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

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE CIVIL NUM.: D AC2016-2144 (701)
MAN (A.K.A. MIKA KAWAJIRI-DE |
MAN OR MIKA KAWAJIRI); v la :
SOCIEDAD LEGAL DE BIENES SOBRE:

- GANANCIALES COMPUESTA POR _
AMBOS . INCUMPLIMIENTO DE DEBER DE
- _ FIDUCIA; INCUMPLIMIENTO DE -
- Demandantes, CONTRATO DE SOCIEDAD
LIMITADA; DANOS Y PERJUIC'IQS
V. _ . MALA FE Y DOLO; MALA FE EN LA
' CONTRATACION;

ADAM C. SINN; RAIDEN ' ENRIQUECIMIENTO INJUSTO" .
COMMODITIES, L.P.; RAIDEN .

- COMMOPDITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE _ : ' =
COMMODITIES, L.P.; ASPIRE : ‘ ' Al

COMMODITIES 1, LLC; SINN LIVING r:
TRUST,
Demandado_s.

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

| AL HONORABLE TRIBUNAL:

COMPARECE la_ Parte Demandante, a través de la replfeéentacién legal
que suscribe, y mﬁy resﬁetuosamente expone, alega y solicita: |

1. El 14'.de junio’ de 2018, la parte demandante cursé a Ra.iden
' ICommoditiés, LP (“Raiden”) un Primer Pliégb de Interrogatorios y Solicitud dé
Pr.odu.ccién de Décumentos. \ éase el Anejo 1 de esta Mocién). Raiden solicité
prérrogas para contestar los dias 25 de julio dé 2018, €l 8 de agos‘-co. de 2018,
29 de agésto de 2018 .y 17 de septiembfe de 2018.

2. El 2 de octubre de 2018, la parte demandada finalmente sometié
su contestacién, objetando y/o dejando de contestar casi todos los
interrogatorios sometidps.. (Véase el Anejo 2 de eéta Moc'i(')n).- ‘De" 66
interrogatorios soﬁetidos, la parte demandada objetd y/o dejé de contestar 52.

’ 3. La pai‘te demandante certifica que hizo geétiones con la parte
demandada para tratar de llegar a un acﬁerdo sobre el descubrimiento de

prueba, las que resultaron infructuosas. (Véase el Anejo 3 de esta Mocién). .
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4, Los interrogatorios que no se contestaron fueron los -sizc:,ruientes:1

4. En el interrogatorio 4 la parte demandante le solicité a
Raiden que identificara sus testigos. No se nos brindé ni un solo
nombre. Habiendo presentado una reconvencién, Raiden debe tener
algunos testigos identificados con relacién a ésta, reclamo sobre el cual
dicha parte tiene el peso de la prueba. .

6.  En este interrogatorio se solicitdé que se anunciara la prueba
documental y es parecido al inciso anterior. Aunque Raiden no tenga
toda la prueba identificada, si debe conocer la prueba en la que basa las
alegaciones de su reconvencién. A la parte demandante no se le
identificé ningtin documento. '

13. En este interrogatorio, se solicitd que se enumerasen todas
las categorias de socios de Raiden y-se identificase a todos los socios
dentro de cada categoria. También se solicité que se indicase la fecha en
gue cada entidad o individuo mencionado se convirtié en socio y que se
produjera copia de un Partnership Agreement que se menciona. "La parte
demandada no SU.II]II'llStI‘O esta informacion.

14, La. parte demandante solicité que se le produjera copia del
Fartnership Agreement de Raiden (todos los que existan, si hubiera
habido méas de uno) y de todas sus enmiendas. Raiden no lo proveyd

15. La parte demandante solicitd que se le proveyera copia de
todos los contratos y/o acuerdos emstentes entre los accionistas y/o
soclos de Raiden. Raiden se nego. :

16. En este interrogatorio, la parte demandante solicité que se le
proveyese una relacién de las partidas de dafios reclamadas por Raiden
en su reconvencion, asi como otra mformacmn pertinente a este asunto.
Raiden decliné contestar.

20. La parte demandante solicité que Raiden produjera sus
planillas desde 2011 al presente. (El demandante produjo sus planillas a

la parte demandada.) Estos documentos son pertinentes a- la
reclamacién del demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo. Raiden se
nego

21. La parte demandante solicité que se le aclarase la relacién
de Raiden con las otras empresas codemandadas La contestacién de la
parte demandada no fue responsiva.

22. La parte demandante solicitd que se le produjeran todas las
formas K-1 de Raiden desde 2011 hasta el presente. La contestacién no
fue responsiva. Sélo se incluyeron formas fuertemente redactadas para

ciertos afios. Tampoco se incluyen las de otras personas, sélo las del
demandado, ‘

23. La parte demandante solicitd que se le produjera el General
Ledger de Raiden, el que es pertinente para establecer la forma en que
opera la empresa y para establecer la reclamacién de la parte
demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo. Raiden se nego.

! Se solicita del Tribunal qﬁe tome conocimiento del texto de cada interrogatorio y su respuesta,

los que surgen de los Anejos 1 y 2. Para fines de economia judicial, resumimos la controversia
existente con relacidon a cada inciso.
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24. La parte demandante solicit6 que se le produjera una lista de
todos los empleados y agentes de Raiden, asi como otra mformacmn
respecto a cada uno. Raiden se negd.

25.  En el interrogatorio 25 se solicitd que Raiden aclarara cierta
informacién pertinente a su reclamacién de que el demandante se
apropid de equipos electrénicos, propiedad intelectual y secretos
comerciales. Estas fueron alegacmnes formuladas por Raiden en su

reconvencion y en su sohc1tu.d de remedios provisionales. Raiden se nego
a contestar.

26. La parte demandante solicité que se le produjeran las
comunicaciones de Raiden y el demandante de 2011 al presente. - La
parte demandante entiende que no existe un numero excesivo de
comunicaciones por escrito entre las partes y que son pertinentes a la
reclamacién. Raiden no produjo ni una sola comunlcacmn

27. La parte demandante solicité que se le produJeran las

comunicaciortes entre Raiden y el demandado Adam Sinn. No se produjo
ninguna.

29. En el inciso 29, se solicité gque se explicaran los términos del
contrato entre Raiden y la parte demandante. Este inciso no se contesta.

30. - En el interrogatorio 30 se pregunté quiénes han sido los
abogados de Raiden desde 2011 v que se identificara cual o cuéles de
ellos partlc1paron en las discusiones sobre la contratacién del
demandante.  Ello es pertinente para establecer que todas las
corporaciones usaban siempre el mlsmo grupo de asesores comunes. El
1nterrogator10 no se contesto

31. En el interrogatorio 31 se solicité que se identificaran
quiénes han sido los contadores de Raiden desde 2011 vy que se indique
cual o cuéles de ellos participaron en la preparacién de plamllas para el
demandante. El 1nterr0gator1o no se contesto

32. El inciso. 32 estd basado en las alegaciones ‘de la parte
. demandada, quien alegd que el demandante incurrié en comunicaciones
difamatorias, Se solicité que se identificasen y proveyera copia de las
.supuestas comunicaciones. No se nos contesto.

33. En el inciso 33 se solicité copia del expediente de empleo del
demandante. (La parte demandada alega que el demandante fue su
empleado). No se produjo. :

34. En el inciso 34 se solicité que se proveyera copia de todos los
contratos entre Raiden y los otros codemandados. No se contesto.

36. En el inciso 36, el demandante solicité que se le produjera
un listado de todas las ventas que él hizo a beneficio de Raiden. No se le
contesto.

37. En el inciso 37, se 3011c1to que se produ_]eran los documentos
pertinentes a 1a formacmn de Raiden. La contestacmn no fue responswa

38. En el inciso 38, se solicité que se produjeran los documentos
pertinentes a la transferencia de Raiden a Tejas. La contestacion no fue
‘responsiva. Se produjeron algunos documentos, pero no todos.
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39. En el inciso 39, se’ solicité lqﬁe se produjera copia de los
contratos de empleo suscritos por Raiden con otros empleados. No se
produjo ninguno.

40. En el inciso 40, se solicité que se explicara la manera en que
Raiden se capitalizé desde 2011 al presente. Esta informacién es
pertinente al caso. La contencién del demandante es que €l participé en
la ‘capitalizacién .a través de la retencién de los ingresos que le
correspondian. Esto es, el demandante alega que él aporté capital a la
operacion de Raiden. La parte demandada no contestd la pregunta,

41. Este interrogatorio esta relacionado al anterior. Se solicitan
detalles sobre la capitalizacién. No se contesto. '

42. Este interrogatorio también esta relacmnado al mterrogatorlo
40 No se contesté.

"43. En. el interrogatorio 43 se solicita que se informen los
beneficios y distribuciones que recibieron. los socios de la empresa. No se
contesto.

44. En el interrogatorio 44, se solicitd que se produjera la lista
de ventas anuales de Raiden. Esta informacién es pertinente. Reflejara
que la entidad se capitalizaba a través de ventas y beneficios que no eran
distribuidos al momento. Raiden no contestd.

' 45. En. el interrogatorio 45 se solicité que se produjeran los
estados mensuales de Raiden en PJM para 2016-2018. Estos
documentos son pertinentes para establecer la forma en que se capitaliza
la empresa, lo que, a su vez, es pertinente a la determinacién de quiénes
son socios en la misma. Raiden no contestd.

46. En el interrogatorio 46, se solicitd que se produJeran los
estados auditados de Raiden para todo el periodo pertinente. Estos
documentos son pertinentes para establecer la forma en que opera y se
capitaliza la empresa. Raiden no contestd.

47. En este interrogatbrio se solicitd que se produjeran los
documentos relacionados con el traslado de Raiden de Islas Virgenes a
Texas. Se sometieron algunos, pero no todos los documentos existentes.

48. En el interrogatorio 48 se solicité que se‘pfoveyera toda la
documentacién existente relacionada con la carta de reclamacmn
sometida al Sr. Hammond por Kyle R. Waldner. No se contesto.

49. En el mterrogatorlo 49, se inquirié sobre la relacién de
Raiden con Rural Route 3 Holdings LP. Esta es materia pertinente al

caso y podria dar lugar a la inclusién de partes adicionales. Raiden no
contestod.

~50. En el interrogatorio 50 se solicitd el listado de los traders de
Raiden desde 2011, aclarando quiénes actuaban durante cual periodo.
La contestacién no fue responsiva. Se ofrecen sélo algunos nombres sin
indicacién de fechas y sin un detalle de su actividad.

51. Este interrogatorio esta relacionado al anterior. Se pregunta
la capacidad en que funcionaban los traders de Raiden mencionados.
Raiden no aclar6é si eran empleados, ni explicd de otro modo en qué
capacidad colaboraban.



52.  Se solicité que se indicara quienes eran los socios de Raiden
vy la cantidad de capital que tenian en la empresa. Se mencionan
Gonemaroon Living Trust y Raiden Commodities 1, LLC, pero no se
someten documentos ni se indica la cantidad de capital de'cada 1mno.

54. En este interrogatorio, se solicitaron las pélizas del Fondo
-del Seguro del Estado de Raiden para el periodo pertinente. No se nos
contesté. . '

55.  Se solicitaron las evaluaciones de empleados de Raiden. No
se contesto,

56. En el interrogatorio 56, se solicité copia de la evidencia de
los pagos de contribucién al gobierno por los empleados de Raiden, (Si el
demandante era empleado, segiin se alega, Raiden venia obligado al pago
‘de contribuciones y seguro social.) Raiden no contestd.

57.  En este inciso se solicité la lista de gastos atribuidos a las
actividades del demandante segin empleados para calcular sus ingresos
netos por Raiden. La parte demandada no contesto. :

58. La parte demandada alegé que el demandante habia hecho
esfuerzos para establecer una compaiftia competidora con Raiden. En la
pregunta 58, se pide que se someta la evidencia con que cuenta la parte
‘demandada para establecer esta alegacién. No se contestd.

59. La parte demandada alegé que el demandante habia hecho
esfuerzos para reclutar empleados de Raiden. En la pregunta 59 se
inquiere quiénes eran estas personas. Raiden no contesté.

60. Raiden alegd que el demandante hizo llamadas amenazantes
a sus empleados. En la pregunta 60 se solicita que se identifique a los
empleados que fueron llamados. La parte demandada no contests.

