due within thirty (30) days of the date of this notice.

YOUR ACCOUNT IS PAST DUE. PLEASE REMIT PAST DUE AMOUNT AS SOON AS POSSIBLE OR CALL 1-800-241-0028. THIS IS AN ATTEMPT
TO COLLECT A DEBT AND ANY INFORMATION OBTAINED WILL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE.

TRANSACTIONS
Post Date Trans Date Reference Description Amount
FEES
o7n4 o714 LATE FEE $25.00
TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $25.00
INTEREST CHARGED
o719 0719 Interest Charged on Advances $82.04
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $82.04
- 2013 Totals YeartoDate
Total fees charged in 2013 $75.00
Total interest charged in 2013 $585.90
Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account.
5596 e 1 7 13 138719 O DPAGE 1 of 2 10 9081 7610 P602 O1BBEANSE
Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo. -
Print address/phone changes below: Account No. 761-2355760
New Balance $8,177.51
s Past Due $151.00
__________ Minimum Payment Due $326.00
o s et ey (includes Past Due amount)
Home { ) Payment Due Date August 14, 2013
0761235976000000326000000817751 Payment Enclosed $

WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES e
PO BOX 30097 16
LOS ANGELES CA 80030-0097

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674
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G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI For 24-Hour Customer Service Call:

1-800-946-2626
ccal . - 7 - .
Account No. 761-2359760 WELLS Woae accept Telecommunications Relay Service
FARGO calls.

e
See back for important information Wells Fargo Online™: wellsfargo.com

about your accourt Please note that calling will not preserve your Billing
Rights. If you prefer to write, see back for address.
PERSONAL LINE OF CREDIT STATEMENT
ACCOUNT SUMMARIES
CREDIT LINE SUMMARY ACCOUNT ACTIVITY SUMMARY PAYMENT INFORMATION
Credit Limit $8,500.00 Previous Balance $7,671.10 New Balance $7,443.34
Available Credit $1,056.00 Payments/Credits -$299.00 Minimum Payment Due $134.00
Statement Closing Date February 17, 2014 Advances/Other Activity $0.00 Payment Due Date March 14, 2014
Fees Charged $0.00
Interest Charged $71.24
New Balance $7,44334
= T e I — — — 7
Minimum Payment Warning: If you make only the minimum payment each | Late Payment Wamning: If we do not receive your minimum
period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your payment by the date listed above, you may have to pay upto a
balance. For example: $25.00 late fee.
If you make no . | .
additional ces on this You will pay off the And you will end up

balance shown on this paying an estimated

account and sach month staterent in about: total of: Payoff Request Informaticn:Balances include unpaid interest
you pay: | charges, and other unpaid fees and charges. The New Balance
[ Only the minimum | owed is not a payoff amount. Please, contact Customer Service
23 years $15,540 | at 1-800-946-2626 for an accurate payoff.
payment
| $8,965
$249 3 years | (Savings = $6,575)

tf you would like information about credit counseling services, refer to:
www.usdoj.goviust/eo/bapcpa/cede/cc_approved.htm or call 877-285-2108.

TRANSACTIONS
Post Date Trans Date Reference Description Amount
02103 02/03 P9OBIDODKOAG2SSAS  ONLINE PAYMENT -$299.00
FEES
TOTAL FEES FOR THIS PERIOD $0.00
INTEREST CHARGED
0217 0217 Interest Charged on Advances $71.24
TOTAL INTEREST FOR THIS PERIOD $71.24
I 2014 Totls YeartoDate
| Total fees charged in 2014 $25.00
| Total interest charged in 2014 _ $15084

INTEREST CHARGE CALCULATION
YOU MAY PAY YOUR BALANCE IN FULL AT ANY TIME.

YOUR ANNUAL PERCENTAGE RATE (APR) IS THE ANNUAL INTEREST RATE ON YOUR ACCOUNT.

Type of Balance Annual Percentage Balance Subject to
P B Rate (APR) Interest Rate Interest Charged
ADVANCES 12.50% (v) $7,431.36 $71.24
Notice: See reverse side for important information about your account
5596 ¥sa 1 7 13 140217 o PAGE 1 of 2 10 9081 1610 P602 01BB5596
Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo. —
Print address/phone changes below: Account No. 761-2359760
New Balance $7,443.34
e Minimum Payment Due $134.00
S — P Payment Due Date March 14, 2014

Home ( ! N Payment Enclosed [s =

0761235976000000134000000744334

G REZA ZANDIAN JAZI
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES YsSG PO BOX 927674

PO BOX 30097 16 SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674
LOS ANGELES CA 800300097 T e eyt

I“"IIII““““IIIIIIII"I"I"I“IIIIIII“I“lllllllllllllllll
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WELLS FARGO WELLS

FARGO
VISA Account Number Ending in 7470
Statement Billing Period 0511/2013 to 0610/2013
Page 10of 2
Balance Summary 24-Hour Customer Servi 1-800-642-4720
Previous Batance ,824.07 our Gustomer Service:
- P:v‘oents $3$1 08.07 | TTY for Hearing/Speech Impaired: 1-800-419-2265
omym Orodits Toa, | Outsidethe US Call Coliect 1-925-825-7600
N Ca:: Ac;vanoes § $0.00 | Wells Fargo Online®: wellsfargo.com
+ .00 |
+ Purchases, Balance Transfers & $0.00
Other Charges | Send General Inquirles To:
+ Fees Charged $0.00 | PO Box 10347, Des Moines IA, 50306-0347
+ Interest Charged $47.14 |
= New Balance $3,752.83
Total Credit Limit $3,800 Total Available Credit $47
Payment Information Send P -
New Balance ,752.83 ayments l1o:
Minimum Payment i $85.00 PO Box 30086, Los Angeles CA, 90030-0086

Payment Due Date 07/05/2013
Late Payment Warning: if we do not receive your Minimum Payment by 07/05/2013, you may have to pay a late fee up to $35.

Minimum Payment Warning: If you make only the minimum payment each period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your
balancs. For :

If you make no additional charges using You will pay off the New Balance shown on ' And you will end up paying an

this card and each month you pay ... this statement in about ... estimated total of ...
Only the minimum payment 19 years $7,676
- $4,660

s ] _ Syeas (Savings 01 $3,016)
I you would fike infarmation about credit counsaling services, refer to www.usdoj /ust’ea/bapcpalcede/ce_approved.hitm or call
1-877-285-2108.
Important Information .

IMPORTANT INFORMATION REGARDING YOUR REWARDS ACCOUNT
WELLS FARGO REWARDS PROGRAM FOR CREDIT CARD TERMS AND CONDITIONS UPDATE:
YOUR CURRENT TERMS AND CONDITIONS NAME AFFINION LOYALTY GROUP ("ALG") AS THE PROGRAM ADMINISTRATOR.
EFFECTIVE MARCH 18, 2013 ALG CHANGED ITS NAME TO CONNEXIONS LOYALTY.
ALL REFERENCES IN YOUR TEAMS AND CONDITIONS REGARDING ALG SHOULD BE DEEMED TO NOW REFER TO CONNEXIONS LOYALTY
IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, PLEASE VISIT WELLSFARGOREWARDS.COM OR CALL THE REWARDS CUSTOMER SERVICE CENTER AT

1-877-517-1358.
Wells Fargo Rewards® Program Summary
Rewards Previous Balance: 70,156
Points Eamed: 11-
Eam More Mall® Bonus Points: 4 0
Points Redeemed: 0
Total Available Points: 70,145

We ofter more rewards choices so you can choose
areward that suits your style. You'll find gift cards,
cash rewards, travel, merchandise and even
charitable contributions.

Track your points balance or get more information at
www.WellsFargoRewards.com or by calling 1-877-517-1358.

NOTICE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCOUNT Continued \-—)

5596 XG 1 78 130610 0 PAGE 1 of 2 10 5583 F000 ROAS OIDRSSSS

Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo

Account Number 4465 4203 9293 7470
New Balance $3,752.83
Minimum Paymert $85.00 00850003752830044654203929374704
Payment Due Date 07/05/2013
YKG 4
Amount :
Enclosed $ : ;4 = -
G R JAZI

Thpa it el paeg P g a0 abgyggy 1 g 000 PO BOX 927674

WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

PO BOX 30086 R TR R T AW EE T R

LOS ANGELES CA 90030-0086
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WELLS FARGO WELLS

FARGO
VISA Account Number Ending in 7470
Statement Billing Period 03/12/2012 to 0411 0/2012
Page 1 of 4
Balance Summary -
Previous Balance $1,020.47 24-Hour Cust_omer Service: . 1-800-642-4720
- Paymerts $358.55 TTY for Hearing/Speech Impaired: 1-800-419-2265
Credits sogo | ©uiside the US Call Collect: 1-925-825-7600
. Other A;vanoes $ sog | WellsFargo Online®: wellsfargo.com
+ Purchases, Balance Transfers & $2,160.60
Other Charges Send General Inquiries To:
+ Fees Charged §15.00 | PO Box 10347, Des Moines IA, 50306-0347
+ Interest Charged $26.43 |
= New Balance $2,773.15
Total Credit Limit $2,900  Total Available Credit $126
Payment Information
New Bal §$2773.15 %gopasvo“c;aeg'im/:\ les CA, 90030-0086
Minimum Payment $70.00 x » LoS Angeles LA,
Payment Due Date 05/05/2012

Late Payment Waming: If we do not receive your Minimum Payment by 05/05/2012, you may have to pay a late fee up to $35.
Minimum Payment Warning: [f you make only the minimum payment each period, you will pay more in interest and it will take you longer to pay off your

| You will pay off the New Balance shown on And you will end up paying an
this card and each month you pay ... this statement in about ... estimated total of ...
Only the minimum payment 17 years | $5,520
$3,444
g 8 years | (savingsol$2,078) |
If you would like infurmation about credit counseling services, refer to www.usdoj.g /bapcpa/cedel/cc_sppr him or call
1-877-285-2108.

Wells Fargo Rewards® Program Summary

Rewards Previous Balance: 49,650

Points Eamed: 2,061

Eam More Mall® Bonus Points: 0

Total Available Points: 51,711
CONGRATULATIONSI

You have 51,711 Wells Fargo Rewards® points
For 50,000 points you can redeem for a $500 cash reward or
other exciting rewards including airfare with no blackout
dates, brand-name merchandise, and
charitable contributions.
These are just a tew of our many options avaitable.
To see all your choices or to redeem your points, sign on
to www.WellsFargoRewards.com or call 1-877-517-1358

We offer more rewards choices so you can choose
a reward that suits your style. You'll find gift cards,
cash rewards, travel, merchandise and even
charitable contributions.
Track your points balance or get more information at
www.WellsFargoRewards.com or by calling 1-877-517-1358,

NOTICE: SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR ACCOUNT Continued Y

5596 YRG 1 7 6 1204100 PAGE 1 of 4 10 5583 2000 R049 O1DP5596

Detach and mail with check payable to Wells Fargo

Account Number 4465 4203 9293 7470
New Balance $2,773.15
Minimum Payment $70.00 0L000002773150044b54203929374704
Payment Due Date 05/05/2012
YKG 4
Amount ! : ]
Enclosed ¥ i BER
G RJAZI
QLR O LT TR TR R TR | ] PO BOX 927674
WELLS FARGO CARD SERVICES SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

PO BOX 30086 lIIlIIII“IIlI"III"IIIIIIIIIIIII'"IIIIII"'IIIIIIII"I'IIII'II
LOS ANGELES CA 90030-0086
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- WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known

Electronically Filed
03/19/2013 11:23:44 AM

CLERK OF THE COURT
NENR
REZA ZANDIAN
6, rue Fdouard Fournier
75116 Paris, France
Pro Per Appellant
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA -
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also CASE NQ.: A-11-635430-C
known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually, DEPT. NG.: IV
Plaintiff,
v. .

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
Nevada business enti?r; JOHNSON SPRING

as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI,

Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY . .

KOROGHLY, individually, and ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, individually,

Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED COUNTBRCLAIMS
AND THRIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

1334.024072-td

E OF POST C

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: |
FLEASE TAKE NOTICE that with the filing of the Notice of Appeal herein, Plaintiffis ||

posting Five Hundred Dollats ($500.00) as cost bond pursuant i NRAP
DATED thiz Liqay of March, 2013.

