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 : o
MAN OR MIKA KAWAJIRI); y la

SOCIEDAD LEGAL DE BIENES SOBRE:
GANANCIALES COMPUESTA POR - o
AMBOS INCUMPLIMIENTO DE DEBER DE
. FIDUCIA; INCUMPLIMIENTO DE
Demandantes, CONTRATO DE SOCIEDAD
| LIMITADA; DANOS Y PERJUICIOS;
v 2 MALA FE Y DOLO; MALA FEaEN LA
_ , ' : CONTRATACION; - |

ADAM C. SINN; RAIDEN . ENRIQUECIMIENTO INJUST@

COMMODITIES, L.P.; RAIDEN
COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES, L.P.; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES 1, LLC SINN LIVING :
TRUST,

Demandadds.

MOCION PARA QUE SE ORDENE AL CODEMANDADO ASPIRE
COMMODITIES, LP PRODUCIR INFORMACION SOLICITADA

AL HONORABLE TRIBUNAL:
COMPARECE la Parte Demandante, a través de la representacmn legal
- que suscrlbe v muy respetuosamente expone, alega y sohcfca

1. El 14'de junio de 2018, la parte demandante cursé a Aspire
Commodities, LP (“Aspire”) un Primer Pliego de" Interrogatorios y Solicitud de
Produccién de Dbcumentos (Véase el Anejo 1 de esta Mocién) Aspire solicité
prorrogas para contestar 16s dias 25 de julio de 2018, el 8 de agosto de 2018,

| 29 de agOsto de 2018 y 17 de septiembre de 2018,

2. El 2 de octubre de 2018, la parte demandada finalmente sometio |
su contestacion, objetando y/o- dejando de contestar casi todos los
interrogatorios so-metidos.' (Véase el Anejo' 2 de esta .Moéién)l “ De 83

- interrogatorios sometldos la parte demandada objetd y/o dejo de contesta_r 68.

3. La pafte demandante certifica que hizo gestiones con la parte

demandada para tratar de llegar a un acuerdé sobre el descubrimiento de

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

4. En el interrogatorio 4 la parte demandante le solicitd a
Aspire que identificara sus testigos. No se nos brindé ni un solo nombre.
Ello es irrazonable porque Aspire presenté una reconvencién. Aspire
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. Aunque Aspire no tenga
toda la prueba identificada, si debe conocer la prueba en la que basa las
alegaciones de su reconvencién. Aspire no ofrecié ningtin documento.

13. En el interrogatorio 13, la parte demandante solicité que se
le enumerasen todas las categorias de socios de Aspire y que se
identificaran todos los socios dentro de cada categoria, indicando la
fecha en que cada entidad o individuo se convirtié en socio y si hubo.
También se solicité que se produjera copia del Partnershtp Agreement de
Aspire. La Contestacion no fue responswa

14. En este inciso, se solicité que se produjera copia del
Partnership Agreement de Aspire y todas sus enmiendas. La parte
demandada se rehusé a producirlo.

15. En el inciso 15, la parte demandante solicitd que se le
produjera copia de todos los contratos y/o acuerdos existentes entre los

accionistas y/o socios de Aspire. La parte demandada se negd a
producirlos. ' E '

16. En el interrogatorio 16, la parte demandante ‘solicitd que se
le proveyera una relacién de las partidas de dafios reclamadas por Aspire
en su reconvencion, asi como otra informacién relacionada con este
tema. - Aspire se nego

19. En el interrogatorio 19 se solicitd que se enumeraran las
responsabilidades del demandante con Aspire para el perlodo 1nd1cado
No se proveyeror.

20. En el requerimiento 20, se solicité que Aspire produjera sus
planillas estatales desde 2011 al presente. (El demandante produjo le
sus planillas a Aspire.) Las planillas de Aspire son pertinentes a la
reclamaciéon del demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo, porque
ayudaran a demostrar que el Sr. Sinn 'y Aspire mezclan sus patrimonios.
Aspire no produjo las planillas.

21. Aspire dijo que Adam Sinn era un “key person”. La parte
demandante solicitd que se le aclarara ese término y que se aclarase la
relacién de Aspire con Raiden Commodities, LP, Raiden Cormmodities 1,
LLC y Sinn Living Trust (a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust). La parte
demandada no contesté.

22. La parte demandante solicitd que Aspire produjera sus
formularios K-1 de Aspire hasta el presente. Aspire sélo incluyé las del
demandante para algunos anos. La parte demandante insistié en que se
le produjeran todas. Aspire se rehusé.

! Se solicita del Tribunal que tome conocimiento del texto de cada interrogatorio v su respuesta,

los que surgen de los Anejos 1y 2. Para fines de economia judicial, resumimes la controversia
existente con relacién a cada inciso.



‘ 23. En este interrogatorio, la parte demandante solicits que se le

produjera el General Ledger de Asplre el que es pertinente para
establecer la forma en que opera la empresa y para establecer la
reclamacion de la parte dernandante para rasgar el velo corporativo.
Aspire se nego a producirio.

24, En el interrogatorio 24, la parte demandante solicité que se
le proveyera una lista de todos los empleados v agentes de Aspire;- asi
otra informacion relacionada con éstos. Aspire se negé.

25. En el interrogatorio 25 se solicité que se brindara una
relacién con relacién a ciertos equipos electrénicos, propiedad intelectual
y secretos - comerciales que Aspire alega fueron apropiados por el
demandante. Aspire no contestd. '

26. En el interrogatorio 26, se solicité que se produyjeran las
comunicaciones entre Aspire y el demandante de 2011 al presente son
todas pertinentes. La parte demandante entiende que no se trata de un
. numero excesivo de escritos. Aspire se nego a producirlos.

27. En el interrogatorio 27, se solicité que se produjeran las
comunicaciones entre Adam Sinn y Aspire para el periodo pertinente. Al
igual que en el caso del demandante, entendemos que no se trata de un
numero excesivo de escritos. Aspire se nego a producirlos.

29. En el inciso 29, se solicité que se explicaran los térniinosdel
~ contrato entre Aspire v la parte demandante. Aspire no contesto.

30. En el inciso 30 se solicité que se identificaran quiénes han
sido los abogados de Aspire desde 2011 y que se indicase cual o cudles
de ellos participaron en las discusiones sobre la contratacion del
demandante. Esta informacién es pertinente para establecer que todas
las empresas funcionan con los m1smos asesores. Aspire se negd a
contestar. '

_ 31. 'Este interrogatorio es parecido al anterior. Se solicité que se
- identificaran quiénes han sido los contadores de Aspire desde 2011 y que
se indicase cuél o cudles de ellos participaron en la preparaciéon de
planillas para el demandante. No se contest6.

32. Aspire alegd en su reconvenciéon que el demandante publicé
comunicaciones en el internet, perjudiciales a dicha empresa. La parte
demandante solicitd que se le identifiquen y provean. copia de las
supuestas comumcac:1ones Asplre se nego a contestar.

33. Enel interrogatorio 33, se solicitd que se produjera copla del
expediente de empleo del demandante. Aspire se nego.

34. En el inciso 34, se solicité que se produjera copia de todos
los contratos otorgados entre Aspire y los otros codemandados. Aspire se
nego.

36. En el inciso 36, el demandante solicité que se le proveyera,

_ una lista de todas las ventas que él hizo a beneficio de Aspire. Aspire se
- negd.
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37. En el inciso 37, se solicité que se produjeran los documentos
relacionados con la organizacién y establecimiento de Aspire. Se
produjeron sélo algunos.

38. En este interrogatorio, se solicitd que se produjeran los
documentos relacionados con cualquier traslado de Aspire. No se
contest6. Hemos informado, sin embargo, que Aspire fue terminada. La
parte demandada no ha indicado si se establecié alguna otra corporacién
para sustituirla ¥ no ha aclarado si los. activos de Aspire fueron
transferidos a alguna otra entidad. -

39, En este interrogatorio, la parte demandante solicité que se le
produjera copia de los contratos de empleo suscritos por Aspire con sus
otros empleados Aspire se negb.

40. ' En el interrogatorio 40, la parte demandante solicité a Aspire
que explicara la manera en que Aspire se capitalizd desde 2011 al
presente. Esta informacién es pertinente al caso. La contencién del
demandante es que' él participé en la capitalizacién a través de la
retencidon de. los ingresos que le correspo'ndian Esto es, el demandante

alega que él aportd capital a la operacmn de Aspire. Aspire se negé a
contestar.

42. En el interrogatorio 42, se solicité que se aclarase la forma
en que el Sr. Sinn aporté fondos de forma indirecta a Asplre v otra
1nforma01on La parte demandada no la proveyo -

- 43. En el inciso 43, se solicitd que se aclarasen las cantidades
anuales aportadas por Aspire Commodities, LLC y Rural -Route 3
Holdings, LLC para el periodo en cuestion, v que se nos explicara la
diferencia entre Rural Route Holdings, LLC y Rural Route 3 Holdings, LP.
Aspire no contesto.

44. El demandante alega que él es socio en Aspire. En este
interrogatorio, solicité que se le ofreciera una relacién de los beneficios y
distribuciones que rec1b1eron los socios de la empresa. Asplre se negd a
contestar.

45. En este inciso, se solicitd que se informaran los beneficios

acumulados (y no pagados) por los socios de Asp1re desde 2011. Aspire
se negb a producir esta informacién.

46. En este interrogatorio, se solicitdé que se ihformara_n los
beneficios y dividendos pagados por Aspire a sus socios desde 2011
hasta el presente. Asplre no contesto

47. En el interrogatorio 47, se solicité que se produjeran los
estados financieros de Aspire para el periodo pertinente a la controversia.
Aspire se negd.

48. En el interrogatorio 48, se solicitdé que se ofreciera un listado
de las ventas anuales de Aspire desde 2011. Esta lista es pertinente y
reflejard que la entidad se capitalizaba a través de ventas .y beneficios
~ que no eran distribuidos al momento. Aspire se negd a contestar.

49. En el interrogatorio 49, se solicitd que se ofreciera una
relacién, en délares, de los requerimientos diarios de colateral o crédito
para las actividades de venta de valores de Aspire desde 2011 hasta el
presente. Aspire no contesté.



50. " El Sr. Adam Sinn prestd una declaracién jurada el 2 de
agosto de 2017 en la que hizo referencia a ciertas comunicaciones
electrénicas, La parte demandante solicité que se le identificaran cuales
- son las comunicaciones de plataforma (i.e., AOL Instant Messaging,
' Email, etc.) empleadas por la empresa y que proveyera el user name del
Sr. Sinn y sus credenciales para conectarse en la cuenta de Aspire. La
parte demandada no proveyd esta informacion.

. 51. En el interrogatorio 51, se sohclto que se proveyera copia de
los acuerdos de licenciamiento entre Aspire y- Genscape y Pattern
Recogmtlon Technologies. Aspire se rehusé a contestar.

52. En el interrogatorio 52 se solicité que se produjeran los
‘ estados financieros de la tarjeta de crédito Chase Ink emitida por Chase
Morgan a nombre de Adam Sinn (Tarjeta 5589 8710 0459 1147). Estos
estados ayudardn a demostrar que el demandado mezclaba su
patrimonio con el de Aspire y que usaba la tarjeta corporativa para el
pago de gastos personales. Aspire no contestd.

53. En el interrogatorio 33, se solicita que se explique como
Aspire advino a la posesién de un arch1vo de Excel titulado “Bld Tool ~
- Master_v2012.29. Xlsm” Aspire no contesto.

54. En este interrogatorio, se solicita que se explique el nombre
“Capgemini Energy” en el file de. propledades del archivo mencionado en
el inciso 53. Aspire no contesto.

55. En el inciso 55, se solicitd que se explique cémo Aspire
advino a la posesién de otro archivo lla_mado “DAM THERMAL
V5_14.xlsm.” Aspire no contesté.

56. Este inciso esta relacionado con el anterior. Se pregunta
como se utilizaba el archivo. No se contestd. ‘

57. En el inciso 57 se pregunta por qué el archivo estaba
rotulado “EFH Corp” bajo el inciso de Origin. Aspire no contesté.

58. En el inciso 58, se pregunta c6mo Aspire advino en posesion
de un archivo titulado “ERCOT_SPPs Adam.xlsm.” "Aspire no contestd.

59. Este inciso esta relacionado con el anterior. Se pregunta por
qué el archivo fue archivado baJo el nombre “Suez Energy North
America”. No se contesto

60. En el interrogatorio 60 se solicita evidencia sobre la licencia
de Aspire para operar ciertos programas. No se contesto.

61. En el interrogatorio 61 se solicitaron los estados de cuenta
~ de los traders de Aspire en el Intercontinental Exchange (“ICE”) para: los
periodos de junio a agosto de 2014, 2015 y-2016. Aspire no contesto. .

62. - Enel interrogatorio 62 se solicita que se explique el proyecto

“Kueski Opportunity” en el -que trabajt;") Aspire. Aspire se rehusoé a
contestar.

63. En el interrogatorio 63, se solicitd que Aspire ofreciera toda
la documentacién pertinente sobre servicios prestados por . Lindsay
" Hornsby. Aspire se negd a contestar.



64. En el interrogatorio 64, se solicitd que se explicara el
propésito del folder “Jana PR” en la cuenta de “Dropbox for Business” de
Asplre Este interrogatorio no se contesto. :

65. En el interrogatorio 65, se solicitd que se prodﬁjera' toda la
documentacién existente con relacmn prestados a Aspire por Jana
Frederick. No se contestd.

66. En el 1nterrogatono 667, se solicitan los documentos que
ofrezcan los detalles financieros de Aspire con sus clearing firms para
2012, incluyendo el tiempo y magnitud de sus margin calls. Las
necesidades de capital de Aspire son pertinentes al examen de la forma
en que las distintas empresas del Sr. Sinn se combinaban, sin respetar
la debida separacion entre ellas. Ademas, la contencién del demandante
es ‘que él participd en la capitalizacién. de la empresa a través de la
retencidén delos ingresos que le correspondian. Ese capital se utilizé para
los margin o collateral calls. Aspire no contesté el interrogatorio.

67. . En este interrogatorio, se solicita que se indique la fecha en
que comenzd la relacién entre Aspire y Rural Route 3 Holdings, LP y se
solicita copia de los documentos. No se contestd.

