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CASE INFORMATION

Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

Case Number:

I I ' O'-SON. CURTIS

Filing Courthouse: Stanley Mosk Courthouse

Filing Date: 09/06/2017
Case Type: Civil Harassment Prevention (General Jurisdiction)
Status: Open 09/06/2017

Click here to access document images for this case
If this link fails, you may go to the Case Document Images site and search using the case number displayed on this page

same Party: ||

FUTURE HEARINGS

Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

04/14/2021 at 1:30 PM in Department 81 at 111 North Hill Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012
Request for Order - Other

PARTY INFORMATION

Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
A-O R-W

I B - Fetitioner

_ - - Respondent (to Appeal)

I oot

BUCHALTER - Depositor

I HOVEOWNERS ASSOCIATION - Other
CHISUM LESLIE - Claimant Reporter

JANNEY & JANNEY - Depositor

KENNEDY ERIC - Attorney for Respondent for Respondent
KENNEDY ERIC - Attorney for Respondent for Appellant

KENNEDY ERIC - Attorney for Respondent for Respondent (to Appeal)
KENNEDY ERIC MICHAEL - Attorney for Respondent for Respondent (to Appeal)
KENNEDY ERIC MICHAEL - Attorney for Respondent for Appellant
KENNEDY ERIC MICHAEL - Attorney for Respondent for Respondent
L.A. DEPOSITIONS INC. - Depositor

LB PROPERTY - Other

LE LAMDIEN - Witness

LE LAMDIEN THANH - Attorney for Participant for Other

_ LAW GROUP PC - Other

NEAL TRACY RENEE - Attorney for Participant for Other

OLSON CRISTINE - Other

OLSON CURTIS - Respondent

OLSON CURTIS - Appellant

OLSON CURTIS - Respondent (to Appeal)

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP A-O R-W

REAGAN BARRY JAMES - Attorney for Participant for Witness
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TASHJIAN LISA ARPI - Attorney for Participant for Other
WALKOWIAK JOHN - Appellant
WALKOWIAK JOHN - Claimant

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP A-O R-W

DOCUMENTS FILED
Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

Documents Filed (Filing dates listed in descending order)
Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

03/16/2021 Minute Order

03/16/2021 Opposition
Filed by Respondent

03/16/2021 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

02/01/2021 Minute Order

02/01/2021 Opposition (to Petitioner's Ex Parte Application for an Order Continuing Hearing )
Filed by Respondent

02/01/2021 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

01/22/2021 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (AMENDED NOTICE Fail to Pay: $100 )
01/22/2021 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (AMENDED NOTICE Fail to Pay: $100 )

12/18/2020 Order - After Hearing
Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2020 Order - After Hearing (Hearing Dated 11/06/19 )
Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2020 Minute Order

12/18/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

12/17/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FWO003 (DUPLICATE FILING-ORDER GRANTED 12/16/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

12/17/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

12/16/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

12/16/2020 Minute Order

11/25/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FW003 (Hearing Set )
Filed by Petitioner

11/25/2020 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; "R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/25/2020 Appeal Record Delivered
11/25/2020 Appeal Record Delivered

11/24/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service; "R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/24/2020 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; "U3" )
Filed by Claimant

11/24/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Claimant

11/20/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001 (FOR LASC AND DCA )
Filed by Petitioner

11/20/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; 10 vols only; for Notice of Appeal, filed 4/30/20; "U2" )
Filed by Claimant

11/20/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; 10 vols only; for Notice of Appeal, filed 4/30/20; "U1" )
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Filed by Petitioner

11/18/2020 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Declaration (OF ERIC KENNEDY. )
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Declaration (In Support of Respondent's Motion to Amend Judgments )
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Motion to Amend Judgment )
Filed by Respondent

11/12/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (N.O.A. 11/10/20 "R" )
11/12/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (N.O.A. 11/10/20 "U3" )

11/10/2020 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant ("R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/10/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed ("R"; Fee Waiver GRANTED 12/16/20; DCA Filing Fee Not Received )

Filed by Petitioner

11/10/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed ("U3"; Fee Waiver GRANTED 7/7/20; DCA Filing Fee Not Received )

Filed by Claimant

11/05/2020 Appeal - Clerk's Transcript Fee Paid (RESPONDENT PAID $1098.04 )
Filed by Respondent

10/23/2020 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

10/13/2020 Notice - Ruling
Filed by Respondent

10/12/2020 LACourtConnect-Fees Paid A
Filed by Respondent

10/07/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Claimant

10/07/2020 Notice (completion of limited scope representation )

10/07/2020 Notice - Limited Scope Representation
Filed by Petitioner

10/07/2020 Minute Order
10/07/2020 Minute Order

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Petitioner

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Respondent

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Respondent

10/01/2020 Reply (In Support of Motion to Vacate Void Order dated 11/6/2019; Memorandum of Points & Authorities )
Filed by Claimant

10/01/2020 Reply (In Support of Motion to Strike or Tax Costs and Supplemental Declaration of- )
Filed by Petitioner

09/24/2020 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Claimant

09/24/2020 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Petitioner

09/24/2020 Minute Order

09/24/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Respondent

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

09/02/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service "U2" )
Filed by Claimant

09/01/2020 Appellate Order Granting Relief from Default (Order granting appellate 10 days to file an amended designation. )
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09/01/2020 Appellate Order Granting Relief from Default (Appellant order granting appellant 10 days to file an amended designation. )
08/11/2020 Appeal - Notice of Non-Compliance (Appellant failed to timely file a Notice Designating Record on Appeal. )

07/09/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of memorandum of cost )
Filed by Respondent

07/09/2020 Memorandum - Costs
Filed by Respondent

07/07/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Claimant

07/07/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Claimant

06/26/2020 Opposition (to Specially Appearing Nonparty's Motion to Vacate Void Order Dated 11/6/19 )
Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respondent's oppsition to petitioner's motion to strike or tax costs )
Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Opposition (to petitioner's motion to strike or tax costs )
Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respondent's opposition to specially appearing nonparty's motin to vacate void order dated 11/6/19 )
Filed by Respondent

06/24/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

06/24/2020 170.6 CCP Peremptory Challenge (***case not assigned to this department*** )
Filed by Petitioner

06/24/2020 Minute Order
06/19/2020 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued ("U2" Fail to File Designation/Election; Fail to Pay: REPORTER TRANSCRIPT FEES )

06/18/2020 Notice - Court Hearing (Set for 7/9/20 )
Filed by Claimant

06/18/2020 Notice - Court Hearing (Set for 7/9/20 )
Filed by Petitioner

06/15/2020 Appeal Document (Turndown Letter "U2" NOA 4/30/20 dsgn )
Filed by Claimant

06/15/2020 Appeal Document (Turndown Letter "U2" NOA 4/30/20 fee waiver )
Filed by Claimant

06/10/2020 Minute Order

05/28/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 ("U1" Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

05/27/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Claimant

05/27/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Claimant

05/27/2020 RFO/MTN - Vacate (RE Other: Motion to Vacate Void Order and Amend Judgment Dated 11-6-19 )
Filed by Claimant

05/19/2020 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN DESIGNATION )
Filed by Claimant

05/19/2020 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN DESIGNATION )
Filed by Petitioner

05/14/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (NOA:4/30/20; "U2" )
05/14/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (NOA:4/30/20; "U1")

04/30/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal; "U1" )
Filed by Petitioner

04/30/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal; "U2" )
Filed by Claimant

04/17/2020 Miscellaneous (NONPARTY ATW TRUST'S JOINDER IN THE MOTION OF PETITIONER- _ TO STRIKE & TAX COSTS
CLAIMED IN A MEMORANDUM OF COSTS MISLEADINGLY DATED MARCH 10, 2020, FILED ON AN UNKNOWN DATE, SERVED MARCH 30, 2020
AND/OR ON OTHER DATES AND/OR NOT SERVED ON SOME INTEREST PARTIES )

Filed by Claimant

04/17/2020 RFO/MTN - Family Law
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Filed by Petitioner

03/13/2020 Notice (Proposed findings and order after hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

03/13/2020 Objection (Amended nonparty ATW Trust's )
Filed by Petitioner

03/12/2020 Proof of Service - Mail (OBJECTION TO PROPOSED ORDERS 2/28/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

03/12/2020 Objection (TO PROPOSED ORDERS 2/28/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

02/28/2020 Notice (Non-Party ATW Trust Notice of Documents' Status And Objections To Produce Documents Relating To ATW Trust Under Seal )
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

02/26/2020 Notice (CURTIS OLSON'S NOTICE OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR ATW TRUST'S FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH COURT ORDERS )
Filed by Respondent

02/24/2020 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

02/24/2020 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

02/24/2020 Refund Check Processed (CK# 29036181 2/18/20 TWR# 20*5118 2/6/20 REQ# 20358-01 )
Filed by Depositor

02/24/2020 Refund Check Processed (CHECK WAS ELECTRONIC TRANSFER ON 2/6/20 SAP# 1910379524 2/6/20 REQ# 20359-01 )
Filed by Claimant Reporter

02/14/2020 Opposition
Filed by Respondent

02/14/2020 Minute Order
02/14/2020 Minute Order
02/14/2020 Minute Order

02/06/2020 Writ - Execution ($78,602.03 base on 4/17/19 and 11/6/19 amended order attorney fees Los Angeles County place on basket )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

02/05/2020 Request for Refund of Reporter Appeal Transcript Deposit (NOA 6/17/19 APPROVED: 1/30/20 )

01/30/2020 Refund Approved (Unused Transcript)
Filed by Depositor

01/30/2020 Refund Approved (Court Reporter Transcript)
Filed by Claimant Reporter

01/22/2020 Minute Order

01/22/2020 Miscellaneous (Petitioner's Jurisdictional Challenge; Requests A Statement of Decision )
Filed by Petitioner

01/17/2020 Appeal Record Delivered
01/17/2020 Appeal Record Delivered
01/15/2020 Minute Order

01/15/2020 Refund Initiated (Unused Transcript)
Filed by Depositor

01/15/2020 Refund Initiated (Court Reporter Transcript)
Filed by Claimant Reporter

01/15/2020 Affidavit for Rlse Funds/Req for Payment Rptr Appeal Trnscpt (NOA 6/17/19 COURT REPORTER: LESLIE CHISUM )

01/15/2020 Proof of Service (re Reply to Motn to Strike )
Filed by Petitioner

01/15/2020 Reply (Motion to Strike or Tax Costs; MP&A; Declaration of- - )
Filed by Petitioner

01/14/2020 Minute Order
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01/14/2020 Opposition (to Petitioner | i I Ex Parte Avplication )
Filed by Respondent

01/14/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Claimant

01/14/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; "X"; see also Notice of Appeal, filed 6/6/19 ("U") )

Filed by Respondent

01/14/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; "U"; see also Cross-Appeal, filed 6/17/19 ("X") )

Filed by Petitioner

01/08/2020 Opposition
Filed by Respondent

01/08/2020 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

01/08/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/24/2019 Writ - Execution
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

12/23/2019 RFO/MTN - Set Aside
Filed by Petitioner

12/20/2019 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Respondent

12/20/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

12/20/2019 Minute Order

12/18/2019 Appeal - Opinion Received; Remittitur Due in 60 Days (Order to consolidate is granted.B295388 )

Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts

12/18/2019 Appeal - Request for Court-Paid Clerk's Transcript Granted
12/18/2019 Appeal - Request for Court-Paid Clerk's Transcript Granted
12/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal
12/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

12/11/2019 Writ - Execution
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

12/11/2019 Minute Order

12/11/2019 Notice (And Statement of Disqualification Of The Honorable Emily Spear (CCP 170.1) And Declaration of ||| ] ' Surrort Thereof )

Filed by Petitioner

12/06/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Motion to Strike or Tax Costs )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2019 Reply (For Petitioner's Request for Additional Time To Produce Documents Re: ATW Trust )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

11/26/2019 Opposition (Respondent Curtis Olson's Opposition To Petitioner- - )
Filed by Respondent

11/26/2019 Memorandum - Costs (After Judg, Acknowledgment of Credit, And Decl of Accrued Interest )
Filed by Respondent

11/07/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (Issued base on order 11/06/19 $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

11/07/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (issued base on order 11/6/19 $78.602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
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TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

11/06/2019 Notice (entry of ord granting exparte )
Filed by Respondent

11/06/2019 Nunc Pro Tunc Minute Order
11/06/2019 Minute Order
11/06/2019 Order (Granting Ex Parte Application Of Respondent Curtis Olson To Amend Judgment To Add Judgment Debtors )

11/06/2019 Opposition (to Ex Parte Order To Compel Production and Add ATW Trust As Judgment Debtor )
Filed by Petitioner

11/06/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Respondent

10/31/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Extend time )
Filed by Petitioner

10/31/2019 Appeal - Notice Court Reporter to Prepare Appeal Transcript (Initial; )

10/03/2019 Order (re Continuation of Hearing on Amended Motion For Protective Order, Continuance of Judgment Debtor's Examination, And Production of
Trust Documents Under Seal )
Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcript Process Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts Deposit Paid (TRNSCRB Fund )
Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2019 Declaration
Filed by Other

09/26/2019 Minute Order
09/26/2019 Minute Order

09/26/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

09/26/2019 Objection
Filed by Petitioner

09/23/2019 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

09/23/2019 Miscellaneous (Reply Amended Motion for Protective Order Staying Discovery Pending Appeal or In The Alternative Motion To Quash;
Memorandum of Points & Authorities and Amended Declaration of- - in Support Thereof )
Filed by Petitioner

09/23/2019 Proof of Service (petnr's reply amended motion prot. order w/amended declaration )
Filed by Petitioner

09/20/2019 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

09/19/2019 Notice (of ord to produce docs )
Filed by Respondent

09/19/2019 RFO/MTN - Continue
Filed by Petitioner

09/13/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respdt's opposition to petnr's amended motion for protective order )
Filed by Respondent

09/13/2019 Opposition (to petnr's Amended Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Respondent

09/11/2019 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (Fail to File Designation/Election; Fail to Pay: REPORTER TRANSCRIPT FEES AND DEPOSIT )
09/04/2019 Minute Order
09/04/2019 Minute Order
09/04/2019 Minute Order

09/04/2019 Opposition (to Petitioner- - Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time to Have Heard a Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Respondent

09/04/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner
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08/30/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (AMENDED: re Prot. Order and Motn to Quash )
Filed by Petitioner

08/15/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Ex Parte Request for Order )
Filed by Respondent

08/15/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

08/15/2019 Minute Order

08/09/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Petitioner

08/09/2019 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN LETTER: CLERK'S TRANSCRIPT TO APPENDIX )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

08/08/2019 Notice (of Entry of Order to Add Judgment Debtor's )
Filed by Respondent

08/06/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (2nd amended as to debotors name $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

08/02/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

07/31/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (amended ($78,602.03) )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

07/29/2019 Affidavit (of Identity And Order )
Filed by Respondent

07/19/2019 Minute Order

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

07/18/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (RE Application and Order for Appearance and Examination Enforcement of Judgment - Judgment Debtor )
Filed by Respondent

07/18/2019 RFO/MTN - Judgment Debtor Examination
Filed by Other

06/27/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts Deposit Paid (TRNSCRB Fund )
Filed by Respondent

06/27/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcript Process Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

06/27/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Respondent

06/25/2019 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; WILL LODGE WITH DCA )
Filed by Petitioner

06/25/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

06/21/2019 Writ - Execution (atty fees orange county $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

06/17/2019 Appeal - Superior Court Appeal Filing Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

06/17/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal )
Filed by Respondent

06/14/2019 Appeal Record Delivered

06/13/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (issued attorney fees $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

06/13/2019 Application (& Order for Appearance & Examination )
Filed by Respondent

06/10/2019 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 1-5 Volumes Certified (CLOSED )

06/06/2019 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant
Filed by Petitioner

06/06/2019 Proof of Service - Mail
Filed by Petitioner

06/06/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal )
Filed by Petitioner
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05/17/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

05/15/2019 Writ - Execution (Los Angeles county $78,602.03 base on order 4/17/19 )
Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Abstract - of Judgment ($78,602.03 base on order date 4/17/19 )
Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Writ - Execution ($1,582.48 base on 4/17/19 Los Angeles County )
Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Abstract - of Judgment ($1,582.48 base on 4/17,19 )
Filed by Respondent

04/25/2019 Minute Order

04/17/2019 Order (Re Respondent Curtis Olson's Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

04/17/2019 Order (Granting Petitioner || I Jl] Mction to Strike or Tax Costs of $1,718.19)
Filed by Petitioner

04/17/2019 Order (Striking Statement of Disqualification; Verified Answer )

04/16/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

04/16/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

04/16/2019 Minute Order

04/16/2019 170.1 CCP Motion to Disqualify (Petitioner's || il s Notice and Statement of Disqualification of the Honorable Michael Convey [C.C.P.
Section 170.1(a)(1)(A); C.C.P. Section 170.1 (a) (6)(A)(iii); C.C.P. Section 170.1 (a)(6)(B)] )
Filed by Petitioner

04/16/2019 Notice (of Withdrawal of Notice of Motion and Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Other

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Ryan A. Vogt-Lowell )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Ashley Milnes )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Reply
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Objection
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Brief (closing brief in support of motion striking or taxing costs )
Filed by Petitioner

03/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (;Fail to Pay $100 filing fee; )

03/15/2019 Order - Findings and Order After Hearing
Filed by Respondent

03/15/2019 Order - Findings and Order After Hearing
Filed by Respondent

03/15/2019 Declaration (OF | N )

Filed by Other

03/15/2019 Memorandum - Points and Authorities
Filed by Other

03/15/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Other

02/15/2019 Minute Order

02/15/2019 Declaration (of Benjamin F. Kanani in Opposition to Respondent Curtis Olson's Motion for Attorney's Fees )
Filed by Petitioner

02/15/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

02/15/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order )
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Filed by Petitioner

02/15/2019 Declaration - Income and Expense
Filed by Petitioner

02/13/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

02/13/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

02/11/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

02/11/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

02/07/2019 Proof of Service - Mail
Filed by Petitioner

02/07/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

02/05/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/31/2019 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Proof of Service - Mail (for Notice of Appeal (via Overnight Delivery) )
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Proof of Service (Personal Service; for Notice of Appeal )
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (without Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

01/25/2019 Notice - Motion (and Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

01/25/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in Support of Respondent Curtis Olson's Notice of Motion and Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to Code
of Civil Procedure section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

01/25/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order (Attorney's Fees and Cost )
Filed by Respondent

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing

01/16/2019 Minute Order

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing

01/16/2019 Minute Order

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing (Motion for New Trial )
01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing (Motion for Reconsideration )

01/14/2019 Objection (Curtis Olson's Evidentiary )
Filed by Respondent

01/14/2019 Order (Orders on Evidentiary Objections )
Filed by Respondent

01/10/2019 Declaration (of Rex Harrison in Support )
Filed by Petitioner

01/10/2019 Reply (in Support of Motion for Reconsideration; Third Supplemental Declaration of- - )
Filed by Petitioner

RJN 011



01/10/2019 Declaration (Third Supplemental Declaration of ||| IJJl] for Rer'y in Support of Motion for New Trial and Reconsideration; Exhibits 2 )
Filed by Petitioner

01/10/2019 Declaration (Third Supplemental Declaration of ||| IJJl] for Rer'y in Support of Motion for New Trial and Reconsideration; Exhibits 1)
Filed by Petitioner

01/04/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order (Motion for New Trial) )
Filed by Respondent

01/04/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order (Motion for Reconsideration) )
Filed by Respondent

01/03/2019 Stipulation (for Schedule to File Opposition and Reply Briefs for Motion for Reconsideration and Motion for New Trial by Petitioner ||| |} I
Filed by Respondent

12/24/2018 Stipulation (to Reschedule Hearing Date on Motions for Reconsideration and For New Trial, and [Proposed] Order Thereon )
Filed by Petitioner

12/24/2018 Minute Order
12/17/2018 Minute Order

12/14/2018 Notice (of Errata for Motion for New Trial, Memorandum of Points and Authorities Supplemental and Superseding Declarations of |||} I
and Loren Marken )

12/05/2018 RFO/MTN - Continue (Notice of Intention to Move for New Trial )
Filed by Petitioner

12/05/2018 RFO/MTN - Reconsideration
Filed by Petitioner

11/29/2018 Nunc Pro Tunc Minute Order

11/28/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Attorney for Petitioner

11/20/2018 Notice - Lodging
Filed by Petitioner

11/19/2018 Minute Order
11/16/2018 Minute Order

11/16/2018 Stipulation (Receipt and Order Re Release of Civil Exhibits )
Filed by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

11/15/2018 Minute Order
11/14/2018 Minute Order
11/14/2018 Minute Order

11/14/2018 Warrant - Bench Warrant Issued Civil (Recalled and Quashed on 11/19/2018. The requesting party failed to pay the fee to the Sheriff's Department.
)

11/14/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

11/14/2018 Order (Granting Non-Party Cristine Olson's Ex Parte Application to Quash Witness Subpoena to Cristine Olson )
Filed by Other

11/14/2018 Proof of Service
Filed by Other

11/14/2018 Witness List
Filed by Petitioner

11/14/2018 Exhibit List
Filed by Petitioner

11/13/2018 Order (Ex Parte (FL-305) )
11/13/2018 Declaration (of Non-Party Christine Olson in Support of Ex Parte Application to Quash Witness Subpoena )
11/13/2018 Declaration (of Jennifer A. Mauri In Support of Ex Parte Applicatio to Quash Witness Subpoena to Christine Olson )

11/13/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Other

10/15/2018 Subpoena (Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Amado Merano) )
Filed by Petitioner
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09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Christine Olson) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Robert Kilian) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Kelley Patrica Hemmeter O'neil) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Maggie Argue) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Elsa Monroy) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (David Feder) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (David Silver) )
Filed by Petitioner

08/23/2018 Minute Order

08/16/2018 Supplemental
Filed by Respondent

08/16/2018 Declaration (gemma karapetyan )
Filed by Respondent

08/16/2018 Reply (in support of motion )
Filed by Respondent

08/10/2018 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Petitioner

08/01/2018 Minute Order

08/01/2018 Memorandum - Points and Authorities (in Support of Petitioner's Ex Parte Request for Order )

Filed by Petitioner

08/01/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Motion (Notice of Motion and Motion to Reopen Discovery and for Sanctions )
Filed by Respondent

05/25/2018 Notice (NN )

Filed by Respondent

05/23/2018 Notice (related case ||| NI )

Filed by Respondent

05/23/2018 Notice (related case_ )

Filed by Respondent
05/10/2018 Minute Order

05/04/2018 Supplemental (Declaration of | | I )

Filed by Petitioner

04/30/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

04/30/2018 Minute Order

04/26/2018 Miscellaneous (Notice of Unavailability of Witness Subpoenaed )
Filed by Attorney for Participant

04/26/2018 Proof of Service (Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at the Trial Or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

04/24/2018 Opposition (to Petitioner's Ex Parte Application )
Filed by Other
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04/24/2018 Minute Order

04/24/2018 Ex Parte - Application (for an Order Compelling a Viewing of Surveillance Footage with an Expert, Further Production of Business Records, and to

Add Amado Merano as an Additional Protected Person; Memorandum of Points and Authorities; Declaration of Amado Merano In Support Thereof )
Filed by Petitioner

04/19/2018 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in Support of Respondent Curtis Olson's Request for Civil Harassment Restraining Orders )
Filed by Respondent

04/02/2018 Minute Order

03/23/2018 Reply (To Petitioner's Opposition To Motion To Quash )
Filed by Witness

03/23/2018 Objection (Evidentiary objections to declaration of ||| I )
Filed by Witness

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

03/22/2018 Reply (to LB Property Management Opposition to Petitioner's Motion for an Order Compelling Further Production of Business Records from LB
Prpoerty Management )
Filed by Petitioner

03/20/2018 Opposition (to Motion to Quash Petitioner's Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

03/16/2018 Opposition (to Pet's Motion for an Order Compelling Further Production of Business Records )
Filed by Witness

03/16/2018 Objection (/Evidentiary to JJj Declaration )
Filed by Witness

03/16/2018 Notice - Motion (to Quash Petitioner's Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing and Request for Atttorney's Fees, Memorandom

of Points, etc.... )
Filed by Witness

03/02/2018 Motion (For An Order Compelling Further Production Of Business Records )
Filed by Petitioner

02/14/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

02/14/2018 Proof of Service (of subpoena for personal appearance )
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Minute Order

01/23/2018 Stipulation and Order
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Declaration - Ex Parte Notice (Notice Given)
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/19/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

01/16/2018 Minute Order

01/03/2018 Proof of Service (served motion for order compelling production of business records )
Filed by Petitioner

12/08/2017 Motion (for order compelling production of business records )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner
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12/04/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2017 Minute Order

11/08/2017 Stipulation (to Continue Hearing )
Filed by Respondent

11/08/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Respondent

11/08/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

11/08/2017 Minute Order

10/17/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner

10/17/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

10/17/2017 Minute Order

10/17/2017 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Respondent

09/27/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Stipulation - Judge Pro Tem/Referee (Michelle Kizadi )
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Proof of Service (served TRO )
Filed by Petitioner

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Curtis Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Dane Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Dylan Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Response - Civil Harassment
Filed by Respondent

09/14/2017 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Civil Case Cover Sheet (Addendum and Statement of Location )

09/06/2017 Declaration - Ex Parte Notice (No Notice Given)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Notice - Court Hearing (Form 109)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Temporary Restraining Order (Form 110)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Petition - Civil Harassment
Filed by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

PROCEEDINGS HELD

Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

Proceedings Held (Proceeding dates listed in descending order)

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
04/25/2019 11/08/2017

03/16/2021 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Wilcox, Wendy L., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Granted

02/01/2021 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Wilcox, Wendy L., Presiding
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Ex Parte Hearing - Granted

12/18/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made

12/16/2020 at 1:30 PM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Fee Waiver Hearing - Denied

10/07/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Held - Order Made

10/07/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Held - Order Made

09/24/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

06/24/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Scaduto, Lynn H., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

06/10/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Scaduto, Lynn H., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Denied

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Order Made

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Denied

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Held - Order Made

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

01/22/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Granted

01/15/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Held - Order Made

01/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

12/20/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department 2, Riff, Lawrence P., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

12/11/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/06/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Nunc Pro Tunc Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/06/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made

09/26/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Held - Continued

09/26/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Continued

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Continued

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Order Made

08/15/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department 2, Kaufman, Shelley, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

07/19/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Off Calendar - Request of Respondent
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Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:

TOP 04/25/2019 11/08/2017

04/25/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

04/16/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department J, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Off Calendar - Moving Party

02/15/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

01/16/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion for a New Trial Hearing - Denied

01/16/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Denied

12/24/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

12/17/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

11/29/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Nunc Pro Tunc Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/19/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Denied - RO- After Evidence by both

11/16/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued

11/15/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued

11/14/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

11/14/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made

08/23/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Motion Hearing - Denied

08/01/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 2, Kaufman, Shelley, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

05/10/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied - Without Prejudice

04/30/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 2, Lewis, Thomas Trent, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

04/24/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

04/02/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Granted - In Part

01/23/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Off Calendar - Case Settled

01/16/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Off Calendar - Request of Petitioner

12/04/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:

TOP 04/25/2019 11/08/2017

11/08/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F
Restraining Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued by Stipulation

10/17/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Breddan, Matthew A, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

09/27/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Kazadi, Michelle L, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:

TOP 04/25/2019 11/08/2017
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REGISTER OF ACTIONS

Case Information | Register Of Actions | FUTURE HEARINGS | PARTY INFORMATION | Documents Filed | Proceedings Held

Register of Actions (Listed in descending order)

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

03/16/2021 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Wilcox, Wendy L., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Granted

03/16/2021 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

03/16/2021 Opposition
Filed by Respondent

03/16/2021 Minute Order

02/01/2021 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Wilcox, Wendy L., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Granted

02/01/2021 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

02/01/2021 Opposition (to Petitioner's Ex Parte Application for an Order Continuing Hearing )
Filed by Respondent

02/01/2021 Minute Order
01/22/2021 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (AMENDED NOTICE Fail to Pay: $100 )
01/22/2021 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (AMENDED NOTICE Fail to Pay: $100 )

12/18/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made

12/18/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2020 Order - After Hearing
Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2020 Order - After Hearing (Hearing Dated 11/06/19 )
Filed by Petitioner

12/18/2020 Minute Order

12/17/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

12/17/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FW003 (DUPLICATE FILING-ORDER GRANTED 12/16/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

12/16/2020 at 1:30 PM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Fee Waiver Hearing - Denied

12/16/2020 Minute Order

12/16/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

11/25/2020 Appeal Record Delivered

11/25/2020 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; "R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/25/2020 Appeal Record Delivered

11/25/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FW003 (Hearing Set )
Filed by Petitioner

11/24/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Claimant

11/24/2020 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; "U3" )
Filed by Claimant

11/24/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service; "R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/20/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; 10 vols only; for Notice of Appeal, filed 4/30/20; "U1" )

Filed by Petitioner
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11/20/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001 (FOR LASC AND DCA )
Filed by Petitioner

11/20/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; 10 vols only; for Notice of Appeal, filed 4/30/20; "U2" )

Filed by Claimant

11/18/2020 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Motion to Amend Judgment )
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Declaration (In Support of Respondent's Motion to Amend Judgments )
Filed by Respondent

11/18/2020 Declaration (OF ERIC KENNEDY. )
Filed by Respondent

11/12/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (N.O.A. 11/10/20 "R")
11/12/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (N.O.A. 11/10/20 "U3" )

11/10/2020 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant ("R" )
Filed by Petitioner

11/10/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed ("R"; Fee Waiver GRANTED 12/16/20; DCA Filing Fee Not Received )

Filed by Petitioner

11/10/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed ("U3"; Fee Waiver GRANTED 7/7/20; DCA Filing Fee Not Received )

Filed by Claimant

11/05/2020 Appeal - Clerk's Transcript Fee Paid (RESPONDENT PAID $1098.04 )
Filed by Respondent

10/23/2020 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

10/13/2020 Notice - Ruling
Filed by Respondent

10/12/2020 LACourtConnect-Fees Paid A
Filed by Respondent

10/07/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Held - Order Made

10/07/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Held - Order Made

10/07/2020 Minute Order

10/07/2020 Notice - Limited Scope Representation
Filed by Petitioner

10/07/2020 Minute Order
10/07/2020 Notice (completion of limited scope representation )

10/07/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Claimant

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Respondent

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Respondent

10/06/2020 Remote Appearance - Scheduled
Filed by Petitioner

10/01/2020 Reply (In Support of Motion to Strike or Tax Costs and Supplemental Declaration of- )
Filed by Petitioner

10/01/2020 Reply (In Support of Motion to Vacate Void Order dated 11/6/2019; Memorandum of Points & Authorities )
Filed by Claimant

09/24/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 81, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

09/24/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Respondent

09/24/2020 Minute Order

09/24/2020 Responsive Declaration
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Filed by Petitioner

09/24/2020 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Claimant

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

09/02/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service "U2" )
Filed by Claimant

09/01/2020 Appellate Order Granting Relief from Default (Order granting appellate 10 days to file an amended designation. )
09/01/2020 Appellate Order Granting Relief from Default (Appellant order granting appellant 10 days to file an amended designation. )
08/11/2020 Appeal - Notice of Non-Compliance (Appellant failed to timely file a Notice Designating Record on Appeal. )

07/09/2020 Memorandum - Costs
Filed by Respondent

07/09/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of memorandum of cost )
Filed by Respondent

07/07/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Claimant

07/07/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Claimant

06/26/2020 Opposition (to Specially Appearing Nonparty's Motion to Vacate Void Order Dated 11/6/19 )
Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Opposition (to petitioner's motion to strike or tax costs )
Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respondent's opposition to specially appearing nonparty's motin to vacate void order dated 11/6/19 )

Filed by Respondent

06/26/2020 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respondent's oppsition to petitioner's motion to strike or tax costs )

Filed by Respondent

06/24/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Scaduto, Lynn H., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

06/24/2020 Minute Order

06/24/2020 170.6 CCP Peremptory Challenge (***case not assigned to this department™** )
Filed by Petitioner

06/24/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

06/19/2020 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued ("U2" Fail to File Designation/Election; Fail to Pay: REPORTER TRANSCRIPT FEES )

06/18/2020 Notice - Court Hearing (Set for 7/9/20 )
Filed by Petitioner

06/18/2020 Notice - Court Hearing (Set for 7/9/20 )
Filed by Claimant

06/15/2020 Appeal Document (Turndown Letter "U2" NOA 4/30/20 fee waiver )
Filed by Claimant

06/15/2020 Appeal Document (Turndown Letter "U2" NOA 4/30/20 dsgn )
Filed by Claimant

06/10/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Scaduto, Lynn H., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

06/10/2020 Minute Order

05/28/2020 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 ("U1" Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

05/27/2020 RFO/MTN - Vacate (RE Other: Motion to Vacate Void Order and Amend Judgment Dated 11-6-19 )
Filed by Claimant

05/27/2020 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Claimant

05/27/2020 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Claimant

05/19/2020 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN DESIGNATION )
Filed by Petitioner

05/19/2020 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN DESIGNATION )
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Filed by Claimant
05/14/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (NOA:4/30/20; "U1" )
05/14/2020 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal (NOA:4/30/20; "U2" )

04/30/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal; "U1" )
Filed by Petitioner

04/30/2020 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal; "U2" )
Filed by Claimant

04/17/2020 Miscellaneous (NONPARTY ATW TRUST'S JOINDER IN THE MOTION OF PETITIONER |l BB 7O STRIKE & TAX COSTS
CLAIMED IN A MEMORANDUM OF COSTS MISLEADINGLY DATED MARCH 10, 2020, FILED ON AN UNKNOWN DATE, SERVED MARCH 30, 2020

AND/OR ON OTHER DATES AND/OR NOT SERVED ON SOME INTEREST PARTIES )
Filed by Claimant

04/17/2020 RFO/MTN - Family Law
Filed by Petitioner

03/13/2020 Notice (Proposed findings and order after hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

03/13/2020 Objection (Amended nonparty ATW Trust's )
Filed by Petitioner

03/12/2020 Objection (TO PROPOSED ORDERS 2/28/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

03/12/2020 Proof of Service - Mail (OBJECTION TO PROPOSED ORDERS 2/28/2020 )
Filed by Petitioner

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Held - Order Made

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Denied

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Denied

02/28/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Order Made

02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Minute Order
02/28/2020 Notice (Non-Party ATW Trust Notice of Documents' Status And Objections To Produce Documents Relating To ATW Trust Under Seal )

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

02/26/2020 Notice (CURTIS OLSON'S NOTICE OF JUDGMENT DEBTOR ATW TRUST'S FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH COURT ORDERS )
Filed by Respondent

02/24/2020 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

02/24/2020 Refund Check Processed (CK# 29036181 2/18/20 TWR# 20*5118 2/6/20 REQ# 20358-01 )
Filed by Depositor

02/24/2020 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

02/24/2020 Refund Check Processed (CHECK WAS ELECTRONIC TRANSFER ON 2/6/20 SAP# 1910379524 2/6/20 REQ# 20359-01 )
Filed by Claimant Reporter

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

02/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued - Department Dark

02/14/2020 Minute Order

02/14/2020 Opposition
Filed by Respondent
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02/14/2020 Minute Order
02/14/2020 Minute Order

02/06/2020 Writ - Execution ($78,602.03 base on 4/17/19 and 11/6/19 amended order attorney fees Los Angeles County place on basket )

Filed by Attorney for Respondent
02/05/2020 Request for Refund of Reporter Appeal Transcript Deposit (NOA 6/17/19 APPROVED: 1/30/20 )

01/30/2020 Refund Approved (Court Reporter Transcript)
Filed by Claimant Reporter

01/30/2020 Refund Approved (Unused Transcript)
Filed by Depositor

01/22/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order - Other - Granted

01/22/2020 Miscellaneous (Petitioner's Jurisdictional Challenge; Requests A Statement of Decision )
Filed by Petitioner

01/22/2020 Minute Order
01/17/2020 Appeal Record Delivered
01/17/2020 Appeal Record Delivered

01/15/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Court's Order to Show Cause Hearing - Held - Order Made

01/15/2020 Proof of Service (re Reply to Motn to Strike )
Filed by Petitioner

01/15/2020 Minute Order

01/15/2020 Refund Initiated (Unused Transcript)
Filed by Depositor

01/15/2020 Affidavit for Rise Funds/Req for Payment Rptr Appeal Trnscpt (NOA 6/17/19 COURT REPORTER: LESLIE CHISUM )

01/15/2020 Refund Initiated (Court Reporter Transcript)
Filed by Claimant Reporter

01/15/2020 Reply (Motion to Strike or Tax Costs; MP&A; Declaration of-- )
Filed by Petitioner

01/14/2020 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

01/14/2020 Opposition (to Petitioner | i I Ex Parte Arplication )
Filed by Respondent

01/14/2020 Minute Order

01/14/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; "X"; see also Notice of Appeal, filed 6/6/19 ("U") )
Filed by Respondent

01/14/2020 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 6-10 Volumes Certified (CLOSED; "U"; see also Cross-Appeal, filed 6/17/19 ("X") )
Filed by Petitioner

01/14/2020 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Claimant

01/08/2020 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

01/08/2020 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

01/08/2020 Opposition
Filed by Respondent

12/24/2019 Writ - Execution
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

12/23/2019 RFO/MTN - Set Aside
Filed by Petitioner

12/20/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department 2, Riff, Lawrence P., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

12/20/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

12/20/2019 Minute Order

12/20/2019 Responsive Declaration
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Filed by Respondent

12/18/2019 Appeal - Request for Court-Paid Clerk's Transcript Granted
12/18/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts

12/18/2019 Appeal - Request for Court-Paid Clerk's Transcript Granted
12/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal
12/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

12/18/2019 Appeal - Opinion Received; Remittitur Due in 60 Days (Order to consolidate is granted.B295388 )
Filed by Petitioner

12/11/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

12/11/2019 Writ - Execution
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

12/11/2019 Minute Order

12/11/2019 Notice (And Statement of Disqualification Of The Honorable Emily Spear (CCP 170.1) And Declaration of || IJJli] ' Surrort Thereof )

Filed by Petitioner

12/06/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Motion to Strike or Tax Costs )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Reply (For Petitioner's Request for Additional Time To Produce Documents Re: ATW Trust )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

12/04/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

11/26/2019 Memorandum - Costs (After Judg, Acknowledgment of Credit, And Decl of Accrued Interest )
Filed by Respondent

11/26/2019 Opposition (Respondent Curtis Olson's Opposition To Petitioner- - )
Filed by Respondent

11/07/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (issued base on order 11/6/19 $78.602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

11/07/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (Issued base on order 11/06/19 $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

11/06/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/06/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Nunc Pro Tunc Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/06/2019 Notice (entry of ord granting exparte )
Filed by Respondent

11/06/2019 Order (Granting Ex Parte Application Of Respondent Curtis Olson To Amend Judgment To Add Judgment Debtors )
11/06/2019 Nunc Pro Tunc Minute Order

11/06/2019 Opposition (to Ex Parte Order To Compel Production and Add ATW Trust As Judgment Debtor )
Filed by Petitioner

11/06/2019 Minute Order

11/06/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Respondent

10/31/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (Extend time )
Filed by Petitioner

10/31/2019 Appeal - Notice Court Reporter to Prepare Appeal Transcript (Initial; )

10/03/2019 Order (re Continuation of Hearing on Amended Motion For Protective Order, Continuance of Judgment Debtor's Examination, And Production of

Trust Documents Under Seal )

RJN 023



Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts Deposit Paid (TRNSCRB Fund )
Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Respondent

09/30/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcript Process Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Request for Order Hearing - Held - Continued

09/26/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Continued

09/26/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

09/26/2019 Declaration
Filed by Other

09/26/2019 Objection
Filed by Petitioner

09/26/2019 Minute Order
09/26/2019 Minute Order

09/23/2019 Miscellaneous (Reply Amended Motion for Protective Order Staying Discovery Pending Appeal or In The Alternative Motion To Quash;
Memorandum of Points & Authorities and Amended Declaration of | Il i Surport Thereof )
Filed by Petitioner

09/23/2019 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

09/23/2019 Proof of Service (petnr's reply amended motion prot. order w/amended declaration )
Filed by Petitioner

09/20/2019 Reply
Filed by Petitioner

09/19/2019 RFO/MTN - Continue
Filed by Petitioner

09/19/2019 Notice (of ord to produce docs )
Filed by Respondent

09/13/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in support of respdt's opposition to petnr's amended motion for protective order )
Filed by Respondent

09/13/2019 Opposition (to petnr's Amended Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Respondent

09/11/2019 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (Fail to File Designation/Election; Fail to Pay: REPORTER TRANSCRIPT FEES AND DEPOSIT )

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Order Made

09/04/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Held - Continued

09/04/2019 Minute Order
09/04/2019 Minute Order

09/04/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

09/04/2019 Opposition (to Petitioner- - Ex Parte Application For An Order Shortening Time to Have Heard a Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Respondent

09/04/2019 Minute Order

08/30/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (AMENDED: re Prot. Order and Motn to Quash )
Filed by Petitioner

08/15/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department 2, Kaufman, Shelley, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

08/15/2019 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner
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08/15/2019 Minute Order

08/15/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Ex Parte Request for Order )
Filed by Respondent