BY:
. ZANDIAN
, 6, tue Bdouard Fournier
175116 Paris, France
‘Fro Per Appellant

l644
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING . .
THEREBY CERTIFY that on the __day March, 2013, I served a copy of the above and

i foregoing NOTICE OF POSTING COSTBOND, upon the appropriate parties heteta, by enclosing
-itiu a sealed envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class Postage was folly
prepaid addressed to:

Stanley W. Patry
100 Noith City Parkway, Ste, 1750
Las Vegas, Nevads 89105

Elias Abrishami
P,0. Box 10476
Beverly Hills, California 90213

Ryanm E, Johnson, Bsq.

atson & Rounds
10000 W. Chavleston Blvd. Ste. 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135
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OFFICIAL RECEIPT
District Court Clerk of the Court 200 Lewis Ave, 3rd Floor Las Vegas, NV 89101

Payor _ _ Recelpt No.
John Peter Lee g ' 2013-33253-CCCLK
' 0
o 111 3 Transaction Date
o 03/19/2013
| Description Amount Pald |
On Behalf Of Jazl, Gholamreza Zandian
A-11-635430-C
Gholamreza Jazl, Plaintiff(s) vs. First American Tille Company, Defendant(s)
APPEAL BOND
APPEAL BOND §00.00
SUBTOTAL - - 500,00
PAYMENT TOTAL | 500.00 |
Check (Ref #40673) Tendered 500.00
Total Tendered 500,00
Change 0.00
03/19/2013 ¥ Cashior Audit
10:56 AM ____. Station AlIKO . 31119583
OFFICIAL RECEIPT

"II_|£ ;-e_.‘_
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

vs.

JOHNSON SPRING WATER
COMPANY, LLC, FORMERLY
KNOWN AS BIG SPRING RANCH,
LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; FRED SADRI,
TRUSTEE OF THE STAR LIVING
TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

Supreme Court No. 62839
District Court No. A635430
Due Date: April 5, 2013

CIVIL PROPER PERSON

TRANSCRIPT REQUEST FORM

Gholamreza Zandian Jazi, A/K/A
Reza Zandian

6, rue Edouard Fournier

75116 Paris, France

Appellant in Proper Person

Appellant

Form C 8/25/10 1

Ryan E. Johnson/Watson Rounds
10000 W. Charleston Blvd., Ste 240
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Johnson Spring Water Company,
LLC F/K/A Big Spring Ranch,
LLC

Fred Sadri, Trustee of the Star
Living Trust

Stanley W. Parry/Ballard Spahr
Andrews & Ingersoll
Ray Koroghli

Elias Abrishami
PO Box 10476
Beverly Hills CA 90213-4018:

Respondent in Proper Person

Respondents
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NPNR

REZA ZANDIAN

6, rae Edouard Fournier
75116 Paris, France

Pro Per Appellant
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also CASE NO.: A-11-635430-C
known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually, DEPT. NO.: IV

Plaintiff,
V.

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a
Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formetly known
as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, FRED SADRI,
Trustee of the Star Living Trust, RAY
KOROGHLI, individually, and ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, individually,

Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED COUNTERCLAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

1334.024072-td
NOTICE OF POSTING COST BOND

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that with the filing of the Notice of Appeal herein, Plaintiff is
posting Five Hundred Dollars ($500.00) as cost bond pursuant to NRAP 7.
DATED this __ day of March, 2013.

BY:
6, 1ue Edouard Eournier
75116 Paris, France
Pro Per Appellant
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| Elias-Abrishami

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I HEREBY CERTIFY that onthe _ day March, 2013, I served a copy of the above and
foregoing NOTICE OF POSTING COST BOND, upon the appropriate parties hereto, by enclosing

it in a sealed envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully

prepaid addressed to:

Stanley W. Parry
100 North City Parkway, Ste. 1750
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 ’

P~O. Box 10476
Beverly Hills, Catifornia 90213

Ryan E. Johnson, Esq.

Watson & Rounds

10000 W. Charleston Blvd. Ste. 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF: GOLD CANYON No. 61393
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY,

REZA ZANDIAN,
o Appellant, F I L E D
%ﬁg I?EBE/{III’SHAMI; AND RAFI MAY 2 3 2013
Respondents. B{,_E;&“ 7 g,_fg;g@*ﬂggw

-

DEPUTY CLERK

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL AS ABANDONED

This court previously granted an unopposed motion to
withdraw as attorney of record filed by former counsel for appellant.
As cause for that motion, counsel cited to appellant’s “lack of
communication with [counsel’s] office.” Counsel provided this court
with appellant’s last known address. In our arder grating that
motion, we directed appellant to retain new counsel or to inform this
court in writing if he would not be retaining new counsel. The copy of
the order that was mailed to appellant was returned to this court by
the United States Postal Service and marked as “UNABLE TO
FORWARD.”

Appellant has not provided counsel or this court with a
valid mailing address or other contact information, and has not

otherwise contacted this court. Thus it appears that appellant has

1650
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abandoned this appeal. Accordingly, we dismiss this appeal as

abandoned.

It is so ORDERED.

—’G‘ribbons

Doglas
Douglas
Saitta

cc: Hon. James E. Wilson, District Judge
Robert L. Eisenberg, Settlement Judge
John Peter Lee, Ltd.
Reza Zandian ¥~
J M. Clouser & Assaciates, Ltd.
Carson City Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF: GOLD CANYON Supreme Court No. 61393
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED District Court Case No. 110C004151B

LIABILITY COMPANY,

REZA ZANDIAN,
Appellant,

VS.
ELIAS ABRISHAMI; AND RAFI ABRISHAMI,

Respondents.

REMITTITUR

TO: Alan Glover, Carson City Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: June 17, 2013
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. James E. Wilson, District Judge

Reza Zandian
J.M. Clouser & Associates, Ltd./Justin M. Clouser

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the

REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitied cause, on

District Court Clerk

1 13-17728
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI|, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,

FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi A.K.A Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry
Elias Abrishami
Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/21/2013 Filing fee due for Appeal. Filing fee will be forwarded by the District
Court.

03/21/2013 Filed Notice of Appeal/Proper Person Pilot Program. Filed certified

copy of proper person notice of appeal. (Pilot program civil appeals
order and documents mailed to proper person appellant.)

DATE: March 21, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
w
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

VS.

JOHNSON SPRING WATER
COMPANY, LLC, FORMERLY
KNOWN AS BIG SPRING RANCH,
LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED
LIABILITY COMPANY; FRED SADRI,
TRUSTEE OF THE STAR LIVING
TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND ELIAS
ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

Supreme Court No. 62839
District Court No. A635430
Due Date: April 30, 2013

CIVIL PROPER PERSON APPEAL STATEMENT

Gholamreza Zandian Jazi, A/K/A
Reza Zandian

6, rue Edouard Fournier

75116 Paris, France

Appellant in Proper Person

Appellant

Page 1

Ryan E. Johnson/Watson Rounds
10000 W. Charleston Blvd., Ste 240
Las Vegas, NV 89134

Johnson Spring Water Company,
LLC F/K/A Big Spring Ranch,
LLC

Fred Sadri, Trustee of the Star
Living Trust

Stanley W. Parry/Ballard Spahr
Andrews & Ingersoll
Ray Koroghli

Elias Abrishamt

PO Box 10476

Beverly Hills CA 90213-4018:
Respondent in Proper Person

Respondents
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

REMITTITUR
TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: June 28, 2013
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Elias Abrishami

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on

District Court Clerk

1 13-19070
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430

Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,

FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandianv”
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry
Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson

Elias Abrishami
Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/22/2013 Filing Fee Paid. $250.00 from John Peter Lee. Check No. 40669.

DATE: March 22, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
SW
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

REMITTITUR

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: June 28, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Elias Abrishami

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on

District Court Clerk

1 13-19070
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZ|, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430

Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,

FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi v~
Reza Zandian ,
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry
Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson

Elias Abrishami
Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/22/2013 Filing Fee Paid. $250.00 from John Peter Lee. Check No. 40669.

DATE: March 22, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
SwW

J
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,

INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

vs. FILED
JOHNSON SPRING WATER JUN 03 203
COMPANY, LLC, FORMERLY KNOWN

AS BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, A s B K COURT
NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY BY /
COMPANY:; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE
OF THE STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY
KOROGHLI AND ELIAS ABRISHAMI,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

When this appeal was docketed, this court gave proper person
appellant 40 days to file and serve the proper person litigant forms. Those
forms were due in this court by April 30, 2013. To date, appellant has
failed to file the required forms or otherwise respond to this court’s
directive. Accordingly, we conclude that appellant has abandoned this

appeal, and we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.

S

GiMbon
2/?}’% . ( 5;{5&@ J.

Saitta

Douglas




ce:  Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Elias Abrishami
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Eighth District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,

INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

op FILED
JOHNSON SPRING WATER JUN 03 203
COMPANY, LL.C, FORMERLY KNOWN

AS BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, A g R COURT.

NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY 8y
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE
OF THE STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY
KOROGHLI AND ELIAS ABRISHAMI,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

When this appeal was docketed, this court gave proper person
appellant 40 days to file and serve the proper person litigant forms. Those
forms were due in this court by April 30, 2013. To date, appellant has
failed to file the required forms or otherwise respond to this court’s
directive. Accordingly, we conclude that appellant has abandoned this

appeal, and we
ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.

ons

Gi
2@?% J AQL#QL J.

Douglas
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CC:

Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi

Reza Zandian

Watson Rounds

Elias Abrishami

Ballard Spahr, LLP

Eighth District Court Clerk
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE, CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER

Case No.: No.: 04CC11007 c/w 04CC11008

REZA ZANDIAN,
[UNLIMITED CIVIL]

Plaintiff,

HEARING DATE PENDING: None
HearingType: Trial
Date: November 6, 2006

VS.

ROBERT ADAMS, JACK GEERING, BARRY

EISLER, PAUL JONES, and Does 1 through Time: 9:00 a.m.
100, inclusive; Dept.: CI9
Defendants. 04CC1107

Assigned for Trial:
EMFACO S.A. a Swiss Corporation Judge: Randell L. Wilkinson
Plaintiff Dept.: 19

Complaint Filed:
v. Trial Date: Completed

)
)
)
)
)
)
g
) PPROPOSED] JUDGMENT
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Robert Adams, et al.
Defendants 04CC11008

The Trial in the above entitled action came on regularly for trial in the above
consolidated actions on November 6, 2006 at 9:00 a.m. in Dept. 14 (Judge Charles Margines), and
was transferred to Judge Randell L. Wi]kinson,‘\bepartment 19, of the above entitled Court,
sitting without a jury. Carl Pentis, Esq. represer;ted Plaintiffs Emfaco S.A., a Swiss Corp., Reza
Zandian a.k.a. Gholam-Reza Zandian-Jazi. Reza Zandian provided testimony.

No appearance was made by defendant Robert Adams. The court received evidence and finds

pursuant to C.C.P. 594 that notice of trial for November 6, 2006 was timely served on non

1
[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT OCSC Case No. 04CC11007 ¢/w 04CC11008
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appearing Defendant Robert Adams. The court granted Emfaco S.A.’s motion to amend and
substitute parties, namely from Emfaco S.A., as Plaintiff, to Emfaco, S.A., a derivative Plaintiff
on behalf of Optima Technology Corporation, a California Corporation (“Optmia”), 2 nominal
defendant.

Evidence, both oral and documentary, having been presented, the cause having been

argued and submitted for decision,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT:

04CC11008 Emfaco v. Adams

1. Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on behalf of Optima Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation, shall recover from Defendant Robert Adams $1l200,000
in damages for the transfer of assets to LaCie S.A., the 325,000 shares of LaCie S.A. (France)
shall be transferred from any beueficial ownership by Robert Adams, Optima Technology
Corporation, a Delaware Corporation, or any entities under their direction and control to Optima
Technology Corporation, A California Corporation.

2. . Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on behalf of Optima Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation, shall recover from Defendant Robert Adams $225,000 in
damages for the transfer of assets to Soft 77, LLC and receipt of payment from Soft 77, LLC .
All payments received by Adams or his related entity Optima Technology Corporation, A
Delaware Corporation, on payment of any license fees from Soft 77, LLC, shall be paid over to
Optima Technology Corporation, a California Corporation.

3. Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on behalf of Optimr;l Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation, shall recover from Defendant Robert Adams $1,676,000
in damages for Adams conversion of receivables from Optima Technology Corporation, a
California Corporation.

4.  Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on behalf of Optima Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation, shall recover from Defendant Robert Adams
$10,000,000.00 in damages for the conversion of the software of ,Optima Technology

2

e

[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT OCSC Case No. 04CC11007 c/w 04CC11008
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Corporation, a California Corporation.