68. Enel interrogatorio 68, se solicité una lista de los traders de
Raiden desde 2011, aclarando quiénes actuaban durante cual periodo.
No se contests.

69. Este interrogatorio esta relacionado con el anterior. Se solicitd
que se aclarara en qué capacidad actuaba la persona. No se contesto.

70. En el interrogatorio 70 se solicita documentac:Lon que
demuestre la cantidad de capital de todas las entidades e individuos
socios de Aspire desde 2013 hasta el presente No se ofrecid.

72. En el interrogatorio 72, se solicité que se ofreciera copia de
las pélizas del Fondo del Seguro del Estade de Aspire. No se contesto.

73. - En el interrogatorio 73, se solicitaron las evaluaciones de
empleados de Aspire. Naturalmente, las mismas -incluirian al
demandante si €l hubiera sido empleado. Aspire no contesto.

74. En el interrogatorio 74, se sol1c1to copia de los pagos de
contnbucmn al gobierno por los empleados. (Si el demandante era

empleado, Aspire venia obligado al pago de contribuciones y seguro
social.) No se contesto. :

75. * En el interrogatorio 75, se solicité que se proveyera la lista
de gastos atribuidos a las act1v1dades del demandante. segun empleados
para calcular sus 1ngresos netos. Aspire no contesto.

76. En el interrogatorio 76, se sol1c1to que se produjera la
documentacién en poder de Aspire sobre los esfuerzos del demaridante
para establecer una compafiia competidora, segtin lo

alegado en la reconvencién. No se contestd.

77. En la pregunta 77 se solicité un listado de los empleados de
Aspire o personas en proceso de reclutamiento, que fueron reclutados

por el demandante, segin lo alegado en la reconvencién. Aspire no
contestd. ' :



78. En la pregunta 78 se solicita que Aspire identifique . los
empleados . de Aspire que supuestamente recibieron’ llamadas

amenazantes del demandante segun se alega en la reconverncién. Aspire
no.contesto. .

79. Este inciso esta relacionado con el anterior. Se solicita el
listado de las llamadas, incluyendo el ntmero de donde se generd la
_ llamada. No se contests.

82. En el interrogatorioc 64 se solicita qﬁe ‘se pi"ovea la
informacién que tienda a demostrar que el demandante requeria la

autorizacién del Sr. Sinn para llevar a cabo negocios sustanciales para
Aspire. Aspire no contesto

83. Aspire alegd que el demandante redujo su ritmo de trabajo.
En este interrogatorio se le solicité a la demandada documentar lo
anterior. La demandada no contesto.

S. El demandante tiene derecho a que se le 'contes;ten los
interrogatorios sometidos.
0. Nuestro ordenamiento concede derecho a las partes a un

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

155 D.P.R. 158, 167 (2001). El Tribunal Supremo de Puerte Rico 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 pertinente

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

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

la tram1tac1on de Ias sohcﬂ:udes de descubnmlento Rivera v otros v. Banco

Popular, 152 D.P.R. a la pag. 153. La Regla _23.1(&) de las de Procedimiento
Civi'llestablece, en este sentido, que: “[llas partes podran hacer descubrimiento
s_obré cualquier ‘materia, no privilegiada, que sea pertinente. al asunto en
controversia en el pleito pendiente, ya se feﬁeré a la reclamacién o.defensa de
cualquier otra parte, No constituira objelcié'n que la informaciéﬁ solicitada
" sea inadmisible en el juicio, siempre que ‘exista una probabilidad razonable de
que dicha informacién conduzca al descubrimiénfco de evidengia admisible.”

8.  Las tnicas limitaciones a este proceso es que la 'ma;ceria objeto del

descubrimiento no sea privilegiada v que la misma sea pertinente al asunto en
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controversia en el pleito. Véase, E.L.A. v. Casta, 162 D.P.R. 1, 10-(2004). El
primerc 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).
o. En cuanto al criterio para determinar la pertinencia, éste es mas

amplio qﬁe el que rige en el &mbito probatorio. Véase, Rivera V'otros v. Banco

Popular,'152 D.P.R. as la pag. 153; Ort1z Rivera v. E.L.A., National.Ins. Co.,
125 D.P.R. 65, 70 (1989). Se admite el descubrimiento de todo asunto que
pueda f:ener relacién posible con la materia que‘ es objeto del pleito, aunque no
esté relacionado con las_ controversias especificas que hé.n Sido'_ esbozadas por

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

que exista una posibilidad razonable de relacién con el asunto 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 ménci_bnadoé en esta
mocién sblicita.n informacién pertinente a esta controversia. Hasfa el m‘ofnehto;
Aspire se niega a contéstar requerimieﬁtos que son razonables.

11. Se solicita a este Tribunal que, conforme a la Regla 34.2 emita una
orden contra el demandado para requerirle prodﬁcir la informacién solicitada.

POR TODO LO CUAL, la parte demandante solicita q.ue '.se_ le ordeﬁe a
Aspire Commodities, LP producir la informacion solicitada.

RESPETUOSAMENTE SOMETIDA, |

CERTIFICO: Haber notificado copia fiel y exacta del presente escrito al

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

Lcda. Ana M. Rodriguez Rivera (ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com) v Ledo. Arturo

L.B. Hernadndez Gonzalez (arturo.hernandez@oneillbor,qes.com), O'NEILL &

BORGES, 250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800, San Juan, 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
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Colegiado Num. 9710
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 ANEJO 1

ESTADO ﬁIBRE ASOCIADO DE PUERTO RICO
TRIBUNAL DE PRIMERA INSTANCIA
'SALA SUPERIOR DE BAYAMON

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE CIVIL NUM.: D AC2016-2144(702)
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 PERJUICIOS;
v. MALA FE Y 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
TRUST,

Demandados.

~ PRIMER PLIEGO DE INTERROGATORIOS Y
SOLICITUD DE PRODUCCION DE DOCUMENTOS

A: ASPIRE COMMODITIES, L.P.
P/C Ledo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald
Leda. Ana Margarita Rodriguez Rivera
Ledo. Arturo L.B. Hernandez Gonzalez
-O’NEILL & BORGES LLC
250 Avermnda Munoz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-1813
Tel. (787) 764-8181
Fax: (.787]753-8944
Email: alfredo.ramirez@oneillborges.com

ana.rodriguezi@oneillborges.com

arturo.hernandez@oneillborges.com

De: PARTE DE DANTE
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: 14 de junio de 2018

La parte demandante, le requiere para que, de conformidad con las
Reglas ‘de Procedimiento Civil vige‘ntes, conteste individualmente los

siguientes interrogatorios y requerimientos de produccién de documentos.




Los interrogatorios deben ser contestados en el término de treinta. (30)

dias estéblecido por la ﬁegla 30.1 de las de Procedimiento C1V11

| Cada interrogatorio debe ser con_t'éstado pdr separado y‘ Ba'jo
jui‘ar_nento‘. Los'ihterrogatoﬁos deberé,ﬁ sler'con'testados a cabalidad. Debe
suministrarse toda la informacién de la que ténga conocimiento ya pc—ur
conocimiento prbpio | o por mforﬁacién _obtenida pof su representacion
;_}_rofesional, empleados, agentes, mandatarli;:ns. o represelntantes,"é .com;a
- resultado de cualquier investigacién. Un interrogatorio que de ofra forma sea
apro‘piad-o no es necesariamente objeté.ble' porque su contestacién envuelva
una oplruon o contencmn relacionada con hechos, o conclusiones de derecho

“La sohmtud para la produccién de documentos debe ser contestada

dentro del término de quince (15) dias establec1do por la Regla 31.2 de las de
| Procedlrmento Civil. |

En caso de que no exista un documento especifico, pero que Usted
tenga la informacién solicitada, debera con,si@erar el requerimiento ‘como un
interrogatorio bajﬁ- la Regla 30 de las de Procedimiento Ciyii v contcétarld de
‘ conformidéd.

Se le aperdbe que, coni'ofmc lo dispﬁesto por la Regld 23.1(d] de las de
Procedn:mento Civil, la obligacion de informar es continua y que tlene la
obligacién de notIﬁcar de toda mforma.cmn adlcmnal que obtenga con
postenorldad a la presente solicitud vy que esté relacmnada_ con este
de-scubrimiento. | | |

Los documentos deben ser producidos emn las oficinas del suscribiente,
el miércoles, 18 de julio de 2018 2 las 10:00 a.m.

1. Con respecto a la persona que contesta este descubﬂﬂento,
provea la siguiente informacién: |

a. Nombre completo de la persona, y cua.lquler apodo por el
que se le conozca.

b. .Rela.cic‘)n con Aspire Commodities, L.P.
c. Direccidn.

- d., - Teléfono.’




e. Relaciéon de parentesco, si alguno, que tenga: conn los
abogados en el caso o con cualquier otra personé. qﬁe feﬁga
" conocimiento sobre los hgchl'os.

2. Si alguna persona 1o ayﬁdé a coﬁtestar el inte,rrogatoric:),
suministre -para ella la rhisma informacién so]ic_:itéda en el inciso anterior.

é. Identiﬁqﬁe a todas las personas ciue tienen cc;nociln;ieﬁt‘o sobre
los héchos. de este caso Yy provea la direccién, teléfono yldireccién de cdrre;o-
electrénico donde se les pueda conseguir.

4. - Identifique cada uno de los testigos que piensé utilizar én el juici_o

para establecer sus alegaciones, indicando 'los temas scobre los  cuales

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

documental, demostrativa o de otra indole que piensa utilizar en el juicio para
establecer sus alegaciones y/o que utilizard para preparar a sus. testigos.
Para cada docurmento, indique:

a.  Titulo o el epigrafe del documento, si alguﬁo;

b.  Fecha del documento;
c. . Numero de paginas que cc.Jnﬁehe el documiento;
d. Pfopc‘:sito U objetivo d‘el docﬁmen‘co. |
e. Tipo de. documento. - Es ciecir, si es una éartg,-

memorandum,  escritura, récord, informe, correo
_elec&énico, contrato, etc. |
f. Nombre, direccién y teléfono de la persona a quie'n' va
. dirigido el documento, si alguna. ‘
g Nombre, direccién y teléi;ono de toda perséna que suscribé,'
produce y/o envia el doﬁmnentﬁ. ‘
h. Nombre, direccién y teléfoﬁd de la persona que tiene la
posesidn, mediata o imx-lediata,l del original dél documento

en cuestidon.




i .Nombres, direcciones y teléfonos de todaé v cada .uﬁa de las
personas gue poseen v/o tienen bajo su custodia, cop;'La del
" documento en cuestién.
-~ 7. Indigue si ha consultado algun perito. con relacién a la
~ controversia, indgpendiéntementc de si piensa utilizarlo en el juicio. Para
cada uno, provea la informacién solicitada en el apartado 6. | |

8. Identifique todos los testigos _p'ericiales que piensa ufilizar en

juicio, si alguno. Provea una copia de su respectivo curriculum vitae ¥ un
resumen de lo que; cada; uno declararé, sus opiniones y una breve expresién
de las teorias, hechos, y argumnentos que ‘S.os"tienen las mismas. Sﬁnﬁnign'é
éopiﬁa de  todo informe o reporte -ﬁ;eparado por cada perito,
independientemeﬁte de si usted piensa usarloé en'el juicio de este caso.
.9. Identifique toda declaracién, bajo juramento o no, grabacion,
_ memo;é'.ndum, nof.a o éscrito de cualquie: pé;sona, qué se relacione.con lds
hechos que se 'eX_‘[IJOI'leI’l en la demanda y la contestacién. De contes;car'eﬁ-la
afirmativa, 'suministre copia fiel y exacta de lés' mismas,
| 10. Diga si é.lgtul investigador, a;gente, repr‘esenta.‘nte, empleado o
persona algu.ﬁa actuando a,nonibre suyo ha :ealizado una investigacién de los
he.choé que dan base a la Demanda y/o Cénféstacién y/o Reco’nvenéién y/o
ﬁecbnvencién Enmendada. ~ De contestar 'én la afirmativa, éuminis’ére el
nombre completé N direccl:ién de tales personas y su reiac—ién con la parte
dema_ndada. Produzca copia de todo informe, reporte o memorando
preparado por talés per:?.o;aas, asi como las notas, anotaciones -y‘documentbs
de apoyo a.cada informe, reporte o memoréndo.
| 11.  Diga si usted s'e_ propone prese'ﬁtar como prueba admisiones
realizadas por la parte demandante o cualquier representa.tﬁ:e. De contestar
‘en la afirmativa, indique en qué consist_ieron las supuestas -admisi‘o.nes,
'Cuéndo y dénde se hicierﬁn, su fraseolpgiétllb conducta y la pers'dna que

empleara para prbbarla.s.




12. Diga .si usted se propone presentar como pfuebg admisiones
realizadas iaor Aspire Commodities, L.P. o cUélQuier‘repres_entante de ésta. De
contestar en la afirmativa, indique en | qué‘ ‘consis‘fier‘oﬁ las sﬁpuesta‘s
admisiones, cuando y ddénde se hiciefon, su fraseologia o conciucta' y la
persona que empleard para probarlas. |

13. . Enu:nere todas las categorias de socios de Aspire Commodities,
L.f’.-e identifique a todos los socios dentrts d;s cada categoria. Indique para
cada uno, la proporeién de su participacién y cual fue la contraprestacién que
hizo para édqu-irir su pérticipacién. Indique,- ald_.cmés, para cada uno; }a fecha
en que se convirtié en socio y/o dejd de serlo. .

14. . Provea copia del qutnershl:p Ag.re'ement de Aspire Comrnoéities,
L.P., incluyendo cualquier enmienda. | | '

15. ~ Provea copia de todos los acuerdos de sociedad existentes de los
socios de Aspire Commmodities, L.P. desde el.es:lté.blecimiento de dicha -émpr_esa
1.1gsta' el presente.

16. 'Explique tod;as las partidas de dafios feclamadas en su
Reconvencién y Reconvencién Enmendada. Para cada una, indique la forma
en que ilegé a su _cémpﬁto. Someta toda la prueba Idocuz-nc:ntal que utilizafé.
para probar sus dafios e identifique todos los test_igos que declaiarén édbfe
esi:e‘tema, 'ﬁroveyendo un resumen de su declaracion.