08/09/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Petitioner

08/09/2019 Appeal Document (TURNDOWN LETTER: CLERK'S TRANSCRIPT TO APPENDIX )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

08/08/2019 Notice (of Entry of Order to Add Judgment Debtor's )
Filed by Respondent

08/06/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (2nd amended as to debotors name $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

08/02/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

07/31/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (amended ($78,602.03) )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

07/29/2019 Affidavit (of Identity And Order )
Filed by Respondent

07/19/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Spear, Emily T., Presiding
Hearing - Off Calendar - Request of Respondent

07/19/2019 Minute Order

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

07/18/2019 RFO/MTN - Family Law (RE Application and Order for Appearance and Examination Enforcement of Judgment - Judgment Debtor )
Filed by Respondent

07/18/2019 RFO/MTN - Judgment Debtor Examination
Filed by Other

06/27/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcript Process Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

06/27/2019 Appeal - Reporter Appeal Transcripts Deposit Paid (TRNSCRB Fund )
Filed by Respondent

06/27/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Respondent

06/25/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

06/25/2019 Appeal - Record on Appeal Elected/Designated (Clerk Transcript; Reporter Transcript; WILL LODGE WITH DCA )
Filed by Petitioner

06/21/2019 Writ - Execution (atty fees orange county $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

06/17/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal )
Filed by Respondent

06/17/2019 Appeal - Superior Court Appeal Filing Fee Paid
Filed by Respondent

06/14/2019 Appeal Record Delivered

06/13/2019 Application (& Order for Appearance & Examination )
Filed by Respondent

06/13/2019 Abstract - of Judgment (issued attorney fees $78,602.03 )
Filed by Attorney for Respondent

06/10/2019 Appeal - Original Clerk's Transcript 1-5 Volumes Certified (CLOSED )

06/06/2019 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant
Filed by Petitioner

06/06/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (General Appeal )
Filed by Petitioner

06/06/2019 Proof of Service - Mail
Filed by Petitioner

05/17/2019 Appeal - Notice of Fees Due for Clerk's Transcript on Appeal

05/15/2019 Writ - Execution (Los Angeles county $78,602.03 base on order 4/17/19 )
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Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Abstract - of Judgment ($1,582.48 base on 4/17,19 )
Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Writ - Execution ($1,582.48 base on 4/17/19 Los Angeles County )
Filed by Respondent

05/15/2019 Abstract - of Judgment ($78,602.03 base on order date 4/17/19 )
Filed by Respondent

04/25/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

04/25/2019 Minute Order

04/17/2019 Order (Granting F‘etitioner- - Motion to Strike or Tax Costs of $1,718.19 )
Filed by Petitioner

04/17/2019 Order (Re Respondent Curtis Olson's Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

04/17/2019 Order (Striking Statement of Disqualification; Verified Answer )

04/16/2019 at 1:30 PM in Department J, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Off Calendar - Moving Party

04/16/2019 Minute Order

04/16/2019 Notice (of Withdrawal of Notice of Motion and Motion for Protective Order )
Filed by Other

04/16/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

04/16/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Respondent

04/16/2019 170.1 CCP Motion to Disqualify (Petitioner's || il s Notice and Statement of Disqualification of the Honorable Michael Convey [C.C.P.
Section 170.1(a)(1)(A); C.C.P. Section 170.1 (a) (6)(A)(iii); C.C.P. Section 170.1 (a)(6)(B)] )
Filed by Petitioner

04/09/2019 Objection
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Brief (closing brief in support of motion striking or taxing costs )
Filed by Petitioner

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Ashley Milnes )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Request - Judicial Notice
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Declaration (of Ryan A. Vogt-Lowell )
Filed by Respondent

04/09/2019 Reply
Filed by Respondent

03/18/2019 Appeal - Notice of Default Issued (;Fail to Pay $100 filing fee; )

03/15/2019 Order - Findings and Order After Hearing
Filed by Respondent

03/15/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Other

03/15/2019 Memorandum - Points and Authorities
Filed by Other

03/15/2019 Order - Findings and Order After Hearing
Filed by Respondent

03/1512019 Declaration (OF | )

Filed by Other

02/15/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

02/15/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order )
Filed by Petitioner
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02/15/2019 Declaration (of Benjamin F. Kanani in Opposition to Respondent Curtis Olson's Motion for Attorney's Fees )
Filed by Petitioner

02/15/2019 Declaration - Income and Expense
Filed by Petitioner

02/15/2019 Minute Order

02/15/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

02/13/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

02/13/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

02/11/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order
Filed by Petitioner

02/11/2019 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

02/07/2019 Proof of Service - Mail
Filed by Petitioner

02/07/2019 Appeal - Ntc Designating Record of Appeal APP-003/010/103 (Filed With Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

02/05/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Denied FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/31/2019 Appeal - Notice of Filing of Notice of Appeal
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Proof of Service (Personal Service; for Notice of Appeal )
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Proof of Service - Mail (for Notice of Appeal (via Overnight Delivery) )
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/30/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Appeal - Notice of Appeal/Cross Appeal Filed (without Proof of Service )
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/28/2019 Appeal - Self-Represented Appellant
Filed by Petitioner

01/25/2019 RFO/MTN - Protective Order (Attorney's Fees and Cost )
Filed by Respondent

01/25/2019 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in Support of Respondent Curtis Olson's Notice of Motion and Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant to Code
of Civil Procedure section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

01/25/2019 Notice - Motion (and Motion for Attorney's Fees and Costs Pursuant section 527.6 )
Filed by Respondent

01/16/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Denied

01/16/2019 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Motion for a New Trial Hearing - Denied

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing (Motion for Reconsideration )
01/16/2019 Minute Order

01/16/2019 Minute Order

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing (Motion for New Trial )
01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing

01/16/2019 Minute Order as Order After Hearing
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01/14/2019 Order (Orders on Evidentiary Objections )
Filed by Respondent

01/14/2019 Objection (Curtis Olson's Evidentiary )
Filed by Respondent

01/10/2019 Reply (in Support of Motion for Reconsideration; Third Supplemental Declaration of ||| I
Filed by Petitioner

01/10/2019 Declaration (Third Supplemental Declaration of ||| IJJl] for Rer'y in Support of Motion for New Trial and Reconsideration; Exhibits 1)
Filed by Petitioner

01/10/2019 Declaration (of Rex Harrison in Support )
Filed by Petitioner

01/10/2019 Declaration (Third Supplemental Declaration of- - for Reply in Support of Motion for New Trial and Reconsideration; Exhibits 2 )
Filed by Petitioner

01/04/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order (Motion for Reconsideration) )
Filed by Respondent

01/04/2019 Responsive Declaration (to Request for Order (Motion for New Trial) )
Filed by Respondent

01/03/2019 Stipulation (for Schedule to File Opposition and Reply Briefs for Motion for Reconsideration and Motion for New Trial by Petitioner ||| |} I
Filed by Respondent

12/24/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

12/24/2018 Stipulation (to Reschedule Hearing Date on Motions for Reconsideration and For New Trial, and [Proposed] Order Thereon )
Filed by Petitioner

12/24/2018 Minute Order

12/17/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Non-Appearance Case Review - Held - Order Made

12/17/2018 Minute Order

12/14/2018 Notice (of Errata for Motion for New Trial, Memorandum of Points and Authorities Supplemental and Superseding Declarations of ||| | I
and Loren Marken )

12/05/2018 RFO/MTN - Continue (Notice of Intention to Move for New Trial )
Filed by Petitioner

12/05/2018 RFO/MTN - Reconsideration
Filed by Petitioner

11/29/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Nunc Pro Tunc Order Hearing - Held - Order Made

11/29/2018 Nunc Pro Tunc Minute Order

11/28/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Attorney for Petitioner

11/20/2018 Notice - Lodging
Filed by Petitioner

11/19/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Denied - RO- After Evidence by both

11/19/2018 Minute Order

11/16/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued

11/16/2018 Stipulation (Receipt and Order Re Release of Civil Exhibits )
Filed by Petitioner

11/16/2018 Minute Order

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

11/15/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued

11/15/2018 Minute Order

11/14/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

11/14/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Held - Order Made
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11/14/2018 Witness List
Filed by Petitioner

11/14/2018 Proof of Service
Filed by Other

11/14/2018 Order (Granting Non-Party Cristine Olson's Ex Parte Application to Quash Witness Subpoena to Cristine Olson )

Filed by Other
11/14/2018 Minute Order

11/14/2018 Minute Order

11/14/2018 Warrant - Bench Warrant Issued Civil (Recalled and Quashed on 11/19/2018. The requesting party failed to pay the fee to the Sheriff's Department.

)

11/14/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

11/14/2018 Exhibit List
Filed by Petitioner

11/13/2018 Declaration (of Non-Party Christine Olson in Support of Ex Parte Application to Quash Witness Subpoena )

11/13/2018 Declaration (of Jennifer A. Mauri In Support of Ex Parte Applicatio to Quash Witness Subpoena to Christine Olson )

11/13/2018 Order (Ex Parte (FL-305) )

11/13/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Other

10/15/2018 Subpoena (Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Christine Olson) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Amado Merano) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (David Feder) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Robert Kilian) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Elsa Monroy) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Maggie Argue) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (Kelley Patrica Hemmeter O'neil) )
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2018 Subpoena (Civil (David Silver) )
Filed by Petitioner

08/23/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 65, Weingart, Gregory J, Presiding
Motion Hearing - Denied

08/23/2018 Minute Order

08/16/2018 Reply (in support of motion )
Filed by Respondent

08/16/2018 Declaration (gemma karapetyan )
Filed by Respondent

08/16/2018 Supplemental
Filed by Respondent

08/10/2018 Responsive Declaration
Filed by Petitioner

08/01/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 2, Kaufman, Shelley, Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

08/01/2018 Memorandum - Points and Authorities (in Support of Petitioner's Ex Parte Request for Order )
Filed by Petitioner

08/01/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

08/01/2018 Minute Order
06/21/2018 Proof of Service
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Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Motion (Notice of Motion and Motion to Reopen Discovery and for Sanctions )
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

06/21/2018 Declaration
Filed by Respondent

051252018 Notice (NN )

Filed by Respondent

05/23/2018 Notice (related case || I )

Filed by Respondent

05/23/2018 Notice (related case || NI )

Filed by Respondent

05/10/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department D, Convey, Michael J., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied - Without Prejudice

05/10/2018 Minute Order

05/04/2018 Supplemental (Declaration of- - )
Filed by Petitioner

04/30/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department 2, Lewis, Thomas Trent, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

04/30/2018 Minute Order

04/30/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

04/26/2018 Proof of Service (Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at the Trial Or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

04/26/2018 Miscellaneous (Notice of Unavailability of Witness Subpoenaed )
Filed by Attorney for Participant

04/24/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Denied

04/24/2018 Minute Order

04/24/2018 Opposition (to Petitioner's Ex Parte Application )
Filed by Other

04/24/2018 Ex Parte - Application (for an Order Compelling a Viewing of Surveillance Footage with an Expert, Further Production of Business Records, and to
Add Amado Merano as an Additional Protected Person; Memorandum of Points and Authorities; Declaration of Amado Merano In Support Thereof )
Filed by Petitioner

04/19/2018 Declaration (of Eric Kennedy in Support of Respondent Curtis Olson's Request for Civil Harassment Restraining Orders )
Filed by Respondent

04/02/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Granted - In Part

04/02/2018 Minute Order

03/23/2018 Objection (Evidentiary objections to declaration of- - )
Filed by Witness

03/23/2018 Reply (To Petitioner's Opposition To Motion To Quash )
Filed by Witness

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018

03/22/2018 Reply (to LB Property Management Opposition to Petitioner's Motion for an Order Compelling Further Production of Business Records from LB
Prpoerty Management )
Filed by Petitioner

03/20/2018 Opposition (to Motion to Quash Petitioner's Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing )
Filed by Petitioner

03/16/2018 Notice - Motion (to Quash Petitioner's Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance at Trial or Hearing and Request for Atttorney's Fees, Memorandom
of Points, etc.... )
Filed by Witness

03/16/2018 Objection (/Evidentiary to JJj Declaration )

RJN 030



Filed by Witness

03/16/2018 Opposition (to Pet's Motion for an Order Compelling Further Production of Business Records )

Filed by Witness

03/02/2018 Motion (For An Order Compelling Further Production Of Business Records )

Filed by Petitioner

02/14/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

02/14/2018 Proof of Service (of subpoena for personal appearance )
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Ex Parte Hearing - Off Calendar - Case Settled

01/23/2018 Ex Parte - Application
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Stipulation and Order
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Declaration - Ex Parte Notice (Notice Given)
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Minute Order

01/23/2018 Fee Waiver - Request - Waive Court Fees - Filed FW001
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Fee Waiver - Order on Court Fee Waiver - Granted FW003
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

01/23/2018 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner

01/19/2018 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

01/16/2018 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Motion Hearing - Off Calendar - Request of Petitioner

01/16/2018 Minute Order

01/03/2018 Proof of Service (served motion for order compelling production of business records )

Filed by Petitioner

12/08/2017 Motion (for order compelling production of business records )
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Goldberg, Hank M., Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued by Petitioner

12/04/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

12/04/2017 Minute Order

11/08/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F
Restraining Order Hearing - Not Held - Continued by Stipulation

11/08/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Respondent

11/08/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

11/08/2017 Minute Order

11/08/2017 Stipulation (to Continue Hearing )
Filed by Respondent

10/17/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Breddan, Matthew A, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

10/17/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
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Filed by Petitioner
10/17/2017 Minute Order

10/17/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Petitioner

10/17/2017 Substitution of Attorney
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 at 8:30 AM in Department F, Kazadi, Michelle L, Presiding
Restraining Order Hearing - Held - Continued, TRO Reissued

09/27/2017 Stipulation - Judge Pro Tem/Referee (Michelle Kizadi )
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Notice - Hearing & Order on Reissuance TRO (Form 116)
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Proof of Service (served TRO )
Filed by Petitioner

09/27/2017 Request to Continue and Reissue TRO (Form 115)
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Response - Civil Harassment
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Dane Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Curtis Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/26/2017 Declaration (of Dylan Olson )
Filed by Respondent

09/14/2017 Proof of Service
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Declaration - Ex Parte Notice (No Notice Given)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Civil Case Cover Sheet (Addendum and Statement of Location )

09/06/2017 Notice - Court Hearing (Form 109)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Temporary Restraining Order (Form 110)
Filed by Petitioner

09/06/2017 Petition - Civil Harassment
Filed by Petitioner

Click on any of the below link(s) to see Register of Action Items on or before the date indicated:
TOP 09/02/2020 02/26/2020 11/06/2019 07/18/2019 02/07/2019 11/15/2018 03/22/2018
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT NWD HON .
B B 2 INDIVIDUAL,
PETITIONER,
VS.

CURTIS OLSON, AN INDIVIDUAL,

RESPONDENT .

MICHAEL J. CONVEY, JUDGE

CASE NO.

R/T

AND RELATED ACTIONS.

~_— — — — — — — — ~— — ~— —

REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

11/16/18

APPEARANCES:

FOR PETITIONER/
RESPONDEN

FOR RESPONDENT/
PETITIONER
OLSON:

REPORTED BY:

BENJAMIN F. KANANI, ESOQ.

8730 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

SUITE 411

BEVERLY HILLS, CALIFORNIA 90211

BUCHALTER

ERIC M. KENNEDY, ESQ.

1000 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD

SUITE 1500

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90017

RYAN A. VOGT-LOWELL, ESQ.

1 MACARTHUR PLACE

SUITE 300

SANTA ANA, CALIFORNIA 92707

MARLENE BURRIS, RPR, CSR #8424
OFFICIAL REPORTER

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)
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CASE NUMBER: I /T

CASE NAME: B V- 0LsoN

VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA 11/16/18

DEPARTMENT NO. NWD HON. MICHAEL J. CONVEY, JUDGE
REPORTER: MARLENE BURRIS, CSR NO. 8424
TIME: 8:56 A.M.

APPEARANCES :

(AS HERETOFORE NOTED.)

THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD IN THE RESTRAINING
ORDER MATTERS. BOTH PARTIES ARE PRESENT AND COUNSEL FOR
BOTH PARTIES ARE PRESENT. WHERE DO WE GO NEXT ON THE
B C:cE?

MR. KANANI: AT THIS POINT, WE HAD A FEW PRETRIAL
QUESTIONS TO CLARIFY. THE WITNESSES FOR TODAY ARE
MR. OLSON AND MS. | 'S CASE-IN-CHIEF FOLLOWED BY
MS. HEE 2T WHICH POINT WE HAVE NOT HEARD FROM
MR. MORENO. SO WE HAVE —- OTHER THAN THAT, WE JUST HAVE
POTENTIALLY FOUR WITNESSES ON REBUTTAL, ONE OF WHICH IS
NOT MR. ECONN. HE CAN BE EXCUSED. EACH OF THOSE
WITNESSES SHOULD BE FIVE TO TEN MINUTES. THEN THERE IS
MR. OLSON'S CASE-IN-CHIEF.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. ANYTHING ELSE PRELIMINARY?

MR. KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. WE HAVE ONE ISSUE.
WE WOULD LIKE TO MOVE UNDER EVIDENCE CODE 352 IN LIMINE

TO EXCLUDE ANY EVIDENCE OR TESTIMONY TODAY OF DOCUMENTS

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)
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THAT RELATE TO ALLEGATIONS THAT WERE MADE IN THE 2015
APPLICATION.
AS THE COURT HAS NOTED PREVIOUSLY, THIS

HEARING IS NOT MEANT TO BE A REDO OF THOSE ALLEGATIONS
WHICH WERE BROUGHT FOR HEARING AND WERE SETTLED NOR WAS
IT MEANT TO BE AN EFFORT TO TRY TO RE-LITIGATE THOSE
ALLEGATIONS IN THE CIVIL ACTIONS. WE BELIEVE THAT
TESTIMONY RELATING TO THE 2015 APPLICATION WOULD DO BOTH
OF THOSE THINGS. IT WOULD ALSO UNDULY WASTE VALUABLE
TIME AND RESOURCES OF THE COURT AND EXTEND THIS HEARING,
WHICH HAS BEEN LONG ENOUGH, EVEN LONGER.

THE COURT: THANK YOU. YOUR ARGUMENT AND
OPPOSITION, MR. KANANI.

MR, KANANI : WELL, WE HAVE NO PROBLEM CONFORMING
WITH THE COURT'S ORDER. IF THERE IS A DOCUMENT OR ISSUE
THAT WAS RE-LITIGATED, WE —-- OF COURSE, THE COURT
EXCLUDED IT AS PREVIOUSLY STATED. I DON'T KNOW IF T
INTEND TO REALLY INTRODUCE TOO MANY DOCUMENTS THAT ARE
FILED IN THAT PREVIOUS RESTRAINING ORDER. I SHOULD NOT
INTRODUCE ANY AS THE COURT STATED PREVIOUSLY. WE'LL TAKE
ONE EXHIBIT AT A TIME. THE CONTENT OF WHAT HE'S
SUGGESTING IS IN LINE OF WHAT THE COURT ORDERED ON THE
FIRST DAY OF TRIAL.

MR,  KENNEDY: WE'RE CERTAINLY NOT LIMITING -—-

THE COURT: HOLD ON. ANYTHING ELSE?

MR, KANANI : NO. WE HAVE SOME GENERAL OTHER
PRELIMINARY QUESTIONS BUT NOT ON THIS.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY, REPLY.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)
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MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

WE'RE NOT LIMITING OUR REQUESTS TO
DOCUMENTS. WE'RE ASKING THAT ANY DOCUMENTS, ANY
TESTIMONY, ANY REFERENCE TO EVIDENCE THAT RELATES TO
ALLEGATIONS THAT WERE MADE IN THE 2015 APPLICATION BE
PROHIBITED NOW AT THE OUTSET RATHER THAN GOING CASE BY
CASE BY CASE WHICH DOES NOT ADDRESS THE ISSUE OF WASTING
THE COURT'S TIME NOR DOES IT ADDRESS THE OBVIOUS
PREJUDICE THAT WE'LL SUFFER IF WE'RE REQUIRED TO
RE-LITIGATE THESE ISSUES THAT HAVE BEEN ARGUED AND
SETTLED.

THE COURT: THE COURT'S RULING ON YOUR MOTION IN
LIMINE -- THIS IS THE RESPONDENT'S ORAL MOTION IN LIMINE
UNDER EVIDENCE CODE 352. I APPRECIATE THE ARGUMENTS ON
BOTH SIDES. I APPRECIATE THE LEGAL QUESTION THAT YOU
RAISE. THE COURT'S VIEW IS STILL NEUTRAL. THE COURT'S
VIEW IS NEUTRAL IN RECEIVING ALL OF THE EVIDENCE FROM
BOTH SIDES BEFORE IT MAKES ITS DECISION OR DECISIONS.
LET ME MAKE THAT ABUNDANTLY CLEAR TO EVERYBODY.

BY MY VERY NEXT COMMENTS, HOWEVER, I DO NOT
MEAN TO TELL YOU IF I HAVE ANY PREDILECTION OR
PREDISPOSITION TOWARD ANY ISSUE OR RULING. BUT I THOUGHT
THAT I MADE IT VERY CLEAR AT THE BEGINNING OF THE CASE
THAT WE ARE NOT TRYING THE 2015 RESTRAINING ORDER BUT
THAT I MIGHT HEAR SOMETHING ABOUT THAT AS IT MAY LEND
SOME FACTUAL CONTEXT TO THE EVENTS ALLEGED IN THE INSTANT
RESTRAINING ORDER APPLICATIONS, BOTH OF THEM.

TO THAT EXTENT, THE COURT MAY HAVE A FACTUAL

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)
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CONTEXT OR A FOUNDATIONAL ELEMENT TO DRAW FROM IN THAT
EVIDENCE. HEARING IT, ADMITTING IT DOES NOT MAKE IT THE
SUBJECT OF A RESTRAINING ORDER. I MADE IT ALSO, I
BELIEVE, ABUNDANTLY CLEAR THAT REQUESTS FOR RELIEF
ARISING OUT OF EVENTS THAT OCCURRED PRIOR TO THE
SETTLEMENT OF THE PREVIOUSLY RESTRAINING ORDER ARE NOT
GOING TO BE AND SHALL NOT BE THE SUBJECT OF A RESTRAINING
ORDER TODAY.

THIS COURT IS EXPERIENCED ENOUGH AS A TRIER
OF FACT IN CIVIL HARASSMENT CASES AND IN THE FAMILY LAW
AND CIVIL HARASSMENT ASSIGNMENT OVER THESE MANY YEARS TO
BE ABLE TO VIEW THE EVIDENCE, TO SEPARATE THAT WHICH
MIGHT BE ARGUED IN FRONT OF A JURY TO BE PREJUDICIAL OR
CONFUSING AND AVOID THAT CONFUSION IN ITS MIND AS IT
MAKES THAT DECISION.

I INVITE COUNSEL ON BOTH SIDES TO TELL ME
HOW MUCH WEIGHT, IF ANY, I SHOULD GIVE THAT EVIDENCE OF
THIS CHARACTER AND VARIETY, LITTLE, NONE, OR A GREAT DEAL
OR SOMEWHERE ELSE. AS FOR THE PREJUDICE, I HAVE JUST
ADDRESSED THAT. MY ABILITY TO SEPARATE OUT WHAT I HAVE
JUST SAID I WOULD DO IS PARAMOUNT AND I KEEP THAT IN MIND
AS I HEAR ALL OF THE EVIDENCE IN THIS CASE. SO I DON'T
FIND PREJUDICE TO THE RESPONDENT MR. OLSON BY MY ALLOWING
EVIDENCE IN THIS FASHION MAKING IT ABUNDANTLY CLEAR THAT
A RESTRAINING ORDER SHALL NOT BE BASED UPON THAT WHICH
WAS PREVIOUSLY SETTLED.

AS FOR CONSUMPTION OF TIME, THAT IS AN ISSUE

THAT PRESENTS ITSELE AND IT IS CORRECTABLE, IF YOU WILL,
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OR REMEDIATED BY THOSE PROVISIONS OF CODE OF CIVIL
PROCEDURE SECTION 527.6 SPECIFICALLY (S) THAT ALLOW FOR
ATTORNEYS' FEES TO THE PREVAILING PARTY. BEYOND THAT,
THE PARTIES HAVE A RIGHT TO HAVE THEIR CASE HEARD IN
COURT. THE CASE WAS ASSIGNED TO THIS DEPARTMENT BY THE
SUPERVISING JUDGE OF FAMILY LAW IN DEPARTMENT TWO FOR A
FOUR-DAY HEARING. AND WE'RE IN THE THIRD DAY OF THAT
NOW. WE HAVE MONDAY THE 19TH. AND I EXPECT WE'LL FINISH
BY THEN ON TIME. AND AS YOU SEE, I DO KEEP THE TIME
HERE. WE'RE NOT WASTING TIME UNNECESSARILY ON YOUR
PRESENTATION. AND YOUR PRESENTATIONS HAVE ACTUALLY COME
IN A SHADE UNDER YOUR ESTIMATES WHICH IS APPRECIATED BY
THE COURT. NEVERTHELESS, I DENY THE ORAL 352 MOTION.
THE MOTION IN LIMINE IS DENIED.

MR, KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: CALL YOUR NEXT WITNESS.

MR, KANANI : A FEW PRELIMINARY QUESTIONS OR ISSUES
TO DEAL WITH FIRST.

THE COURT: OKAY.

MR, KANANI : FIRST, WE'D LIKE TO EXCUSE MR. ECONN.
WE HAVE NO INTENTION TO CALL HIM.

THE COURT: DO YOU INTEND TO EXCUSE MR. ECONN AT
THIS TIME?

MR, KENNEDY: YES.

THE COURT: SO MR. ECONN IS ORDERED EXCUSED.

MS. BARKER, YOU'RE FREE TO GO. FREE TO

STAY. PLEASE ADVISE YOUR CLIENT HE'S EXCUSED. HE WON'T

BE CALLED BACK BY ANY PARTY FOR ANY PURPOSE.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)
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MS. BARKER. I APPRECIATE THAT, YOUR HONOR.

MR KANANI : WE JUST WANTED TO KNOW IF THE COURT
INTENDS TO HEAR REBUTTAL WITNESSES AFTER BOTH CASES IN
CHIEF HAVE BEEN PRESENTED OR --

THE COURT: YES.

MR, KANANI : SOME CLARIFICATION ON AUDIO
TRANSCRIPTIONS. WE HAVE TWO RECORDINGS WHICH ARE
CURRENTLY BEING TRANSCRIBED. WE'RE HOPING THEY WILL BE
DONE BY THE AFTERNOON. MOST LIKELY BY MONDAY MORNING.
ARE THEY SIMPLY PRESENTED OR SOMEONE WITH CERTIFICATION
OR SOMEONE TO AUTHENTICATE THEM?

THE COURT: IS THE AUDIO ONE OF THE EXHIBITS?

MR, KANANI : ONE OF THEM IS AN EXHIBIT MARKED AS
EXHIBIT 1. THE OTHER IS NOT.

THE COURT: THE OTHER AUDIO, IF IT'S PART OF YOUR
CASE-IN-CHIEF, YOU'RE AUGMENTING THE EXHIBIT LIST IN THE
MIDDLE OF THE TRIAL WHICH I SAID YOU CANNOT DO. UNLESS
IT'S FOR IMPEACHMENT OR REBUTTAL, I WON'T EVEN ALLOW IT
TO BE MARKED.

MR, KANANI : THAT IS THE ONLY REASON.

THE COURT: THAT IS UNFAIR SURPRISE. THAT IS
PREJUDICIAL TO THE OTHER SIDE UNLESS IT'S TRULY OR
IMPEACHMENT OR REBUTTAL.

MR KANAN : YES.

THE COURT: CALIFORNIA RULE OF COURT 2.1040 IS THE
RULE THAT GUIDES ELECTRONIC RECORDINGS. YOU'RE REQUIRED
TO HAVE THE TRANSCRIPT HERE. YOU HAVE A SAFE HARBOR

UNDER THAT RULE TO PROVIDE THE TRANSCRIPT LATER. THAT
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DOES NOT EXCUSE THE REQUIREMENT OF THE PROHIBITION
AGAINST AUGMENTING YOUR CASE-IN-CHIEF IN THE MIDDLE OF
THE CASE-IN-CHIEF. THE COURT REQUIRED THAT ALL EXHIBITS
BE TURNED OVER SIX MONTHS AGO. AND THAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN
DONE SIX MONTHS AGO. UNLESS IT'S TRULY IMPEACHMENT OR
REBUTTAL, I WON'T ALLOW IT. I'M VERY FIRM WITH THAT RULE
BECAUSE THAT DOES UNDULY CONSUME TIME AND IT'S UNFAIR
SURPRISE. ANYTHING ELSE?

MR, KANANI : THE ONLY OTHER ISSUE IS GIVEN THAT WE
HAVE NOT HEARD FROM MR. MORENO, WE HAVE A FEW
DECLARATIONS FROM HIM WHICH HAVE BEEN MARKED AND HAVE
BEEN PROVIDED TO OPPOSING COUNSEL.

THE COURT: ARE THEY MARKED AS EXHIBITS?

MR, KANANI : YES, THEY ARE ALL MARKED AS A SINGLE
EXHIBIT. I BELIEVE IT'S EXHIBIT —-- PETITIONER'S EXHIBIT
14, THREE SEPARATE DECLARATIONS.

THE COURT: ARE YOU MOVING THOSE INTO EVIDENCE?

MR, KANANI : WE REQUEST THAT THEY BE MOVED INTO
EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: IS THERE ANY OBJECTION?

MR, KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. THESE ARE HEARSAY.
LACKS FOUNDATION. NOT AUTHENTIC. NO OPPORTUNITY TO
CROSS-EXAMINE. THERE'S NO EXCEPTION.

THE COURT: THERE IS AN EXCEPTION. THERE'S A
CASE —- CIVIL HARASSMENT CASE THAT ALLOWS HEARSAY. AND I
DON'T HAVE THE CITE FOR YOU. BUT IT IS A DECIDED CASE
LAW THAT HEARSAY EVIDENCE IS ADMISSIBLE IN A CIVIL

HARASSMENT HEARING. I WILL OVERRULE THE OBJECTION, AND I
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WILL CONSIDER EXHIBIT 14 FOR WHATEVER IT'S WORTH.

THE FACT THAT THE MAN IS NOT HERE TO BE
CROSS-EXAMINED AFTER A SUBPOENA WAS SERVED ON HIM AND AN
ORDER WAS DIRECTED TO HIM TO APPEAR AND A BENCH WARRANT
ISSUED FOR HIM IS SOMETHING THAT IS IN THE RECORD ALREADY
AND CAN BE ARGUED FOR THE WEIGHT THAT I MIGHT GIVE THAT
EVIDENCE AS WELL.

MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: EXHIBIT 14 IS ADMITTED.

(PETITIONER'S EXHIBIT 14 WAS RECEIVED INTO

EVIDENCE. )

THE COURT: ANYTHING ELSE?

MR, KANANI : THAT IS ALL FOR NOW.

THE COURT: CALL YOUR NEXT WITNESS.

MR, KANANI : PETITIONER CALLS MR. OLSON.

THE COURT: MR. OLSON, UNDER EVIDENCE CODE 776 IF
YOU COME ON UP HERE TO THE WITNESS STAND.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT
MR. KANANI BE REMINDED THAT HE HAS A HARD TIME HEARING.

HE WEARS TWO HEARING AIDS.

CURTI S OLSQN,
CALLED AS A WITNESS BY THE PETITIONER UNDER
EVIDENCE CODE 776, WAS SWORN AND TESTIFIED AS
FOLLOWS:

/17

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 042



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

28

THE COURT CLERK: YOU DO SOLEMNLY STATE THAT THE
TESTIMONY YOU MAY GIVE IN THE CAUSE NOW PENDING BEFORE
THIS COURT SHALL BE THE TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND
NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH, SO HELP YOU GOD?

THE WTNESS. YES, I DO.

THE COURT CLERK: PLEASE BE SEATED.

PLEASE STATE AND SPELL YOUR FIRST AND LAST
NAME FOR THE RECORD.

THE W TNESS: CURTIS OLSON, C-U-R-T-I-S O-L-S-O-N.

THE COURT: THANK YOU.

MR. KANANI, PLEASE REMEMBER TO SPEAK LOUD
AND CLEAR SO THAT MR. OLSON CAN HEAR YOU ASKING
QUESTIONS. YOU MAY PROCEED WITH YOUR DIRECT UNDER

EVIDENCE CODE 776.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KANAN :
Q THANK YOU, MR. OLSON. I WANTED TO START
WITH A GENERAL HISTORY VERY BRIEFLY WITHOUT USING UP MORE

OF THE COURT'S TIME THAN NECESSARY. DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN

you FIRST MET MS. I :

A APPROXIMATELY -- APPROXIMATELY 2002.

Q AND DO YOU REMEMBER HOW YOU WERE FIRST
INFORMED OF THE PROPERTY KNowN AS [

A YES, I DO.

Q CAN YOU DESCRIBE TO THE COURT HOW YOU FIRST

BECAME AWARE OF THAT?

A I RECEIVED A PHONE CALL FROM A FRIEND OF
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MINE SAYING THAT A MAN BY THE NAME OF KENNY HAD A PROJECT
UP INJEEEEEEE '© 100K AT EIGHT APARTMENTS AND I DROVE
UP AND TOOK A LOOK AT IT.

Q PRIOR TO HEARING ABOUT IT FROM KENNY, DID

yoU EVER HEAR ABOUT IT FROM MS. I :

A NO.
Q HOW IS IT THAT You AND MS. | :=NDED
UP -— WELL, STRIKE THAT. WITHDRAWN AND REPHRASE.

WHEN YoU PURCHASED NN 'S

vMS. BB 2 PARTNER OR INVOLVED AS A JOINT VENTURER IN

ANY WAY?
A NO.
Q WAS SHE ON THE PAPERWORK OR WAS SHE INVOLVED

IN THE PURCHASING OF THE TRANSACTION AT ALL?
A YES.
MR,  KENNEDY: VAGUE AND AMBIGUOUS.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. THE ANSWER WILL STAND.

MR. KANANI: I DID NOT HEAR THE ANSWER.

THE COURT: YES.
BY MR KANAN :

Q WHAT WAS HER ROLE IN THIS TRANSACTION?

A SHE HAD THE CONDO —— CAN I REFER TO IT AS
I

Q YES.

A SHE HAD | UNDER CONTRACT TO PURCHASE.

Q MEANING -- CAN YOU DESCRIBE SHE HAD A UNIT

UNDER CONTRACT TO PURCHASE?

A IT WAS AN EIGHT APARTMENT UNITS. NOT A
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CONDO. AND SHE HAD THE ENTIRE EIGHT UNITS UNDER CONTRACT
TO PURCHASE.

Q BUT SHE WAS UNABLE TO PURCHASE -— SHE DID
NOT HAVE THE FUNDS TO COME UP WITH THE MONEY TO PURCHASE?

A THAT IS MY ASSUMPTION.

Q ARE YOU THE ONE WHO PROVIDED THE MONEY TO
ULTIMATELY PURCHASE I :

A AFTER SOME THINGS THAT WENT ON, I ULTIMATELY
WAS THE ONE.

Q DID YOU PURCHASE IT PERSONALLY OR THROUGH A
BUSINESS ENTITY?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. LET'S MOVE ON.

BY MR KANANI :

Q MR. OLSON, ARE YOU THE PRESIDENT OR CEO OF
NEXUS DEVELOPMENT?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. MOVE ON.

BY MR KANANI :

Q I WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU ABOUT A POTENTIAL
CONVERSATION THAT TOOK PLACE IN 2005 AS YOU HEARD ME ASK
PREVIOUS WITNESSES.

WERE YOU LIVING AT | 1IN 20057

MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. GET TO THE POINT. IF IT'S
IN 2005, THEN IT MUST DIRECTLY RELATE TO THE SERIES OF
EVENTS OR OCCURRENCES THAT YOU ALLEGE ARE PART OF THE

INSTANT RESTRAINING ORDER AND NOT ANYTHING ELSE. THAT IS
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12

THE COURT'S STANDING ORDER FROM THE BEGINNING OF THIS
CASE.
BY MR KANANI :

Q DID YOU EVER HAVE A CONVERSATION WITH ANYONE
IN WHICH YOU DIRECTED ANOTHER INDIVIDUAL TO REFER TO
MS. B 2SS A CON ARTIST OR A PROSTITUTE AT ANY TIME?

A NO.

Q DID ANYONE HAVE A CONVERSATION WITH YOU IN
WHICH THEY DIRECTED YOU TO DO WHAT I JUST DESCRIBED?

A CAN YOU RESTATE THAT, PLEASE?

Q DID ANYONE HAVE A CONVERSATION -- DID YOU
HAVE A CONVERSATION WITH ANYONE IN WHICH THEY DIRECTED

YyOoU TO REFER TO MS. | 2SS 2 CON ARTIST OR A

PROSTITUTE?

A NO.

Q MR. OLSON, DID YOU EVER ATTEMPT TO PURCHASE
MS. ' UNIT FROM HER?

A I'M SORRY?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.
THE COURT: THE OBJECTION ON RELEVANCE IS

OVERRULED. PLEASE REPEAT THE QUESTION.

BY MR KANAN :

Q DID YOU EVER ATTEMPT TO PURCHASE
vS. I s oNiT AT I ROV HER?

A I NEVER DID.

Q DID ANYONE AT NEXUS DEVELOPMENT EVER ATTEMPT
TO DO SO?

A NO, NOT AT NEXUS.
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Q DID ANYONE WORKING ON YOUR BEHALF EVER
ATTEMPTED TO DO SO?

A NEVER ON MY BEHALF.

Q DID AN INDIVIDUAL —- ARE YOU AWARE OF AN
INDIVIDUAL NAMED CORY ALDER?

A YES.

Q DO YOU KNOW IF HE ATTEMPTED TO PURCHASE THE
UNIT FrROM MS. I :

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.

THE WTNESS: HE'S PRESIDENT OF MY COMPANY. I, YOU
KNOW, 2005 I DON'T KNOW IF HE DID OR NOT.

BY MR KANANI :

Q YOU SAID, "MY COMPANY." CAN YOU TELL ME
WHICH COMPANY THAT IS.

A NEXUS DEVELOPMENT.

Q DID ANYONE ELSE AT YOUR COMPANY EVER ATTEMPT
TO PURCHASE THE UNIT BESIDES MR. ALDER THAT YOU'RE AWARE
OF?

A I'M NOT AWARE OF IT. I HAVE PEOPLE THAT
WORK FOR ME AND HAVE A LOT -- LITTLE EXPERIENCES THAT
WERE GOING ON, YOU KNOW. SO I DON'T KNOW.

Q I DON'T WANT YOU TO GUESS. YOU CAN SAY WHAT
YOU'RE AWARE OF. THAT'S ALL WE'RE ENTITLED TO. YOU'RE
AWARE THERE'S A VACANT LOT NEXT DOOR TO [N

A VERY WELL, YES.

Q DO YOU —-- ARE YOU AWARE OF HOW THAT LOT IS
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CURRENTLY ZONED?
MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANAN :
Q MR. OLSON, YOU WERE THE PRESIDENT OF THE
BOARD OF THE HOMEOWNER'S AsSocIATION AT [

AT ONE POINT?

A YES.

Q ARE YOU CURRENTLY THE BOARD PRESIDENT?

A NO.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN YOU WERE THE BOARD
PRESIDENT?

A NOT EXACT YEARS, NO.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER FOR HOW LONG YOU WERE THE

BOARD PRESIDENT?

A NO.

Q ARE YOU CURRENTLY A MEMBER OF THE BOARD?

A NO.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHO THE MEMBERS OF THE BOARD
ARE?

A FOR SURE I KNOW ONE. SCOTT BURNHAM
(PHONETICALLY) .

Q DO YOU KNOW ANY OTHERS?

A I'M NOT SURE WHO IS ON THE BOARD RIGHT NOW.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHO WAS A MEMBER OF THE

BOARD WHEN YOU WERE A MEMBER AS WELL?
A I THINK FOR A SHORT PERIOD DON ECONN WAS.

SCOTT BURNHAM I THINK AT ONE TIME WHEN I WAS ON THE
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BOARD.

Q THAT IS ALL YOU CAN REMEMBER AS YOU SIT HERE
TODAY; CORRECT?

A YES.

Q WITHOUT DESCRIBING THE DETAILS OR GETTING
INTO ANY OF THE LEGAL ASPECTS, DO YOU REMEMBER THE
HOMEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION HAVING A NUMBER OF DISPUTES IN

THE PAST OR CURRENTLY WITH MS. |-

A YES.

Q ARE YOU PERSONALLY INVOLVED IN ANY OF THESE
DISPUTES?

A REPHRASE YOUR QUESTION.

Q I DON'T BELIEVE I HAVE TO UNLESS THERE'S AN
OBJECTION.

THE COURT: DO YOU UNDERSTAND THE QUESTION?

THE WTNESS: I DO NOT UNDERSTAND THE QUESTION.

THE COURT: PLEASE REPHRASE IT.
BY MR KANANI :

Q OF THOSE DISPUTES YOU'RE AWARE OF BETWEEN
THE HOMEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION AND MS. |,  2RE YOU
PERSONALLY AS AN INDIVIDUAL INVOLVED IN ANY WAY?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. ASSUMES FACTS NOT IN
EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.