61. Raiden alegd que el demandante realizé llamadas
amenazantes a individuos asociados con Raiden. En la pregunta 61 se
solicita que se provea la lista de llamadas amenazantes supuestamente
realizadas por el demandante, incluyendo el niimero de teléfono desde el
que se origina la llamada. ' :

64. En el interrogatorio 64 se solicita que se provea la
informacién 'que tienda a demostrar que el demandante requeria la
‘autorizacién del Sr. Sinn para llevar a cabo negocios sustanciales para
Raiden. Raiden no contesté. :

65. Raiden alegd que el demandante redujo su ritmo de trabajo.
En este interrogatorio se le solicitd. a la demandada documentar lo
anterior. La demandada no contestd. ‘ :

66. En el inciso 66, se solicita que se provea una relacién
separada de los requerimientos diarios de colateral o crédito para los
‘mercados de PJM y ERCOT con respecto al demandante. La informaciéon
solicitada es pertinente a la capitalizacién requerida para Raiden. La
contencién del demandante es que €l participé en la capitalizacién de la
empresa a través de la retencién de los ingresos que le correspondian. A
su vez, ese-capital se utilizé para los requerimientos diarios de colateral o

crédito para las actividades de la parte demandada. La parte demandada
no contesta. | '




5. El demandante tiene derecho a que se le . contesten los
interrogatorios sometidos.
6. Nuestro -ordenamiento concede derecho a las partes a un

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

155 D.P.R. 158, 167 (2001). El Tribunal Supremo de Puerto Rico ha aclarado
que toda parte en una litigacién tiene derecho a obtener antes del juicio toda la
informacién gque esté en posesidén de cualquier persona y que resulte pertinente

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

D.P.R. 140, 156 {(2000).

7. Las Reglas de Procedimiento Civil dejan en manos de los abogados

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

Popular, .152 D.P.R. a la pag. 153. La Regla 23.1(a) de las de Procedimiento
- Civil establece, en este sentido, que: “[l]as partes podran hacer descubrimiento
sobre cualquier 'materia, no privilegiada, éue sea pertinente al asunto en
controversia en el pleito pendiente, ya se refiera a'la reclaméciéh o_dé'fensa de
cualguier otra parte, No constituira objecién que la informacion solicitada
sea madl;nisible en €l juicio, siempre qﬁe exista una probabilidad razonable de
que dicha informacion conduzca al élescubrimien’to de evidencia admisible.” -

8. Las Unicas limitaciones a este proceso es que la,mé’_ceria quéto del

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

controversia en el pleito. Véase, E.LA. v. Cas’_ca,. 162 D.P.R. 1, 10 (2004). El

primero de estos requisitos incorpora exclusivamente los privilegios

reconocidos por las reglas de evidencia, E.L.A. v. Casta, 162 D.P.R. a la pag.
10; Rivera Alejandro v. Algarin, 112 D.P.R. 830, 833 (1982). -

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

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

Popular, 152 D.P.R. as la pag. 153; Ortiz Rivera v. E.L.A., National Ins. Co,,

125 D.P.R. 65, 70 (1989). Se admite el descubrimiento de todo asunto que

pueda tener relacién posible con la materia que'es objeto del pleito,,ﬁunque no
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‘esté relacionado con las controversias especificas que han 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 éutos, todos los mterrogatorioé mencionados en esta
- mocién ;bﬁcitan' informacién pertinente a esta con:trov.'ersi-a. ‘ Hasta‘ él
moméntq, Raiden se nieéa a contestar requerimientos que son razo‘rlable.si
11.  Se solicita a este Tribunal que, conforme a la Regla 34.2, emita
una orden contra el demandado para réquéﬁrle producir la informacion
" solicitada. |
-POR TODO LO CUAL, la parte demandallllte solicita que se ie ordene a
Raiden é'ommodities, :LP producir la informacién 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

Leda. Ana M. Rodriguez Rivera (ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com) y Ledo. Arturo

L.B. Hernandez Gonzalez (arturo.hernandez@oneillborges.com), ~O’NEILL &

BORGES, 250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800, San Juan, Puerto Rico
1 00918-1813.
‘ En‘Sa.n Juan, Puerto Rico, a 15 de noviembre de 2018.

BAUZA, BRAU, IRIZARRY,
OJEDA & SILVA

PO Box 13669, Santurce Station
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00908
Tel.: (787) 710-8262
Directo: (787) 723-8754 .

Fax: (787) 282-3672

GERMAN J. ;RAU
Colegiado Num. 9710

T.S.P.R. Nam. 7514 -
german.brau@bioslawpr.com
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ESTADO LIBRE ASOCIADO DE PUERTO RICO
TRIBUNAL DE PRIMERA INSTANCIA
'SALA SUPERIOR DE BAYAMON

PATRICK A.P. DE MAN; MIKA DE CIVIL NUM.: D AC2016-2 144(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; DAROS Y PERJUICIOS;
v, MALA FE Y DOLO; MALA FE EN LA

CONTRATACION;

ADAM C. SINN; RAIDEN ENRIQUECIMIENTO INJUSTO.
COMMODITIES, L.P.; RAIDEN . o
COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES, L.P.; ASPIRE
COMMODITIES 1, LLC; SINN LIVING
TRUST, ,

Demandados.

PRIMER PLIEGQ DE INTERROGATORIOS Y
SOLICITUD DE PRODUCCION DE DOCUMENTOS

A: RAIDEN COMMODITIES, L.P, .
P/C Ledo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald |
Lcda. Ana Margarita Rodriguez Rivera
Ledo. Arturo L.B. Hernandez Gonzélez
O’NEILL & BORGES LLC
250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-1813
Tel, (787) 764-8181
Fax: (787) 753-8944
Email: aliredo.ramirez@oneillborges.com
ana.rodriguez@oneillborges.com
arturo.hernandéz@oneillborges.com

Y
De: PARTE DEMANDANTE
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 vigentes, conteste individualmente los

siguientes interrogatorios y requerimientos de produccién de documentos.




Los interroéatoﬁos debeﬁ ser contestadoé en el término de &einta {30)
.dias establecido pdr 1é Regla 30.1 de las de Procedimiento Civil.

Cada interrogatorio debe ser contestado por separado y bajo juramento.
Los .i.ntei'rogatorios deberan ser contestados a caba]idad. Debe suministrarse
toda la informacion de la que tengé conocimiento ya pof con‘ocir-niento p_rol_ﬁio
0 por i.nforrnaciér; obtenida por su representacién profesional, empleados,
agentes, mandatarios o representantes, o como resultado de cualquier
investigacién. Un interrogatorio que de c'Jtra forma sea apropiado ﬁo es
necésariamente objetable porque su contestacidon envuelva una opinién. o
contencic';n relacionada con heéhos, o conclusiones de derecho.

La solicitud. para la préduccic’)ﬁ de documentos débe ser contestada
dentro del término de quince (15) dias establecido por la Regla 31.2 de las de
Procedimiento Ci'v‘il.

En- case de que no éxista un documento -especiﬁco,‘ pero que Usted
tenga la informacién "solicitada, debera considerar el requerimiento como un
interrogatorio bajc-:‘ la Regla 30 de las de Procedimiento Civil y contestarlo de
conformidad.

Sé le aperci_be que, conforme lo d;ispuestolpor la Regla“23.'1 (d) de las de
Procedimiento Civil, la obligacién de informar es continua y que tiene la
obligacién de notificar de toda informacién . adicional que obtenga con
postetioridad a la prese:ite ' solicitud v que esté reiacionada con este
descubrimiento, |

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

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

provea la siguiente informacion:

a. Nombre completo de la persona, y cu'a.lquier'apodo por el
que se le conozca. : | -

b.  Relacién con Raiden Commeodities, L.P.

c. Direccién.

d. . Teléfono.




€. Relacién de parentesco, si é_lguno, que tenga con los .
abogados en el caso o con cualquier otra persona que tenga
" conocimiento sobre los hechos. | |

2. Si alguna .persona lo ayudé a contestar el hlteﬁogatoﬁo,
surninistre para ella la misma informacién solicitada en el inciso anterior.

3. Identifique a todas las personas que tienen conocimiento sobre
los hechos de este caso y provea la direccidn, teléfono y direccic“)'n de eeméu'l
donde se les pueda consegl.iir.

4. ‘Identiﬁque clada uno de los testigos que piensa utilizar'en el yuicio

para establecer sus alegaciones, indicando los temas sobre los cuales

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

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

Para cada documento, indique:

a. Titulo o el epigrafe del documento; si aigunb;
'b. Fec_ha del documento;

c. Ntimero de paginas que contiene el documnento;

d. Propésito u objetivo del doéumento.

e. Tipo de documento. Es decir, si .es' una ecarta,

memo‘réﬁdum, escritura, récord, informe, correo
electrénico, contrato; etc.
f. Nombre, direccién y teléfono de la persona a quien va
' dirigido el documento, si alguna.
g. Nombre, direccién y teléfoﬁo de toda -persoﬁa que suscribe,
produce y/o envia el“documer_lto. .
h. Noﬁlbre, direccion y teléfono de la persona que tiene la
~ posesién, mediata o ﬁunediaté, del original del documento

en cuestion.




i Nombres, direcciones y teléfonos de todas y cada una de las
_ personas que poseen y/o "cienen bajo su cuétodia, copia del
documernto en cuestion.
7. .I Indique si 'ha consultado algin perito con relacién a la
controversia, independientemente de -si p;iensai utilizarlo en el juicio. Paré
o;ada' uno, provea la informacién solicitada en el apartado 6.

8. Identifique, todos los festigos ‘periciales que piensa utilizar en

juicio, si-alguno. . Provea una copia de su respectivo curriculum vitae y un
- resumen de lo que cada uﬁo cieclararé, sus dp_iniones ¥ una breve expresion
de lé.s teorias, heéi'los, y argumentos qtie sostienen las m;ismas. Suministre
copia de todo informe o reporte preparado por cada perito,
Iindependientemente de que si usted piensa usarlos en el juici‘o de este 'caso.

9. Identifique toda declaracién, bajo 7jurament0 o no, grabéci(")n,
memoréndum, nota o escrito de cualquier peréona, que se relacione con los
hechos que se exponen en la demanda y la 'contestacién. De contestar en la
afirmativa, sunﬁfﬁstrg copia fiel y exacta de las mismas.

"10. Diga si algﬂﬁ investigador, agenté, representante, erﬁpleado- o
persona alguna actuando a nombre suyo ha rea];'zado una ‘mvesﬁgacién de los
hechos que dan base a la Dexﬁanda y/_é C_o_ntestacién y/0 Reconvencién y/o
Recénvencién Enmenciada. De contestar en la afirmativa, swministre el
nombre completo y direccién de tales personas y su _felaci()n. con ia parte
demandada. Produzc;a copla de todo infdi‘me, reporte - o Iﬁemoraﬁdo
preparado por tales persoﬁas, asi comao las riofas, anotaciones y documentos
de apayo .a cada ihforme, reperte o memorando. |

11. D‘iga. si usted se propone presenfaf como prueba admisiones
realizadas por la paﬁe demandante o cualquiezl represéntante. De. contestar
en la afirmativa, indique en queé cdnsisticroﬁ las supuestas admisiones,
cudndo y dénde se hicieron, su fraseologia o conducta v la persona que

émplea.ré para probarlas.




12. Diga si usted se propone preéenta.r como pruéba ‘adrlnisiones
realizadas po'r Raﬁden Comrﬁodities, LP o cualquier representante de ésté. De
contestar en la afirmativa, indique en qué‘ consistieron las . Supﬂestas
admisiones, cuidndo y ddonde se hiciér_on, su fraseologia o conducta vy la
persona que empleara para probarlas.

13. Enumere todas las categorias de socios de Raiden Commodities,,
LP y a todos los socios deqtro de cada categoria desde 2011 Hast-a el pregenjte.
Indique para cada ﬁno, la propo.:ccic')n de su participacién y c;uél fue la
contraprestacién qi.le hizo para adquirir su parﬁéipacién. Indique, ademas, la
fecha en que se convirtit en socio y/o déjc‘) dé serio. |

14, Provea copia del Partnership Agreement- de Raiden Commodjties,' '
LP, incluyendo cualquier eﬁmienda. | | | |

15. Provea copia de todos los é.cuerdos de sociedad existentes de los
socios de Raiden Commodities, LP desde el establecimiento de dicha empresa
hasta el presente.