17. -I,ndique si existe alguna deudﬁ por parte de Aspire Coz_nmoditieé,
L.P. a favor ﬁel demandante Patrick de Man. De contestar en la aﬁrmétiva,
exp]_iqﬁe la fecha en que surgid, el concépto y la cantidad.

.18. " Diga si Aspire Commodities, L.P. 0 algl’J.n otro de loé dem.andados
ha retenido cantidades :.adeudadas al demandante Paﬁ-iok de Man; De
contestar en la afirmativa, diga la cantidad v el conc.;epto_y explique por qué se
retuvo. | B |

'19.  Enumere todas las funciones realizadas por el demandaﬁte
Patrick de Man para Aspire Commodities, L..P.:desde' 2011 hasta la fecha de la

terminacién de su relacién con la empresa.




20. . Provea: todas las planillas de corltﬁbucién de ingresos para Aspire
: Commodiﬁes, L.P. desde 2011 al presente.

- 21. Explique cual es la relacién de Aspire Commodities, L.P. con:

a. el codemandado Adam Slnn
b. la codema_ndada Raiden Commodmes L.P.;
c. . 1a codemandada Raiden Commodities 1, LLC;

d. la codemandada Aspire Commodities 1, LLC; y

" e, el codemandado Sinn L1vmg Trust- (a.k.a. Gonemaroon
Living Trust) :

22, Provea todos los formularios X-1 preparados pof .Aspire
Commodities, L.P. para el IRS para los afios 201 1 al presente,

23. Provea el General Ledger de Asp1re Commodmes L. P de 2011
hasta el presente.

24. Provea un listado’de todos loé empleados v agentes de Aspire
Col_mmoditi‘es‘, L.P. de 2013 al presente. Para cada uno, indiqlie su nombre,
posicién, deberes., y salaric-) anual.

25. Con relacién a su alegacion dé que el demandante se apropid -dé
equipo électrénicq, proz;i;s:dad intelectual y secretos comerciales de las partés
demandadas indique:

“a. T la descrilﬁcién de los equiﬁ)oé'supﬁestamente apropiados
. por el demandante, pertenécientes a Aspire Commodities, L.P., asi como su
iﬁne;ario de.depréciacién (“depreciation Schgdule”]. |

| b. la descripcién de los equipbs 'supuestainent'e épfopiados
por el demandante pertenec1entes a cualquier otro de los codemandados asi
como su itinerario de deprec1ac10n (“deprecxatwn Schedule’ ).

c.  la descripcién de la pr‘opiedad. intelectual supuestamente
aprdpiaaa por €l demandante, perteneciente' a Aspire Commodities, L:P.

d. la descripcion de la propiedad intelectual supuéstaxﬁénte
aﬁropiada' por el demandante, pertenepieﬁt@ a éual'qui_er otro de los

codemandados.




e. . la d‘escﬁpcién de los secr&os comerciales supuestamente
apropiados por el demandante, pertenecien-tes a Aspire Comrﬁodities, L.P.

L la descripcién de 1o§ secretos comerciales-‘sup'uestamente
apropiados ‘por el demandante, pertenecieﬁte a‘ cualquier otro. de los
éodemandados. |

g. . de existir cualquier otro activo que -se. alegue ha sido
apropiado por el demandante, provea su descripcidn y la persona o empresa
que re,si_ﬂta ser su_titula-r.

26. Acompaiie todés los correos Ielectrém'cos, cartas,‘ y meﬁséj-es
cursados entre Aspire Commodities, L.P. o cuélquiefa de sus dueiios, oficiales |
y empleados con el demandante desde 201i hasta el presenté.

27. Acompafie todos los correos electronicos, cartas y ;neﬁsajé_s
cursacios entre Aspire Commodities, L.P. o cuéiquieré de sus duefios, bﬁciales_
v empleados con el codemandado Adam Sinn desde 2011 hasta el presente.

28. Acompa_ne todos los borradores de acuerdos relacionados con
- Aspire 'Commod;ﬂes, L.P. en los que se proponia ﬁgurar el demandante
Patrick de Man prepe.raéos entre 2011 al presente.

29, _.Explique todos los términos de la contlratacién. del deman&éxite
con Aspire Commodities, L.P.

30. Identifique todos los abogados que actuaron para Aspife
Commoditiés, L.P. desde 2011 hasta el presente. Diga cuél de éstosl tuvo
partlcipacic‘nn en | la discusién de los térrﬁﬁos de la .contratalt'c-:.ién ‘d-el
demaﬁdanfe. | | | |

31. Identifique todos los contadores qué actuaron para Aspire
Commodities, L.P. desde 2011 hasta &l presente. Diga cuél de éstos tivo
particip:acién en la preparacién de documentos contributivos —‘pa.ra el
demandante.

32. Con relacién a su alegacién de qﬁ_e_ el demandante publicé
comunicaciones a n'évés de las redes sol:iales que afectaron adversame_nte la

Aspire Commodities, L.P., identifique y  acompafie .copia de todas las




comunjcaéiOnes a;ludidas.‘

33. Produzca copia de todo exp.ediente de empleo gque Aspire
Commpodities, L.P. manténga relacionado con el ér. Patrick de Man.

34. Acompafie copia de todos los contratos escritos otorgelldo's por
As’pife Commodities, L.P. y cualguier otro de los codemandados entre 2011.y
el presente. | |

35. Con relacidén a su alegacion de ciue el Sr. de Man es un ¢mpieado
de Aspire Commodities, L.P., produzeca cdpia de su contrato de empleo:

‘ 36. ~Provea una relaciéon de los iﬁgrgsos anuales generadc;S' por el
_cieméndante Patﬁck de Méln para beneficio de Aspiré Comﬁddities, L.P. desde
2011 hasta el presente.

37. Acompane 1;odos los documentos. relacionados al establécimienfo
~ de Aspire Commodities, L-P.‘

: 38. - Acomﬁaﬂe todos 1los dccumgntas f‘elacionados con cualquier
traslado de Aspire Commﬁdities, L.P.

39. Acompaﬁ'e copia de todos los contratos de 'émpleo susc_ritoé por
Aspire Commoditiés, L.P. con sus empleados désde 2011 hasta el pres't-ente.-

40. Ezxplique, afio por afio, desde 2011 hasta el presenté, la forma en
que Aspire Commodities, L.P. fue capitalizada.

41, . Diga siel d;:mandante aportd capital a Aspire Commoditiés-, L.P.
En cas;) afirmativo, diga afio por afio, desde 2011 hasta el preéq:nte, las
éantidades,aportadas por él. -

42. Diga si el codemandado Adém Sinn aporté capital a Aspire
Conﬁnodities, L.P. En caso afirmativo, diga afio por afio, desde 2011 hasta ;el
presente, lés cantidades aportadas por &L

43. Diga in alguna otra persona aporté capital a Asioire Coﬁlﬁodiﬁes,
L.P. En cﬁso afirmativo, c_].iga afo por ario, desde 2011 hasta el présente, las
_canﬁdadés aportédas por cada peréona. |

44. - Acompafie un listado de todos los beneficios anuales pégados por

Aspire Commodities, 'L.P. a sus socios desde 2011 hasta €l presénte-. .'




45. Acompafie un listado de todos los beneficios a_mia_les acumulados
por los socios de Aspire Commodities, L.P. desde 2011 hasta el prgsénte. -

46. Acompaiie un listado de todos las distribuciones- y B,eneﬁcios
anuales paéadbs por Aspire Commodities, L.P. a sus socios desde 2011 hasta
el iaresenté. Incluya todo beﬁeﬁcio marginsﬂ

47. Someta todos los estados f1nan01eros preparados para Asp1re
Commod_mes L.P. desde 2011 hasta el presente

48. Someta. un listado de las ventas anuales de Aspire _Comﬁodiﬁes,
L.P.‘, desde‘ 2011 hasta el presente, indica.ndé la cantidad de ventas para cada
aﬁo.l |

49. ' Provea una relacién, en délares, de los requéx;iznientoé diéribs de
colateral o c;-édito'para las éctividades de venta de valores del demamdagte_ De
Man desde-2011 hasta el presente. |

50. Con felacién a las “cozﬁunicac_iones iﬁternas”.dc. Aspire a las que
hace referencia el inciso #11 de la declaracion jurada del Sr. Adam Sinn del
2 de agosto de 2017: _(i} identifique todas las comunicaciones de pl‘a_ta._fbrnia‘
(“platform co-mmunications”) (i.e., AOL 1Instant Messaging, Emé.il, " ete.)
utilizadas por Aspire Commodities, LP,;y (2.)'.provea el username del Sr. De
Man y las otras credenciales para conecférse (“log-in”) p_m\lristas por Aspife
Commodities, L.P.

S1. ‘-Produ'zca copia, para el periodo eﬁtre 2011 al presente, de _to.dos‘
los acuerdos de licencia ("iicense ag%eemgnts”)‘ otorgados entre Aspire
Commoeodities, LP v Gensc.ape y Pattern Recognition Techﬁologies (“PRT").

52, Provea todos los estados financieros entre 2013 a 2016 de la
tarjeta de crédito “Chase Ink” emitida por.JP Morgan Chase a Asp1re
Commodities, L.P. a nombre de Adam. C. Sinn (Ta.ljeta nums. 5589 87 10
0439 1147 con fecha de expl.racmn 05/16 y 5589 8710 0487 3008 con fecha
de expiracién 05 /16).

53. Explique cdmo Aspire Commod_iti;:s, L.P. advino a lalpos_esit-;’m de

un archivo electrénico de Excel titulado “Bic_l Tool — Mastér__vQ‘O 12.29_.}dsm”




. que estaba almacenado en la cuenta de “Dropbox for Business” de Aspire
Commodities, L.P._I |

54. Explique por qué el archivo de file properties del archivo “Bid '1;001
- Ma_ster_VQO 12.29.xlém” indica “Capgemini Eﬁergy” bajo el inciso de “Origin”.

55. Expliqﬁe cémo Aspire Commodities, L.P. advino a la posesién cie
Cun archlvo electrénico de Excel titulado “DAM THERMAL V5_14.xlsm” que
estaba almacenado en la cuenta de “Dropbox for Business” de Aspire
Co_mmodities, L.P.

56. Explique cémor Aspire Commodities, L.P. utilizaba el archivo

electrénico de Excel umlado “DAM THERMAL Vo_14. XlSm
_ 577.' Explique por qué el archive de file properties del archivo “DAM
THERMAL V5_14.xlsm” indica “EFH Corp” bajo el inciso de “Oﬁgin”.

58. ~ Bxplique cémo Aspite Commodities, L.P. advino a la posesién de
un archivo electrénico de Exccl titulado “ERCOT_SPPs Adam.xls” que estaﬁa
: almacenadé en la cuenta de “Dropbox fcﬁrBﬁ_sincss” de Aspire Commuodities,
L.P." | - | |

59. _- Explique por qué el archivo de ﬁle properties del archivo
“ERCOT_SPPs Adam s indica “Suez Energy Nor’rh America” bajo el inciso
de “Origin”. l |

. 60. Provea documentaciéon que déxﬁde‘stre que Aspire Comﬁoditjes,
I';.P.I‘tierie licencia para operar los “Bid Tool.-—. Master_v2012.29 xlsm’, ;‘DAM
THERMAL V5_14.xlsm” y “ERCOT_SPPs Adam.xlsm”.

.61' Provea estados de cuenta (account statements) con relacién a
| toda la acﬁﬁdad de negbcibs (“trade”) en el-Iﬂtgroonﬁnéﬁfal Excha_ngg (“ICE?”)
para todos los traders de Aspire Commodities, L.P. para' los psriodés junio-
agoéto 20 14, junio-agosto 2015 y junio-agostlo"2016.

| 62. Explique lo que es la “‘Oportunida.d Kueski” {“Kueski
Opportunity”), la relacién _de_ este proyecto con Aspire. Commodities, LP e
identiﬁqu_e todas las personas asociadas‘co‘ﬁ' Aspire Comfnodit’ies, LP que

trab,aj_aron con este proyecto.
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63. Provea toda la documentacion existente con relacidon a" los
servicilos provistoé a Aspire Commodities, LP por I;i.ndsay-Horhsby' ﬁurante
2013. | . |

64. Explique €l propésito del folder “Jana PR” en la ‘cuenta “Dropbox
for Business” de Aspire Commodities, L.P. | | |

65. Provea toda la documentacién -existente con relécién a los
servicios provistqs a Aspire Commodities, L.P. por Jana Friederick. |

66. Provea todos los documentos que aetallen, para _2012, los detalles
financieros de las cuentas de Aspire Commodities, L.P. con sus clé'aﬁﬁg ﬁrm:s,
incluyendo el tiempo ¥ r'nagrﬁtud de los margin o collateral cal-Zs.

67. Exphciue la relacion entre Aspire ‘C.ommc')dities, LP y Ru_ral Route
3 Holdings‘, L.P. desde la formacién de esta ultima en 20 12. Diga si esta
relacién fue enmendada en algtn momento. De contestar en la afirmativa,
explique y provea todos los documentos existentes. |

68. Identifique a todos los individuos que ]lt_eva.ron a cabo acﬁvida_des
de trading para Aspiré Commodities, L.P. y-eﬁprese el ingreso anual proaucto
de. estas actividades desde 2(511. |

69. Para cada una de las personas identificadas en el inciso anterior,
diga en qﬁé capacidadi colaboraba con A‘spige Coxﬁmodities, L.P, si éorrio'
empleado, socio, contratista, etc. |

70. .. Para.cada una de las personaé-' identificadas en el inciso 67,
provea toda la documentacién existente qﬁe demuestre la cantidad dé capital
que tenian en Aspire Commodities, L.P. desde 2011 hasta €l preseﬁte._

71. Explique cual es el rol de Bamﬁgﬁén M. Hammond, Jr. en Aspire
Cqmmodities, L.P. | |

72. | Provéa toda ia documentacién sobre €l seguro adquirido por
Aspire Com.mod.ities, L.P. en el Fondo del Seguro del Estado para cada uno de
sus emﬁlead.os desde 261 1 hasta el présente. . | |

73. .Provea todas las evaluaciones - de 195 empleados de Asj)ire

Commodities, L.P. desde 2011 hasta el presenfe. _
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74. Provea evidencia de todos los pégos alLR.S.yal Departai_nento cie
Hacienda de Puerto Rico realizados por ‘VAs'pire Commodities, LP de
B irﬁpuestos o contribuciones retenidos a sus é;mpleadés desde 2011 hasta el
| presente. |

75. | Provea una lista pormenorizada de todos los gastos atribuidos a
las actividades de. trading del demandante D_e‘ Man para béneﬁcio de Aspire

Comrnoditiés, L.P.Idesde _201 1 hasta el 2016, uﬁ]izados_para determinar la
| ga.né.ncia neta genere_lda por €l de sus actividades de trading.

o 76. Provea toda la evidencia en su poder sobre los .supu'estqs
esfuerzos del Sr. De Man para establecer una compafiia- compe-tidora con
Aspire Commodities, L.P. |

| 77. Provea un 1is'taldo de todas las ﬁersonas empleadas por Aspire

Commodities, L.P. o que estaban en proceso de ser reciutados por Aspire
Commoditi;es, L.P., ciue el demandante infcenté,_r'eclutar. | _

78, Iden’dﬁqﬁe a todos los empleados de Aspire Com;nodiﬁés; L.P.
'que supuéstameﬁte recibieron Ilamadas.‘-'amcnazantes por parte del
' derﬁandante De Man.