THE WTNESS: 1I'M TRYING TO UNDERSTAND.

THE COURT: ARE YOU INVOLVED IN ANY DISPUTES WITH
MS. I -

THE W TNESS: REFERRING TO THE CONDO ASSOCIATION HE
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SAID.
THE COURT: YES. VERY SIMPLE QUESTION.
THE W TNESS: NoO.
THE COURT: THANK YOU.

BY MR KANAN :

Q MR. OLSON, I DON'T WANT TO LITIGATE ANYTHING
FROM 2015, AND I'M GOING TO TRY VERY HARD TO COMPLY WITH
THE COURT ORDERS HERE, BUT I WILL ASK ONE QUESTION.

THE COURT: I WILL STRIKE THAT FROM THE RECORD.
YOU'RE NOT ALLOWED TO DO THAT. I'VE SAID MY ORDER.
YOU'RE NOT ALLOWED TO COMMENT ON MY ORDER.

MR, KANANI: I APOLOGIZE, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: DON'T DO IT. IT'S DISRESPECTFUL TO THE
COURT'S ORDER. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO FOLLOW IT. GET TO
THE POINT FOR THIS CASE NOW.

BY MR KANANI

Q AT ANY POINT, ARE YOU AWARE OF ANYONE WHO
HAS BEEN PEEPING ON MS. | IVSIDE HER UNIT?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER DIRECT ANYONE TO TAKE PICTURES
OF MS. B NSIDE HER UNIT?

A NO.

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF MS. | 'S COMPLAINTS
THAT SOME INDIVIDUALS AT | .':c BEEN SPYING
ON HER OR SURVEILLING HER?

A OF COURSE I'M AWARE OF IT.

Q ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH ANY OF THE INDIVIDUALS

WHO SHE BELIEVES HAVE BEEN SPYING ON HER OR SURVEILLING
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HER?

A ONE MORE TIME ON THAT QUESTION.

Q ARE YOU FAMILIAR OR AWARE OF ANY OF THE
INDIVIDUALS, THE ACTUAL PEOPLE, WHO SHE BELIEVES ARE
SURVEILLING OR SPYING ON HER?

A YES. I LISTEN TO IT HERE IN COURT.

Q OTHER THAN -- PRIOR TO THIS COURT
PROCEEDING, HAD YOU MET ANY OF THE INDIVIDUALS THAT

MS. B B:LIEVES HAVE BEEN SURVEILLING HER?

A I KNOW —-
MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION.
THE W TNESS: -- FEDER.

MR, KENNEDY: LACKS FOUNDATION. CALLS FOR
SPECULATION.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. REPHRASE THE QUESTION.
BY MR KANANI

Q PRIOR TO THESE COURT PROCEEDINGS, DID YOU
EVER NOTICE ANYONE STATIONED OUTSIDE OF NN
FOR HOURS AT A TIME?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER NOTICE INDIVIDUALS WALKING
AROUND THE UNIT BUT NOT SEEMING TO HAVE ANY PARTICULAR
PURPOSE TO BE THERE?

A NO, NEVER.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE ANY INDIVIDUALS -- I'M
SORRY. STRIKE THAT. REPHRASE.

THERE IS A HOTEL ACROSS THE STREET FROM

I C:iitD THE N OTEL .
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ARE YOU AWARE OF THIS HOTEL, MR. OLSON?

A YES.

Q THERE'S A CAFE INSIDE IT WHICH I REFERRED TO
PREVIOUSLY CALLED BB CArE. YOU'RE AWARE OF THIS
CAFE?

A YES.

Q HAVE YOU EVER SEEN ANY MEN DRESSED IN BLACK
ATTEND OR BE PRESENT AT THIS CAFE WHILE WERE YOU THERE?

A I REALLY HAVE NOT STUDIED THE OUTFITS. SO I

CAN'T REALLY RESPOND TO YOU.

Q DO YOU EVER GO TO THE CAFE ON YOUR OWN?
A QUITE OFTEN.
Q DID YOU EVER GO WITH INDIVIDUALS WHO WERE,

YOU KNOW, HIRED BY YOU AND DRESSED IN BLACK TO LOOK FOR

Ms. I -
A ABSOLUTELY NOT.
Q DID YOU EVER GO TO THE CAFE WITH ANYONE WHO

WAS EITHER HIRED BY YOU OR WORKING WITH YOU TO LOOK FOR

Ms. -

A NEVER.

Q DID YOU EVER GO TO THE CAFE WITH DOUG ECONN?

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER GO TO THE CAFE WITH AN
INDIVIDUAL -- I'M SORRY. STRIKE THAT.

DID YOU EVER DIRECT ANYONE ELSE TO GO TO THE
CAFE ON YOUR BEHALF TO LOOK FOR MS. |
A NEVER.

Q WHEN YOU WOULD GO TO THE CAFE, DO YOU
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REMEMBER —-- I'M SORRY. I'LL REPHRASE THAT.
WHEN YOU WOULD GO TO THE CAFE, WOULD YOU
NORMALLY GO ON YOUR OWN OR WOULD YOU GO WITH A FRIEND OR
FAMILY MEMBER?
A MOST OF THE TIME WITH SOMEONE ELSE.
Q WOULD YOU EVER GO WITH SOMEONE WHO WAS
WORKING FOR YOU?
A NO. NO.
Q WHEN YOU AT THE CAFE —— I'M SORRY. I'LL
REPHRASE THAT.
AT ANY POINT WHEN YOU HAVE GONE TO THE CAFE,
DID YOU EVER MEET AN INDIVIDUAL NAMED AMADO MORENO?
A I DON'T KNOW. I COULDN'T PICK HIM OUT OF
THE CROWD. I DON'T KNOW WHO HE IS. I WAS GOING TO
SPECULATE BUT I WON'T.
Q I'LL REPHRASE. DO YOU KNOW IF YOU HAVE EVER

MET AN INDIVIDUAL NAMED AMADO MORENO?

A I DO NOT KNOW.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHO MR. MORENO IS?

A HE'S THE MAN IN BLACK STORY. THAT'S WHAT I
KNOW.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHERE HE WORKS OR WHAT HE DOES

FOR A LIVING?

A THE ONLY THING I KNOW IS WHAT YOU GUYS WROTE
ON THAT DECLARATION THAT SAYS HE WORKS THERE.

Q SO BESIDES WHAT'S BEEN INCLUDED IN THIS
PROCEEDING, YOU HAVE NO KNOWLEDGE OF MR. MORENO?

A MAKE IT CLEAR. I DO NOT KNOW WHO THE MAN
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IS. 1IF I SEEN HIM WALK IN HERE, I WOULDN'T KNOW WHO HE

IS.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED BODYGUARDS TO PROTECT

YOURSELF, MR. OLSON?

SORRY .

A NO, NEVER.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED PRIVATE DETECTIVES —-
A NO.

Q —— TO WORK ON YOUR BEHALF?

A NO.

Q I'LL ASK SOME GENERAL QUESTIONS ABOUT —-—

I WON'T INTRODUCE THIS.

WHEN YOU WERE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD, DID YOU

EVER REQUEST THAT SECURITY CAMERAS BE PLACED AT |

|
A T KNOW THEY WERE PLACED THERE A FEW YEARS
AGO. I DON'T THINK I WAS ON THE BOARD WHEN IT HAPPENED.

I'M NOT 100 PERCENT SURE.

Q OKAY. DO YOU REMEMBER THE MONTH IN WHICH

THEY WERE INSTALLED?

A NO.

Q OR FIRST PUT IN?

A NO.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHO REQUESTED THAT THEY BE

ORIGINALLY INSTALLED?

A I DO NOT.
Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHY OR —-
A YOUR HONOR, THE LADY IS MAKING FACES AT ME

AND STUFF. IT'S GETTING OLD.
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THE COURT: THE PARTIES ARE ADMONISHED THAT
NONVERBAL EXPRESSIONS IN COURT ARE VIOLATING THE COURT'S
ORDER AT THE BEGINNING OF THIS CASE. DISRESPECTFUL.
UNCIVIL. IT'S ORDERED TO STOP. IF IT'S SEEN AGAIN, IT
CAN HAVE SANCTION CONSEQUENCES.

PROCEED.
MR KANANI: I'M SORRY.
THE COURT: YOU WANT YOUR LAST QUESTION BACK?

MR. KANANI : THAT WOULD BE HELPFUL, YOUR HONOR.

(THE RECORD IS READ.)

BY MR KANANI

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHY OR WHAT WAS THE BASIS
FOR THE SECURITY CAMERAS TO BE INSTALLED IN THE FIRST
PLACE?

A I THINK IN GENERAL WE HAD ALL SORTS OF
STRANGERS GOING IN AND OUT OF THE PROPERTY AND EVERYONE
FELT WE NEEDED SECURITY.

Q WHEN YOU SAY, "EVERYONE," ARE YOU REFERRING
TO THE BOARD MEMBERS?

A I THINK JUST GENERAL CONSENSUS OF THE PEOPLE
THAT OWNED UNITS THERE WHETHER BOARD MEMBER OR NOT BOARD
MEMBER.

Q DO YoUu KNow ALL OF THE OWNERS AT |IIEEEE
I CR - REPHRASE THAT. WITHDRAW AND ASK A
DIFFERENT QUESTION.

sow MANY OWNERS ARE THERE AT [N

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 055



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

28

22

I

A THERE ARE TWO OWNERS THAT OWN TWO. THAT IS
TWO. THAT WOULD LEAVE FOUR LEFT. THERE ARE SIX OWNERS.

Q AND HOW MANY UNITS DO YOU OWN?

A I OWN ONE UNIT.

Q AND DID YOU OWN MORE THAN ONE AT SOME POINT?

A AT DIFFERENT TIMES, I OWNED ALL OF THEM.

Q AND YOU WERE RESPONSIBLE FOR SELLING THE
UNITS AT SOME POINT IF YOU OWNED ALL OF THEM AT ONE
POINT?

A YES.

Q AND GOING BACK TO THE CAMERAS FOR JUST A
MINUTE, YOU SAID THAT THERE WERE STRANGERS COMING ONTO
THE PROPERTY AND THERE'S A GENERAL CONSENSUS THAT
SECURITY IS NEEDED. DO YOU KNOW WHO THESE STRANGERS
WERE?

A T kNow INSTANTS SUCH AS | HAD A FILM
CREW FILMING A MOVIE WITH A MATTRESS AND A GIRL IN
LINGERIE IN THE BASEMENT. SO THERE WAS ABOUT TEN PEOPLE
THERE AND FILM CREW GOING EVERYWHERE. THEN THERE WAS A
PHOTO SHOOT WHICH I WAS NOT THERE OF MODELS AND TAKING UP
THE COURTYARD. AND THEN ON AND ON THERE WERE STRANGERS
FROM AIRBNB COMING IN AND OUT ALL THE TIME.

SO WHEN THE PROJECT OR BEFORE THAT STUFF
STARTED, IT WAS VERY QUIET. EVERYONE KNEW WHO THEY WERE.
WE ARE ALL PART TIMERS EXCEPT FOR MR. ECONN. EVERYONE
THERE IS PART TIME. WE ALL HAVE OTHER RESIDENCES IN

OTHER COUNTIES. SO WE LIKE OUR PRIVACY WHEN WE SHOWED
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UP. SO EVERYONE WAS REAL UPSET ACTUALLY TO THE POINT
THAT DAVE PILE (PHONETICALLY) HIS DAUGHTER —-- HE HAS TWO
UNITS. HIS DAUGHTER STARTED UCLA. SHE WAS SUPPOSED TO
LIVE THERE, BUT HE FELT IT WAS UNSAFE TO HAVE HER THERE.
HE HAD TO RENT AN APARTMENT FOR HER SEPARATE FROM THE

UNIT THAT HE OWNS.

Q AND MR. PILE YOU SAID HE OWNS TWO UNITS AT
|

A YES.

Q IS HE STILL AN OWNER OF A UNIT AT |
I

A YES, HE IS.

Q AND DID HE EVER TELL YOU WHY HIS DAUGHTER
FELT UNSAFE?

A BECAUSE THE ACTIVITIES THAT WERE GOING ON

WITH AIRBNB AND MOVIE SHOOTS AND ALL OF THAT. HE FELT

VERY UNSAFE.

Q WERE THERE ANY BREAK-INS THAT OCCURRED AT
|

A MY UNDERSTAND IS YES.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER HOW MANY?

A T KNOW THE UNIT WAS BROKEN IN DOWNSTATIRS.

UNIT OF MINE WAS BROKEN INTO AND THRASHED. I THINK THERE
MAY HAVE BEEN A COUPLE OF OTHERS.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHOSE UNIT DOWNSTAIRS IT WAS
THAT YOU BELIEVE WAS BROKEN INTO?

A KELLY DAY.

THE COURT: D-A-Y?
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THE WTNESS: I THINK THAT IS THE SPELLING.
BY MR KANAN :

Q po you kNow IF MS. |ENEEEE 'S UNIT WAS EVER
BROKEN INTO?

A I DO NOT KNOW. EXCEPT FOR LISTENING WHAT I

WAS HEARING. AND I'M NOT SURE IT WAS BROKEN INTO.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHO DECIDED PLACEMENT OF THE
CAMERAS?

A NO IDEA.

Q BUT YOU WEREN'T INVOLVED IN THAT DECISION?

A I JUST SAID NO IDEA.

Q REGARDING THE CAMERAS AND ACCESS TO THE

SURVEILLANCE FOOTAGE, DO YOU KNOW IF ALL OF THE
HOMEOWNERS HAD THE ABILITY TO ACCESS THE FOOTAGE OR NOT?

A I KNOW NOTHING ABOUT THE CAMERAS AND ACCESS
UNTIL WHAT I HAVE HEARD HERE TODAY OR THE LAST TWO DAYS.

Q THE STRANGERS THAT YOU MENTIONED PREVIOUSLY,
WERE ANY OF THEM EVER ACCUSED OF A CRIME OR INAPPROPRIATE
BEHAVIOR BY ANY OF THE HOMEOWNERS OR BOARD MEMBERS OF
|

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. LACKS FOUNDATION. CALLS
FOR SPECULATION.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI :

Q DO YOU KNOW IF ANY OF THE STRANGERS WERE
EVER ACCUSED BY ANY OF THE HOMEOWNERS OR BOARD MEMBERS OF

I ' CR INAPPROPRIATE BEHAVIOR?

A I HAVE NO IDEA.
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Q HAVE YOU EVER VIEWED THE SURVEILLANCE
FoOTAGE OF THE CAMERAS AT [

A NEVER.

Q HAVE YOU EVER REQUESTED TO VIEW THEM?

A NEVER.

Q HAS ANYONE WORKING FOR YOU OR ON YOUR BEHALF

EVER VIEWED THE CAMERA FOOTAGE?

A NEVER.

Q HAVE THERE BEEN MORE BREAK-INS RECENTLY AT
B D 'Ll DEFINE RECENT AS WITHIN THE
LAST 12 MONTHS.

A I DON'T KNOW. I DON'T VISIT THERE. I HAVE
NOT BEEN THERE MUCH.

Q WHEN WAS THE LAST TIME THAT WERE YOU THERE
IF YOU CAN REMEMBER?

A LAST TIME I WAS THERE WAS WHEN | 2ND
HER LITTLE CREW OF PEOPLE ACCOSTED ME.

Q AND DO YOU REMEMBER THE MONTH OR YEAR IN

WHICH THAT OCCURRED?

A I'M TERRIBLE WITH DATES.

Q IF YOU CAN'T, THAT IS OKAY.

A I'M NOT SURE. IT'S IN THE PAPERWORK,
THOUGH.

Q THAT'S FINE.

I HAVE A QUICK QUESTION FOR THE COURT,
YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: YES.

MR, KANANI : MR. OLSON MENTIONED SOMETHING WHICH I
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COULD FOLLOW-UP ON BUT I THINK IT'S RELATED TO HIS
CASE-IN-CHIEF. SHOULD I WAIT UNTIL HE TAKES THE STAND
LATER OR JUST CONTINUE THAT?

THE COURT: ENTIRELY UP TO YOU. IT WOULD BE WITHIN
THE SCOPE OF YOUR EVIDENCE CODE 776 EXAMINATION AND AS
PART OF YOUR CROSS.

MR, KANANI: OKAY.

THE COURT: UP TO YOU IF YOU WANT TO ASK IT. IF
YOU DON'T -- HERE IS THE TACTICAL THING. IF YOU DON'T
ASK IT NOW, THERE'S A CHANCE MR. OLSON WON'T BE CALLED
DURING HIS CASE-IN-CHIEF AND YOU'VE LOST THE OPPORTUNITY.
TAKE THAT FOR WHATEVER IT'S WORTH.

MR. KANANI: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: I WOULD RATHER WE NOT DANCE AROUND THE
ISSUES BUT RATHER WE GET TO THE ISSUES, PLEASE.
BY MR KANANI

Q you SAID THAT 'S - 2AND I'M ASSUMING
YOU'RE REFERRING TO MS. | SITTING TO MY RIGHT.

A I'M SORRY?

Q I'M ASSUMING WHEN YOU SAY | YOU MEAN
THE PETITIONER SITTING TO MY RIGHT?

A YES.

Q you SAID THAT |Jll'S FRIENDS ACCOSTED YOU
THE LAST TIME YOU WERE AT | C2\ YO0U
DESCRIBE THAT INCIDENT?

A YES. I HAD GOLFED THAT DAY AND I PLANNED TO
HAVE DINNER WITH MY FRIEND DOUG ECONN. AND I THOUGHT I

WOULD USE MY UNIT FOR A SHOWER. I WAS NOT GOING TO STAY
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THERE. I REALIZED I DID NOT HAVE MY KEYS. SO ASKED DOUG
IF I CAN SHOWER IN YOUR PLACE. AND I WENT TO SHOWER IN
HIS PLACE. AND I FORGOT SOMETHING. WENT BACK OUT TO MY
caR. WHEN I DID THAT, I NOTICED THAT MS. | 2\D
THE FELLOW HERE, THE BALLET OR DANCER GUY, HE WAS THERE.
AND I THINK IT WAS HIM AT LEAST. AND SOME OTHER LARGE
FELLA.

WHEN I CAME BACK OUT, THE ONE FELLOW CAME
WALKING UP TO ME VERY AGGRESSIVELY. IT TURNED OUT HE WAS
SERVING ME PAPERS. HE HANDED ME SOME PAPERS. AND I WENT
OKAY. TOOK THE PAPERS. WENT BACK INTO DOUG'S UNIT AND
TOOK MY SHOWER. GOT READY. AND WHEN WE WERE LEAVING,
THE GUY HAD COME TO THE DOOR AND WAS KNOCKING ON DOUG'S
DOOR AND DOUG TOLD HIM TO GO AWAY. BUT WHEN WE CAME OUT,
THAT IS WHEN I WAS CONCERNED AND I HAD MY VIDEO ON. IT'S
NOT A GREAT VIDEO BUT A VIDEO OF THESE PEOPLE.

AND SO WE WERE JUST THINKING WE WERE GOING
TO WALK BY. THEY ARE OUT DRINKING WINE ON THE COURTYARD
AND TABLE. AND AS I'M WALKING BY, THE GUY GETS UP AND HE
STARTS COMING OVER TO ME QUICK. AND HE STARTS THROWING A
PAPER AT ME. I GO, NO, WAIT A MINUTE. I DON'T KNOW WHO
YOU ARE. YOU SHOW ME YOUR I.D. SHOW ME YOUR I.D. AND
MAYBE YOU CAN GIVE ME THE PAPERS. HE HAD ALREADY DONE
THIS ONCE. NOW I'M GETTING AGITATED AND WORRIED AND
SCARED AND NERVOUS BECAUSE THIS VERY BIG GUY IS STANDING
IN THE BACK STARTING TO COME UP.

MS. B 1S SAYING STUFF TO HIM LIKE GET

OVER THERE, GET OVER THERE. AND SO AT THE END OF THE
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DAY, I'M LIKE I WANT TO GET OUT. AND THERE'S A HALLWAY
WHICH IS ENTER IT AND IT'S A HALLWAY TO GO BACK OUTSIDE
WHERE THE GARAGE ARE. SO WE GET IN THE HALLWAY JUST WE
WERE GOING TO GET AWAY. I HAVE A DRIVER THAT DAY. GO
GET IN THE CAR. AND THE GUY IS RUNNING OUT CHASING AFTER
US. HE TAKES THE PAPERS. I CLOSED THE DOOR. SLAMS IT
ON THE WINDOW. IT STICKS ON THE WINDOW. AND I TELL MY
DRIVER LET'S GET OUT OF HERE. WE DRIVE UP THE STREET.
THE PAPER HAD WEDGED BETWEEN THE GLASS AND THE RUBBER AT
THE BOTTOM AND IT WAS STILL THERE. WE DID NOT DRIVE AWAY
FAST. I SAID STOP. I PULLED THE PAPER OUT. AND IT WAS
ANOTHER SUBPOENA NOTICE THAT IT WAS NOT FILLED OUT. IT
WAS BLANK. SO IT WAS JUST A WAY TO HARASS ME. AND I
THINK THEY JUST WANTED TO AGITATE ME. I'M 152 POUNDS
DRIPPING WET.

THE COURT: YOU HAVE ANSWERED THE QUESTION ABOUT
WHAT HAPPENED.

THE WTNESS: I'M TELLING YOU —-

THE COURT: WELL, HOW YOU FELT WAS NOT THE
QUESTION.

THE W TNESS: THE FACT IS —-—

THE COURT: SIR, THAT IS BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THE
QUESTION. YOUR ANSWER IS FINISHED.

THE W TNESS. OKAY.

THE COURT: NEXT QUESTION.
BY MR KANAN

Q YOU SAID AT SOME POINT ONE OF THESE MEN HAD

SLAMMED THE DOCUMENT ON YOUR WINDOW; IS THAT CORRECT?
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A YES.

Q WAS THE CAR MOVING WHEN THE DOCUMENT WAS
SLAMMED ONTO THE WINDOW?

A WE WERE JUST STARTING TO PULL WAY.

Q WHEN HE SLAMMED IT ONTO THE WINDOW, DID HE
LEAVE THE DOCUMENT ON THE WINDOW AND MOVE IT AT ALL OR
DID HE SLAM IT AND THEN PULL BACK?

A HE SLAMMED IT AND PULLED BACK AND WE DROVE

AWAY .

Q YOU ALSO STATED THAT THE DOCUMENT WAS WEDGED

BETWEEN THE WINDOW AND SOMETHING ELSE. I DON'T REMEMBER

WHAT YOU SAID.

A WITHOUT GETTING TOO TECHNICAL, THE WINDOW
STUCK THERE SOMEHOW —-- THE PAPER STUCK ON THE WINDOW
SOMEHOW .

Q BUT YOU SAID PREVIOUSLY IT WAS WEDGED INTO
SOMETHING.

A THAT WAS PROBABLY SPECULATION.

Q OKAY. SO WAS IT WEDGED INTO SOMETHING OR
NOT?

A I'M A LITTLE UNCLEAR. THE FACT IS THAT THE

PAPER WAS THERE. AND I GOT OUT OF THE CAR AND READ IT
AFTERWARDS.

Q BUT MY QUESTION IS MORE DIRECTED TOWARDS
YOUR CREDIBILITY BECAUSE YOU SAID THAT THE DOCUMENT WAS

SLAMMED ONTO THE WINDOW AND HAND PULLED BACK. I'M

CURIOUS HOW A DOCUMENT COULD BE WEDGED INTO SOMETHING IF

THE CONTACT WAS SO MINIMAL AND QUICK.
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MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
MISSTATES THE WITNESS' TESTIMONY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. IT'S ALSO IMPROPER
QUESTIONING OF A WITNESS. HE TESTIFIED WHAT HAPPENED.
YOU'RE NOW CHALLENGING. YOU'RE ARGUING WITH HIM IS WHAT
YOU'RE DOING. THAT IS IMPROPER QUESTIONING.

BY MR KANANI :

Q SO GOING BACK TO THE COURTYARD PREVIOUSLY,
YOU SAID THAT THERE WERE TWO GENTLEMEN AND ONE OF THEM
APPROACHED YOU VERY QUICKLY; IS THAT CORRECT?

A CORRECT.

Q AND MR. ECONN I BELIEVE PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED
THAT THEY APPEARED TO BE DRUNK. WOULD YOU AGREE WITH HIS
ASSESSMENT?

A I CANNOT ASSESS WHETHER THEY WERE DRUNK OR
NOT. THEY WERE DRINKING.

Q DID THEY APPEAR —- STRIKE THAT. REPHRASE.

WERE THEY HAVING TROUBLE BALANCING
THEMSELVES?

A I'M SORRY?

MR KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

BY MR KANAN :

Q WERE THEY HAVING TROUBLE BALANCING
THEMSELVES?

A BALANCING THEMSELVES?

Q YES.

A THEY BOUNCED A LOT.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 064



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

28

31

Q OKAY. DID THEY SLUR THEIR SPEECH AT ALL?
A I'M NOT SURE.

Q DID THEY SMELL OF ALCOHOL?

A I DON'T KNOW.

Q DID YOU SEE THEM WITH A DRINK?

A YES.

Q WHAT DRINK DID YOU SEE THEM WITH?

A I RECALL THAT I SAW A BOTTLE OF WINE.

Q WAS THE BOTTLE OF WINE EMPTY?

A I DON'T KNOW.

Q OKAY. MR. OLSON, I'M SORRY. AT THIS TIME T

WOULD LIKE TO PRESENT THE WITNESS WITH THE PETITIONER'S
EXHIBIT 27.

THE COURT: ONE MOMENT OFF THE RECORD.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD. WHAT WAS THE
EXHIBIT NUMBER?

MR, KANANI : TWENTY-SEVEN. WE'LL START AT 27-2.

THE COURT: THE WITNESS HAS EXHIBIT 27.
BY MR KANANI :

Q ARE YOU ON THE SECOND PAGE OF THE EXHIBIT,
MR. OLSON? DO YOU SEE THE TWO INDIVIDUALS LOCATED IN THE
MIDDLE OF THIS PHOTOGRAPH?

A DID HE SAY NO. 27

THE COURT: 27-2.

MR KANANI :  YES.
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THE WTNESS: AND HE SAID IF I SAW TWO INDIVIDUALS.

THE COURT: YES. IT HELPS, MR. KANANI, IF YOU LOOK
AT MR. OLSON WHEN YOU SPEAK TO HIM WITH YOUR QUESTION.

MR, KANANI : ABSOLUTELY.

THE COURT: TRY THAT.
BY MR KANANI :

Q DO YOU SEE TWO INDIVIDUALS LOCATED IN THE
CENTER OF THE PHOTOGRAPH?

A JUST TO BE CLEAR, THERE'S —- LOOKS LIKE

POSSIBLY FOUR PEOPLE. I GUESS YOU'RE TALKING ABOUT THE

TWO ——
Q THE TWO PEOPLE AT BOTTOM OF THE STAIRS.
A YES.
Q STARTING WITH THE INDIVIDUAL ON THE LEFT

STANDING AT THE BOTTOM OF THE STAIRS, DO YOU KNOW WHO

THAT INDIVIDUAL IS?

A NO. I DO NOT KNOW WHO IT IS.

Q DO YoU KNow WHY HE WAS THERE AT |
B AT DAY?

A I KNOW THERE WAS A MEETING WITH THE PEOPLE

THAT WERE OWNING OR PURCHASING THE LOT NEXT DOOR. WE'VE
HAD A LOT OF NEGOTIATIONS WITH THEM GOING ON FOR THE LAST

COUPLE OF YEARS.

Q WHO'S HAD NEGOTIATIONS WITH THEM WHEN YOU
SAY, "WE"?
A IT'S BEEN A COMBINATION OF DOUG ECONN, CURT

OLSON, MYSELF, SCOTT BURNHAM. DIFFERENT VARIOUS

ATTORNEYS FOR THE ASSOCIATION.
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Q wAS MS. B EVER INCLUDED IN THESE
DISCUSSIONS?
A SHE WAS ON A PHONE CALL RECENTLY WHERE WE —-—

TO DISCUSS THE WHOLE TRANSACTION.
Q DID SHE EVER MEET THE OTHER SIDE, THE
POTENTIAL BUYERS OR SELLERS IN THIS TRANSACTION?
MR, KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
THE W TNESS: I THINK YOU SHOULD ASK HER.

THE COURT: THE ANSWER STANDS. THE OBJECTION IS

OVERRULED.

BY MR KANANI :
Q IF YOU CAN TURN TO THE NEXT PAGE, MR. OLSON.
A UH-HUH.
Q DO YOU SEE THE INDIVIDUAL ON THE RIGHT IN

THIS PHOTOGRAPH?

A YES.
Q DO YOU KNOW WHO THIS INDIVIDUAL IS?
A I DO NOT KNOW. ONLY THING I KNOW IS WHAT I

HEARD IN THIS COURTROOM.

Q OTHER THAN WHAT YOU HEARD IN THIS COURTROOM,
DO YOU KNOW ANYTHING ABOUT THIS INDIVIDUAL?

A NO, I DO NOT.

Q IF YOU TURN TO THE 27-5. THAT IS TWO PAGES
OVER. YOU SHOULD SEE TWO INDIVIDUALS IN THIS PHOTOGRAPH
COMING DOWN THE STAIRCASE.

A YES.

Q AND DO YOU SEE THE INDIVIDUAL IN THE DARKER

COLOR SHIRT HIGHER UP IN THE STAIRCASE?
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A YES.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHO HE IS?

A I DO NOT.

Q DO YOU KNOW WHY HE WAS THERE?

A I UNDERSTAND THAT HE WAS IN THE SAME
MEETING.

Q DID HE COME OUT OF YOUR UNIT?

A I HAVE NO IDEA.

Q DO YOU KNOW IF HE WAS EVER IN YOUR UNIT?

A I HAVE NO IDEA.

Q I'M SORRY. REPHRASE.

THE UNIT THAT THEY ARE COMING OUT OF, DO YOU

KNOW WHOSE UNIT THAT IS?

A THAT IS MINE.

Q DO YOU STILL CURRENTLY OWN THAT UNIT?

A YES.

Q IF YOU TURN TO THE NEXT PAGE, THERE'S A

WOMAN IN THE MIDDLE OF THE PHOTOGRAPH WEARING SUNGLASSES.
DO YOU KNOW WHO SHE IS?

A NO.

Q OTHER THAN WHAT YOU HEARD IN THIS COURTROOM,
DO YOU KNOW WHY SHE WAS THERE?

A NO.

Q REGARDING THIS MEETING THAT WAS TAKING
PLACE, WERE YOU INFORMED THAT THE MEETING WOULD BE
OCCURRING PRIOR TO IT HAPPENING?

A I CAN'T RECALL.

Q YOU CAN SET THE BINDER ASIDE.
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DO YOU REMEMBER IF ANYONE EVER ASKED YOU TO

LET THEM ONTO THE PROPERTY OR ASK TO SET UP THE MEETING

WITH YOU?

A THERE WOULD BE NO REASON TO DO THE MEETING
THROUGH ME. I'M NOT -- I WAS NOT ON THE BOARD.

Q SO THE MEETING —-- THE MEETING REQUEST AND

APPROVAL WOULD HAVE GONE THROUGH THE BOARD AND YOU
WEREN'T A MEMBER OF THE BOARD?

A IT MIGHT HAVE GONE THROUGH PROPERTY
MANAGEMENT. I'M NOT SURE.

Q WERE YOU AWARE THAT THESE INDIVIDUALS WOULD
BE MEETING WITH MR. FEDER?

A I UNDERSTAND THAT MR. FEDER WAS LETTING THEM
INTO THE PROPERTY AND SHOWING THE PROPERTY TO THEM.

Q HAVE YOU SPOKEN WITH ANY OF THOSE
INDIVIDUALS SINCE?

A I'M SORRY?

Q HAVE YOU SPOKEN WITH ANY OF THOSE
INDIVIDUALS SINCE THE MEETING TOOK PLACE?

A NO, I HAVE NOT. 1I'M SORRY. DAVID FEDER AND
I HAVE. 1I'M SORRY.

Q WHEN I REFER TO THE INDIVIDUALS, I MEAN THE
FOUR INDIVIDUALS BESIDES MR. FEDER.

A NO. TO CLARIFY, NO, I HAVE NOT.

Q THANK YOU. MR. OLSON, A FEW GENERAL
QUESTIONS. AT ANY POINT IN THE PAST FEW YEARS, LET'S SAY

NO MORE THAN FIVE YEARS AT MOST, DID YOU BREAK INTO

MS. ' s STORAGE UNIT IN THE BASEMENT OF |
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I
A NEVER.
Q DID YOU
A NO.
Q

507
A NO.
Q DID YOU

DIRECT ANYONE ELSE TO DO SO?

DID ANYONE ASK YOU TO PARTICIPATE IN DOING

EVER REQUEST ATTORNEYS' FEES FROM

MS. BB 2rTER 2015 FOR A LEGAL DISPUTE THAT YOU HAD

WITH HER?

MR KENNEDY:

OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

BY MR KANAN :
Q DID YOU
AT ANY TIME?
A NEVER.
Q DID YOU

WITH HER WITHOUT HER

EVER SEXUALLY ASSAULT MS.

EVER TRY TO ENGAGE IN A SEXUAL ACT

CONSENT AT ANY TIME?

A NEVER.

Q DID YOU EVER ENTER HER UNIT WITHOUT HER
CONSENT?

A NEVER.

Q DID YOU EVER ENTER HER UNIT IN THE LAST FIVE
YEARS AT ALL WITH OR WITHOUT —--

A NO.

Q HAS SHE EVER ENTERED YOUR UNIT WITHOUT YOUR
CONSENT?

A MY UNDERSTANDING IS YES.
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Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN THAT HAPPENED?
A I'VE HEARD IT OVER —-- NOT IN THE LAST FIVE

YEARS. DO YOU WANT THE FIVE YEAR TIMEFRAME OR WHAT DO

YOU WANT?
Q JUST THE LAST FIVE YEARS.
A I KNOW SHE ENTERED IT FROM OUR RENTERS

WITHOUT BEING ALLOWED TO WALK IN.
Q DO YOU KNOW WHEN SHE DID THAT?
A YEAH. IT WAS —-— I DON'T KNOW.

APPROXIMATELY A YEAR GO. WHENEVER THEY MOVED IN.

Q ARE YOU REFERRING TO THE ARGUES?
A YES.
Q DID SHE EVER ENTER YOUR UNIT IN THE LAST

FIVE YEARS WITH YOUR CONSENT?

A WITH MY CONSENT?

Q YES.

A NO.

Q I'M GOING TO —-- HAVE YOU EVER MET AN

INDIVIDUAL NAMED LENNY DYKSTRA?

A THE BASEBALL PLAYER?

Q I DON'T KNOW IF HE'S A BASEBALL PLAYER. I
BELIEVE HE MIGHT BE. JUST BY THAT NAME.

THE COURT: HE MAY BE DATING SOME PEOPLE IN THE
COURTROOM.

MR, KENNEDY: PHILLIES FAN.

THE COURT: NO. CHICAGO CUBS FAN.

ARE YOU TALKING ABOUT LENNY DYKSTRA THE

FORMER BASEBALL PLAYER?
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THE COURT: OR SOMEONE ELSE WITH THE SAME NAME.
MR, KANANI : OR SOMEONE ELSE WITH THE SAME NAME.
THE COURT: DO YOU KNOW SOMEONE -—-—

THE W TNESS: IN MEXICO I MET LENNY DYKSTRA.
THE COURT: THE BASEBALL PLAYER?

THE W TNESS: YEAH. HE WAS A GOLFER.

BY MR KANAN :
Q ARE YOU FRIENDS WITH MR. DYKSTRA CURRENTLY?
A NO.
Q DO YOU MAINTAIN ANY SORT OF RELATIONSHIP
WITH HIM?
A NO.
Q DID YOU EVER MAINTAIN ANY SORT OF

RELATIONSHIP WITH MR. DYKSTRA?

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER MET OR BEEN MADE AWARE OF AN
INDIVIDUAL WHO USED TO WORK AT THE CAFE? THIS IS THE
SAME CAFE I WAS —-

A I DID NOT HEAR THE FIRST PART.

THE COURT: START AGAIN.

BY MR KANAN :

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF AN INDIVIDUAL WHO USED TO
WORK AT THE CAFE NAMED MICHAEL ABNEY?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION.

THE W TNESS. NoO.

MR, KENNEDY: ASSUMES FACTS NOT IN EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.
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BY MR KANAN :

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF AN INDIVIDUAL AT THE CAFE
WHO WAS A CHEF WITH THE LAST NAME MARTINEZ?

A NO.

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF AN INDIVIDUAL AT THE CAFE
WHO WAS A BUSBOY WITH THE FIRST NAME RONNY?

A COULD I SIMPLIFY? I DON'T KNOW ANY OF THE
NAMES .

THE COURT: HE'S ALLOWED TO ASK YOU QUESTIONS TO
FIND OUT IF YOU KNOW —-—

THE W TNESS: NO.

THE COURT: —— THESE INDIVIDUALS.

THE W TNESS: OKAY.

THE COURT: PLEASE BE PATIENT.

THE WTNESS: OKAY, SIR.

BY MR KANANI :

Q IS THE ANSWER NO?

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER MET AN INDIVIDUAL NAMED BILL
HALFORD?

A YES.

Q DID MR. HALFORD EVER TELL YOU THAT

Ms. S -- REPHRASE.

DID MR. HALFORD EVER REFER TO MS.
AS A CON ARTIST OR PROSTITUTE?
MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
/17
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BY MR KANAN :

Q AT ANY POINT, DID YOU ASK THAT SECURITY BE
INSTITUTED AT S N SUCH A WAY THAT
IDENTIFICATION WOULD BE REQUIRED FROM INDIVIDUALS WHO
WOULD COME ONTO THE PROPERTY?

MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: SO I CAN ANSWER?

THE COURT: GO AHEAD AND ANSWER.

THE W TNESS: I KNOW IT WAS DISCUSSED.

BY MR KANAN
Q DID YOU EVER MAKE THAT REQUEST?
A ME PERSONALLY?
Q YES.
A I THINK I'M IN SUPPORT OF IT. I DON'T THINK

I WAS THE ONE WHO HAD THE IDEA.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHO HAD THE IDEA?

A NO, I DO NOT.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER IF THAT POLICY WAS EVER
INSTITUTED?

A I DON'T THINK IT WAS.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN THE SUGGESTION FOR THE

POLICY WAS MADE?

A NO, I DO NOT.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, JUST A POINT, WE CAN
OVERHEAR THE CONVERSATION GOING ON.

THE COURT: I CAN TOO. SO, AGAIN, I TALK ABOUT

DECORUM IN THE COURTROOM FOR A PURPOSE. DON'T TALK LOUD
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ENOUGH FOR ME TO HEAR YOU. IT'S YOUR PRIVATE
CONVERSATION. YOU SHOULD HAVE YOUR EXAMINATION WORKED
OUT SO THAT IT DOES NOT UNDULY CONSUME TIME OR INTERRUPT
THE PROCEEDINGS LIKE THIS.

MR KANANI: WE ONLY HAVE A FEW MORE QUESTIONS,
YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. YOU'RE ALLOWED TO TALK
WITH YOUR CLIENT, BUT YOU'RE THE ATTORNEY ASKING THE
QUESTIONS. AND I'M IN CONTROL OF THE PROCESS AS THE
JUDGE, AS THE TRIER OF FACT. AND TALKING LOUD ENOUGH FOR
EVERYBODY IN THE COURTROOM TO HEAR IS INAPPROPRIATE IN
THE COURTROOM.

CONDUCT YOURSELVES ACCORDINGLY, PLEASE.
THIS IS A PLACE OF DIGNITY AND RESPECT. YOU STRONGLY
DISAGREE WITH MR. OLSON'S POSITION IN THIS CASE. I GET
THAT. I UNDERSTAND THAT. BY YOUR BEHAVIOR, THOUGH, IT
DOES NOT HELP YOU WHEN YOU DO THAT. IT MAKES YOUR CASE
WORSE WHEN YOU ACT IN A WAY THAT IS OUTSIDE THE SCOPE OF
THE RULES I SET AT THE BEGINNING WHICH IS WHY THEY ARE
SET AT THE BEGINNING SO THAT THERE'S NO SURPRISES ABOUT
THIS. SO WHEN A VIOLATION HAPPENS, I CALL IT OUT.
SECOND TIME THIS MORNING I'VE HAD TO STOP TO

DO THIS. I DON'T WANT TO HAVE TO STOP AGAIN. CONDUCT
YOURSELVES ACCORDINGLY. NEXT QUESTION.
BY MR KANAN :

Q THERE IS A DVR LocATED AT |

MR. OLSON.

THERE IS A DVR LocATED AT |
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MR. OLSON. DO YOU KNOW WHERE THAT DVR IS LOCATED?
A THE ONLY INFORMATION I HAVE ON THAT IS WHAT

I HEARD THE OTHER DAY. SOMEPLACE IN THE BASEMENT.

Q YOU MENTIONED EARLIER A FILM CREW ON |
|

A YES.

Q DID YOU APPROACH THIS FILM CREW WHENEVER

THEY WERE PRESENT?

A YES, I DID.
Q DO YOU REMEMBER YOUR INTERACTION WITH THEM?
A I pO. AND B V2AS STANDING RIGHT THERE.