5. The monetary damages awarded to Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on
behalf of Optima Technology Corporation, a California Corporation, from Defendant Robert
Adams itemized in paragraphs 1-4 above total $13,101,000.00 upon which interest shall accrue at
the legal rate (10%), from the date of entry of this judgment, until paid. The damages in 1-4
arise solely from the fraud/embezzlement of Robert Adams while acting in his C.E.O. fiduciary
capacity of Plaintiff Emfaco S.A., derivative Plaintiff for Optima, by converting corporate assets.

6. A permanent injunction against Defendant Robert Adams:

A. Prohibiting Defendant from directly or indirectly infringing upon Optima Technology
Corporation, a California Corporation (hereinafter “ Optima”) Optima’s copyrights in its
products Xchange PRO, Xchange Pro, DeskTape Pro, CD-R Access Pro, SCSI Inspector, and
DiskArmay Pro, U.S. Patent 5,666,531 (hereinafter collectively referred to as “Products™), or
continuing to market, offer, sell, dispose of, license, transfer, display, advertise, reproduce,
develop, or manufacture any works derived or copied from Optima, or to participate in or assist
such activity.

B. Prohibiting Defendant Robert Adams from marketing, distributing, licensing, or selling
unauthorized goods using the marks or any portion of such marks Desk Tape, Desk-Tape Pro,
CD-R Access, CD-R Access Pro, Xchange, Xchange Pro, Disk-Array and Disk-Array Pro, the
“Optima Technology’” name or Optima’s distinctive Product packaging.

C. Prohibiting Defendant Robert Adams from passing off, or allowing others to pass off,
products consumers believe are Optima products and services, which are in fact no produced by,
connected with, or sponsored by Optima.

D. Prohibiting Defendant Robert Adams from otherwise injuring Optima’s business reputation,
or diluting Optima’s marks.

E. Requiring Defendant Robert Adams to turn over to Optima within 10 days of entry of this
order, any and all source code, object code, instructions, executable programs, or other data
which reflects, discusses or embodies any of the Products including all forms whatsoever
mcluding electronic data.

3
[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT OCSC Case No. 04CC11007 ¢/w 04CC11008
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F. After providing Zandian’s counsel Carl Pentis, Esq. 500 N. State College Blvd. Suite 1200,
Orange, CA 92868, fax 714 634-3869, notice and opportunity to recover the electronic data,
requiring Defendant Robert Adams to destroy any electronic form of all source code, object code,
instructions, executable programs, or other data which reflects, discusses or embodies any of the
Products existing on any hard drives, discs which cannot be turned over pursuant to paragraph E
above, file servers, any independent 3 party electronic data banks, to which Robert Adams has
access or any other location under the custody, control or access of Robert Adams.

G. Requiring all payments received by Robert Adams or his related entity Optima Technology
Corporation, A Delaware Corporation, or those under the control of Robert Adams, on payment
of any license fees from Soft 77, LLC, to be paid over to Optima Technology Corporation, a
California Corporation.

H. Requiring Robert Adams or others under his direction and control, to transfer Optima
Technology Corporation, A Delaware Corporation the 325,000 shares of LaCie S.A. (France)
which were issued in software transaction with LaCie S.A.

04CC11007 Zandian v. Adams

Plaintiff Reza Zandian a.k.a. Gholam-Reza Zandian-Jazi shall recover from Defendant
450,000 4471/
Robert Adams $¥68;866-as damages for emotional distress, $850,000 as damages for loss of the
Nevada Land real estate transaction through Robert Adams’ defamation of Mr. Zandian. For an
order and permanent injunction, all enjoining Adams and his agents, servants, and employees,

and all persons acting under, in concert with, or for him:

Plaintiffs Reza Zandian and Emfaco S.A., a derivative plaintiff on behalf of Optima Technology

Corporation, a California Corporation, are prevailing parties, and are entitled to an award of

statutory costs of $ agai_n_st_ Defandant Robert Adams.
DATED: » nf 06 oo He Radell L. Wilkinson
AR ¥ 10 | ;Q'I-IESUPERIOR COURT

FACHents3STOPINGSEEL 1007-¢.w 04CC 1008\ Trialudgment .01, wpd

4
[PROPOSED] JUDGMENT OCSC Case No. 04CC11007 ¢/w 04CC11008
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Telephone: 775-324-4100
Facsimile: 775-333-8171
Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin

In The First Judicial Distriet Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 1B
vs. Dept. No.: 1

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, |
a California corperation, OPTIMA

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN

aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI

aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN

aka REZA JAZI aka J. REZA JAZI

aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZ], an individual, DOE
Companies 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20,
and DOE Individuals 21-30,

Defendants.

TO:  All parties:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on October 31, 2012, the Court entered a Default
Judgment in the above-referenced matter, against Defendants Optima Technology
Corporation, a Nevada corporation and Optima Technology Corporation, a California
corporation. Attached as Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of such Default Judgment.
"

i
i
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M o w o

Affirmation Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the

social security number of any person.

DATED: November 5, 2012.

WATSON ROUNDS

N e

Matthew D. Francis
Adam P. McMillen
Watson Rounds
5371 Kietzke Lane
Reno, NV 89511

Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margolin
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Watson Rounds, and that on
this date, I deposited for mailing, in a sealed envelope, with first-class postage prepaid, a true
and correct copy of the foregoing document, Notice of Entry of Judgment, addressed as

follows:

Reza Zandian
8775 Costa Verde Bondevard
San Diego, CA 92122

Dated: November 5, 2012 W% ‘%)
f N’ancﬁ f..ﬁsdsley 0
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1112872012
TR O o o o
Matthew D. Francis (6978) , R
1 || Adam P. McMillen (10678) . REC'D & FikED
WATSON ROUNDS L
2 5371 Kictzke Lane JB70ET 3 PR It L2
Reno, NV 89511 .
3 || Telephone: 775-324-4100 ALAN GLOVER
Facsimile: 775-333-8171 7 CLERK
4 | Attorneys for Plaintiff Jed Margoli = B oo
orneys for Plainiiff Jed Margolin B’t’_—-——i—”m ERRR
5
6
7 In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
8 In and for Carson City
9
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
10
Plaintiff, Case No.: (50C00579 1B
11
VS. Dept. No.: 1
12
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY. CORPORATION,
13 |l a California corporation, OPTIMA
., || TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada | PrFAULT JUDGMENT
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka -
15 || GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka
GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI
16 |[aka J. REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka

GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, an

17 (|individual, DOE Companies

18 1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

18 -
Defendants.

20

2 WHEREAS Plaintiff filed the Amended Complaint in this action on August 11, 2011,
22 After extensive briefing regarding service on Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a
2 Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Cofiibi‘aﬁdn, a California corporation (together
24 the “Defqndants”), and after the Cowrt denied Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss, Defendants
25 || served and filed a General Denial in response to the Amended Complaint. The General Denial

26

was served on March 13, 2012 on behalf of the Defendanis.
# WHEREAS on March 13, 2012, Defense counsel moved to withdraw from
28

representing all of the individual and corporate Defendants in this action. On March 16, 2012,
1
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Plaintiff filed a non-opposition to Defense counsel’s Motion to Withdraw, and on April 26,
2012, this Court granted Defense counsel’s Motion to Withdraw.

WHEREAS on May 15, 2012, Plaintiff moved this Court for an order compelling the
appearance of counsel for the Defendants or in the alternative an order striking the General
Denial of the Defendants. The Defendants did not respond to the motion. On June 28, 2012,
this Court ordered that the Defendants retain counsel and that counsel enter an apﬁeaxance in
this matter on behalf of the Defendants by July 15, 2012. This Court also ordered that if no
appearance was made by that date the General Depial would be stricken.

WHEREAS since no appearance was made on-behalf of the Defendants, Plajntiﬁ‘ filed
an application for entry of default on September 14, 2012. On Septe;nlber 24, 2012, this Court
entered a default against the Defendants. The notice of entry of default was served on
September 26, 2012, and filed on September 27, 2012. Now Plaintiff seeks entry of a default
judgment against Defendants.

‘WHEREAS Defendants are not infants or incompetent persons and are not in the
military service of the United States as defined by 50 U.S.C. Appx § 521.

WHEREAS the allegations in Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint warrant entry of final
judgment against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and
Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, for conversion, tortious
interference with contract, intentional interference with prospective economic advantage,
unjust enrichment, and unfair and deceptive trade practices.

WHEREAS Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and
Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporatidn, are jointly and severally liable to
Plaintiff for the principal amount of $1,286,552.46.

THEREFORE, Judgment is hereby entered for Plaintiff and against Defendants Optima |
Technology Corporation, a Nevada cotporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a
California corporation, for damages, along with pre-judgment interest, attorney’s fees and
costs in the amount of $1,286,552.46, plus interest at the legal rate, pursuant to NRS 17.130,
thereon from the date of defauit until the judgment is satisfied.

2
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1 JUDGMENT is hereby entered against Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a

2 |[Nevada corporation, and Optima Technology Corporation, a California corporation, in favor of
3 || Plaintiff this /< day of Oeddian/ L2012,

) s, ?’;ﬁ*‘@ﬁ

6 DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

10
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Matthew D, Francis (6978) REC'S & FILEG

Adam P. Mchod%lﬁ%(sl 0678)

WATSON R <12
eno,

Telephone: 775-324-4100 éLEkMER

Facsimile: 775-333-8171 BY el

Attorneys for Plainsiff Jed Margolin T pEPHTY

In The First Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for Carson City
JED MARGOLIN, an individual,
Plaintiff, Case No.: 090C00579 iB
Vs. Dept. No.: 1
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION,
TECHNOLOGY CORFORATION, aNevada | PEFAULT JUDGMENT
corporation, REZA ZANDIAN aka

GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZI aka GHOLAM
REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka I. REZA
JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka GHONONREZA
ZANDIAN JAZI, an individual, DOE Comparies
1-10, DOE Corporations 11-20, and DOE
Individuals 21-30,

Defendants,

‘WHEREAS Plaintiff JED MARGOLIN filed an Amended Complaint in this action on
August 11, 2011, On March 5, 2012, REZA ZANDIAN aka GOLAMREZA ZANDIANJAZ]
aka GHOLAM REZA ZANDIAN aka REZA JAZI aka J, REZA JAZI aka G. REZA JAZI aka
GHONONREZA ZANDIAN JAZ] (“Zandian™) served a General Denial fo the Amended
Complaint. On Match 13, 2012, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a California
corporation, OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, a Nevada corporation, served a
General Dendal to the Amended Complaint.
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WHEREAS on June 28, 2012, this Court issued an order requiring the corporate
Defendants to retain counsel and that counsel must enter an appearance an behalf of the
corparate Defendants by July 15, 2012, ¥ no such appearance was entered, the June 28, 2012
order said that the corporate Defendants’ General Denial shall be stricken, Since no
appearance was made on their behalf, a defanlt was entered against them on September 24,
2012. A notice of eniry of default judgment was filed on November 6, 2012. .

WHEREAS on January 15, 2013, this Court issued an order striking the General Denial
of Zandian and awarding his fees and costs incurred in bringing the motion to strike. A default
was entered against Zandian on March 28, 2013. A notice of entry of default judgment was
filed on April 5, 2013, '

WHEREAS Defendants are not infants or incompetent persons and are not in the
military service of the United States as defined by 50 U.S.C. § 521.

WHEREAS the allegations in Plaintiff s Amended Complaint warrant entry of final
judgment against all named Defendants for conversion, tortious intexference with contract,
intentional interference with prospective economic advantage, unjust enrichment, and unfair
and deceptive trade practices.

WHEREAS ail Defendants are jointly and severally liable to Plaintiff for the principal
amount of $1,495,775.74. _

THEREFORE, Judgment is hereby entered for Plaintiff and against Defendant Zandian
and Defendants Optima Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima
Technology Corporation, a California corporation, for damages, along with pre-judgment
interest, attorney’s fees and costs in the amount of $1,495,775.74, plus interest at the legal rate,
pusuant to NRS 17.130, thercon from the date of default until the judgment is satisfied.

W ' '
W
W
W
W
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1 JUDGMENT is hereby entered against Defendant Zandian and Defendants Optima
2 || Technology Corporation, a Nevada corporation, and Optima Techrology Corporation, a
3 || California corporation, in favor of Plaintiff this Zﬁ‘ ay of *-}u.M__, , 2013.
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--------- Forwarded message ----------

From: reza zand <rezazand@hotmail.com>
Date: Wed, Oct 9, 2013 at 2:12 PM
Subject: Re: Mailbox

To: Alborz <alborzzandian@gmail.com>

It is very unfortunate and irresponsible for this to happen, | was relying on you to
take care of it.

On Oct 10, 2013, at 0:36, "Alborz" <alborzzandian@gamail.com> wrote:

Baba I'm in SD. Mailbox has been closed since April 22nd. | renewed it on
November 2012 for 6 months. It expired on April. | thought you took care of this
with Kathy when you visited her recently.