. 79. Provea un listado (log) de todas las llamadas amenazantes
realizadas por el Sr. De Man a individuos as_oéiados ‘con Aspire Commodit_ies,
L.P., induyendo el nimero de donde se geﬁérc') la llamada, el teiéfono que
recibié la llamadé, el dia y' la hora de cada llamada y su duracion.

80. Identifique a todos los emﬁ]éados de Aspire Commodities, LP
ciue fueron retenidos pa;géndoles mas de $1,000,000. |

81. Con relacidén al inciso anterior, provea toda la .documlentaclién
existente que refleje las discusiones, negociac‘iones y pagos de los empleados
de Aspire Commeodities, LP que fueroln‘ retenidos pagéndole_s mas de
$1,QO0,0GO. |

82. Provea toda la prueba docurmental existente que demuestre que el
Sr. De Man requeria de la autorizacion del Sr. Sinn ‘pa.ra llevalr a cabo

negocios sustanciales (“significant trades”) para Aspire Commodities, L.P.
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. 83. _' Provea toda la prueba documental existente gue sostenga su
contencién de que el Sr. De Man redujo su ritmo de trabajo en Aspire.

Commodities, L.P,
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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

(A KA MIKA KAWAIJRI-DE MAN OR
MIKA KAWAIIRD; and . the
COMMUNITY PROPERTY
PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN THEM,

Plaintiffs,

VS
ADAM  C.  SINN;  RAIDEN
COMMODITIES,  L.P;  RAIDEN

COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES, LP, ASPIRE

COMMODITIES. 1, LLC; SINN LIVING |

 TRUST -

Defendants

" To:

CASO NUM. D AC 2016-2144 (702)

RE:

BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY;
BREACH OF OPERATING CONTRACT;
BREACH OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
CONTRACT;

TORTS; BAD FAITH AND DECEIT;

BAD FAITH IN' CONTRACTING;

UNJUST ENRICHMENT,

ASPIRE COMMODITIES, L.P.’S ANSWERS TO “FIRST SET OF

. INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS?

Patrick A.P. de Man; Mika de Man (ak.a. Mika Kawajiri-De Man o Mika

Kawajiri); y'la Sociedad Legal de Gananciles compugésta por ambos:

Urb. Sabanera
544 Corredor del Bosque
Dorado, Puerto Rico ,00646

From: Aspire Commodities, L.F. (“Aspire”);
Alfredo Ramirez-Macdonald, Esq.; Ata M. Rodngucz—R:wera, Esq.,

And Arturo L.B. Heméndez-Gonzalez, Esq.

- (’Neill & Borges LLC
250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800
San.Juan, Puetto Rico 00918-1813




L INTRODUCTION

In accordance with fhe Puerto Ri‘cp Rules of Civil Procedure, Aspire Comﬁodities, LP.
(“Aspire”™), hereby submits its answers to Plaintiffs® First Ser of In{errogaz‘or‘ies and Reguest for
Production of Documents (“Inf‘erf-aga-z‘oriéj”:), The information contained herein is not based
solely on the lmowledge of the exe_cuﬁng,paﬁy, but it also 'iﬁcludeé- the knowledge of the. party,
‘persons’ with personal knowledge of the facts, their agents, employees, Tepresenitatives, and
attorneys, unless it is privileged. Aspire is an entity and, as such, it canmot have. pei‘sonal.
knowledge, Therefors, all of these answers have been obtained through the peérsons mentioned
above, "

It is possible that future discovery and ‘indepenc_len‘t investigation may supply additional
facts or information, add "mcmuin-g; to known facts, of may establish enfirely new. factual
conclusions and contentions, all of which may lead to substantial additions to, changes i, and
variations from the. reéponses set forth herein.

These responses are made without prejudice ‘to Aspire’s right to provide additional

evidence at the time of trial.

II. GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Aspire objects to Plaintiffs* Mnterrogatories to the extent they seek to require the
diselosure of information or the production of docurhents that are beyond the scope of

permissible. discovery under the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.

2. Aspire objects to Plaintiffs’ Imterrogatories to the exfent they seek to imp‘o_s‘e'
discovery buidens or responsibilities upen Aspire beyond those specifically required by the

Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.
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3. Aspire objeets to .P]ain.tiﬂ's" Interrogatories to the extent they: seek to require the
disclosure of information or the production of documents b_ﬂYoﬁd the scope of permissi‘ble:
 discovery pursuant to the Court’s Order bifurcating this action. The Court has bifurcated this
case. The cutrent phase (“Phase I")-addresses two issues: (1) Mr. de Man’s claim that he owns a
portion of certain defendant entities. (i.e. the Aspiré and Raiden Cfnmociﬂ:iesj L.P. (“Raiden™).
entities); and (2) Mr. de Maﬁ’s alternative claim to be aompéhs’ated for services rendered to one
or more defendant -entities. That phasing limits the scope of permissible, relevant discovery.
Discbvery, of documents and information that is not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
calculated 1;6_- le_aci tg the discovery of information relevant to Phase I is not permissible or

appropriate af this time,

4, Aspire objects to Plaintiffs’ Interrogarbries to the e;xte‘nt they seek the disclosure
of information or the production of documents pratected by the. attorney-client privilege, the:
work product doctrine, or any other available privilege, protection or doctrine, though Aspire

does miot réad ther as requesting such information.

5. Aspire’s tesponse to ary interrogatory is not intended to be, and shall net be
construed as, an admission that any factual predic;ate. stated or inferred in the Interrogatories. is

accurate.
6. Aspire objects to-each and every interrogatory that:

2 Contains vague, ambiguous, and undefined terms and phrases that are '

subject to a variety of meanings and Interpretations;




b.. Seeks. confidential business information that Aspire is contractually
precluded from produeing, documents that cannot be produced because- of
statutory and/or regulatory proscriptions, ‘ajnd/‘,Or documents that are

subject to constitutional privacy protections;
c. Seeks information regarding persons and/or erfities other than Aspire;

d. Seeks infonhatien‘that is publicly available and is-as readily accessible to

opposing eounsel and their clients as it is to-Aspire; or

e. Seeks information that is not relevant to any party’s claim or 'def‘énse,

and/ornot proportional to the needs of the case.

7. Aspire objects to the extent that the Interrogarories 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 Interrogataries. For instance, Aspite objects to

“the extent the Interrogatories seek information from irrelevant time periods by seeking

informastion from after Mr. de Maijl was no longer affiliated with any of the defendant entities.

8. Aspire’s reéponses below .are made subjeet to @nd without waiving (1) the
foregoing General Objections; (2) the right to object 6n the grourds of competency, relcva_ncy,
materfality, hearsay or any other proper ground fo the use of 4ny such iﬁfolmaﬁon'fo'r any
purpose, in whole or in patt, in ‘any subsequent style or proceeding in this or any other action;
and (3) the right te object on ;any-and all grounds, at any time, to any other discovery procedure

relating to the subject matter of these Inrerrogatories.




9, - ' .Aspireincorporates the foregaing General Objections into ‘each and every answer

to the Interrogatories below.

10. Aspire also reserves the right to supplement its answers as petmitted under the

Puetto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure..

11.° . The petson who answers these Inferrogatories does so in his capacity as
representative of Aspire. Thus, the. information that is in_ql'uded m these answers does not
necessarily reflect the peifsdnal Knowledge: of the und;er‘sign::dwifch respect to: the information
requested in the -Inrerrogatoriés,, but it also reflects the information that has been provi&ie'd 160 him
by t]ic current and .fofme‘r assistants, employeés, agents, offieials, and representafives of the

party, inbludi‘ng‘ its attorneys.

12. The production of the doeutnents requested by Pléintiffs ~due to the information

contained in‘the same- is subject to the exeoution vfa conﬁdenti'alify- agreengent,

I OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES

) 1. With respect to. the person who answers this discovery, provide the fallowing
information:

a. Full name 'df'tha,_person,: and any nickname by which he/she isknown
b.  Relationship to Aspire Commodities, LP

c. Address |

d, 'TeIepﬁone.-

e. Kinship, if any, that you have with the attoreys in the case er with any
other petson who has knawledge about the facts.

ANSWER: Aspire. states that these responses. were prepared by its attorneys with
information provided by Adam Sinn, a Key Person for Aspire. Mr. Simm may be reached through
undersigned counsel. Aspire: objects to Plaintiffs’ request that-it identify Mr. Sinn’s “kinship”
with: “any other person who has knowledge about the faets,” as vague and ambiguous. To the
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extent Plaintiffs’ Interrogatory seeks to discover whether any familial relationship exists between
Mr. Sinn and any potential witnesses in this action, Aspire objects to the extent this Inferrogatory
attempts to limit the witnesses in this action ta those known to Aspire at this time. Discovery in
this matter is.just begitining, and Aspife may discover edditional potential witnesses threughout

the edurse of discovery or its internal review of this matter. Subject fo and without waiving the -

foregoing, Mr. Sinn is not currently aware of any familial relationship between himself and any
{dentified witness in this matter.

Z. If any person helped you to answer the interrogatory; subnnt for that person the
same information requested. in the preceding paragraph.

ANSWER: Ses response to Interrogatory No. 1.

3. Identify all of the persons who have knowledge: about the facts of this case and

provide the address, telephone, and email address where they can be reached.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it attempts to lmit the
witnesses in this -action to those known to Aspire af this time. Discovery in this matter is just
beginning and Aspire may discover additional potential witnesses thronghont the course of
discovery or its internal review of this matter, Aspire further objects to this Interrogatory as
seeking information beyond the permissible scope of discovery at this fime. The Couft has
‘bifircated this case. The current phase (“Phase I'*) addresses twoissues: (1) Mr. de Man’s claim
that he owns a portion of certain defendant entities (i.e. the Aspire or Raiden entities); and (2)

Mr, de Man’s alternative claim to be compensated for setvices rendeted to one or more.

~ defendant entities, Thdt phasing limits, the scope. of permissible, relevant discovery, and this

Interrogatory seeks information that is net relevant to Phase [ and not teasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I,- Aspire also objects to this Interrogatory
to the extent it seecks information protected by the attomey/client privilege, work product
doctrine, and/or other items directed at disclosing the mental. impressions of Aspire’s counsel.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing; Aspire identifies the following individuals
who ‘may have information regarding Mr. de Man's lack of any ownership interést in the
defendant entities and Plaintiff’s claim for imjust érrichment: (1) Mr, Adem Sinn; (2) Mr,

Patrick de Man; (3) Mt Barry Hanmond; (4) Mr. Kyle Catlton; and (5):Mr, Scott Schieffer. Mr..

Sinn and Mr. De Mann may be contacted through their fespective counsel. Mr. Hammond and
Wi, ‘Schieffer may be contacted through counsel for Defendants.

4, Identify each of the witnesses: you intend to use @t the trial to establish your
allegations, indicating the subjects on which they will testify.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to fhis Interrogatory as premature, Discovery in this matter
is just beginning, and Aspire has not yet determined which witnesses it will present at trial.

Aspire. further objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I and not

reasonably calculated to lead tothe discovery of information relevant to Phase 1.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that it will provide its trial
witness list in accordance with the Puerto: Rico Rules of Civil Procedure and -any case
management order in this action. -




s, Offer:a surtmary of each witness” testimony.

'~ ANSWER: Sce response to Interrogatory No.' 4, Aspire further objects to this
Interrogatory as-overly broad; unduly burdensome, and not reasonably propomonal to the needs
of the case to the extent it seeks to have Aspire summarize all information believed to be known
by everyone itmay call as a withess at'trial. Plaintiffsare free to take depositions in this action or
serve non-party discovery in agcordance with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure. Aspire
also abjects because this Interrogatory asks Aspire to speculate as to what individuals may or
may not know and provide information outside of Aspire’s possession, custody, and control.
Aspire objects to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the attorney/client
privilege, wotk product doctrine; and/or other items direeted at disclosing the mental impressions
‘ ‘of Aspire”s counsel.

6. . Ident1fy and ‘submit a true and exact copy of all documentary, demonstrat;ve 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-witnesses. For each document indicate;

a, Title or caption of the-document, if any;

b, ' Date of the-document;

c. Number of pages tﬁaf the doc,ument'-cpntéjns;.

d.. Purp‘os'ez or objective of the document:

e. Type of document. That is, whether it is a letter, memorandum, deed,

record, report, email, contract, etc.

f. Name, address, and. telephone: of the person 10 whom the document is
address, if any.
g Name, address, and telephone of any person who subseribes, produces,

and/or sends the.document,

L Name, -address, and telephone of the person who has posséssion, mediu
term or immediate, of the original docutient in question.

1, _ Namies, addresses, and télephones of each and evety one of the persons
who: possess anid/or have undet their custody a copy of the document in
question. ' .