MOST OF MY INTERACTION WAS WITH |- I WAS VERY UPSET
WITH HER FOR RENTING OUT OUR FACILITY FOR SOME KIND OF
PORNOGRAPHIC SHOW GOING ON DOWN IN THE BASEMENT. GIRL IN
A LINGERIE ON A MATTRESS AND IT'S TRESPASSING. IT'S MY

BASEMENT. NOT HERS.

Q DID YOU EVER APPROVE THE PRESENCE THE FILM
CrEw AT I
A NEVER.

MR, KANANI : NOTHING FURTHER AT THAT TIME,
YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION UNDER EVIDENCE CODE
776.

MR, KENNEDY: NO QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. AND YOU RESERVE YOUR RIGHT
TO CALL HIM DURING YOUR CASE-IN-CHIEF.

MR, KENNEDY: WE DO.

THE COURT: YOU MAY STEP DOWN, MR. OLSON. THANK
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YOU.
MR. KANANI, YOUR NEXT WITNESS.
MR KANANI : PETITIONER. SHE ASKS FOR A TEN-MINUTE
BREAK TO RUN TO THE BATHROOM.
THE COURT: WHY DON'T WE TAKE OUR MORNING
TEN-MINUTE BREAK. WHEN WE COME BACK, WE'LL GO STRAIGHT
THROUGH UNTIL 12:00. IF WE NEED A FIVE STRETCH, YOU LET

ME KNOW.

(A BRIEF RECESS WAS TAKEN.)

/17
/17
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THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD.
B s D5, NEXT WITNESS.
MR, KANANI : PETITIONER CALLS HERSELF.
THE COURT: THANK YOU. MS. .  1r YOU WILL,
COME UP TO THE WITNESS STAND.
PLEASE REMAIN STANDING AND RAISE YOUR RIGHT

HAND TO BE SWORN.

I D
CALLED AS A WITNESS ON HER OWN BEHALF,

WAS SWORN AND TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

THE COURT CLERK: YOU DO SOLEMNLY STATE THAT THE
TESTIMONY YOU MAY GIVE IN THE CAUSE NOW PENDING BEFORE
THIS COURT SHALL BE THE TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND
NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH, SO HELP YOU GOD?

THE W TNESS: YES.

THE COURT CLERK: PLEASE BE SEATED.

STATE AND SPELL YOUR FIRST AND LAST NAME FOR

THE RECORD.

THE WTNESS: [N, N
I

THE COURT: THANK YOU. OFF THE RECORD.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

THE COURT: QUESTIONS ON DIRECT.
/17
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DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KANAN :
Q Goob MORNING, MS. | EEEE. T WILL DISPENSE
WITH THE BACKGROUND. HAVE YOU EVER HAD ACCESS TO THE —-
I'M SORRY. HAVE YOU EVER VIEWED, OTHER THAN THE FOOTAGE

THAT'S BEEN PROVIDED VIA SUBPOENA, ANY OTHER SURVEILLANCE

rooTaGE AT [

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER ATTEMPTED TO VIEW OTHER
SURVEILLANCE FOOTAGE AT [

A YES.

Q WERE YOU ABLE TO?

A NO.

Q DO YOU BELIEVE THAT MR. OLSON HAS SEEN ANY
oF THE FoOTAGE FroM

A YES.

Q WHY DO YOU BELIEVE THAT?

A BECAUSE HIS ATTORNEY TOLD ME HE HAD.

Q WHEN DID HIS ATTORNEY TELL YOU THAT
APPROXIMATELY?

A AROUND MAY, 2017.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER THE CONTEXT IN WHICH HIS

ATTORNEY TOLD YOU THAT HE HAD SEEN SOME OF THE

SURVETLLANCE FOOTAGE FrRoOM [

A YES.
Q WHAT WAS THE CONTEXT?
A HE WAS SERVING ME WITH A CROSS-COMPLAINT.

AND I WENT DOWN TO GET SOME DOCUMENTS. THEY BUZZED ME,
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AND I WENT DOWN. AND THEN I LOOKED -- THEY GAVE ME SOME
SORT OF PACKAGE, AND I BROUGHT IT BACK AND I WASN'T SURE
WHAT IT WAS. AND SO THEN HE CALLED ME, BECAUSE I WAS PRO
PER, AND HE TOLD ME I KNOW YOU GOT SERVED BECAUSE I

WATCHED IT ON THE VIDEO CAMERA. ERIC KENNEDY SAID THAT

TO ME.

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.
BY MR KANANI :

Q MS. S 2SS YOU ARE —— I'M SORRY. HOW
LoNG HAVE YoUu BEEN LIVING AT [

A SINCE 2001.

Q AND JUST FOCUSING ON EVENTS THAT OCCURRED

FROM JANUARY 2016 ON, HAVE YOU EVER BEEN PHOTOGRAPHED BY

SOMEONE THAT YOU DON'T KNOW?

A YES.

Q ON HOW MANY OCCASIONS MORE OR LESS?

A HOW MANY OCCASIONS? IT'S HARD TO SAY
BECAUSE —-

Q IS IT MORE THAN TEN DIFFERENT TIMES?

A I THINK SO, YES.

Q DID YOU SEE THE MEN WHO WERE TAKING THE
PHOTOGRAPHS —-- I'M SORRY. DID YOU SEE THE INDIVIDUALS

WHO WERE TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS OF YOU?

A YES.
Q CAN YOU DESCRIBE HOW THEY WERE DRESSED?
A SOMETIMES THEY WERE DRESSED IN BLACK.

SOMETIMES THEY JUST HAD LIKE MAYBE A POLO TYPE OF SHIRT
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AND JEANS. CASUAL CLOTHES.

Q DID THEY EVER SPEAK TO YOU WHEN THEY TOOK
THESE PHOTOGRAPHS?

A NOT AT FIRST. BUT THEN I STARTED GETTING
UPSET ABOUT IT, SO I STARTED GOING UP TO THEM, ASKING
THEM WHY THEY WERE DOING THIS.

Q DID THEY EVER PROVIDE AN ANSWER?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANAN :

Q DO YOU KNOW WHY THEY WERE TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS
OF YOU?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR SPECULATION.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI :

Q IN ADDITION TO TAKING PHOTOGRAPHS, DO YOU
BELIEVE THAT ANY OF THESE MEN EVER FOLLOWED YOU OR

SURVEILLED YOU?

A YES.
Q WHY DO YOU BELIEVE THAT?
A BECAUSE I COULD SEE THEM BEHIND ME AND

BECAUSE PEOPLE ALSO WITNESSED THEM AND TOLD ME THAT THEY

WERE SEEING THEM.

Q DID YOU SEE THEM WHILE YOU WERE AT YOUR HOME
AT I

A YES.

Q DID YOU SEE THEM WHILE YOU WERE AT THE CAFE

ACROSS THE STREET?
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A YES.

Q WERE YOU A REGULAR PATRON OF THE CAFE AT ONE
poINT, MS. -

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER MEET AN INDIVIDUAL NAMED AMADO
MORENO?

A YES.

Q WHAT DOES MR. MORENO DO AT THE CAFE?

A HE'S A WAITER.

Q DO YOU HAVE ANY OTHER RELATIONSHIP WITH

MR. MORENO BESIDES WAITER/PATRON AT THE CAFE?

A YES.

Q CAN YOU DESCRIBE THAT RELATIONSHIP BRIEFLY
FOR THE COURT?

A MR. MORENO IS ALSO A PASTOR, FORMER PASTOR.
WELL, HE'S STILL A PASTOR. AND I DO -—— I'M -- I DO
RELIGIOUS DANCING AND ALONG WITH BEING A BALLERINA. SO
WE OFTEN DISCUSS THE OLD AND NEW TESTAMENT BECAUSE A LOT
THE DANCES THAT I DO WERE BASED ON OLD AND NEW TESTAMENT
DOCTRINE.

Q IS IT FAIR TO SAY THAT MR. MORENO BECAME A
GOOD FRIEND AS HE WORKED WITH YOU OVER WHATEVER PERIOD OF
TIME THIS WAS?

A YES.

Q DID MR. MORENO EVER TELL YOU THAT THERE WERE
INDIVIDUALS WHO WERE LOOKING FOR YOU AT THE CAFE?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
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MR KANANI : AT THIS TIME, YOUR HONOR, I WOULD LIKE
TO PRESENT TO THE WITNESS PETITIONER'S EXHIBIT 12.

THE COURT: THE WITNESS HAS EXHIBIT 12.

BY MR KANAN :
Q DID You WRITE THIS NOTE, MS. N :
A NO.
Q DO YOU KNOW WHO DID?
A YES.
Q WHO DO YOU BELIEVE WROTE THIS NOTE?
A THE TOP ONE?

Q YES. I'M SORRY. I'LL FOCUS FIRST —-- I
CAN'T REFER TO THE DOCUMENT AT THIS TIME. IT'S NOT

ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE. BUT —-

A THE TOP PART. YES, I SAW AMADO MORENO WRITE
IT.

Q AND DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN HE WROTE IT?

A WHEN I VISITED THE CAFE.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER THE MONTH OR YEAR?

A I THINK IT WAS IN AROUND LATE SEPTEMBER OR
OCTOBER OF 2017.

MR KANANI : AT THIS TIME, YOUR HONOR, I REQUEST
THAT EXHIBIT 12 BE ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: THE WHOLE DOCUMENT?

MR KANANI: YES.

THE COURT: ANY OBJECTION?

MR KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. LACKS FOUNDATION.
NOT AUTHENTIC. IT'S HEARSAY.

THE COURT: LET ME SEE IT. WELL, I'M NOT SURE
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HOW —-- THERE'S BEEN NO AUTHENTICATION OR FOUNDATION FOR
THE SO-CALLED LOWER HALEF OF THIS PAGE OR NOTE. TI'LL
SUSTAIN THE OBJECTION.

MR, KANANI : AS TO THE ENTIRE DOCUMENT?

THE COURT: YES. LAY A PROPER FOUNDATION FIRST.
BY MR KANANI :

Q REGARDING THE LOWER HALF OF THE NOTE,

MS. S DO YOU KNOW WHO WROTE THAT NOTE?

A YES.

Q WHO WAS IT?

A AMADO MORENO.

Q DID HE GIVE YOU THE NOTE SHORTLY AFTER

WRITING IT?
A YEAH, I WATCHED HIM WRITE IT.
Q DID HE WRITE IT AT THE SAME TIME AS THE

FIRST NOTE?

A NO.

Q WHEN DID HE WRITE THE BOTTOM PORTION OF THIS
EXHIBIT?

A I BELIEVE THAT NOTE CAME AFTER THE FIRST

ONE. SO MAYBE LIKE A MONTH LATER.

MR. KANANI: OKAY. AT THIS TIME, PETITIONER MOVES

TO ADMIT EXHIBIT 12 INTO EVIDENCE?
THE COURT: ANY OBJECTIONS?
MR KENNEDY: SAME OBJECTIONS, YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: WHAT ARE THOSE OBJECTIONS?
MR, KENNEDY: LACKS FOUNDATION. FAILURE TO

PROPERLY AUTHENTICATE. NO PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE AND
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HEARSAY.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. THERE WAS TESTIMONY THAT
THE WITNESS ON THE STAND OBSERVED THE NOTE BEING CREATED
AND IT WAS HANDED TO HER. SO THAT ESTABLISHES A
SUFFICIENT FOUNDATION. IT IS HEARSAY, YES, BUT HEARSAY
IS ADMISSIBLE IN THIS CONTEXT IN A CIVIL HARASSMENT CASE
FOR THE LIMITED PURPOSE, AND THE PROBATIVE WEIGHT OR
VALUE OF THIS EVIDENCE I WILL DETERMINE AFTER I RECEIVE
ALL OF THE EVIDENCE AND ARGUMENT FROM BOTH SIDES.

ADMIT NO. 12.

(EXHIBIT 12 WAS RECEIVED INTO EVIDENCE.)

BY MR KANAN :
Q THE TOP NOTE SAYS —-— REFERENCES A MAN IN
BLACK. DO YOU KNOW WHO MR. MORENO WAS REFERRING TO?
MR KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

BY MR KANAN :
Q THE BOTTOM PORTION OF THE EXHIBIT, THE
SECOND NOTE, SAYS, "IT'S NOT SAFE HERE ANYMORE." DO YOU

KNOW WHERE "HERE" IS REFERRING TO?
MR KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI :
Q YOU CAN SET THE BINDER ASIDE.
AT ANY POINT DID MR. MORENO WARN YOU THAT

THERE WERE PEOPLE AT THE CAFE LOOKING FOR YOU?
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A YES.

MR, KENNEDY: CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: MAY I HEAR ARGUMENT AS TO WHY THIS IS
ADMISSIBLE?

MR, KANANI : I BELIEVE IT'S ADMISSIBLE UNDER THE
SAME STATUTE THAT ALLOWS --

THE COURT: IT'S NOT STATUTE. IT'S A DECIDED CASE.

MR KANANI : THE CASE LAW WHICH ALLOWS HEARSAY FOR
A LIMITED PURPOSE IN CIVIL HARASSMENT RESTRAINING ORDERS.
THE COURT CAN STILL DETERMINE HOW MUCH WEIGHT TO GIVE IT
OR NOT GIVE.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY, HOW IS THIS A NON-HEARSAY
STATEMENT OF NOTICE OR HAVING INDEPENDENT SIGNIFICANT
RELEVANCE BESIDE THE HEARSAY CONTENT ITSELF? IT HAS TO
BE HEARSAY FIRST. AND THERE'S A QUESTION AS TO WHETHER
OR NOT IT'S HEARSAY IF IT'S NOTICE OR IF IT'S A STATEMENT
OF PRESENT INTENTION OF SOME KIND.

MR, KENNEDY: I HAVE NOT HEARD.

THE COURT: IT'S NOT A HEARSAY STATEMENT AT THAT
POINT.

MR KENNEDY: I APOLOGIZE, YOUR HONOR. I HAVE NOT
HEARD ANY TESTIMONY TO THAT EFFECT, NOR DO I THINK THERE
CAN BE TESTIMONY. THIS IS AN OUT-OF-COURT STATEMENT.

I'D BE HAPPY TO REVIEW THE CASE THAT THE COURT IS
REFERRING TO.

THE COURT: I'M ON THAT SIDE OF THE CONUNDRUM. I

WILL SUSTAIN THE HEARSAY OBJECTION AFTER ARGUMENT.

GO AHEAD. NEXT QUESTION, PLEASE.
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BY MR KANANI

Q DID MR. MORENO EVER IDENTIFY ANYBODY THAT
YOU REFERRED TO AS A MAN IN BLACK?

MR,  KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI

Q DID MR. MORENO EVER INDICATE -- I'M SORRY.
REPHRASE.

DID YOU EVER ASK MR. MORENO IF IT WAS SAFE

TO GO TO THE -- GO TO THE CAFE?

A YES, NUMEROUS TIMES.

Q ON HOW MANY OCCASIONS MORE OR LESS?

A NUMEROUS TIMES. ALMOST WEEKLY.

Q WAS THIS DONE THROUGHOUT THE —- THROUGHOUT
20172

A IT STARTED END OF JUNE.

Q IN 20172

A YEAH. AND CONTINUED.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE INDIVIDUALS —-- I'M SORRY.
REPHRASE.

PREVIOUSLY YOU REFERENCED INDIVIDUALS YOU

DID NOT KNOW WHO WOULD PHOTOGRAPH YOU, AND YOU SAID THAT
THESE INDIVIDUALS WOULD PHOTOGRAPH YOU AT THE CAFE AND AT
YOUR HOME. DO YOU KNOW IF MR. MORENO EVER SAW ONE OF
THESE INSTANCES OF PEOPLE TAKING PICTURES OF YOU?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR SPECULATION.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

MR KENNEDY: HEARSAY.
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THE COURT: YOU MAY REPHRASE THE QUESTION.
BY MR KANANI

Q WAS MR. MORENO PRESENT ON ANY OF THESE
OCCASIONS WHERE SOMEBODY YOU DID NOT KNOW PHOTOGRAPHED
YOU AT THE CAFE?

A YES. BUT I NEED TO MAKE A CORRECTION,
YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD.

THE WTNESS: 1IT WASN'T JUST AT THE CAFE. IT WAS
AS I WAS WALKING INTO THE CAFE AND OUT OF THE CAFE AND
CROSSING —- BECAUSE IT'S ACROSS THE STREET. AS I'M
WALKING IN AND WALKING OUT, THEY'RE ON THE PARKED CARS OR
WALKING AROUND WITH THE CAMERAS.
BY MR KANANI :

Q WERE THEY STANDING ON THE SIDE OF THE STREET
WHICH THE CAFE IS ON OR THE SIDE WHERE [ S S
ON?

A I WOULD SEE THEM ON BOTH SIDES.

Q AND YOU COULD CLEARLY SEE THEM HOLDING
CAMERAS POINTED AT YOU?

A YES. AND THEN —-—

Q DID YOU EVER --

THE COURT: WAIT FOR THE NEXT QUESTION, PLEASE.

BY MR KANAN

Q DID YOU EVER SEE ANY OF THESE MEN WITH
MR. OLSON?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE ANY OF THESE MEN WITH
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MR. ECONN?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: I SAW SOME MEN WITH HIM, BUT I DID
NOT SEE THEM WITH THE CAMERA.
BY MR KANANI :

Q SO YOU'RE UNSURE IF IT'S THE SAME MEN THAT
YOU SAW WITH MR. ECONN OR NOT?

A CORRECT.

Q DID ANYONE YOU KNOW EVER TELL YOU THAT THEY
SAW ANY ONE OF THESE MEN WITH MR. OLSON?

MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

BY MR KANANI :

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN THE CAMERAS WERE
INSTALLED AT I

A I THINK SOMETIME IN 2016.

Q AND DO YOU REMEMBER WHO REQUESTED THE

CAMERAS BE INSTALLED ORIGINALLY?

A MR. OLSON.
Q WERE YOU PRESENT WHEN HE MADE THIS REQUEST?
A HE TOLD ME THAT HE WAS GOING TO DO THAT.

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. MOVE TO STRIKE.
CONTAINING HEARSAY STATEMENTS.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. THE ANSWER STANDS.
BY MR KANAN :

Q DID HE EVER SAY WHY HE WANTED TO INSTALL

CAMERAS?
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MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.
THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.

THE W TNESS: SO HE COULD WATCH WHAT I WAS DOING AT

THE [ -
BY MR KANANI :
Q DID HE SPECIFICALLY MENTION YOU?
A YES.
Q DID YOU WANT THE CAMERAS TO BE INSTALLED?
A NO.
Q DID YOU VOICE YOUR OBJECTION ON THIS ISSUE?
A I TRIED TO BUT I WAS BLOCKED FROM —-
Q WERE YOU PRESENT AT THE MEETING WHERE IT WAS

DECIDED TO INSTALL THESE CAMERAS?

A NO.

Q WERE YOU GIVEN NOTICE THAT THIS MEETING WAS
TAKING PLACE EVER?

A THEY POSTED A THING ON THE WALL BUT THEY DID
NOT SEND ME AN E-MAIL OR A LETTER, AND THEN THEY CHANGED
THE DATE AND I DID NOT KNOW ABOUT IT.

Q MS. S THERE IS —- REPHRASE.

DO YOU KNOW WHERE THE CAMERAS ARE PLACED

AROUND THE PROPERTY? AND BY "THE PROPERTY," I MEAN

|
A YES.
Q DO YOU KNOW IF THERE'S ONE CAMERA THAT FACES

THE BACK DOOR OF YOUR UNIT?
A YES.

Q CAN IT SEE INSIDE YOUR UNIT?
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EXPERT TESTIMONY.

THE COURT: IT DOES NOT CALL FOR EXPERT TESTIMONY.
BUT IT DOES CALL FOR SPECULATION. SUSTAINED ON THAT
GROUND.
BY MR KANANI :

Q MS. S THERE WAS AN INCIDENT AT SOME

POINT IN 2016 REGARDING A LOCKBOX. DO YOU REMEMBER THIS

INCIDENT?
MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. LEADING.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.
THE W TNESS: YES.
BY MR KANANI :
Q AFTER —-- STRIKE THAT. REPHRASE.
WHAT WAS IN THE LOCKBOX?

A THE KEYS TO MY CONDO.

Q DID YOU HAVE ANY OTHER KEYS OTHER THAN THOSE

THAT WERE IN THE LOCKBOX AT THE TIME?
A I BELIEVE SO.
Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHO HAD POSSESSION OF THE

LOCKBOX FOR A TIME WHEN YOU DID NOT?

A YES.

Q WHO WAS IT?

A ELSA MONROY.

Q WHEN YOU ASKED FOR THE LOCKBOX BACK, WERE

YOU ABLE TO RETRIEVE IT?
A NO.

Q DID YOU CALL THE POLICE AT ANY POINT?
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A YES.

Q DID THEY COME TO ASSIST YOU?

A YES.

Q WERE THEY SUCCESSEFUL IN ASSISTING YOU TO

RETRIEVE YOUR LOCKBOX WITH YOUR KEYS FROM MS. MONROY?
A YES.
Q UPON RETURNING THE LOCKBOX, DID THEY GIVE
YOU ANY ADVISEMENTS?
MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI :
Q AFTER THE INCIDENT WITH THE LOCKBOX,

MS. BB DID YOU CONSIDER CHANGING THE LOCKS TO YOUR

UNIT?

A YES.

Q WHY DID YOU CONSIDER THAT?

A THE POLICE TOLD ME TO.

Q DID YOU ACTUALLY CHANGE THE LOCKS TO YOUR
UNIT?

A NO.

Q WHY NOT?

A BECAUSE I COULDN'T AFFORD IT.

Q vS. I, HAVE YOU —— REPHRASE.

THROUGHOUT 2017, DID YOU SPEND A LOT OF TIME

LIVING AT I C' 2 CONSISTENT BASIS?

A TELL ME THE TIMEFRAME AGAIN.
Q THROUGHOUT 2017.
A NO.
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Q WHY IS THAT?

A BECAUSE I WAS AFRAID.

Q WHO WERE YOU AFRAID OF?

A MR. OLSON.

Q WHERE DID You LIVE INSTEAD OF |
|

THE COURT: YOU DON'T HAVE TO ANSWER THAT QUESTION.
SHE HAS A REQUEST FOR RESTRAINING ORDERS. AND IF SHE HAS
TO GO TO ANOTHER LOCATION BECAUSE OF FEAR FOR SAFETY, SHE
NEED NOT DISCLOSE THAT IN OPEN COURT ON THE RECORD. JUST

SHE WENT SOMEPLACE ELSE IS SUFEFICIENT.

BY MR KANAN :

Q DID YOU LIVE SOMEWHERE ELSE DURING THAT
TIME?

A WELL, I DID NOT HAVE A RESTRAINING ORDER AT
THAT TIME.

THE COURT: BUT YOU ULTIMATELY GOT A RESTRAINING
ORDER IN 2017; CORRECT?

THE W TNESS: YEAH, LATER. OKAY.

THE COURT: I DON'T WANT YOU TO EVEN
INADVERTENTLY -- AND IT APPLIES TO BOTH PARTIES --—
DISCLOSE YOUR OTHER LOCATIONS OTHER THAN THE | N -
IT'S NOT PERMITTED. NOT EVEN I CAN ASK THAT QUESTION.

BY MR KANAN

Q YOU WERE LIVING SOMEWHERE ELSE FOR A TIME;
CORRECT?

A YES.

Q DID ANY INDIVIDUALS ATTEMPTING TO BUY YOUR

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 093



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

28

60

UNIT SHOW UP AT THIS OTHER LOCATION THAT YOU WERE LIVING?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. SEEMS TO ESTABLISH
FOUNDATION FOR SOMETHING ELSE.

THE WTNESS: YES.
BY MR KANANI :

Q AND DID YOU KNOW -- I'M SORRY. REPHRASE.

HAD YOU EVER MET THESE INDIVIDUALS PRIOR TO

THEM SHOWING UP AT THIS OTHER RESIDENCE THAT YOU HAD?

A WELL —-

Q HAD YOU EVER MET IN PERSON THESE INDIVIDUALS

WHO SHOWED UP AT THIS OTHER RESIDENCE THAT YOU HAD?
A NO.
Q WHY DID SHE SHOW UP AT YOUR HOUSE?
MR. KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: JUST THEY WERE CALLING AND SENDING

LETTERS.
BY MR KANAN :

Q SO THEY NEVER ACTUALLY APPEARED IN PERSON?

A NO.

Q WHY WERE THEY CONTACTING YOU AT THIS
LOCATION?

A BECAUSE THEY WANTED TO BUY MY CONDO.

Q DID YOU TELL THEM WHERE YOU WERE LIVING AT
THE TIME?

A NO.

Q DID YOU TELL ANYONE ELSE WHERE YOU WERE
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LIVING AT THE TIME?

A NO.

Q WHEN THEY STARTED CONTACTING YOU THERE WITH
PHONE CALLS AND LETTERS, DID ANYONE ELSE LIVING WITH YOU
AT THIS OTHER LOCATION INDICATE THAT THEY HAD TOLD THESE
INDIVIDUALS WHERE YOU WERE STAYING?

MR, KENNEDY: CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI

Q WERE THEY EVER SUCCESSFUL IN PURCHASING YOUR
uNIT, MS. N :

A NO.

Q HAS MR. OLSON EVER TRIED TO PURCHASE YOUR
UNIT?

A WELL, HE TRIED TO FORECLOSE ON IT. IS THAT
THE SAME THING?

Q NO, IT'S NOT.

HAS HE EVER OFFERED YOU MONEY OR SOMETHING

ELSE OF VALUE FOR OWNERSHIP OF YOUR UNIT AT |
B CUTSIDE OF ANY SORT OF SETTLEMENT DISCUSSIONS OR
ANYTHING THAT WOULD BE CONFIDENTIAL OR PRIVILEGED?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. YOU MAY REPHRASE.

THE WTNESS: I DON'T UNDERSTAND.
BY MR KANANI

Q HAS MR. OLSON EVER MADE YOU AN OFFER ON YOUR
UNIT?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 095



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

28

62

THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.
THE W TNESS: HIS OFFER WAS JUST FOR ME TO GET OUT.
SO I —— GET OUT OR I WON'T -- HIS OFFER IS, IF YOU GET

OUT, I WON'T SUE YOU. THAT WAS HIS OFFER.

BY MR KANAN :
Q BUT HE DID NOT OFFER YOU MONEY TO GET OUT?
A NO.
Q HAS ANYONE FROM NEXUS DEVELOPMENT EVER TRIED

TO PURCHASE YOUR UNIT FROM YOU?
MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED. ALSO HEARSAY.
BY MR KANAN :
Q HAVE YOU EVER SPOKEN WITH AN INDIVIDUAL

NAMED CORY ALDER?

A YES.

Q WHO IS HE, IF YOU KNOW?

A HE'S THE PRESIDENT OF MR. OLSON'S COMPANY.

Q AND DID YOU HAVE A PHONE CALL WITH HIM AT
SOME POINT IN 2016 —-- I'M SORRY.

DID HE EVER CALL YOU AT SOME POINT AFTER
2005, I BELIEVE?

THE COURT: SO --

MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: —— I'LL INTERPOSE THE COURT'S OWN
OBJECTION, 352 AND THE COURT'S ADMONITIONS. BRING IT TO
THE CURRENT EVENTS THAT ARE THE SUBJECT OF THESE TWO
RESTRAINING ORDER REQUESTS, PLEASE.

/17
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BY MR KANANI :
Q MS. S ©AVE YOU EVER MET AN

INDIVIDUAL NAMED LENNY DYKSTRA?

A YES.

Q WHEN DID YOU MEET HIM?

A I MET HIM, I THINK IT WAS APRIL, 2017.
Q AND WHAT WAS YOUR RELATIONSHIP WITH

MR. DYKSTRA AT THE TIME?
A WELL, HE ORIGINALLY GAVE ME A FAKE NAME AND
ASKED TO RENT A ROOM IN MY PROPERTY.

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. MOVE TO STRIKE AS

HEARSAY.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.
BY MR KANAN :
Q WHAT WAS THE NAME HE GAVE YOU?
A KYLE SOMETHING.
Q WHEN DID HE REVEAL HIS TRUE NAME?

THE COURT: NOW WE'RE IN 352 TERRITORY. IT DOES
NOT REALLY RELATE TO MR. OLSON UNLESS YOU CONNECT IT UP
FIRST, PLEASE.
BY MR KANAN :

Q DID LENNY DYKSTRA EVER OFFER YOU MONEY TO BE
IN A RELATIONSHIP WITH HIM?

MR,  KENNEDY: CALLS FOR HEARSAY. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. CONNECT IT UP TO THE
RELEVANT ALLEGATIONS OR IT'S NOT RELEVANT. IT MIGHT BE
RELEVANT TO THE OTHER MATTERS PENDING IN COURT'S OTHER

PLACES BUT NOT HERE.
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BY MR KANAN :
Q DID MR. DYKSTRA EVER MENTION MR. OLSON?

MR KENNEDY: CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. "YES" OR "NO"?
THE WTNESS: NoO.
BY MR KANANI :
Q DID MR. OLSON EVER MENTION THAT HE KNEW

MR. DYKSTRA?

A NO.

Q vs. I -

THE COURT: HOLD ON.

MS. BB - THIS IS THE SECOND TIME NOW
SHE'S TRIED TO TALK TO ME DIRECTLY. YOU'RE NOT ALLOWED
TO DO THAT. YOUR ATTORNEY IS ASKING YOU QUESTIONS.

THE WTNESS: 1I'M SORRY.

THE COURT: IF YOU AND YOUR ATTORNEY WANT TO TALK
PRIVATELY, YOU MAY. BUT THE ATTORNEY CONTROLS THE
EXAMINATION. LET HIM CONDUCT THE EXAMINATION, PLEASE.
BY MR KANANI :

Q MS. S DO YOU REMEMBER THE
INCIDENT -- I DON'T REMEMBER THE EXACT DATE —-- BUT THE
INCIDENT THAT MR. OLSON HAS REFERRED TO IN WHICH HE
CLAIMS THAT TWO MEN ACCOSTED HIM?

DO I REMEMBER THIS?
YES.
YES, FROM THE TESTIMONY.

AND WERE YOU PRESENT ON THIS DAY?

> O » O »

YES.
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Q WHO ELSE WAS PRESENT BESIDES YOU AND
MR. OLSON?

A TWO FRIENDS OF MINE. TITUS FOTSO AND MILDER
AREGULA (PHONETICALLY). I'M NOT SURE HOW TO SPELL THE

LAST NAME, BUT M-I-L-D-E-R.
Q DURING THIS TIME, DID YOU EVER VIEW OR HEAR

MILDER THREATEN MR. OLSON?

A NO.
Q DID YOU EVER VIEW OR HEAR HIM ATTACK
MR. OLSON?
A NO.
Q DID YOU EVER VIEW OR HEAR HIM PHYSICALLY

TOUCH MR. OLSON?
A NO.
Q THE SAME QUESTION FOR MR. FOTSO.
DID YOU EVER HEAR HIM —-- VIEW OR HEAR HIM

THREATEN MR. OLSON?

A NO.
Q DID YOU EVER VIEW OR HEAR HIM TOUCH
MR. OLSON?
A NO.
Q DID YOU EVER VIEW OR HEAR HIM ATTACK OR

INJURE, MR. OLSON?

A NO.

Q WERE YOU, MR. FOTSO, AND MILDER DRINKING ANY
ALCOHOL ON THAT DAY?

A I BELIEVE THAT MILDER AND MR. FOTSO HAD A

GLASS OF WINE.
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Q DID THEY HAVE ONE GLASS OF WINE EACH?
A I'M NOT EXACTLY SURE.
Q DO YOU KNOW HOW MUCH ALCOHOL THEY DRANK

BETWEEN THE TWO OF THEM?

A MAYBE, YOU KNOW, A GLASS EACH.
Q AND WERE EITHER —-—- WAS ANYONE —— AND ANYONE
COULD BE —-- I'LL REPHRASE.

WAS ANYONE PRESENT ON THAT DAY DRUNK?

A NO.

MR KANANI : AT THIS TIME, YOUR HONOR, I WOULD LIKE
TO PLAY ACTUALLY RESPONDENT'S OR MR. OLSON'S EXHIBIT GG.

THE COURT: GG.

MR, KANANI : IT'S A BRIEF VIDEO THAT I BELIEVE —-

THE COURT: DOES IT HAVE ANY AUDIO?

VR, KANANI : IT DOES. I'M SORRY. BUT WE CAN PLAY
IT WITHOUT THE AUDIO. THE VIDEO IS ALL WE NEED TO SHOW
THE WITNESS AT THIS TIME.

THE COURT: HOW LONG IS THE VIDEO?

MR KANANI : A MINUTE TWENTY-FOUR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. DO YOU WANT TO SET THAT UP?
WHY DON'T WE TAKE A BREAK WHILE YOU SET THAT UP. I THINK
YOUR CLIENT WANTS TO TALK TO YOU. THAT IS HER RIGHT. IF
YOU TWO WANT TO TALK PRIVATELY OUT IN THE HALLWAY. SET
UP THE VIDEO. AND I WILL COME BACK WHEN YOU TELL MY
STAFF THAT YOU'RE READY.

MR KANANI : THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

(A BRIEF RECESS WAS TAKEN.)
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THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD.
PETITIONER, MS. |  BACK ON THE

WITNESS STAND. AND YOU HAVE THE VIDEO CUED UP THAT YOU
WANT.

MR, KANANI: YES. SORRY.

THE COURT: DID YOU SAY NUMBER GG?

MR. KANANI : RESPONDENT'S GG.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, WE'LL STIPULATE TO
ADMISSIBILITY IF YOU WANT TO LOOK AT IT AS WELL.

THE COURT: DOES THE PETITIONER MS.
STIPULATE TO ITS ADMISSIBILITY?

MR. KANANI: YES, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

(EXHIBIT GG WAS RECEIVED INTO EVIDENCE.)

MR, KANANI : WE'RE READY.

THE COURT: COME ON OVER AND POSITION YOURSELVES
AND THEN --

MR KENNEDY: WE'RE NOT PLAYING THE AUDIO?

THE COURT: NO AUDIO.

MR KANANI : THE AUDIO IS OFF.

THE COURT: I'LL STAND BEHIND HERE. OFF THE RECORD
WHILE THE VIDEO GG ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE IS PLAYED.

VIDEO ONLY. NOT AUDIO. OFF THE RECORD. PLAY IT.

(VIDEOTAPE BEING PLAYED OFF THE RECORD.)
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THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD. GO AHEAD.
BY MR KANANI

Q MS. B DID YOU GET A GOOD LOOK AT THE
VIDEO THAT I JUST PLAYED FOR YOU AS RESPONDENT'S GG?

A YES.

Q DO YOU BELIEVE THAT IT ACCURATELY REPRESENTS
WHAT HAPPENED ON THAT DAY REGARDING THE INCIDENT THAT IS
THE BASIS OF MR. OLSON'S REQUEST FOR RESTRAINING ORDER?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: 1IT'S ARGUMENTATIVE QUESTION. FIRST
HALF OF IT WASN'T. THE SECOND HALF WAS.
BY MR KANANI

Q DO YOU BELIEVE IT ACCURATELY REPRESENTS THE
EVENTS OF THAT DAY?

A YES.

Q MS. BB DID MR. DYKSTRA EVER ASK YOU
ABOUT A LAWSUIT THAT YOU HAD PENDING AGAINST MR. OLSON?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: HEARSAY. SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI

Q YOU HAVE A LAWSUIT PENDING AGAINST
MR. OLSON; CORRECT?

A YES.

Q WERE DOCUMENTS IN YOUR HOME EVER —--— I'M
SORRY. REPHRASE.

WAS ANYTHING EVER STOLEN FROM YOUR UNIT?
A YES.

Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHAT WAS STOLEN FROM YOUR
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UNIT?
A DOCUMENTS REGARDING EVIDENCE IN MY LAWSUIT.
Q WHICH LAWSUIT WOULD THAT BE?
A WITH MR. OLSON.
Q DO YOU KNOW WHO IT WAS THAT STOLE THOSE
DOCUMENTS?
A LENNY DYKSTRA.

Q MS. I - 'V SORRY. REPHRASE.

wAS THERE A BOARD MEETING FOR THE |

B (OMEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION IN THE LAST TWO OR THREE

MONTHS?
A YES.
Q AT THAT BOARD MEETING, WAS THE ISSUE OF

SECURITY EVER DISCUSSED?
A YES.
MR,  KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.
THE COURT: OVERRULED. DID YOU ANSWER YES?

THE WTNESS: YES.

BY MR KANAN :
Q WHAT -- DID ANYONE MAKE A SUGGESTION
REGARDING —-- I'M SORRY. STRIKE THAT. REPHRASE.

WHAT WAS THE DISCUSSION ON SECURITY
REGARDING?
A THAT MR. OLSON WANTED MORE SECURITY. HE
WANTED 24-HOUR SECURITY PEOPLE AT THE FRONT AND BACK DOOR
CHECKING I.D.'S OF PEOPLE COMING IN.

Q DID HE REQUEST THAT I.D.'S BE CHECKED OF

EVERY INDIVIDUAL COMING IN AND OUT OF I
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A YES.
Q WERE HOMEOWNERS EXEMPT FROM THIS REQUIREMENT

UNDER MR. OLSON'S SUGGESTION? IF YOU KNOW?

A I DON'T KNOW EXACTLY HOW. I DON'T KNOW.

Q WAS THIS SUGGESTION EVER IMPLEMENTED?

A NO.

Q WHAT WAS YOUR POSITION ON THIS SUGGESTION?
A WELL, I THOUGHT IT WOULD BE REALLY EXPENSIVE

AND UP THE HOA FEES. I DID NOT THINK IT WAS NECESSARY.

COULD I SAY SOMETHING ELSE?

Q DO You HAVE MORE TO say, MS. N :

A YEAH.

Q PLEASE CONTINUE.

A I WAS AFRAID THAT THIS WAS A WAY FOR HIM TO

FIND OUT PEOPLE, FRIENDS OF MINE WHO COME TO VISIT ME, TO

GET THEIR NAMES AND THEIR ADDRESSES SO HE COULD THEN

STALK THEM.
Q okay. MS. BB D10 ANYONE EVER TELL
YOU THAT -- STRIKE THAT.

DID YOU EVER SEE MEN IN BLACK —-- MEN DRESSED

IN BLACK AT THE CAFE?

A YES.

Q DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THESE MEN WERE WATCHING
YOU?

A YES.

Q WHAT MAKES YOU BELIEVE THAT?

A BECAUSE WHEN I WOULD COME AND SIT IN, YOU
COULD FEEL -- THERE'S A FEELING THAT YOU FEEL SOMEONE IS
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WATCHING YOU. YOU GET THIS FEELING THAT SOMEONE IS
LOOKING AT YOU. AND I WOULD TURNAROUND AND LOOK, EITHER
THEY WOULD BE OVER THERE AND THEY WOULD BE IN THE —-- THE
CAFE OPENS UP TO THE LOBBY. AND ONE TIME THERE WAS A MAN
HOLDING A VIDEO CAMERA FILMING ME. AN IPHONE. AND I
TURNED TO PASTOR AMADO, AND I SAID, DO YOU SEE HIM? YEAH
I SEE HIM. AND SO -- AND THEN HE —-

Q ANY OTHER INCIDENTS THAT WOULD MAKE YOU

BELIEVE THESE MEN WERE WATCHING YOU?

A YES.
Q CAN YOU DESCRIBE ONE OF THEM AT THIS TIME?
A OKAY. I'M AT THE BAR AREA, AND I HAVE MY

BACK TO THE PEOPLE BEHIND ME AND AMADO WOULD BE STANDING
IN FRONT. AND HE WOULD TELL ME THE ONE OVER THERE, HE'S
STARING AT YOU. HE HAS A CLIPBOARD AND LOOKS LIKE HE'S
WRITING NOTES. AND HE WOULD SAY THEY COME IN TO -- THEY
COME IN WHEN YOU'RE THERE AND THEN THEY LEAVE RIGHT AFTER
YOU LEAVE. DON'T SEEM TO BE EATING ANY FOOD. THEY ARE
THERE WHEN YOU'RE THERE OR —-- THAT IS WHEN HE TOLD ME TO
STOP COMING AROUND. THEY WOULD COME IN AND LOOK AROUND
AND THEN LEAVE.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE ANY OF THESE INDIVIDUALS
ORDER A MEAL?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE ANY OF THESE INDIVIDUALS
HAVE A DRINK AT THE CAFE?

A ONE PERSON DID CAME UP TO THE BAR AREA AND

THEN, LIKE, WATCHED ME.
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Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHEN THIS HAPPENED, WHAT
YEAR?

A THIS WAS IN 2017.

Q WAS IT TOWARDS THE BEGINNING, MIDDLE, OR END
OF 20177

A FALL. THE END.

Q AND HOW FREQUENTLY WOULD THIS HAPPEN WHEN

YOU WOULD GO TO THE CAFE?

A EVERY TIME.

Q AND IS THAT WHY YOU STOPPED GOING —— IS THAT
ONE OF THE REASONS WHY YOU STOPPED GOING TO THE CAFE?

A YES.

Q MS. S DO YOU KNOW HOW LONG
MR. MORENO WORKED AT THE CAFE?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: DECADES.

BY MR KANANI :
Q MORE THAN TEN YEARS?
A DEFINITELY.
Q IS HE STILL WORKING AT THE CAFE?
A NO.
Q WHEN DID HE QUIT -- I'M SORRY.