16. Explique tq.daé las partidas de' darios | reciamadas én' _éu
Reconvencién y Recofvencién Enmendada. Pa;a cada una, indique la forma
en que llegd a su éémputo. Someta toda la prueba documental que utilizara
para probar sus_daﬁos‘ e identifique todos los testigos que declarardan sobre
este tema, proveyendo un resumen de su declarg.cic‘nri.

17 .I Indique si existe alguna deuda por parte de Raiden Commodities,
LP a favor del demaﬁdante Patrick dé Man. De contestar en la afirmativa,
explique la fecha en que surgid, el concepto y la cantidad.

18, Diga si Raiden Commodities, LP o algtin otro de los demandados
ha retenido cantidades_ adeudadas al demandante Patrick de ‘Man.. De
contestar en la afirmativa, diga la cantidad y el concepto y explique por qué se
retuvo. |

12. Enumere todas las funcionés realizadas por el ‘demanda.nte
Patrick de Man para Raiden Commuodities, LP desde. 2011 hASta la fcc-;hade la

terminacién de su relacién con la empresa.




20. Provéé todas las planillas. de contribucién’ de ingresos ﬁara
| Raiden Commodities, LP, désde 2011 al presente. |
" 21. Explique cual es la relacién de Raiden Commodities, LP con:

a. él codemandado Adam Sin_n;

b. . lacodemandada Aspire Commodities, L.P.;

c. la codemandada Raiden Commodities 1 , LLC;

d. la codémam:iada Aspire Comrnbdities 1, LLC; y

e. el codemandado Sinn Liviﬁg ‘Trust (a.k.a.. Gonemaroon
Living Trust)

22. Provea todos los formulariocs K-1 preparados por Raiden
Commodities, LP para el IRS p.araL. los afios 2011 al presente, "

23. -Provea el deneral Ledger de IRaiden Commodities, LP de -20.11
ﬁasfa el presente. |

24. Provea un listado de todos los.empleados v agentes de Raiden
Commodities, L? de 2013 al presente. Para cada uno,, ind_ique su nombre,
posicién, deberes y salario | énual.

| 25, Con fgla.éién a sit-alegacién de que el demandante se apropié de

equipo electrénico, propiedad intelectual v secretos comerciales de las partes
demand;eldas, indiqué: |

a. la descripcién de los equipoé supuestanienfe apropiados
por el demahda:qte, per-tenecientes a Raiden Commodities, LP, aéi como su
itinerario dc dcpreé:iacic’m (“depreciation schedulé”).

b. la descripcién de los eqﬁipos supuestamenfe apropiados
por el démandan-te, pertenecientes a cualquier otro de los codemandados, asi
£oTno su litinerar.io de de'pr.e'ciacic’)n (“depreciationl schedule”). |

c. " la descripcion de lé prbpied’ad intelectual supuestamente

aprdpiada por el demandante, .perteneciente a Raiden Commodities, LP.

d.  por el demandante, perteneciente a cualquier otro de los
codemandados.
e. - la descripcién de los secretos comerciales supuestamente

apropiados por el demandante, pertenecientes a Raiden Commodities, LP.




1 la descripcién de los seéretos— comerciales S‘l;lpuestamel}te
apropiados por el demandante, perteneciente a cualquier otro de los
codemandados.

g. de éxisti.r cualquier otré activo - que se alegﬁe lha -sido.
apropiado por el demandanfe, provea sﬁ descripcién y la persona 0 énipresa
que resﬂta Ser su htula.r |

26. Acompafie todos los coﬁeos electronicos, cartas y mensajés
cursados entre Raidén Commodities, LP o cualquiera de sus dueﬁos, oficiales
v empleados con el demandante desde 2011 hasta el 'presente. |

27. Acompaie todos los (‘:orreos' electrénicos, caﬁas y mensaj‘es
cursados entre Raideﬁ Cammodities, LP o cualquiera de sus duefios, oficiales,
abogados, c'ontado-res v empleados con el codemandado Adam Sinn desde
2011 hasta €l presente.

28. Acompaﬁé todos los borradores de acuérdos felabior;ados_ con
Raideh Co:ﬁmodities, LPen los que se proponia figurar el demandante Patrick
de Man preparados entre 2011 al presente.

29. Explique todos los términos de la contratacién del demandante
con Raiden Cormhodities, LP. | |

30. Identifique .todos los.abogados que actuaron para Réiden
Commodities, LP desde 2011 hasta &l presente., ‘Diga cuil de éstos tuvo
participacién' en la discusién de los té_rrrﬁ:io‘s de la contratacién del
demandante.

31. Identifique todos los contadores ,que' acfuar;:'}n 'par_a IRéid'en
Commodities; LP desde- 2011 hasta el presente.  Diga cual de éstos. tﬁvo
participacién en 'la preparacién de docuﬁgntos contributivos para el
demandante.

32. Con.relacién a su alegacién de que el demandénte' publicé
comunicaciones a través de las redes sociales r;_[ue afectaron adversamente a
Raiden Commodi‘;ieé, LP, identiﬁqﬁe y acompartie copia de todas las

‘comunicaciones aludidas.




33. Prodp.zca_‘ c;:rpia de todo expediente de empleo qﬁe Réiden
Commpodities, LP mantenga relacionado con el Sr Patrick de Man.

34. Acompafie copia de todos llos contratos escritos otorgados por
Raiden Commcdit_ies, LP ¥ cualquier otro de los codemanda(;los,entre-QOII v
e;l presente. ' |

35. -éon re_lacﬁc';n a su alegacién de que.el Sr. de Man es ﬁn empleado
de Raiden Commodities, LP, p_rpduzca copia de su contrato de empleo.

36. lProvea un listé.do anual de todés ‘las ventas realizadas pbr el
demgnda;;lte Patrick de Man para beneficio de Raiden Cc;mm'odi"tie& LP desde
2011 hasta €l presente, J'I.ncluyendo la cantidad de cada venta ¥ su fecha.

37. Acomﬁaﬁ'e todos los do'ﬁ:u;nentos r;elacionados al establecimiento
de Raiden Commodities, LP. o

38. Acolﬁpaﬁe todos los documentos relacionados c'on ICUalquier
fraslado de Raiden Commodities, LP. |

39. Acompa.ﬁé copia .d:e todos‘los contratos de empleo suscritos por |
Raiden Commodities, LP con sus empleados desde 2011 hasta el presente.

40. Explique, afio por afio, desde 2011 hasta el pfes_ente, la forma en
que Raiden Commoditie§, LP fue capita.h'zada. o
| 41. Diga si el demandante apoerté capital a Raiden Commodities., LP.
En caso aﬁrmativb, diga afio por.afio, desde 2011 hasta el presente, las
-cantidades aportgda.s por éL | |

42. Digasi algu_na_ otra persona aporfé capital a Raiden Con_miodities,
LP. En -éaso afuﬁaﬁvo,' diga afio por afio, desde 2011 hasta el pi'esenfe, las
cantidades aportadas por cada pérsona.L.

43. Acompaﬁe un lis"cado de todos las distribuciones y beneficios
anuales pagados por Raiden Commodities, LP é sus socios desde 2011 hs-stta
el presente. Incluya todo béneﬁcio marginal. |

44, éometa un listado de las ventas anuales de Raiden Commodities,

LP, desde 2011 hasta el presente, indicando la cantidad de ventas para cada

aiio,




45. Provea todos los estados zﬁensualé's. de PJM para los afios 2016,
2017 y 2018. |

46. Provea todos los estados financieros auditados de ‘R'aiden‘
Com_moditieksr, LP para 2016 y 2017. |

47. Provea toda la documentacién existente relacionada con el
traslado de Raiden_ Commodities, LP de las Is_las Virgenes a Texas.

48. Provea toda la documentacién existente relacionada éon 13‘. carta
de reclamacién enviada al Sr. Hammond por Kyle R. Walciner..'

49. Explique _l la relacién entre Raiden Commodities, LP vy Rufal
Route 3 Hold&ngs, LP dc;:sde la formacién de esta lfﬂtima en 2012. Diga siesta
relacién fue enmendada en alglin momento. De contestar en la afirmativa,
explique y proveai todos los docurnellltos existentes. |

S0. Identifique a todos los individuos qﬁe llevaron a cabo _écﬁvidédes
de trading para Raiden Commodities, LP y exprese el ingreso anual producto
de estas actividades desde 2011.

51. Para.cada una de las personas identificadas en el i.néiso énté:rior, _
diga en qué capacidad colaboraba con Raiden Comrﬁodiées,' LP, si cor’nor
empleado, Socio, contratista, ete, o

52. Para cada uné de las personas identiﬁcadas en el inciso 49,
provea toda la documentacién existente queldemuestre la cantidad de capital
que tenian en Raiden Commodities, LP desde 2011 hasta el p;eseﬁte. |

53.  Explique cual .es el rol de Ba.rr-ingtofl M. Hamrmond, Jr. 'en R‘aiden
Commodities, LP. :

54. Provea toda la documentacién sobre el segurc adquirido por
Raiden Commodities, LP en el Fondo del Seguro del Estado para cada uno de
sus empleadoé desde 2011 hasta el presente. | | |

55. Proveal todas las evaluaciones de los empleados .'de Raiden
Commodities, LP desde 2011 hasta el presente. | _

56. Provea evidencia de todos los pagos a.l LR.S. y al Departamento de

Hacienda de Puerto Rico realizados por Raiden Commodities, LP-de impuestbs




o contribuciones retenidos 2, sus empleadoé desde 2011 hasta el presente,

.' S57. Provea una lista pormenorizada de todos los gastos atribuidos a
las actividades de trading del ;ﬂ.emandante De Man para beneficio de Raiden
Commodities, LP desde 2011 hasta gl 2016, utilizados para de£erminar la,
- ganancia neta genérada pof €l de sus actividade;s de tradiné.

58. Provea toda la evidencia en .su .poder sobre los supuestos
esfuérzos del Sr. De Man para establecer una compafia competidora éon
Raiden Cbmmodiﬂes,'LP. | .

59. Provea un listado de toda‘ts las perSonas empleadas por Raiden
: Commodiﬁeé, LP o que estaban en proceso de ser reclutadas por Raiden
Commuodities, LP, Que el demandante intentd reclutar.

60. Identifique a todos los empleados de Raiden Corﬁmodiﬁes, LP que
supuestamente fecibieron llaﬁadaé amenazantes por parfe del demandante
De Man, |

61. Provea un listado (log) de ‘todas- las lamadas amenazanteé
realizadas por el Sr. De Man a individuos asocigdos cdn Raiden Commodities,
LP, inclﬁyendo el numero de donde se generé la llamada, el téléfono que
recibié.la. llamada, €l dia y la hora de cada llamada v su duracién.

62. Identifiquea todos los empleados de Raiden Cbmmodities, LP que
fueron retenidos pagandoles mas de $1,000,000. |

| 63. Con relacién al inciso anterior, provea toda la documentacién
existente que refleje ias discusiones, riegoc'iaciqnes v pagos de los empleados
de Raiden Comﬁodities, _LF; que fueron retenidos pagéndoles mas de
$1,000,000.

&4. « Provea toda la prueba documental emstente que demuestre que el
S8r. De Man requena de la autorizacién del Sr. Sinn para llevar a cabo‘
negocios sustanciales (“significant trades”) para Ra1den Commodities, LP.

