ESTADO LIBRE ASOCIADO DE PUERTO RICO
TRIBUNAL DE PRIMERA INSTANCIA
SALA SUPERIOR DE BAYAMON

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE CIVIL NUM.: D AC2016-2144 (701)
MAN (A.K.A. MIKA KAWAJIRI-DE
MAN OR MIKA KAWAJIRI); y la

SOCIEDAD LEGAL DE BIENES SOBRE:
GANANCIALES COMPUESTA POR _ ‘
AMBOS . INCUMPLIMIENTO DE DEBER DE
‘ FIDUCIA; INCUMPLIMIENTO DE
- Demandantes, "CONTRATO DE SOCIEDAD -
' LIMITADA; DANOS Y PERJUI:CIOS
V. MALA FEY DOLO; MALA FE EN LA;
‘ CONTRATACION;
ADAM C. SINN; RAIDEN ENRIQUECIMIENTO INJUSTO

COMMODITIES, L.P.; RAIDEN
 COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE
"COMMODITIES, L.P.; ASPIRE |

. COMMODITIES 1, LLC; SINN LIVING | ‘ e

TRUST, :

Demandados.

MOCION PARA QUE SE ORDENE AL CODEMANDADO GONEMAROON
LIVING TRUST (A/K/A “SINN LIVING TRUST”)
PRODUCIR INFORMACION SOLICITADA

AL HONORABLE TRIBUNAL

COMPARECE la Parte Demandante, a través de la representacion legal
que suscribe, y mﬁy respetuosamente expone, alega y solicita:

1. El 25 dé junio de 2018, la parte demandante cursé a Gonemaroon
‘Living Trust (a/k/a “Sinn Living Trust”j (“el Trust”) un Primer Pliego | dé
Int‘errc.Jgatorios y Solicitud de Produccién de Documentos. (Véase el Anejo 1 de
esta Mocién). El Trust solicité prorrogas para contestar los dias 25 de julio de
2018, el 8 de agosto de 2018, 29 de agosto de 2018 y 17 de sepﬁembre de
2018.
| 2. ' El 2 de octubre de, 2018, la parte demandada finalmente sometid
su  contestacion, objetaﬁdo y/o dejando de contestar casi todos los
interrogatorios sometidos. (Véase el Anejo 2 de esta Mocidon).: De 59
interrogatorios sometidos, la parte demandada objetd y/o dejé de contestar 39.

3. La parte demandante certifiéa que hizo gestiones con la parté .
demaﬁdada para tratar de llegar a un acuerdo sobre el descubrimiento de

prueba, las que resultaron infructuosas. (Véase el Aneio 3 de esta Mocién).
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4. Los interrogatorios que no se contestaron fueron los siguientes:!

4.  En-el interrogatorio 4 la parte demandante le solicité al Trust
que identificara sus testigos. No se nos brinddé ni un solo nombre. Ello
es irrazonable porque el Trust presentd una reconvenciéon y debe tener
testigos identificados con relacién a ésta, reclamo sobre el cual dicha
parte tiene el peso de la prueba.

6. En este interrogatorio se solicitd que se anunciara la prueba
documental y es parecido al inciso anterior. Aungue el Trust no tenga
toda la prueba identificada, si debe conocer la prueba en la que basa las
alegaciones de su reconvencién. El Trust no ofrecié ninglin documento.

16. En el inciso 16, se solicité copia del documento de creacion
del Trust. El trust no lo produjo.

17.  La parte demandada alega que el Gonemaroon Living Trust y
Sinn Living Trust son una misma entidad. En este interrogatorio, se
solicité que se produjeran los documentos relacionados con el cambio del
nombre del Trust. No se contestd.

18. En este interrogatorio, se solicitd que se nos produjeran los
documentos relacionados con el cambio del Trust de Gonemarocon Living
Trust a su nombre actual. No se-nos contesté.

19. En este interrogatorio, se preguntd si hubo transferencia de
activos entre Gonemaroon Living Trust y el Sinn Living Trust o vice-
versa. No se contestd.

20. En este interrogatorio, se preguntd si el Trust es una
corporacién. No se contesto.

21. En el interrogatorio 21 se pregunté dénde estan las oficinas
principales del Trust. No se contestd. :

24. En el interrogatorio 24, se pregﬁnté si el Trust tiene interés
en alguna otra entidad ademés de Raiden Commodities, LP. No se nos
brindd esta informacion.

25. En este inciso, se solicitd copia de las comunicaciones entre
el Trust, Gonemaroon Living Trust y Kyle Carlton. No se produjeron.

26. En el inciso 26 se solicitaron los documentos que reflejen la
jurisdiccién dénde se registrd el Trust (Gonemaroon Living Trust y Smn
Living Trust). No se contesto

'27. En el interrogatorio 27, se .pregunté quiénes son los
beneficiarios del Trust (Gonemaroon Living Trust y Sinn Living Trust).
No se contestd.

28. En el inciso 27 se preguntaron cuéles son las condiciones
que aplican al Trust (Gonemaroon Living Trust y Sinn Living Trust).
se contesto.

! Se solicita del Tribunal que tome conocimiento del texto de cada interrogatorio y su respuesta,
los que surgen de los Anejos 1 y 2. Para fines de economia judicial, resumimos la controversia
existente con relacién a cada inciso.
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29. En el interrogatorio 29 se pregunté quiénes son o han sido
los fiduciaricos del Trust (Gonemaroon Living Trust y Sinn Living Trust).
No se contesto.

30. En el interrogatorio 30 se pregunta cuales son los poderes de
los fiduciarios del Trust. No se contesta.

31. En el interrogatorio 31, se solicité copia de las planillas
contributivas del Trust para el periodo de la controversia. No se
produjeronn.

32. En el intérrogatorio 32 se solicité que se contestara si el
Trust tiene conexién con algiin otro de los demandados y si tiene otros
fiduciarios ademas del Sr. Sinn. Esta informacién no ha sido revelada.

33. En el interrogatorio 33 se solicité copia del General Ledger
del Trust. No se produJo

34. En el inciso 34, se solicitdé que se aclarara si el Trust tiene
agentes y/o contratistas. De contestarse en la afirmativa, solicitamos
que se provea la informacién solicitada en el interrogatorio.

35.  Se le pidi6 al Trust que aclarara si él también reclama por la

apropiacién del demandante de equipos, propiedad intelectual y secretos
comerciales. No se ha contestado.

37. En el inciso 37 se solicité copia de las comunicaciones del
Trust con el Sr. Sinn y otras partes desde 2012 hasta el presente. No se
ofrecid ninguna.

38. En el interrogatorio 38 'se solicitaron todos los borradores
preparados de acuerdos otorgados por el Trust, en los que se hubiera
mencionado al demandante. No se contesto

39. En el inciso 39. Se solicita que se identifiquen los abogados
del Trust desde 2012 al presente. Es pertinente conocer si son
justamente los mismos de las otras empresas. No se contesto.

40.  Se solicité que se identifiquen los contadores del Trust desde
2012 hasta el presente. Queremos conocer si son los mismos de las otras
empresas. No se contestd.

41. En el inciso 41 se solicitdé que se produjera copia de las
comunicaciones sociales del demandante que afectaron adversamente al
Trust, segtin lo alegado por éste. No se contestd.

46. En el interrogatorio 46, se solicité que se nos explique la
forma en que se capitalizé al Trust y a Gonemaroon Living Trust. Este
tema es pertinente porque demostrard que el demandado no observa la
debida separacién entre sus empresas. El interrogatorio no se contesto.

48.. Se solicitd al Trust que Conteste si el Sr. Sinn aportd capital
al Trust y las cantidades aportadas desde 2012 al presente. La parte
demandante plantea que el Trust es un vehiculo para sustraer activos
del Trust a favor de los demandados. El Trust no contesté.

49. En el 1nterrogator1o 49 se pregunta si alguna otra persona
aporté capital al Trust. No se contesto. :
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50. En el interrogatorio 30, se solicita el listado de los beneficios
pagados por el Trust desde 2012 al presente. No se contesto.

51. En el interrogatoric 51 se solicitd que se nos proveyese el
listado de los beneficios acumulados por los beneficiarios del Trust desde
2012 al presente. No se produjo.

‘52, En el interrogatorio 52, se solicitan los estados financieros
del Trust para el periodo pertinente. No se produjeron.

53. En el in'terrogatorio 53 se solicitd se aclarase la relacion del
Trust (Gonemaroon Living Trust y Sinn Living Trust). y Rural Route 3
Holdings, LP. No se contesté. ' -

57. En el interrogatorio 57 se pregunta cuando y en qué lugat
Adam Sinn y Bryan Tyson suscribieron los documentos titulados
“Joinder of New Quantitative Analyst Partner”, “Record of Initial
Contribution by Quantitative Analyst Partner”, “Unanimous Consent to
Add a Quantitative Analyst Partner” y “Confidentilaity, Non-Solicitation
and Non-Compete Agreement”, todos con efectividad de 28 de marzo de
2015. No se contesto.

58. En el 1nterrogator10 58, se solicita copia de los documentos
enumerados en el inciso anterior. No se produjeron.

59. En el interrogatorio 59 se solicitd que se contestara si los
documentos le fueron entregados personalmente a Adam Sinn por Kyle
Carlton en Dorado, Puerto Rico. No se contesto.

S. El demandante solicita que se le contesten los interrogatorios
sometidos.
6.  Nuestro ordenamiento concede derecho a las partes a un

descubrimiento de prueba amplio y liberal. Alfonso Bra v. Trane Export, Inc.,

155 D.P.R. 138, 167 {(2001). El Tribunal Supremo de Puerto Rice ha aclarado
que toda parte en una litigacién tiene derecho a obtener antes del juicio toda la
informacién que esté en posesion de cualquier persona y que resulte pertinénté

a la adjudicacion de la controversia. Rivera y otros v. Banco Popular, 152

D.P.R. 140, 156 (2000).
7. Las Reglas de Procedimiento Civil dejan en manos de los abogados

la tramitacién de las solicitudes de descubrimiento. Rivera y otros v. Banco

Popular, 152 D.P.R. a la pag. 153. La Regla 23.1(a) de las de Procedimiento
Civil establece, en este sentido, que: “[llas partes podran hacer descubrimiento
sobre cualquier materia, no privilegiada, que sea pertinente al asunto en

controversia en el pleito pendiente, ya se refiera a la reclamacién o defensa de
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cualqﬁier otra parte, ... No constituird objecién que la informacién solicitada
sea. inadmisible en el juicio, siempre que exista una probabil.idad razonable de
que dicha informacién conduzca al descubrimiento de evidencia admisible.”