WHEN DID HE STOP WORKING THERE, IF YOU KNOW?

A YES. I GOT BACK TO THE UNITED STATES IN THE
BEGINNING OF JUNE. I HAD SPOKEN TO HIM ON A SATURDAY,

AND HE —-- I SAID HOW IS EVERYTHING GOING? ARE THEY STILL

COMING THERE?
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THE COURT: THE QUESTION WAS WHEN DID HE STOP
WORKING THERE?
THE W TNESS: SO I BELIEVE IT WAS A MONDAY ON —- IN

JUNE, LIKE THE BEGINNING OF JUNE, HE JUST DID NOT SHOW UP

AT WORK.
BY MR KANANI :

Q IS THAT JUNE OF 2017 OR 20187

A 2018.

Q AND DID HE TELL YOU THAT HE WAS GOING TO
QUIT?

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KANANI

Q DO YOU KNOW IF HE WAS QUIT OR FIRED OR
SIMPLY JUST DID NOT SHOW UP TO WORK ONE DAY?

MR. KENNEDY: CALLS FOR SPECULATION.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

MS. BB YOU JUST SPOKE LOUD ENOUGH FOR

ME TO HEAR YOU. I DID NOT HEAR QUITE THE WORDS THAT YOU
SAID, BUT YOUR SAYING SOMETHING INDICATES TO ME THAT YOU
MIGHT BE SIGNALING TO YOUR ATTORNEY. THIS IS NOW THE
THIRD ADMONITION THAT I HAVE GIVEN YOUR SIDE THIS
MORNING. THE NEXT ADMONITION WILL TERMINATE THE EVIDENCE
UNDER 765. BEHAVE YOURSELVES IN COURT. CONDUCT
YOURSELVES WITH CIVILITY. AND IT HURTS YOUR CASE WHEN
YOU DO THAT BECAUSE IT REFLECTS ADVERSELY ON YOUR
CREDIBILITY.

IF YOU WANT TO KEEP DOING IT WITHOUT
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ADMONITIONS, THAT IS FINE TOO. IT KEEPS WORKING AGAINST
YOU WHEN YOU DO THAT AND BEHAVE LIKE THAT IN COURT. I
TOLD YOU ALL IN THE BEGINNING THAT I WILL BE WATCHING AND
I AM. CORRECT THE BEHAVIOR.

NEXT QUESTION.

BY MR KANANI :

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF AN INDIVIDUAL NAMED MICHAEL
ABNEY?

A YES.

Q WHO IS HE?

A HE'S A HAIRDRESSER AT THE HOTEL, THE SALON
HATRCUTTER.

Q HOW IS HE RELATED TO THIS CASE?

A HE STARTED ALSO WANTING TO KNOW WHERE I WAS

AND ASKING ABOUT ME ALL THE TIME.

Q IS MR. ABNEY STILL WORKING AT THE HOTEL?
A I DON'T KNOW. I DON'T GO THERE.
Q ARE YOU AWARE OF A CHEF AT THE HOTEL WITH

THE LAST NAME MARTINEZ?

A YES.

Q WHY IS HE RELATED TO THIS CASE?

A HE WAS ONE OF THE PEOPLE THAT AMADO MORENO
TOLD ME WAS —-- HAD BECOME AN INFORMANT FOR MR. OLSON.

Q ARE YOU AWARE OF A BUSBOY AT THE CAFE WITH

THE FIRST NAME OF RONNY?

A YES.
Q DID RONNY WORK WITH A PARTICULAR WAITER AT
THE CAFE?
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YES.

WHICH WAITER DID HE WORK WITH?

AMADO MORENO.

WHY IS RONNY RELATED TO THIS CASE?

> O >» O »

BECAUSE HE ALSO WITNESSED THE MEN IN BLACK,
AND MR. OLSON WITH THE MEN IN BLACK.

MR, KANANI : NOTHING FURTHER AT THIS TIME,
YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q MS. S DID YOU EVER SEE MR. OLSON
WITH THESE ALLEGED MEN IN BLACK?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE MR. OLSON WITH THE CHEF
MR. MARTINEZ?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE MR. OLSON WITH THE
HAIRDRESSER MR. ABNEY?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER SEE MR. OLSON WITH THE FORMER
PROFESSIONAL BASEBALL PLAYER LENNY DYKSTRA?

A NO.

Q YOU MENTIONED THAT MR. OLSON WANTED MORE
SECURITY MEASURES AT THE | EE; RIGHT?

A YES.

Q WOULDN'T IT MAKE IT MORE DIFFICULT FOR HIM
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TO HARASS YOU?
A COULD YOU ASK THE QUESTION AGAIN?
THE COURT: PLEASE.
MR, KENNEDY: TI'LL WITHDRAW IT.
LET'S TURN TO EXHIBIT NUMBER J.
MAY I APPROACH?
THE COURT: YOU MAY APPROACH.
TURN TO TAB J, PLEASE.
J IS ALREADY ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q WILL YOU PLEASE TURN TO THE PAGE THAT IS
NUMBERED TRIAL EXHIBIT J.0006.
THE COURT: THE BOTTOM, DO YOU SEE THE NUMBERS?
THE W TNESS. THANK YOU.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q IS THAT YOUR SIGNATURE?

A YES.

Q HAVE YOU SEEN THIS DOCUMENT BEFORE?

A YES.

Q IS THIS THE REQUEST FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT

RESTRAINING ORDER THAT YOU SUBMITTED IN THIS CASE?
A COULD I TAKE A MOMENT TO LOOK AT IT?

Q PLEASE DO.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

THE WTNESS: OKAY.
/17
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BY MR KENNEDY:

Q IS THIS THE REQUEST FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT
RESTRAINING ORDER THAT YOU SUBMITTED IN THIS CASE?

A I BELIEVE SO.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, I WOULD ASK THAT THIS
TRIAL EXHIBIT J BE ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: ALREADY DONE ON DAY ONE. IT WAS
STIPULATED.

MR. KENNEDY: EVEN EASIER. THANK YOU.

THE COURT: THANK YOU, MR. KANANT.

BY MR KENNEDY

Q COULD YOU PLEASE TURN TO TRIAL
EXHIBIT J.0003 -- ACTUALLY. I'M SORRY. 0002. SORRY.
A OKAY.
Q DO YOU SEE PARAGRAPH SEVEN —-
A YES.
Q —— WHERE IT SAYS DESCRIPTION OF HARASSMENT?
A YES.
Q DO YOU SEE SUBHEADING A-17
A YES.
Q WHEN —-—- WHERE IT SAYS WHEN DID IT HAPPEN?
A WHICH SECTION AGAIN?
Q PARAGRAPH SEVEN, SUBHEADING A-17
A YES. OKAY.
Q WHAT IS THE DATE THAT YOU LISTED THERE?
A SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 2.
Q WHAT SPECIFICALLY DO YOU ALLEGE MR. OLSON

DID ON SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 2, 201772
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A THAT IS WHEN THE MEN IN BLACK THAT AMADO
MORENO HAD SEEN AND I HAD SEEN WERE FOLLOWING --
PHOTOGRAPHING.

Q WHERE DO YOU REFERENCE THE MEN IN BLACK IN
THIS APPLICATION?

A WELL, I'M NOT AN ATTORNEY. SO I -- MAYBE I
DID NOT FILL IT OUT CORRECTLY.

Q LET'S TURN TO THE NEXT PAGE.

DO YOU SEE SUBSECTION THREE AT THE TOP?
A YES.
Q PLEASE READ THAT PARAGRAPH TO YOURSELFE AND

TELL ME IF YOU SEE REFERENCE TO THE MEN IN BLACK.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

THE W TNESS: OKAY.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DO YOU SEE A REFERENCE TO THE MEN IN BLACK?
A NO.
Q AND THE SAME QUESTION FOR PARAGRAPH FOUR,

SUBPARAGRAPH FOUR FOR THE RECORD, I NOTE THAT THREE IS
HOW DID THE PERSON HARASS YOU. SUBPARAGRAPH FOUR IS
TITLED DID THE PERSON —-

VR, KANANI : OBJECTION. CUMULATIVE.

THE COURT: THERE'S NO QUESTION PENDING YET.
DISREGARD WHAT MR. KENNEDY SAID. FRAME A QUESTION.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q SAME QUESTION FOR PARAGRAPH FOUR, IS THERE A
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REFERENCE TO THE MEN IN BLACK?

A NO.

Q PARAGRAPH FIVE, SAME QUESTION?

A NO.

Q SO ALTHOUGH, AS OF SEPTEMBER 2, YOU WERE

AWARE OF THE ALLEGED SURVEILLANCE OF THE MEN IN BLACK,
YOU DID NOT INCLUDE THAT IN THE RESTRAINING ORDER
APPLICATION?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. MISSTATES FACTS NOT IN
EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. ANSWER PLEASE.

THE W TNESS: WHAT IS THE QUESTION?

THE COURT: REPEAT, OR WOULD YOU LIKE IT READ BACK?

MR, KENNEDY: I CAN REPEAT IT.

Q ALTHOUGH AS OF SEPTEMBER 2 YOU WERE AWARE OF
THE MEN IN BLACK'S ALLEGED SURVEILLANCE OF YOU, YOU DID
NOT ADD THAT ALLEGATION INTO YOUR RESTRAINING ORDER
APPLICATION, DID YOU?

A I THOUGHT THAT BY SAYING I WAS BEING
SURVEILLED, I DID NOT KNOW I HAD TO IDENTIFY THEM AS,
QUOTE, MEN IN BLACK.

Q LET'S TALK ABOUT THE SURVEILLANCE FOR A
MOMENT. YOU REFERENCED —- I THINK YOU WERE TALKING ABOUT
IS PARAGRAPH THREE. AND IN LOOKING AT THE THINGS THAT
YOU SAID IN THIS PARAGRAPH, YOU SAY HE'S CURRENTLY
STALKING ME.

WHEN DID THAT HAPPEN?

A SO IT —-—
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Q LET ME CLARIFY THE QUESTION.
WHEN SINCE -- IN THIS TIMEFRAME THAT IS

RELATED TO THIS APPLICATION DID MR. OLSON PERSONALLY

STALK YOU?
A IT STARTED IN JUNE OF 2017.
Q YOU OBSERVED HIM STALKING YOU?
A I WAS TOLD BY MR. AMADO MORENO.
Q SO YOU DID NOT PERSONALLY OBSERVE HIM

PERSONALLY STALKING YOU?
A NO.
Q WHEN IN THAT SAME TIMEFRAME DID YOU OBSERVE
MR. OLSON PERSONALLY SURVEILLING YOU?
A I DID NOT SEE HIM PERSONALLY SURVEILLING ME.
Q WHEN DID YOU OBSERVE HIM STEAL THE LOCKBOX

WITH THE KEYS TO YOUR HOME?

A I DID NOT OBSERVE HIM PERSONALLY DOING IT.

Q WHEN DID YOU OBSERVE HIM THREATEN YOUR LIFE?

A WELL, HE THREATENED MY LIFE EARLIER.

Q SO THIS ALLEGATION RELATES TO AN EARLIER
INCIDENT?

A NO. THROUGH THESE PEOPLE THAT -—- I WAS TOLD

BY MR. MORENO THERE WAS A THREAT.
Q SO YOU NEVER OBSERVED MR. OLSON PERSONALLY

THREATEN YOUR LIFE?

A NO. I WAS JUST TOLD ABOUT IT.
Q YOU SAY ALSO —-
A EXCEPT THAT —-
Q THERE IS NO QUESTION PENDING.
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THE COURT: LET HER FINISH THE ANSWER. EXCEPT
THAT?

THE W TNESS: YOU SAID THAT YOU NEVER HEARD HIM
THREATEN YOUR LIFE. AND I HEARD HIM THREATEN MY LIFE
EARLIER, AND THEN LATER MR. MORENO HAD WITNESSED THE
THREAT AND TOLD ME ABOUT IT. SO IT CORRELATED.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q ARE YOU DONE?
A (NO AUDIBLE RESPONSE.)
Q WHEN YOU TALKED ABOUT HIM THREATENING YOUR

LIFE EARLIER, WHAT TIME EARLIER?

A IN 2015.

Q THAT RELATES TO YOUR PREVIOUS APPLICATION;
CORRECT?

A CORRECT.

Q WHY IS IT IN THIS APPLICATION?

A BECAUSE MR. MORENO WITNESSED HIM WITH THE

MEN IN BLACK AGAIN --

Q SO?

A —— LATER.

Q DO YOUR PERSONAL OBSERVATION OF HIM
THREATENING IS —-- TODAY IT'S ONLY WHAT MR. MORENO TOLD
YOU?

A RIGHT.

Q AND YOUR PERSONAL OBSERVATION IS PART OF

YOUR 2015 APPLICATION?
A CORRECT.

Q THAT APPLICATION WAS RESOLVED AND SETTLED;
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CORRECT?

A MY UNDERSTANDING FROM THE COURT WAS THAT IF
THERE WAS A NEW VIOLATION THAT I COULD COME BACK TO
COURT.

MR, KENNEDY: MOVE TO STRIKE AS NONRESPONSIVE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. NONRESPONSIVE. THE ANSWER
IS STRICKEN.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DID YOU SIGN A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT IN
CONNECTION WITH THE 2015 APPLICATION?

A I WOULD NOT CHARACTERIZE IT AS A SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT. WE HAD AN UNDERSTANDING.

Q CAN YOU TURN TO EXHIBIT O, WHICH HAS ALSO
BEEN STIPULATED AS ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

LOOK AT THE SECOND PAGE OF EXHIBIT 0.0002.

DO YOU SEE WHERE I AM?

A YES.

Q IS THAT YOUR SIGNATURE?

A YES.

Q IS THIS THE MEDIATION AGREEMENT THAT YOU

ENTERED INTO IN CONNECTION WITH THE 2015 APPLICATION?

A YES.
Q AND ISN'T IT TRUE THAT UNDER THIS AGREEMENT
WHICH -- WELL, LET'S LOOK AT THE FIRST PARAGRAPH. DO YOU

SEE WHERE IT STARTS, "THE UNDERSIGNED"?
THE COURT: TYPEWRITTEN LANGUAGE?
MR. KENNEDY: YES, SIR.

Q DO YOU SEE THAT?
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A YEAH.
Q RIGHT UNDERNEATH THE HANDWRITTEN DATES, IT
SAYS, "THE UNDERSIGNED PARTIES ON THE 10TH DAY OF

DECEMBER, 2015, HAVE AGREED TO THE FOLLOWING SETTLEMENT

OF THEIR DISPUTE." DO YOU SEE THAT?
A YES.
Q AND DO YOU SEE UNDER PARAGRAPH ONE WHERE IT

SAYS, "RESPONDENT DENIES EACH AND EVERY ALLEGATION MADE
BY THE PETITIONER"? DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q AND DO YOU SEE MAYBE A LITTLE MORE THAN
HALFWAY DOWN BEFORE THE SMALL PRINT THERE IS SOME
LANGUAGE IN THE MIDDLE OF THE PAGE THAT SAYS "CASE
DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE" WITH AN "X" NEXT TO IT?

A YES.

Q DO YOU SEE WHERE IT SAYS "CASE DISMISSED
WITHOUT PREJUDICE,"™ IT SAYS THIS SETTLEMENT IS BINDING ON

THE PARTIES. DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q AND YOU SIGNED THIS; RIGHT?

A YES.

Q LETS MOVE BACK TO THE EXHIBIT WE WERE

LOOKING AT BEFORE. 0003, TRIAL EXHIBIT J.
THE COURT: PAGE 0003.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q LOOK AT PARAGRAPH FOUR. DO YOU SEE WHERE
I'M AT?
A YES.
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Q AND YOU SAY HERE, HE THREATENED MY LIFE,
QUOTE, HE WILL HURT YOU, HE HAS, QUOTE, CLUB THAT CAN

KILL ME BECAUSE HE'S SO WEALTHY. WHEN WAS THIS THREAT?

A IT WAS BEFORE AND IT WAS AFTER.
Q CAN YOU BE MORE SPECIFIC, PLEASE?
A WELL, PRIOR TO THE -- 2015, HE PERSONALLY

THREATENED ME. AND THEN THROUGH AMADO MORENO, HE ALSO
TOLD ME THAT —-- THE SAME TYPE OF THREAT AGAIN.

Q BUT YOU DON'T REFERENCE MR. MORENO IN THIS
APPLICATION, DO YOU?

A NO, I DON'T.

Q CAN WE TURN TO EXHIBIT A. IT'S IN THE FRONT
OF YOUR BINDER.

THE COURT: THE PETITIONER'S BINDER?

MR, KENNEDY: THE BINDER SHE HAS. SORRY ABOUT
THAT. THIS HAS BEEN ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE BY
STIPULATION?

THE COURT: YES.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q PLEASE LOOK AT EXHIBIT A.0003.

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DO YOU SEE PARAGRAPH FOUR ON THAT PAGE?
A YES.
Q AND JUST COMPARING THE LANGUAGE OF THESE TWO

APPLICATIONS, SO IN 2015 YOU SAY, HE THREATENED MY LIFE,

HE SAID HE HAS A CLUB THAT CAN KILL ME BECAUSE HE'S SO
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WEALTHY. AND IN 2017 YOU SAY, HE THREATENED MY LIFE. HE
WILL HURT YOU. HE HAS A CLUB THAT CAN KILL ME BECAUSE
HE'S SO WEALTHY.

DO YOU SEE THAT?

A COMPARING THE TWO THAT THEY ARE SIMILAR,
YES.

Q ALMOST WORD FOR WORD; RIGHT?

A YES.

Q GOING BACK TO EXHIBIT J, WE'RE GOING TO LOOK

AT SUBSECTION B, BOTTOM OF 0003. DO YOU SEE WHERE YOU

REFERENCE A SEXUAL ASSAULT BATTERY?

A YES.

Q WHEN DID THAT OCCUR?

A THAT OCCURRED IN 2015.

Q THAT WAS PART OF YOUR OTHER APPLICATION;
CORRECT?

A CORRECT.

Q SO WHAT IS IT SPECIFICALLY THAT MR. OLSON

HAS DONE TO YOU DIRECTLY THAT FORMS THE BASIS OF YOUR
APPLICATION THAT WE'RE DEALING WITH TODAY, THAT IS NOT
PART OF THE 2015 BUT JUST TODAY'S, THE APPLICATION AT
ISSUE TODAY?

A THE —-

Q I'M SORRY. LET ME MAKE IT AN EASIER
QUESTION. I'M NOT ASKING WHAT ANYONE HAS TOLD YOU. I'M
ASKING YOU WHAT YOU PERSONALLY HAVE OBSERVED.

A I HAVE OBSERVED BEING FOLLOWED.

Q BY MR. OLSON?
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A
HIRED BY HIM.

Q
A

Q
A

Q

FORMS THE BAS

NO. BY THIRD PARTIES THAT I BELIEVE WERE

DID YOU SEE MR. OLSON HIRE THEM?

NO.

DID YOU EVER SEE MR. OLSON TALK TO THEM?

NO.

WHAT ELSE DO YOU ALLEGE MR. OLSON DID THAT

IS OF YOUR APPLICATION TODAY? NOT WHAT WAS

IN THE 2015 APPLICATION, BUT THE APPLICATION THAT WAS AT

ISSUE TODAY.
A

NOT SUPPOSED

THAT RULE BY

DISPARAGE ME
Q

WHERE IT SAYS
A

Q
A

Q
A

WELL, THE APPLICATION FROM 2015 SAYS HE'S
TO DISPARAGE ME AND HE'S CONTINUING TO BREAK
DISPARAGING ME. SO HE'S NOT SUPPOSED TO
AND HE'S BEEN DOING THAT.
CAN YOU SHOW ME IN THE 2015 APPLICATION
THAT HE'S NOT SUPPOSED TO DISPARAGE YOU?
WHAT NUMBER —-- WHAT LETTER WAS THAT?
THE 2015 APPLICATION IS EXHIBIT A.
I MEAN THE SIGNED AGREEMENT.
TALKING ABOUT THE SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT?

I DON'T REFER TO IT AS A SETTLEMENT

AGREEMENT. AN UNDERSTANDING.

Q
A

Q

THE MEDIATION AGREEMENT; IS THAT RIGHT?
WE CAN CALL IT THAT.

I THINK THAT IS WHAT THE TITLE IS OF IT.

THE COURT: IS THAT THE DOCUMENT THAT YOU'RE

REFERRING TO?

THE WTNESS: YES.
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BY MR KENNEDY:
Q AND DO YOU MENTION THIS ALLEGED

DISPARAGEMENT IN YOUR 2017 APPLICATION?

A NO. BECAUSE IT HAPPENED AFTER I FILED IT.
Q WHEN DID IT HAPPEN?
A IT HAPPENED AT THE RECENT BOARD MEETING, THE

HOMEOWNER'S MEETING.

Q WHAT WAS SAID?

A HE TOLD PEOPLE AT THE PROPERTY THAT I WAS A
VIOLATOR. I WAS STILL VIOLATING THE RULES. SO I HAD
GOTTEN FINES AND I HAD NOT PAID THE FINES. I DON'T HAVE
ANY FINES; THEREFORE, I DID NOT PAY THE FINES. AND HE
SAID I WAS STILL BRINGING MANY STRANGE PEOPLE ONTO THE
PROPERTY. AND BASICALLY DISPARAGING ME IN FRONT OF
EVERYBODY.

Q AND YOU SUED MR. OLSON FOR DEFAMATION,
HAVEN'T YOU?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: YES.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q SO YOU'RE DEALING WITH THAT IN THE CIVIL
CASE; CORRECT?

A YES.

Q AND IT'S NOT PART OF YOUR APPLICATION IN
THIS CASE, IT'S PART OF YOUR CIVIL DISPUTE?

A THAT IS SOMETHING THAT RECENTLY HAPPENED.

THE DISPARAGEMENT IS NOT ABOUT DEFAMATION, BUT ABOUT THE
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FACT THAT WE'RE NOT SUPPOSED TO CROSS UP OR TRY TO
ESCALATE OR —-- YOU KNOW, IT'S SUPPOSED TO DIFFUSE THINGS.

Q AND THIS COMMENT THAT HE ALLEGED ABOUT YOU,
THIS NOW FORMS THE BASIS OF A CIVIL HARASSMENT KIND OF
CASE?

A NO. MY UNDERSTANDING OF THE QUESTION WAS
WHAT WERE ALL OF THE THINGS. SO THE SURVEILLING, THE
STALKING ME, THAT IS ONE PART OF IT. AND THIS JUST
RECENTLY HAPPENED, LIKE LAST MONTH.

Q WELL, LET ME CLARIFY BECAUSE WE MAY BE
TALKING PAST EACH OTHER. I APOLOGIZE IF I'VE BEEN
CONFUSING IN MY QUESTIONS.

MY QUESTION ULTIMATELY WAS, IF WE GO BACK A
COUPLE OF STEPS, WHAT IS IT THAT YOU PERSONALLY OBSERVED
MR. OLSON DO TO YOU THAT FORMS THE BASIS OF YOUR
HARASSMENT APPLICATION, CIVIL HARASSMENT APPLICATION

BEFORE THE COURT TODAY?

A HAVING ME STALKED BY THESE MEN IN BLACK AND
FOLLOWED.
Q BUT YOU -- I THINK YOU TESTIFIED THAT YOU

DID NOT PERSONALLY OBSERVE MR. OLSON WITH THESE MEN,
TALKING TO THESE MEN. YOU HAVE NO PERSONAL CONNECTION OF
THE OLSON AND THE MEN IN BLACK.

A CORRECT.

MR, KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: REDIRECT.

MR, KANANI : BRIEFLY.
/7
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REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KANANI

Q WHEN YOU FILED YOUR ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR
A RESTRAINING ORDER ON THIS MATTER, MS. |G VERE
YOU REPRESENTED BY AN ATTORNEY?

A NO.

Q DID YOU FULLY UNDERSTAND THE QUESTIONS THAT
WERE BEING ASKED AND THE INFORMATION THAT YOU NEEDED TO
PROVIDE IN YOUR APPLICATION FOR A RESTRAINING ORDER IN
THIS MATTER?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

BY MR KANANI

Q DID YOU HIRE AN ATTORNEY PARTWAY THROUGH THE
PROCEEDINGS IN THIS MATTER?

MR. KENNEDY: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: YES.

BY MR KANANI

Q WHY DID YOU HIRE AN ATTORNEY AFTER YOU HAD
ALREADY FILED THE APPLICATION ON YOUR OWN?

A I DID NOT UNDERSTAND WHAT I WAS —— I DID NOT
UNDERSTAND A LOT OF THE WAY THE LAW WORKS OR HOW YOU'RE
SUPPOSED TO DO THESE THINGS.

Q IF YOU COULD IN THE SAME BINDER, TURN TO
EXHIBIT FF.

THE COURT: ALREADY ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

/17
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BY MR KANAN

Q DOES THIS DOCUMENT —-—

A I JUST REMEMBERED SOMETHING THAT I FORGOT
THAT I THINK I NEED TO SAY TO CORRECT THE RECORD.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD.

THE W TNESS: CURT OLSON'S ATTORNEY DIEN LE CALLED
ME IN MARCH OF 2017 AND TOLD ME THAT IF I DID NOT DISMISS
THE LAWSUIT THAT MR. OLSON WOULD HURT ME AND RUN ME OVER
WITH A CAR WHEN I WAS OUT WALKING MY DOG. AND I WAS VERY
SHOCKED ABOUT IT AND I MADE A POLICE REPORT.

THE COURT: IS THAT IT? IS THAT WHAT YOU WANTED TO
ADD TO THE RECORD?

THE W TNESS. YES.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY, DO YOU WANT TO REOPEN YOUR
QUESTIONS ON CROSS?

MR, KENNEDY: 1I'D LIKE TO RESERVE THE RIGHT TO CALL
MR. LE TO REBUT THE WITNESS' TESTIMONY.

THE COURT: YOU HAVE A RIGHT TO RE-QUESTION THE
WITNESS IF YOU WISH TO NOW ON CROSS.

MR, KENNEDY: SURE.

THE COURT: AND YOU CAN CALL WHOEVER YOU WANT AS
IMPEACHMENT OR REBUTTAL. BUT BECAUSE NEW EVIDENCE WAS
ADDED AFTER YOU FINISHED YOUR QUESTIONS, I'M GIVING YOU
THE OPPORTUNITY TO REOPEN YOUR QUESTIONS TO FINISH THEM,
AND THEN WE'LL GO BACK TO WHERE WE WERE WITH MR. KANANTI.

MR, KENNEDY: I APPRECIATE THAT, YOUR HONOR. THANK
YOU.

/17
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CROSS- EXAM NATI ON ( RESUMVED)

BY MR KENNEDY

Q wHEN DID THIS HAPPEN, MS. |-

A I WROTE AN E-MAIL TO MR. LE. SO THE EXACT
DAY IS ON THE E-MAIL. RIGHT AFTER IT HAPPENED, I WROTE
DOWN THE WHOLE E-MAIL. AND THEN THE NEXT TIME I SAW
MR. LE IN COURT, I TALKED TO HIM ABOUT IT AND I ASKED HIM
FOR AN APOLOGY. AND I THOUGHT HE SHOULD MAYBE REMOVE
HIMSELF FROM THE CASE.

Q ARE YOU TESTIFYING TODAY THAT IN AN E-MAIL
THAT WAS SENT TO YOU MR. LE, A LICENSED ATTORNEY IN
CALIFORNIA, TOLD YOU THAT MR. OLSON WAS GOING TO RUN YOU
OVER WITH A CAR?

MR KANANI: OBJECTION. MISSTATES THE FACTS.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: NO. 1IT WAS A PHONE CONVERSATION. I
WAS REPRESENTING MYSELF. AND WHAT HAPPENED IS THAT HE
WANTED ME TO DISMISS THE CASE. MR. OLSON WANTED ME TO
DISMISS THE CASE. AND I TOLD HIM I WAS AFRAID TO DISMISS
THE CASE BECAUSE IT WAS KIND OF LIKE LIFE INSURANCE. IF
I DISMISS THE CASE, THEN I WOULD BE WIDE OPEN TO BE
MURDERED, KILLED, OR DISAPPEAR OR SOMETHING AND BECAUSE
THEN I WOULDN'T BE ABLE TO REFILE IT IF I WAS GONE.

AND HE SAID —- AND I SAID, YOU KNOW, LIKE,

YOU KNOW, I'M AFRAID LIKE WHEN I'M WALKING MY DOG THAT
I'M GOING TO GET RUN OVER OR SOMETHING. AND HE SAID,
WELL, IF YOU'RE REALLY AFRAID OF GETTING HURT, THEN

YOU'RE MORE LIKELY TO GET HURT IF YOU DON'T DISMISS THE
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CASE. SO IN THE CONTEXT OF ME TALKING ABOUT GETTING RUN
OVER BY A CAR, HE WAS SAYING THAT YOU'RE GOING TO GET
HURT LIKE THIS IF YOU DON'T DISMISS THIS CASE. AND SO —-

THE COURT: WHEN YOU SAY DISMISS THIS CASE, ARE YOU
TALKING ABOUT THE SEPARATE CIVIL ACTION OR ACTIONS THAT
ARE PENDING?

THE WTNESS: NO. THE SEPARATE CIVIL ACTION THAT I
FILED.

THE COURT: THANK YOU.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q AND SO MR. LE IS NOW PART OF THE GROUP OF
INDIVIDUALS WHO MR. OLSON HAS ALLEGEDLY HIRED TO STALK
YOU, HARASS YOU, THREATEN YOU; IS THAT RIGHT?

A WELL, I DON'T THINK THAT MR. LE IS GOING TO
TRY TO HURT ME OR DO ANYTHING. HE WAS JUST RELAYING THIS
SENTIMENT AND THE PRESSURE AND TELLING ME THE

CONSEQUENCES TO ME IF I DIDN'T DISMISS THE CASE.

Q THAT WAS NOT MY QUESTION.
A I DON'T UNDERSTAND THE QUESTION.
Q MY QUESTION IS IS MR. LE NOW INCLUDED WITHIN

THE GROUP OF INDIVIDUALS THAT YOU HAVE ALLEGED WERE HIRED
BY MR. OLSON TO HARASS YOU?

A DO YOU MEAN IS HE NAMED IN THE LAWSUIT?

Q I'M ASKING IF YOU ARE INCLUDING HIM IN THE
LIST OF INDIVIDUALS THAT YOU PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED TO WERE
HIRED BY MR. OLSON TO HARASS YOU?

A AM I INCLUDING HIM -- I GUESS SO, YOU KNOW.

Q AND YOU SEE MR. LE IN THE COURTROOM TODAY?
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A YES.

MR, KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS.

THE COURT: BACK TO THE REDIRECT AND YOU CAN
INCLUDE THESE ADDITIONAL CROSS QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS AS

PART OF YOUR ONGOING REDIRECT.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON ( RESUMED)
BY MR KANAN

Q GOING BACK TO WHAT I BELIEVE IS EXHIBIT FF,

RESPONDENT'S EXHIBIT FF.

THE COURT: YES.

BY MR KANAN :
Q DO YOU RECOGNIZE THIS DOCUMENT,
Ms. I
A CAN I TAKE A MOMENT TO READ IT?
Q YES. PLEASE DO.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

THE WTNESS: DO YOU WANT ME TO READ ALL OF THE
PAGES.
BY MR KANANI

Q JUST ENOUGH TO REFRESH YOUR RECOLLECTION.
YOU DON'T HAVE TO READ EVERYTHING. IT SHOULD BE A
DOCUMENT TITLED "SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF |
I -

A SUPPLEMENTAL -- I'M ON THE WRONG PAGE.

THE COURT: FF IS A LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 16.
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MR, KENNEDY: I BELIEVE IT'S IN THE SECOND BINDER.

THE WTNESS: IT'S NOT IN THIS BINDER.

THE COURT: CAN YOU APPROACH AND PRESENT THE SECOND
BINDER. MY MISTAKE. MY MISTAKEN ENTIRELY. I WAS TURNED
TO THE WRONG EXHIBIT AS WELL.

FF. SECOND BINDER.

THE WTNESS: CAN I CLOSE THIS?

THE COURT: YOU WANT TO PUT IT UP ON THE LEDGE, YOU
MAY .

MR, KANANI : MAY I APPROACH, YOUR HONOR?

THE COURT: YES.

THE W TNESS. OKAY.

BY MR KANANI :
Q DO YOU RECOGNIZE THIS DOCUMENT,
Ms. I
A YES, I DO.
Q IS THIS A SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION THAT YOU

FILED IN THIS MATTER?

A YES, IT IS.

Q WERE YOU ORDERED BY A COURT TO FILE THIS
DECLARATION?

A I BELIEVE SO. 1I'M NOT SURE.

Q AND YOU BELIEVE EVERYTHING IN HERE IS

ACCURATE AS YOU RECALL IT?

A YES.

Q IS THAT YOUR SIGNATURE ON THE LAST PAGE?
A YES.

MR KANANI : I CAN'T REMEMBER, YOUR HONOR, IF FF
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HAS BEEN ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: IT HAS BEEN ADMITTED.

MR KENNEDY: IT'S NOT ON OUR STIPULATION.

THE COURT: I'M SORRY. DOUBLE MISTAKE ON THIS ONE.
NOT YET IN EVIDENCE.

MR, KANANI : PETITIONER MOVES —-- REQUEST TO MOVE
RESPONDENT'S EXHIBIT FF, SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION, INTO
EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: ANY OBJECTION?

MR, KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. CONTAINS HEARSAY.
CUMULATIVE OF THE TESTIMONY THAT SHE'S HERE TO PROVIDE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. FF ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

(EXHIBIT FF WAS RECEIVED INTO EVIDENCE.)

BY MR KANANI :

Q MS. B DO YOU BELIEVE THAT MR. LE IS
A LICENSED ATTORNEY WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA?

A HE SAYS HE IS. I BELIEVE SO.

Q DO YOU BELIEVE THAT MR. LE WAS HIRED BY
MR. OLSON SPECIFICALLY TO HARASS OR THREATEN YOU?

A YES.

MR, KANANI : NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: RECROSS.

MR. KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. THANK YOU. JUST

BRIEFLY.

/17
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RECRCSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KENNEDY

Q PLEASE TURN TO EXHIBIT J, MS. OLSON.

MR KANANI: I BELIEVE MR. KENNEDY REFERRED TO THE
WITNESS AS MS. OLSON.

MR. KENNEDY: sorrRY. MS. I -

THE COURT: MS. B S TURN TO EXHIBIT J.

THE WTNESS: I DON'T THINK -- OH, THIS BINDER.

BY MR KENNEDY

Q JUST REFRESH MY RECOLLECTION, MsS. | .
WHAT DID YOU SAY AGAIN HAPPENED ON SEPTEMBER 2 THAT
FORMED THE BASIS OF THE 2017 APPLICATION?

MR, KANANI: OBJECTION. ASKED AND ANSWERED.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: THAT IS WHERE THERE WAS THESE THIRD
PARTY SURVEILLERS.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q WHO WAS IT THAT TOLD YOU THAT HAPPENED?

A I GOT A PHONE CALL FROM A NEIGHBOR WHO TOLD
ME TO GO OUTSIDE, THERE WAS A GUY WALKING AROUND THE
BACKSIDE OF MY PROPERTY. AND THEN TITUS WAS WITH ME, AND
WE WENT TO THE BACK AND THE PERSON RAN AND GOT INTO A CAR
AND RAN AWAY.

Q I'M CONFUSED. I THOUGHT YOU TESTIFIED,
CORRECT ME IF I'M WRONG, THAT MR. MORENO TOLD YOU THERE
WAS SOMEBODY SURVEILLING.

A HE SAW THEM, TOO. THERE WAS MULTIPLE PEOPLE

CALLING ME, CONSTANTLY TELLING ME -- SOME OF MY FRIENDS
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IN THE NEIGHBORHOOD, THEY FOUND OUT ABOUT THIS BECAUSE
THEY SAW THIS GOING ON. AND SO PEOPLE WERE ON ALERT AND
THEY WERE CALLING ME WHEN THEY WOULD SEE PEOPLE
SPECIFICALLY WITH CAMERAS OR VIDEOTAPES OR UNUSUALLY
SITTING IN PARKED CARS OUTSIDE WHERE THEY COULD SEE MY
BACK DOOR OR WHERE THEY COULD FOLLOW ME WHEREVER I WAS
GOING.

MR. KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. YOU MAY STEP DOWN. RETURN
TO THE TABLE NEXT TO YOUR ATTORNEY. LEAVE ALL THE BOOKS
THERE. WE'LL TAKE CARE OF IT.

NEXT WITNESS ON THE [JEEEE CASE-IN-CHIEF.

MR, KANANI : NO FURTHER WITNESSES IN THE
CASE-IN-CHIEF, THOUGH WE RESERVE THE RIGHT TO CALL ONE,
POTENTIALLY MOST LIKELY TWO VERY SHORT REBUTTAL
WITNESSES.

THE COURT: THAT IS NOT HAPPENING YET. THIS IS
YOUR CASE-IN-CHIEF. DO YOU REST?

MR KANANI: YES.

THE COURT: BEFORE YOU FORMALLY REST, ARE ALL OF
YOUR EXHIBITS IN EVIDENCE THAT YOU WANT IN EVIDENCE OR
ARE THERE ADDITIONAL EXHIBITS THAT YOU WANT IN EVIDENCE?

MR, KANANI : PETITIONER MOVES TO ADMIT PETITIONER'S
EXHIBIT 10 —— SHOULD I STATE THEM ALL?

THE COURT: HOLD ON. TELL US WHEN YOU'RE THERE.

EXHIBIT 10, ANY OBJECTIONS?
MR KENNEDY: THIS HAS BEEN REJECTED FOR HEARSAY,

YOUR HONOR.
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THE COURT: IT WAS OFFERED, AND I SUSTAINED THE
OBJECTIONS. AND DO YOU HAVE FURTHER OBJECTIONS?

MR KENNEDY: STAND ON THE OBJECTIONS PREVIOUSLY
MADE .

THE COURT: WHICH WERE?

MR, KENNEDY: HEARSAY. LACKS FOUNDATION. FAILURE
TO AUTHENTICATE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. EXHIBIT 10 WILL NOT BE
ADMITTED. THERE WAS TESTIMONY ABOUT IT.

MR KANANI: I APOLOGIZE.

THE COURT: NO NEED TO APOLOGIZE. MR. FOTSO
REPORTED THE INCIDENT TO THE POLICE. THE POLICE TOOK A
CARD AS THEY OFTEN DO. THE PROBLEM WITH THIS EXHIBIT IS
THAT IT CONTAINS THE HEARSAY STATEMENT OF THE OFFICER WHO
IS NOT HERE TO TESTIFY. SO MR. FOTSO TESTIFIED TO HIS
PERSONAL KNOWLEDGE AND THAT HE REPORTED IT. THAT IS
ENOUGH. SO EXHIBIT 10 IS NOT ADMITTED. OBJECTION OF
RESPONDENT SUSTAINED.

NEXT .

MR, KANANI : WE WOULD ASK THAT EXHIBIT —-—

EXHIBIT 27 HAS ALREADY BEEN ADMITTED, SO WE'RE NOT —-—

THE COURT: YES.

MR KANANI : AND WE WOULD ASK THAT EXHIBIT 26 BE
ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE, PETITIONER'S EXHIBIT 26.

THE COURT: NOTES AND PHOTOGRAPHS, IS THAT THE ONE?

MR KANANI : YES, YOUR HONOR. VARIOUS NOTES AND
PHOTOGRAPHS.

THE COURT: ANY OBJECTION?
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MR KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, THERE WAS NO WITNESS THAT
WAS EVER QUESTIONED ABOUT THIS EXHIBIT. IT HAS NO
FOUNDATION OR AUTHENTICITY.

THE COURT: DO YOU WISH TO ARGUE, MR. KANANI?

MR, KANANI : MY CLIENT CAN AUTHENTICATE OR ATTEMPT
TO AUTHENTICATE AS MUCH AS POSSIBLE.

THE COURT: SHE'S ALREADY TAKEN THE STAND.

MR KANANI : NOTHING FURTHER, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: SUSTAIN THE OBJECTION. EXHIBIT 26 WILL
NOT BE ADMITTED.

MR, KANANI : NO FURTHER REQUESTS. I BELIEVE ALL
OTHER EXHIBITS HAVE BEEN ADDRESSED BY THE COURT.

THE COURT: DO YOU FORMALLY REST YOUR
CASE-IN-CHIEF?

MR KANANI: WE DO.

THE COURT: YOU'LL HAVE A RIGHT TO PRESENT REBUTTAL
AFTER THE RESPONDENT. AND THEN AFTER THE [
REBUTTAL CASE, THEN THE OLSON RIGHT OF REBUTTAL THEN
ARISES BECAUSE WE'VE HEARD SOME PARTS OF THE OLSON
CASE-IN-CHIEF. NOW WE'LL HEAR THE REST OF THE OLSON
CASE-IN-CHIEF.

CALL YOUR FIRST WITNESS OR NEXT WITNESS, I

SHOULD SAY.

MR KENNEDY: CALL MR. OLSON.

THE COURT: IF YOU COME BACK TO THE WITNESS STAND,
MR. OLSON.

ABOUT 15 MINUTES AND THEN BREAK FOR LUNCH.