ANSWER: Aspire objects to ‘this Interrogatory as premature Discovery in this matter
is just beginning and Aspite has not yet determined which evidence it will present at trial. Aspire
further objects to this Interrogatery as seeking jnformation irfelevant to Phase T and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant-io Phase 1. Aspire objects
to the. extent. this Interrogatory seeks.information protected by the aitomeyfchent privilege, wotk
product doctrine; and/or other items dirécted at disclosing-the mental impressiofis of Aspite’s
counsel.




Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that it will provide ifs trial
-exhibit list in accordance with the Puetto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure and any case
management crder in this action. In addition, Aspire states that the production of certain
documents is subject to the:execution of a confidentiality agreement.

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 informafion
requested:in paragraph 6.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interregatory to the extent it seeks to have Aspire
identify-its consylting experts or other experts Aspire will not pregent atttial. Aspire also objects -
to this Interrogatory as premature. Discovery in this matter is just beginning and Aspire has not
yet determined which éxperts, if any, it will present at trial. Aspire further objects to this
Interrogatory as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I.and not reasonably caleulated to lead to
‘thie discovety of information relevant to Phase I. Aspire objects to the extent this Interrogatory
seeks information protected by the attorney/chent privilege, work product doctrine, andfor other
items direeted at disclosing the mental impressions of Aspire’s counsel.

Subjeet to and withouf waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that it will disclose its
testifying experts in accordance with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure and any case
management order in this action.

8. Identify all of the: expert Wwithesses you intend to use al frial, if any. Provide a
copy - of their respective curriculum vitae and a summary of what edch one will testify, their
opinions, and a brief statement of the theories, facts, and arguments in support thereof Submit
copies of all accounts or repoits prepared by each expert, regardless of whether you intend to use
thein at the trial of this.case.

ANSWER: See response to Jiiterrogatory No. 7.

g, [dentify all statements, whether_ or ot under -oath, Ie'cord‘ings, memgoranda, notes;
or writing of any persen that is: cotimected with the facts stated in the complaint and the enswer..
If you answer in the affirmative, submit a true and exact copy of the same.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Intetrogatory’s use of the phrase “all statements,
whether ar not under oath, regordings, memotranda, notes, or writing” as vague, ambiguous, and
subject to a variety of interpretations. Aspire will interpret this: Iiterrogatory as seeking written
statements provided fo Aspire by any potential faot witness in this' matter regarding the facts
alleged in Plaitiffs’ Complaint or Defendants” Amended Counterclaim. Aspire objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information irfelevant to Phase I and not reasomably-
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Aspire also objeets to the
extent this Interregatory seeks information protécted by the attorney/chent privilege, work
product doctrine, and/or other items directed at disclosing the mental impressions of Aspire™s
counsel.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that it has not obtained any
‘written statements af this time from any potential fact witness in this ryatter




10.  ‘State whether any investigator, agent, representative, smployee, or any person
acting on your behalf has conducted an investigation of the facts that gave rise to the Complaint
and/or Answer and/or Counterclaim and/or Amended Counterclaim. If you .answer in the
affirmative, submit the full name and address of such persons and thelr relationship to defendant.
Prodice copies of all accoutits, tepoits, or memoranda prepared by such persons, as well as the

notes, annotations, and support documents for each aceouuit, report, or memorandum,

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interrogatory as vague and ambiguous. Aspire will
interpret this [nterrogatory as sesking information relating to whether Aspire has corfimissioned
an. external ot internal independent investigation of this matter. Aspite objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it seeks information irrelevant to Phase T and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I Aspite objectsto the extent
this Interragatory seeks information protected by the attorniey/client privilege, work product
doctrine; and/or other items directed at di'sclosing the niental impressions of Aspire”s counsel.

_ . Bubject to and without walving the fotegoing, Aspite states that 1t has not at ‘this time.
commissioned ay independent investigation of the. facts giving tise to the Complaint or
Amende,d 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 putported admissions
consist; when and, where they were riiade, their phraseology or conduet, and the person you will
use to. prove them.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interrogatory as premature. Discovery in this matter
- {3 just begihning and Aspire has not yet determined whick admissions by Plaintiffs, if-any; it will
present as evidence. Aspire also objetts to this Tntérrogatory to the extent it seeks. information
irrélevant t0 Phase T and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery -of information
relevant to Phase.I. Aspire objects ta the extent this interrogatory seeks information protected by
the attorhiey/client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or ather items directed at disclosing the
mental impressions of Aspire’s counsel. '

12.  State whether you irtend to present as evidence admissions made by Aspite
Commedities, L.P., or any reptesentative thereof: If you answer in the affirmative, indicate in
‘what the puxjported admiissions .consist, when and where ﬂney were made, their phraseology or
conduct artd the person you will use to. prove them.

ANSWER: Aspire-objects to this Intetto gatory as unintelligible as stated. The concept
of binding admissions is for use by adversaries in. litigation. Aspire is not adverse to itself.
Further, this Interrogatory seeks the disclosure of counsel’s mental impressions. Aspire further
refers Plaintiffs to its responses to Interrogatories Nos. 4,.5,.6, 7 and 8.

13.  List 4ll of the categeries of pariners of Aspire Commodities, L.P. and identify all
of the partners within each category. Indicate for each ong the proportion of their parficipation
and what counter-considération they made to ‘acquire. their participation. Indicate, also, for each
one, the date when he/she became a partnier and/or ceased to be one. ‘




ANSWER: The following individuals and/or entities were capital partners in Aspire
during the period of 2014 to 2016: Aspire Commuodities 1, LLC (Class A General Partner);
Rural Route 3 Holdings, LP 99% (Class A Limited Partner). Aspire will produce its Partnership
Agrecment which identifies the contemplated categories of partners. See attached. Nevertheless;
as stated in the -General Objections to this answers, the complete: production of documents is
subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement.

14. - Prov-i‘de 2 copy of the Pattnership Agreement of Aspire Commodities, L.P,,
including any-amendment.

ANSWER: Aspire objeéts to this Reqest as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I
and not: reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant t6 Phase 1.
Aspire’s relevant Limited Partnership Apreement does not advence Plaintiffs’ argiuments that
Mr, De Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided servieces as an Aspire employee
for:which he was not compensated. )

Subject to and without waiving the foregoipg, Aspire will produce the Limited
Parthership Agréements in effect during Mi. de Man’s affilistion with Aspire. See attached.
Nevertheless, as. stated. in' the General Objections to ‘this answers, the complete production of
documents is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement,

15.  Provide 2 copy of all of the existing partneiship agreements of the partners of
Aspire Commodities, L.P from the establishment of said company to the present.

ANSWER: Aspite objects to this Request as vague and ambigoous. Aspire cannot
determine the intended nieaning ot scope of the phrase “partnership agreements of the partners of
 Aspire.” Aspire also objects to the extent this request calls for information from an irrelevant
time period.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire will produce the Limited
Partnership Agreement from 2014 to 2016. See attachied. Nevertheless, as stated in the General
OFjections to this answets, the complets production of doecuments is subject to the execution of a
confidentiality agreement.

16.  Explain ali of the ftems of damages claimed in your Counterclaim and Amended
Counterclaim. For each -one, indicate the manner in which you reached your computatien.
Submit-all documentary evidence that you will use fo prove your damages and indicate all of the
witnesses who will testify about this'subject, providing a summary of their testimony.

ANSWER: Aspire objects.to-this Request as seeking information nét relgvant to Phase
I -and not reasonably: caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I.
Aspire’s claimed damages in this action do not.advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. De Man
had any ownership intérest.in Aspire or provided services as an Aspire. employee for which he
was not compensated. Aspire further refers Plaintiffs to.ifs responses to Intertogatories Nos. 4.5,
6,7 and 8.
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- 17.  Indicate whether there is any debt om the part of Aspire Commodities, L.P. in
favor of plaintiff Patrick de Man. If you ansier in the affirmative,. explain the date on which it
came up, the coneept, and the.amount.

ANSWER: No.

18.  State whether Aspite Coﬂnihodiﬁes, LP or aty other of the defendants has
retained amounts owed to plaintiff Patrick de Man. If you answer in the affirmative, state the
‘amount and the concept and explain why it was-retained. ‘ :

' ANSWER: Na.

19. .. List all of the duties carried out by,' plaintiff Patrick de Man for Aspire
Commodifies, L.P. from 2011 until the date of the termination of his relationship with the
company,

ANSWER: Aspire objects fo this Interrogatory sitice it is not limited to any issues
relevant to this case ind is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of irformation relevant to Phase L. Subject to and without
walving the foregoing, Aspire states that Mr. de Man’s. employment duties were not detailed.
Moreover, Aspite was a small company with employees and. the awner gach doing their part,
regardless of title, to make the business work. Aspire refers Plaintiffs to its response to Request
No. 24. ' ’

20.  Provide all of the income tak returns for Aspire Commodities, L.P. from 2011 to
the present,

ANSWER: . Aspire 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 L. It also
 seeks information for an overly broad timeframe by seeking information from periods of time in
which Mr, de Man was not affiliated with.Aspire. '
| Subjéct to this objection, Aspire will produce the. K-1s it issues for the. yeats 214 to
2016, which provide the most -direct information regatding its ownership. ‘See aftached.
Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections to this answers, the cemplete: productien of
documents is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement. Its tax returns will mot.
provide any additional information on. that issue, which is the enly issue relevant tothis Phase L
21.  Bxplain what is Aspire Commodities, L.P.’s relationship with: |
a, codefendant Adam Sinn;
b, codefendant Raiden Commodities, L.P.;
€. codefendant Raiden Commodities 1, LLC;

d codefendant Aspire Commodities 1, L.P.; and
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3 codefendant Sinn Living Trust (a/k/a Gonemaroon Living Trust)

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request as secking information not relevant to Phase .
1 and not reasonably caleulated to lead-to the discovery of information relevart. to Phase I.
Aspire’s relationships and contracts with the other Defendanits in this -actiont do not advance
‘Plaintiffs’ ‘arguments that Mr, de Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided services
agan Aspire employee for which he was not compensated.

Subject to the above objestion, Mr. Sinn was a Key Person for Aspire and Aspire
Commiodities 1, LLC was its Class- A General Partner.

22.  Provide all of the X-I fornis prepared by Aspire Commodmes L.P. for the IRS for
the years 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this. Request as seeking information net relevant to Phase
T and not reasondbly caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I, K-1
forms issued by Aspire to entities or individualy othet than Mr. de Man do net advance
Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided services
as an Aspire.employee for which he was not compensated. It also seeks information for an overly
broad timeframe by seeking information from periods of time in which Mr. de Man was not
affiliated with Aspire. ‘

‘Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire will produce the K-1 forms it has
issued for the years 2014 to 2016, See attached, Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections
to this answers, the complete production of documents is subject to the -execution of a
confidéntiality agreement.

23.  Provide the General Ledger of Aspite Commodities, L.P. from 2011 to the
present. 4

ANSWER: Aspire objectsto 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 This
request is also overly broad and unduly burdensome. and not proportiondl to the needs: of this
case since it seeks information relating to-all of Aspite’s business transactions, none of which are
relevant to the issues in Phase I Aspire’s general ledger from 2011 to present does not-advance
Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de.Man had ahy ownership interest in Aspire or provided services
as an Aspire employee for which he was nst compensated. It also seeks information for an overly
broad timefrarme by seeking information after Mr, de Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.

24, Provide a list of all of the employees and agents of Aspire Commodities, L.P.
from 2013 to the present. For each one, indicate their name, position, duties, and anmnal salary.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request in that its use of the phrase “employees and
agents” is vague and ambiguous. Aspite will interpret the Request as seeking information
regarding its employees and independent comtractors. Aspire-ébjects to this Request as seeking
‘information not relevant to Phase 1 and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
information televant to Phase I. The identities, job descriptions, and salaries of Aspire’s
employees and inhdependent contractors othet than Mr. de Man do not advance Plaintiffs’
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argu_lllents that Mr, de Man had. any ownership interest in Aspire or pravided services as an
Aspire employee: for which he 'was not compensated. It also seeks information for an overly
broad timeframe by seeking information after Mr, de Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire,

~ Subject to and without waivig fhe foregoing, Aspire states that Mr: -de Man traded on
behalf of Aspire. He also performed accounting, other back offi¢e functions and certain IT
functions for certain defendant entities. As an employee, Mf. de Man was paid a salary from
Aspire. '

25. In connection with. ‘your allegation that plaintiff appropriated electronic
equipment, intellectyal property, and trade sectets of the defendants, indicate:

. the description of the equipmernt purportédly eppropriated by plaintiff,
belonging to Aspite Commodities; L.P., as well -as their depreciation
schedule. :

b the description -of the equipment purportedly appropriated by plaintiff,
belonging 1o any other of the cadeféndants, as well as their depreciation
schedule.

¢ e description of the intellectual property purportedly approptiated by
plaintiff, belonging:to Aspire Comtnodities, L.P,

d. the description of the intellectual property purpertedly appropriated by
plaintiff, belonging to any other of the codefendants.

e the description of fhe trade secrets purportedly appropriated by plaintiff,
belonging to Aspire Commodities, L.P.

£ the. désarip{ion of the trade secrets pﬁ:portedl_y appropriated by plaintiff,
belonging to any ofher of the.eodefendants. . :

g if there is any other asset that is alleged to have been appropriated by
plaintiff; provide its description and the person or enterprise that thrns out
to be its owner: ‘ '

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request as seeldng information net relevant to Phase
T and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1.
Information regarding Aspire’s claims that Mr. de Man. thisappropridted and stole Aspire’s
electromic equipment, intellectual property, and trade secrets do not advance Plaintiffs’
atguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interést in Aspire. or provided serviees as @n
Aspire employee for which he was ot compensated. ' ‘

96. .Attach all emails, Jetters, and messages sent.between Aspire Commodities, LP.ot
any of its owners, officers, and employees with plaintiff fiom 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: -Aspire objects to this Request since it is not limited to any issue relevart
to this-case and is therefore overly broad, unduly butdensorne, not reasonably calculated to lead
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1o the discovery of admissible evidence, and not propottional ta the needs of the casebecause it
seeks all communications exchanged between Aspire or any of its owners, officers, or ernployees
and Plaintiffs — regardless of subject maiter — from a seven-year period of time. Aspire also
objects. to this Réquest as seekitig: information mot relevant to Phase I aad not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I, It also seeks information
for an overly broad timeframe by seeking information after Mr. de Man was no longer affiliated
with Aspire. ' '

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that it is not aware . of any
communications bstween itself and Plaintiffs stating that M. de Man has any equity/capital
interest in Aspire orany communication entitling Mr, de Man to additional compeénsation for his
providing aceounting, IT and other back office services to certain defendant entities. Aspire will
produce documents describing Mr. de Man’s relationship with the defendant entities to be an
employment relationship. Aspire will also proditee communications with tax professionals and
documents — 1nclud1ng communications regarding tax filings and othei documents — confirming
Mr. de Man®s status to be that of an employee. Sée attached. Nevertheless, as stated in the

General Objections to this answers, the complete production of documents is sub_]cct to the

execution of a confidentiality agreement.