8. Las Unicas limitéciones a este _prdceso es que ‘la materia objeto del

descubrimiento no sea privilegiada y que la misma sea pertinente al asunto en

controversia en el pleito. Véase, E.L.A. v. Casta, 162 D.P.R. 1, 10 (2004). El
primero de estos requisitos incorpora exclusivamente los privilegios

reconocidos por las reglas de evidencia, E.L.A. v. Casta, 162 D.P.R. a la pag.

. 10; Rivera Alejandro v. Algarin, 112 D.P.R. 830, 833 (1982).

. En cuanto al criterio para determinar la pertinencia, éste es mas

amplio que el que rige.en el ambito probatorio. Véase, Rivera y otros v. Banco

Popular, 152 D.P.R, as la pag. 153; Ortiz Rivera v. E.L.A., National Ins. Co.,
125 D.P.R. 65, 70 (1989). Se admite el desbubrimiento de todo asunto que
| pu_edaltenef relaciéln posible con la materia que es objeto del pleito, aunque no
esté relacionado con las controversias especiﬁcas.que han sido esbozadas por

las alegaciones. Siérra v. Tribunal Superior, 81 D.P.R. 554, 573 (1959). Basta

que exista una posibilidad razonable de relacién con el astinto en controversia.

‘Medina v. M.S. & D. Quimica de P.R., Inc., 135 D.P.R. 716, 730-731 (1994).
| 10. En el caso de autos, todos los interrogatorios mencionados en esta
mocién solicitan .informacién' pertinente a esta controversia. Hasta el
momento, el Trust se niega a contestar requerimientos que son razonables.
11. Se solicita a este Tribunal que, cohforme a la Regla 34.2 emita una
orden contra el deﬁandado para requerirle producir la informacién solicitada.
POR TODO LO CUAL, la parte demandanté solicita que se le ordene al
Trust producir la ihfoﬁnacic‘;n solicitada.
RESPETUOSAMENTE SOMETIDA.
CERTIFICO: ' Haber notificado copial fiel v exacta del presente escritd al

Ledo. IAlfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald (alfredo.ramirez@oneillborges.com), a la

Lcda. Ana M. Rodriguez Rivera (ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com} y Ledo. Arturo

L.B. Hernandez Gonzalez (arturo.hernandez@bneillborgcs.com], O'NEILL &
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BORGES, 250 Avenida Murioz Rivera, Suite 8OIO, San Juah, Puerto Rico

00918-1813.
En San Juan, Puerto Rico, a 15 de noviembre de 2018.

BAUZA, BRAU, IRIZARRY,
OJEDA & SILVA

PO Box 13669, Santurce Station
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00908
Tel.: (787) 710-8262

Directo: (787) 723-8754

Fax: (787) 282-3672

v,

GERMAN J. BRAU

Colegiado Ntum. 9710
T.S.P.R. Num. 7514
german.brau@bioslawpr.com




ANEJO 1

ESTADQ LIBRE ASOCIADO DE PUERTO RICO
TRIBUNAL DE PRIMERA INSTANCIA
SALA SUPERIOR DE BAYAMON

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE
MAN (A.K.A, MIKA KAWAJIRI-DE
MAN OR MIKA KAWAJIRI); v la
SOCIEDAD LEGAL DE BIENES
GANANCIALES COMPUESTA POR
AMBOS

Demandantes,

Vs

CIVIL NUM.: D AC2016-2144(702)

SOBRE:

INCUMPLIMIENTO DE DEBER DE
FIDUCIA; INCUMPLIMIENTO DE
CONTRATO DE SOCIEDAD
LIMITADA; DANOS Y PERJUICIOS;
MALA FE Y DOLO; MALA FE EN LA

ADAM C. SINN; RAIDEN
COMMODITIES, L.P.; RAIDEN _
COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES, L,P.; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES 1, LLC SINN LIVING

CONTRATACION; o
ENRIQUECIMIENTO INJUSTO.

- TRUST,
) Demandados.
PRIMER PLIEGO DE INTERROGATORIOS Y
SOLICITUD DE PRODUCCION DE DOCUMENTOS
A:  SINN LIVING TRUST

GONEMAROON LIVING TRUST -
P/C Ledo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald

. Leda. Ana Margarita Rodriguez Rivera

Ledo. Arturo L.B. Herndndez Gonzalez
O'NEILL & BORGES LLC
250 Avenida Murioz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-1813
Tel (787) 764-8181

ax: (787) 753-8944
Ema_ll alfredo ramlrez@oneﬂlborves comm

oneﬂlbor £5.Comn

S8 e

PARTE DEMAXDANTE

P/C Ledo. German J. Brau

BAUZA BRAU IRIZARRY OJEDA & SILVA -
PO Box 13669

San Juan, Puerto Rico 00908

Tel. (787) 723-8754 /710-8262

. Fax: (787) 282-3672
- Email; german.brau@bioslawpr.com

Fecha: 25 de junio de 2018

"Reglas de Procedimiento Civil vigéntes.,

La parte demandante, le requiere para que, de conformidad con las

siguientes interrogatorios y requerimientos de producecién de documentos.

conteste individualmente



Los'interrogatpﬁc;)s deben ser contéstado‘s en el térrniﬁo de lt'reinta (30}
dias establecido por la Regla 30.1 de las de Procedimiento Civil.

Cada intel;rogatorio debe ser contestado por separado ¥ bajo
juramento. Los interrogatorios deberan ser contestados a'cabélid.ad. Débe _
suministrarse toda la J'_nfﬁrmacién de la que tenga condcimliento Ijra por
conoci_mi;ento propio o por informacién obtenida por su repfesenfacibn
profesional, empleados, agentes, mandatarios o representantes, o como
resultado de cualquier investigacién. Un interrogatorio que de ofra forma sea
apropiado no es necesariamente objetable porgque su contestacién envuelva
una opinién o contfencién relacionada con ‘hechos, o conclusiones dé derecho.

La solicitud para la produccién de documentos debe ser contestada
~dentro del término de quince (15) dias estab}eciao por la Regla 31.2 de las de
Procedimierito Civil.

En caso de que no exista un documento e.specﬁico. pero que Usted
tenga la informacidn sollc1tada debera considerar- el requennuento como un
interrogatorio bajo ]la Regla 30 de las de Procedu:n.tento Civil y contestarlo de
conformidad. |

Se le aperc1be que, conforme lo dispuesto per la Regla 23. 1( d) de las de
Procedumento Civil, la - obhgacmn de. mformar es continua y que t16ne la
obligacién de no’;jﬁcar de toda informacién adicional que obtenga con
posterioridad a la presente solicitud y que esté relacionada con este
descubrirhiento. :

Los documentos deben ser producidos en las oﬁcﬁlas.dell suscrib_iente,
el lunes, 23 de julio de 2018 2 las 10:00 a.m

1. Con respecto a la persona que contesta este descubrimiento,

provea la siguiente informacién:

a.  Nombre completo de la persona y cualquier apodo por el
que se le conozca.
b Relacién con Sinn Living Trust a/ k/a Gonemaroon Living
Trust).
C. Direccitn.




d. _Teléfoﬁo.
e. Relacién de parentesco, si. alguno, que teﬁga. conn los
abogétdos en el caso o con'cualquier otra persona que tenga

| conocimiento sobre los 'héchos.
2. 81 alguna 'pérsona lo ayudd al contestar el intefrogatoﬂo,
suministre para ella lz‘r misma informacion solicitada en el inciso anterior.
3. Identifique & todas_las personas que tienen cgnocimiento sobre
los hechos de este caso y provea la direccién, teléfono y direccién de e-mail
donde sé.lés puedﬁ conseguir. |

| 4. Identifique cada uno de los testigos qué piensa utilizar en el juicio

para establecer sus alegaciones, indicando los temas sobre los cuales

declararan.
3. Ofrezca un resumen del testimonio de cada testigo. -
6. Identifique ¥ suministre copia fiel y exacta de toda la prueba

documental, demostrativa ¢ de otra indole que piensa utilizar en el juicio para
establecer sus alegaciones y/o qu'e utilizara para preparar a sus testigos.
Para cada documento, ind.iqlieé ]

~a.  Titulo o el epigrafe del documento, si alguno;

b. Fecha del documento;
c. ﬁﬁmero de paginas que co.ntiene el documento;
d. = Propésito u objetivo del documento.
‘e. Tipo de documento. . Es decir, si ‘es’ una. carta,

"~ memorandum, escritura, récord, informe, correo electrénico, contrato,

etc.

f. ‘N011'1bre, direccién y teléfono de la persona a quien va
dirigido el doéumento,- si alguna.

g, Nombre, direccién y teléfono de toda persona qué suscribe,

produce y/o envia el documento. p
h.  Nombre, direccion y teléfono de la persona que tiene la

posesién, mediata o inmediata, del original del documento en cuestion.




i. Nombres, direcciones y teléfonos de todas v cada una de las
personas gue poseen y/o tienen bajo su custodia, copia dél do'cumerito _
en cuestion,

7. Indique si ha consultado algin perito con relacién .a .la
controversia, indeperidieptemente de si piensa utlizarlo en el juicio. Para
cada uno, provea la informacién solicitada en el apartado 6.

8. . Identifique todos los testigos periciales que piensa utilizar en

juicio, si alguno. Provea una copia de su respectivo curriculum_vitae ¥y un
resumen de lo que dadai uno declarara, sus opiniones y una breve expl;esibn
de las teorias, hechos, y argumentos que sostiénen las mismas. Suministre
copia de todo | informe o reporte preparado por cada. perito,
indepepdientemeﬁte de qﬁe si usted piensa usarlos én el juicio de este caéo.

9. Identiﬁque foda declaracién, bajo' juramento o no,- grabacién,
memorandum, nota 6 escrito de cualquier persona, que se relacione con los
hechos que se exponen en la demanda v la contestacién. De contestar en la -
afirmativa, suministre copia fiel y exacta de las mismas.

10. Diga si algﬁn' investigédor, agente, representahte; empléado' 6
persona aléuna actuand;a a nombre suyo ha realizado una investigécién de los
hechos que dan base a la Démanda y/o Contéstacién y/o Reconvenciéon y/o
Reconvencion Enmendada. " De contestar.en .la afirmativa, s,uministre: el
nombre completo y direccién de tales personas y su relacién-con la parte
-demandéda. Produzca copia de todo infolrme, reporte o ﬁemofmdo
preparado por tales bersonas, asi comb las notas, anotaciones y documentos
de apoyo a cada informe, reporte 0 memorando.

11. Diga si usted se propone presentar como p;rueba_ ad.n_lisiones
realizadas por la parte demandante o cualquier reﬁresentan;te. De confesﬁa’r
en la afirmativa, .mdique én qué consistieron las supuestas admisiones,
cuéndo v dénde ée hicieron, su fraseologia o conducta y la persona que

empleara para probarlas.