65. Proveé toda la prueba documental existente que sostenga su

contencién de qﬁe el Sr. De Man redujo su ritmo d_e'.trgbajo en - Raiden

Commodities, LP.
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66. Provea una relacién separada para PJM y ERCOT, en ddlares, de
los requerimientos diar'ios‘de colateral o crédito para las actividades de venta

de valores del demandante De Man desde 2011 hasta el presente. -
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ANEJO 2

COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO
- COURT OF FIRST INSTANCE
JUDICTAL CENTER OF BAYAMON
‘ SUPERIOR COURT

PATRICK AP. DE MAN; MIKA DE MAN _
(AKA. MIKA KAWAJIRI-DE MAN OR CASQ NUM, D AC 2016-2144 (702)
MIKA KAWAJIRD); and the
COMMUNITY PROPERTY
PARTNERSHIP BETWEEN THEM,

Plaintiffs,
vs. RE:

- ADAM - C, SINN; RAIDEN BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY;

- COMMODITIES, LP.; RAIDEN BREACH OF OPERATING CONTRACT;
COMMODITIES 1 LLC; ASPIRE| BREACH OF LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
COMMODITIES, LP;  ASPIRE CONTRACT;

COMMODITIES 1, LLC; SINN LIVING TORTS; BAD FAITH AND DECEIT;
TRUST BAD FAITH IN CONTRACTING;
- UNJUST ENRICIDMENT.
Deferidants '

RAIDEN COMMODITIES, L.P’S ANSWERS TO “FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES AND REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS>

To: . Patrick A.P. de Man; Mika de Man (a.k.a. Mika Kawajiri-De Man o Mika
Kawajiri); y la Sociedad Legal de Gananciles compuesta por ambos
Urb. Sabadiera B
544 Corredor del Bosque
. Dorado, Puerto Rica 00646

From: Raiden Commodities, LP. (“Raiden”);
Alfredo Ramirez-Macdanald, Esq.; Ana M. Rodriguez-Rivera, Esq.,
And Arturo LB, Herndndez-Gorzaléz, Esq.
O’Neill & Borges LLC
250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Pueito Rico 0918-1813




1. INTRODUCTION

In accerdance with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure, Raiden Commodities, L.P.

(“Raiden™), hereby submits its answers to Plaintiffs’ First Sef of Interrogatories and Request for

Production of Documents (“Interrogatories’). The information contained herein is not based

solely an the knowledge of the ‘exe_guting:‘party; but it also includes the knowledge of the party,
persons with perso.nai knowledge of the facts, their agents, employees, represeritatives, and
attormeys, unless. it is pifvileged, Raiden is an entity and, a$ such, it cannct have personal
latowledge. Therefore, all of these answers have been obtained threugh the persons mentioned
above. |

It is possible that firture discovery and independent investigation may supply additionél
facts or information, add mesaning to known facts, or may -.cstablish entirely new factual
c_onclusions and .contentions, all of which may lead to substantial additiotis td, chenges in, and

variations from the responses set forth herein.

These responses are miade without prejudice to Raiden’s right to provide additional

evidérce at the time of trial.

II. -GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. Raiden objects to Plaintiffs’ Jnterrogarories to the extent they séek to require the
disclosure of information or the production of docuiments that are beyond the scope of

permissible diseovery under the Puetto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.

2, Raiden objects to Plaintiffs’ Mrerrogatories to the extent they seel to impose
discovery burdens or responsibilities tpoh Raiden beyond those specifically required. by the

Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure.




3. Raiden objects to Plaintiffs’ Inrerrogatories to the extent they seek to require the

disclosure of informatien or the produc‘;ﬁon of 'documcntls. beyond: the scopé of permissible
discovery pursnai'i_t'rto the Couit’s Order b‘iffl’rcatir‘ig” this action. The Court has bifurcated this
case. The -cur.r‘ent'-phase‘ {(*Phase I} addresses two issugs: (1) Mr, de Man’s claim that he ownsa
portion of certain defendant entities (L.e. the Aspire Commiodities, L.P: {(*“Aspire”) and Raiden
entities); and (2) Mr. de Man’s alternative claim to be.compensated for services rendered te one

_ or mote deféndant entities, That phasing limits the scope of permissible; relevant discovery.

Discavery of acuments and information that is not relevant te Phase I -and not reasonably
calculated to. lead to the discovery of itiformation relevant to Phase T is ot permissible or

appropriate at this time.

4. Raiden objects:te Plain.ti-ffé?‘,Inreriro;gararfes to the extent they seek the disclosure
of information or the production of documents protected by the. attorney-client privilege, the
work product doctrine, or any other available privilege, protection or doctrine, though Raiden

doés not read them as requesting such information.

5. Ralden’s response to any interrogatory is not intended to be,-and shall not be
construed as, ah admission that .any factual predicate stated or inferred in the Jnterrogatories is

accurate,
6. Ratden objects fo each and every interro.gatory that:

a. Contains vague, ambiguous, and undefined terms and. phrasc's that are

subject to a variety of meamings and interpretations;




b. Seeks. confidential' business information thaf Raiden is contractually
precluded from produding; documents that cannot he produced because of
statutory and/or regulatory ptoscriptions, and/or documents that are

subject to constitutional privacy proteetions;
G Secks information regarding persons ahd/or entities ofher than Raiden;

d, Seeks information that is publicly available and is as readily accessible to

opposing counsel and their clients as it {5 to Raiden; or

e. Seeks information that is not relevant to any party’s claim or defense

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

7. R&ideﬁ objects. to the extent that the Im‘e%mgatories' are not time-limited or
subject-matter limited.in & way that would exclude documents not relevant to the claims and
defenses in this litigation from the scope of the Inrerrogatories. For instance, Raiden obj’ects to
the extent the Interrogafories seek information from irrelevant time periods by 'scelﬁng.

information from after Mr. de Man left Raiden.

8. | Raiden’s respofises below ate made subject to and without waiving (1) the
foregoing General Objections; (2) the right to object on the grounds of competency, relevancy,
meteriality, hearsay or any other proper ground to the use of any such information. for any
purposs, in whole or in part, in any subsequent style or preceeding in this or any other action;
and (3) the right to object on any and all grounds, at any '1:i_r"m=:,= to any other discovery procedure

relating to the subject matter of these Inferrogatories.




9 Raiden incorperates the foregoing General Objections into each and every answer

to the Inferrogatories below.

10. Raiden also reserves the right to supplement its afswers to these Tnrerrogitories

" as permitted under the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure,

11, The petson who answers these mlerrogatories does so ih his capacity as
representative of Raiden. Thus, the information that is included in these answers does net
necessarily reflect the personal knowledge of the undersigned. with respect to the- information
. tequested in the Inferrogatories, but it 4lso reflects the information that has bc'cn provided to him
by the Bufrént and farfner assistants, employees, agents, officials, and representatives. of the

party, including its atfotneys.

12. The production of the documents requested by Plaintiffs ~due to the information

contzined in'the same— is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement.

IIl. OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES

1. With fespect to the person who answers this discovery, provide the following
information: ' _

A Full name of the person, and any hickname by which heﬂshe is known

b. Relationship t¢ Raiden Conmodities, L]P

C. -Addreés

d: Telephone.

g. Kinship, 1f any,- that jou have with the attorneys in the case or with any
other person who has knowledge about the fﬁcts-.‘

ANSWER: Raiden states that these responses were. prepared by its attorneys with
information provided by Adém Sinn, a Key Person for Raiden. Mr. Sinn may be reached through
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undersigned counsel. Raiden objects: to Plaintiffs’ request that it identify Mr. Sinn's “kinship™
with “any othér person who has knowledge about the facts,” as vague and ambiguous. To the
extent Plainfiffs* Interrogatory seeks to discover whether any familial relationship exists between
Mr, Sinn #hd any potential witnesses in this action, Raiden objects to the éxtent this
Tntetrogatory attemptsto limit the witnesses in this action to those kiown to Raiden at this time.
Discovery in this matter is just beginning, and Raiden may discover additional potential -
witnesses. throughout the course of dlscov'ery ot its internal review of this matter. Subject to and
without- waiving the foregoing, Mr. Sinn is not currently. aware of any familial relationship
between himself and any identified witness-in this-matter.

2. If any person helped you to answer the intérrogatory, submit for that person the
same information requésted in the preceding paragraph.

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatery No. 1.

3 Identify all of the persons who have knowledge about the facts of- thts case - and '
provide the address, telephornie, and email-address where they can be reached.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatory to. the extent it attempts to limit the
witnessés in this action to those known to Raiden at this time. Discovery in this mafter is just
Beginning and Raiden may discover additional potential witnessés throughout the course of
discovery or its infernal review of this mattet. Raiden further objects to this Interrogatory as
secking information beyond the permissible scope of discovery at this time, The Court. has
bifurcated this case. The current phase (“Phase ") addresses two issues: (I)yMr, de Man’s claim
that he owns a portion of certain defendant entities (i.e. the Aspire or Raiden cntities_);'a.,nd ( 2) ,
Mr, de Man’s alternative claim to be .compensated for services rendered to one or more
defendant. entities. That phasing limits the scope of permissible, televant discovery, and this
Interrogatory seeks information that is not relevant to Phase. I and not reasonably calculated to
lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Raiden also objects to this Interrogatory
to the extent it seeks information protected by the attorney/client privilege, work product
doctrine, and/or other items directed at disclosing the mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel.

Subject to and, without waiving the foregoing, Raiden identifies the following individuals
who may have information regarding Mr. de Man’s lack of dny ownership interest in-the
defendant entities -and Plaintiff’s claim. for unjust entichment: (1) Mr. Adam Sinn; (2) M,
Patrick de Man; (3) M. Barry Hammond; (4) Mz. Kyle Carlton; and (5) Mr. Scott Schieffer, Mr.
Sinn and Mi. de Mann mey be contacted through their respective counsel. Mr. Hammond and
Mr, Schieffermay be contacted through couynsel for Defendants.

4, Identify each of the witnesses you intend to use at the trial to establish your
allegatians, ndicating the sphjects on which they will testify.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Intetrogatory as premature. Discovery in this matter
is just béginning, and Raiden has not yet determined which witmesses it will present. at trial.
Raiden further objects to this Iriterrogatoty as seeking information irrelevant to Phase Iand not
- reasonably calculated to lead to the dlscovery of information relevant to Phase L.




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

5. Offer a summary: of each witness® testimeny.

ANSWER: See response to Tnterrogatory No. 4. Raiden firther objects to this
Interrogatory: as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably proportional to the needs. of
the case to the-extent it seeks to have Raiden summarize all information believed to beknown by
everyong it may call as a wittiess at trial; Plainfiffs are free to take depositions in this action or
- serve fioh-party discovery in accordance with. the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure. Raiden
also. objects because this Interrogatory asks. Raiden to speculate as to what individuals may- or
miay not know and provide information outside of Raiden’s possession, custody, and control.
Ratden chiects to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the attorney/client
privilege, work product doctrine, and/or otber items directed at disclosing the mental impressions
of Raiden’s counsel. ' '

6. Identify and submit a true and exact copy of all doeumentary, demonstrative, or
other kind of evidence that you. intend to use at the trial to establish yout allegations-and/er 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 that the document cantains;
d. Purpose orobjective of the document.

e, Type of document. That is, whether it is a letter, memorandum, deed,
record, report, email, contract, ete. '

f. Name, address, and teléphane of the person to whom the document is
address, if any. '

g Name, -address, and telephone of any person who subscribes, produces,
-and/or sendsthe document.

h. Name, address, and telephone of the per‘soﬁ who has possession, medium
term or immediate, of the original document in question.

1. Names; ad'dresses,. and telephones of each and every one of the persons
: who possess -and/or have wader their custody a copy of the document in
question.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatory as premature. Diseovery in this matter

is just beginming and Raiden has not yet determined which evidence. it will present at trial.
Raiden further objects to this Interrogatory as seeking ifforthation irrelevant to Phase I and not
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reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Raiden objects
to the extent this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the attorney/client prwllegc, worlk -
product doctrine; and/or other items directed at disclosing the mental impressions of Raiden’s
counsel,

 Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that it will provide its trial
exhibit Hst in accordanee with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Procedure and any case
management order in -this action. In addition, Raiden 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 ¢onnegtion with the dispute;
regardless of whether you intend to use 111m/her at.trial, For each one, provide the mi"ormatlon
requested in patagraph 6.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks to have Raiden
identify its consulting experts or other expeits; Raiden will net present at trigl, Raiden also
objects to this Interrogatory as premature. Discovery in this matter is just beginning and Raiden
has not yet determined which experts, if any, it will present at trial. Raiden further objects to this
Interrogatory as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of information. relevant to Phase I, Raiden objects to the extent this Interrogatory
seeks irformation protected by the attorney/client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or other
tteriss directed at disclosing the mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel. '

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that it will disclose is
testifying experts in accordance with the Puerto Rico Rules of Civil Precedure and any case
management order in.this action.