27.  -Attach all emails, letters, and messages sent between Aspire Commodities, L.P, or
any of its owners, officers, and employees with codefendant Adam Sinn. from 2011 to the

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request since it ig not limited to any issue relevant
to-this. case and is. therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably ealeulated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not propoertional to the needs of the e4se because it
sesks all communications exchanged between Aspire or any of its owners, officers, of employees

and Mr, Sinn — tegardless of subject matter - from a seven-year penod of time. Aspire also

ohjects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase 1 and not reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. It also seeks information
for an overly broad timeframe by seekmg information after Mr. de Man was no longer affiliated
with Aspire.

Subject to the above objections, Aspire is not aware of any relevant, responsive
communications.

28, Attach all drafts of agreements connected with. Aspire Commodities, L.P. in
which plaintiff Pattick de Man was intended to appear prepared between 2011 and the présent.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request because its use of the phrase “in which
plaintiff Patrick de Msn was ‘intended to appear*” is vague and ambiguous. Aspire will interpret
this Request as secking drafts of partnership agreements. from 2011 to-the present in which Mr,

de Man was referenced by name. Any other interpretation would render the Request overly

‘broad, unduly burdenseme, not reascnably caleulated to lead to. the discovery of admissible
evidence, not proportional to the needs.of the ease, and beyond the scope of Phase I of this case.
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Subject to and without waiving the forégoing, Aspire states-that it is not aware of any
responsive documents. '

29,  Explain all of the terms of plaintiff’s contract with .Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER:  Aspite objects 1o this Request as vague and ambiguous. Aspire wwill.
‘imterpret this Request, as seeking documients containing the terms of any writien employment.
~ agreement or'written partnership agreenient to-which Mr. de Man was a patty.

Subject to-and withont waiving he foregoing, Aspire states. that no responsive docurments
exist. '

30,  Identify all of the attorneys who acted for Aspire Commodities, L.P. from 2011 to
the present, State which of them participated in the discussion of the terms of the hiring of
plaintift. | |

ANSWER: Asplhre objects to this Interrogatory since it is not Timited to any issue
relevant to this case and is therefore ovetly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably caleulated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case.
Aspire objeets to this Interrogatery as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not
reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I The identities
of Aspire’s attorneys from 2011 to the present who provided any services or legal advice to
Aspire (regardless of subject matter) have nothing to do with the any claim in this case; lst alone
the limited issues in Phase I It also seeks information for-an overly broad timeframe by seeking
{nformation after M. de: Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.-

31.  Identify allof the -agoounténts who acted for Aspire ’C.bfnquiﬁés,, L.P. from 2011
to the ptesent. State which of them participated in the prepatation of tax documents for plaintiff,

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Intertogatory since it is not limited to any issuc
relevant to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome;, not reasonably caleulated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidetice, and not proportional to the needs of the case.
Aspire objects to- this Interrogatoty as seeking information not relevant to Phase 1 and not
teasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant te Phase 1. The identities
of Aspire’s accountants: (regardless of subject matter) have nothing to do with the any claim in
this case, let alone the limited jssues in Phase I It also secks information for an.overly broad
timeframe by seeking infoimation after Mr. de Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.

| 32, In conhection with your -allegation that platititf publisheﬂ comumumications.
through the social networks that adversely affected Aspire Commodities,, L.P., identify and
attach copies of all of the-aforementioried communications. ‘

ANSWER: Aspire objects tothis Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase
I and not reasomably calciilated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phiase I,
Dogutnents and information regarding Aspire’s Counterclaims: o not advarce Plaintiffs”®
arguments that Mr. de Man had any owmership iniferest in Aspire or provided services as an
Aspite employee for which he wasnot compensated.
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33,  Produce copies of all employment files that Aspire Commodities, L.P. keeps in
connecfion with Mr, Patrick de Man.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request becatse its use of the phrase “all
employment files” is vagne. and ambiguous, Aspife will fnterpret this Request as secking a copy .
of Mr. de Man’s record personnel file af Aspire.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire will produce any responsive
documents. contained in Mr. De Man's record personnel file, if any exist. See attached.
Nevertheless, as stated in the General Qbjections 1o this answers, the complete production of
documents is subject to the execution of a corifidentiality agteement.

34.  Attach copies of all written contracts exeeuted by Aspite Cominodities, L.P. and
any-other codefendant between 2011 and the present. .

ANSWER: Aspire objects to ‘this Request as' vague and ambiguous. Aspire will
imterpret the Request as secking copies of al] written contracts — regardless of subjeet matter or
contracting patties — any Defendant has exseuted since 2011. Accordingly, Aspire-objects to this
Request as overly broad, unduly burdensoms;, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery
of admissible evidence and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire fufther ohjects to
this Request as seeking information not relevantto Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead
to the discovery of information televant to Phase I Contracts.executed by the Defendants other
than an employment, membership, partnership, or ownership agreement with Mr. de Man do not
advancs Plaintiffs® argurnetits that Mr. de:Man had amy ownership interest in Aspire or pravided
 services as ah Aspire employee for which he was not compensated. It also seeks mformation for
an overly broad timeframe by seeking information after W, de Man was no longer-affiliated with
Aspire,

35,  Th connection with your allegation that Mr, de Man is an eniployee of Aspire
Commodities, L.P; produce a copy of his employment contract.

ANSWER: AsMr.de Man admits, there is no-such wiitten agicement.

36,  Provide an account of the annual income generated by plaintiff Patrick de Man for
the benefit of Agpire Commodities, L.P, from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER; - Aspire objects to this Request since it is not limited 1o any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, wnduly burdensome, not reasonably caleulated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the ease. The
Request asks Aspire fo provide a list of “the annual income” Mr. de Man made for Aspire over a
period of seven years, regardless of their irrelevance to the issues in. this case. Aspire also-objects
to this Request -as seeking information not retevant to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to
Tead to the discovery of iriformation relevant to Phase 1. Plaintiffs’ Complamt contends. that
Aspite did not ecompensate Mr. de Man for administrative, back office worlk; it does not contend
that Mr, de Man was not eompensated for his trading efforts..

Subject to the above aobjection, Aspire will produce & summary of Mr.. de Man’s
produetivity, prepared by Mr. de Man, See attached. Nevertheless, as stated in. the General
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Objections to this answers, thc complete production of: documcnts is subJect to-the execution of &

, conﬁdennahty agreement

. 37.  Attach all docmnents sonnected with the establishment of Aspire Commodities,
L.P.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request as. s¢eking information not relevant to Phase
I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L
Documents regarding Aspire’s establishment do not advance Plaintiffy’ arguments that Mr: De.
Man. subsequently obtained an interest in Aspire or that he provided services as an Aspire
employee for which he was not compemated The quuested documents are also equally
accesmble to Plaintiff as to Defcndants

Subject to the above: objection, Aspire will produce its formation documents on file with
the relevent governmental entities. See attached. Nevertheless, .as. stated in the General
Objections to this answers, the complete production of documents is subject to the execution of a
confidentiality agrecment.

38.  Attach all documents connected with any transfer of Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request as unirtelligible. The Request seeks
documents “connected with any tranhsfer of Aspire,” buf “iransfer” is vague, ambiguous,
undefined, and subject to a vatiety of interpretations. Regardless, Aspire objects to this Request
as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discavery of information relevant to Phase I,

39,  Attach copies of all employment contracts subscribed by Aspire Commodities,
L.P. with its employeesfrom 2011 to the presert.

ANSWER: Aspire obJects to this Request as ovetly broad unduly burdensome, not
reasonably bly calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the
needs of the ease. Aspite also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant te
Phase I and not reasonably calculated to. lead to the discovety of information relovant to Phase 1.
Copies of the employment contracts between Aspirg and its employees and. copies of Aspire’s
employee evaluations and compensation documents — other than those pertaining specifically fo
‘M. de Man — do not advahice Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man obtained an interest in
Aspire of provided setvices as an Aspire employee for which he was not cornpenisated. Agpire

tefers Plaintiffs to. its response te Request No. 24 for a description of Mr. de Mart’s employment

duties: It also seeks information for an overly broad tlmeframe by seeking informaticn after M.
de: Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.

40.  Explain, yeat by year; from 2011 to the prcsent the manner in which Aspire

Commiodities, L.P. was funded.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this litertogatory because its-use of the word *funded” is

vague, ambiguous, and subject to a variety of interpretations. Aspiré will interpret ‘this

Interrogatary as secking information regarding any loans or capital contributions.Aspire received
since 2011. Aspire also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I
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and net reasonably ealculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L.
TInf6tmation about any “funding” Aspire received in the form of loans or capital eontributions —
‘apart from any such “fundihg” from Mr. de Man himself (which did not, occur) — do not advance
Plairitiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital ifitérest in Aspire or provided
services as an Aspire employee for which ke was not compensated. Tt also seeks information for
an overly broad timeframe by seeking ififorination after Mr. de Man was 1o longer affiliated with
Aspire.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspire states that Mr. de Man never
pirchgsed an equity interest in Aspire and never contributed any ¢apital to Aspire. o

41.  State whether plaintiff contributed capital to Aspire: Commodities, L.P. If in the
affirmative, state year by year, from 2011'to the present, and amounts eontributed by him.

ANSWER: No.

42, State whether codefendant Adam Sinn contributed capital to Aspire Commodities,
L.P. If in the affirmative, state year by year, from 2011 to the present, the amounts contributed
by him.

ANSWER: Nuot directly.

43.  State whether afry other person. conti{buted capital to Aspire Commiodities, L.P. If
in the affirmative, state year by year, from 2011 to the present, the amounts contributed by each
person. ’

ANSWER: Aspire Commodities 1, LLC and Rural Route 3 Holdings, LLC.

44, Attacha list of all of the annual benefits paid by Aspire Commibodities, L P. to its
pattners from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Aspire abjects fo this Interrogatory becatuse. its uise of the phrase “annual
benefits” is vague, ambiguous, and -subject fo a variety of interpretations. Aspire will interpret
this Interrogatory as seeking information regarding any distributions Aspire made 1o its limited
partners since 2011. Accordingly, Aspire also objects ta this Interrogatory as beyond the
permxsmble scope of discovery the Court has allowed in Phase I of this case. Information about
any distributions Aspire made to individuals er entities other than M. de Man do not advance
Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man obtained an interest in Aspire or provided services as an
Aspire employee for which he was not compensated. [t also seeks information for an over]y
broad timeframe by seeking information from periods of time when Mt. de Man was not
affiliated with Aspire. '

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Aspi‘i*e will produce the K-1 forms it has
issued for the years 2014 to 2016. See attached. Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections
to this answers, fhé commplete. production of documents is subject to the execution of a
confidentiality agreement.
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45.  Attach a list. of all. of the annual benefits accrued by the partners of Aspire
‘Commoadities, L.P. from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Se¢ response to Reqwc_lest No, 44,

. 46, Attach a list of all of the distributions and ammual benefits paid by Aspire
‘Commodities, L.P. to its partners from 2011 to the present. Include all fringe benefits,

AN SWER—': Bee response to Request No. 44,

47. Submit.all of: the financial statements prepated for Aspire Commodities, L.P. from
2011 to the preserit.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Requcst since it is not litnited to any issué relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead
tothe discovety of admissible svidence, and not proportional to the nieeds of the case, Agpire
also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
calculated to lead 1o the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Aspire’s financial
statements do not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest.in
Aspire or provided services as an Aspire employee, for which he was not compensated. It also
seeks information for an everly broad timeframe by seeking mfmmatmn after Mr. de Man was
no longer affiliated with Aspire.

48.  Submit a list of the annual sales of Aspire; Ccmmddit‘ies', L.P, from 2011 to the
present, indicafing the amount of sales for each year:

ANSWER:  Aspire: objects to this Request sinee it is not limited to amy issue relevant
1o this case and.is therefore overly broad, unduly burdenseme, not reasonably calcylated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. The
Request asks Agpire to list of its “annual sales™ for a petiod of seven years, regardless of their
irrelevanee to the issues in this case. Aspire also objects to this Request as seeking information
riot televarit to Phase I and not reasonably ealculated to lead to the discovety of information
televant to Phase 1. It also seeks information for an Gverly broad tlmeframc by seseking
informaticn after Mri de Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.

49,  Pravidean aceount, in dollars, of the: daily collateral or credit requirements, for the
securities sales activities of plaintiff De Man from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request. since it is not limited to any issue relovant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. The
Request asks Aspire to provide an accéunting of daily collateral or credit requirements for Mr. de
Man's secunty saleés activities over a period of seven years, regardless of their irrelevanse to the
issues, in this case. Aspire also objects to this Request as Seeking information pot relevant to
Phase I and not reasenably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant-to Phase I,
Plaintiffs’ Complaint contends: that. Aspire did not compensate Mr. de. Man for administrative,
‘back. office- work; it does not contend that Mr. de Man was not compensated for his trading
efforts.
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50, In connection with thé “internal cominunications” of Aspire to which
subpatagraph #11 of the affidavit of Mr. Adam Sinn of August 2, 2017 refers: (1) identify all of
ihe platform communications (i.e, AOL Instant Messaging, Email, etc:) used by Aspire
Commmodities, T.P.; and (2) provide the Mr: De Man’s username and the other log-in credential
provided by Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interrogatory- as not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and net. proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire also
objects to this Tnterrogatory as sceking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I The. identity of the
communication platforms uséd by Aspire’s partnérs and employees do not advance Plaintiffs’
arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in Aspire ot provided services -as an
Aspire employee for which he was not compensated. Aspire also objects to providing log-in
credentials to Plaintiffs, none of whom are affiliated with Aspite.