12. - Diga si usted se propone présentar como prueba admisiones
réalizéc{aé Dpor Sinn Living Trust (a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust) o cualquier
representante de éste. De contestar en la- afirmativa, 'ind-ique en’ qué
consistieron las supuést'as admisiones, cuindo y dénde se hiciei-on, su
lfraseologia o conducta. y la- persona que emplearé_pa.ra probé.rlas.

13. Diga. si Sinn Living Trust y Gonema.roon Li{ring Trust son la
mismé. entidad. Si no son la misma entidad, explique la relacién entre
ambos. |

14. Provea todos los documéntos existentes relacionados con la
-creacion de Sm.n .Livi:;g Trust y de Gonemaroon Living Trust.

15 Provéal copia de la escritura ‘constitutlva del Sinn I._.iving Trust y
de su certificado, incluyendo cualquier enmienda a. cualquiel;a de éstos. Diga
quién la prepard.

16. Provea. .copia de la escritura constitutiva _de Goneimaroon Living

Trust ¥ su certificado, incluyendo cualqu_ief enmiendé a cualquiera de éstos.'
Diga qu_len la prepard.

17. Explique _éc‘ﬂmo Sinn Living Trust se convirtid en .Gonemarobn
Living Trust. Acompaiie todos los d‘ocumentos existentes.

18. Diga si el Sinn Living Trust fue objeto de ‘algﬁn cambio de
npmbre.. De contestar en la afirmativa, indique la fecha eﬁ que se cambid su
nomﬁre ¥ el nuevo no_mbre con que se le désig'né. Acompaﬁe'todosl los
documentos existentes relacionados con todos los cambios de nombre.

19. Diga si el Sinn Living Trust transﬁrié sus activos a Gonemaroon

-Living Trust. De contestar en la afirmativa, explique la fecha en que ocurrié
la transaccién. Acomparie todos los documentos existentes. .' |

20. Digasiel Siﬁn Living Trust o el Goneﬁlaroon Living Tfust e-s uﬁa
corporacidmn. Dé' contestar en la a.ﬁnnatix}a,' someta ¢l certificado de
incorporacion y byl‘aws de cada uno. Identiﬂque, para cada uno, quienes son

sus oficiales \J aécionistas. Si no son una éorporacién, explique.la naturaleza

dé la entidad.




21. -Diga, dénde estan ubicadas fisicamente las 6ﬁcinas del Sinn
Living Trust y el Gonemaroon Living Trust. o l' '

22. Explique _cuéles son los negocios que ha realizado el Sinn Liv:ihg
Trusty/o el Gonemaroon Living Trust en Puerté Rico desde 2012'.

23. Explique su contencién de que el Sinn Living Truét ni el
Gonemaroon Livihg Trust ﬁene presencia en Puerto Rico ni hace negocios en
esta jurisdiccién.

24. Provea un listado de todas las entidades en las que el Sinn Living
Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust es un miembro, socio, accionista o tiene
interés ecénémico, o lo ha sido desde 2012 al presente. Para cada entidad,
indique su nombre, la naturaleéa de la participacién o interés y sﬁ valor

25. Provea copia de todas las comumcacmnes relacmnadas con el
Sinn Living Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust y Kyle E. Carlton, o cursadas
entre ¢l Sr. Carlton y cualquiera de las dos entidades, desde 2012 hasta el
presernte. | |

26. Provea copia (ﬁe todos los documerﬁos existentes que 'reﬂejan'la
jurisdiccién en que és‘cé. registrado ei Sinn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon
Living Trust, desde 2012 hasta el presente. - |

27. Enumere, desde la fécila de su constitucién hasta‘el -presente,
todos los. beneﬁciarios del' .Si.nn Living Trust y del Gonema.réon Living- Trust.
Indique para cada beneficiario, la proporcién de su i::a.rticipacién.

28. Indiqﬁe todas las condiciones existentes aplicables a los
beneficiarios del Smn Living Trust y del Gonémaroon Living Trust.

29. Indique, desde la fecha de su constlf:ucwn hasta el presente,
todos los fiduciarios del Sinn Living Trust v del Gonemaroon Living Trust.

30. Enumere todos los poderes de los fiduciarios del Sinn Living
Trust y del Gonemaroon Living Trust.

31. Provea todas las planillas de contribucién sobre .ing;ésos al lI.R’.S.-
y al Depafta.mento de Hacienda para Sinn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon

Living Trust desde 2012 al presente.




32. Explique cuél es la relacién de Sinn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon

Living Trﬁst con:
o a." el codemandado Adaﬁ Siﬁﬁ ‘
b. la codemandada Raiden Comriodities, LP
¢.  lacodemandada Raiden Commodities 1, LLC .
d. la codemandada Aspire Comrn’.ddiﬁes Lf’
e. la codemandada Aspire Commodities 1, LLC

- 33. Provea el General Ledger de S1nn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon
Living Trust de 2012 hasta el presente.

34. Provea un listado de todos los empleados y agéntes cqnfratados
por el Sinn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon Living Trust de 2012 al preéente.
“Para cada uno, indique su nombre, posiciéri, deberes, y salario anual.

.35, Con relacién a su alegacién de que el Vdemanda.nte se apropié de
equipo electrénico, propiedad intelectual .y secretos comerciales de las partes
demandadas, indique:

a. la descripcién de los equipos supuestainente apropiadoé
por gl demaﬁdante, pertenecientes a Siﬁn_ Liv;ng Trust o el Gonemaroon
L1v1.ng Trust. |

b. la descripcidon de los equipos supuestaﬁente apr0p1ados
_por el demandante, pertenec1entes a cualqmer otro de los codemandados.

c. la descripcién de la prop1edad mtelectual supuestamente
aprop1ada por el demandante, pertenemente a Sinn Living Trust o el
Gonemaroon Living Trust.

d. la descﬁpcién de la propiedéd intelectual supuéstamente
apropiada. por el_' dema.ndante, per'tenecienter a cualquier otro de los
codemandados.

e. - la descripcion de los.secrctos cpmercia.le_s supuestamente
apropiades por el demandante, pertenecientes a Sinn Livin;g T-rust_ o el

Gonemaroon Living Trust.




f. la descripcién de los secretos comerciales supuéstamente
apropiados por el demandante, lpei'teneciente a cualquier otro de los -
codemandados, |

36. Acompafie todos los correosr electrénicos, cartas y ménsajeé
cursados entre el Sinn meg Trust o el Gonemarcon Living Trust asi como
cualquiera de los beneﬁ01ar1os fiduciarios, empleados o) agentes de ambos
fideicomisos con el demandante desde 2012 hasta el presente.

37. Acompa:ﬁe todos los correos electrénicos, caﬁas ly mensajes
cursados entre Sinn L1vmg Trust y el Gonemaroon Living Tiust o cualqu1era
“de los beneﬁmanos ﬁduc1anos empleados 0 agentes de ambos fideicomisos
con €l codemandade Adam Sinn. 0 con cualquiera de las otras partes
demandadas, sus agentes, abogados, contadores o empleados desde 2012
hasta el presente.

38. ' Acompariie todos los borradores de acuerdos felacionédos' con.
Sinn Living Trust o ¢l Gonemaroon Living Trust preparados entre 2012 al
presente en los qué_ se mencione al demandante 0 al demandado Adam Sinn.

39, Idenﬁﬁque todos los abogados- que actuaron paral' Sinn I_.;ivi'ng
Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust desde 2012 hasta el presente.

40.. | Idenfiﬁqu_e todos los contadores que actuaron para Sinn Livi.ﬁg
Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust de-sde 2012 hasta el presente.

41. Con relacién a | su al;agacifm de gque el dernand_antéf pubﬁcé
comunicaciones a través d_e las redes sociales que 'afectaroﬁ ad_\}ersame'n;ce a
Sinn Living Trust o al Gonemaroon Living Trust, identifique y acomparfie ,coﬁia
de todas las comunicaciones aludidas.-

42. Acomﬁa.ﬁe copia de todos los _confratos escritos otorgados por
Sinn Living Trust .o el Gonemarcon Living Trust con cualquier otro de los
codemandados entre 2012 y el presente.

43. Diga si el Sr. Patrick De Mg.n fue empleado de Sinn Liﬁng Tfusf: o
el Gonemaroon Living Trust. De contestar en la afirmativa, produzca copia de

su contratoe de empleo.




'44.. Acompanie todos los documentog relacionados con cualguier
traslado de Sinn Living Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust.

45. Acompaiie copia de tocios los contratos de empleo suscritos por
‘Sinn Living Trust y el Gongrﬁaroon Living Tmst desde 2012 lli-asté ellpr'ese.nte.

46, ﬁxpliqﬁe,_ afio por afio, des;:ie‘ 2012 hasta el présente, ia forma en
que S.inn Living Trust y el Gonemaroon Living Trust fue capitalizada.

47. Diga si el demandante aport6 capital a Sinn Living Trust o al
Gonemaroon Living Trust. En caso afitmativo, diga afio por.afio, desde 2612
‘hasta el presente, las cantidades aportadas por é&l.

' 48. Diga si el codemandado Adam Sinn aportd capital a Sinn Living
Trust o al Gonemaroop Living Trust. En caso gﬁrmati_vo, diga afio por afio,
desde 2012 hasta el presente, las cantidades aportadas por €l

49. Diga si‘alguna, otra persona aportd capital a Smn Liﬁng Trustoal
Gonemaroon Living Truét. En caso a.ﬁrmafivo, diga ano por aﬁé, desde‘20‘12
hasté ¢l presente, las cantidades aportadas por ‘cad.a persona.
50. Acoﬁﬁaﬁe un listado de todos los beneficios anuales pagados por
Sinn Living Trusf y el Gonemaroon Living Trust a sus beneficarios desde 2012
“hasta el presente. | |

.51, .‘Acompa.ﬁ-e un listado de todos los beneficios aﬁua.les acumulados
por lc.ns beneficiarios de Sinn Living Trust o el Gonemaroon Living Trust desde
2012 hasta el presente.

S52. Someta todos los esta‘dos financieros prepa:acios -par-a el Sinn
- Living Trusty el Gonemelu'oon Living Trust desde 2012 hasta ¢l pre;sente.

.58, Explique la relacién entre Sinn Living Trust o €l Gonematoon
Living Trust y Rural Route 3 Holdings, ILP. | biga si esta relacion fue
enmendada en algun momento. De contestar en la afirmativa, explique y
provea to.dos los do.cume‘m;os' existentes. | |

54. Proves toaa la documentaﬁién éobre el seguro adquirido por Si.nn.
Livin'g Trﬁst y Gonemaroon Living Trust para cada uno de sus empleados ante

el Fondo del Seguro del Estado.