Anyway, fortunately no one else rented out the mailbox so | can still get it and
buy it for another year. But all mail that was sent from April 22 til now has been

returned to sender.

I am filling out application process and paying to renew the mailbox. | will so pay
Kathy to forward mail. But it's very important that you contact anyone that you
think has sent you important documents in last 5 months and ask them to mail it
again.

Even if they sent it in last 2 weeks relating to escrow of Sd land you need to
contact them tell them

To mail it again.

Thanks,
Alborz

Sent from my iPhone
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wQ 01 201106 670 3327 29141-231-44666-1 A0050740

201135 085931 192 IRS USEONLY 330391754 SB
Department of the Treasury ror assistance, call:
Internal Revenue Service 1-800-829-0115

0

15925

Ogden UT 84201-0039

Notice Number: CP161
Date: September 12, 2011

Taxpayer Identification Number:

015925.890895.0073.002 1 AT 0.365 B70 ;3_0;‘91754 041
I I i Lyl Tl ax Form:
0 | TR O Y CPUY TR O 0 SO U TR IR R T T Tax Period: June 30, 2011

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORP
PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-76764742

Request for Payment Federal Employment Tax
Our records show you owe $7.61 on your return for the above tax period.

What You Need to Do

Pay the amount you owe now by using one of the following methods. To avoid additional penalty and/or
interest, we must receive your payment by October 3, 2011. The Electronic Federal Tax Payment System
(EFTPS) is the preferred method to ensure your tax payments are on time and secure.

« EFTPS
. If you are currently enrolled, go to www.eftps.gov or call 1-800-555-4477.
. To learn more about EFTPS and other electronic payment options, including

credit card payments, visit www.irs.gov keyword: e-pay.

. Check or Money Order
Make your check or money order payable to the United States Treasury;

. Write your taxpayer identification number, tax form number, tax period, and your

phone number on your payment; and
. Mail your payment with the payment voucher located at the bottom of this notice

in the enclosed envelope.

If you choose to pay by check or money order, please allow enough mailing time so that we receive your
payment by October 3, 2011.

If you believe this notice is incorrect, please call us at 1-800-829-0115. When you call, please have your
payment information and a copy of your return available. This information will help us find any payment
you made that we haven't applied.

Tax Statement
Tax on Return $148.96
Total Credits $148.96-
Amount Previously Refunded to You $.00

1691
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g. REZA ZANDIAN JAZ! 1950

'0.50% 827674 04-7074/3212 282
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Secretall':}f of State 1500 11 Street Statement of Information
Business Programs Division ~ P.O. Box 944230 (916) 657-5448
Sacramento, CA 94244-2300

REZA ZANDIAN February 02, 2011

PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

RE: Cl5s5687
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

In response to your request; the penalty assessed against the
above-referenced entity for failure to file the required
Statement of Information cannot be waived based on the information

provided.

The reason(s) stated in your request do not justify failure to
file the required statement.

The penalty is due and payable to the California Franchise Tax
Board according to the instructions set forth in the California
Franchise Tax Board's Notice of Balance Due. Questions
regarding payment should be directed to the California Franchise
Tax Board, P.0. Box 942857, Sacramento, CA 94257-0540 or by
calling (800) 852-5711.

For more information, go to www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html and see
California Corporations Code sections 1502, 2117, 2204, 2206, 6210,
6810, 8210, 8810, 9660, 9690, 12570, 12670, 17060, 17651, 17653,
17655; California Civil Code section 1363.6; California Financial
Code section 14101.6; California Food and Agricultural Code section
54040; and California Revenue and Taxation Code section 19141l.

Business Programs Division
Statement of Information Unit
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{ KOROGHLI and ELIAS ABRISHAMI,

NOE

Ryan E. Johnson

Nevada Bar No. 9070

WATSON ROUNDS

10000 West Charleston Blvd., Ste. 240 RECHVED
Las Vegas Nevada 89135

Tel. No. 702-636-4902 FEB 15 2013
Fax No. 702-636-4904

Attorney for Defendants, JOHN PETER LEE
Johnson Spring Water Company, LLC,

Fred Sadri, Trustee of Star Living

Trust and Ray Koroghli

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, also
known as REZA ZANDIAN, individually, CASENO.: A-11-635430-C
DEPT, 1V

Plaintiff,

VS. .

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, a NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
Nevada business entity; JOHNSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known
as BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company; FRED SADRI,
Trustee of the Star Living Trust; RAY

individually,

Defendants.
AND RELATED COUNTERCILAIMS
AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD
YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that on the 11" day of
February, 2013, an Order to Distribute Attorney Fee and Costs Awards to Defendants, was

entered in the above-captioned matter. A copy of said Order is attached hereto.

Dated: February | S i,2'013 WATSON ROUNDS

e
Ryan E. Jolinsos _
NivaiBﬁ%O]@'
WATSON ROUNDS

10000 West Charleston Blvd., Ste. 240

Las Vegas Nevada 89135
Attorney for Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the law offices of
Watson Rounds, and that on this date, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER, was served upon the following individuals by first class
mail through the U.S. Postal Service.

John C. Courtney, Esq.

Law Offices of John Peter Lee, Ltd.
830 Las Vegas Blvd. South

Las Vegas Nevada 89101
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Stanley W. Parry, Esq.

100 North City Pkwy., suite 1750
Las Vegas Nevada 89106
Attorney for Ray Koroghli

Elias Abrishami

P.0. Box 10476

Beverly Hills, California 90213
In Pro Per

A
Dated: February /%, 2013.

An EW{E Watson Rounds
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{ JORIGINAL

ORDR

Ryan B. Johnson, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 9070

WATSON ROUNDS

10000 West Charleston Blvd., Suite 240
Las Vegas, NV 89135

(775) 324-4100

(775) 333-8171 facsimile

Attorney for Defendants
Johnson Spring Water Company, LLC,
and Fred Sadri, Trustee of Star Living Trust

Electronically Filed
02/11/2013 10:18:28 AM

A b o

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZ], also knowi
as REZA ZANDIAN, individually,

Plaintiff,

V8.

FIRST AMERICAN TITLE COMPANY, 2
Nevada business entity; JOENSON SPRING
WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known a
BIG SPRING RANCH, ELLC, a Nevada Limite
Liability Company; FRED SADRI, Tiustee of
the Star Living Trust; RAY KOROGHLI and |
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, individually,

Defendants.

AND RELATED COUNTERCLATMS

AND THIRD-PARTY CLAIMS

CASENO.: A-11-635430-C
DEPT.NO.: 1V

ORDER TO DISTRIBUTE ATTORNEY
FEE AND COSTS AWARDS TO
DEFENDANTS

Pursuant to the Order signed July 23, 2012, and filed with the Court on August 9, 2012,

and the Court having considered the affidavits, supplemental affidavits, memorandums of costs,

and oppesitions to Plaintiff’s Objection filed by the Defendants; the Objection filed by Plaintiff;

having entertained oral argument on the matter on J anuaty 24, 2013; pursuant to the prior Order

of this Court making an award of attorneys® fees and costs in those amounts supported by

affidavit; and with good cause appearing:

THE COURT HEREBY FINDS that all Defendants have submitted supporting

affidavits attesting to the attorneys’ fees and costs incucred in this matter.

02-07-13P03:01 RCYD

1698




10

12

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

23

28

27

28

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Objection filed by Plaintiff is sustained onty
to the extent that the recovery of fees Defendant ELIAS ABRISHAMI (hereinafter referred to
as "ABRISHAMI") shall be limited to fees incurred by attorneys retained who are licensed to
practice law in the State of Nevada; that the recovery of reasonable attorneys fees by Defendant
JOHINSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC, formerly known as BIG SPRING RANCH,
LLC (hereinafter referred to as “JSWC™); Defendant PRED SADRI, Trnstee of the Star Living
Trust (hereinafter referred to as “SADRI”); and Defendant RAY KOROGHLI (hereinafter
referred to as “KOROGHLI”) shall be limited to the total funds remaining with the Court
following the deduction of the legal costs incurted by all parties, the reasonable attorneys® fees
awarded herein to ABRISHAMI, and the previously paid reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred
and paid by JSWC, which is to be distributed to the Defendant Partners (ABRISHAMI,
KQROGHLI, and SADRY) as further described herein; AND thete shall be no deficiency
attorney fee or cost Award owed by Plaintiff to any Defendant following the distribution of the
funds held by the Court.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that ONE HUNDRED FIFTY-TWO THOUSAND
FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY-EIGHT dollats AND 83 cents ($152,528.83) is cucrenily held by
the Court to secure the instant award of attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to this Cout’s ptior
Order and the previous Interpleading of funds with the Court,

THB COURT FURTHER FINDS that the TOTAL legal cost atid fee AWARD made
herein for all Defendants relating to all charges incurred in this matter up through the date of
this Order shall be ONE HUNDRED FIFTY-TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED
TWENTY-EIGHT dollars AND 83 cents ($152,528.83) divided between the Defendants as
more fully described below.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that following the deduction of reasonable attorneys’

fees and costs for ABRISHAMI, ISWC, SADRI, and KOROGHLI: the funds held by the Court

2
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shall be fully depleted and there shall be NO additional funds remaining with the Court to be
distributed to Plaintiff GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that TWOQ HUNDRED SIXTY-THREE Dollars and
03 Cents ($263.03) is the amount of reasonable costs actually expended by ABRISHAMI in
connection with this matter as noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements submitted
by ABRISHAMI.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that following the deduction of the ABRISHAMI
reasonable cost award, ONE HUNDRED FIFTY-TWOQO THOUSAND TWO HUNDRED
SIZATY-FIVE dollars AND 80 cents ($152,265.80) remains to be divided among the

Defendants as described herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that FIVE HUNDRED THIRTY-TWO Dollars and 91
Cents ($532.91) is the amount of reasonable costs actually expended by KOROGHLI in
connection with this matter as noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Disbursements submited
by KOROGHLI,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that following the deduction of the KOROGHLI
reasonable cost award, ONE HUNDRED FIFTY-ONE THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED
THIRTY-TWO dollars AND 89 cents ($151,732.89) remains to be divided among the

Defendants as described herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that TWQ THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED SIXTY-
FOUR Dollars and 65 Cents ($2,164.65) is the amount of reasonable costs actually expended by
JSWC and SADRI in cornection with this matter as noted in the Memorandum of Costs and
Disbursements submitted by JSWC and SADRI,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that following the deduction of the JSWC and
SADRI reasonable cost award, ONE HUNDRED FORTY-NINE THOUSAND FIVE

/{7
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HUNDRED SIXTY-EIGHT dollars AND 24 cents ($149,568.24) remains to be divided

among the Defendants as described herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that ABRISHAMI shall be limited to an Award of
$7,000.00 in reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred via his Nevada counsel.,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that $7,000,00 is the reasonable and actual attorneys’
fees incurred by ABRISHAMI via his Nevada-licensed counsel in defending this matter. In
making this finding the Court has considered: (1) the qualities of ABRISHAMI’s counsel, their
ability, training, education, professional standing, and skill; (2) the character of the work
petformed including its difficulty, its intricacy, its importance, time, and skill required, the
responsibility imposed and the prominence and character of the parties to this action where they
affect the importance of the litigation; (3) the work actually.performed by ABRISHAMI's
counsel including the skill, time, and attention given to the work; and (4) the result obtained and
the benefits derived therefrom and has determined that the fee awarded is reasonable and
appropriate under the circumstances and facts of this case.

THE COURT FURTHER PINDS that following the deduction of the ABRISHAMT
reasonable attorneys’ fee Award, ONE HUNDRED FORTY-TWO THOUSAND FIVE
HUNDRED SIXTY-EIGHT dollars AND 24 cents ($142,568.24) remains to be divided
among the Defendants as described herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the Defendant Partners (ABRISHAMI,
KOROGHLI, and SADRI) are entitled to reimbursement of the $14,000.00 previously paid fo
Watson Rounds by JSWC as follows:

a. $4,760.00 (representing 34% of $14,000.00) to SADRL
b. $4,760.00 (representing 34% of $l4,00'0.00) to KOROGHLL

c. $4,480.00 (representing 32% of $14,000.00) to ABRISHAMI.