HOW LONG DO YOU ANTICIPATE THIS EXAMINATION WILL BE?
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MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, WE PREVIOUSLY ESTIMATED,
I BELIEVE, THE TIME IS AN HOUR, HOUR AND A HALF.
THE COURT: ABOUT FIFTEEN MINUTES AND THEN WE BREAK

FOR LUNCH. AND WE WON'T RESUME UNTIL 2:00.

CURTI S OLSCN,
RE-CALLED AS A WITNESS ON HIS OWN BEHALF,
HAVING BEEN PREVIOUSLY SWORN, FURTHER TESTIFIED

AS FOLLOWS:

THE COURT: YOU ARE STILL SWORN AND UNDER OATH. IF
YOU TAKE THE WITNESS STAND AND RESTATE YOUR NAME.

THE W TNESS: CURTIS OLSON, C-U-R-T-I-S O-L-S-O-N.

THE COURT: THANK YOU.

MR. KENNEDY, DIRECT.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR KENNEDY

Q MR. OLSON, WOULD YOU PLEASE TURN TO
EXHIBIT H IN THE BINDER IN FRONT OF YOU.

A OKAY.

MR, KENNEDY: FOR THE RECORD, YOUR HONOR, THIS
EXHIBIT HAS BEEN ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE BY STIPULATION.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q MR. OLSON, PLEASE TURN TO PAGE 0006 OF THAT
EXHIBIT. DO YOU HAVE THAT IN FRONT OF YOU?

A YES, SIR.
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Q IS THAT YOUR SIGNATURE?
A YES, IT IS.
Q IS THIS THE RESTRAINING ORDER APPLICATION

THAT YOU FILED IN THIS CASE?

A YES.

Q TURN TO THE SECOND PAGE, 0002. LOOKING AT
PARAGRAPH SEVEN TOWARDS THE BOTTOM, DO YOU SEE WHERE I'M
AT?

A YES.

Q SUBSECTION A-1 WHERE IT SAYS, WHEN DID IT

HAPPEN? SEPTEMBER 10, 2017. DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.
Q WHAT HAPPENED ON SEPTEMBER 10, 2017,
MR. OLSON?
A THAT WAS THE DAY I WENT TO HAVE DINNER WITH

MY FRIEND DOUG ECONN, AND I NEEDED TO TAKE A SHOWER. SO
MY UNIT, I DID NOT HAVE MY KEYS. FORGOT MY KEYS BECAUSE
I HAD NOT BEEN USING THE UNIT FOR A LONG TIME ANYWAY. SO
I WENT TO HIS HOUSE TO TAKE A SHOWER. AND ON MY WAY IN
TO DO THAT, I NOTICED THREE PEOPLE IN THE COURTYARD.
vS. BB 2S ONE OF THEM AND THEN THE TALL GENTLEMAN
THAT WAS HERE, FOTSO, OR I'M NOT SURE HIS CORRECT NAME.
AND THEN A THIRD INDIVIDUAL THAT I HAD NOT SEEN BEFORE.
SO I NOTICED THEM THERE.

AND I WENT IN AND WENT TO TAKE A SHOWER, AND
I REALIZED I FORGOT SOMETHING. I WENT WALKING BACK OUT
TO MY CAR, CAME BACK THROUGH. WHEN I CAME BACK THROUGH,

THE OTHER GENTLEMAN —-- GOING TO GET THE NAME WRONG, BUT
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FOTSO, NOT HIM, THE OTHER GENTLEMAN.

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. NARRATIVE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q WHEN YOU CAME BACK FROM YOUR CAR, WHAT
HAPPENED NEXT?

A I'M SORRY?

Q WHEN YOU CAME BACK FROM GETTING SOMETHING
FROM YOUR CAR, WHAT HAPPENED NEXT?

A THE OTHER FELLOW CAME WALKING UP AND GAVE ME
PAPERS.

MR KANANI : SAME OBJECTION.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.

THE W TNESS: AND SAID HE WAS SERVING ME PAPERS.
SO I TOOK THE PAPERS, AND I WENT INSIDE DOUG'S
CONDOMINIUM.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q WHAT HAPPENED NEXT?
A WE WERE IN THERE FOR A LITTLE BIT. I GOT
READY. AND DOUG HAD -- THERE WAS A KNOCK ON HIS DOOCR.

AND HE SAID, JUST STAY BACK. I TOLD DOUG WHAT HAD
HAPPENED IN THE COURTYARD.

Q AT THE TIME THAT YOU HAD THE DISCUSSION WITH
MR. ECONN, HOW WERE YOU FEELING?

THE COURT: HOW WERE YOU FEELING?

THE W TNESS: I WAS VERY NERVOUS. NOT -- I'M NOT A
BIG MAN. THERE WERE TWO BIG MEN OUT THERE, AND I KNOW

IT'S A TENSE SITUATION ALREADY. AND I WAS VERY, VERY
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NERVOUS.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q WERE YOU AFRAID FOR YOUR SAFETY?
A YES, I WAS.
Q DID YOU FEEL THREATENED?
A 100 PERCENT FELT THREATENED.
Q WERE YOU ABLE TO OBSERVE WHETHER
MS. BB v2S IN THE COURTYARD WITH THESE INDIVIDUALS?
A SHE WAS.
Q DID SHE DO ANYTHING DURING THIS FIRST

INTERACTION YOU HAD?

A I DID NOT NOTICE MUCH.
Q WHAT HAPPENED NEXT?
A SO THE FELLOW CAME TO THE DOOR. DOUG TOLD

HIM THAT HE COULDN'T COME IN. HE WANTED TO COME IN AND
DOUG SAID, YOU CAN'T COME IN, AND CLOSED THE DOOR ON HIM.
AND SO, I DON'T KNOW, TEN MINUTES LATER, FIFTEEN, WE WERE
READY TO LEAVE. SO WE WENT TO LEAVE. I THOUGHT I'M
GOING TO TURN MY PHONE ON. I DID NOT WANT TO HOLD IT UP.
I PROBABLY SHOULD HAVE, WORKS AS A BETTER DEFENSE.

THE COURT: JUST TELL ME WHAT HAPPENED, PLEASE.

THE W TNESS: AND SO WE WENT WALKING OUT. AND
WALKING PAST THEM, THEN THEY STARTED MOVING TOWARDS US.
THE OTHER FELLOW CAME UP AND STARTED PUTTING PAPER AT ME
AGAIN. AND I ASKED HIM FOR HIS I.D. I SAID, I DON'T
KNOW WHO YOU ARE, GIVE ME YOUR I.D. LET ME HAVE YOUR
I.D. I SAID IT A COUPLE OF TIMES. AND HE -- THEN HE DID

NOT WANT TO DO THAT.
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AND SO DOUG AND I WERE ABLE TO WALK UP TO
THE NEXT DOOR THAT GOES INTO A HALLWAY AND EXITS OUT
TOWARDS THE BACK, TOWARDS THE GARAGE. AND I THOUGHT THAT
WAS IT. I THOUGHT IT WAS OVER WITH. THE GUY ENDED UP
FOLLOWING US OUT THERE.

MR KANANI: OBJECTION. NARRATIVE. BEYOND THE
SCOPE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED AS TO NARRATIVE. NOT BEYOND
THE SCOPE. ASK THE NEXT QUESTION. STAY TO THE QUESTION.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q WHAT HAPPENED NEXT?

A AFTER THAT THEY FOLLOWED US OUT. AND I DID
NOT REALIZE IT. I TURNED AROUND, THE MAN IS THERE. SO I
JUST HOPPED IN THE CAR QUICK. AND WITH THAT, HE STARTED
SLAMMING THE PAPER UP AGAINST THE WINDOW. AND DOUG HAD
GONE AROUND THE OTHER SIDE AND GOTTEN IN -- I'M SORRY.
HE GOT IN ON THE SAME SIDE. I WAS IN THE BACKSEAT, DOUG
GOT IN THE PASSENGER SEAT ON THE FRONT SEAT.

Q WERE YOU ABLE TO OBSERVE MS. | 2T
THIS SECOND INCIDENT?

A FIRST, PRIOR TO WALKING OUT OF THE HALLWAY
DOOR, SHE'S BACK IN THERE POINTING, TELLING THIS GUY TO

DO SOMETHING, I DON'T KNOW WHAT. BUT I GET UP THERE, I

GO UP -- I'M NOT SURE.

Q DID YOU OBSERVE HIM FOLLOWING HER
INSTRUCTIONS?

A YES. HE WASN'T SURE WHAT HE WAS SUPPOSED TO

DO. HE JUST WAS LIKE A PAWN BEING TOLD WHAT TO DO.
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THE COURT: JUST —- MR. OLSON, I KNOW YOU HAVE A
LOT TO SAY, AND I KNOW YOU HAVE A PERSONAL FEELING ABOUT
THIS. BUT YOUR EDITORIAL COMMENT IS NOT EVIDENCE, AND I
STRIKE IT. I DON'T CONSIDER IT. AND IT ADVERSELY
AFFECTS YOUR CREDIBILITY. THAT IS WHY I'M GETTING YOU TO
JUST TELL US THE FACTS. MR. KENNEDY, YOUR ATTORNEY, WILL
ARGUE WHAT THE FACTS MEAN. THAT IS ARGUMENT. IT DOES
NOT HELP YOUR CASE WHEN YOU ARGUE IN RESPONSE TO THE
QUESTION. JUST GIVE US THE FACTS.

THE W TNESS: OKAY.

THE COURT: WHAT HAPPENED NEXT. WHAT HAPPENED
NEXT. THAT IS THE QUESTIONS YOUR ATTORNEY IS ASKING YOU.
STICK TO THAT, PLEASE.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q HOW DID YOU FEEL DURING THE SECOND
ALTERCATION?
A AGAIN, THE SAME THING. I WAS SCARED AND

NERVOUS, AND SO I WANTED TO GET IN THE CAR. I WANTED TO
GET AWAY. AND —-

MR KANANI: OBJECTION. NARRATIVE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. GO AHEAD.

MR KENNEDY: 1I'VE HAD SO MANY PROBLEMS WITH
vS. B 2ND HER PEOPLE THAT I JUST WANTED TO GET
AWAY. I DID NOT WANT ONE MORE PROBLEM.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q AS A RESULT OF THIS INCIDENT, HAVE YOU

CHANGED THE WAY THAT YOU HAVE USED THE PROPERTY THAT YOU

owN AT THE |
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THE COURT: 1I'LL INTERPOSE THE COURT'S OWN
OBJECTION. 1IN CASES INVOLVING ALLEGED VIOLENCE OR
RESTRAINING ORDERS, YOU DON'T USUALLY INQUIRE ABOUT
PEOPLE'S WHEREABOUTS FOR THEIR OWN PERSONAL SAFETY.
ANYTHING LIKE THAT MIGHT GIVE AWAY HIS OWN SAFETY PLAN
THAT HE MIGHT NOT WANT ANYONE ELSE, INCLUDING ME, TO
KNOW. WE USUALLY DON'T ALLOW THOSE QUESTIONS. SAME AS
LIKE ADDRESS WHERE YOU LIVE, WHERE YOU GO, I THINK IT'S
PART OF THE TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AS WELL.

SO MOVE ON TO SOMETHING ELSE.

MR, KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

Q IS SOMEONE LIVING IN YOUR UNIT AT THE
B CURRENTLY?

MR. KANANI: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: NO.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q HAVE YOU PREVIOUSLY RENTED YOUR UNIT OUT?

A YES.

Q WHO DID YOU RENT IT TO?

A TOM AND MAGGIE ARGUE.

Q DO YOU RECALL HOW LONG THAT LEASE WAS FOR?
A YES. THE LEASE WAS SIGNED FOR ONE YEAR.

Q AND DID THEY LIVE IN THE UNIT FOR THE ENTIRE

TERM OF THE LEASE?

A NO.
Q DID THEY TERMINATE THE LEASE EARLY?
A YES, THEY DID.
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Q AND DO YOU KNOW WHY?

A ONE OF THE MAIN REASONS WAS CONFLICTS WITH
Ms. I

Q AND YOU WERE TOLD THAT?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. HEARSAY.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q WERE YOU TOLD THAT?
A YES.
MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, WITHDRAWN.
Q PLEASE TURN TO -- MR. OLSON, PLEASE TURN TO

EXHIBIT S, LOOKING AT PAGE 0003.

A YES.

Q DO YOU SEE WHERE I'M AT?

A YES.

Q IS THIS A COPY OF THE LEASE THAT YOU HAD

WITH THE ARGUES?
A YES.
Q IS THAT YOUR INITIALS AT THE BOTTOM OF THE

FIRST PAGE?

A YES.

Q AND IF YOU LOOK ON 0009, IS THAT YOUR
SIGNATURE?

A YES.

Q LOOKING UNDER SUBSECTION TWO, CAN YOU TELL

ME WHEN THE TERM OF THE LEASE WAS SET TO BEGIN?
A I'M SORRY. ON THAT PAGE?

Q ON PAGE 0003, SUBSECTION TWO.
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A YES.

Q WHEN WAS THE LEASE SUPPOSED TO BEGIN?

A BEGIN OR TERMINATE?

Q BEGIN.

A FEBRUARY 20, 2018.

Q AND LOWER DOWN, WHEN IS THE DATE LISTED THAT

THE LEASE WAS SUPPOSED TO TERMINATE?

A FEBRUARY 19, 2019.

Q WHO DID YOU NEGOTIATE THE LEASE WITH?

A THROUGH A BROKER AND WITH TOM.

Q DID YOU EVER DISCUSS THE TERMS OF THE LEASE

WITH MAGGIE?

A NO. I NEVER HAD SPOKEN WITH MAGGIE BEFORE
UNTIL I MET HER AT COURT THE FIRST TIME.

Q DID YOU EVER DISCUSS THE TERMINATION OF THE
LEASE WITH MAGGIE ARGUE?

A NO.

Q DID YOU DISCUSS THE TERMINATION OF THE LEASE
WITH TOM ARGUE?

A YES, I DID.

Q PLEASE TURN TO EXHIBIT Q IN YOUR BINDER.

HAVE YOU HAD A CHANCE TO TAKE A LOOK AT IT?

A YES.

Q IS THIS AN E-MAIL THAT YOU SENT FEBRUARY 22,
20187

A YES.

THE COURT CLERK: OBJECTION.
/17
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BY MR KENNEDY:

Q WHO IS THE E-MAIL SENT TO?

THE COURT: WHAT WAS THE OBJECTION?

MR. KANANI: I MAY BE REMEMBERING INCORRECTLY. I
DON'T KNOW IF THIS WAS ACTUALLY —--

THE COURT: Q IS NOT ADMITTED.

MR. KANANI: AND I BELIEVE —-—

THE COURT: WHAT IS YOUR OBJECTION?

MR, KANANI: IT MISSTATES FACTS IN EVIDENCE THAT
THE E-MAIL IS NOT IN EVIDENCE YET.

MR, KENNEDY: I'M ESTABLISHING A FOUNDATION.

THE COURT: ACTUALLY, HE LED THE WITNESS WHICH IS
THE PROPER OBJECTION. SUSTAIN THAT. LAY A FOUNDATION.
MOVE TO ADMIT.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q DO YOU RECALL SENDING THIS E-MAIL ON
FEBRUARY 22, 20187

A YES, I DO.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, I WOULD MOVE EXHIBIT Q
AND S INTO EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: LET'S TAKE LETTER Q FIRST. ANY
OBJECTION TO LETTER Q?

MR, KANANlI : LACKS FOUNDATION. AND AUTHENTICITY.

THE COURT: WHY IS THIS RELEVANT, MR. KENNEDY?
OFFER OF PROOF, WHAT DOES THIS HAVE TO DO WITH
MR. OLSON'S REQUEST FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT RESTRAINING
ORDERS OR, FOR THAT MATTER, MS. | 'S REQUEST FOR

RESTRAINING ORDERS AND NOT THE SEPARATE CIVIL LAWSUITS?
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MR, KENNEDY: THIS IS PART OF —- THIS IS NOT PART
OF THE SEPARATE LAWSUITS. MR. OLSON IS A DEFENDANT IN
BOTH LAWSUITS. THIS IS WHAT WE DESCRIBED EARLIER AS HIS
INABILITY TO USE THE PROPERTY BECAUSE OF THE HARASSMENT
THAT HE HAS SUSTAINED AND SO HAVE HIS TENANTS SUSTAINED
IN CONSEQUENCE OF INTERACTIONS WITH MS. [ .

MS. ARGUE TESTIFIED ABOUT THIS ISSUE. MR. OLSON IS
TESTIFYING ABOUT IT TODAY AS PART OF OUR REQUEST WHICH
WAS PREVIOUSLY STATED IN THE COURT, TO EXTEND THE
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER TO PERMANENT RESTRAINING
ORDER AND TO EXTEND ITS SCOPE TO HIS UNIT AND ANYONE
OCCUPYING THE UNIT.

THE COURT: MR. KANANI, ARGUMENT ON EXHIBIT Q.

MR. KANANI: WE FEEL THAT THE EXHIBIT SIMPLY IS NOT
RELEVANT. IF THERE WAS AN ISSUE BETWEEN MR. OLSON AND
MS. I ©E CAN TESTIFY TO IT HIMSELF WITHOUT THIS
DOCUMENT. AND IF THERE WAS AN ISSUE BETWEEN MS. |
AND MS. ARGUE, THAT IS NOT RELEVANT TO THESE PROCEEDINGS.

THE COURT: THE COURT DOES NOT HAVE JURISDICTION TO
EXTEND A RESTRAINING ORDER IN A CIVIL HARASSMENT CONTEXT
TO, QUOTE/UNQUOTE, ANYONE ELSE WHO WILL EVER OCCUPY THE
UNIT. THE ZONE OF PROTECTION COVERS THE PROTECTED PERSON
HERE, MR. OLSON, AND MEMBERS OF HIS HOUSEHOLD AND HIS
FAMILY WHILE THEY'RE ON THE PREMISES OR LIVE THERE.

OTHER PERSONS WHO MAY FEEL HARASSED HAVE SEPARATE AND
INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS TO FILE FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT
RESTRAINING ORDERS.

SO WHILE MR. OLSON UNDER THE TEMPORARY
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ORDERS IS THE OWNER AND OCCUPIER, EVEN PART TIME OF THAT
UNIT, HE IS ENTITLED TO TEMPORARY PROTECTION, IF GRANTED,
PERMANENT PROTECTION, THAT CAN'T BE EXTENDED BY FIAT TO
ANYONE ELSE, WHOEVER OCCUPIES THE PLACE. MR. AND
MRS. ARGUE HAVE THEIR OWN SEPARATE STANDING ALONE
INDEPENDENT RIGHTS TO SEEK RESTRAINING ORDERS IF THEY
BELIEVE MS. | 1S HARASSING THEM.

NEVERTHELESS, YOUR ARGUMENT TO THE COURT AT
THE BEGINNING OF THIS CASE IS THAT THERE IS A THEORY THAT
MS. ' ACTIONS INTERRUPT OR INTERFERE WITH
MR. OLSON'S QUIET USE OF HIS OWN PROPERTY. CURRENT
EVIDENCE IS THAT HE OWNS THE PROPERTY, HIS UNIT. SO THIS
HAS SOME TENDENCY TOWARD THAT THEORY. I'LL DETERMINE HOW
MUCH WEIGHT TO GIVE IT.

I WILL OVERRULE THE OBJECTION AND ADMIT
EXHIBIT Q. AND I HAVE GIVEN WHAT I THINK ARE SOME
INDICATIONS AS TO HOW I AM GOING TO LIMIT THE USEFULNESS

OR WEIGHT OF THIS EVIDENCE.

(EXHIBIT Q WAS RECEIVED INTO EVIDENCE.)

THE COURT: S WAS THE OTHER ONE?

MR KENNEDY: YES.

THE COURT: SO THIS DIVES DEEPER INTO THE SAME
ISSUE. I'M NOT REALLY SURE I NEED TO HEAR THIS OR NEED
TO CONSIDER A LEASE WHEN I KNOW THAT MR. AND MRS. ARGUE
WERE TENANTS, PROSPECTIVE TENANTS, FORMER TENANTS, AND I

HAVE GIVEN YOU MY THOUGHT ABOUT THEY'RE NOT ENTITLED TO
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PROTECTION UNDER MR. OLSON'S RESTRAINING ORDER. ONLY
MR. OLSON AND THE OTHER PERSONS THAT I DESCRIBED.
SO ON MY OWN MOTION, I WILL EXCLUDE THIS. I
HAVE THE EVIDENCE THROUGH THE TESTIMONY.
MR KENNEDY: I APPRECIATE THAT.
THE COURT: LET'S BREAK FOR LUNCH. SEE YOU ALL AT

2:00 O'CLOCK.

(NOON RECESS WAS TAKEN.)

/17
/17
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CASE NUMBER: I T
CASE NAME: B V- 0LsoN

VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA 11/16/18

DEPARTMENT NO. NWD HON. MICHAEL J. CONVEY, JUDGE
REPORTER: MARLENE BURRIS, CSR NO. 8424
TIME: 2:26 P.M.

APPEARANCES:

(AS HERETOFORE NOTED.)

THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD. AND WE'RE GOING TO

RESUME WHERE WE LEFT OFF.
MR, KENNEDY: YES, SIR.
THE COURT: PETITIONER ON THE WITNESS STAND.
MR, KENNEDY: YES, SIR.
THE COURT: MS. . IF YOU COME BACK UP TO

THE ——

MR KENNEDY: I BELIEVE MR. OLSON WAS ON THE STAND.

CURTI S OLSQN,
THE WITNESS ON THE STAND AT THE TIME OF THE NOON RECESS,
HAVING BEEN PREVIOUSLY SWORN, TESTIFIED FURTHER AS

FOLLOWS:

THE COURT: THAT'S RIGHT. RESPONDENT
CASE-IN-CHIEF. RESPONDENT ON DIRECT. NOW I GOT IT.

MR. OLSON, COME BACK TO THE WITNESS STAND.
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YOU WERE SWORN THIS MORNING AND YOU'RE STILL UNDER OATH.
BUT PLEASE RESTATE YOUR NAME SO WE HAVE THAT PLACE MARKER
IN THE RECORD.

THE W TNESS: CURTIS OLSON.

THE COURT: THANK YOU.

MR. KENNEDY.

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON ( CONTI NUED)
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q MR. OLSON, BEFORE THE BREAK, YOU WERE
TESTIFYING ABOUT AN INCIDENT THAT HAPPENED AT THE _

IN OR AROUND SEPTEMBER 10, 2017. DO YOU REMEMBER THAT?

A YES.

Q SINCE THAT INCIDENT, DO YOU HAVE ANY PLANS
To RETURN TO THE [N

A NO, I DO NOT.

Q WHY NOT?

A NOT SAFE FOR ME. I'M AFRAID FOR JUST MY

SAFETY. I'M AFRAID IF I GO IN THERE I MIGHT BE SUED FOR
SOMETHING. IT'S NOT A GOOD PLACE FOR ME TO BE ANYMORE.
IT'S BEEN A NICE RUN BUT IT'S OVER WITH.

Q DID YOU FEEL THAT IT WAS UNSAFE AT THE TIME
THAT YOU FILED YOUR RESTRAINING ORDER APPLICATION BACK IN

SEPTEMBER OF 2017.

A 100 PERCENT.
Q DO YOU STILL FEEL THAT WAY TODAY?
A YES.

MR KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.
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THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION.

MR. KANANI: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KANANI :

Q MR. OLSON, YOU MENTIONED EARLIER THAT YOU
HAD A ONE YEAR LEASE WITH MS. ARGUE. WAS THERE AN OPTION
TO TERMINATE EARLY OR TO CONVERT THE LEASE TO MONTH TO
MONTH AFTER SIX MONTHS?

A AS I RECALL, IT'S A ONE YEAR LEASE, AND
AFTER MS. B 52D VISITED WITHOUT AN INVITATION AND
TRIED TO GET INTO THE ARGUES' UNIT, TOM SPOKE WITH ME AND
HE WAS CONCERNED ABOUT IT. AND AT THAT TIME I SAID,
LOOK, I'LL LET YOU OUT OF THE LEASE IF IT DOESN'T WORK --—
I HAD ALREADY PAID FOR A YEAR'S COMMISSION ON IT. I
SAID, BUT IF IT DOESN'T WORK, YOU CAN CANCEL THE LEASE
ANY TIME YOU WANT. YOU DON'T NEED TO BE CONCERNED ABOUT
YOUR SAFETY OR WHATNOT. SO I SAID I WAS IN A DISPUTE
WITH THIS PERSON AND THEN THEY TOLD ME SHE HAD COME
UPSTAIRS. SO I —- OKAY, YOU CAN HAVE AN OUT IF YOU WANT.

Q SO THERE WAS NO SPECIFIC OPTION FOR SIX
MONTH AND THEN MONTH TO MONTH THE WAY MS. ARGUE
DESCRIBED, THIS WAS SOMETHING YOU ADDED LATER?

A I THINK IT'S A ONE YEAR LEASE. I MAY BE
WRONG. WE CAN PULL THE DOCUMENT OUT IF YOU WANT.

Q OKAY. MR. OLSON, WHEN YOU —- STRIKE THAT.

DO YOU REMEMBER THE VIDEO THAT WAS SHOWN TO

MS. B F2RLIER REGARDING THE INCIDENT THAT YOU
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DESCRIBED PREVIOUSLY ON IN SEPTEMBER OF 201772

A THE VIDEO THAT WAS UP HERE?
Q YES.
A THAT WAS SHOWN UPSIDE-DOWN, THAT ONE?

THE COURT: ARE YOU TALKING ABOUT EXHIBIT GG, THE
ONE PROFFERED BY MR. OLSON?

MR KANAN : YES.

THE COURT: THE ONE THAT HAD A SIDEWAYS IMAGE?

THE W TNESS: ACTUALLY UPSIDE-DOWN.

THE COURT: THE ONE WE SHOWED TODAY?

MR, KANANI : YES, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: THAT VIDEO.

THE W TNESS: WHAT'S YOUR QUESTION?

BY MR KANAN :
Q DO YOU REMEMBER IT?
A I DO.
Q WERE YOU THE ONE MAKING THAT RECORDING?

A YES. I HAD MY PHONE NEAR MY WAIST HOLDING
IT DOWN LIKE THIS LOW.

Q DID YOU OBTAIN CONSENT OF MS. NN T°
RECORD HER ON THAT VIDEO?

A I DID NOT.

Q DID YOU OBTAIN CONSENT FROM THE INDIVIDUAL
WHO WAS AT THE DOOR IN THE PURPLE SHIRT TO RECORD THAT
VIDEO?

A THE GUY WHO WAS HARASSING ME?

Q THE INDIVIDUAL THAT YOU ALLEGE WAS HARASSING

YOU.
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A HE WAS HARASSING AND, NO, I DID NOT GET
APPROVAL FROM HIM.

Q DID YOU OBTAIN CONSENT FROM MR. FOTSO WHO
WAS IN THE BACKGROUND OF THE VIDEO AT ONE POINT?

A I DID NOT.

Q MR. OLSON, DID YOU FILE YOUR CROSS PETITION
FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT AGAINST MS. | IV RETALIATION
TO HER REQUEST FOR CIVIL HARASSMENT RESTRAINING ORDER
AGAINST YOU?

A NO.

Q DO YOU BELIEVE THAT THE VIDEO I SHOWED
EARLIER TODAY, WHICH IS MARKED AS RESPONDENT'S EXHIBIT
GG, IS ACCURATE ACCORDING TO YOUR MEMORY OF EVENTS THAT
DAY?

A YES. IT WAS SHOWN UPSIDE-DOWN. I'M NOT
SURE IF THAT WAS HELPFUL FOR EVERYONE WATCHING IT.

Q ON THAT DAY DURING THAT INCIDENT, DID YOU
HEAR ANYONE VERBALLY THREATEN YOU AT THE TIME?

A I'M NOT SURE WHAT THE WORDS WERE. IT FELT
LIKE THREATS COMING AT ME.

Q DID YOU HEAR ACTUAL VERBAL THREATS; CALLS
FOR A YES OR NO?

MR. KENNEDY: ASKED AND ANSWERED.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: I HEARD MS. | sS2AYING, "GET IN
THERE, GET IN THERE."

THE COURT: THANK YOU.

/17
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BY MR KANAN :

Q IS THAT THE THREAT THAT YOU WERE REFERRING
TO IN YOUR APPLICATION FOR A CIVIL HARASSMENT RESTRAINING
ORDER?

A NO. THERE WAS MORE TO IT THAN THAT.

Q WERE YOU PHYSICALLY INJURED DURING THAT
INCIDENT AT ALL?

A NO.

Q WERE YOU —- DID ANYONE THREATEN TO
PHYSICALLY INJURE YOU DURING THAT INCIDENT?

A I FELT A THREAT, YES.

Q BUT DID THEY THREATEN TO PHYSICALLY INJURE
YOU?

MR, KENNEDY: ASKED AND ANSWERED.

THE WTNESS: I FELT THREATENED.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THAT IS NOT THE QUESTION. DID ANYONE SAY

WORDS THAT THEY WOULD PHYSICALLY TOUCH YOU OR HARM YOU?

THE W TNESS: NO, NOT THOSE WORDS.

MR, KANANI : NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: REDIRECT.

MR KENNEDY: YES, BRIEFLY.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q MR. OLSON, WHY WERE YOU FILMING WITH YOUR
PHONE DURING THE INCIDENT?

A BECAUSE AFTER THEY HAD SERVED ME THE GUY
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CAME TO DOUG'S DOOR AND THERE WAS NO REASON FOR THAT
WHATSOEVER. HE HAD SERVED ME THE PAPERS HE WANTED TO
SERVE ME, AND NOW HE'S SHOWING UP ON THE DOOR. AND HE
WANTED TO COME IN, AND DOUG SAID YOU'RE NOT COMING IN,
STOP, BACK AWAY.

Q SO WHY DID YOU TURN ON THE VIDEO FEATURE OF
YOUR PHONE AT THAT TIME?

A I THOUGHT IT WAS AN OPPORTUNITY IF I'M GOING
TO GET SMACKED OR SOMETHING LIKE YOU SEE ON T.V. AND YOU
SEE WHAT HAPPENS AND PEOPLE RECORD THINGS ALL THE TIME.
I THOUGHT I BETTER RECORD THIS.

MR KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: RECROSS.

MR. KANANI : NO, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: YOU MAY STEP DOWN. RETURN TO THE TABLE
NEXT TO YOUR ATTORNEY. THANK YOU.

MR. KENNEDY, NEXT WITNESS ON BEHALF OF

MR. OLSON'S CASE-IN-CHIEF.

MR, KENNEDY: NO FURTHER WITNESSES.

THE COURT: ALL OF YOUR EXHIBITS IN THAT YOU WANT
IN EVIDENCE OR ARE THERE ADDITIONAL ONES THAT YOU WANT TO
MOVE IN AT THAT TIME?

MR KENNEDY: ALL OF OUR EXHIBITS ARE IN EVIDENCE,
YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: SO I HAVE A, E, F, G, H, J, O, BAA, BB,
FF, GG.

MR KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR. THANK YOU.

THE COURT: DO YOU REST?
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MR KENNEDY: YES, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT CLERK: WE ALSO HAD Q SUBMITTED.

MR KENNEDY: THAT IS CORRECT.

THE COURT: Q WAS ADMITTED?

MR KENNEDY: O WAS.

THE COURT: Q ALSO ADMITTED. S WAS NOT ADMITTED.
THANK YOU.

ALL RIGHT. MR. KANANI, YOUR CASE ON
REBUTTAL, ANY WITNESSES?

MR KANANI : WE HAVE —-- I HAVE SOME QUESTIONS FOR
THE COURT. WE HAVE ONE LIVE WITNESS WHO WOULD TESTIFY
BUT SHE'S NOT AVAILABLE UNTIL MONDAY MORNING.

THE COURT: SORRY.

MR, KANANI : OKAY. WE HAVE TWO —-- WE HAVE ONE
INDIVIDUAL WHO WISHES TO PRESENT A DECLARATION THAT
REBUTS THE TESTIMONY OF DOUGLAS ECONN THAT WON'T BE READY
UNTIL MONDAY MORNING.

THE COURT: SORRY AGAIN.

MR KANANI : BESIDES THAT, WE HAVE THREE OTHER
TRANSCRIPTIONS OF RECORDINGS THAT WE WOULD PRESENT TO THE
COURT, CERTIFIED TRANSCRIPTIONS, AND WE CAN PRESENT THE
INDIVIDUALS SOLE -- WHO MADE THE RECORDINGS SOLELY FOR
THE PURPOSE OF AUTHENTICATING BUT AGAIN NOT AVAILABLE
UNTIL MONDAY MORNING.

THE COURT: THIS IS YOUR CASE ON REBUTTAL BEING
CALLED NOW.

MR, KANANI : I HAVE NOTHING.

THE COURT: THERE'S NO STOPPING A CASE AT 2:30 IN
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THE AFTERNOON BECAUSE WITNESSES ARE NOT HERE AND NOT
READY TO GO. I CAN REST YOUR CASE UNDER THE LOCAL RULES
OF THE SUPERIOR COURT.

MR, KANANI : MAY WE FILE ANY DECLARATIONS OR
TRANSCRIPTIONS LATER ON?

THE COURT: THIS IS THE TIME FOR YOUR REBUTTAL
EVIDENCE. DO YOU HAVE ANY?

MR KANANI : NOT READY AT THIS TIME.

THE COURT: I'M NOT MAKING THIS STUFF UP. IT'S IN
THE LOCAL RULES.

MR, KANANI : ONE OF THE —-- I DON'T KNOW IF THIS
MAKES A DIFFERENCE. ONE OF THE RECORDINGS WAS FROM
MR. MORENO WHO WAS UNABLE TO APPEAR IN PERSON. I AM
UNSURE IF THAT HAS ANY EFFECT ON THE COURT'S RULING OR
NOT. I WANTED TO AT LEAST PRESENT THE INFORMATION.

THE COURT: THANK YOU. THE COURT REFERS PARTIES
AND COUNSEL TO LOS ANGELES COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT LOCAL
RULE 3.25, CASE MANAGEMENT CONFERENCE, WHICH THIS COURT
HELD PREVIOUSLY AND ORDERED THIS CASE SET FOR TRIAL. AND
AS I SAID AT THE BEGINNING OF THIS CASE WHEN PARTIES WERE
GIVING ME WITNESS TIME ESTIMATES, I WAS REFERRING TO 3.25
SUBDIVISION H, REASONABLE TRIAL TIME ESTIMATE.

COUNSEL MUST PROVIDE THE COURT WITH

REASONABLE AND TIME ESTIMATES FOR TRIAL. IF THE TIME
ESTIMATE OF EITHER PARTY IS EXCEEDED, THE COURT MAY IN
ITS DISCRETION DEEM ONE OR BOTH OF THE PARTIES TO HAVE
RESTED, DEEM THE MATTER SUBMITTED, CONTINUE THE TRIAL TO

A NEW DATE OR DECLARE A MISTRIAL.
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WE'RE AT THE PLACE NOW WHERE IT'S 2:35 WHEN
YOU FIRST SAID THIS, THAT YOU HAVE RUN OUT OF WITNESSES,
AND IT'S —-- THE COURT SESSION GOES TO 4:00 P.M. TODAY.
SO I HAVE IT WITHIN MY DISCRETION TO REST YOUR CASE AND
CALL FOR CLOSING ARGUMENTS.

DO YOU WISH TO ARGUE AGAINST THAT,
MR. KANANI?

MR KANANI : VERY BRIEFLY IF I PRESENT A QUICK ORAL
ARGUMENT. MY -- IN LISTENING TO THE COURT'S READING OF
THE STATUTE —-

THE COURT: IT'S A COURT RULE.

MR, KANANI : I'M SORRY. OF THE LOCAL RULE, I
THOUGHT THAT THE LOCAL RULE WAS PREFACED WITH IF THE TIME
ESTIMATE HAS BEEN EXCEEDED. AM I ACCURATE?

THE COURT: CORRECT. THIS COURT ALSO RELIES ON
PUBLISHED CASES FROM THE SIXTH DISTRICT FOR TRIAL

MANAGEMENT, CALIFORNIA CRANE, AND I'LL HAVE THE CITE FOR

YOU IN A SECOND AND ANOTHER CASE CONAGRA. PEOPLE VS.

CONAGRA. AND IT'S WELL WITHIN THE COURT'S DISCRETION TO
SAY THAT YOU HAVE COME TO YOUR TIME ESTIMATE. YOUR
WITNESSES ARE NOT HERE AND YOU'RE NOT READY TO PROCEED.
YOUR CASE IS BEING DEEMED RESTED.
ANYTHING FURTHER YOU WISH TO ARGUE ABOUT

THAT?

MR, KANANI : NO, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY, DO YOU WISH TO ARGUE ON
THAT?

MR KENNEDY: I DO NOT.
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MR KANANI: I HAVE —-- I WOULD ASK IF THE COURT IS
WILLING TO ACCEPT MS. JHHEEEE .S 2 BRIEF REBUTTAL
WITNESS?

THE COURT: ALL RIGHT. MS. | IS 2ALLOWED TO

TESTIFY AS A REBUTTAL WITNESS.

CALIFORNIA CRANE CITE IS 226 CAL.APP.4TH 12.

CONAGRA CAME IN THE YEAR 2017.

I
RE-CALLED AS A REBUTTAL WITNESS ON HER OWN

BEHALF, HAVING BEEN PREVIOUSLY SWORN, FURTHER

TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

THE COURT: MS. BB  YOU HAVE BEEN CALLED AS A

WITNESS. YOU WERE SWORN PREVIOUSLY TODAY. YOU'RE STILL
UNDER OATH. YOU'RE BEING CALLED NOW IN REBUTTAL.

PLEASE COME FORWARD AND HAVE A SEAT AND
STATE YOUR NAME.

THE WTNESS: I I
THE COURT: THANK YOU.

REBUTTAL DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KANANI :

Q MS. B VERE YOU PRESENT AT A BOARD
MEETING IN THE MONTH OF OCTOBER OF THE | NN
HOMEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION?

A YES, I WAS.

Q WAS THERE A SUGGESTION THAT ADDITIONAL
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secURITY BE ADDED TO THE | -ROPERTY?

A YES.
Q DO YOU REMEMBER WHICH INDIVIDUAL FIRST MADE

THAT SUGGESTION?

A YES.

Q WHO WAS THAT INDIVIDUAL?

A CURT OLSON.

Q DID YOU HEAR HIM SAY IT YOURSELFE VERBALLY.
A YES.

Q PRIOR ——- ON A PRIOR DAY, MS. MONROY

TESTIFIED THAT ONLY SHE AND MR. SILVER HAD ACCESS TO THE
sURVEILLANCE CAMERAS AT [ 1O YOU REMEMBER
THAT?

A YES.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HAD A CONVERSATION WITH
MS. MONROY WHERE SHE SAID SOMETHING DIFFERENT?

A YES.

Q WHO DID SHE SAY HAD ACCESS TO THE
sURVEILLANCE cAMERAS AT [

MR, KENNEDY: OBJECTION. CALLS FOR HEARSAY.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED.

MR KENNEDY: AND BEYOND THE SCOPE OF MR. OLSON'S
CASE-IN-CHIEF.

THE COURT: OVERRULED ON THAT. SUSTAINED AS TO THE
HEARSAY.

MR. KANANI: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION.

MR, KENNEDY: NONE.
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THE COURT: GO AHEAD AND TAKE THE SEAT BACK AT THE

TABLE.
ANY FURTHER WITNESSES ON REBUTTAL?
MR. KANANI : NO, YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: DO YOU NOW REST?
MR KANANI : WE DO.
THE COURT: ARE YOU READY FOR YOUR CLOSING
ARGUMENT —- OR STRIKE THAT.

MR. KENNEDY, DO YOU HAVE ANY REBUTTAL ON
YOUR CASE-IN-CHIEF?
MR. KENNEDY: WE DO.
THE COURT: CALL YOUR FIRST REBUTTAL WITNESS.
MR. KENNEDY: PETITIONER MR. OLSON CALLS DIEN LE.
THE COURT: MR. LE. COME FORWARD TO THE WITNESS

STAND. RAISE YOUR RIGHT HAND TO BE SWORN.

Dl EN LE,
CALLED AS A REBUTTAL WITNESS BY THE RESPONDENT,

WAS SWORN AND TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

THE COURT CLERK: YOU DO SOLEMNLY STATE THAT THE
TESTIMONY YOU MAY GIVE IN THE CAUSE NOW PENDING BEFORE
THIS COURT SHALL BE THE TRUTH, THE WHOLE TRUTH, AND
NOTHING BUT THE TRUTH, SO HELP YOU GOD?

THE WTNESS: I DO.

THE COURT CLERK: PLEASE BE SEATED.

MR, KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, MAY I APPROACH TO TAKE ——

THE COURT: HOLD ON.
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PLEASE STATE AND SPELL YOUR NAME.

THE W TNESS: YES. DIEN LE. D-I-E-N. LAST NAME

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY.

MR, KENNEDY: MAY I APPROACH AND TAKE THE BINDER
OUT OF HIS WAY?

THE COURT: GO AHEAD.

(PAUSE IN THE PROCEEDINGS.)

REBUTTAL DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q MR. LE, ARE YOU AN ATTORNEY ADMITTED TO

PRACTICE IN CALIFORNIA?

A YES, I AM.

Q WHEN WERE YOU ADMITTED TO PRACTICE IN
CALIFORNIA?

A IN 1996.