55. Explique cual es el rol de Barringt-on M. Hammond, Jr."en Sinn
Living Trust y el Gonemaroon Living Trust. |

56. Provéa tqdaé las evalﬁacioncs' de empleados de Sinn Living Trust
y Gonemaroon Living Trusf desde 2612 hasta el-presente. |

57. Digaen ciué Ingar y cuando Brian Tyson y Adam Sinn, actuando
supuestamente a nombre de Aspire Cbmmodities 1, LLC v Sinn Liviﬁg Trust,
suscribieron los -docu_mentbs titulados‘ “Joinder of New Quantitative _Analyst
Partner”,. “Record of Initial Cenfribution by Quahtitative Anaiy_st- Partner”,
“Unanimous Consent to Add a. Quantitative Analyst Partner” y
“Confidentiality, Non-Solicitation and Non-Compete Agreement”, todos con
fecha de efectividad de128_ de ﬁuarzo de 2015..

38. - Provea copia de cada uno de los docummentos enumerados. Diga
quién los- prepard. - |

59. - Diga si los documentos -enurnerados en el inciso 57 fueron

personalmente entregados a Adam Sinn en Dorado, Puerto Rico, por Kyle

Carlton.
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ANEJO 2

COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO
- COURT OF FIRST INSTANCE
JUDICIAL CENTER OF BAYAMON
' SUPERIOR COURT

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE MAN. _
(AK.A. MIKA KAWAJIRI-DE MAN OR| CASONUM. D AC 2016-2144 (702)
MIKA, KAWAIIRD); and the
COMMUNITY ' PROPERTY
PARTNERSIHIP BETWEEN THEM,

 Plaintiffs,
.vs, ' RE: .

ADAM. C. SINN; RAIDEN| BREACH OFFIDUCIARY DUTY;
COMMODITIES, LP, RAIDEN | BREACH OF OPERATING CONTRACT;
COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE| BREACH OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
COMMODITIES, L.P; ASPIRE.| CONTRACT; _
COMMODITIES 1, LLC; SINN LIVING | TORTS; BAD FAITH AND DECEIT;

TRUST BAD FAITH IN' CONTRACTING;
- UNJUST ENRICHMENT.,

- Defendants

SINN LIVING TRUST’S ANSWERS TO “EIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES AND
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS?

Tov  Patrick A.P. de Man; Mika de Man {a.ka. Mika Kawajiri-De Man o Mika
Kawajiri); y la Sociedad Legal de Gananciles compuesta por ambos. -
Urb. Sabanera
544 Corredor del Bosque
Dorade, Pyerto Rico 00646

From: Sinn Living Trust (*Trust”), . '
Alfredo Ramirez-Msdcdonald, Bsq.; Ana M. Rodriguez-Rivera, Esq.;
And Arturo L B, Herndndez-Gonzélez, Esq.
O’Neill & Borges LLC.
250 Avenida Mufloz Rivera, Suite 800
San.Juan, Puerfo Rico 00918-1813%
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I. - INTRODUCTION

T accordancewith the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure, Sinn T.iving Trust (“Trust™)
hereby submits its atiswers to Plaintiffs’ First Set of Interrogatories and Request for Production
of Documents (“Interrogatories”). The information contained herein is not based solelyI on the
knowledge of the executing party, bt if also includes the knowledge of the party, peréons'with
personal knowledge 6f the facts, their agents, employees, representatives, and attorneys, unless it
is privileged. The Ttust is an entity and, as such, it cannot have personal knowledge. Therefore,
all of these answers have been obtained through-the persons mentioned above.

Tt is possible that firhire discovery and independent investigation may supply additional
facts or information, add meaning to known facts, or may establish entirely new factual
conclusions and contentions, all of Whi'ﬁh may lead to. Stibstanﬁal. additions to, changes in,, end
variations from the responses set forth herein.

These responses are made without prejudice. to the Trust’s right to provide additional
evidence at the time of trial.

I GENERAL OBJECTIONS -

1. The Trust objects to Pleintiffs’ Ferrogatories to the extent they seek to tequire
the disclosure of information or the production of documents ‘that are beyond the seope of

permissible discovery under the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.

2. The- Trust objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories to the extent they seek to impose
discovery burdens of responsibilities upo‘ni the: Trust beyond those specifically required by the

Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.

3. The: Trust objects to Plaintiffs™ Interrogarories to the extent they seek to require
the disclosure of information or the production of docurnents beyond the scope of petmissible
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:dfscoirefyI pu_r"suant to the Court’s Order bifurcating this: agtion. The- Court has bifurcated this
case. The current phase (“Phase [*) addresses two. issues: (1) Mr. de Man’s claim that hie owns a
Jportion of certain defendant entities (i.¢. the Aspire Cormimodities, L.P., (“Aspire™) and Raiden
Commodities, L.P. (“Raiden®), =entiﬁes-)} and (2) Mr. de Man’s altem‘a’tiﬁ claim to be
| cqﬁlpensa_ﬁed_for services rendeted to one or more defendant entities. 'Ihat_phasing; limits the
scope of p‘erﬁfssible, televant discovery. Discovery of documents and information that is not
relevant to Phase I and not reasonably ealculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant

. 'to Phase I is riot permissible or appropriate at this time.

4 The Trust objects fo Plaintiffs’ Interrogatories to the extent they seek -the
disclosure of information or the ptoduction of deuments ptotected by the attormney-client
privilegs, the work product doctrine, or any other available privilege, protection or doctrine,

though the Trust does not read them as requesting such information.

5 The Trust’s resporis¢ to any interragatoty is not intended to be, and shall not be
construed as, an admisston that any factual predicate stated of inferred in the interrogatory is

accurate.
6. The Trust objects fo each and every interrogatory that:

a.  Contains vague, ambiguous, and. imdefined terms and phrases that sre

subject to a varfety of meanings and interpretations;

b. ‘Seeks confidential business information that the Trust is contractually

prechuded from producing, documents that cannot be produced because of
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statutory and/or tegulatory proscriptions, andfor documents that are

subject to constitutional privacy protections;

e. Seels infotmation tegarding persons and/or éntities other than the Trust; -
d. = Seeks information that is publicly available and is as readily aceessible to

opposing counsel and their clients as it is to the Trust; or

e, Seeks information that is not relevant to any party’s claim or defehse

- -and/or not proportional to the needs of the case. -

7. The: T'rust-objjcfotsr to lthe extent that the Iﬁrerrogato?ies are not. time-limited or
subject-matter limited in a way that would exclude documents not relevant to the claims: and
defenses in this litigation from the:scope of the Inferrogatories. For instance, the Trust abjects to
the extent the Inre_rrogat‘ories seek information from irrelevant titme periods b}'* seeking

information from aftet Mr. de was no 'Ioﬁ ger affiliated with the defendant entities.

8. The Trust’s .re.v,pdnseg below are made subject fo and without waiving (1) the
foregoing General Objections; (2) the right to object on the gr‘ouﬁds of competency, relevancy,
materiality, hearsay or any othér proper ground to the use of any such information for any
purpose, in whole or in part, in any subsequent style or proceeding iﬁ this or any othér action;
and (3) thie right to object on any an.d all grounds, at any time, to any other discovery procedure

relating to the subject matter of these Interrogatories,

9. The Trust incorporates the foregoing Gemeral Objections into each and every

answer to the Iiterrogatories below.
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10. The Trust also reserves the Tipht to supplement its answers as permitted under the

| Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.

11. The person who answers these nferrogatories does so in his capacity as
z?epr‘es’en‘ta.fiﬁe of Trust. Thirs,, thé information that is included in these. answers :doés not
- necessarily reflect the personal knowledge of the undersigned -Witij respect to-the information
: requgsited i the Inr&nrogaﬁorigs, but it-also reflects the infortnation that has been provided to him

by the ciitrent and former assistants, employees, agenfs, officials, and representatives. of the

party, including its attorheéys:

12. The:productien of the documents requested by Plaintiffs —due to the information

contained in the same— is sibject to the executibn of a confidertiality agreement.

n1. OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES

L. With respect to the person who answers this discovery, provide the following
information: ' ' '

a, Full name of the:person, and any nickname by which hefshe is kriown.
b. Relationshipto Sinn Living Trust (a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust).

- c. Address, |

| d, Telephone.

e. Kinship, if any, that you have with the atforneys in the case. or with a_ﬁy
other person who has knowledge about the faets.

ANSWER: The Trust states that these responses ‘were: prepared. by its attorneys with
information provided by Adam Sinn. Mr. Sinn may bereached throughundersigned counsel. The
" Trust objects to Plaintiffs’ request that it identify Mt. Sinn’s “Kinship” with “any other person
who has knowledge about the facts,” as vague and ambiguous. To the extent Plaintiffs’
Interrogatory seeks to discover whether any familial velationship exists between Mr. Sinn and
any potential witnesses in this action, the: Trust objects to the-extent this.Interro gatory attempts to
limit the witnesses in this action to those known to:the Trust at this time, Discovery in this matfer
is just. beginming, and ths Trust may discover additional potential -witnesses throughout the
course of discovery or its mternal review of this matter. Subject to and without waiving: the
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forégoing, Mr. Sinn. is not currently aware.of any familiar relationship between h11nself and any
identified witness in this matter:

2. If any person helped you to answer the mterrogatory, submit for that person the
same-information requested in the preceding paragraph,

ANSWER: -S'ee--r-esponse to Interrogatory No. L.

3. Identify all of the persons who have knowledge about the facts of this case and
srovide the address, telephone, and email addtess where they can be teached.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory to-the extent it attempts to 11m1t the
witnesses in‘this action to those known to the Trust at this time. Discovery in this matter is just
beginning and the Trust may discover -additional potential witnesses throughout the course of
discovery -or its internal review of this matter, The Trust further objects to'this Interrogatory as:
seeling information. beyond. the permissible scope of discovery at this time. The Court has
bitircated this case. The current phase (“Phase I'") addresses two issues: (I) Mr. de Man’s claim
‘to be own a portion of certain defendant entities (i.e. the Aspire and Raiden entities); and (2) Mr,
de Man’s alternative. case to be compensated for services rendered to one or more defendant
entities. That phasing limits the scope of permissible, relevant discovery, and this Interrogatory
seeks information that is not relevant to Phase 1 and not reasonably calcuylated to lead to the
discovery of information relevant to Phase I. The Trust also objects to this Interrogatery to the
extent it seeks information pretected by the attomey/chen’c privilege, work product doctrine,
and/or ofhier iterns directed at disclosing the mental imipressions of the Trust’s counsel.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, the Trust identifies the fbllow’ing
mdividuals who mady tiave inforniation regarding Mr. de Man’s lack of any ownership interest in
the defendant entities and Plaintiff’s claim for unjust enrichment: (1) Mr. -Adam Sinn; (2) Mr.
Patrick de' Man;g (3) Mr. Barry Hammond; (4) Mr, Kyle Carlton; and (5) Mr. Scott Schieffer, Mr,
Sinn and Mr. Hammond may be contacted through Defendants’ counsel.