8. Identify all of the expert witnesses you intend to use af frial, if any. Provide a
copy of their respective eurriculum vitag and 2 summary of what each one will testify, their
oplmons and .a brief statement of the theories, facts, and arguments in support thereof: Submit
copies of all accounts .ot reports prepared by each cxpert regatdless of whether you intend to use
them at the trial-of this case.

ANSWER; - Seeresponse to Interrogatory No; 7.

9 Identify all statements, whether or not under oath, recordings, memoranda, notes,
or wiiting ¢f any person that is connected with the facts stated in the complaint and the answer.
Ifyouwanswer in the affirmative, submit a true and exact copy of the same.

ANSWER: Raidén objects to thi§ Interrogatory’s use of the phrase “all statements,
whether or not under oath, recordings, memoranda, notes, of writing” as vague, ambiguous, and.
subject to a variety of interpretations, Raiden will interpret this Interrogatory as seelding written
statenients provided to Raiden by any potential fact witness in this matter regarding the facts
alleged in Plaintiffs’ Complaint or Defendants” Amended Counterclaim. Raiden objects to this
Interregatory to the extent it seeks information itrelevant to Phase 1 and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Raiden also objects to the
extent this Interrogatory secks information protected by the attormey/client privilege, work




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

Subject to and without waiviag the foregoing, Raiden states that it has not obtained any
~ written staterhents at this time from any potential fact witness in this matter

. 10. - State whether any investigdtor, agent, representative, smployee, or any person
-acting on your behalf has conducted ‘an investigation of the facts that. gave rise to the Complaint
a:;d/"or Answer and/or Counterclaim and/or Amended Couriterclaim. If you answer 1o the
affirmative, submit the full name and address of such persons and their relationship to defendant.
Produce copies of all accounts, teports, or memotanda prepared by such persons, as well as the
notes, annotations, and support decuments for each account, report,-or memorandum.

ANSWER: Raiden objeots to this Interrogatary as vague and amibignous:. Raiden will
- interpret this Intérrogatory as seeking information relating to whether Raiden has commissioned
an external ot internal independent investigation of this matter. Raiden. objects to this
Interrogatory to the extent it -seeks. information irrelevant to Phase I and not reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Raiden objects to the extent.
this Interrogatory seeks information protected by the atterney/client privilege, work product
doctrine, and/of other iteins directed at disclosing the mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel.

Subject to and without-waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that it has not at this time
commissioned any independent investigation of the facts giving rise to the Complaint or
Amended Counterclaim in this matter.

11. . State whether you intend t6 present s evidence admissions made by plaintiff or
any representative. If you answer in the affirmative, indicate in what the purported -admissions
consist, when and where they were made, their phraseology or conduct, and the person you will
use'to prove them.,

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatary as premature. Discovery in this matter
is just beginning and Raiden has not'yet detetmined which admissions by Plaintiffs, if any, it-will
présent as evidenge, Raiden also objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks infotration
irrelevant to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information
relevent to Phage L. Raiden objecis to the extent this interrogatory seeks information protected by
the attorney/elient privilege, worlk produet.doctrine, and/or other itens directed at disclosing the
mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel.

12, State. ‘whether you intend to present as evidence admissions made by Raiden
Commodities, L.P., or any representative. thereof. If you answer in the affirmative, indicate in
what the purported admissions censist; when and whers they were made, their phraseclogy or
¢onduct, and the person you will use to-prove them. '

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatory-as unintelligible as stated. The concept
of binding admissions is for use by adversaries in litigation. Raiden is nét adverse to itself.
Further, this Request seeks the disclosure of counse]’s mental impressions, Raiden fiwther refers
Plaintiffs to its responses to Infersogatories Nos. 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8.




13, List all of'the categories of partners of Raiden Commodities, L.P and identify all
of the partners within each category. Indicate for each one the proportion of their participation
and what counter-consideration they made to acquire their participation. Indicate, also, for each
one, the date when he/she became a partner and/or cedsed to be one.

ANSWER: The following individuals and/or entities were capital partners in Raiden
during:the period of M. de Man’s.affiliation with Raiden: Raiden Commodities 1, LLC (general
partner); GoneMaroon Living Trust 99% (Class A Limited Partrier).. :

14.  Provide a copy of the Partnership Agreement of Raiden Commodities, LD,
including any amendrent. '

ANSWIR: Raiden objects to this Request as seeking information irrelevant to Phase I
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant fo Phase I
Raiden’s relevant Limited Partners'hip Agreement does not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that
Mr, Die Man had any ownership interest in Raiden or provided services as a Raiden cmployec for
which he was not compensated..

Subj_fe'ct' 1o, and without walving the foregoing, Raiden will preduce the Limited
Partnership Agreements in effect during Mr. de Man’s affiliation with Raiden. See attached.
Nevertheless, a5 stated in the General Objections to this answers, the complete production of
documents is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement.

15.  Provide a copy of all of the existing partnership agreements. of the partners. of
Raiden Commodities, L.P. from the establishment of said company to.the present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as vague and ambiguous, Raiden eannot

determine the intended meaning or scope-of the phrase “partnership agreements of the partners of

'Raiden.” Further, the request seeks information for-an irrelevant time period by seeking
information affer Mr. de. Man left Raiden.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Raiden will produce the Limited
Partnership Agreements in effect duritig Mr, de Man’ys affiliation. with Raiden. See attached.
Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections to this answers, the complete prodiiction of
documents is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement.

16.  Explain all of the items of damages claimed in your Counterclaitn and Amended
Counterclaim. For each one, indicate the ihanner in which vou reached your computation.
Submit all documentary evidence that you will use to prove your damages and indicate all of the
‘witnesses who will testify about this subject, providing a summary of their testimony,

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase I and not reagonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phage L.
Raiden’s elaimed damages in this action do. not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments. that Mr, de Man
had any ownership interest in Raiden ar provided services as a Raiden employee for which he
was not compensated, Raiden further refers Plaintiffs to its responses to Interrogatories Nos. 4, 5,
6,7 and 8.
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17. . ‘Indicate whether there is any debt on the part of Raiden Cominochhcs, LP.in
“avor of plaumff Patrick de Man. If you answer in the affirmative, cxpla.m the date on which it
-came up, the concept, and the amount.

ANSWER: No.

18.  State whether Raiden Comimodities, L:P. or any other of the defendants has
retained ameunts owed fo plaintiff Patrick de Man. If you answer in the affirmative, state the
~ amount.and the concept and explain why it was retained.

ANSWER: See 1eSponSer to Interrogatory No. 17.

19.  List alt of the duties camied out by plaintiff Patrick de Man for Raiden
Commodities, L.P. from 2011 until the date of the termination of his relationship with the
company.

"ANSWER: Raiden -objects to this Intcrrogatory since it is not limited to the issues
relevant: to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, and not reasonably
_ calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L. Subject to and without
waiving the faregoing, Raiden states that Mr. de Man’s employment duties were not detailed
anywhere. Raiden was a small business with employees and the owner each doing what was
needed to make the business work, Raiden refers Plaintiffs to its response to Request No. 24.

20. Provide all of the income tax returns for Raiden Ccmmod'itics;L.P; from 2011 to
the present,

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as seekmg information not 1elcvant to
Phase I and not reasonably. caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I.
. Further; the request seeks information for an irrelevant time period by scekmg information from

pcnods of time i in. which Mr, de Man was not affiliated with Raiden.

Subject to this okjection, Raiden will produce the K-1s it issues for the years 2014 to
2016, which provide the most direct information regarding its ownefship. See gttached.
Nevertheless, as stated i the General Objections to this answers, the complete production of
documents is subject to the execution of a confidentiality agreement, Ifs tax refurns will not
provide any additional information on that issue, which is the only issue relevant to this Phase L

2L Explain what is Raiden Commodities, L.P.’s relationship with:
a. codefendant Adam Sinn; |
| b, . codefendant Aspire Commodities, L.P;.
c. codefendant Raiden Commodities 1, LLC;
d. codeferndant Aspire Commodities 1, L.P..and

e.  coflefendant Sinn Tiving Trust (#/k/a Gonemtaroon Living Trust)
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ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as seeking information not televant to
Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the diseovery of information relevant to Phase I.
Raiden’s relationships. and contracts with the other Defendants in this actiont do not advance
Plaintiffs’ argumentsthat Mr. De Mar had any ownership interest m Raiden or provided $ervices
as a Raiden employee for which he was siot compensated.

93, Provide all of the K-1 forms prepared by Raiden Commodities, L.P. for the IRS
forthe years 2011 to the present, - '

ANSWER: Raiden objeets to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase.I and not reasonably calculated to lead to-the discovety of information relevant to Phase L.
K-1 forms issued by Raiden to entities or individuals other than .de Man. do not advance
Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Raiden or provided services
as a Raiden employee for which he was not compensated. Further, the request seeks information .
for an irrelevant time permds ‘when Mr, de Man was not affiliated with Raiden.

Subject to and without waiving the foregbing, Raiden 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
confidentiality agréement.

23, vaid'c the General Ledger of Ralden Commuodities, L.P. from 2011 to the
present. : :

ANSWER: Raiden objects to ‘this Request as seeking information not rtelévant to
Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L.
This request is also overly broad and unduly burdensome and not proportional to the needs of
this. case since it seeks information relating to all of Raiden’s business transactions, none of
which are relevant to the issues in Pliase I. Raiden’s general ledger from 2011 to. present does
not -advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Raiden or
provided setvices as a Reiden employee for which he was not compensated. Furthef, the request
séeks information for an irrelevant time period by seckmg information after Mr. de Mean left
Raiden. :

24.  Provide a list of all of the employees and agents of Raiden Commodities, L.P.
from 2013 ta the present. For each one, indicate their name, position, dutles and annual salary.

ANSWER: Rdiden obj ectsto this Request in that its use of the phrase “employees and
ageiits” is vague and ambiguous. Raiden will interpret the Recuest as seeking information
regarding its employees and independent contractors. Raiden objects to this Request as seeking,
information not relevant to Phase T and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
information relevant to Phase I, The identities, job descriptions, and salaries of Raiden’s
employees and. ifidependent contractors other than Mr. de Man do not advance Plaintiffs®
arguments that Mr, de Man had any ownership interest in Raidén or provided services as a
‘Raiden employee for which he was riot compensated,
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- Subject to and without ‘waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that Mr. de Man traded
ERCOT virtuals on behalf of Raiden. He also performed accounting, other back office functions
~:and certain IT functions for certain defendant entities.

- 25, In - connection with your allegation t:hat plaintiff appropriated electronic.
equipment, intellectual property; and trade secrets of the defendants, indicate:

a. the description of the eguipment purportedly appropriated by plaintiff,
belonging to Raiden Commodities, L.P, as. well as their depreciation
schedudle.

b. the description of the equipment purportedly apptopriated by plaintiff,
bclonging to any other of the codefendants, as. well as their depreciation
schediile. '

G the description of the intellectual property purpertedly- appropriated by
plaintiff, belonging to-Raiden Commodities, L.P.

d. by plamtlff, belonging to any otherof the codefendants, [sic]

€. the- deseription of the trade secrets. purpottedly appropriated by plaintiff,
belonging to Ralden Commodities, LB, -

L. the description of the trade secrets purpottedly appropriated by plaintiff,
" belonging to any other,of the codefendants,

g if there is any other asset that is alleged to have been appropriated by
plaintiff, provide its description and the person or entetprise that tutns out
1o be its owner.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as secking information not relevant to
Phaseé 1 and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of iriformation televant to Phase .
Information regarding Raiden’s claimis that M. de Man misappropriated and stole: Raiden’s
electronic .equipment, intellectual preperty, and trade secrets do not advance Plaintiffs’
‘argumeits. that Mr, de Man had any ownership interest in Raiden or provided services as a
Raiden employse for which he was not compensated. :

26.  Attach all emails, Jetters, and messages. serit between Raiden Commodities, L.P.
or any ofits owners, officets, and emplgyess with plaintiff from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Raiden ebjects to this Request since it is not limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is theréfore overly bread, unduly burdensome, not reasonably- caleulated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to ‘the néeds of the case because it
seeks @l communications exchanged between Raiden or any of its owners, officers, or

‘employees and Plaintiffs — regardiess of subjest matter — from a seven-year period of time.
Raiden also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase 1. Further, the
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request seeks information for an frelevant time period by seeking information after Mr. de Man

left Raiden.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that it is not awate of any
communications between itself and Plaintiffs stating that Mz, de Man has any equity/capital
interest in Raiden or any commiunication éntitling Mr, de Man to-additional compensation for his
providing accounting; IT and other back office services to certain defendant entities. Raiden will
produce decuments describing Mr. de Man’s relationship with the defendant entities to be an
ernployment relationship, Raiden will also. produce communications with tax professionals and

documents — including communications regarding tax filings and other dotuments — conﬁrrmng ,

Mr. de Man's status to be that of ah employes. See attached. Nevertheless, as stated in the
General Objections to this answers;. the. complete production of documents iz subject to the
execution of a confidentiality agreement.