Q HAVE YOU BEEN AN ATTORNEY PRACTICING IN

CALIFORNIA SINCE THAT TIME?

A YES, I HAVE.

Q WHERE DID YOU ATTEND LAW SCHOOL?

A LOYOLA LAW SCHOOL, LOS ANGELES.

Q ARE YOU CURRENTLY REPRESENTING CURTIS OLSON

IN ANY CIVIL MATTER?
A YES. THERE'S ACTUALLY TWO PENDING CIVIL
ACTIONS RIGHT NOW.

Q WHO IS THE PLAINTIFE IN THOSE ACTIONS?
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A JANE DOE WHICH IS ALSO THE PETITIONER.

THE COURT: HOLD ON. IS THERE AN ORDER ALLOWING
THE DISCLOSURE OF THE IDENTITY OF JANE DOE?

THE W TNESS: NO.

MR, KENNEDY: I'LL WITHDRAW THE QUESTION.

THE COURT: JANE DOE.
BY MR KENNEDY:
HAVE YOU EVER REPRESENTED MR. OLSON BEFORE?
BEFORE THESE TWO ACTIONS?
CORRECT.

NO, I HAVE NOT.

O >» O » O

WERE YOU IN THE COURTROOM EARLIER TODAY WHEN
MS. B OrrERED TESTIMONY REGARDING ALLEGED COMMENTS
MADE BY YOU?

A YES, I WAS SITTING IN THE AUDIENCE.

Q AND DO YOU RECALL HER TESTIFYING THAT YOU
THREATENED HER LIFE?

A YES, I DID HEAR THAT.

Q DO YOU RECALL HER TESTIFYING ABOUT BEING RUN
OVER BY A CAR, THAT YOU THREATENED THAT?

A I DID HEAR HER SAY THAT TODAY.

Q IS THERE ANY TRUTH TO ANYTHING THAT SHE SAID

WITH REGARD TO THOSE COMMENTS?

A NO.

Q DO YOU RECALL HER TESTIFYING THAT MR. OLSON
WAS GOING TO HURT YOU —- HURT HER IF SHE DID NOT DISMISS
THE CASE?

THE COURT: WHY DON'T YOU RESTATE THE QUESTION SO
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IT'S CLEAR.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q po YoU RECALL MS. NN TESTIFYING THAT
MR. —-- THAT YOU TOLD HER MR. OLSON WOULD HURT HER IF THE

CASE WAS NOT DISMISSED?

A YES, I DID HEAR HER SAY THAT.
Q IS THERE ANY TRUTH TO THAT?
A NO.

MR. KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.
THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION.

MR. KANANI: NO QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: MAY THIS WITNESS BE EXCUSED?

MR, KENNEDY: HE MAY.

THE COURT: YOU MAY STEP DOWN.

THE W TNESS: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: NEXT REBUTTAL WITNESS.

MR KENNEDY: CALL MR. OLSON.

CURTI S OLSQN,
RE-CALLED AS A REBUTTAL WITNESS ON HIS OWN
BEHALF, HAVING BEEN PREVIOUSLY SWORN, FURTHER

TESTIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

THE COURT: MR. OLSON, COME BACK TO THE WITNESS
STAND. THIS IS A DIFFERENT PART OF THE CASE CALLED
REBUTTAL.

YOU WERE SWORN. YOU'RE STILL UNDER OATH.

TAKE A SEAT. RESTATE YOUR NAME SO WE HAVE THAT PLACE
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MARKER IN THE RECORD.
THE W TNESS: CURTIS OLSON.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY, DIRECT ON REBUTTAL.

REBUTTAL DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY MR KENNEDY

Q MR. OLSON, PLEASE TAKE THE PURPLE BINDER
LOCATED TO YOUR RIGHT AND TURN TO EXHIBIT 14. PLEASE
TAKE A LOOK AND LET ME KNOW WHEN YOU'RE FINISHED.

A THERE'S A LOT OF PAGES. I SEE THE BULK OF
IT.

Q YOU DON'T HAVE TO READ EVERY WORD. TAKE A

LOOK AT IT. TI'LL ASK YOU FOUNDATIONAL QUESTIONS.

A OKAY. THERE'S A LOT HERE. I'M READY.

Q HAVE YOU SEEN THESE PAPERS BEFORE THAT
REPRESENT —-- THAT ARE COMPRISED EXHIBIT 1472

A I HAVE SEEN THE DECLARATION AND THERE'S ALSO
I THINK -- YES, I HAVE SEEN THEM BOTH. THERE'S TWO

DIFFERENT ONES. I HAVE SEEN THEM.

Q I JUST WANT TO CONFIRM WHAT YOU JUST SAID.
IT APPEARS THERE ARE TWO DECLARATIONS IN HERE. I'M GOING
TO DIRECT YOUR ATTENTION TO A COUPLE OF THE ALLEGATIONS
IN THESE DECLARATIONS.

A YES.

Q AND FOR THE RECORD, THE FIRST DECLARATION IS
LISTED DECLARATION OF AMADO MORENO. DO YOU SEE WHERE
THAT IS?

A YES.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 163



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

28

130

Q DO YOU RECALL MR. MORENO TESTIFYING IN THIS
CASE?

A NO.

Q PARAGRAPH TEN OF THE FIRST PAGE, DO YOU SEE
THAT?

A YES.

Q (READING) :

DURING THIS TIME IN MAY OF 2017, JANE DOE
TOLD ME SHE SAW A MAN ACROSS THE STREET FILMING
HER. AND SO SHE TOOK OUT HER IPHONE TO FILM
HIM, AND THEN JANE DOE RAN TOWARD HIS CAR TO GET
CLOSER TO THE LICENSE PLATE NUMBER BUT THE MAN
SEEING HER QUICKLY GOT IN HIS CAR AND DROVE WAY.
DO YOU SEE THAT?
A YES.
Q DID YOU EVER ASK ANYONE TO FILM JANE DOE,
TAKE PHOTOS OF JANE DOE?
A NEVER.
MR KANANI : OBJECTION. COMPOUND.
THE COURT: SUSTAINED. YOU MAY REPHRASE. BREAK IT
DOWN. THERE'S A DIFFERENCE. PHOTOS OR VIDEO, TWO
DIFFERENT KINDS OF MEDIA.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO TAKE VIDEO OF
MS. I -

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO TAKE PHOTOS OF
Ms. I -
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A NO.
Q CAN YOU LOOK AT PARAGRAPH 13, PLEASE.
(READING) :
ON ANOTHER OCCASION -- THE PARAGRAPH
READS -- A MAN WHO LOOKED LIKE A PRIVATE

INVESTIGATOR, TALL AND SLENDER, WHITE, WITH
SHORT LIGHT BROWN HAIR IN HIS LATE 50S OR 60S,
CHECKED INTO A HOTEL FOR ONE NIGHT.

DO YOU SEE THAT?
A YES.
Q THE NEXT PARAGRAPH IS, "IN THE MORNING, HE

WAS SITTING IN THE BACK AREA OF RESTAURANT WHEN JANE DOE

CAME IN ABOUT 11:00 A.M." DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.
Q ARE YOU AWARE OF ANYONE THAT MATCHES THAT

DESCRIPTION?

A THERE COULD BE THOUSANDS OF PEOPLE THAT

MATCH THAT DESCRIPTION.

Q DID YOU HIRE ANYONE MATCHING THAT

DESCRIPTION TO STALK OR SURVEIL MS. I -:

A NO.
Q PLEASE LOOK AT PARAGRAPH 19. THE PARAGRAPH

READS, (READING) :

ON ONE OCCASION, I WITNESSED A MAN WITH A
LARGE TELEPHOTO CAMERA OR MAYBE IT WAS A FILM
CAMERA BEHIND HER ABOUT HALF A BLOCK TAKING
IMAGES DIRECTED TOWARD HER. JANE DOE DID NOT

TURN AROUND AND NOTICE THIS PERSON.
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DID YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO USE A LARGE
TELEPHOTO CAMERA TO FOLLOW JANE DOE?

A NO.

Q TO TAKE PICTURES OF JANE DOE?

A NO.

Q PLEASE LOOK AT PARAGRAPH 27. ACTUALLY, AS
FOUNDATION, PLEASE LOOK AT PARAGRAPH 22 WHICH READS,
(READING) :

ON OR ABOUT JUNE 23, 2017, A MAN NAMED

CURTIS OLSON CAME TO A RESTAURANT WITH TWO

MEN —-- TO THE RESTAURANT WITH TWO MEN FOR LUNCH

AT ABOUT THE SAME TIME THAT JANE DOE WOULD

USUALLY COME TO THE RESTAURANT FOR LUNCH.

A
Q
TO THE CAFE?
A
Q
WHERE?

A
Q

DO YOU SEE THAT?
YES.

DO YOU HAVE ANY IDEA WHEN JANE DOE WOULD GO

NO.

ANY IDEA WHEN SHE TYPICALLY EATS LUNCH OR

NO.

THEN TO PARAGRAPH 27, "THE TWO MEN DID NOT

SEEM TO BE A FRIEND OF OLSON'S. MORE LIKE PEOPLE

EMPLOYED BY HIM."

HAVE YOU EVER GONE TO THE CAFE WITH ONE OF

YOUR EMPLOYEES?
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o >» O >

LINEUP IF HE
A

Q

NOPE.

HAVE YOU EVER MET MR. MORENO?
POSSIBLY. I DON'T KNOW.

WOULD YOU BE ABLE TO PICK HIM OUT OF A
WAS STANDING BEFORE US TODAY?

NO, I WOULD NOT.

DID YOU EVER GO TO THE CAFE | 10

SURVEIL MS. N :

A

Q
A
Q

I'M SORRY. WITH WHO?

TO SURVEIL MS. I -

NO.

DID YOU EVER INSTRUCT ANYONE TO GO TO THE

CAFE [ 0 surveEIL MS. N :

A
Q

HOTEL ACROSS

NO.

DID YOU EVER INSTRUCT ANYONE TO GO TO THE

THE STREET FROM THE | °

SURVEIL MS. N :

A
Q

NO.

MS. B 525 PREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED ABOUT

ALLEGED MEN IN BLACK HIRED BY YOU TO HARASS/SURVEIL

HER -- WELL,

LET'S TAKE IT ONE AT A TIME.

MS. B FPREVIOUSLY TESTIFIED ABOUT

ALLEGED MEN IN BLACK HIRED BY YOU TO FOLLOW HER. HAVE

YOU EVER DONE THAT?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS: NO. IT SEEMS COMPLETELY RIDICULOUS.

/17
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BY MR KENNEDY:
Q PLEASE TURN -- THE COPY THAT I HAVE DO NOT

HAVE PAGE NUMBERS. DO YOURS HAVE PAGE NUMBERS AT THE

BOTTOM?
A NO, THEY DON'T.
Q LET'S TRY AND WORK THROUGH THIS TOGETHER. I

APOLOGIZE. AS I'M LOOKING THROUGH THIS, IT LOOKS LIKE
THERE'S THREE DECLARATIONS. SO GOING TO THE SECOND
DECLARATION —-

THE COURT: IS IT THE ONE ON PLEADING PAPER?

MR, KENNEDY: IT IS, YOUR HONOR.

Q AND IT'S ENTITLED "DECLARATION OF AMADO
MORENO, " DATED APRIL 24, 2014. IS THAT WHERE YOU ARE?

A YES, I AM.

MR, KANANI : MR. KENNEDY SAID 2014.

MR.  KENNEDY: '18. THANK YOU.

Q CAN YOU LOOK AT PARAGRAPH SEVEN, PLEASE?
A YES.
Q PARAGRAPH SEVEN READS, (READING) :

ON OR ABOUT THE MONTH OF NOVEMBER OF
2017, SOMEONE CAME INTO THE CAFE AND TOLD ME
THAT MY LIFE WAS IN DANGER. AROUND THE SAME
TIME I BEGAN TO NOTICE THAT I WAS BEING FOLLOWED

IN MY CAR WHEN DRIVING HOME FROM WORK.

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER FOLLOW MR. MORENO HOME FROM
WORK?

A NO
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Q DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO FOLLOW ANYONE
HOME ?
MR KANANI : OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.
THE W TNESS: NoO.
BY MR KENNEDY:
Q PLEASE LOOK AT PARAGRAPH 11 WHICH READS,
(READING) :
THEN SHORTLY AFTER THE DANGER WARNING, A
MENTALLY ILL CRIMINAL THREATENED ME AT MY HOME
AND TRIED TO SET MY HOUSE ON FIRE. THE MAN WAS
APPREHENDED AND PUT IN PRISON.
DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO TRY TO SET
MR. MORENO'S HOUSE ON FIRE?
A SERIOUSLY?
THE COURT: ANSWER THE QUESTION, PLEASE.
THE W TNESS: NoO.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DO YOU KNOW ANY MENTALLY ILL CRIMINALS?
A NO.
Q THE NEXT PARAGRAPH READS, THIS IS PARAGRAPH

12, (READING) :
IN ADDITION, ON APRIL 14, 2018, I WENT
OUT TO A RESTAURANT FOR DINNER AND WAS GIVEN A
GLASS OF WATER. AS I DRANK THE WATER, I NOTICED
IT HAD AN ODD SMELL AND I SOON BECAME SICK AND
VOMITED.

DO YOU KNOW WHERE MR. MORENO EATS DINNER?
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A NO.
Q HAVE YOU EVER POISONED ANY OF MR. MORENO'S

FOOD OR DRINK?

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED SOMEONE TO DO THAT?

A NO.

Q FINALLY, PARAGRAPH 16, WHICH READS
(READING) :

LAST NIGHT ON APRIL 23, 2018, THE
CRIMINAL GOT OUT FROM PRISON, BROKE INTO MY
HOME, STOLE MY FILE WITH ALL MY DOCUMENTS AND
POLICE REPORTS RELATED TO ME BEING FOLLOWED IN
REGARDS TO PETITIONER.

DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE A CRIMINAL TO BREAK OUT OF
PRISON?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE AN ESCAPED PRISONER TO

BREAK INTO MR. MORENO'S HOME?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE TO STEAL DOCUMENTS
FROM MR. MORENO'S HOME?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER STEAL DOCUMENTS FROM
MR. MORENO'S HOME?

A NO.

Q DID YOU EVER BREAK INTO HIS HOME?
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A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER BEEN IN PRISON?

A NO.

Q TURNING TO THE NEXT DECLARATION WHICH IS
TITLED "WITNESS TAMPERING OF AMADO MORENO, DECLARATION OF
AMADO MORENO." DO YOU SEE THAT DATED APRIL 30, 20187

A YES.

Q LOOKING AT PARAGRAPH 11 WHICH READS
(READING) :

ON SATURDAY, APRIL 14, I DECIDED TO LEAVE
MY HOME VIA CAR TO GO GET SOMETHING TO EAT. AS
I WAS DRIVING, I NOTICED THE ROADS WERE BLOCKED
AHEAD OF ME WITH A NUMBER OF POLICE CARS BECAUSE
THERE WAS AN ACCIDENT, THUS I DECIDED TO DRIVE
HOME .

NEXT PARAGRAPH 12. THEN -- I THEN
NOTICED A TOW TRUCK FOLLOWING TOO CLOSELY BEHIND
ME TAKING PHOTOS OF MY CAR AND LICENSE PLATE.

DO YOU OWN A TOW TRUCK?

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRE ANYONE WHO OWNS A TOW
TRUCK TO FOLLOW MR. MORENO?

A NO.

Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED ANYONE WHO OWNED A TOW

TRUCK TO TAKE PICTURES OF MR. MORENO?

A NO.
Q OR HIS CAR?
A NO.
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Q PARAGRAPH 13. (READING) :

THEN THE DRIVER OF THE TOW TRUCK DROVE UP

NEXT TO ME. AND I COULD CLEARLY SEE HE WAS

AFRICAN AMERICAN. HE CONTINUED TO DRIVE NEXT TO

ME AND ROLLED DOWN HIS PASSENGER WINDOW AND TOOK

PHOTOS OF ME. I ASKED HIM WHAT HE WAS DOING.

HE THEN YELLED AT ME, QUOTE, "I'M GOING TO SEND

YOU BACK TO MEXICO IN A BODY BAG," END QUOTE.

DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q DID YOU EVER HIRE A TOW TRUCK DRIVER TO YELL
AT MR. MORENO, QUOTE, "I'M GOING TO SEND YOU BACK TO
MEXICO IN A BODY BAG," END QUOTE.

A NO.

Q LOOKING NOW AT PARAGRAPH 16. (READING) :

THE TOW TRUCK DRIVER PURSUED ME. I THEN

NOTICED A RALPH'S GROCERY STORE NEARBY WITH A

NUMBER OF PEOPLE IN THE PARKING LOT. SO I

QUICKLY PULLED INTO THE PARKING LOT TO BE AMONG

THE SAFETY OF A NUMBER OF PEOPLE, WITNESSES

WATCHING.

PARAGRAPH 17: THE TOW TRUCK DRIVER

PULLED HIS TRUCK BEHIND MY CAR, OPENED HIS DOOR,

LEANED OUT AND WITH THE BUTT OF HIS BERETTA GUN

HE SMASHED OUT MY TAILLIGHT AND THEN HE SAID,

QUOTE, "THIS IS NOT THE LAST TIME YOU WILL SEE

ME," END QUOTE, AS HE DROVE OFF. HE WAS VERY

UPSET THAT HE WAS UNABLE TO KILL ME.
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DO YOU SEE THAT?
A YES.
Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED A TOW TRUCK DRIVER TO
FOLLOW MR. MORENO AND INSTRUCTED THAT INDIVIDUAL TO

THREATEN HIS LIFE?

A NO.

Q TO THREATEN HIM WITH A GUN?

A NO.

Q TO DESTROY HIS PROPERTY?

A NO.

Q AND FINALLY NO. 19. (READING) :

I BELIEVE MR. OLSON HAS PUT A HIT ON MY

LIFE TO PREVENT ME FROM TESTIFYING ABOUT THE MEN

IN BLACK WHO ARE STALKING PETITIONER FOR

MR. OLSON.

DO YOU SEE THAT?

A I SEE THAT.

Q HAVE YOU PUT A HIT ON MR. MORENO'S LIFE?

A NO.

Q DID YOU HIRE MEN IN BLACK TO STALK
PETITIONER?

A NO.

Q PLEASE, YOU CAN SET THAT BOOK ASIDE. IS

THERE ANOTHER BLACK BINDER WITH CURTIS OLSON EXHIBITS UP
THERE?

THE COURT: WHICH ONE DO YOU WANT?

MR. KENNEDY: THAT'S THE ONE THAT I WANT.

THE COURT: THE SECOND VOLUME.
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MR KENNEDY: TURN TO EXHIBIT FF. I APOLOGIZE,
YOUR HONOR. I THINK THIS WAS ALREADY ADMITTED THROUGH
MS. . T DON'T REMEMBER WHAT THE NUMBER WAS. I
DON'T WANT TO DUPLICATE.

THE COURT: FF WAS ADMITTED.

MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU.

Q DO YOU HAVE FF IN FRONT OF YOU?
A YES, I DO.
Q THANK YOU. THERE'S BEEN TESTIMONY ABOUT A

LOCKBOX ISSUE. DO YOU RECALL THAT TESTIMONY?
A YES.
Q THERE'S BEEN ALLEGATIONS THAT MS. MONROY

STOLE MS. 'S LOCKBOX. DO YOU RECALL THAT

TESTIMONY?

A YES.

Q DID YOU ASK MS. ELSA MONROY TO STEAL THE
LOCKBOX?

MR. KANANI: OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE WTNESS: NO, I DO NOT.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DO YOU HAVE ANY KNOWLEDGE OF MS. | N ' s
LOCKBOX BEING STOLEN?

A NO. COULD I RESTATE THAT. I HAVE HEARD IT
IN THIS COURT TODAY.

Q LOOKING AT PARAGRAPH 39, DO YOU HAVE THAT?
IT'S ON PAGE 0006.

A YES. I JUST OPENED IT.
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Q READS, "A FEW MONTHS AFTER I FILED THE CIVIL
ACTION, I BEGAN SERVING DEFENDANTS IN THAT CASE."

JUST AS A BACKGROUND, I DON'T THINK I

READ —- THE TITLE OF THIS EXHIBIT IS "SUPPLEMENTAL
DECLARATION OF [N NN -
AGAIN, PARAGRAPH 39. (READING):

A FEW MONTHS AFTER I FILED THE CIVIL
ACTION, I BEGAN SERVING DEFENDANTS IN THAT CASE.
A FEW MONTHS AFTER THIS, IN MAY OF 2017,
RESPONDENT'S EFFORTS TO STALK AND KEEP TABS OF
ME BECAME MUCH MORE AGGRESSIVE AND EXTREME.

MR. OLSON, HAVE YOU EVER STALKED

Ms. I -
A NEVER.
Q HAVE YOU EVER TRIED TO KEEP TABS ON HER?
A NEVER.
Q PLEASE TURN TO TAB 48 ON THE NEXT PAGE.

IT READS, "ON DECEMBER 19, 2017, ONE OF THE
MEN IN BLACK APPEARED IN THE BACK ALLEY OF THE | I
B | 00K PHOTOGRAPHS OF HIM."
DID YOU EVER INSTRUCT A MAN WEARING BLACK TO
sTaLK MS. I 2T T I
A NEVER.
Q THE NEXT PARAGRAPH 49. "THE VERY NEXT DAY
MY HOME WAS BROKEN INTO."
HAVE YOU EVER BROKEN INTO MS. 'S
HOME ?

A NEVER.
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Q HAVE YOU EVER HIRED SOMEONE TO DO THAT?
A NEVER.
Q PARAGRAPH NUMBER 50 WHICH READS (READING) :

THREE DAYS LATER ON DECEMBER 23, 2017, A
FRIEND OF MINE MR. GIL GRIARTE --
THE COURT: SPELL THAT, PLEASE.
MR. KENNEDY: G-R-I-A-R-T-E.
-— WAS HELPING ME CLEAN THE STOVE IN MY
UNIT. AS I STARTED SCRUBBING IT WITH A CLEANING
SOLUTION, IT CAUSED AN EXPLOSION IN MY KITCHEN.
FLAMES BEGAN SHOOTING OUT OF MY STOVE, AND WE
ouickrLy CALLED THE | F1RE DEPARTMENT.
THE STOVE WAS OFF THE WHOLE TIME AND HAD NOT
BEEN USED SINCE THE BREAK-IN.
HAVE YOU EVER HIRED SOMEONE TO TAMPER WITH
MS. 'S STOVE?
NO.
HAVE YOU EVER DONE THAT YOURSELFE?

NO.

o >» O >

MR. OLSON, DO YOU RECALL THAT IN 2016
MS. BB FILED A COMPLAINT AGAINST YOU AND THE
HOMEOWNER'S ASSOCTIATION?
A YES.
MR KANANI: OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.
MR KENNEDY: I WAS NOT FINISHED YET. I'M SORRY.
Q AGAINST YOU AND THE HOMEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION
WITH HUD?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. RELEVANCE.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 176



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

28

143

THE COURT: OVERRULED.

THE W TNESS. YES.

THE COURT: WHAT WAS THE DATE YOU GAVE,
MR. KENNEDY?

MR. KENNEDY: I DON'T BELIEVE I GAVE A DATE. I WAS
ABOUT TO ESTABLISH THAT.

THE COURT: YOU SAID, DO YOU RECALL IN 2016.

MR KENNEDY: YES. I GAVE A YEAR. MAY I APPROACH
AND GET THE OTHER BINDER?

THE COURT: YES.
BY MR KENNEDY

Q PLEASE TURN TO EXHIBIT E. AND YOU SHOULD BE

LOOKING AT A LETTER DATED SEPTEMBER 13, 2016. DO YOU SEE

THAT?

A YES.

Q IS IT ADDRESSED TO YOU CURT OLSON?

A YES.

Q WHAT IS THE SUBJECT AS LISTED UNDER THE
ADDRESS?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE.

THE COURT: SUSTAINED. IT'S ALSO IMPROPER TO READ
FROM A DOCUMENT. IS THIS ONE IN EVIDENCE?

MR KENNEDY: NOT YET, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: YOU CAN'T READ FROM IT IF IT'S NOT IN
EVIDENCE.
BY MR KENNEDY:

Q DID YOU RECEIVE THIS LETTER, MR. OLSON?

A YES.
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Q DO YOU RECALL RECEIVING IT ON SEPTEMBER -—-—
ON OR ABOUT SEPTEMBER 13, 20167

A I HAVE TO ASSUME I GOT IT AROUND THEN
DEPENDING IF I WAS IN MY OFFICE THAT DAY OR SOMEWHERE
AROUND THERE I GOT IT.

MR. KENNEDY: YOUR HONOR, WE MOVE THIS —-- REQUEST
THAT EXHIBIT E BE ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.

THE COURT: ANY OBJECTION TO LETTER E?

MR, KANANI : OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE. LACKS
FOUNDATION. RELEVANCE.

MR, KENNEDY: I APOLOGIZE. THIS —--

THE COURT: LETTER E IS ALREADY IN. I'M SORRY.

MR, KENNEDY: THAT IS WHY I WAS READING FROM IT.

THE COURT: YOU MAY GO BACK TO THAT QUESTION IF YOQOU

LIKE. IT IS MY ERROR. E IS IN EVIDENCE.

MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

Q SO I ASKED YOU, MR. OLSON, TO READ THE
SUBJECT OF THE LETTER LISTED UNDER THE ADDRESS.

MR KANANI : MY OBJECTION WAS BASED ON RELEVANCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. IT'S IN EVIDENCE. THE
QUESTION —-- ADMISSIBILITY PRESUMES THAT IT'S RELEVANT OR
HAS SOME RELEVANCE OR TENDENCY TO PROVE. THE WEIGHT I
GIVE IT REMAINS TO BE SEEN.

MR, KANANI : THANK YOU.

THE WTNESS: I'M SORRY.

THE COURT: WHAT WAS THE SUBJECT?
BY MR KENNEDY

Q THE SUBJECT.

COPYING RESTRICTED PURSUANT TO GOV'T CODE SECTION 69954 (D)

RJN 178



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

28

145

A HOUSING DISCRIMINATION COMPLAINT, |
VERSUS I [ CVEOWNER'S ASSOCIATION, ET AL.,
TITLE EIGHT, CcASE NUMBER -l 1.

Q IT SAYS, "DEAR CURT OLSON," THE SECOND

SENTENCE OF THE FIRST PARAGRAPH, "YOU HAVE BEEN NAMED AS

A RESPONDENT IN THIS COMPLAINT." DO YOU SEE THAT?
A YES, I DO.
Q PLEASE TURN IN THE EXHIBIT TO THE PAGE

MARKED 0004. ARE YOU THERE?

A YES.

Q PARAGRAPH EIGHT?

A YES.

Q WHICH READS, THE SECOND PARAGRAPH WITHIN

PARAGRAPH EIGHT (READING):

COMPLAINANT ALLEGES DISCRIMINATION BASED
ON SEX AND GENDER. COMPLAINANT ALLEGES
RESPONDENT OLSON HAS SUBJECTED HER TO UNWANTED
SEXUAL COMMENTS AND TOUCHING. COMPLAINANT
ALLEGES THAT RESPONDENT OLSON HAS STALKED HER.
RESPONDENT OLSON HAS USED HIS POSITION AS A
BOARD PRESIDENT TO DIRECT A MAINTENANCE MAN TO
INSTALL CAMERAS IN COMPLAINANT'S UNIT.
RESPONDENT OLSON HAS TAKEN PICTURES OF
COMPLAINANT WHILE SHE WAS IN THE BATHROOM AND IN
HER BEDROOM. COMPLAINANT ALLEGES THAT BECAUSE
SHE HAS REFUSED TO HAVE SEX WITH RESPONDENT
OLSON, HE WILL NOT ALLOW HER TO USE THE STORAGE

UNIT WHICH IS IN HER BASEMENT. RESPONDENT ALSO
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INFORMED COMPLAINANT THAT BECAUSE SHE REFUSED TO

HAVE SEX WITH HIM, THE HOA VOTED THAT

COMPLAINANT WILL NO LONGER BE ALLOWED TO HAVE

SHORT-TERM ROOMMATES IN HER UNIT.

DO YOU SEE WHERE I'M AT?

A YES.

Q ARE THESE THE SAME ALLEGATIONS THAT WERE
RESOLVED IN CONNECTION WITH THE 2015 RESTRAINING ORDER
APPLICATION?

MR KANANI : OBJECTION. BEYOND THE SCOPE.

THE COURT: REALLY CALLS FOR A LEGAL CONCLUSION.
I'M NOT SURE IT'S EVEN RELEVANT HERE. TO THE EXTENT THAT
THESE ARE ALLEGATIONS MADE IN SOME OTHER PENDING ACTION
AND MAKE UP SOME BASIS FOR THE CONFLICT BETWEEN
MS. BB 2ND MR. OLSON, I GET THAT. I UNDERSTAND
THAT. THAT GOES TO MY ADMONITION IN THE BEGINNING. HOW
THOSE ARE RESOLVED OR WHETHER THEY'RE RESOLVED, REALLY
THE ONLY ONE THAT MATTERS IS THE CIVIL HARASSMENT.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q ARE ANY OF THESE ALLEGATIONS IN THE
PARAGRAPH THAT I READ TRUE?

MR. KANANI: SAME OBJECTION.

THE WTNESS: NO. THEY ARE ABSOLUTELY ABSURD.

THE COURT: I WILL ALLOW THE ANSWER TO STAND. I'LL
DETERMINE HOW MUCH WEIGHT TO GIVE IT.

THE WTNESS: 1I'M SORRY.

THE COURT: I WILL ALLOW YOUR ANSWER TO STAND. I

WILL DETERMINE HOW MUCH WEIGHT, IF ANY, TO GIVE IT.
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THE W TNESS: THANK YOU.
BY MR KENNEDY
Q TURN TO EXHIBIT G WHICH HAS ALSO BEEN
ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE.
AND I APOLOGIZE. I NEED TO GO BACK TO
EXHIBIT E FOR JUST A MOMENT.
THE COURT: LET'S STOP HERE AND MARK YOUR PLACE,

AND WE'LL COME BACK AFTER OUR AFTERNOON TEN-MINUTE BREAK.

(A BRIEF RECESS WAS TAKEN.)

THE COURT: BACK ON THE RECORD.
RESUME THE QUESTIONS.

BY MR KENNEDY:

Q BEFORE THE BREAK WE WERE LOOKING AT
EXHIBIT E. DO YOU HAVE THAT IN FRONT OF YOU, MR. OLSON?

A YES.

Q I'D LIKE TO LOOK AT THE FIRST SENTENCE OF
THE SECOND PARAGRAPH WHICH SAYS, "HUD HAS REFERRED THIS

COMPLAINT TO THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FAIR EMPLOYMENT

AND HOUSING FOR INVESTIGATION AS REQUIRED BY THE ACT." I
WON'T READ THE WORD —-- THE MEMBERS. DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES.

Q THEN TURNING TO EXHIBIT G. THIS ALSO HAS

BEEN PREVIOUSLY ADMITTED INTO EVIDENCE. JUST WANTED TO
READ THE FIRST PARAGRAPH OF THE BODY OF THE LETTER.
(READING) :

THE DEPARTMENT OF FAIR EMPLOYMENT AND
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HOUSING HAS CLOSED YOUR CASE FOR THE FOLLOWING
REASON: INVESTIGATED AND DISMISSED FOR, HYPHEN,
INSUFFICIENT EVIDENCE.

DO YOU SEE THAT?

A YES, I DO.

MR, KENNEDY: NO FURTHER QUESTIONS.

THE COURT: CROSS-EXAMINATION.

MR KANANI: NO QUESTIONS, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: GO AHEAD AND BE SEATED BACK AT THE
TABLE NEXT TO YOUR ATTORNEY. THANK YOU.

YOUR NEXT REBUTTAL WITNESS.

MR, KENNEDY: NO MORE WITNESSES.

THE COURT: YOU REST?

MR KENNEDY: YES, SIR.

THE COURT: BOTH PARTIES HAVE RESTED. THAT MEANS
THEY'VE PRESENTED ALL THEIR EVIDENCE AND THEN THEY'RE
GOING TO ARGUE.

SO LET ME ASK YOU, MR. KANANI, HOW LONG WILL
YOUR ARGUMENT BE? I SHOULD SAY THIS, EACH SIDE -- SINCE
EACH SIDE IS A PETITIONER ON THEIR RESPECTIVE RESTRAINING
ORDERS, EACH ATTORNEY WILL HAVE TWO CHANCES TO ARGUE
BEFORE THE COURT. OPENING, OPENING, RESPONSE, RESPONSE.

SO HOW LONG DO YOU THINK YOU'LL NEED TO
ARGUE?

MR, KANANI : IF MR. KENNEDY STIPULATES, I'M WILLING
TO SIMPLY GIVE BOTH ATTORNEYS ONE SHOT, AND I ESTIMATE I
COULD DO BOTH IN FIVE TO TEN MINUTES AT MOST.

THE COURT: MR. KENNEDY.
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MR KENNEDY: WE ARE WILLING TO STIPULATE TO THE
ONE SHOT CONCEPT, YOUR HONOR. BUT OUR CLOSING IS LONGER
THAN THAT.

THE COURT: HOW LONG?

MR, KENNEDY: EXPECT IT ABOUT A HALEF AN HOUR TO
45 MINUTES.

THE COURT: PROBABLY NOT FAIR TO HAVE IT ALL BROKEN
UP. WE'RE OPEN EXCEPT FOR 1:30 COURTCALL, ABOUT A HALF
HOUR COURTCALL. WE SHOULD BE WELL DONE BY 1:30.

MR KENNEDY: AGREE, YOUR HONOR.

THE COURT: SO WE CAN RESUME AND FINISH AND HAVE
THE ARGUMENTS ALL IN. THAT GIVES YOU BOTH A CHANCE TO
SUMMARIZE AND PREPARE AND TALK ABOUT THAT. SO WE'LL END
EARLY TODAY AND START THE ARGUMENTS AT 8:30 ON MONDAY.
IT WILL BE —-- YOU STILL HAVE THE RIGHT TO DO TWICE IF YOU
WANT. IF YOU WANT TO COME BACK AND TELL ME ON MONDAY
YOU'LL EACH DO ONE ARGUMENT, THAT IS FINE, TOO. BUT
WE'LL DO IT IN THAT SAME ORDER. MR. KANANI AND THEN
MR. KENNEDY.

MR, KANANI : ONLY CLOSING ARGUMENTS.

THE COURT: CORRECT. THANK YOU. SEE YOU MONDAY.

(AT 3:39 P.M., THE PROCEEDINGS WERE
ADJOURNED UNTIL MONDAY, NOVEMBER 19,

2018, AT 8:30 A.M.)
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SUPERI OR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT NVD

HON. M CHAEL J. CONVEY, JUDGE

BN BN, AN | NDI VI DUAL, g

VS.

PETI TI ONER,

;
5

CURTI S OLSON, AN | NDI VI DUAL,

RESPONDENT.

AND RELATED ACTI ONS.

N

REPORTER S TRANSCRI PT OF PROCEEDI NGS

APPEARANCES:

FOR PETI TI ONER/
RESPONDENT

FOR RESPONDENT/
PETI TI ONER
QLSON:

REPORTED BY:

11/19/ 18

BENJAM N F. KANANI, ESQ.

8730 W LSHI RE BOULEVARD

SU TE 411

BEVERLY HI LLS, CALI FORNI A 90211

BUCHALTER

ERI C M KENNEDY, ESQ

1000 W LSH RE BOULEVARD

SUI TE 1500

LOS ANCELES, CALI FORNI A 90017

RYAN A VOGT- LONELL, ESQ

1 MACARTHUR PLACE

SUI TE 300

SANTA ANA, CALI FORNI A 92707

MARLENE BURRI S, RPR, CSR #8424
OFFI Cl AL REPORTER
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CASE NUMBER I R T

CASE NAME: B V. OSON

VAN NUYS, CALI FORNI A 11/19/ 18

DEPARTMENT NO. NVD HON. M CHAEL J. CONVEY, JUDGE
REPORTER: MARLENE BURRI S, CSR NO. 8424
TI ME: 8:30 A M

APPEARANCES:

(AS HERETOFORE NOTED. )

THE COURT: pmmmmmmm AND OLSON. BOTH PARTI ES ARE
PRESENT. COUNSEL FOR BOTH PARTI ES ARE PRESENT. AND VE
RESUME TH'S MORNI NG W TH THE CLOSI NG ARGUMENTS.  STARTI NG
WTH -- DO YOU STILL WANT TO DO ONE EACH OR TWO?

MR KANANI: WE AGREED ON ONE EACH

THE COURT: OKAY. STARTING WTH V5. s’ S
COUNSEL, MR KANANI, YOUR TURN FOR CLCSI NG ARGUVENT
FI RST.

CLOSI NG ARGUMENT

MR KANANI: THANK YOU VERY MJCH, YOUR HONOR
AND I F I T PLEASE THE COURT, THE H STORY
BETVWEEN MS. I AND MR OLSON GOES BACK A LONG WAY,
AND MOST OF I T FOR THI' S PROCEEDI NG | S NOT RELEVANT.
HONEVER, NMS5. B FEELS THAT THE PRESSI NG | SSUE AND
THE MAIN | SSUE BEFORE THI S COURT COMES DOMN TO A VERY
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SIMPLE QUESTION. | S THE HARASSMENT AND THE CONDUCT
V5. DS HAS Cl TED LI NKED AND RELATED TO THE
RESPONDENT OR NOT. | N OTHER WORDS, |'S MR OLSON THE MAN
BEH ND ALL OF THI S?

BOTH PARTI ES W LL PRESENT COVPETI NG
STORYLI NES. HOWEVER WE BELI EVE THAT M5. DS HAS
SHOWN THREE THI NGS CLEARLY AND EASI LY BY A PREPONDERANCE
OF THE EVIDENCE. FIRST, THERE WAS HARASSMENT. THI S
RESTS LARGELY ON UNDI SPUTED FACTS.

SECOND, THE HARASSMENT RI SES TO THE LEVEL OF
DANGER AND GRAVI TY THAT | T WARRANTS JUDI CI AL
| NTERVENTI ON, THAT | T DOES REQU RE A RESTRAI NI NG ORDER
THAT WOULD BENEFI T HER AND PARTI ES AROUND HER

AND, THIRD -- AND TH' S |'S WHAT WE BELI EVE TO
BE THE HEART OF THE | SSUE FACI NG THE COURT TODAY -- THERE
| S PLENTY OF EVI DENCE TO DEMONSTRATE THAT THE CONDUCT
VE. DS AND THE W TNESSES HAVE TESTIFIED TO IS
RELATED AND LI NKED TO RESPONDENT. AND THROUGHOUT THI S
CLCSING MC. pEESEEEEE' S COUNSEL W LL DEMONSTRATE THAT TO
THE COURT VERY CLEARLY.

THE FI RST TWD PARTS OF THAT STATEMENT WE
BELI EVE ARE FAIRLY SI MPLE FOR THE COURT TO CONCLUDE.
THERE |'S A W DE ARRAY OF UNDI SPUTED FACTS AND EVI DENCE
THAT DEMONSTRATES THERE WAS HARASSMENT THAT OCCURRED.
MR FOTSO TESTI FI ED THAT | NDI VI DUALS VERE RUMVAGH NG
AROUND THROUGH HI'S BELONG NGS AND M. pummmmmm’ S VW LE HE
WAS LIVING AT VS. D' S UN'T. SOMVETH NG HE SAW
PERSONALLY AND WH CH WAS CORROBORATED BY THE VI DEO
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SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE PROVI DED TO THI'S COURT IN THI S
HEARI NG
I N ADDI TI ON, THE TESTI MONY OF M KE ROTH,
V. SN S PERSONAL HANDYMAN DEMONSTRATED THAT VERY
LI KELY THERE WAS AN ATTEMPTED BREAK- | N OR AT LEAST SOVE
| NDI VI DUAL WHO WAS DOl NG SOVETHI NG | NAPPROPRI ATE TO
M. NSRS UNI T, TO THE W NDOW AROUND | T I N WHI CH AN
| NDI VI DUAL COULD GAI N ENTRANCE W THOUT MUCH Di FFI CULTY.
THI RD, THERE WERE A NUMBER OF PEOPLE
PHOTOGRAPHI NG V5. pEESEEEE BOTH UP CLOSE AND FROM A
DI STANCE AND TH' S HAPPENED ON SEVERAL OCCASI| ONS.
MR FOTSO EVEN SAW SOVE OF THESE MEN OUTSI DE OF pmmmm
B A\D | NDEPENDENTLY OF V5. s \\' THOUT
V. S TELL! NG H M ABOUT THESE | NCI DENCES, HE
NOTI CED THEM ON H'S OAN AND BROUGHT | T TO HER ATTENTI ON.
ON TOP OF THAT, THERE WAS AN ADDI TI ONAL
RENTER WHO WAS TEMPORARI LY STAYING IN V5. pummmmmmm’' S UNI T
AND HE NOT ONLY WENT THROUGH MR FOTSO S BELONG NGS BUT
CONTI NUALLY ASKED FOR THE WHEREABOUTS OF NG. IS
EVEN AFTER SHE HAD G VEN A FAKE NAME.
AND FI NALLY THERE WAS MR M RAMONTES WHO
TESTI FI ED THAT MR OLSON BECAME VERY ANGRY AND AGGRESSI VE
TOMRDS H M AND V5. pummmmmmm \WEN ALL HE WAS DO NG WAS
PREPAR NG \VC. pEEEEEEE' S TAXES UNDER THE GUI SE OF
FRUSTRATI ON AND ANGER THAT HE M GHT BE SOVE SHORT- TERM
RENTER
EVEN | F THERE WERE DI SPUTES REGARDI NG
V5. BEEEEEEEE' S SHORT- TERM RENTALS AT HER UNIT, EVEN | F
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THERE WERE 100 OTHER DI SPUTES BETWEEN THE HOA AND
M. EEEEEEEEE. THE COURT NEED NOT AND SHOULD NOT DECI DE
WHO |'S CORRECT | N THAT DI SPUTE. BUT MR OLSON HAD OTHER
REMEDI ES. HE WAS GOl NG THROUGH THE PROCESS OF THE BOARD
AT DS THE PARTI ES DO HAVE DI SPUTES BOTH I N
ClVIL COURT AND W TH THE CALI FORNI A DEPARTMENT OF FAI R
EMPLOYMENT AND HOUSI NG  THERE WAS NO NEED FOR HI M TO
NECESSARI LY MAKE THAT AGGRESSI ON, AND WE BELI EVE | T LENDS
TO THE EVI DENCE, | N FACT, THAT THERE WAS HARASSMENT. ON
THAT PO NT, WE FEEL THE PARTI ES GENERALLY AGREE.