4. Identify each of the witnesses you intend to use at the trial to fe-stablish yaur
allegations, indicating the subjects on which they will testify.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as premature. Discovery in this
matter is just beginning, and the Trust has not yet determined which witnesses it will present at
“trial. The Trust further .objects to this Interrogatory as secking information irrelevant. to Phase 1
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, the Trust states that it will provide its trial
witness list in accordance with the Puerts Rico Rules of Civil Procedure. and any case
méanagement oider in this action

5. Offer a summary of each witness’ testimony.

ANSWER: ‘See response to Interrogatory No. 4. The Trust firther objects. to this
Interrogatory as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably proportional to the needs of
the case to the extent it seeks to have the Trust summarize all information believed to be known
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by everyone it miay call as a witness at trial. Plaintiffs-are free to tike depositions in this action or
serve non-party discovery in accordance. with- the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure. The.
Trust also objects because this Interrogatory asks the Trust to speculate as to what individuals
may er may not knew and provide information. eutside of the Tiust’s possession, custody, and.
control. The, Trust objects to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the
- attotney/client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or other items directed at disclosing the
' ,menta.l 1mpress1ons of the Trust’s counsel.

é. Idetmfy and submit a true and exact copy of all documentary, demonstrative, or
other kind of evidence that you.intend to use at the trial to establish your allegations-and/or that
you will use to prepare your withesses. For each docuiment indjcate:

a. Title or caption of the document, if any;
b Date of the: document;

o Number of pages that the doeument contains;

| d. Purpose ar objective of the dogument.

e. Type of document. ’I]Iat is, whether it i5 & letter, memorandum, deed,
record, report, email, contract, etc.
f Narme, addréss, and telephotie of the persen. to whom the document is
addressed, if any.
:3 Narme, address, and. teléphong of any person who. subseribes, produces,
and/or sends the document.
h. Name, adﬂ:ess, and telephone of the parson who has possession, medium

terim or immediate, of the original document in question.

I, Names, addresses, and telephones of sach and every one of the persons '
who. possess and/or have undet their eustody a copy of the doeuthent in
quéstion.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Intérrogatory a5 pretnature. Drscovery in this
miatter is just béginning and the Trust hasmot yet determined which evidence it will present at,
trial. The Trust further objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. The
Ttust objects to the: extent this Interrogatory seeks information. protected by the attornsy/chent
privilege, work product-doctrine, and/or other items directed at dlsclosmg the mental impressions
of the Trust’s counsel. -

Subjeci to and without waiving thc foregoing, the Trust states that it will provlde its trial

' exhibit list in accordance with the Puetto Rico Rules of ‘Civil Procedure and any case
management: order in thisaction..
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7. Indicate whether you have consulted any expert in connection with the dispute,
regardless of whether you intend to use him/her at trial. For each one, provide the information
requested in paragtaph 6.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory to the extenit it seels to have the
Trust 1dent1fy its consulting expeits or other experts the Trust will not present at-trial. The Trust
also objects to this Interrogatery as premature. Discovery in this matter is just beginnirig and the
Trust has not yet determined which experts, if any, it will present at trial. The Tmst further
objects to this Interrogatory as seeking iriformation irrelevant to- Phase I and not reasanably
calculated to. lead to the discovery of information relévant to- Phase L The Trust objects to the
extent this Interrogatory seeks inforination protected by the attomney/client privilege, work
product, docirine, and/or other items directed -at. disclosing the mental impressions of the Trust’s
counsel.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, the Trust states that it will disclose its
testifying experts in accordance with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure and any case
management otder in this action. :

8. Identify all of the expert witnesses you infend fo use at trial, if any. Provide 2
copy of their respectivé curticulum vitae and a summary of what each one will testify, their
opmmns and a brief statement of the theories, facts, and arguments in support thereof. Submit
copies of all accounts or reports prépared by each éxpert, régardless of whether you intend to use
them 4t the trial of this case.

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No, 7.

g, Identify all statements, whether or not under oath, recordings, memo:randa, rotes,
or writing of any person that is connected with the facts stated in the. gomplaint and the answer
Tf you answer in the affirmative, submit a true.and exact copy of the same.

__ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interro_gatory’s use of the phirase “all statements,
whether or not under oath, ;recordings memorarida, notes, or writing” is vague,-ambiguous, and
subject to & variety of interpretations. The Trust will interpret. this Interrogatory as seeking
written statements provided to the Trust by any potential fact-witness in this matter regarding the
facts alleged in Plaintiffs’ Complaint or Defendants™ Amended Counterclaim. The Trust objects
to this Intertogatory to the extent it seeks information irrelevant to Phase I and mot reasonably
calenlated to lead to the discovety of infotrmation relevant to Phase 1. The Trust also objects to
the extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the: attorney/chent privilege, work
product doctrine, qnd/or other items directed at d1sclosmg the mental impressions of the Trust’s
counsel.

Subject to and without waiving the fer_egoing,~ the Trust states that it has not obtained any
written statemhents at thig time from any potential fact witness in this matter,

10. State whether any investigator, a.gelrt,‘ representative, employee, or any person
acting on your behalf has.condueted an investigation of the facts that gave rise to the Complaint
and/or Answer and/or Counterclaim -and/or Amended Counterclaim. If you anmswer in the
affirmative, submit the full name and-address of such persons and their relationship to defendant.
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Produce copies of all accounts; reports; or memoranda prepared by such persors, -as well as the
‘notes, ainotations, and suppoert documents for each accoumt, report, or memorandum..

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as-vague and ambiguous. The Trust
will interpret this Inteifogatory as seeking information relafing to whether the Trust has
commissioned aii external or internal independent investigation of this matter, The Trust objeets
- to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information irrelevant. to Phase I -and hot redsonably
caleulated to:lead to.the discovery of itiformation televant td Phase I, The Trust objects to the
extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the attorney/cliert privilege, work

- product doctrine, and/or other items directed at disclosing the mental impressions of the Trust’s
counsel

'Subj ect to and without waiving the foregoing, the. Trust. states that it has not at this time
commissioned &any independent investigation of the facts giving rise to the Complaint or
Amiended Counterclaim in this matter.

11.  State whether you intend to present as evidence admissions made by plaintiff or
any representative. If you answer in the affirmative, indicate in what the purported -admissions -
consist, when and whete-they were made, their phraseolcrgy or conduct, and the person you will
" useto prove them. :

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as prematute. Discovety in this
matter {s just beginting and the Trust has riot yet. determined which admissions by Plaintiffs, if
any, it will present as evidence, the Trust also objects to this. Interrogatory to the. extent it seeks
information irrelevant to Phase: I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of
information relevant to Phase I. The Trust objects to the extent this interrogatory seeks
- information protected by the attorney/chent privilege, work product doctrine, and/or other items
dlrected at disclosinig the mental fripressions of the Trust's counsel,

12, State whether you intend to present as evidence admissions made by ‘the Sinn
Living Trist (a/k/a Gonemardon Living Trust), or any representative thereof. If you answer in
the -affirmative, indicate in what the purported admissions consist, when and where they were
made, their phraseology or conduct, and the person you. will iise to prove them.,

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as unintelligible as stated. The
doneept of’ binding admissions is-for use by adversaries in litigation, The Trust is not adverse to
itsclf. Further, this Request seeks the disclosure of counsel’s mental impressions., The Trust
furthey refers Plaintiffs to-its responses to Interregatories Nos. 4, 5, 6, 7:and 8.

13. State whether the Sinn Living Trust and Gonemiatooh Living Trust are the same
entity. Ifthey:are not the samie entity, explain the. relationship between both..

ANSWER: Yes.

14.  Provide all emstmg documents in connection with the creation of the Sinn L1vmg
Trust and the Gonemaroon Living Trust.
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ANSWER: The Trust objects to this: Request-as overly broad, uhduly burdensome, not
reasonably likely to lead to the discovery of .admissible: evidence, and not réasonably
proportional to the meeds of this case. The Trust further objects to this Request as seeking
information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
informmation relevant to Phase I. Documents and information related to the creation of the Trust
orthe details associated with the management or the trustees or beneficiarigs of the same do not
advance Plainfiffs” arguments that Mr. de Man had -any ownership infterest in. the Aspire or
Raiden entities or provided services for the defendant entities for which he was not compensated.
The Trust further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents or information from
irrelevant time periods in which Mr. de Man was not affiliated with the defendant entities,

Subject to the above cbijections and the execution of a confidentiglity agreement, the
Trust will produce its formation documents.

15.  Provide a copy of the deed of constitution of the Sinn Living Trust and of its
certificate, including any amendment to either of them. State who prepared it.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request.as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not
reasonably hlcely to lead to ‘the discovery of admissible evidence, and not 1easonably
proportional to the needs of this case. The Trust further objects. to this Request as seeking
information not relevart to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead fo the discovery of
information relevant to Phase I. Documents and information related to the cteation of the Trust
or the details assoclated with the management or the trustees or beneficiaries of the same do not
advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in the Aspire or
Raiden Enfities or provided services for the defendant entities for which he was not
compiensated. The Trust further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents or
information fiom irrelevant time periods in ‘which Mr. de Man was not affiliated with the
defendant entities.

16.  Provide a copy of the deed of censtitution of the Goremaroon Living Trust and of
its certificate, including any amendrient to either of them. State who prepared it.

ANSWER: See résponse to Request No. 15

17. Explam how the: Sinn meg Trust became the Gonemaroon. Livmg Trust, Attach
all existing documents..

ANSWER: See response to Request:No, 15.

18.  State whether the Sinn Living Trust was the object of any change in name. If you
answer in the affirmative, indicate-the date on which its name was changed and the new nae
with which it was desigtiated. Aftach. all existing documents in connection with all name
changes. '

ANSWIER:  Seeresponse to Re-quest’ Ne. 15.
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19.  State whether the: Sinn Living Trust transferred ifs: assets to- the Gonemaroon

Living Trust. If you answer in the affirmative, explain the -date on which. the transaction
occurred. Attach all existing documents.

- ANSWER: -See response to Request No. 15.