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

present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request since it is not limited fo any issue relevant

to this case and ig therefoie overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead -

to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not propertional to the needs of the-case because it
seeks all communications exchanged between Rajden or any of its owners, offieers, or
employees and M. Sinn — regardless of subject matter — from a seven-year period of time.
Raiden also objects to this Request, as seeking information ot relevant to Phase I and not
reasonably -calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Further, the
request seeks information for an irrelevant time period by seeking information after Mr. de Man
left Raiden.

Subject to the above objections, Raiden is not aware of any relevant, fesponsive

communications. Raiden will produce communications in which Mr. dé Man aclcnowledges that

his right to become a capital/equity owner in Raiden was conditionéd on him contributing
significant capital to Raiden, which riever happened. Raiden will alse produce communications
with. tax ‘professionals and documents — including -comrnunications regarding tax filings and
other documents — confirming Mt de Man's status to be that of an employge. 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 agteement.

28,  Attach all drafts of agreements comnected with Raiden Commodities; L.P. in
which plaintiff Patrick dé Man vy intended to appear prepared between 2011 and the present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects fo this Request because its use of the phrase “in which
plaintiff Patrick de Man was intended to appear” is vague and ambiguous. Raiden. will interpret
this Request as seeldng 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 burdensome, not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovety of admissible
eviderice; not proportional to the needs of the case, and beyond the scope of Phase I of this case.
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Further; the request seeks information for an irrelevant time period by seeking information after
Mr. de-Man left Raiden.

Subject to and wrrhout waiving the foregoing, Raiden states that no responsive
documerts exist.

29, Explain all of the terms of plaintiff’s contragt-with Raiden Commodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as vague and -ambiguous. Raiden will
interpret this Retuest ay seeking documents containing the terms of any written employment
agrebment or written partnership agreement to- which Mr. de Man was a party,

Stibject to and witheut waiving_hc-foregoing, Raiden states that no resporsiyve documents
exist.

30.  Identify all of'the afornieys who acted for Raiden Commeodities, LP. from 2011 to
~ the piesent, State whmh of them participated in the discussion of the terms of the hiring of
plamtlff

ANSWER Raiden objects to this Interrogatary since it is not limited to any issue
relevant 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,.
Raidén objects to this Interrogatoty as seekmg information not relevant to Phase I -and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I The identities
of Raiden’s attorneys from 2011 to the present who provided any services. or legal advice, to
Raiden (regardless of subject matter) have nothing to do with any claim in this case, let alone the
© limited issués in Phase I.  Raiden also objects to this Interrogatory to the extent it seeks
information protected by the attomey/ client privilege, work product doctrine, and/or other items,
directed at disclosing the. mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel. Further, the request seeks
information for anirrelevant time petiod by:seeking information after Mr.-de Man left Raiden.

31 Identify alL of the accountants who acted for Raid‘en Comm‘edities L.P. from

plamtlﬂ

~ ANSWER: Raiden objects to th15 Inferrogatory sifice it is.not hmlted to any issue
velevant fo this case:and s therefore. overly broad, ~unduly burdensome; not réasonably caleulated
to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional o the needs of the case.
Raiden objects to this Interrogatory as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not
redsonably celeulated fo lead to the discavery of information relevant to Phdse I The identities
of Raiden’s aceountants (regardless of subject rhatter). have nothing to do with the any claim in
this case, let alone the limited issues in Phase I. Raiden also objects to-this Interrogatory to the
extent it seeks information protected. by the attorney/chent privilege, work product docirine,
and/ot ather items direoted at'disclosing the mental impressions of Raiden’s counsel. Further, the
request seeks information for-an irrelevant time period by seekmg information after Mx. de’ Man
left Raiden. :
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32. In connection with your allegation that plaintiff published communications
through the soeial networks. that adversely affected Raiden Commadities, L.P., identify and
attach' copies of all of'the aforementioned communications.

ANSWER: Raiden Ob_] ects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase T and not reasonably caleulatsd to lead to the discovery of information relévant to Phase I.
Documents and information regarding Raiden’s countérclaims do not advapce Plaintiffs’
arguments fhat Mr. de Man had any ownership interest in Ra1clen or provided services as a
Raiden employee for which he was not compensated.

33.  Produce topies of all émployrent files that Rafden Commodities, L.P. keeps in
ci-onnccti’on with Mr, Patrick de Man.

ANSWER: Raidén objects to this Request because its use of the phrase “all
employment files” is-vague and ambiguous. Raiden will interpret this Request as. seekmg a copy
of Mr. de Man’s record personnel file-at Raiden.

Subject to and- without waiving the foregoing, Raiden will produce a copy of Mr. de
‘Man’s personnel file, if any. See attached. Nevertheless; as stated. in the. General Qbjections to
this answers, the complete production. of documents is subfect to the exeeution of a
confidentiality agreement.

34,  Aftach copies of all written contracts executed by Raiden Commadities, L.P and
any other codefendant between 2011 and the present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as vague and ambigwous. Raiden will |
interpret the Request as seeking copies of all written contracts — regardless of subjeet matter or
contracting parties — any Defendant has executed sinee 2011, Accerdingly, Raiden objects to this
Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, hot, feasonably calcitlated to lead te the discovery
of admissible evidence and fiot proportional to the needs of the case. Raiden further objects to
this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I.and not reasonably calculated to lead
to ‘the discovery of informiation relevant to Phase.I. Contracts executed by the Defendants other
thah an emiployment, membership, partnership, or ownership agreement with Mr. de-Man do not
advance Plaintiffs’ argimments that M., de Man had any ownership interest in Raiden or provided
services as a Raiden employee for which he was not compensated, Further, the request seeks
information for an irrelevant time period by seelking information after Mr. de Man.left Raiden,

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Reiden states that ne ownership,
membership, parthership, or employment contract between itself and Mr. de Man exists. It is
also not aware of ‘any contract, regardless of subject matter, which identifies Mr. de Man as
having a capital/equity interest in any defendant entity.

35.  Ih connection with your allegation that Mr. de Man is an employee of Raiden
Commodities, L.P, produce a copy of his.employment contract, ‘

ANSWER: Sée response to Request No. 34,
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. 36,  Provide an annual list of all of the sales' made by plaintiff Patrick de Man for the
benefit of Raiden Commodities, L.P. fiom 2011 to the present, ineluding the amount of each sale
and its date: -

ANSWIJR Raiden objects to this Request as-overly broad unduly burdensome; not
reasonably bly calculated to Jead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the
needs of the case. The Request asks Raiden to. provide a list of “all of the sales” Mt. de Man
made while warking for Raiden over a period of seven years, regardless of their irrelevance to
the issues in this case. Raiden also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase.I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I,
- Furtlier, the term “sale” is ambiguous and undefined. Plaintiffs” Complaint contends that Raiden
did not compensate Mr, de Man for administrative, back office work; it does ot contend that
‘Mt, de Man was. not compensated for his tiadmg efforts. Mr. de Man's trading activity is
itrelevant to any {ssue in this case and certainly irrelevant to Phase I. Further, the request seeks
information for an ifrelevant timeé period by seeking information after Mr. de Man left Raiden.

37.  Attach all docurnents contiected with the- establishment of Raiden Commodities,
L.P. : '

ANSWER: Rajden objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
* Phase I and not teasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of infarmation relevant to Phase L.
Dogcuments tegarding Raiden’s establishment do not advance Plaintiffs’ argumerts that Mr. de
Man subsequently obtained an interest i Raiden or that he provided services as a Raiden
employee for which he was not compensated. The requested documents are zlso -equally
accessible to Plaintiff as to. Defendants.

Subject to the above objection, Raiden will producs its formation documients. on file with
the relevant governmental entity: See-attactied, Nevertheless, as stated in the General Objections
to this answers, the complete production of documents is subject to the execution of 2
coﬁden‘aahty agreement.

38. - Attachall documents connected with any trapsfer of Raiden Commiodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Raiden cbjects to this Request'as uninfelligible. The Request seeks
docurnents “cormected with any transfer of Raiden,” but “transfer” is vague; ambiguous,
undefined, and subject to & variety of interpretations. Regardless, Raiden objects to this Request
as seeking jnformation mot relevant to Phase I and not reasomably calculated to lead to the
discovery of information relevant to Phase I.

Subject to the above objection, Raiden will produce documents evidencing its changed.
form and state of incorporation during the relevant timeframe. See attached. Nevertheless, as
stated in the General Objections to thils answers, the complete productmn of documents is
subject to the exécution of a confidentiality agreement.

39,  Attach vopies of all employment contracts subscribed by Raiden Commodities,
L. P.with its employees from 2011 to the:present..
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ANSWER: Kaiden objects to this Request since it is not limited to any isspe relévant
to this case and is therefore averly broad, unduly burdetisome, not reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not proportional to the needs of the case. Raiden
-also objects to this Request as séeking information not-relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to.PhaseI. Copies of the employment
contracts between Raiden and its employees and copies of Raiden’s employee evdluations and
compensation documents — other than those pertaining specifically to Mr. de Man — do not
adyance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man obtained an interest in Raiden er provided
services as a Raiden employee for whicl: he was not compensated. Raiden refers Plaintiffs to its
response to Request No. 24 for a description of Mr. de Man's employment duties and
compensation. Further, the request seeks information for an itrelevant time period by seeking
information after Mr. de Man Jeft Raiden. '

_ 40.  Explain, year by year, from 2011 to the present, the manner in whi¢h Raiden.
Commodities, L.P. was fiinided. ‘

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Intetrogatory because its use of the word “funded”
is vague, ambiguous, and subject to a variety of interpretations, Raiden will interpret this
Inferrogatory as seeking information regarding any loans or capital contributions Raiden
received since 2011. Raiden also objécts to this Request-as segking information not relevant to
Phase ['and not redsonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L,
Informiatioh about any “finding” Raiden received in the form of loans or capita} contributions —
apart from any such “funding” from M. de Man hirself (which.did not oceur) —do'not advance
Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in Raiden or provided
services as a Raiden employee for which he was not compensated, Further, the. request seeks
information for ari irrelevant time period by secking information after Mr. de Man left Raiden.

Subject to and without waiving the for’eg_mi‘ng, Raiden states that Mr. de Man never
purchased an equity interest in Raiden and iever contributed any capital to Raiden.

41.  ‘State whether plaintiff contributed capital to Raiden Commodities, L.P. If in'the
affirmative, staté year by year, from 2011 0 the present, and amounts contributed by him.

ANSWER: See responss to Interrogatory No. 40.
42, State whether any other person contributed capital to Raiden Commuodities, L.P. If

in the affirmative, staté year by yeat, from 2011 to the present the: amounts contributed by each
persa.

ANSWER: See response to Interrogatory No. 40,

43.  Attach a list of all of the distributions and anniial benefits paid by Raiden
Commodities, L.P. to its pattners from 2011 to the present. Include all fringe benefits.

ANSWER: Raiden objeets to-this Interrogatory because its use of the phrase “annual
benefits” is vague, ambiguous, ‘and subject to a variety of interpretations. Raiden will terpret
this Interrogatory as seeking information regarding any distributions Ralden made to its limited
partriers since 2011. Accordingly, Raiden also objects to this Interrogatory as beyond the

18




permigsible scope-of discovery the Court has allowed inPhase I of this case. Information about
any distributions Raiden made. to individuals or entities other than Mr. de Man .do not advance
Plaintiffs® arguments that Mr. de Man obtained an interest in Raiden or provided services as a
Raiden employee for which he was not compensated. Further, the request seeks: mfolmatlon for
- an irrelevant time period by seckmg mformation after Mr. de Man-left Raiden.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, see response to Request No. 22.