51.  Produce copies, for the period between 2011 and the present, of all license
agreements executed between Aspire Commodities, L.F. and Genscape and Pattern Recognition
Technologies (“PRT™). ' :

ANSWER: Aspire objects. to this Request since it is not limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore ovetly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead.
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not propottional to the needs of the case. Aspire
also objects to this Request as seeking information not televant to Phase I and not reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I License agreements
between Aspire and PRT do not advance Plaintiffs’ argumients that Mr. de. Man has an
equity/capital interest in Aspire or provided services as an Aspire employee for which he was not
_ compensated. ' ' '

52.  Provide all financial statémeints between 2013 and 2016 for the “Chase Ink” credit
card issued by JP Morgan Chase to Aspire Commodities, L.P. in the name of Adam C. Sinn
(Card nos. 5589 8710 0459 1147 with expiration date 05/16 and 5589 8710 0487 3008 with
expiration date 5/16). :

ANSWER: Aspite objects to this Request since it Is tot limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome;, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admiissible evidence, and not propottional to the needs of the case. Aspire.
also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
¢aleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Aspire’s credit card
statements do not advance Plaintiffs’ argurnents that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in
Aspire-or provided services as an Aspire employee for which he was not compensated.

53.  Explain how Aspire Commodities, L.P. came info possession of an Excel
electronic file titled “Bid Tool - Master v2012.29.xlsm” that was stored in the “Dropbox for
Business” account of Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER:  Aspire objects to this Request since it is not limited to any issue televant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly butdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead




to the discovety of admissible evidence, and not propertional to the needs of the case. Aspire
also objects' to this. Imterrogatory as seeking information not relevant to Phase T and not
reasonzbly caloulated to lead to the discovery: of information relevant to Phase I. How Aspire
allegedly came into the possession of an &lectronic file and details associated with that alleged
file: does mot advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in
Aspire or pravided services as an Aspire employee for which he was not compensated.

54, Explain why the file properties file of the™Bid Taol ~ Master v2012,29 xIsm” file
indicates “Capgemini Energy” under the *Origin” subparagraph.

ANSWER: Seeresponsefo Interrogatory No. 53.

55. Explain how Aspite Commodities, L.P. came into possession of an Excel
electronic file titled “DAM THERMAL V5 I4.xlsm” that was. stored in the “Dropbex for
Business™ accourit.of Aspite Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No. 53.

56,  Explain how Aspire- Commodifies, LR used the Excel electronic file titled “DAM
THERMAL V5_14.xlsm.”

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No. 53,

57.  Explain why the file properties file of the “DAM THERMAL V5_l4.xlsm” file
indicates “EFHL Corp” underthe““Origin” subparagraph.

ANSWER:  See respanse to Interrogatory No, 53,

58.  Explain how Aspire. Commodities, LR came into ‘pdsscssli.on. of an Bxeel
electronic fle titled “ERCOTSPPs Adarn.xls” that was stored in the “Dropbox for Business”
account of Aspire Commodities, L.P: '

ANSWER: See response to Tnterrogatory No. 53,

59,  Explain why the file properties file of the “ERCOT SPPs Adam.xls” file:indicates
“Suez Energy North Ametica” under the “Origin’ subparagraph,

ANSWER: See respanse to Interrogatory No. 53, '

60.  Provide -documentation that shows that Aspire Coramodities, L.P. has a license to
operate the “Bid Tool - Master, v2012.29.xlsm,” “DAM THERMAL V5_14.xlsm,” and
“ERCQT SPPs Adam.x]s.”

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No. 53.

61, Provide account statements in connection with all trade activities im the
Intercontinental Exchange (“ICE”) for all of the Aspire Commadities, L.P. traders for the periods
June-August 2014, Jung-August 2015, and June-August 2016.
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ANSWER: Aspire objects to- this Request sinee it is not limited to any issue teleyant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensomé, not reasonably calculated to lead

to the discovery of admissible evidenee, and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire .

‘aleo objects to this Request as seeking infarmation not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of infotmation relevant fo Phase . The defails associated with

Aspire’s trading activities do not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man had any
ownership interest in Aspire or provided. administrative services as an Aspire employee for

which he was not compensated.

62,  Explain what the “Kueski Opportinity” is, this pro_]ect connection with Aspire
Commodities, L.P, and ideritify all of the persons associated with Aspire: Coramodities, L P. who
‘worked with this projeet.

ANSWER Asp1re objects to this Request sinee it is not limited to any issue relevant

“to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensoms, riot téasonably calculated to-lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire
also objects to this Request as ‘seeling information not relevant ta Phase I -and not reasonably

' calcnlated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I The details associated with
Aspire’s business activities and endeavors do not advanee Plaintiffs” argnments that Mr. de Man
tad any ownership interest in Aspire or provided administrative services as an Aspire-employee
for which he was not compensated.

63. Provide all of the docu:rnentatlon that exists in comnection: wlth the services-

provided to Aspire Commodities, L.P. by Lindsay Hornsby during 2013.

ANSWER: Asp1re objects to this Request since it is not limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasomably calenlated te lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire
also -objects to this Request as seelﬂng information not relevant to Phase 1 and riot reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. The details associated with
setvices allegedly provided to Aspire by Tindsay Homsby do not advance Plaintiffs’ argumsnts

that Mr, de"Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided administrative services as an

Aspire employee for which he was not'conipensated.

64.  Explain the purpose of the “Jana PR” folder in the “Dropbox for Business™
accoumnt. of Aspire Commod[ttes L.P.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request since. it is not limited to any. issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensonie, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery -of admissible: evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. Agpire
dlso objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase | and not reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. The details associated with

Aspire’s business activities, enideavor, or particular business files unrelated to Mr. de Man do not.

advance Plaintiffs’ erguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided
ademgtratwe services s.an Asp1re employee for-which hewas not compensated.
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65. Provide all of the documentation. that exists. in connection with the services
provided to Aspire Commmodities, L.P. by Jana Friederick, '

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Request since it is not limited. to any issue relevant
to this-case and is therefore ovetly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably: caleulated to lead
‘to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not progortional to the needs of the case. Aspire
also objégts to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and nef reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of infotmation relevant to Phase I The details associated with
serviees allegedly provided to Aspire Jana Friederick do not.advance Plaintiffs’ a:rgumen'ts that
Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Aspire ot provided adnumstratWe Services as an
Aspire employvee for which he was not compensated.

'66.  Provide all documents that. detajl, for 2012, the financial details of the Aspire
Commodrtles, L.P. accounts with their cleating firms, including the time and magnitude of the
margin or collateral ealls.

ANSWER: . Aspire objeets to this Request since it is hot limited to ahy issue relevant
10 this case and is thetefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably caleulated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, .and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspire
- also objects to this Request as. seeking information not relevant to Phase I-and not reasenably
caloulated to lead to the discovery of inforination relevant to Phase 1. The details associated with
~ Aspire’s business activities and endeavors do net adyance Plaintiffs* arguments that Mr. de Man
had afly ownetship interést in Aspire or prowded admxmstratwc services as an Aspire employee
for which he was not compensated

67.  Explain the relationship between Aspire Commodities, L.P. and Rural Route 3
Holdings, L.P. sinee the formation of the latter in 2012. State whether this relationship was
amended at any time. If you answer i the affirmnative, explain and provide all of the. existing
dociments.

ANSWER: Aspire objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information not relevant to
- Phase T and not teasonably calculated to lead to the discovery:of information relevant to Phase 1.
Aspire’s relationship with non-parties to fhis action, including Rural Route 3 Holdings, L.P. do
not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in Aspire or
provided services as an Aspire empleyee for which he was not compensated,

Subject to the above objectidn, Rurdl Route 3 Holdings, LLC was the Class A. General
Partnerof Aspire duting the time of Mr. de Man's affiliation with-Aspire.

68.  Identify all of the individuals who carried out trading activities for Aspire
Commodities, L.P. and state the annual income product of these activities since2011.

ANSWER:  Aspire cbiects'to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase.
I and not reasonably celculated fo lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I, The
{dentities and income derived from Aspire’s traders, and atiy capltal they had in Aspire, do not
advance Plaintiffs’ a:rgumcnts that Mr. de Man hiad any ownership inferest in Aspire or prov1dcd
administrative services as an Aspiré em_ployee for which he was not compensated. Italso seeks
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information for an overly broad timeframe by seeking information after Mr: de Man was 1o
‘Tonger affiliated with Aspire. ' :

69, For each of the persons identified in the preceding paragraph, state in what
capacity they collaborated with Aspire Commodities, L.P., whether as an employee, partner,
contractor, ete.

ANSWER; See response ta Interrogatory No. 68.

70.  For each of the persons identified in subpa:r:agraph 67, provide all. existing.
documentation that shows the amount of capital that they had in Aspire. Commodities, L.P. from
2011 to the present. ' '

ANSWER: See response to, Interrogatory No. 68. Subjeet to the above objection,
during the petiod of Mr; de Man’s affiliation with Aspire, Aspire Commodities 1, LLC and Rural
Route 3 Holdings, LLC had capital interests in- Aspire,

. 71.  Explain what the role of Bartington M. Hammond, Jr. is in Aspire Commodities,
L.P. ' . ‘

ANSWER: - Aspite cbjects, to this Interrogatory as seeking infermation not refevant to
Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information rélevant to Phase L.
Aspire’s relationship with non-parties te this action, {ficluding Mr, Barrihgton M. Hammond, Jr.,
do ot advance Plaintiffs’ arpuments that Mr. de Men has an equity/capital interest in Aspire or
provided serviees as an Aspire employee for which he was not compensated,

Subject to the zboveé objections, Mr. Hammond is, and dﬁrlng, the relevant time period
was, 4 lawyer for Aspire.

72. Provide all documients on the insurance acquired by Aspire Commodities, L.P. at
the State Insurance Fund for each of its.employees from 2011 to the presemt.

ANSWER: . Aspire ohjects to this Inferrogatory as not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence :and not proportional to the needs of the case. Aspite also
objects to this. Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reaschably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Information regarding
Aspire’s health plan, insurance coverags; and any individuals who may or may rot have had
coverage under Aspire’s health plan d6 not advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Mr. de Man has an
equity/capital inferest in Aspire or provided servicesas an Aspire employee for which he:was not
compensated. It also seeks information for an overly troad timeframe by seeking information
after Mr. de Man was no longer affiliated with Aspire.

73, Provide all of the-evaluations of the employees of Aspire Commodities; L.P. from
2011 io the present, '

ANSWER: Aspire is not awaze of any written employee evaluations. Seeresponse to:
Request No. 39.
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74.  Provide evidence of all payments to the LR.S. and to the Puerto Rico Department.
of the. Treasury miade by Aspire Commodities, L.F: for taxes or income taxes withheld from its
employees ffom 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Aspire ob] ects to this Request as seeking mformatmn not relevant fo Phase

I aid not teasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevantto Phase I It also

' seeks information for an overly broad timefrarie by seeking information from:. periods of time
other than that in which Mr, de Man was affiliated with Aspire.

75.  Provide adetailed list of all expenses-attributed to the trading activities of plaintiff
de Man forthe benefit of Agpire Cominodities, L.P. from 2011 to the present, used to determine
the net profit.generated by him from his trading activities.

ANSWER: Aspire-objects to this Request sinee it is not limited to any issue relevant.
to this case and s therefore overly broad, unduly burdensomie, not réasonably caleulated to lead
“to the. discovery of admissible evidence, and not propomonal to the needs of the case. The
Request asks Aspite to provxde a list of “all expenses™ associated with Mr, de Man’é trading
activities for a period of six years; regatdless of their irrelevance to the issues in this.case, Aspire
also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I dnd not reasonably
caleilated to Tead to the discovery of information. relevant to Phase I Plaintiffs” Complaint
contends that Aspire did hot compensate Mr. de Man for administrative, back office: work; it
does not contend that Mr, de Man was not compensated for his trading efforts, It -also seeks
information for an overly broad timeframe by se¢king information afier Mr. de” Man was no

~ longer-affiliated with Aspive.

* Subject to the above objection,. Aspire will produce a responsive document ptepared. by
Mr, de-Man. Se¢ aftached. Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections to this answers, the
completeproduction of documents is subject to the execution of'a cenfidentialify agreetnent.

76.  Provide all evidence in your possession regarding Mr. De Man’s purported efforts
to establish a company that.competes with Aspite Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER:  Aspite dbjécts to this Request as seeking information not relevant to ‘Phase
I and not reasonably caloulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phise 1.
Documents and information regarding Aspire’s counterclaims de not -advance Plaintiffs’
*arguments that Mr, de Man had any ownership interest in Aspire or provided services as an
Aspire employee for which he was: niot compensated. Further, the Request seeks the disclosure
of work product and attomney mental i 1mpresswns

77.  Providea list of all of the persons employed by Aspire Commodltles L.P., or who
were in the process of being recruited by Aspue Commodities, L.P. who plaintiff attempted. to
recruit,

ANSWER: See response'to Request No. 76.

78, Tdentify all of the employees of Aspire Gomﬁlo&iti‘e‘s,_. L.P. who purportedly
received threatening calls from plaintiff De Man.
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ANSWER: See response to Request No. 76.

79.  Provide & list (log) of all of the threatening calls made by Mr. De Man to
individyals associated with Aspire Cormmodities, L.P, including the number from where the call
was generated, the telephone that received the call, the day and time of each -call, and its.
.duration. :

ANSWER: See response to Request.No. 76.

80,  Identify all of the employses of Aspire Commodities, L.P. who were retained
paying them more than $1,000,000.

ANSWER: No Aspire émployees were paid salaries of more than $1,000,000 in any
one year, asemployeeg. See response to Request No. 24.

81.  In connection with the preceding paragraph, provide all of the documentation that
exists that reflects the discussions, negotiations, and payments of Aspire Commiodities, L. P
employees who were retained paying them more.than $1, 600,000.

ANSWER: ~ See response to Request No. 80.