11
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that $14,000.00 paid by ISWC for the benefit of the
Defendant Partners (ABRISHAMI, KOROGHLYI, and SADRY) is a pottion of the reasonable
and actual attorneys’ fees incurred by Defendant Pariners (ABRISHAMI, KOROGHLI, and
SADRI) in defending this matter. In making this finding the Court has considered: (1) the
qualities of Defendant Partners’ (ABRISHAMI, KOROGHLI, and SADRI) counsel, their
ability, fraiving, education, professional standing, and skill; (2) the character of the work
performed including its difficulty, its intricacy, its importance, time, and skill required, the
responsibility imposed and the prominence and character of the parties to this action where they
affect the importance of the ltigation; (3) the werk actually performed by Defendant Partners’
(ABRISHAMI, KOROGHLI, and SADRI) counsel including the skill, time, and attention given
to the work; and {4) the result obtained and the benefits derived thersfrom; and has determined
that the fee awarded is yeasonable and appropriate under the circumstances and facts of this
case,

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that following the deduction of the above described
portion of Defendant Partners’ (ABRISHAMI, KOROGHLYI, and SADRI) reasonable attotneys’
fee Award, ONE HUNDRED TWENTY-EIGHT THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED SIXTY-
EIGHT dollars AND 24 cents ($128,568.24) remains to be divided among the Defendants as
described herein.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that remaining ONE HUNDRED TWENTY-EIGHT
THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED SIXTY-EIGHT dollats AND 24 cents ($128,568.24) held by
the Court shall be pro-rated between the reasonable attorneys® fees incurred by KOROGHLI
and the reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred collectively by JISWC & SADRI such that
KOROGHLI shall be entitled ta 29.72% of the remaining funds held by the Court and ISWC &

SADRI shall be entitled to 70.29% of the remaining funds held by the Couit.
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THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that KOROGHLI shatl be limited to a reasonable
attorney fee Award of THIRTY-ERIGHT THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED NINETY-FIVE
dollars AND 74 cents ($38,195.74),

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the $38,195.74 attorney fee Award to
KOROGHLI is a portion of the reasonable and actual attorneys’ fees incurred by KOROGHLI
in defending this matter. In making this finding the Court has considered; (1) the qualities of
KOROGHLI’s counsel, their ability, training, education, professional standing, and skill; (2) the
chatacter of the work performed including its difficulty, its intricacy, its importance, time, and
skill requited, the responsibility imposed and the prominence and character of the parties to this
action where they affect the importance of the litigation; (3) the work actually performed by
KORQGHLY's counsel including the skill, time, and attention given to the work; and (4) the
result obtained and the benefits derived therefrom; and has determined that the fee awarded is
reasonable and appropriate under the circumstances and facts of this case.

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that JSWC and SADRI shall be limited to a
reasonable atforney fee Award of NINETY THOUSAND THREE HUNDRED SEVENTY-
TWO dollars AND 50 cents ($90,372.50),

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that the $90,372.50 attorney fee Award to JSWC and
SADRI is a portion of the reasonable and actual attorneys’ fees incurred by JSWC and SADRI
in defending this matter. In making this finding the Court has considered: (1) the qualities of
JSWC and SADRT’s counsel, their ability, training, education, professional standing, and skill;
(2) the character of the work performed including its difficulty, its intricacy, ifs importance,
time, and skill required, the responsibility imposed and the prominence and character of the
parties to this action where they affect the importance of the litigation; (3) the work actually

performed by JSWC and SADRI’s counsel including the skill, time, and attention given to the
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{|€1968), ISWC and SADRI are entitled to an.attorney fee award of NINETY THOUSAND

work; and (4) the result obtained and the benefits derived therefrom; and has determined that
the fee awauded is reasonable and appropriate under the circumstances and facts of this case.

IT IS THEREFORE HEREBY ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED that all
Defendants are entitled to legal fees and costs in the amounts allowed by this Court and limited
to the funds held by the Court to support the instant Award of attorneys’ fees and costs such that
no deficiency amount shall remain owing or due by Plaintiff to any Defendant in this matter,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the instant Award of
attotneys’ fees and costs is supported by the above findings and the findings and prior Order of
this Court DISMISSING Plaintiff’'s Complaint and Providing for the Awarding Attorneys’ Pees
and Costs to Defendants.

JSWC and SADRI Cost and Fee Award Order

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based on the above

findings and pursuant to Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31,33

THREE ﬁUNDRED SEVENTY-TWO doliars AND 50 cents ($90,372.50).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based upon the
above findings, JSWC and SADRI are entitled to cost award of TWO THOUSAND ONE
HOUNDRED SIXTY-FOUR Dollars and 65 Cents ($2,164.65).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED that based on the above
findings and pursuant to Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33
(1969), SADRI is entitled to recover an attorney fee award of FOUR THOUSAND SEVEN
HUNDRED SIXTY Dollars and NO Cents ($4,760.00); representing 34% of $14,000.00 in
reasonable attorneys’ fees previously paid by JSWC and awarded herein to ISWC,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the above Ordered

cost and attorney fee award to Defendants JISWC and SADRI shall be paid from the ONE
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HUNDRED FIFTY-TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY-EIGHT Dollars and &3
Cents ($152,528.83) currently held by the Court and shall be disbursed as follows:
1, NINETY-TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED THIRTY-SEVEN Dollars and 15
Cents ($92,537.15) shall be made payable by the Court directly to the Law Offices

of Watson Rounds; and

2. IFOUR THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED SIXTY Dollars and NO Cents

($4,760.00) shall be made payable by the Court directly to FRED SADRI.

ABRISHAMI Cost and Fee Award Order

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED that based on the above
findings and pursuant o Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33
(1969), ABRISHAMI is entitled fo an-attorney fee award-of SEVEN THOUSAND Dollars
AND NO Cents ($7,000.00).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based upon the
above findings, ABRISHAMI is entitled to cost award of TWO HUNDRED SIXTY-THREE
Dollars and 03 Cents ($263.03).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based on the above
findings and pursuant to Brunzgell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev, 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33
(1969), ABRISHAMI is entitled to recover an attorney fee award of FOUR THOUSAND
FOUR HUNDRED EIGHTY Dollars and NO Cents ($4,480.00); representing 32% of
$14,000.00 in reasonable attorneys’ fees previously paid by JSWC and awarded herein to
JISWC.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED that the above Ordered
cost and attorney fee awatd to ABRISHAMI shall be paid from the ONE HUNDRED FIFTY -
TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWENTY-EIGHT Dollars and 83 Cents ($152,528.83)

enrrently held by the Court and shall be disbursed as follows:

8
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1. ELEVEN THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED FORTY-THREE Dollars and 03 Cents

($11,743.03) shall be made payable by the Court directly to ELIAS ABRISHAMI.

EKOROGHLI Cost and Fee Award Order

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based on the above
findings and pursuant to Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat, Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33
(1969), KOROGHLI is entitled to an attorney fee award of THIRTY-EIGHT THOUSAND
ONE HUNDRED NINETY-FIVE dollars AND 74 cents ($38,195.74).

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that based upon the
above findings, KOROGHLI is entitled to cost award of FIVR HUNDRED THIRTY-TWQ
Dollars and 91 Cents ($532.91),

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED,-AND DECREED that based on the above
findings and pursuant to Brunzell v. Golden Gate Nat. Bank, 85 Nev. 345, 349, 455 P.2d 31, 33
(1969), KOROGHLI is entitled to recover an attorney fee award of FOUR THOUSAND
SEVEN HUNDRED SIXTY Dollars and NO Cents ($4,760.00); representing 34% of
$14,000.00 in reasonable attorneys® fees previously paid by JSWC and awarded herein to
JISWC.

IT IS RURTHER ORDERED, ADIUDGED, AND DECREED that the above Ordered
cost and attorey fee award to KOROGHLI shall be paid from the ONE HUNDRED FIFTY-
TWO THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWENT Y-EIGHT Dollars and 83 Cents ($152,528.83)
currently held by the Coutt and shall be disbursed as follows:

1. FORTY-THREE THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED RIGHTY-EIGHT Pollars and 65

Cents ($43,488.65) shall be made payable by the Coust directly to RAY
KOROGHLI,

117
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% NINETY:TWQ THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED THIRTY-SEVEN Dellars and 15
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Mot
Eliag Abrishami, individually, Defendant
Appeacing In proper person

Submitted by :
WATSON ROUNDS

Ryan BE. Johnson, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 9070

10000 West Charleston Blvdl., Suite 240
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Attorney for Defendants

JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY,
LLC, and FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF
STAR LIVING TRUST
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Elias Abrishami, individually, Defendant
Appearing in proper person

Submitted by :
WATSON ROUNDS

SPRING WATER COMPANY,
LLC, and FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF
STAR LIVING TRUST
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Motion to Dismiss Case No. 090C005791B and Vacate
Default Judgments of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46

To The Honorable Judge James T. Russell,

Your Honor,

My name is Gholam Reza Zandian Jazi (Reza Zandian). I am residing in France
and Iran. In the 1990's, I formed a storage software company called Optima Technology
Corporation (“OTC”) that was based in Irvine, California. Between November 2002 and
March 2007, I was in the real-estate development business and bought some vacant lands
throughout northern Nevada for my investors. Like many others in the real-estate

industry, I was hit hard when the market crashed in 2007-2008.

In August 2011, I moved to Paris, France, and a few months later my wife and
two children joined me. My family and I live at 6 Rue Eduoard Fournier, Paris, France, a
home I originally purchased in 1989. Since 2011, all of my taxes and utility bills are paid
in France. The proper venue and jurisdiction for any case against me is Pontoise, France.
Examinations of my passport and French Residency Card, in Exhibit A, reveal that
between the dates August 2011 and March 8, 2014, I only traveled to the United States on
two occasions, each lasting less than 10 days. In addition being domiciled in France, I

frequently visit my ailing, 85-year old mother who resides in Tehran, Iran.

I am writing this letter to inform you that the three default judgments you issued
against me and my revoked company, Optima Technology Corporation (OTC), were
obtained fraudulently by individuals that have a history of engaging in frivolous lawsuits
aimed at extortion. The Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, and his accomplice Robert Adams, have
a well-documented history of threatening, blackmailing, and suing large companies, like
NASA, Universal Avionics Systems Corporation, Roxio, and Network Solutions, with
baseless claims of patent infringement [Exhibit J, “COMPLAINT”]. Likewise in this
case, the Plaintiff; Jed Margolin, is attempting to extort me out of $1,495,775.74.
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1. FALSE SERVICE IN BAD FAITH.

Attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson and Rounds, knew that I, Reza Zandian, was
living at 6 RUE EDOUARD FOURNIER PARIS, FRANCE, 75116, yet knowingly
served me at false addresses in an effort to obtain illegitimate Default Judgments. As
evidenced in Exhibit A, “NOTICE OF POSTING COST BOND,” since March, 2013,
Watson and Rounds was aware of my real address. The attorneys for the Plaintiff,
Watson and Rounds, also represented the Respondents in a separate 2013 case [ appealed,
as the Appellant, to the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada (Supreme Court No.
62839). As evidenced by Exhibit A, “CIVIL PROPER PERSON TRANSCRIPT
REQUEST FORM,” and “CIVIL PROPER PERSON APPEAL STATEMENT,”
attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson and Rounds, were aware of my French address since
April 5™ 2013. Due to my absence and an incompetent defense in this Appeal, Watson
and Rounds shared in $90,372.50 of income that taken from me [Exhibit Z]. This
emboldened Watson and Rounds with greed and motivated them to pursue additional
opportunistic actions against me. For this reason, it is suspected that the attorneys for the
Plaintiff are working for contingency. Furthermore, throughout this appeal process, The
Supreme Court of Nevada sent several letters directly to my house at 6 RUE EDUOARD
FOURNIER, PARIS, FRANCE, 75116, [Exhibit A]. Attorneys for the Plaintiff, Watson
and Rounds, knew of my real address through direct legal communications and Supreme
Court documents, yet acted in bad faith by serving me at: 8401 BONITA DOWNS
ROAD, FAIR OAKS, CA, 95628. I, Reza Zandian, have never been to, lived at, or
maintained any association with, this alleged Fair Oaks, California address; the same
holds true for my former company, Optima Technology Corporation (OTC). Watson
and Rounds, knew of my authentic address in Paris, France, yet chose to serve me
through obscure publications in Las Vegas, Nevada and San Diego, California, in an
effort to receive a favorable outcome for the Plaintiff, despite knowing that the proper

jurisdiction and venue is in France.