44, Submit a list of the annial sales of Raiden Oomquiﬁesq L.P., from 2011 fo the
present, indicating the amowunt of sales for-each year:

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request since it is not limited to any issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasonably caleulated to lead
to the discovery -of admissible evidence, and not propertional to the needs of the case, The
- Request asks Raiden to Jist of its “annual sales” for z period of seven years, regardless of their
irrelevance to the issues in this case. Further the term “sale” is undefined and ambiguous,
Raiden also objects fo this Request as seeking information not relevant to any issue in this.case
and cettain irrelevant to Phase I -and mot reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
information relevant to Phase 1. Further, the request seeks information for an irrelevant time
period by seeking information after Mr. de Man left Raiden.

45, Provide all monthly statements of PIM for "che--j_féars 2016, 2017, and 2018,

~ ANSWER: Raiden objecis to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not
" reasonably calculated to lead to-the discovery of -admissible evidence, and not proportional to the
needs of the.case. PIM’s morithly statements to Raiden are not relevant to any issnes . this case
and certainly are not relevant to Phase I. Those statements do not advance. Plaintiffs’ arguments
that Mt, de Man has an equity/capital interest in Raiden or provided services as a Raiden
employee for which he was not compensated. Further, the request seeks information for an
irrelevant timeperiod by seeking information-after Mr. de Man left Raiden:

46, Provide all of the audxted financial statements of Raiden Commodmes L.P for
2016 and 2017,

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensothe, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and nof proportienal to the
needs of the case. Raiden -also objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to
Phase I-and niot reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information refevant to Phase .
Raiden’s financial statements do not advance Plainfiffs” argnments that Mr: de Man has an
equity/capital interest in Raiden or provided services as a Raiden employee for which he was not
compensated, Further, the request seeks information for an irrelevant time- period by seeking
information after Mt. de Man left Raiden. .

47.  Provide all dognrhentation that exisis in connection with the transfer of Raiden
'C'ommodities, L.P. from the Virgin Islands to Texas.

ANSWER‘ Raiden objects to this Request as"everly broad, unduly burdensome, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of adn11551ble evidence, and not proportional to the
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needs of the case. The location of Raiden’s repistration er principal place of business has nothing
to do with any issue in this dispute: Raiden also objegts to this Request as seeking information
not relevant to Phase I and hot reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information
relevant to Phase 1.

Subject 1o thie above objection, Raiden will produce documents evidencing its changed
state of incorporation during the relevant timeframe. See attached. Nevertheless, as stated in the
Generdl Objections to this answers, the complete production of documents is subject to the
execution of a confidentiality agreement. ‘

48. Provide all documentation that éxists in connection w1th the claim letter sent to
Mr., Hammond by Kyle R. Waldner.

ANSWER: Raiden objeets to this Request as vague, ambiguous, overly broad, -and
unduly ‘burdensotne. Raiden also objects. to this Request as not reasonably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and not proportional to the needs of the case, Raiden also
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 1. The meamng behind a
letter sent from Kyle Waldner to Mr, Hamimond do not: advance any issue in this case and
certainly do not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr. de Man has an equity/capital interest in
Raiden or provided services as a Raiden employee for which he was not compensated. Raiden
further objects fo this Request to the extent it seeks documents that.are equally as accessible to
Plaintiffs as they are to Defendants. Raiden objects to this Tequest to. the extent it secks
documents protected by the Attorney/Client Privilege, the Work Product Doctrine, or any other
applicable privilege.

49. Explam the relationship between Raiden Corhmodities, LP and Rural Route 3.
Holdings, LP since the formation of the latter in 2012. State whether this relationship ‘was -
amended at any time. If you answer in the affirmative, explain and provide all existing
documents.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Inferrogatory as. seekmg information not relevant to
Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discdvery of information relevant to Phase. I.
Raiden’s relationship with non<partigs to this action, including Rural Route 3 Heldings, L.P. do
not -advance Plainfiffs® arguments that Mr, de Man has an equity/capital interest in Raiden or
provided services as a Raiden employee for which he wes not compensated. Further, the request
seeks information for an irrelevant time period by seeking mfmmatlon after Mr, de Man left
TRaiden. ‘

50.  Identify all of the individuals who carrded out trading aectivities for Raiden
Commiodities, L.P. and state the armual income product of these activities since 2011,

. ANSWER: Raiden 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 1.
The identities and incomie of Raiden’s traders do not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that Mr, de:
‘Mén had any ownership interest in Raiden ot provided administrative services as a Raiden
employee for which he was not compensated. Further, the request seeks information for -an
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irrelevant time pericd by seeking iriformation after Mr, de Man left Raiden. Further, the request
seeks information for an irrelevant time penod by seeking information. after M, de Men left
Raiden.

Subject to the above objection; the following individuals traded on behalf of Raiden or
.assisted.on trades on behalf of Raiden during Mr. de Man’s affiliation with Raiden: Adam Sinn,
Brien Tyson, Jay Viswanathan, Dave Schmidli, Lin Pan, Moises. (“Stephen”) Bengliluch, and

Ken Truesdell

51.  For edch of the persons identified in the precedjng paragraph, state in. what
capagity’ they collaborated with Raiden Commodities, L.P, WhBthEl as an eniployee, partder,
contracter, ete. :

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to

Phase ] and not 1easonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L.

The titles of Raiden’s. traders do not advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Mr. de Man had any

ownership interestin Raiden or provided administtative services as a Raiden employee for which
he was not compensated, :

Subjeet to the above objtetions, the following persons were squity/capital owners of
Raiden during the period of Mr. de Man’s-affiliation with Raiden; the Gonemamon meg Trust
and Raiden Commodities 1, LLC.

52, For each of the persous identified in subparagraph 49 [sic], provide all existing
documentation that shows the amount of capital that they had in Raiden Commodities, L.P. from
2011 to-the present. :

. ANSWER: Seeanswer to No. 51.

‘ 53. - Explain what the role of Barrington M. I—I}mmwnd,_ Jt. is in Raiden Commodities,
L.P, '

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Interrogatory as seeldhy information not rélevant to
Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L
Raiden’s relationship with non-parties to this action, including Mr. Barrington: M. Hammong, Jr.,
do not advance Plaintiffs’ arguments that M, de Man has an equity/capital interest in Raiden or
provided services as a Raiden employee for which he was not ¢ompensated.

Subject to the -above objections, Mr. Hammand is, and during the relevant time period
was, a lawyer for Raiden.

54.  Provide:.all documents on the insurance gcquired by Raiden Commodities, L.P. at
the State Insurance Fund fot each of its employees fiom 2011 to the present

ANSWER: Raiden objeets to this Interrogatory as not rcaso:aably calculated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and not proportional to the needs of the case, Raiden alse
objects to this Request as seeking information not televant to Phase I and hot reasonably
oaloulated to lead te the dlscovely aof information relevant tp Phase L, Informatlon regarding
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Raiden’s health plan, insurance coverage, and any individuals who may or riay not have had
coverage under Raiden’s health plan do not advance Plaintiffs” arguments that Mr. de Man has

- an equity/capital interest in Raiden or provided services as a Raiden employee for which he was
not-compensated, Further, the request se¢ks information for an 1rrelevant time period by seeking
information after Mr; de Man left Raiden:

55, Provide all of the evaluatlons of the employees of Raiden Commodities, L.P. from
2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects fo this Interrogatory as not reasonably caleulated to lead to
the discovery of admissible evidence and not proportional to the nieeds of the ease. Rajden also
objects to this Request as seeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably
caleutated to lead to-the discovery of information relevant to Phase I Evaluations of Raiden’s
employees have nothing to do with any issue in this case. Furttier, the requests seeks information
for an irrelevant time period by seeking information after Mr, de Man left Rafden

56.  Provide eviderice of all paytients to the LR.S. and to the Pyerto Rico Department
of the Treasury made by Raiden Commodities, L.P. for taxes or income taxes withheld fiom its
employees from 2011 to the preserit.

ANSWER: Raiden 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 1.
Further, the rcquest seeks information for an irrelevant time period by seeking mformatmn from
periods of time: in which Mr, de Man has no affiliation with Raiden.

_ 7. Provide a detailed list of all expenses afiributed to the trading activities of plaintiff
de Man for the benefit of Raiden Commodities, L.P. from 2011 to 2016, used to determing the
net profit generated by him from his trading activities, '

ANSWER: Raiden abjects to this Request as overly broad, unduly burdensome, not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, and not pr‘oporﬁonal to the
needs of the ¢ase. The Reqiest asks Raiden to pmv'ide a list of “all expenses” associated with
Mr. de Man’s trading activities for a peried of six years, regardless of their irrefevance to. the
issues in this case. Raiden also objects to this Request as seeking information naot relevant to.
Phase I and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L.
Plaintiffs” Complaint centends that Raiden 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.

Subject to the ahove objedtion, Raiden will produce a summary of Mr. de: Man’s
expenses, prepared by Mr. de Man. See attached. Nevertheless, as stated in the Gemeral
Objections to this answers, the complete production-of documents is subject to the executmn ofa
confidentiality agreement.

58.  Provide all evidence in your possession regarding Mr. De Man’s purported efforts
t0 establish.a company that competes with Raiden Coimmodities, L.P.
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ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request as seeking infermation not relevant to
Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of information relevant to Phase L
- Docyments and information reparding Raiden’s Counterclaims do not advance Plaintiffs’
arguments that Mr. de Man. had .ary ownership. interest in Raiden or provided serviges as a
Raiden eployee for which he was not compensated. Further, this Request seeks information
protected by the work product doctrine and seeks disclosure of aitorney mental impressions,
which are absolutely pnv:leged from disclosure.

§9.  Provide a list of all of the persons employed by Raiden Commeodities, L.P, or who
were in the process of being recruited by Raiden Commodities, L.P. who plamtlff attempted to
recruit,

| ANSWER: Seeesponseto Request No. 58,

60. Identlfy all of the employees of Ralden Commodmes L.P. who purportedly
received threatehing calls-from plainfiff De Man,

ANSWER: Seeresponse to RequestNox 58.

61. Provide a list.(Jog) of all of the threatening cails made by Mr. De Man ‘to
individuals associated with Raiden Commodities, 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. 58.

62.  Identify all of the employees of Raiden Commodities, LB, who were tetained
payingthem more than $1,000,000.

ANSWER: No Raiden employees were paid salanes of mote than $1 000,000 in any
one year, as employees. See responss to Requests Nos. 24,44, .

63.  In connection with the preceding pa:ragraph prowde all of the documentation that
exists that reflects the discussions, negotiations, and ‘payments of Raiden Commiodities, L.P.
employees who were retained paying them more than $1,000,000,

ANSWER: See response to Request No. 24.

64,  Provide all documentary evidence thatexists that shows that Mr. De Man required
Mr. Sinn’s authorization fo carry out sig‘niﬂfcant trades for Raiden Commeodities, L.P.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this: Request sinee it is. not limited to ahy issue relevant
to this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not. reasonably calculated to lead
tq the discovery -of admissible evidence; and not proportional to the needs of the case. The
Requcst asks Raiden to provide dociiments regarding authorizations Mr, de Man’s had to obtain
in connection with his trading activities,- Raiden 4dlso objects to this Request as seckmg
information not relevart to Phase I and not reasonably calculated to-lead to the discovery of
information relevant to Phase 1. Plaintiffs’ Complaint contends that Rajden did not ¢ompensate
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Mr. de Man for administrative, back office work; it does not contend that Mr. de Man Was not
compensated for his trading efforts ' :

65. Provide all documentary evidence that exists that supports your contention that
‘WIr. De Man redused his worle thythm at Raiden Commedities, L.P,

ANSWER:  See respanse to Request No. 58.

Subject to this dbjecﬁon, Raiden will produce spreadsheet showing Mr. de Man’s alleged
production, prépared by Mr. de Mar. See aitached. Nevertheless, as stated in the General

Objections to this answers, the complete production of documents is subject to the exegution ofa

confidentiality agreement.