82.  Provide all documentary evidence that exists that shows that M, de Man required
Mz, Sinn’s authorization to catry out significant frades for Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Aspire ObjﬁGtS to this Request sinee it is not limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not teasonably calculated te lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. The
Request asks Aspire to provide documents regarding authorizations Mr. de Man’s had to obtain
in commection with his trading activities. Aspire also objects to this Request as seeking
information riot relevant to Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of
information relevant to Phase I. Plaintiffs’ Complaint contends that Aspire did not compensate
Mr, de Man for administrative, back office work; it does not contend that My, de Man was not
compensated for his trading efforts, Furthet, this Request sseks the disclosure of attorney mental
impressions.

83.  Provide all documentary evidence that exists that supports your contention that
Mr. De Man reduced his work thythm at Aspire Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: - Aspire will produce a responsive document prepared by Mr, de Man. See
response to Request No. 76. '
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The State of Texas
Secretary nf Stete

1, Rolando B. Pablos, Secretary of State of the State of Texas, DO HEREBY

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

wag 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
Certificate Number 11619500

Rolando B. Pablos
Secretary 'of State
GFR/els. .




‘WE HEREBY CERTIFY- having seut on this same date a true and exact-capy of this
document to German J. Brau, Esq. (germmbrau@bloslawpr com), P.O. Box 13669 San Tuat,

Puerto Rico 00908.

O'NEILL & BORGES

Artorneys for Aspire Commodities L.P.
American International Plaza

250 Mufioz Rivera Ave., Ste. 800
San.Juan, PR 00918-1813

Telephore: 787-764-8181

Fax; 787-753-8G44

By:
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alfredo.ramirez@oneillborges.com

ol Wapeucthocless,

Ana MargaritaRodifguez Rivera
Ntim. de Tribunal Supremo 16195
ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com

0o
Artufo L} - Heméndez Gonzélez
Nam. de Tribunal Supreme 20347
arfuro.heimandez@oneillborges.com




ANE]JO 3

The Law Offices

BAUZA
BRAU
IRIZARRY
OJEDA
SILVA

15 de ottubre de 2018

Via Correo Electrdnico

Lcdo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald
O’NEILL & BORGES LLC °

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

Re:  Patrick De Man v. Adam C. Sinn, Civil Num. DAC2016-2144
. Interrogatotio 2 Aspire Commodities, I.P

Estimado licenciado Ramirez:

(Gracias por su comparecencia a nuestras oficinas para la reunidn bajo la Regla 34.1 que se llevé
a cabo ¢l 10 de octubre de 2018, relacionada con el interrogatorio cursado a Aspire Commaodities,
LP (“Aspire™). Segin discutimos en nuestra reunién, la parte demandante no esté satisfecha con
numerosas de las contestaciones que se nos sometieron. La parte demandada ha objetado
précticamente la totalidad de los interrogatorios sometidos. Segin lo acordado, a continuacién, le
someto un listado de las contestaciones a interrogatorios sobre las cuales tenemos reparos,
incluyendo una breve explicacién. Para fines de claridad, hacemos referencia al inciso
especifica del interrogatorio original: :

4. En este interrogatorio se solicit6 que se identificaran los testigos de la parte demandada.

' No se nos brindé ni un solo nombre. Aunque entendemos que Aspire posiblemente no
tiene identificados todos los testigos 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 produzea un listado preliminar de estos
testigos v que posteriormente se nos brinde una lista completa de los testigos.

6. En este interrogatorio se solicité que se anunciara la prueba documental y es parecido al
inciso anterior. Aunque Aspire 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 v que luego se nos
someta una lista completa de la prueba documental que se utilizara.

8. Entendemos que Aspire no tiene testigos periciales identificados en este momento.
Solicitamos que asi se confirme.

2.0, Box 13669 : Plaea 2735 - Suite 704 german.bran@bioslawp.com
San Juan PR G0RGE 273 Punee de Ledn Ave. W-787723 8754 C-787 6051718
San Juan, PR 60917




1.

12.

13.

14,
_15.

6.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23,

24,

Solicitamos que se nos someta la lista de todas las admisiones del demandante que
podrian ser usadas en el juicio. Si no hay ninguna, solicitamos que asi se aclare.

Solicitamos que se nos someta una lista de todas las admisiones (i.e., declaracicnes
anteriores bajo juramento o sin €l) de Aspire que se podrian utilizar en el juicio. Si no
hay ninguna, solicitamos que asf se aclare.

Insistimos en que se enumeren todas las categorias de socios y que se enumeren los

* socios dentro de cada categorfa. Solicitamos que se indique la fecha en que cada entidad

o individuo se convirtié en socio. Si hubo cambios en algin momento, solicitamos que
asi se aclare. También que se nos produzca copia del Partnersth Agreement que se
menciona en la contestacion,

Insistimos en que se produzca copia del Partnership Agreement de Aspire (todos los que
existan, si hubiera habido més de uno) v de todas sus emnjendas.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copia de todos los contratos y/o acuerdos existentes

_ entre los accionistas y/o socics de Aspire.

Insistimos en que se nos provea una relacién de las partidas de dafios reclamadas por
Aspiré en su reqonvencién, asf como la otra informaci6n solicitada en este interrogatorio.

Insistimos en que Aspiré conteste cudles eran las responsablhdades del demandante con
Aspire para el periodo indicado.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copia de las planillas de Aspire de 2011 al presente.
(El demandante produjo sus planillas.) Las de Aspire son pertinentes a la reclamacion

' del demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo.

Solicitamos que se nos aclare el término “key person” empleado para caracterizar la
reldcién de Adam Sinn con ‘Aspire. También solicitamos que se aclare la relacién de
Aspire con Raiden Commodities, LP, Raiden Commodities 1, LL.C y Sinn Living Trust
(a/l/a Gonemaroon Living Trust). Si no existe ninguna relacién, solicitamos que asi se
aclare,

No se producen todas las formas K-1 de Aspire hasta el presente, s6lo las de ciertos afios.

. Tampoco se incluyen las de otras personas.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca el General Ledger de Aspire, el que es pertinente para
establecer Ia forma en que opera la empresa y para establecer la reclamacién de la parte
demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo.

Insistimos en que se nos provea una lista de todos los empleados y agentes de Aspire, as{
como el resto de la informacion solicitada en el interrogatorio.




25.

26.

27,
29,

30.
31.
32,

33.
34.
36.

37.
38.

39.

40.

El interrogatorio 25 no se contesta. Se solicita informacién pertinente a las alegaciones
formuladas por Aspire en su reconvencién y en su solicitud de remedios provisionales.

Las comunicaciones con Aspire y el demandante de 2011 al presente son todas
pertinentes. Entendemos que no hubo un mimero excesivo de comumcacmnes por escrito.
No se nos produjo ni una sola.

Las comunicaciones de ‘Aspire con Adam Sinn no son pr1v1leg1adas Insistimos en que se
produzcan todas. :

En el inciso 29, se solicita que se nos exphquen los términos del contrato entre Aspire y
la parte demandante. No se contesta. -

Insistimos en que se nos idenfifique quiénes han sido los abogados de Aspire desde 2011
y que se indique cudl o cudles de ellos participaron en las discusiones sobre la
contratacién del demandante. }

Insistimos en que se nos identifique quiénes han sido los contadores de Aspite desde
2011 y que se indique cudl o cudles de ellos participaron en la preparacion de planillas

para el demandante.

Insistimos en que se nos identifique y provea copia de las supuestas comunicaciones

' pubhcadas por €l demandante en las péginas de' internet, que dieron base ala

reconvencién.

Insistimos en que se produzca copia del expediente de empleo del demandante, a lo que
¢l tiene derecho, asi como el de todo otro empleado.

Insistimos en que se provea copia de todos los contratos otorgados entre Aspire y los
codemandados. : : :

Insistimos en que al demandante se le provea una lista de todas las ventas que él hizo a
beneficio de Aspire. L

No se han producide todos los documentos pertinentes a la formacién de Aspire.
No se produce ningiin documento ni se aclara que no existan, .

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copia de los contratos de empleo suscritos por Aspire
con otros empleados. Si no existe ninguno, se debe asi aclarar.

La manera en que Asplre se capitalizé desde 2011 al presente es pertinente al caso. La
contencién del demandante es que éi participd en la capitalizacion a través de la’ retencmn
de los ingresos que le correspondian. Esto es, el demandante alega que €] aportd capital a
la operacidn de Aspire. Insistimos en que se nos produzca la informaci6n solicitada.




42,

43.

44,

" 45,
46.

47.
48,

49,
50,
51.

52.

53.

Solicitamos que se aclare ia forma en-que el Sr. Sinn aport6 fondos de forma indirecta a

- Aspire y que se conteste lo solicitado en este inciso. -

Solicitamos que se aclaren las cantidades anuales aportadas por Aspire Commodities,
LLC y Rural Route 3 Holdings, LLC para ¢l periodo en cuestion. También queremos que
se nos explique la diferencia entre Rural Route Holdings, LLC y Rural Route 3 Holdings,
LP. a : ' '

El demandante alega que &l es socio en Aspire. Tiene derecho a explorar los beneﬁcws y
dlstnbumones que recibieron los socios de la empresa.

No se contesta este inciso.

No se contesta este inciso.

Insistimos en que se 10s produzean los estados financieros de Asp:re para el perfodo en
cuestion.

La lista de ventas anuales de Aspire es pertinente. Rcﬂejaré que la entidad se
capitalizaba a través de ventas y beneficios que no eran distribuidos al momento.

Este interrogatorio no se contesta. La contencién del demandante es que €l participé en la
capitalizacién a través de la retencién de ingresos que le correspondian, A su vez, ese
capital se utilizé para los requerimientos diarios de colateral o crédito para las actividades
de trading de la empresa, Insistimos en que se nos produzca la informaci6n solicitada.

Insistimos en que se produzca el documento solicitado. Los documentos que se solicitan
servirdn para el descubrimiento de evidencia adicional pertinente relacionada a
comunicaciones y escritos que establecen la forma en que opera ia entidad y el ol del

. ‘demandante en la misma. Esta informacion es eseéncial a la reclamacién para rasgar el

velo corporativo.

Ins1st1mos en que se provean copia de los acuerdos de licenciamiento. Si no existen,
solicitamos que asi se aclare,

Insistimos en que se produzcan los estados sohcltados los que reflejaran que el Sr. Sinn
utilizaba su empresa para el pago de gastos personales.

Insistimos en que se conteste lo solicitado, lo que servira para el descubrimiento de

" "evidencia adicional pertinente relacionada a comunicaciones y escritos que establecen la

forma en que opera la entided y el rol del demandante en la misma. Esta informacién es
esencial a la reclamacién para rasgar el velo corporativo.




54.

55.
56.
57,
| 58.
59.
60.
61.

62,
63.

64.
65.

66.

67.
68.

69.

70.

Por la misma razén expresada en el inciso anterior, insistimos en que se conteste este
1ntenogator10 (Ver #53).

Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53).
Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53},
Insistimos en que s‘e conteste este interro gato‘rio. (Ver # 53).
Insistimos en que se coﬁteste este interro.ga.toﬁo. (Ver # 53).
Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53).
Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53).

Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53)-

‘Insistimos en que conteste el 1nterrogator10 El proyecto mencionado es un proyecto de

Aspire que ilustra 1a forma en que opera dicha entidad.

Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. El incidente mencionado es pertmente
para establecer la forma en que opera Aspire.

Insistimos en que se conteste este inferrogatorio. (Ver # 53).

Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio. (Ver # 53).

Insistimos en que ofrezca la informacion solicitada, la que es pertinente para rasgar el
velo corporativo de las empresas. Las necesidades de capital de Aspire son pertinentes al
examen de la forma en que las distintas empresas del-Sr. Sinn se combinaban, sin respetar
la debida separacién entre ellas. Ademds, la contencién del demandante es que €l
participd en la capitalizacion de la empresa a través de la retencion de los ingresos que le
correspondian, Ese capital se utilizé para los margin o collateral calls.

Solicitamos que se provea la fecha pertinente en que comenzé la relacién, se aclare si ha

- habido enmiendas y se acompafie copia de los documentos.

Insistimos en que se ofrezca una lista de los fraders de Raiden desde 2011 ac]a:cando
quiénes actuaban durante cudl periodo.

Insistimos en que se conteste este interrogatorio, el que esta relacionado con el anterior.

Insistimos en que se provea la documentacién que demuestre la cantidad de capital de
todas las entidades e individuos socios de Aspire desde 2013 hasta el presente.




72.
73.

74,

75.
76,
7.
78.
79.
82.

83.

No sg acompafian las _pf)liz'as del Fondo del Seguro-del Estado de Aspire. Si no existen,
se.debe aclarar,

No se acompafian las evaluaciones de empleados de Aspire. N'aturalménte, las mismas

- inchiirfan al demiandante $i €] hublera sido empleado.- Sino existen, se debe aclarar.

No se acompafia copia de los pagos-de contribucién al gobierno por los empleados. Si el

‘demandante era empleado, Aspire venia obligadc al pago de contribucionies y seguro

social,

Insistimos en que se nos provea la lista de gastos atribuidos a las act1v1dades del
- demandante segin empleados pala calcular sus ingresos netos. :

- La pregunta 76 esté basada en las propias alegaciones de los demandades. Insistimos en

qué se conteste.

La pregunta 77 estd basada en las pmpms alegaciones de los: demandados Insistimos en
que se contests,

La pregunta 78':5:3.1:2’1 basada en las propias alegacicnes de los demandados, Insistimes en
que se contesfe.

Irsistimos en que se provea la’ lista de llamadas amenazantes supuestamcnte realizadas.
por &l demandarite, 1noluyendo la informacitn solicitada.

No se contesta esta pregurits, que est relacionada con la alegacion de la parte demandada.
de que-el desnandante era su empleado y no un.-socio en la empresa.

No se produce el documento mencionado.

Nos gustaria gue :se nos suplemente la contestacidn al interrogatorio,. para lo eual estamos
dispuestos: a aguardar per un términe de treinta (30) dfas. Segin lo acordado-en nuestra reunién,
~ estaremos sometiendo cartas similarés a €5ta con relacion 4 cada uno de los derfiandados.

Agradecemos su atencidn sobre este particular.

Atentarnente;
e B ~ais

German. J.. Brau

‘I'!‘i
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