20.  State whether the Sinn Living Trust or the Gonemargon Living Trust is a
corporation. If you answer in the affitmative, submit the certificate of incorporation and bylaws
of each one: Identify, for edch one, who are their officers and shareholders, If'they are not a
corporation, explain the nature of the:entity.

ANSWER: See response to Request No. 15,

- 21, State where the offices of the Sinn Living Trust and the Gopemaroen Living Trust
© are p"hymcally located.

ANSWE-R':. See tesponse to Request No. 15.

22,  Explain what are- the. businesses that the Sinn Living Trust and/or the
Gonemaroon Living Trust have: carried out in Puerto Rico since 2012.

ANSWER: The Trust objeets to this Request because it is not limited to any subject
relevant to this.case and is thus overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably likely to lead
“to the discovery of admissible evidence, and fiot reasonably propomonal to the needs of this
~ case. The Trust further objects to-this Request as seeking information nét televant to Phase I and
siot reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Documents
~ and information related to the business activities, if any, of the Trust or the details associated
with the management of the same: do not advance Plaintiffs* arguments thdt M. de Man had any
ownetship intérest in the Aspire-or Raiden Entities or provided services for the defendant entities
for which he was not compensated. The Trust further objects to this'Request to the extent it seeks
- documents ot informaticn from u'relevant tine petiods in which Mr, de Man was not affiliated
with the defendant entities. :

_ S-ubj ect to-and without waiving the foregoing, the Ttust states that as ‘.a.'ljmitcd. partner of
Ralden Commodities, L.P, if, by definition, had no operating responsibilities for any of the
defendant entities.

23, Explain your centention that neither the Sinn Living Trust nor the Goremaroon
Living Trust has:a presenice in Puerto Rico or does business in this jurisdiction.

ANSWER: See response to Request No. 22, Addifionaily, the Trust is not a Puerto
Rican trust, but was organized and exists under Texas law.

24,  Provide a list- of all of the entitiss in which the Sinn meg Trust or the
Gonemaroon Living Trust is a membet, partner, shareholder, ot has an economic interest, or has
been from 2012 to the present. For each entity, indicate the name, nature of the participation, or
interest'and its value.
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ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not
reasonably likely to lead to fhe discovery of admissible. evidence, and mot réasonably
proporfional to the needs of this case, The identity of ofher entities in which the Trust may have
an economic issue is not relevant to any issue in this case and is certainly not relevant and not
reasohably -calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L The Trust
further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks documents or information from irrelevant
time-periods in which Mr, de Man was hot affiliated with the defenidant entities.

Subjeet to-and without waiving the foregoing, the Trust states: that durmg Mr. de Man’s
affiliation with the defendant entities it was a 99% Class A Limited Partner of Raiden
Commiodities, L.P.

25.  Provide copies of all communications connected with the Sinn Living Trust or the:
Gonemaroon Living Trust and Kyle B. Carlton, or sent between Mr. Carlton and either of the
two entities, from 2012 to the present.

ANSWER: The Ttust objects to this Request since it is not limited to any subjects
televant to the issues in this case-and is thus overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably
likely to lead to the discovery of admissible évidence, and not reasonably proportional to the
needs: of this case. The Trust further objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant
to Phase I and not reasonably calculzted to lead to the discovery of information televant to Phase
L. This request: for docurtients exchanged, between the Trust and Kyle Carlton, regardless of
subject matter, from a six year period of time is unduly burdensome, overbroad, and does not
advance Plaintiff§” arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in the Aspire or
Raiden Entities or provided setvices for the defendant entities for which he was not
compensated, The Trust furthet objects to this Request to the extent it. seeks documents or
information from irrelevant time periods in which Mr. de Man was not. afﬁhated with the
defendant entities.

26.  Provide copfes of all existing documents. that reflect the jurisdiction where the
Sinn Living Trust and the Gonemaroon Living Trust aré registered, from 2012 to-the present.

ANSWER: See responsesto Request Nos. 15, 22'and 23.

27.  List, from the date of their constitution to the presert, all of the beneficiaries of
the Sinn Living Trust and of the Gonemaroon Living Trust. Indicate for each beneficiary the
proportion of their participation.

ANSWER:; Seeresponses.to Request Nos. 15 and 22.

28,  Indicate all of the: exis‘tiﬁg conditionis applicable to the beneficiaries of the Sinn
Living Trust and of the Gonemaroon Living Trust. ‘

ANSWER: Secresponses‘to Request Nos, 15 and 22.
29. Indieate, from the date of their constitution to the present, all of the trustees of the

Sinn Living Trust and of the Gonemaroon Living Trust.
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ANSWER: See responses to Request Nos. 15 and 22,

_ 30.  List all of the powers of the trustees of the Sinn Living Trust and of the
Gonemaroon Living Trust.

ANSWER: Seeresponses:to-Request Nos. 15 and 22, _

31.  Provide all of the income tax returns to the LR.S. and to the Department of the
Treasury for the Sinn Living Trustand the Gonemaroon Living Trust from 2012 to the present.

ANSWER: See.responses to RequestNos. 15 and 22.

32,  Explain what is the Sinn Living Trust's and the Gonemaroon Living Trust’s
relationship with:

& ¢odefendant Adam Sinn:
b.  codefendant Raiden Commodities, L.P;
e codeferidant Raiden Commodities 1, LLC;
d. codefendant Aspire Commeodities, L.P; and
e. codefendant .Aspi're Commodities 1, LLC.
ANSWER: See Answers to Requests 15 and 22.

‘ - Subject to -and WIﬂmut walving the above objection, dunng the relevant time the Trist
wasa.99% Class A Lirited Parther of Raiden Commodities, L.P. Adam Sinn js‘its Trustee.

3‘3‘. Provide the ‘General Ledger of the Sinn Living Trust-and the Gonemamon Living
Trust from 2012 to the present,

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request since it is not limited to any isues
relevant to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly butdensome, not reasonably caleulated
" to lead to the discovery of admissible: evidence and is not proportional to the needs of this case.
It also .seeks information not relevant to Phase T and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
- discovery of itiformation relevent to Phase I. This request is also overly broad and unduly
burdgnsome and not preportional te the needs of this :case since.it seeks mfbrmanon relatlng to.
all of the Trust’s business transactions, noéne of which are relevant to the issues in Phase I The
Trust’s general ledger from 2011 to present does not.advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. De
Man had any ownership interest in the Aspire o Raiden EBntities or provided services as an
emplovee of the defendant entities for which he was ot compensated.

34.  Provide a list of all of the employees- and agents contracted by the Sinn Living

Trust and the Gonemaroon Living Trust from. 2012 to the present. For each one, indicate their
name, position, duties, and annual salary,
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ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request in that its use: of ‘the phrase “employees
and agents” is vague and ambiguous. The Trust will interpret the Request as seeking information
regarding its. employees and independent contractors. The. Trust objects to this Request ag
seeking information not relevant to Phase [ and not reasonably caloulated to lead to the discovery
of infortnation relevant to Phase I The identities, job deseriptions, and salaries of the Trust’s
employees and independent contractors, if any, other than Mr. de Man do not advance Plaintiffs*
arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in the Aspire or Raiden Entities or
provided services for which he was not compensated.

Subject to the above objection, the Trust has no employees.

- 35.  In connection with your allegation thet plaintiff appropriated electrenic
equ1pment intellectnal property, and trade secrets of the defendants, indicate;

. the. description of the equipment purportedly appropriated by plaintiff,
~ belonging tc the Sinn Living Trust or the Gorernaroon Living Trust

b. the description of the equipment putportedly appropriated. by plaintiff,
* belotiging to any other of the codefendants.

c. the desunptmn of the. intellectual property purpbrtedly appropriated by
plaintiff, belonging to the Sinn Living Trust or the Gonemarpon Living
Trust

d. the description of the intellectual propeity’ purportedly appropriated by
- plaintiff, belonging to any other of the codefendants,

e. the descrlp’mon of the trade secrets putportedly appropriated by plaintiff,
" belonging to tlie Sinn Living Trust or the Gonemaroon Living Trost

f ‘the description of the trade secréts purportedly appropriated by plaintiff;
‘belonging to any other of the codefendants. -

g if there is any other asset that is alleged to have béen appropridted by
-plaintiff, provide its desctiption and the person or enterprise that turns out
to be its ownet.

ANSWER: The Trust cbjects to this Request as seeking information not rclevant to
Phase I and fiot reasonany caloulated to Jead to the discovery of informatior relevant to Phase I.
Information regarding the allegations: in Defendanis’ counterclaims that Mr, de Man
misappropriated and stole electronic equipment, intellectual property, and trade secrets do hot
advance Plaintiffs’ argumnients that Mr. de Man had -any ownership interest in the Aspire or
Raiden Enfities or provided sérvices fot which he was not compensated. Moreover, during the
relevant time the Trust was a passive investor in Raiden Commodities, L.P. and had no
operational responsibilities for Raiden Commedities, L.P. and therafore the Trust does not
control the other defendants’ information..
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36.  Attachall emails, letters, and messages sent, between thé Sinn Lﬁzmg Trust or the
- Gonemarcon Living Trust, as well as or any of the. beneficiaries, trustees, employees, or agents
of both trusts ‘with plamt]ﬂ’ from 2012 to the present,

ANSWER The Trust objects to this Requeést since il is wot limited to any subject
matter televant to this lawsuit and is therefére overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the reeds of
the case because it -seeks all commimications: exchanged. between the Trust or any of its
. beneficiaries, trustees, employees, or agents and Plaintiffs — regardless of subject matter—froma -
six-yéar petiod of tinie. The Trust also- objécts to this Request as seeking information not
televant to Phase I arid not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relévant
" to Phase 1. It also seeks information for an overly broad timeframe by seeking information after
Mr de Man was no longer affiliated with the defendant entifies.

SubJ ect to and without waiving the foregoing, the Trust states that as a passive investorin
Raiden Comimiodities, L.P., itds not aware of any comiautiications: between itself and Plaintiffs.