I find it very troubling that the Plaintiff’s attorney, Watson and Rounds, not only
knowingly served me at an incorrect address, but that they also illegitimately requested a

Debtor’s Examination against me, with the sole intent of hoping to hold me in contempt

2
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of court. From my understanding, A Debtor’s Examination can only be applied to an
individual that resides within the local jurisdiction of the Carson City Court. The
attorneys for the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, knew that I was not a resident of Nevada, and
thereby was ineligible for consideration of a Debtor’s Examination. Furthermore, Watson
and Rounds was also fully cognizant of the fact that I was residing in either France or
Iran, and would not be able to make an appearance in a timely manner, yet still attempted
to pursue this matter with a detrimental intention. I find it highly conspicuous that the
attorneys for the Plaintiff have, on several occasions, acted in bad faith with respect to

cases against me.
2. INABILITY TO RECEIVE CRITICAL DOCUMENTS.

Your Honor, as I mentioned in my Affidavit, I did not receive critical documents
relating to this case, which included: pleadings, orders, discovery, default, or judgment
notices relating to this case. I also never received any Notice of Withdrawal from my
attorney John Peter Lee. Prior to moving to France, I lived at 8775 COSTA VERDE
BLVD, San Diego, California, an apartment complex with hundreds of apartment units.
At this complex, I had lived in apartments 1416, 416, 501, and lastly 217. In 2010, I
obtained a post office mailbox: PO BOX 927674, in San Diego, California as preparation
for my imminent move to Paris, France. All mail from my last apartment (Apt. 217) at
8775 Costa Verde Blvd, was forwarded to my P.O. Mailbox. I notified the US Postal
Services of San Diego, The Nevada Secretary of State, Lyon County, Churchill County,
Elko County, Washoe County, and Wells Fargo to forward all of my mail from 8775
Costa Verde Blvd, Apt. 217 to PO BOX 927674. My use of this post office mailbox is
chronologically documented through checks I issued through Wells Fargo on September
14, 2010 [Exhibit B] and December 1, 2010 [Exhibit B], as well letters from both the
California Secretary of State dated on February 2, 2011 [Exhibit B] and the IRS dated
September 12, 2011 [Exhibit B]. My oldest, and only son residing in the United States,
would intermittently travel to San Diego and collect any mail I had received at this
mailbox. On one of my son’s trips to San Diego in October 10, 2013, he informed me via
email that the mailbox had expired and been closed since April 22" 2013 [Exhibit B].
My son renewed the mailbox on this visit in October. But this unfortunately meant I was

3
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unable to receive any mail at this mailbox for the six-month period of April 22, 2013 to

October 10, 2013.

3. TRUE IDENTITY AND MOTIVE OF PLAINTIFF, JED MARGOLIN.

I have never seen or met the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin. The only connection I have to this
man is through Robert Adams, a former, rogue employee of mine that worked for OTC in
1990-1995 and 2001-2005. Shortly after Robert Adams returned to OTC, in 2002, he
tried to overtake control of my company and damage my reputation through a series of
libelous, slanderous, and malicious press releases he published during 2004 and 2005.
Robert Adams also attempted to embezzle me through forgery of my signature. In the
2006 case of EMFACO S.A. and Reza Zandian vs. Robert Adams (Case No.:
06CCO08517), represented by Carl J. Pentis Esq. of Wildish and Nialis, I sued Robert
Adams for defamation and damages and received a $13,101,000 judgment against Robert
Adams, a true original certified copy of which is hereby attached [Exhibit C]. The
judgment included interest payments and explicitly prohibited Robert Adams from ever,
directly or indirectly, using Optima’s name, products, or software [Exhibit C page 4,
Judgment 04CC11008, Page 2-3]. More importantly, the judgment called for,

“[A] Permanent injunction against Robert Adams and his agents, servants,
employees, and all persons acting under, in concert with, or for him.” [Exhibit C
page 4, Judgment 04CC11008, Page 3, Lines 18-19]

Simply put Your Honor, Robert Adams is using the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, as a fagade to
evade the $13,101,000 judgment against him. The Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, is an agent of
Robert Adams, the ex-rouge employee, fugitive, and conman, against whom we have
secured a $13,101,000 judgment. The Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, is trying to fraudulently
obtain default judgments against me to avenge his friend and partner Robert Adams. The
following is strong empirical evidence that the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, and Robert

Adams are co-conspirators with indisputable ties one another:
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I. Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, uses two variations of the same address on all of his
documents and on the letterheads of Optima Technology (My company):

a) 1981 Empire Road, Reno, Nevada, 89521-7430

b) 1981 Empire Road, VC Highlands, Nevada, 89521-7430

The following are references in which Jed Margolin uses this Reno address:
i) August 5, 2008 letter from Jed Margolin to NASA Headquarters. [Exhibit I]
i) November 5, 2009 letter from Jed Margolin to NASA Headquarters. [Exhibit I}

II. Robert Adams also uses the same exact address as Jed Margolin on all of his
documents and on the letterheads of Optima Technology (My company):

a) 1981 Empire Road, Reno, Nevada, 89521-7430

b) 1981 Empire Road, VC Highlands, Nevada, 89521-7430

The following are references in which Robert Adams uses this Reno address:

i) August 1, 2008 Letter by Robert Adams to NASA Headquarters.  [Exhibit I]
i1) Certified Mail sent from NASA to Robert Adams. [Exhibit H]
iii) August 1, 2007 Letter from Robert Adams to Ionatron, Inc. [Exhibit H]

“1981 Empire Road, Reno, NV, 89521” is the only address that Udall Law Firm
(previously unpaid attorneys for Margolin and Adams), NASA, and Reza Zandian have
been able to identify for the Robert Adams. It is believed that Robert Adams is seeking
asylum with help of his alias Jed Margolin in Reno, Nevada. That is why the two men
share one home as the headquarters of a company that uses the “Optima” name, contrary

to the injunction order.

HI. Complaints by Universal Avionics Systems against Jed Margolin revealed that Jed
Margolin appointed Robert Adams as his ‘agent’ and granted him Durable Power of
Attorney (“DPA™) to act as his Attorney-in-fact on behalf of my company. [Exhibit E]

IV. On or about 2008, Robert Adams and Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, together formed
Optima Technology Group (“OTG”), a fictitious business entity in the Cayman Islands.
This took place after Robert Adams had already received a $13,101,000 judgment against
him in 2006 and was precluded from any association with “Optima” per court ruling,
[Exhibit C page 4, Judgment 04CC11008, Page 2-3]. Inter-State Investigative Services
found that “the Cayman Islands address of Optima Technology Group Inc., (“OTG”)

does not belong to OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY and that there is no telephone number
o]
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associated with the address,” [Exhibit L, PLAINTIFF’S MOTION TO EXTEND TIME
TO SECURE SERVICE OF PROCESS UPON DEFENDANT ROBERT ADAMS”].

V. Robert Adams describes Jed Margolin as an employee, and as his “Chief Scientist” of

Optima Technology Group.

VI. Documents and emails from the October, 2004 case of Optima Technology Corp
(OTC) vs. Roxio Inc. indicate that Jed Margolin was a consultant and/or employee of
Robert Adams, and hence indirectly a former employee of OTC. [Exhibit M]

VILI. On November 7, 2008, Udall Law Firm, L.L.P filed a case against Jed Margolin
and Robert Adams for unpaid legal fees of $46,446.10. Edward Moomjian, representing
Plaintiff Udall, expressed great frustration with the inability to locate the whereabouts of
Robert Adams [Exhibit L, “PLAINTIFF MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO SECURE
SERVICE OF PROCESS ON ROBERT ADAMS”]:

“Plaintiff has made diligent attempts to secure service of process upon Defendant
Robert Adams, but those attempts have been unsuccessful because Robert Adams
is avoiding service, intentionally refuses to provide his location information
necessary to serve process upon him, and intentionally refuses to sign a waiver of

service which was electronically delivered to him.”

“Jed Margolin provided to the Plaintiff a Cayman Islands address where the
headquarters of Optima Technology is allegedly located and another potential
address for Defendant Robert Adams: 474 White Cap Lane, Newport Coast, CA,
92657.”

All of these addresses turned out to be erroneous. Jed Margolin deliberately provided
incorrect information to conceal the true location and whereabouts of Robert Adams. In
Exhibit L, “AFFADAVIT OF PROPRIETY OF SERVICE OF PUBLICATION,”
Edward Moomjian II, of Udall Law firm, explains that despite having a team of private
investigators, and a list of over 10 suspected addresses, homes, and PO boxes, his firm
was unable to locate Robert Adams, who was deliberately avoiding service to avoid

paying $46,446.10.
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VII. Robert Adams issued false, libelous, slanderous and press releases and emails
claiming that the “Special Agents with U.S Homeland security have offered a reward for
Mr. Zandian,” [Exhibit Q]. Robert Adams signs these press releases as a “loyal
concerned citizen,” [Exhibit, Q]. The language of Robert Adams’ fabricated press 2004-
2005 releases and emails bare a striking resemblance to Jed Margolin’s Voluntary
Statement issued on February 6, 2008 [Exhibit R]. Margolin regurgitates the same false
information claiming his “attorneys have been in contact with the FBI,” [Exhibit]. Like
Robert Adams, Jed Margolin also signs these a “concerned that Mr. Zandian may be up
to some mischief in our County,” [Exhibit R]. It does not take much ingenuity to draw
parallels between the writing styles, structure, and content shared between Adams and
Margolin. It is clear that Robert Adams and Jed Margolin work together, with an interest

igned in destroying Reza Zandian’s reputation.

IX. Jed Margolin also uses Robert Adams’ and OTC’s former Irvine, California address
of 2222 Michelson Drive, Suite 1830, interchangeably with his own. [Exhibit H]

4. PATENTS-IN-SUIT BY PLAINTIFF ARE FRAUDULENT AND INVALID.

These patents-in-suit are illegitimate, invalid, and fraudulently back-dated by Jed
Margolin, who is described by Universal Avionics Systems as a “patent troll,” [Exhibit J,
[COMPLAINT”], and Robert Adams, whose girlfriend was working at the US Patent and
Trademark Office (UTSPO). Documents signed by Jed Margolin and Robert Adams
clearly show that the patents in question were assigned to Optima Technology Inc., of
Irvine, California on July 20, 2004, [Exhibit E].Then at some point between September
21, 2007 and October 5, 2007, Margolin created a Patent Assignment which he
“knowingly and fraudulently back-dated to July 20, 2004,” whereby he attempted to
assign the entire right, title and interest in the ‘073 and ‘724 patents to Optima
Technology Group Inc., a Delaware Corporation, [Exhibit E, Exhibit J]. Then later on a
motion filed by Jed Margolin in December 11, 2009, he declares that in July 2004, he
granted these patents-in-suit to Optima Technology Group (“OTG”), a Cayman Islands
Corporation, [Exhibit F|.

Optima Technology Corporation (OTC) was an Irvine, California based company

founded by Reza Zandian in January 1990, which specialized in creating software storage
/
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for Apple Computers. Reza Zandian, the founder, owner, sole director, and sole voting
shareholder of Optima Technology Corporation (OTC), retained his ownership in OTC
until June 1997 then transferred the ownership to EMFACO, S.A. a Swiss Corporation.

In January of 1993, Reza Zandian was at the center of a highly publicized case in
which the Federal Government accused him and his associate Charles Reger of illegally
exporting high-powered IBM computers to Iran. On July 7, 1993 however, U.S. District
Judge Edward Rafeedie threw out the case and dismissed all charges against Reza

Zandian and Charles Reger.
Excerpt From Exhibit P, a Los Angeles times article:

“In granting the defense motion, Rafeedie called the remaining counts a
"desperate attempt” by the government to salvage its case. Reger said the judge
"basically said this is crap. That's what it boils down to." Los Angeles attorney
Alan Rubin, who represented Reger, said Rafeedie's decision "took a lot of

courage.”

In 2002, Robert Adams was nominated as the CEO of Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC) of California to help revitalize the company. It was realized shortly
after that Robert Adams was indeed a conman. Contrary to his fiduciary duties however,
Adams tried to overtake control and ownership of the company. In 2004 and 2005,
Adams issued a series of misleading, libelous, and slanderous press releases suggesting
that the FBI was looking for Reza Zandian who was a ‘terrorist’; Adams also made
reference to the dismissed 1993 Export Case against Zandian, in a desperate effort to

misconstrue reality and falsely damage Zandian’s reputation and credibility.