66. Providea separate. account for PIM .and ERCOT_, in dollars, of the daily collateral
or credit reqirirements o securities sales activities of plaintiff De Man from 2011 to the present.

ANSWER: Raiden objects to this Request sinee it is not limited to-any issue relevant
to-this case and is therefore overly broad, unduly burdensome, not reasorably calculated to lead
to the diseovery of admissible evidence, and not praportional to the needs of the ease. The
Request seeks information that. is not relevant to any issue in this case. Raiden also objects to
this Request as séeking information not relevant to Phase I and not reasonably caleulated to lead
to the discovery of information relevant to Phase I. Plaintiffs’ Complaint contends that Raiden
did ot compensate Mr. de Man: for administrative, back offiee work; it does not contend that
Mr: de Men was not compensated for his trading efforts. '
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The State of Texsrs
Secretary of State

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

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

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

20186, for a term ending on February 22, 2020.

Issued: Septethber 28, 2018
Certificate Number 11619501

Rolando B. Pablos
Secretary of State
GFlels




~ 'WE HEREBY CERTIFY: having sent on this same date ‘_a. true and exact copy of this
document to German J, Bray, Esq. (german bran@bioslawpr.cor), P.Q. Box 13 669, San Juan,
Puerto Rico 00908,

O'NEILL & BORGES

Attorneys for Raiden Commodities, L, P,
Ameriean International Plaza

250 Mufioz Rivera Ave., Ste, 800

San Juan, PR 00918-1813 '
Telephone: 787-764-8181

Fax: 787-753-8944

. de Tribumal Suprc o 888 )
alﬁredo ramirez@oneillborges.com

By 9‘0-

Ana’ Margama Rodngucz River?
Ntm, de Tribunal Supremo 16195
ana.rodrignez@oneillborges.com

Q}Q %{Hcﬁé}r&ﬂ Grohzilez
i, de Tribunal Supremo 20347

arturo.hemandez@oneillberges.com
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ANEJO 3

The Law Offices

BAUZA
BRAU
IRIZARRY
OJEDA
SILVA

15 de octubre de 2018

Via Correo Electronico

Lcdo. Alfredo F. Ramirez Macdonald
O’NEILL & BORGES L1LC ’
250 Avenida Mufioz Rivera, Suite 800
San Juan, Puerto Rico 00918-1813

Re:  Patrick De Man v. Adam C. Sinn, Civil Ntm. DAC2016-2144
Interrogatorio a Raiden Commodities, LP

Estimado licenciado Ramirez:

Gracias por su comparecencia a nuestras oficinas para la reunién bajo la Regla 34.1 que se llevé .
a cabo el 10 de octubre de 2018, relacionada con el interrogatorio cursado a Raiden Cominodities,
LP (“Raiden”). Segin discutimos en nuestra reunién, la parte demandante no est4 satisfecha con
numerosas de las contestaciones que se nos sometieron. La parte demandada ha objetado
practicamente la totalidad de los interrogatorios sometidos. Segiin lo acordado, a continuacién, le
someto un listado de las contestaciones interrogatorios sobre las cuales tenemos reparos,
incluyendo una breve explicacién. Para fines de claridad, hacemos referencia al inciso
especifico del interrogatorio original: S '

4. En este interrogatorio se solicité que se identificaran los testigos de la parte demandada.
No se nos brindé ni un solo nombre. Aunque entendemos que Raiden posiblemente no
tiene identificados todos los testigos que empleard en el juicio, s{ debe tener alpunos-
testigos identificados con relacién a su reconvencidn, reclamo sobre el cual dicha parte
tiene el pesc de la prueba. Solicitamos que se produzca un listado preliminar de estos
testigos y 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 Raiden no tenga toda la prueba identificada, si debe conocer la
prueba en la que basa las alegaciones de su reconvencién. Solicitamos que se produzca
un listado preliminar de los documentos que se hayan identificado y que luego se nos
someta una [ista completa de la prueba documental que se utﬂlzara

8. Entendemos que Raiden no fiene testigos per1c:1a1es identificados en este momento.
Solicitamos que asf se confirme.

P.0. Box 13669 . Plaza 273 - Suite 704 german.irau@hioslawpr.com
San Juan PR OOO0O3 278 Punce de Ledn Ave. W-7877238754 C-7876G051718
Sun Juan, PR 00917




11.

12.

13.

14,
15.
16.
20.
.
22.

23,

24.

25.

Solicitamos que se nos someta la lista de todas las admisiones del demandante que
podrian ser usadas en el juicio. S8ino hay ninguna, solicitamos que asi se aclare.

Solicitamos que se nos someta una lista de todas las admisiones (i.e., declaraciones
anteriores bajo juramento o sin él) de Raiden que se podrian utilizar en el juicio. Si no
hay ninguna, sol1cltamos que asi se aclare.

In51st1mos en que se enumeren todas las categorias de socios y se identifique a todos los
socios dentro de cada categoria. Solicitamos que se indique la fecha en que cada entidad
o individuo mencionado se convirid en socio. Si hubo cambios en algim momento,
solicitamos que asi se aclare. También que se nos produzca copia del Partnership
Agreement que se menciona. - ' -

Insistimos en que se produzca copia del Partrership Agreement de Raiden (todos los que
existan, si hubiera habido méas de uno) y de todas sus enmiendas.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copia de todos 1os contratos y/o acuerdos existentes

‘entre los accionistas y/o socios de Raiden.

Insistimos en que se nos provea una relacion de las partidas de dafios reclamadas por
Raiden en su reconvencién, asi como la otra informacién solicitada en este interrogatorio.

Insistimos en qué se nos produzda copia de las planillas de Raiden de 2011 al presente.
(El demandante produjo sus planillas.) Las de Raiden son pertinentes a la reclamacién
del demandante para rasgar el velo corporativo.

No se contcsta cudl es la relacidn de Raiden con las empresas mencmnadas Este tema es
pertinente al caso.

No se producen todas las formas K-1 de Raiden hasta el presente, s6lo las de ciertos afios.
Tampoco se incluyen las de otras perSonas

. Insistimos en que se nos produzca el Geneml Ledger de Raiden, el que es pertinente para

establecer la 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 todes los empleados y agentes de Ra1den, asi
como el resto de la informacién sohcxtada en el interrogatorio.

El interrogatorio 25 no se contesta. Se solicita informacién pertinente a las alegaciones
formuladas por la propia parte demandada en su recomvencién y en su solicitud de
remechcs provisionales.
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26.

27.
29.

30.

31.

- 32.

' 33.

34,

36.

37.

38.

38,

40.

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

Las comunicaciones de Raiden con Adam Sinn no son pnvlleg1adas I.usmtunos en que
se produzcan todas.

"En el inciso 29, se solicita que se nos expliquen los términes del contrato entre Ra1den y

]a parte demandante., Este inciso no se contesta. -

-I_nsistimos en que se nos idcntiﬂqﬁe quiénes han sido los abogados de Raiden desde 2011

vy que se indique cudl o cudles de ellos participaron en Ias discusiones sobre la
contratacion del demandante.

Insistimos en que se nos identifique quiénes han sido los contadores de Raiden desde
2011 y que se indique cudl o cudles de ellos participaron en la preparacién de planillas
para el demandante.

Insistimos en que se nos identifique y provea copia de las supuestas comunicaciones-
publicadas por el demandante en las péginas de intermet, que dieron base a la
reconvencidn. :

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

Insistimos en que se provea copia de todos los contratos entre Raiden y los
codemandados.

El demandante tiene derecho a que se le provea una lista de todas Ias ventas que él hizoa
beneficio de Raiden, lo que se solicita en este inciso.

No se han producido todos los documentos pertinentes a la formacién de Raiden.

Se debe confirmar si se produjeron todos los documentos existentes pertinentes a la
transferencia de. Rzuden a Tejas. Se produjeron algunos documentos. Entendemos que
no estén todos.

Insistimos en que se nos produzca copla de los contratos de empleo suscritos por Ralden-
con otros empleados. Sino existe ninguno, se debe asi aclarar.

Insistimos en que se nos produzea la informacién solicitada. La manera en que Raiden se
capitalizé desde 2011 al presente es pertinente al caso. La contencién del demandante es
que €l participé en la capitalizacién a través de la retencién de los ingresos que le
correspondian. Esto es, el demandante alega que él aportd capital a la operacion de
Raiden.




41,
42,

43,
44,

45,

46.
47..
48,
49,
50.

51.
S2.

54.

535,

Este interrogatorio esta relacionado al anterior. No se contest6.
Este interrogatorio esté relacionado al interrogatorio 40, No se contesto.

El demandante alega que €l es socio en Raiden. Tiene derecho a explorar los beneficios y
distribuciones que recibieron los socios de la empresa.

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

Los estados mensuales de Raiden en'PJM para 2016-2018 son pertinentes a la forma en
que se capitaliza la empresa, lo que, a su vez, es pertinente a la determinacién de quiénes
son socios en la misma.

'Los estados auditados de Raiden son pertinentes para establecer la forma en que opera y

se capitaliza la empresa,
Entendemos que no se han sometido todos los documentos existentes.

Ins1st1mos en que se produzcan toda las comunicaciones. internas y documentacién
relacionada con esta carta, la que es pertinente a la forma en que se caracter]za ala
empresa por su abogado,

Este interrogatorio no se contesta, La relacion de Raiden con Rural Route 3 Holdings LP
es materia pertinente a este caso y podria dar lugar a la inclusidn de partes adicionales.

Insistimos en que se ofrezca umna lista de los traders de Raiden desde 2011, aclarando
qmenes actuaban durante cudl perfodo. (Se ofrecen nombres, pero no se indican fechas).

No se aclara la capac:1dad en que funcionaban 1os fraders de Raiden menclonados. Si
eran empleados, queremos que asi se aclare. Sino eran empleados, queremos que se nos
explique en qué capacidad colaboraban.

No se acompafian los documentos que reflejan la posicién de Gonemaroon Living Trust y
Raiden Cormodities 1, LLC. Insistimos en que se nos provea la documentacién que
demuestre la cantidad de capital que tenian todas las entidades e individuos en Raiden.

No se acompafian las p6lizas del Fondo del Seguro del Estado de Raiden. Si no existen,
se debe aclarar.

No se acompafian las evaluaciones de empleados de Raiden. Naturalmente, las mismas
incluirfan al demandante si él hubiera sido empleado. Si no existen, se debe aclarar.

et
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56.

57.

58,

59,

60.

61.

64.

65.

66.

No se acompaiia copia de los pagos de contribucién al gobierno por los erapleados. Si el
demandante era empleado, Raiden venia obligado al pago de: ceontribuciones y seguro
social.

Insistimos en que se nos provea la lista de gastos atribuidos a las actividades - del
demandante seglin’ empleados para calcular sus ingresos nefos: :

La pregunta 58 estd basada enlas propias alegacmnes de los demandados. Ins1stunos en
que se conteste, ‘ :

Ta pregunta 59 estd basada en las propias alegacmnes de los demandados Insistimos en

que se conteste.

La pregunta 60 estd basada en las propias alegaciones de los demandades. Insistimos en
que se conteste. '

Insistimos en que se provea la lista de llamadas amenazantes supuestamente rcahzadas

“por el demandantc mcluyendo la informacién solicitada,

No se contesta esta pregunta, que esta relacionada con la alegacién de la parte demandada

de que el demandante era su empleado y no un'socio en la empresa.
No se-prodice el documento mericionado.

La informacién solicitada es pertinente z la capitalizacién requerida para Rajden. La-
contencidn del demandante es que €l participd.en la capitalizacién de la empresa a través
de la retencién de los ingresos que Je correspondian. A suvez, ese capital se utiliz6 para
los. réquerimientos diarios .de colateral o crédito para las -actividades de la parte
demandada. Insistimos en que se-nos produzea lo solicitado.

Nos gustarfa que s¢ nos suplemente: la contestacion al interrogatorio, para lo cual estamos
dispuestos a aguardar por un término de treinta (30) dias. Segin lo acordado en nuestia reunién,
estaremos sometiendo cartas similares a ésta con relacion a cada uno de los demandados:

Agradecemos su ateneidn sobre este particular.

Atentamente,

/‘/.e,c_;,.,./ﬁgw
German J. Briu