37.  Attach all emails, letters, and messages 'sent between the Sinn Living Trust and
- the Gonemaroon Living Trust or any of the. beneficiaries, trustees, employees, ot agents of both
trusts withi codefendant Adam Sinn or. with any of the other defendams, their agents, -attorneys,
- accountants; or employses from 2012 to the present,

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome not
réasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the
needs.of the case because it seeks all communications- exchanged between the Trust or any of its
beneficiaries, trustees, employees, er agerits and Mr. Sinn — regardless of subject mattet — frotm a
six-year period of time. The Trust also objects to this Request as sseking information not

televant to Phase I-and not reasonably cdleulated 1o lead to the discovery of information relevant
* to Phase L. It dlso seeks information for an overly broad timeframe by seeking information after
M. de Man was no longer affiliated with the defendant entities. The cormmunications between
. the Trust and Mr. Sinn are not only irrelevant, but they are proprietary dnd confidential -and
involyve Mr. Sinn’s private information. Plaintiffs are merely seeking to harass Mr, Sinn by
seeking such personal, confidential and private information,

38.  Attach all drafts of agreements cornnected with the Sinn. Living Trust or the
Gonemarcon Living Trust prepared bctween 2012. and the present which mention plaintiff or
defendant Adam: Sinn.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to the tequest. overly broad uniduly burdensome, not
reasonably bly calculated, to lead 1o the discovery of admissible evidence, not proportional to the
- needs of the case, and beyond the scope of Phase T of this case. Drafts of agreements not
explicitly referencing Plaintiffs have no bearing on Phase T of this case. This Request also secks
information for an overly broad timefranie by secking information after Mr dc Man was no.
longer affiliated with the defendant entities..

39.  Identify all of the attorneys who acted for the Sinn Living Trust or the
Gonemaroon Living Trust from 2012 to the present. .
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ANSWER: The Trust ohjects to this Intetrogatory sinee it is not limited to any issue
relevant to this case and is therefore ovetly broad, unduly burdensome, nat reasonably calculatcd
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case.

The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of infottnafior relevant to Phase I. The identities

of the Trust’s attorneys from 2012 to the present who provided any services or legal advice to the-

Trust (regardless of subject matter) have nothing to-do with the any claim in this case, let alone
the limited issues in Phase I. It &lso seeks information for an overly broad timeframe by seeking
‘information after Mt. de Man was no longer affiliated with the defendant entities.

40. Identify all of the iaccountants who acted for the Sinn Tiving Trust: or the
Gonemaroon Living Trust-from 2012 te the present. ‘ :

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Intetrogatory since it is not limited to any issue
relevant to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably ealculated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the fieeds of the case.
The Trust objects to this Intericgatary 4s seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. ‘The identities
of the Trust’s accountants (regardless of subject maiter) have nothing to do with the any claim in
this case, let alone the limited issues in Phase 1. It also seeks information for -an overly broad
timeframe by Seeklng information dfter Mr. de Man wag no longer afﬁhated with the defendant
entities.

41, In connection with your allegation that plaintiff published commumications:

through: the social networks that adversely affected the Sinn Living Ttust or the Gonemaroon
Living Trust, identify and attach copies of all of the aforsmentioned communications.

. ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase I and net reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1.
Documents' and information regarding the Trust’s counterclaims do not advance Plaintiffs”

arguments that Mr. de Man Had :any ownership interest in the Aspire or Raiden Entities or.

provided services for which he was:not compensated.

Subject to and without waiving the above objections, the Trust has not made such

allegations,

42,  Attach copies of all written contracts executed by the Sihn Living Trust or the

Gonemaroon Living Trust with any other of the codefendants between 2013 and the present.

ANSWER: The Tmst objects to this Request as vague and ambiguous. The Trust will
interpret the Request as seeking copies of all written contracts ~ regardless of subject matter or
contracting parties — any Defendant has executed with any other Defendant since 2013
Accordingly, the Trust objects to this Request ds -overly broad, unduly burdenseme, not
teasonably caleulsted to lead to-the discovery of admissible evidence and not proportional to the
needs of the case, The Trust further objects to this Request as seeking informiation not relevant
to Phase [.and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase
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ownership agreement with Mr. de Man do not advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Me. de Man -
had any ownership. interest in the Aspire or Raiden Entities or provided. services for which hie
~ was hot compensated. Tt also seeks information for an ovetly broad timeframe by seelding
information afler Mr. de'Man was.no longer affiliated with the defendant entities. '

Subject to @nd without waiving the foregoing, the Trust staies it is riot aware of any
wntten corrtracts‘ between or among the defendant enfities duting the relevant timeframe.

43.. State whether Mf; Pattick De Man was an employee-of the Sinn Living Trust or
the Gonemaroon Living Trust, If your amswer is- in the affirmative, produce a copy of his
employment contract,

ANSWER: No.

44,  Attach all documents connected with the. estabhshment of the Smn Living Tfust
“orthe Gonemaroon. lemg Trust. ‘

AN, SWER:_ See response to Request.No. 14.

45,  Attach copies of all employment contracts subseribed by the Sinn Living Trust
and the Gonemaroon Living Trust from 2012 to the present.

_ ANSWER:  The Trust objects to this Request.as everly broad, unduly burdensome, not

rf:asonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of-admissible evidence, and not proportional to the
ngeds. of the case. The Trust.also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
" Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I.
Copies of the employment contracts between the Trust and its employees (if any) and copies of
the Trust’s employee evaluations and compensation docuiments — other than those peftaining
specifically fo Mr; de Mah — do not advanee Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr, de Man obtained an
interest in the Aspire-or Raiden Entities or provided services for which he wasnot compensated.
It also seeks information for an overly broad timhefranie by seeking information after Mr. de Man
was no longer affiliated with the defendant entities,

Subject to the above ébjectiens, the Trust is not aware. of any such written employment
agreethents. ,

46. Explain, year by year, from 2012 to the present, the manner in which the Sinn
Living Trust and the Gonemaroon Living Trust were funded.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory because its use of the word
“funded” is vague, ambiguous, and subject to a variety of interpretations. The Tiust will interpret
this Intetrogatory as seeking iriformation regarding any loans or capital contributions the Truost
- received from 2012. The Trust also: objects to this Request as secking information not relevant
to Phase I and not-reasonably ealeulated to lead to'the discovery of infofmation relevant to Phase
- I Information ebout any “funding™ the Trust received in the form of loans or capital
contributions — apart from any such “funding”™ from Mr. de Man himself:(which did not cecur) —
do not advanee Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in the Aspire
or Raiden Entities or provided services as for which he: was not compensated. It also seeks
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information for an overly broad timeframe. by seeking information from period of time in which
Mr. de Man was not.affiliated with any defendant .cntitles.

47. State whether plaintiff contributed capltal to the Sinn Living Trust or to the
Gonemaroon Living Trust. If in the affirmative, state yeat by year, ffom 2012 to the present, the
amounts contributed by him.

ANSWER: No.

48.  State wlhether codefendant Adam Sinn contributed capital to the Sinn Living Trust
or to the Gonemaroon Living Trust. If in the affirmative, state year by year, from 2012 fo the
present, the amounts contributed by him.

ANSWER: The Trust objects 1o this Request since it is not limited to any issue
relevant to any issues in this case and is therefore overly broad, uriduly burdensome, not
reagonably likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not reasonably
proportional to the meeds of this. case. The Trust further .objects to this Request as seeking
information not. relevant to Phase I and fiot reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
informafion relevant to Phase I. Documents and information related to any capital contributions
made to the Trust do not advance Plaintiffs” atguments that Mi, de Man liad amy ownership
interest in the Aspire or Raiden entities or provided services for the defendant entities for which
he was not compensated. The Trust further objects to this Request to the extent it seeks
documents or information from irrelévant time periods in which Mr. de Man was not affiliated
with the defendant erntifies. Finally, the relationship between the Trust and Mr, Sinn is not only
irrelevant, but is private, proprietary and confidential. Mr. de Man seeks to harass Mr. Sinn by
secking information about that irrelevant and private relationship.

49,  State whether any ofher person contributed capital to the Sinn Living Trust or to.
the Gonetnaroen Living Trust, If in the affirmative, state year by year, from 2012 to the present;
the amounts contributed by each person.

ANSWER: See response to Request No. 48.

50..  Attacha list of all of the annual benefits paid by the Sinn Living Trust and the
Gonemaroon Living Trust to their beneficiaries from 2012 to the preserit.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Request because its use of the phrase *annual
benefits” is vague, 7 15 vague, ambi, guous, and subject to a variety of interpretations. The Trust will interpret
this Interrogatory as seeking information tegarding any distiibutions the Trust made to its
beneficiaries since 2012. Accordingly, the Trust also objects to this Request as beyond the
permissible scope of discovery the Court-has allowed in Phase I of this case. Information about
any distributions the Trust made to individuals or entities other than Mr. de. Man do not advance
Plaintiffs” arguments. that M. de. Man. obtained an interest in the Ttust or provided services for
which h¢ was not cernpensated. It also seeks information for ad overly broad timeframe by
seeking infortnation after Mr. de Man was no longer affiliated with the defendant entities.
Finally, the Trust’s relationships with its beneficiaries are private, proprietaty and confidential.
Mr. de Man seeks to harass the Trust by seeking information about that irrelevant and private
relationship. :
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51.  Attach a list of all of the-annual benefits acorued by the beneficiaties of the Sinn
Living Ttust or the Gonernareon Liviig Trust from 2012.to the present,

ANSWER: See response to Request No. 50.

52.  Submit all of the finangial statements prepared for the Sinn Living Trust add the
Gonemaroon Living Trust from 2012 to the present.

~ANSWER: See Responses 15, 22',_ 50 and 51.

_ 53.  Explainthe telationship between the Sinn Living Trust or the Gonernaroon Living
Trust and Rural Route 3 Holdings, I..P. State whether this relationship was amended at any time.
If you answer in the affirmative, explain and provide-all of the existing documients.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information not relevant
to Phase L and not reasonably calculated fo lead te the discevery of information relevait to Phase
- 1. The Trust’s relafionship with noh-parties 16 this ‘acfiom, incliding Rutal Routa 3 Holdmgs
does not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr, de Man has an equity/capital intetest int the

Aspire or Raiden entities or provided services for which he was not.compensated.

4. 'Provide all documents on the insurance acquired by the Sinn Living Trust-and the
Gonemargort Living Trust at the State Insurance Fund for each of its-eniployees.

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Interrogatory as'not reasonably calgulated to lead
to the.discovery of admissible evidence and net. proportional to. the needs of the.case., The: Trust
also objects to this Request gs seéking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
-~ calculated to Jead-to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I Information regarding the
Trust’s health plan, insurance caverage, and any individuals who may or may not have had

- coverage utider the Trust’s liealili plan do not advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Mr, de Man has
an equity/capital interest in the Aspire or Raiden entities or provided services: as for which he
was not-compénsated,  *

55.  Explain what is Barrington M. Hammond, Jr.*s role in the Sinn Living Trust and
the Gonemaroon Living Trust,

ANSWER: The Trust objects to this Inferrogatory as seeking information not relevarit
~ to Phase Land not reasonably caléulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase
I the Trust's relationship with non-parties to this action, including Mr. Barrington M.
- Hammond, Jr., de not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital
interest in the Aspire and Raiden entities or provided services for which he wads.not compensated.

Subj ect to the above objections, MI Hammond has no direct relationship with the Trust.