In wake of Robert Adams behavior, Reza Zandian incorporated Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC) in Nevada in 2004, and was determined to take legal action against
his deviant employee. During the legal proceedings that followed, it was revealed that in
2004, without Mr. Zandian’s consent or authorization, Robert Adams had licensed OTC’s
software to a company by the name of Soft 77 L.L.C for $225,000. In the 2006 case of
EMFACO S.A. and Reza Zandian vs. Robert Adams (Case No.: 06CC08517),

represented by Carl J. Pentis Esq. of Wildish and Nialis, Reza Zandian received a
8
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$13,101,000 judgment against Robert Adams [Exhibit C]. The judgment included
interest payments and explicitly prohibited Robert Adams from ever directly or indirectly
using Optima’s name, products, or software. It is important to note that a few weeks
before the judgment was issued against Robert Adams, Robert Adams emailed Reza
Zandian’s attorney, Carl Pentis, with a settlement offer. In this offer, he agreed to return
all assets, licenses from “Optima Technology Corporation (“Optima”), a Delaware
corporation, having a perpetual place of business located at Irvine, California,” [Exhibit
C]. The settle offer was declined, but by Robert Adams’ own admission, Optima
Technology Corporation (OTC) of Irvine, California and Optima Technology Inc., of
Delaware are in fact the same entity. With a $13,101,000 judgment against him, Robert
Adams fled and was not heard from until 2007.

In 2007 Reza Zandian received a call from Scott. J. Bornstein of Greenberg
Traurig LLP, New York, informing him that Robert Adams of Optima Technology was
suing Arizona-based Universal Avionics for patent infringement claiming royalties and
damages. Reza Zandian informed Mr. Bornstein that he himself was the true director of
OTC, and that Robert Adams was a fraud with an outstanding judgment against him for
thirteen million dollars [Exhibit X]. Despite the conditions set forth in the judgment
against him one year earlier, Robert Adams continued to illegally associate himself with
Optima. Original documents provided by Mr. Bornstein revealed that Robert Adams had
obtained 4 patents from Jed Margolin and assigned these patents to Optima Technology
Inc on July 20™, 2004. On the legal documents concerning the assignment of these
patents, Robert Adams uses the Irvine operating address of OTC, which was 2222
Michelson, Suite 1850, Irvine, CA, 92612. Robert Adams signed this agreement as the
Attorney-in-fact for Jed Margolin; This Durable Power of Attorney was executed on July

20, 2004 in California.

In an effort to circumvent the judgment against him and continue illegally
operating under the “Optima” name, Robert Adams, along with his agent Jed Margolin,
created two fraudulent entities: Optima Technology Inc, in Delaware and Optima

Technology Group (OTG) in the Cayman Islands in 2008.
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Robert Adams and Jed Margolin then began a series of frivolous lawsuits against
large, established companies like NASA, Universal Avionics Systems, and Roxio, and
threatened and blackmailed Honeywell, Garmin, and Rapid Imaging Software, claiming
patent infringement. In his correspondences with these companies, Robert Adams
fraudulently calls himself “Dr. Robert Adams” to create the illusion of credibility,
despite the fact that he is not a medical doctor, chiropractor, and lacks any doctorate
degree (Ph.D). Robert Adams characterizes his agent, Jed Margolin, as an employee and
the “Chief Scientist” of Optima Technology Group (OTG). Their intent is simply to
blackmail, threaten, and extort large companies and seek illegitimate pecuniary

settlements.

Email from Robert Adams and Jed Margolin to Mike Abernethy, of Rapid Imagine
Software Inc. (RIS) illustrate how Adams and Margolin engage in threats, blackmail and
baseless patents lawsuits. Mr. Abernethy describes OTG as “patent trolls” [Exhibit N| in

a November 25, 2008 email, and goes on to state in an October 03, 2008 email that:

“Last week I received an email from Optima Technology Group threatening to
destroy our relationships with customers and sue us if we don’t license their

technologies.” - Mike Abernethy, [Exhibit N]

“In 1999 the patent office issues a patent to a former Atari employee named
Margolin for a Synthetic Environment for Remotely Piloted Vehicle. He had
evidently applied for it in 1996. Shortly thereafter he beings to complain to NASA
that they and RIS infringed upon his patent presumably by flying a system 2 years
before he received his patent. Is this a joke?” - Mike Abernethy, [Exhibit N]

“These patents are defective because the invention is both obvious and non-novel
as evidenced by numerous printed published works. Ironically, they claim patent
on work already published by NASA over a decade earlier.” - Mike Abernethy,
[Exhibit NJ]

“In other words, OTG is attempting to force NASA to pay for a patent
infringement on something that NASA in fact invented and published more than a

decade prior to the patent filing.” - Mike Abemethy, [Exhibit N]
10

1719



NASA’s Intellectual Property Counsel, Edward K. Fein characterizes that Margolin and
Adams are:

“They are aware of the likelihood that the patent is invalid, based on prior art,
much of which has been furnished by Mike Abernethy, but still want an analysis
of potential infringement.” [Exhibit N]

Like NASA, Universal Avionics Systems hired a strong defense team and was fully
vindicated of all charges. In Case No. CV-00588-RC, Universal Avionics Systems
Corporation filed a complaint vs. Optima Technology Group, Inc. (OTG), Optima
Technology Corporation (OTC), and Jed Margolin. The complaint by Universal

Avionics Systems complaint states:

“In simple terms, Defendants OTG, its President and CEO Robert Adams
(“Adams”), and Margolin, made repeated and baseless threats to Universal
regarding several patents purportedly owned by OTG.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND
AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 1]

“Upon information and belief, at some point between September 21, 2007 and
October 5, 2007, Margolin created a Patent Assignment which he knowingly and
fraudulently back-dated to July 20, 2004, whereby he attempted to assign the
entire right, title and interest in the ‘073 and ‘724 patents to OTG.” [Exhibit J,
“SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 8]

“Upon information and belief, on or about July 20, 2004, Margolin executed a
Durable Power of Attorney, whereby he appointed “Optima Technology Inc. —
Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent with the “Powers to manage, dispose of, sell
and convey” various issued patents, including the ‘074 and ‘724 patents. The
Durable Power of Attorney was directed to the registered address for OTC.”
[Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 3]

11
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“On or about July 16, 2007, Adams began to issue not-so-subtle threats against
Universal, suggesting that OTG would grant a license under the Patents-in-Suit to
Honeywell — so that Honeywell could sue Universal — should Universal decline

OTG’s offer.” — [Exhibit J, “COMPLAINT,” Page 5]

“Universal was represented at the Tucson Meeting by several members of senior
management, along with its outside legal counsel. Adams was the sole
representative for OTG and gave the impression that he was acting on behalf of

both OTG and Margolin.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT”]

“At the Tucson Meeting, Adams also (mis)represented that Optima had been
involved in a number of successful patent infringement lawsuits past. By
implication, he suggested that if Universal failed to settle on terms acceptable to
the Defendants, it would be the next litigation target.” [Exhibit J,
“COMPLAINT,” Page 6]

“Adams, OTG’s current president and CEO, was a paid employee of Defendant
OTC from 1990-1995 and its unpaid CEO from 2001 to 2005. The Durable
Power of Attorney that Margolin executed on July 20, 2004 whereby he appointed
“Optima Technology Inc. — Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent, was entered into
during Adams’ tenure as OTC’s CEO. Additionally, the Durable Power of
Attorney provided the following address for Optima Technology Inc: 2222
Michelson, Suite 1830, Irvine, California, 92612 — the registered address for
Defendant OTC.” [Exhibit J, “SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT,” Page 7]

“Mercury advised that Optima, through Dr. Adams, had been threatening Mercury
for many months in an attempt to convince Mercury to enter into a license
agreement under the Optima Intellectual Property. Adams was characterized as a
‘snake oil salesman’ and his behavior was characterized as ‘bizarre.” [Exhibit J,

“COMPLAINT,” Page 8]

“There is a dispute as to the ownership of the ‘073 and ‘724 patents, as both
Defendant Optima Technology Corporation (“OTC”) and Optima Technology

Group, Inc., (“OTG)” have claimed ownership. Both OTG and OTC appear to
12
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base their respective ownership claims, at least in part, upon a Durable Power of
Attorney (the “DPA”) that Margolin signed, whereby he appointed “Optima
Technology Inc. — Robert Adams, CEO” as his agent with the “powers to
manage, dispose off, sell and convey” various issued patents, including the patent
in suit. Importantly, Adams ~OTG’s current CEO — was OTC’s CEO at the time
the DPA allegedly was executed and the DPA was directed to the registered
address of OTC — not OTG. Although the Court previously granted default
judgment in connection with OTG’s ownership claims of the patent-in-suit
against OTC, the issue of ownership still remains in this case. If OTG’s
assertions were correct, that the default judgment against OTC precluded
Universal from arguing that OTG lacks right, title, and interest in the patents-in-
suit, by the same logic, OTG should be precluded from asserting infringement
and validity of the patent’s based upon the Court’s entry of default judgment in
favor of Universal against OTC to that same effect. In short, OTG continues to
misinterpret the Court’s recent orders relating to the default judgment in an

apparent effort to deprive Universal of its rightful defenses in this action.”

[Exhibit J, “JOINT RULE 26(f),” Page 11]

“To further confound the matter of ownership, however, Margolin, the alleged
inventor of the patented technology, by his own belated admission, back-dated a
purported “Patent Assignment” to Optima (OTG) by more than three years in an
apparent attempt to create the appearance that the patents-in-suit were properly
transferred to Optima. Margolin had ‘fraudulently’ back-dated the assignment of
the patents-in-suit to Optima.” [Exhibit J, “JOINT RULE 26(f),” Page 12]

In May 2009, Robert Adams’ previous law firm, Udall, Law Firm, L.L.P,

received a default judgment against Adams, that ordered that Optima Technology Group,
Inc., (“OTG”) and Robert Adams to pay $46,446.10 plus pre-judgment interest at a rate
of 10% from July 18, 2008.” [Exhibit L, “DEFAULT JUDGMENT AGAINST

ADAMS”]

During the Arizona-based Case of Universal Avionics Systems vs. Optima

Technology Group, Inc., (Jed Margolin & Robert Adams), Reza Zandian’s attorney John

13
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Peter Lee of Las Vegas, Nevada maintained clear communications with Greenberg

Traurig, LLP, the attorneys for Universal Avionics Systems Corporation.

On January 4%, 2008, John Peter Lee emailed Scott J. Bornstein informing him:

“I have conferred with our client, Reza Zandian, in control of Optima Technology
Corporation (OTC), also designated as Optima Technology, Inc., and have
advised him concerning your reaction to our being dismissed from the captioned
litigation. Mr. Zandian is not interested in granting Universal a free license;
neither does he wish to enmesh Optima in what promises to be a complex and

unproductive Arizona litigation.

Optima Technology Corporation (Optima Technology, Inc.) was originally
formed in the State of California and has had no business ties to the State of
Arizona. The Complaint alleges, however, that Optima, through Robert Adams,
committed wrongful acts in Arizona. However, the Complaint and the attached
documentation to the Complaint indicates that the wrongful acts were attributable
to Optima Technology Group, a non-existent entity. Although Robert Adams was
at one time an officer of Optima, he was removed from this position in October of
2006, and has had no relationship with Optima during the time span referred by
you in your Complaint encompassing July, 2007 to November, 2007. In fact,
Optima has a judgment against Adams, a copy of which, we understand you
already have. Adams, although he may have represented Optima before October,
2006 has had absolutely no contact with Optima since that time, and certainly was

not authorized to harass Universal in Arizona or any place else.

We are troubled with the allegations of the Complaint, which apparently have
been framed to give personal jurisdiction in the Arizona courts over Optima.
However, as already stated, there is no support for the jurisdictional allegations

attempting to tie Optima to Arizona.

Optima cannot afford financially or legally to become involved in the Arizona

litigation. The Complaint as drafted is a quagmire with too many traps, which
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could mesh Optima in an extremely costly and non-productive litigation over

issues with simply don’t belong in the Arizona courts.

We request, since you are on notice of the true facts in this case, that you dismiss
Optima Technology Corporation from the Complaint and Optima gives you notice
pursuant to FRCP 11 that this process should be done immediately...we intend no

further proceedings at this point.”

-John Peter Lee, Esq. [Exhibit K]

John Peter Lee’s assertion that Optima Technology Corporation and Optima
Technology Inc., are in fact the same entity, is also shared by OTC’s tenured CPA.
Optima’s publically certified public accountant (CPA) since 1990, Mr. Bijan Akhavan,
commonly referred to Optima Technology Corporation as Optima Technology Inc. This
is demonstrated in the Employer’s Quarterly Federal Tax Return, dated September 30,
2004, [Exhibit G] and throughout various tax documents filed by Mr. Akhavan for U.S
administration [Exhibit G].

Additionally in a February 19™ 2008 email from John Peter Lee to Reza Zandian, John
Peter Lee states:

“We have determined that it would be unprofitable to appear in the Arizona action
brought by Adams, et al. Accordingly, we will not do so. We both believe that the

case will implode, and that we will deal with Bornstein to resolve the cases.”

-John Peter Lee, Esq. [Exhibit K]

Based on communications between John Peter Lee and Greenberg Traurig, it was
clear that Universal Avionics had been made aware of the fact that Reza Zandian and
Optima Technology Corporation (OTC) were the true legitimate owners of the patents in
question. In an attempt to settle with Reza Zandian, Universal Avionics Systems sent
Reza Zandian a “Patent License and Settlement Agreement, ” in which “Universal agrees
to provide Optima with cooperation and assistance in Optima’s efforts at licensing the
Optima Patents to third parties, with Optima receiving 85% and Universal receiving 15%
thereof,” [Exhibit K, “PATENT LICENSE AND SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT”].
Exhibit K, “STIPULATOIN AND ORDER OF DISMISSAL,” illustrates that Universal

15
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Avionics Systems Corporation intended to dismiss Optima Technology Corporation
(“OTC”) and it’s sole officer Reza Zandian from the Arizona Case. Furthermore, Reza
Zandian met with Derek at the offices of Greenberg Traurig, LLP, in Santa Monica,
California at 10:35AM on June 30, 2008, with the intent of making a deposition in the
Case of Universal Avionics Systems vs. Optima Technology Group, Inc., Optima
Technology Corporation, and Jed Margolin [Exhibit K]. However, Greenberg Traurig

refused to take the deposition and relevant documents from Reza Zandian.
5. ALL CLAIMS BY THE PLAINTIFF HAVE ALREADY BEEN DISMISSED IN
COURT

On September 23", 2008, United States District Judge Raner C. Collins ordered
that Case No. CV 07-588-TUC-RCC, Universal Avionics systems Corporation vs.
Optima Technology Group, Inc., et al., be closed. The motion reads:

“IT IS HEREBY ORDERED all claims and counterclaims in this action are
dismissed with prejudice and the Clerk shall CLOSE this case.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that each party shall be responsible for paying its
own attorneys’ fees and costs incurred in this action.

Dated this 23" day of September, 2008.”
-US District Judge Raner C. Collins [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]

US District Judge Raner C. Collins describes Margolin’s fraudulently backdated patents
as “invalid and unenforceable,” [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]. Judge Raner C. Collins goes on
to state that:

“Optima Technology Group’s Default Judgment resolved the issue between
Optima Technology Group and Optima Technology Corporation in the exact
same way Universal’s Default Judgment resolves the issues between Universals

and Optima Technology Corporation.”

-US District Judge Raner C. Collins [Exhibit J, “ORDER”]
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Your Honor,

Out of fairness concerning the true nature, merit, and motives of this case, I implore you
to dismiss these baseless lawsuits by the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, who simply put, is trying
to fraudulently extort me out of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46.

In Pursuit of Fairness, with Great Respect, and Deep Sincerity,

REZA ZANDIAN
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Your Honor,

Out of fairness concerning the true nature, merit, and motives of this case, I implore you
to dismiss these baseless lawsuits by the Plaintiff, Jed Margolin, who simply put, is trying
to fraudulently extort me out of $1,495,775.74 and $1,286,552.46.

In Pursuit of Fairness, with Great Respect, and Deep Sincerity,

=
REZA ZANDIAN
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foregoing NOTICE OF POSTING COST BOND, upon the appropriate parties hereto, by enclosing
itin a sealed envelope, deposited in the United States mail, upon which first class postage was fully
prepaid addressed to:
Stanley W. Parry

100 North City Parkway, Ste. 1750
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

P:©. Box 10476
Beverly Hills, California 90213

Ryan E. Johnson, Esq.

Watson & Rounds

10000 W. Charleston Blvd. Ste. 240
Las Vegas, Nevada 89135
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi A.K.A Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry

Elias Abrishami
Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/21/2013 Filing fee due for Appeal. Filing fee will be forwarded by the District
Court.
03/21/2013 Filed Notice of Appeal/Proper Person Pilot Program. Filed certified

copy of proper person notice of appeal. (Pilot program civil appeals
order and documents mailed to proper person appellant.)

DATE: March 21, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
rw
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430

Appellant,

VS.

JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian¥’
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry
Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson
Elias Abrishami

Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/22/2013 Filing Fee Paid. $250.00 from John Peter Lee. Check No. 40669.

DATE: March 22, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
sSwW
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.
JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS

TO: Gholamreza Zandian Jazi vV~
Reza Zandian v o | )
Ballard Spahr Andrews & Ingersoll, LLP/Stanley W. Parry

Watson Rounds/Ryan E. Johnson
Elias Abrishami

[ ] L D

Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

You are hereby notified that the Clerk of the Supreme Court has received and/or filed
the following:

03/22/2013 Filing Fee Paid. $250.00 from John Peter Lee. Check No. 40669.

DATE: March 22, 2013

Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court
sW

.' l /"B
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF: GOLD CANYON Supreme Court No. 61393
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED District Court Case No. 110C004151B
LIABILITY COMPANY,

REZA ZANDIAN,

Appellant,

VS.

ELIAS ABRISHAMI; AND RAF! ABRISHAMI,
Respondents.

REMITTITUR

TO: Alan Glover, Carson City Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: June 17, 2013
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. James E. Wilson, District Judge
Reza Zandian
J.M. Clouser & Associates, Ltd./Justin M. Clouser

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on

District Court Clerk

1 13-17728
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO Supreme Court No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY, District Court Case No. A635430
Appellant,

VS.

JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

REMITTITUR

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk
Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.

Receipt for Remittitur.

La i~ |

DATE: June 28, 2013
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Elias Abrishami

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on ;

District Court Clerk

1 13-19070
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN, INDIVIDUALLY,
Appellant,

VS.

JOHNSON SPRING WATER COMPANY, LLC,
FORMERLY KNOWN AS BIG SPRING
RANCH, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE OF THE
STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY KOROGHLI AND
ELIAS ABRISHAMI, INDIVIDUALLY,
Respondents.

Supreme Court No. 62839
District Court Case No. A635430

REMITTITUR

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk

Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.

Receipt for Remittitur.
DATE: June 28, 2013
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Rory Wunsch
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Elias Abrishami

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the

REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on

District Court Clerk

13-19070
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF: GOLD CANYON No. 61393
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, A NEVADA
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY,

REZA ZANDIAN,
Appellant,
vs. F l L E D
ELIAS ABRISHAMI; AND RAFT
ABRISHAMI, MAY 2 3 2013

TRACIE K. LINDEMAN
Respondents. Lsfx o REME COURT
8 i

DEPUTY CLERK

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL AS ABANDONED

This court previously granted an unopposed motion to
withdraw as attorney of record filed by former counsel for appellant.
As cause for that motion, counsel cited to appellant’s “lack of
communication with [counsel’s] office.” Counsel provided this court
with appellant’s last known address. In our order grating that
motion, we directed appellant to retain new counsel or to inform this
court in writing if he would not be retaining new counsel. The copy of
the order that was mailed to appellant was returned to this court by
the United States Postal Service and marked as “UNABLE TO
FORWARD.”

Appellant has not provided counsel or this court with a
valid mailing address or other contact information, and has not

otherwise contacted this court. Thus it appears that appellant has

.. AEME COURT
OF
NEvADA

1742
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abandoned this appeal. Accordingly, we dismiss this appeal as

abandoned.
It is so ORDERED.

@ibbons

Dougles
Douglas

% o
Saitta

cc: Hon. James E. Wilson, District Judge
Robert L. Eisenberg, Settlement Judge
John Peter Lee, Ltd.
Reza Zandian
J.M. Clauser & Assaciates, Ltd.
Carson City Clerk

4EME COURT
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,

INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

vs. FILED
JOHNSON SPRING WATER JUN 03 2083
COMPANY, LLC, FORMERLY KNOWN

AS BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, A o TRAGIEK R

NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY BY
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE
OF THE STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY
KOROGHLI AND ELIAS ABRISHAMI,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

When this appeal was docketed, this court gave proper person
appellant 40 days to file and serve the proper person litigant forms. Those
forms were due in this court by April 30, 2013. To date, appellant has
failed to file the required forms or otherwise respond to this court’s
directive. Accordingly, we conclude that appellant has abandoned this

appeal, and we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.

ns

Gidho
2/‘{?% J. Qé.?(;té}@;, J.

Douglas

wv~REME COURT
OF
NEVADA ,
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cc:  Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Elias Abrishami
Ballard Spahr, LLLP
Eighth District Court Clerk

S.. #EME COURT
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© 19474 LB 1745

_




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

GHOLAMREZA ZANDIAN JAZI, ALSO No. 62839
KNOWN AS REZA ZANDIAN,

INDIVIDUALLY,

Appellant,

o FILED
JOHNSON SPRING WATER JUN 03 2083
COMPANY, LL.C, FORMERLY KNOWN

AS BIG SPRING RANCH, LLC, A e K N OURT,

NEVADA LIMITED LIABILITY By
COMPANY; FRED SADRI, TRUSTEE
OF THE STAR LIVING TRUST; RAY
KOROGHLI AND ELIAS ABRISHAMI,
INDIVIDUALLY,

Respondents.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

When this appeal was docketed, this court gave proper person
appellant 40 days to file and serve the proper person litigant forms. Those
forms were due in this court by April 30, 2013. To date, appellant has
failed to file the required forms or otherwise respond to this court’s
directive. Accordingly, we conclude that appellant has abandoned this

appeal, and we
ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.
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ce: Hon. Kerry Louise Earley, District Judge
Gholamreza Zandian Jazi
Reza Zandian
Watson Rounds
Elias Abrishami
Ballard Spahr, LLP
Eighth District Court Clerk
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{SSUCL4-07/30/09)

Secretaxa/ of State 1500 11 Street Statement of Information
Business Programs Division  P.O. Box 944230 (916) 657-5448
Sacramento, CA 94244-2300

REZA ZANDIAN February 02, 2011

PO BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674

RE: ClEs5E5687
OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

In response to your request, the penalty assessed against the
above-referenced entity for failure to file the required

Statement of Information cannot be waived based on the information
provided.

The reason(s) stated in your request do not justify failure to
file the required statement.

The penalty is due and payable to the California Franchise Tax
Board according to the instructions set forth in the California
Franchise Tax Board's Notice of Balance Due. Questions
regarding payment should be directed to the California Franchise
Tax Board, P.0. Box 942857, Sacramento, CA 94257-0540 or by
calling (800) 852-5711.

For more information, go to www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw.html and see
€California Corporations Code sections 1502, 2117, 2204, 2206, 6210,
6810, 8210, 8810, 9660, 9690, 12570, 12670, 17060, 17651, 17653,
17655; California Civil Code section 1363.6; California Financial
Code section 14101.6; California Food and Agricultural Code section
54040; and California Revenue and Taxation Code section 1914l.

Business Programs Division
Statement of Information Unit

1749
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wqQ 01 201106 670 3327 29141-231-44666-1  A0050740 16
G

201135 085931 92192 IRS USE ONLY 330391754 SB
Department of the Treasury For assistance, call:
Internal Revenue Service 1-800-829-0115

A

015925

Ogden UT 84201-0039

Notice Number: CP161
Date: September 12,2011

Taxpayer Identification Number:

015925.890895.0073.002 1 AT 0.365 870 ’31‘1-3;‘9011:::4 041
1 I I LpaluedsHI1 :
ullpelelil Wyl vt foferafonvapulpabuc sl s Tax Period: June 30, 2011

OPTIMA TECHNOLOGY CORP
PD BOX 927674
SAN DIEGO CA 92192-7674742

Request for Payment Federal Employment Tax
Our records show you owe $7.61 on your return for the above tax period.

What You Need to Do

Pay the amount you owe now by using one of the following methods. To avoid additional penalty and/or
interest, we must receive your payment by October 3, 2011. The Electronic Federal Tax Payment System
(EFTPS) is the preferred method to ensure your tax payments are on time and secure.

+ EFTPS
. If you are currently enrolled, go to www.eftps.gov or call 1-800-555-4477.
. To learn more about EFTPS and other electronic payment options, including

credit card payments, visit www.irs.gov keyword: e-pay.

* Check or Money Order
. Make your check or money order payable to the United States Treasury,
. Write your taxpayer identification number, tax form number, tax period, and your
phone number on your payment; and
. Mail your payment with the payment voucher located at the bottom of this notice
in the enclosed envelope.

If you choose to pay by check or money order, please aliow enough mailing tiie so that we receive your
payment by October 3, 2011.

If you believe this notice is incorrect, please call us at 1-800-829-0115. When you call, please have your
payment information and a copy of your return available. This information will help us find any payment
you made that we haven't applied.

Tax Statement
Tax on Return $148.96
Total Credits $148.96-
Amount Previously Refunded to You $.00
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