56.  Provide all of the evaluations of the employees of the Sinn Living Trust and. the
Gonemaroon Living Trust from 2012 to the present,

ANSWER: See tesponse to Request Nos, 34 and 43.
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57.  State at what place and ‘when Brian Tyson and Adam Sinn, pusportedly acting on
behalf of Aspite Commodities 1, LLC and the Sinn Living Trust, subscribed the documents tifled
“Joinder of New Quantitative Analyst Partner,” “Record of Initial Contribution by Quantitative
Analyst Partner,” “Unanimous Consent to Add a Quantitative Analyst Partper,” and
“Confidentiality, Non-Sohmtauon and Non-Compete Agreement,” all with an effective date of
March 28, 2015.

ANSWER: See responses to-Request Nos: 15, 22, 50 and 5T.

58.  Providecopies of each of the documents listed. State who ptepared thei.

ANSWER: The Tiust cannot determine the object of this Reéquest, specifically
‘whether it requests the Trust to produce all the documents it identifies in its responses or all the
documents referenced in Plaintiff’s Jnterrogatories. The Trust 'will interpret it as seeking the
former and -will produce such documents, Subject to the above objections and the execution of a
confidentiality agreement, the Trust will produce its formation documents:

.. 59.  Stafe whether the documents listed in paragraph 57 were personally given to
Adam Sinn in Dorado, Puerto Rico, by Kyle Carlton.

ANSWER: See responsetd Request:58.

00587943;9 20




Exectited in He usten s ok __ on September Ig , 2018.

Signatare

SWORN STATEMENT

State of Texas

County of Hacmi<

SWORN to and SUBSCRIBED before me, the undersigned authority, on the (8™ day of
September, 2018, by _Adam Sinn

04,

T |

Watary Public, Sate of Texas

e nee, BARRINGTON M. HANMOND, 40
4}" %Hmury'?ubuc, Stale of Tengs
™ imS Copm, Explres D2-22.20240

B
e T ] )
O Notary 10120033397

[Notary’s seal must be included.]
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The State of Texas
 Sectetirgof State

I, Rolando B. Pablos, Sectetary of State of the State of Texas, DO HEREBY

CERTIFY thataccording to the records of this office,
BARRINGTON M HAMMOND JR

was commissioned as a Notary Public for the State of Texas on February 22,

2016, for a term ending on February 22, 2020.

Issued: September 28, 2018
Certtficate Number 116 1.'95 04

Rolando B, Pablos
Secretary of State
' GF/els




WE HEREBY CERTIFY: having sent on this same date 2 true and exact copy of this
document to German J. Brau, Esq (german brau@bioslawpr.com), P.O. Box 13669, San Juan,
Puerto Rico 00908,

O'NEILL & BORGES
- Attorneysfor Raiden Commodities, L.P.
American Tnternational Plaza
250 Mufioz Rivera Ave., Ste. 800
San Juan, PR 00918-1813
Telephone: 787-764-8181
Fax: 787-753-8944

{ém, de Tribune] Supxemo“,s_s_‘s:z
alfredo.ramirez@oneillborges.com

Ana 1\/[argar1ta. ] ‘odnguez Riverd
Num. de Tribunal Supremo 16195
ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com

: 12(&1]:?& H 1'11311?, G‘onza]ez '
Jitn. de Ttibunal Suptemo 20347

arturo.hernandez@oneillborges.com
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ANEJO 3

The Law Offices

BAUZA
BRAU
IRIZARRY
0JEDA
SILVA

15 de octubre de 2018

Via Carreo Elecirdnico

Ledo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald
O’NEILL & BORGES LLC

250 Avenida Muifioz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-1813

Re:  Patrick De Man v. Adam C. Sinn, Civil Ntim. ﬁACZOl 6-2144 .
Interrogatotio a Sinn Living Trust {(a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust)

Estimado licenciado Ramirez:

Gracias por su comparecencia a nuestras oficinas. para la reunién bajo Ia Regla 34.1 que se llevé
a cabo el 10 de octubre de 2018, relacionada con el interrogatorio cursado al codemandado Sinn
Living Trust (a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust) (“el Trust™). Segin discutimos en nuestra reunién,
la parte demandante no estd satisfecha con numerosas de las contestaciones que. se nos
sometieron. La parte demandada ha objetado practicamente la totalidad de los interrogatorios
sometidos. Segim lo -acordado, a continvacién, le someto un listado de las contestaciones
interrogatorios sobre las cuales tenemos reparos, incluyendo una breve explicacién. Para fines.
de claridad, hacemos referencia al inciso especifico del interrogatorio original:

4. En este interrogatorio se solicitd que se identificaran los testigos de la parte demandada.
No se nos brindé ni un solo nombre. Aunque entendemos que el Trust posiblemente no
tiene identificados todos los testipos que empleard en el juicio, si debe tener algunos
testigos identificados con relacién a su reconvencién, reclamo sobre el cual dicha parte
tiene el peso de la prueba. Solicitamos que se produzca un Jistado preliminar de estos
testigos y que posteriormente se nos brinde una lista completa de los testigos. :

6. En este interrogatorio se solicitdé que se anunciara la prueba documental v es parecido al
inciso anferior. Aunque el Trust no tenga toda la prueba identificada, si debe conocer la
prueba en la que basa las alegaciones de su reconvencién. Solicitamos que se produzca
un listado preliminar de los documentos que se hayan identificado y que luego se nos
someta una lista completa de la prueba documental que se utilizara.

8. Entendemos que el Trust no tiene testigos periciales identificados en este momento
Solicitamos que asi se confirme.
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11.
1.
16,

17.

19.

20.
21

24.
25.
26.

27,

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Solicitamos que se nos someta la lista de todas las admisiones del demanda.nte que

+ podrian ser usadas en el juicio. Sino hay ninguna, solicitamos que asi se aclare.

Solicitamos que se nos someta una lista de todas las admisiones (i.e., declaraciones
anteriores bajo juramento o sin €l) del Trust que se podrian utilizar en el j Julcm Sino hay
ninguna, solicitamos que asi se aclaJ:e
Insistimos en que se nos produzca una copia del documento de creaci6n del Trust.

Insistimos en que se nos produzean los documentos relacionados cof el cambio del

_ nombre del Trust de Gonemaroon Living Trust a Sinn Living Trust.

Insistimos en que se nos produzean los documentos relacionados con el cambio del Trust
de Gonemaroan Living Trust a su nombre actual.

No se contesta si hubo transferencia de activos entre Gonemaroon Living Trust y el Sinn
L1v1ng Trust o vice-versa.

No se contesta si el Trust es una corporacion,

- No se contesta dénde estén_las oficinas principa]es del Trust.

Solicitanios que se nos aclare si el Trust tiene interés en alguna otra entidad ademds de
Raiden Commuodities, LP.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copia de las comunicaciones entre el Trust,
Gonemaroon Living Trust v Kyle Carlton. :

No se proveen los documentos solicitados que reﬂejen la jurisdiccién dénde se

~ registraron el Trust v Gonemaroon lemg Trust.

No se-contesta quiéne.s son los beneficiarios del Trust y de Gonemaroon Living Trust.

No se contesta cudles son las condiciones que.aplican al Trust v a Gonemaroon Living
Trust.

No se contesta quiénes han sido los fiduciarios del Trust y de Gonemaroon Living Trust.

No se contesta cudles son los poderes de los ﬁducwrlos del Trust y de Gonemaroon

" Living Trust.

No se proveen las planillas contributivas solicitadas.

Solicitamos que se aclare si el Trust tiene conexién con algin otro de los demandados y
si tiene otros fiduciarios adémas de] St. Sinn.




33.
34.

35.
37.

38.
39.
40,
41.
44,

46.
48.

49,
50.

51.

No se nos produce el General Ledger del Trust. Es necesario para la reclamaclon del
demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo.

Solicitamos que s¢ aclare si el Trust tiene agentes y/o contratistas. De contestarse en. la
afirmativa, solicitamos que se provea la informacién solicitada en el interrogatorio.

Entendemos que durante la reunién del 10 de octubre de 2018 se aclard que el Trust no
estd envuelto en las alegaciones de los ofros demandados relacionadas con este
interrogatorio. Nos gustaria que esto se confirme. ' -

Insistimos en que se provean las comunicaciones solicitadas en este inciso, las que son
pertinentes para establecer la reclamacion de la parte’ demandante para rasgar ‘el velo
corporativo. -

Insistimos que se nos provea copia de todos los documentos preparados entre 2012 y el
presente que mencionen al demandante o al Sr. Sinn.

Insistimos en que se nos identifiquen los abogados del Trust desde 2012 al presente. Es
pertinente conocer si son justamente los mismos de las ofras empresas.

Insistimos en que se nos identifiquen los contadores del Trust desde 2012 hasta el
presente. Queremos conocer si son. 1os mismos de las otras empresas.

Entendemos que el Trust aclara que no hizo alegaciones relacionadas con la reconvencién
y la mocidn de remedios provisionales de la parte demandada., .

Insistimos en que se nos produzcan los documentos relacionados con el establecmuento
del Trust y de Gonemaroon Living Trust.

Insistimos en que se nos explique la forma en que se capitalizé al Trust y a Gonemaroon
Living Trust. Este tema es pertinente porque demostrard que el demandado n6 observa la
debida separacién entre sus empresas.

Insistimos en que se nos conteste si el Sr. Sinn aportd capital al Trust y las cantidades

aportadas desde 2012 al presente. La parte demandante plantea que el Trust es un
vehiculo para sustraer activos de Raiden.

Por la misma razén, insistimos en que se nos conteste si alguna otra persona aporté
capital aJ Trust.

Insistimos en que se nos provea el listado de los beneficios pagados por el Trust desde
2012 al presente.

Insistimos en que se nos provea el listado de los beneficios acumulados por los
beneficiarios del Trust desde 2012 al presente.




52.

53

57.

58.

59.

Insistimos én que se nos produzcan.los estados financieros del Trust.

 Insistimos en que-se nos conteste cudl es la.relacitn del Trust, Gonemaroon Living Trust

Y Rmal Route 3 Holdmgs Lp.
No se contiasta la pregunta.

No se producen estos documentos. Los' documentos existen, se llaman en la forma
desighada y pueden ser identificados por-el Trust,

.No se.contesta la pregunta.

Nos gustana que se nos suplemente la contestacidn al 1nterrogator1o, pard lo cual estamos
dispuestes & aguardar por un términio de treinta (30} dfas. Segin fo acordado en nuestra reunidn,
estaremos sometiendo cartas similares a ésta con relacién a cadauno de los demandados.

Agradecemos su atencidn sobre este particular.

Atentamente,

_/‘fmj%-ff@

German J. Brau

llfm’r
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