SECOND, W THOUT SPENDI NG TOO MUCH TI ME
ARGUI NG THE STANDARD, G VEN THAT THE COURT' S DI SCRETI ON
AND EXPERI ENCE FAR OUTWEI GHS ANY OF THE COUNSEL PRESENT,
WE BELI EVE THAT | F EVEN HALF OF THE FACTS WHI CH | JUST
STATED ARE TRUE, | T RISES TO THE LEVEL OF CONDUCT THAT
WARRANTS A RESTRAI NI NG ORDER.

MR Kl LLI AN ALSO TESTI FI ED, THOUGH MR OLSON
DI SPUTES THI'S, THAT HE RECEI VED A REPORT OF MR OLSON
H MSELF ACTUALLY LOOKI NG | NTO V5. ' S UNI T AFTER
2015. WTH N 2016 SEVERAL MONTHS AFTER THEY HAD REACHED
A CONCI LI ATI ON AGREEMENT, THERE WERE STILL DI SPUTES,
STILL PROBLEMS GO NG ON, NOT TO MENTI ON THE RUMORS THAT
V5. DS HAS TR ED TO PROVE TODAY REGARDI NG REPORTS
THAT SHE AT ONE TI ME WORKED AS A PROSTI TUTE OR A
CON ARTI ST.

MOST | MPORTANTLY, HOMEVER, JUST BECAUSE
THERE |'S HARASSMENT AND THE HARASSMENT |'S SERI OUS THAT
DOES NOT AUTOVATI CALLY MEAN THAT MR OLSON IS
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RESPONS| BLE. AND VS. pummmmmmmm D' D TESTI FY THAT SHE DI D
NOT PERSONALLY, EXCEPT FOR THE | NCI DENT OF PEEPING WH CH
MR KI LLI AN CORROBORATED, MS. pESEEEEE TEST! FI ED THAT SHE
DI D NOT PERSONALLY SEE MR OLSON HI RE ANY MEN | N BLACK OR
| NDI VI DUALS PHOTOGRAPH NG HER AND SHE DI D NOT SEE
MR OLSON PHOTOGRAPH HER DI RECTLY.

HOAEVER, A BRI EF REVI EW OF THE EVI DENCE WE
BELI EVE STILL PRESENTS EASI LY BY A PREPONDERANCE.
PERHAPS | F WVE WERE | N A CRI M NAL PROCEEDI NG REASONABLE
DOUBT M GHT BE A MUCH MORE DI FFlI CULT STANDARD TO MEET.
BUT IN TH'S COURT ON THE NARROW | SSUES BEFORE YOUR HONOR
BY A PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVI DENCE, WE FEEL THAT
V5. EEEEEEEEE HAS EASI LY MET HER BURDEN TO DEMONSTRATE THE
LINK TO MR OLSON | N SEVERAL WAYS WHI CH | WLL GO THREW
BRI EFLY NOW

FI RST MR FOTSO SAW PECPLE GO NG THROUGH HI S
BELONG NGS, MS. SN S BELONG NGS, AND BELI EVES THAT
HE M GHT BE EVEN FOLLOAED NOW SECOND, MR OLSON DESPI TE
STATI NG ON THE STAND THAT HE NO LONGER SPENDS TI ME AT
B A\D THAT HE | NTENDS TO MOVE ON SAYI NG,
"I'T WAS A GOOD RUN' |'S STILL ASKING FOR A SI GNI FI CANT
| NCREASE | N SECURI TY AT B JUST AS
RECENTLY AS MAYBE A MONTH AGO | N OCTOBER OF TH' S YEAR HE
REQUESTED, AS MS. pEEEEEEEE TESTI FI ED, THAT THERE BE 24/7
SECURI TY AND THAT ALL | DENTI FI CATI ON BE CHECKED UPON
COM NG TO puEm \\E FEEL THI'S |'S | NCONSI STENT
W TH AN | NDI VI DUAL WHO NO LONGER HAS AN | NTEREST | N
STAYI NG THERE AND WHEN MULTI PLE | NDI VI DUALS HAVE ALREADY
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STATED THERE' S NO ONE THERE. MOST PECPLE DON' T SPEND
MUCH TI ME THERE OR THEY HAVE SI MPLY LEFT DUE TO THE
PROBLEMS THAT THEY FEEL PERSI ST.

THIRD, MR OLSON CLAI MED ON THE STAND THAT
HE AT NO PO NT HAS SEEN THE SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE FROM
B A\D YET VC. DS TEST! FI ED THAT I N
A PREVI QUS MATTER | N A SEPARATE CONVERSATI ON, COUNSEL
REPRESENTI NG MR OLSON VERI FI ED TO MS. pmmmmmmm THAT HE
KNEW SHE HAD BEEN SERVED BASED ON WHAT HE HAD SEEN ON THE
SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE AT mESSmm THE VERY FOOTAGE
THAT MR OLSON CLAI M5 HE DI D NOT ACCESS AND HAS NEVER
SEEN.

I N ADDI TI ON, CORROBORATI NG THI'S SI MPLE
STATEMENT BY HI'S COUNSEL, MR OLSON WAS A PRESI DENT OF
THE BOARD AND WAS A BOARD MEMBER FOR A NUMBER OF YEARS.
HE ALSO TESTI FI ED THAT AT ONE PO NT HE OANED ALL OF THE
UNI TS AT mmmm  AND THAT WE BELI EVE TAKEN
TOGETHER, HE EASI LY COULD ACCESS THE SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE
WHI CH COULD G VE HI M SI GNI FI CANT | NFORMATI ON ON
VE. D S WHEREABOUTS.

FOURTH, THE PHOTOGRAPHY AND THE SURVEI LLANCE
THAT V5. pummmmmmm NOT! CED WHI CH PRECI PI TATED A SECOND
FILING OF A REQUEST FOR A RESTRAI Nl NG ORDER BEGAN
GENERALLY I N MAY OF 2017. ALTHOUGH THE CIVIL MATTER IS
NOT AT | SSUE HERE, VE BELI EVE THE TIM NG | S RELEVANT AND
MAKES A Bl G STATEMENT. | T WAS I N MAY OF 2017 THAT
MR OLSON FILED H S CROSS- COVPLAI NT TO VE. SR’ S
ClVIL ACTI ON AND SHORTLY THEREAFTER HE FI LED AN EX PARTE
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MOTI ON TO DI SM SS V5. ' S CLA| M AND THAT WAS
DENIED. TH'S WAS I N MAY. OVER THE NEXT FEW MONTHS, THE
SURVEI LLANCE | NTENSI FI ED AND | T WAS | N SEPTEMBER THAT
V5. BEEEEEEEE F! LED A SECOND REQUEST FOR A CIVIL
HARASSMENT ORDER.  WE FEEL THI'S TIM NG I'S DI FFI CULT TO
| GNORE AND LENDS FURTHER CREDENCE TO HER STORYLI NE OF
EVI DENCE.
FI FTH, ALTHOUGH MR MORENO WAS NOT HERE TO
TESTI FY PERSONALLY, HE DI D SUBM T MULTI PLE DECLARATI ONS
AND HE DI D POSI TI VELY | DENTIEY MR OLSON W TH THE
| NDI VI DUALS WHO WERE SURVEI LLI NG AND PHOTOGRAPHI NG
MS. BEEEEEEEE. HE SAW THEM I N THE CAFE. HE PO NTED THEM
OUT DIRECTLY TO MS. pummmmmmm. AND HE SAID THAT I T
HAPPENED ON MORE THAN ONE OCCASI ON.
ADDI TI ONALLY SUSPECT |'S THE FACT THAT EVEN

THOUGH HE KNEW MS. pEESEEEEEN FOR SEVERAL YEARS, WAS
| N\VOLVED W TH HER PERSONAL WORK, HELD A JOB FOR OVER A
DECADE, AND FI LED THREE DECLARATI ONS ON HER BEHALF, HE
NONETHELESS CANNOT BE FOUND SINCE | BELI EVE LATE APRIL OR
EARLY MARCH OF TH'S YEAR SHORTLY AFTER THE ORI G NAL TRI AL
DATE ON APRI L 30TH. WE' VE HAD NO CONTACT WTH HI M
DESPI TE A LONGSTANDI NG RELATI ONSHI P, AND HE HAS NOT
RETURNED TO WORK AFTER WORKI NG THERE - -

MR KENNEDY: OBJECTION. THESE FACTS ARE NOT I N
EVI DENCE.

THE COURT: OVERRULED. THERE WAS TESTI MONY THAT HE
DOES NOT WORK THERE ANYMORE.

MR KANANI: M5, pummmmmmm HAS NO OTHER ENEM ES OR
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ONGO NG DI SPUTES.  THE ONLY COWON LI NK TO ALL OF THE
ODD, DI STURBI NG, AND UNSAFE BEHAVI OR THAT SHE' S MENTI ONED
IS MR OLSON. THERE |'S NO ONE SHE CAN THI NK OF W TH WWHOM
SHE HAS ANY MAJOR DI SAGREEMENT OR WOULD HAVE ANY OTHER
MOTI VE | N ORDER TO PUSH HER OUT OF HER HOME OR HARASS HER
I N THE WAY THAT SHE S DESCRI BED.

FI NALLY, WHAT WE BELI EVE TO BE THE MOST
COVPELLI NG AND | MPORTANT EVI DENCE THAT WE CANNOT EXPLAI N
ANY OTHER WAY |'S THE VERY OPPORTUNE STOPPI NG AND STARTI NG
OF THE VI DEO SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE OBTAI NED FROM [
BEEEE | T TOOK V. pEEEEEE THREE TO FOUR HEARI NGS
JUST TO OBTAIN THI S FOOTAGE AFTER | SSU NG A VALI D
SUBPCENA. AND YET AFTER SHE RECEI VED | T, EVEN THOUGH SHE
RECEI VED | T DI RECTLY FROM MR SI LVER, WHO | S RESPONSI BLE
FOR MAI NTAI NI NG AND | NSTALLI NG THI S FOOTAGE, | T STILL HAS
MULTI PLE STOPS WH CH NO ONE CAN EXPLAIN. AND THESE STOPS
HAPPEN AT THE EXACT MOVENT THAT CERTAI N | NDI VI DUALS ARE
SEEI NG RUMMAGI NG AROUND BEHI ND HER UNI T AND THROUGH HER
BELONG NGS. | N ADDI TION, MR FOTSO S TESTI MONY LI NES UP
EXACTLY W TH WHEN THOSE | NDI VI DUALS APPEAR AND WHAT THEY
SEEM TO BE DO NG,

THE | NDI VI DUALS ON THE SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE
CAMVE OUT OF MR OLSON' S UNIT. THI'S I'S UNDI SPUTED. AND
YET NO ONE CAN REMEMBER WH CH ARCH TECTURAL FI RM THEY
WORKED WTH. MR OLSON CANNOT REMEMBER WHO THEY WERE OR
WHAT THEI R NAVES WERE AND WHY EXACTLY THEY WERE THERE.

I N ADDI TI ON, THE PEOPLE ON THE SURVEI LLANCE
FOOTAGE | F THEY WERE LOOKI NG AT THE VACANT LOT FOR SOME
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SORT OF DEVELOPMENT PROJIECT OR POTENTI AL BU LDl NG OR
CONSTRUCTI ON CONVENI ENTLY WALK ONTO THE BACK WALKWAY,
STOP AND MEANDER BEHIND MS. OLSON' S UNI'T, AND NEVER
ACTUALLY GO ONTO THE VACANT LOT NOR DO THEY GO FURTHER
DOMN THE REST OF THE WALKWAY AND SPEND ANY Tl ME WALKI NG
AROCUND MR -- THE UNIT JUST BEHND MS. 1N S VH CH |
BELI EVE BELONGS TO MR ECONN.

THE LAST PO NT IS THE FACT THAT THESE
| NDI VI DUALS AFTER COM NG QUT OF MR OLSON' S UNI'T, BEI NG
THERE TO SURVEY LAND FOR VWHAT WOULD BE A S| ZABLE
CONSTRUCTI ON PRQJECT, STAYED FOR MAYBE THREE TO FI VE
M NUTES, AND LEAVE EXACTLY WHEN MR FOISO ARRI VES. | F
THEY TRULY HAD NOTHI NG | NAPPROPRI ATE I N THEI R | NTENTI ONS
AND THEY HAD NO REASON TO LEAVE OR TO BE AFRAI D OF
ANYTHI NG THAT THEY ARE DO NG WHY THEY COME EXACTLY WHEN
MR FOTSO LEAVES AND LEAVE EXACTLY WHEN HE ARRI VES SEEMS
| NCREDI BLY SUSPECT.

ALL OF THESE | TEMS TAKEN TOGETHER WE BELI EVE
PROVI DE THE LI NK NECESSARY TO PROVI DE THE COURT AMPLE
JUSTI FI CATI ON TO GRANT MS. ' S REQUEST. THESE
LI NKS MOSTLY ARE UNDI SPUTED, AND WE FI ND NO OTHER
REASONABLE EXPLANATI ON THAT COULD ANSWER VWHY I T IS THAT
THEY ARE THERE. AND NO DOUBT THAT OPPCSI NG COUNSEL WOULD
PROVI DE A COGENT, WELL- REASONED ARGUMENT WHY MR OLSON | S
NOT RESPONSI BLE. BUT THE LACK OF DI RECT TESTI MONY OR
LACK CF DI RECT EVI DENCE FROM MR OLSON HI RI NG SOVEONE OR
ORDERI NG THEM TO HARASS V5. 1 DOES NOT NECESSARI LY
MEAN BY A PREPONDERANCE OF THE EVI DENCE THAT HE DI D NOT
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DO WHAT | S SUGGESTED.

ULTI MATELY WE CANNOT SEE ANY OTHER WAY | N
ORDER TO BRING THI S | SSUE TO A CLCSE AND WE BELI EVE THAT
V5. I HAS DONE EVERYTHI NG SHE NEED TO IN ORDER TO
PROVI DE THE COURT W TH WHAT | T NEEDS TO GRANT HER
REQUEST. BUT UNDERLYI NG EVERYTHI NG ONE FI NAL REASON WHY
| BELIEVE M5. I S REQUEST SHOULD BE GRANTED | S
VERY SI MPLE. | T CREATES PEACE. THE CONFLI CT RUNNI NG
BETWEEN VS. I AND MR OLSON HAS BEEN GO NG ON FOR
SEVERAL YEARS, AND | BELI EVE BOTH -- | AND EVEN
MR KENNEDY HAVE COMVE IN ON PARTS CF I T. BUT ONE THI NG
THAT | BELI EVE BOTH SI DES AGREE ON | S THAT THE TEMPCRARY
RESTRAI NI NG CRDER PUT | NTO EFFECT | N SEPTEMBER OF LAST
YEAR HAS BEEN AT LEAST SOVEWHAT EFFECTI VE. THE PARTI ES
ARE NO LONGER I N CONTACT WTH EACH OTHER  THE
SURVEI LLANCE HAS STOPPED SHORTLY AFTER SEPTEMBER AND HAS
NOT STARTED AGAIN AT LEAST TOMS. B AN\D THERE' S
A GREAT CONCERN THAT, |F MS. D' S REQUEST FOR A
Cl VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDER FAI LS, THAT MORE
ACTIVITY WLL I NCREASE. THERE IS ALMOST NO DOMSI DE TO
GRANTI NG THE REQUEST G VEN THE PEACE | T HAS CREATED. AND
MR KENNEDY' S ARGUMENT THAT THE RESTRAI NIl NG CRDER HAS
ALREADY ACCOWPLI SHED WHAT | T WAS SUPPCSED TO, WE BELI EVE
ONLY LENDS FURTHER CREDENCE TO EXTEND I T.

| F SOVE MEASURE OF PEACE AND CALM HAS BEEN
CREATED SI NCE SEPTEMBER, WHATEVER THE COURT, ElI THER TH S
COURT OR ANOTHER JUDI CI AL OFFI CER, HAS DONE TO CREATE
THAT SHOULD CONTI NUE. SHOULD CONTI NUE FOR AS LONG AS
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POSSI BLE.

ALL OF THE OTHER DI SPUTES THROUGH THE
HOMEOMER S ASSOCI ATI ON REGARDI NG RENTERS AND REGARDI NG
DI SCRI M NATI ON ARE NOT BEFORE THI'S COURT AND W LL BE
ADDRESSED THROUGH THE NORMAL COURSE OF THE LEGAL PROCESS.
BOTH PARTI ES HAVE BEEN LI TI GATI NG FOR YEARS | N SEVERAL
OTHER MATTERS, AND THEY WLL CONTI NUE TO DO SO W THOUT
| SSUE. BUT TH S RESTRAI Nl NG ORDER HAS HAD AN | MVEDI ATE
EFFECT TO | NCREASE THE PEACE AT S PROVI DE
SAFETY TO VS. pEmmmmmmm, AN\D GENERALLY TONE DOWN THE LEVEL
OF CONFLI CT BETWEEN THE PARTI ES.

WE FEEL THAT | T'S SOVETHI NG THAT IS VERY
MUCH I N LI NE WTH THE CODES | NTENTI ON, VERY MUCH I N LI NE
W TH WHAT THI'S COURT AIMS TO DO, AND |'S ULTI MATELY
LAUDABLE THAT SHOULD BE PRESERVED FOR AS LONG AS
POSSI BLE.

FINALLY, | N DEFENSE OF MR OLSON S REQUEST
FOR A C VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDER AGAI NST
ME. DEEEEEEEE AND S| MULTANEOUSLY AS AN ARGUMENT SPEAKI NG
TOMR OLSON S CREDI BILITY, VS. pESSSSSEE BEL! EVES THAT
MR, OLSON S CLAI M5 FOR A C VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG
ORDER ARE SO UNFOUNDED AND SO BELOW THE LEVEL OF CONDUCT
THAT WARRANTS A RESTRAI Nl NG ORDER THAT V5. [ MAKES
NO FURTHER ARGUVENT ON THAT | SSUE AT TH'S TI ME EXCEPT TO
REFER THE COURT TO RESPONDENT' S EXHIBI T GG THE VI DEO
FOOTAGE TAKEN BY MR OLSON ON H'S CELL PHONE THAT
DEMONSTRATES THERE WAS NO HARASSMENT. AND ALMOST NO
| NDI VI DUAL COULD GENUI NELY STATE THAT THEY VERE | N FEAR
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FOR THEIR LI FE BASED ON THE EVENTS THAT OCCURRED ON THAT
VI DEO,

W TH THAT, M5. DEEEEEEEE RESTS HER CASE AND
THANKS THE COURT FOR | TS TI ME.

THE COURT: | HAVE ONE PROCEDURAL TI ME QUESTI ON AND
| WLL ASK | T ON THE OTHER Sl DE AS WELL BECAUSE | WAS NOT
SURE.

AT SOME TI ME AFTER THESE TWD REQUESTS FOR
Cl VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDERS WERE FI LED, DI D
ANYONE ON El THER SI DE FI LE A DOCUMENT CALLED "NOTI CE OF
RELATED CASES' | N AN EFFORT TO HAVE DEPARTMENT ONE RELATE
THESE TWD Cl VI L HARASSMENT CASES TO THE PENDI NG CI VI L
MATTERS | N THE VEST DI STRICT | THI NK?

MR KANANI: | BELIEVE BOTH C VI L HARASSMVENT
RESTRAI Nl NG ORDERS WERE FI LED | N THE WEST DI STRI CT.

THE COURT: CORRECT. BUT WAS THERE EVER A SEPARATE
PLEADI NG TO BRING THI S TO THE ATTENTI ON OF DEPARTMENT ONE
TO DETERM NE WHETHER THESE CASES SHOULD ALL BE RELATED TO
EACH OTHER?

MR KANANI: NOT TO MY KNOALEDGE. THERE WERE TWD
SEPARATE CI VI L CASES WH CH | BELI EVE ARE WORKI NG TOMARDS
CONSOLI DATION, BUT | DON T BELI EVE ElI THER SI DE FI LED
ANYTHI NG TO CONSOLI DATE THE CHRO MATTERS W TH THE CI VI L
MATTERS.

THE COURT: UNDERSTOOD. THAT WAS A PROCEDURAL
QUESTI ON THAT | HAD. THANK YOU.

MR KENNEDY, YOUR CLCSI NG
/11

COPYI NG RESTRI CTED PURSUANT TO GOV' T CODE SECTI ON 69954( D)

RJN 197



© 00 N O 0o B~ W N PP

N NN N N NN NDNP P P P P P P PP e
W N o 0N W N P O © 0 N O o M W N P O

13

CLOSI NG ARGUMENT

MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR | WOULD LI KE

TO START BY THANKI NG THE COURT AND | TS STAFF FOR I TS
PROFESS| ONAL AND COURTEOQUS MANNER TO MANAGE THESE
PROCEEDI NGS. | T'S BEEN A PLEASURE BEING IN TH' S
COURTROOM

IN MY OPENI NG STATEMENT, YOUR HONOR | NOTED
THAT V5. DEEEEEEEE HAS MADE SERI OUS ALLEGATI ONS AGAI NST
MR OLSON, PERVASI VE HARASSMENT FOR OVER THREE YEARS, AND
HAS YET NEVER PRODUCED A SINGLE PI ECE OF EVI DENCE, NO
DOCUVENT, NO PHOTOGRAPH, NO VI DEO, NO W TNESSES
CORROBORATI NG HER CLAI M5 AGAI NST HI M FOR DI RECT
HARASSNVENT.

AFTER THREE DAYS OF TRIAL, THAT FACT HAS NOT
CHANGED. M5. pEEEEEEEE BORE THE BURDEN OF SHOW NG BY
CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE THAT A RESTRAI NI NG ORDER | S
NECESSARY TO ADDRESS A CREDI BLE THREAT OF CONTI NUED
HARASSMVENT AND SHE UTTERLY FAI LED TO SATI SFY THAT BURDEN.
AFTER CALLI NG 14 W TNESSES TO TESTI FY | N HER
CASE- I N-CH EF, MS. pummmmmmm D' D NOT PRODUCE A SI NGLE
Pl ECE OF EVI DENCE | NCLUDI NG HER OWN TESTI MONY CREDI BLY
SUPPORTI NG HER ALLEGATI ONS. | NDEED WE HEARD NO CREDI BLE
EVI DENCE AGAI NST MR OLSON AT ALL.

WE DI D, HOMEVER HEAR A LOT OF SPECULATI ON
BORDERI NG ON CONSPI RACY AND PARANOI A THAT M5. s | S
BEI NG STALKED, PHOTOGRAPHED, HARASSED BY A VAST NETWORK
OF CONFEDERATES ALL HI RED BY MR OLSON TO, QUOTE, "GET
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RID OF HER " END QUOTE.

HER W TNESSES SEEM TO SHARE | N HER PARANOI A.
FAR FROM REALI TY, V5. S’ S VERS| ON OF EVENTS SOUND
MORE LI KE A MADE FOR T.V. DRAVA WHERE SHE HAS CAST
HERSELF AS THE DAVBEL | N DI STRESS CONTI NUALLY TRYI NG TO
ESCAPE THE DESPERATE ATTENTI ON - -

THE COURT: |'M GO NG TO STOP YOU THERE. WE DON T
USE WORDS LI KE "DAVBEL | N DI STRESS." THAT IS AN
| NAPPROPRI ATE ARGUMENT.  YOU CAN MAKE THE ARGUVENT
W THOUT LOADED VALUE LI KE THAT THAT MAY -- THAT ARE JUST
NOT APPROPRI ATE | N COURT.  YOU CAN REPHRASE THAT, AND |
DON T CALL I T A "DAVBEL I N DI STRESS" CASE. WE DON T DO
THAT | N ARGUMENT. LET'S REPHRASE THAT. LET'S RETHI NK
THAT.
MR KENNEDY: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR

CONTI NUALLY TRYI NG TO ESCAPE THE DESPERATE
ATTENTI ON OF BASI CALLY EVERYONE WHO S EVER BEEN | N
PROXI M TY W TH HER

ACCORDI NG TO V5. SN, SHE' S CONSTANTLY
BEI NG FOLLONED, PHOTOGRAPHED, AND FI LMED. AMONG HER MANY
HARASSERS, ALL OF WHOM WERE ALLEGEDLY HI RED BY MR OLSON,
|'S A HAI RDRESSER, A CHEF, A BUSBOY, VAR OQUS UNI DENTI FI ED
MEN | N BLACK, AN ARCHI TECT, AN ENG NEER A PREGNANT
WOMAN, A TOW TRUCK DRI VER, AN ESCAPE CONVI CT, AN
ARSONI ST, AND MAYBE MOST UNBELI EVABLY THE FORMER MAJOR
LEAGUE BASEBALL PLAYER LENNY DYKSTRA WHO SHE CLAI M5 BROKE
| NTO HER HOVE AT MR OLSON S REQUEST AND STOLE CERTAI N
DOCUVENTS RELATED TO HER CASE.
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TOMRD THE END OF HER TESTI MONY WHEN | T
SEEMED THAT THE PLOT COULD GET NO MORE OUTLANDI SH,
V5. BEEEEEEEE. QUOTE, "JUST REMEMBERED' THAT IN ADDI TI ON
TO EVERYTHI NG ELSE DI EN LE, DEFENSE COUNSEL | N THE CI VI L
CASES FILED BY MS. pEEEEEEEE. THREATENED HER LI FE STATI NG
THAT, |F SHE DID NOT DI SM SS HER Cl VI L CASE AGAI NST
MR OLSON WHI CH SEEKS M LLI ONS | N DAMAGES, MR OLSON
WOULD HURT HER OR RUN HER OVER W TH A CAR WHI LE SHE WAS
WALKI NG HER DOG

MR LE, A LICENSED ATTORNEY FOR OVER 20
YEARS, WAS | N THE COURTROOM WHEN THI 'S ALLEGATI ON WAS MADE
AND WAS ALL TOO W LLING TO TAKE THE STAND AND
EMPHATI CALLY CONFI RM THAT V5. pEmmmmmmm’ S ALLEGATI ONS
AGAI NST HI M VERE CATEGORI CALLY FALSE. STATED S| MPLY,
V5. BEEEEEEEE S MYR AD ALLEGATI ONS ARE DEVO D OF ANY
CREDI BI LI TY.

ALTHOUGH MS. ' S RESTRAI NI NG ORDER
APPLI| CATI ON LI STS A LI TANY OF ALLEGED HARASSMVENT AND
OFFENSES ON THE PART OF MR OLSON, UNDER EXAM NATI ON
V5. BEEEEEEEE CONFI RVED THAT THE BULK OF THE ALLEGATI ONS
MADE | N HER 2017 APPLI CATI ON WERE MERELY DUPLI CATES OF
ALLEGATI ONS MADE | N 2015 AND WERE SETTLED AS A PART OF
THAT 2015 APPLI CATI ON.

NOTW THSTANDI NG THAT SETTLEMENT,
V5. BEEEEEEEE S HOPI NG TO RETRY HER 2015 APPL| CATI ON
HERE. THE COURT, HOMEVER MADE | T CLEAR | T WOULD NOT
ALLOW THAT. WHEN PRESSED TO | DENTI FY NEW ALLEGATI ONS,
V5. BEEEEEEEE PUSHED HER THEORY OF A VAST CONSPI RACY
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COORDI NATED AND FUNDED BY MR OLSON TO HARASS HER | N
RETALI ATI ON FOR HER ALLEGED REFUSAL TO HAVE SEX W TH H M
MANY YEARS AGO

TO THAT END, VC. DESEEEEEE' S CASE- | N- CHI EF
FOCUSES ON FOUR ALLEGED EVENTS. FIRST, SHE CLAI MS THAT
I N 2016 SOVEONE BROKE | NTO HER UNI T THROUGH THE BATHROOM
W NDOW AND THREE DAYS LATER THROUGH HER BACK DOOR
ALTHOUGH SHE PRESENTED NO EVI DENCE ON THI'S POl NT, THE
| MPLI CATI ON WAS THAT MR OLSON, OR SOVEONE H RED BY HI M
WAS RESPONS| BLE. TO SUPPORT HER THEORY, SHE CALLED
PERSONAL HANDYMAN AND FRI END M CHAEL ROTH TO THE STAND.
MR ROTH TESTI FI ED THAT, ALTHOUGH HE REPAI RED THE W NDOW
AND DOOR, HE DI D NOT W TNESS THE DAMAGE OCCUR AND HAD NO
| DEA WHO HAD CAUSED I T. IN FACT, HE DI D NOT EVEN KNOW
WHO MR OLSON WAS. MR ROTH FURTHER CONFI RVED THAT THE
DOOR AND THE W NDOW AT | SSUE WERE LOCATED | N THE BACK OF
VE. BEEEEEEEE S UNIT | N CLOSE PROXIM TY TO A VACANT LOT
AND THE VERY BUSY pESSSEEEE BOULEVARD.

VE. S \AS ALSO UNABLE TO TIE
MR OLSON TO THESE ALLEGED BREAK- I NS | N HER OWN
TESTI MONY. MR OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE HAD NOTH NG TO DO
W TH THE ALLEGED BREAK- | NS OR THE DAMAGE TO
V. ' S W NDOW OR DOOR.

NEXT, V5. pESSSSEEE CLA| MED THAT I N 2016
MR OLSON COLLUDED W TH ELSA MONROY, THE PROPERTY
SUPERVI SOR, TO STEAL A LOCKBOX CONTAI NING V5. s’ S
KEYS TO HER UNIT. MS. MONROY, HOWEVER, TESTI FI ED THAT
THE LOCKBOX WAS CONFI SCATED FROM THE HOA COMMON AREA BY
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HOA PROPERTY MANAGEMENT AFTER NUMEROUS WARNI NGS BECAUSE
| TS USE AND PRESENCE CONSTI TUTED A VI OLATI ON OF THE
B CCSR S.  AS MANY W TNESSES CONFI RVED,
V. S \AS USI NG HER UNIT AS A SHORT- TERM RENTAL
ADVERT| SED ON Al RBNB. MS. pmmmmmmmm D' D NOT DENY THI S.

MS. MONROY TESTI FI ED THAT I N DO NG SO AND | N
USI NG THE LOCKBOX TO FACI LI TATE THE Al RBNB PROCESS, SHE
CREATED A SECURI TY | SSUE FOR EVERYONE AT THE
| NCLUDI NG HERSELF WHI CH |'S WHY | T WAS REMOVED.

M. BEEEEEEEE HOVEVER WOULD HAVE THE COURT
BELI EVE THAT MS. MONROY WAS REALLY ACTI NG AT MR OLSON S
DI RECTI VE AS A CO- CONSPI RATOR IN MR OLSON' S MASTER PLAN
TO HARASS V. DEEEEEEE. . BEEEEEEE CALLED KENT ARGUE
TO SUPPORT HER STORY ABOUT THE LOCKBOX. BUT HE WAS
UNABLE TO DO SO I N FACT, MR ARGUE OFFERED NO TESTI MONY
CONNECTI NG THE ALLEGED LOCKBOX TO MR OLSON AND TESTI FI ED
THAT HE NEVER OBSERVED MR OLSON AT THE pummmmmm EVEN
THOUGH HE VI SI TED OFTEN,

NOT SURPRI SI NGLY, MULTI PLE W TNESSES
TESTI FI ED THAT MS. s HAD A HABI T OF VI OLATI NG THE
CC&R S, NOT ONLY BY USI NG HER UNIT AS AN Al RBNB, BUT ALSO
USING | T AS A FI LM NG LOCATI ON ALL W THOUT HOA APPROVAL.
MR OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE CAUGHT MS. DS F' LM NG
IN H'S BASEMENT W TH A WOVAN | N LI NGERIE ON A MATTRESS.
VS. pEEEEEEEE D' D NOT DENY THI S El THER

HE FURTHER TESTI FI ED THAT HE BELI EVED
V. EEEEEEEEE F| LED HER NUMEROUS CASES AGAINST H'M FOUR
IN TOTAL | N THE LAST THREE YEARS, | N RETALI ATI ON FOR THE
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HOA' S REFUSAL TO ALLOW HER TO VI OLATE | TS RULES,
MS. BEEEEEEEE D' D NOT DENY THIS. MR OLSON, OF COURSE,
TESTI FI ED THAT HE HAD NOTHI NG TO DO WTH V5. s’ S
L OCKBOX.

NEXT, MC. pESSSSSSE TURNED TO JULY, 2017,
WHEN SHE CLAI MBS MR OLSON H RED A TEAM OF THUGS TO HARASS
HER. HER STAR W TNESS TO SUPPORT THI'S STORY WAS HER GOCD
FRI END, BODYGUARD, AND PART- TI ME ROOWATE TI TUS FOTSO.
MR FOTSO TESTI FI ED THAT WHI LE HE WAS LIVING I N
V5. BEEEEEEEE S UN' T AND ACTING AS V5. ' S
BODYGUARD, HE NOTI CED SUSPI Cl OUS ACTI VI TY BOTH I N THE
FORM OF THE ADDI TIONAL RENTER IN THE UNIT. AND WHEN HE
NOTI CED THESE FOUR | NDI VI DUALS | N THE WALKWAY AREA BEHI ND
HER UNIT, A WALKWAY SHARED W TH THREE OTHER UNI TS,
MR FOTSO WAS COVPLETELY UNABLE TO TI E ANY CONDUCT OF THE
SUSPI Cl OUS RENTER TO MR OLSON.

MR FOTSO ALSO TESTI FI ED WHEN HE OBSERVED
THESE | NDI VI DUALS | N THE WALKWAY BEH ND THE UNI TS WHI CH
HE WAS UNAWARE WAS A COMMON AREA, V. pEmmmmmmm \\AS NOT
EVEN LIVING IN THE UNIT AT THE TIME. WHEN HE WENT TO
| NVESTI GATE THE ACTIVITY, MR FOTSO FOUND FI VE, QUOTE,
"STRANGERS" | N THE AREA. HI'S | DENTI FI CATI ON OF THESE
| NDI VI DUALS AS STRANGERS WAS ODD AS HE HI MSELF WAS NOT AN
OMER OR PERVANENT RESI DENT OF THE pmmmmmm AND HAD ONLY
RECENTLY MOVED I N,

MR FOTSO CLAI MED THAT HE CONFRONTED ONE OF
THESE STRANGERS ASKI NG WHY THEY WERE THERE. THE
| NDI VI DUAL | DENTI FI ED H MBELF AS DAVID. SAI D THAT HE WAS
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THE ON-SI TE GENERAL CONTRACTOR FOR THE .
MR FOTSO LATER LEARNED THAT DAVI D WAS DAVI D FEDER
MR FOTSO CLAI MED THAT THE OTHER FOUR | NDI VI DUALS WERE
LOOKI NG IN V5. ' S W NDOWS AND Pl CKI NG THROUGH HER
TRASH ALL | N BROAD DAYLI GHT, ALL IN VI EW OF THE
SECURI TY CAMERAS.

WHEN SHOWED THE FOOTAGE FROM THE CAMERA,
MR FOTSO WAS UNABLE TO CLEARLY | DENTI FY ANY SUSPI CI OUS
ACTIVI TY FROM THESE | NDI VI DUALS. MR FOTSO | GNORED THE
FACT THAT THE VI DEO DI D NOT SHOW ANY OF THEM PI CKI NG
THROUGH TRASH NOR COULD TRASH EVEN BE SEEN ON THE VI DEO,
| T ALSO DI D NOT SHOW THEM LOOKI NG THROUGH V5. S’ S
W NDOWS. | NSTEAD THEY WERE TAKI NG Pl CTURES OF THE VACANT
LOT NEXT DOOR  TO EXPLAIN TH'S, MR FOTSO CLAI MED THAT
THE VI DEO FOOTAGE MUST HAVE BEEN DOCTORED TO REMOVE THE
EVI DENCE.

TO SUPPORT THI'S THEORY THAT THE CONDO
SURVEI LLANCE FOOTAGE HAD BEEN DOCTORED, NG. DS
CALLED MR DAVID SILVER AND ALSO MONROY TO TESTI FY.
MR SILVER |'S THE | NDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR THAT | NSTALLED
THE EEEEEEEEEE SECUR! TY CAVERAS AND MAI NTAI NED THE
FOOTAGE.

MR SILVER AND M5. MONROY WERE THE ONLY
PERSONS W TH ACCESS TO THE FOOTAGE. MR S| LVER CONFI RVED
THAT HE NEVER MANI PULATED THE FOOTAGE NOR GAVE ANYONE
ELSE ACCESS TO DO SO NOR DID MR OLSON ASK H M TO DO SO
MR SILVER EVEN STATED THAT HE DIDN' T THINK | T WAS
POSSI BLE TO DOWLOAD THE FOOTAGE TO DOCTCR TO I T, TO
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RE- UPLOAD | T TO THE DVR
BEFORE LEAVI NG THE STAND, MR Sl LVER
PROVI DED TWD PO NTS OF TESTI MONY THAT REFLECT ON
V5. BEEEEEEEE' S TRUE | NTENTI ONS. FIRST, HE TESTI FI ED THAT
WHEN V5. pESEEEEEE CAME TO H'S OFFI CE TO VI EW THE
ALLEGEDLY DOCTORED FOOTAGE, SHE SAWA Pl CTURE OF HI S
DAUGHTER ON HI S DESK AND THREATENED HI S FAM LY.
MS. BN D' D NOT DENY THI'S. | NSTEAD SHE CONFIRMVED | T
| NDI CATI NG THAT SHE LATER CALLED H M TO APOLOG ZE.
MR S| LVER NEXT CONFI RVED THAT DURI NG HER
APOLOGY CALL V5. pEESEEEE O-FERED TO DI SM SS HI M FROM ONE
OF THE RELATED Cl VIL CASES | N EXCHANGE FOR SI GNI NG A
DECLARATI ON DRAFTED BY HER IN THI'S CASE. HE DECLI NED TO
DO SO
MR KANANI : OBJECTION. M SSTATES FACTS I N
EVI DENCE.
THE COURT: OVERRULED.
MR KENNEDY: MS. pummmmmmmm D' D NOT DENY THI S
EI THER I N ANY EVENT, MR OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE DI D
NOT HAVE ACCESS TO THE SN SECUR TY FOOTAGE, A FACT
WH CH MS. MONROY CONFI RVED I N HER TESTI MONY. MR OLSON
ALSO CONFI RVED THAT HE NEVER DOCTORED THE FOOTAGE NOR
ASKED ANYONE ELSE TO DO SO
MS. MONROY ALSO TESTI FI ED THAT SHE NEVER
DOCTORED THE FOOTAGE NOR ASKED ANYONE TO DO SO NOR GAVE
ANYONE ACCESS TO DO SO THERE |'S NO EVI DENCE THAT THE
SECURI TY CAVERA FOOTAGE WAS DOCTORED | N ANY WAY.
BACK TO MR OLSON S ALLEGED THUGS | N THE
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WALKWAY.  AGAIN, MR FOTSO TESTI FI ED THAT THEY WERE
ACCOVPANI ED BY MR FEDER. MR FEDER TESTI FI ED AS VELL.
HE CONFI RMED THAT HE WAS THERE W TH THESE | NDI VI DUALS.
THAT THEY WERE NOT' STRANGERS. THAT THEY WERE A TEAM THAT
WAS AUTHORI ZED TO VI SIT THE PROPERTY BY THE HOA AND THAT
THE VI SI T HAD BEEN DI SCLOSED TO THE N
HOVEOMER S.

MR FEDER TESTI FI ED THAT RATHER THAN
MALI G QUS THUGS H RED TO HARASS THE ABSENT NS.
THESE FOUR | NDI VI DUALS WERE TOURI NG THE PROPERTY I N
CONNECTI ON W TH THE PROPCSED CONSTRUCTI ON TAKI NG PLACE ON
THE VACANT LOT NEXT DOOR. MR FEDER EXPLAI NED THAT THE
FOUR | NDI VI DUALS, ONE OF WHOM WAS A PREGNANT WOVAN, WERE
El THER ARCHI TECTS, ENG NEERS, OR CONSTRUCTI ON
REPRESENTATI VES SENT ON BEHALF OF THE NAMED LAND OMWNER
VWHEN ACCOSTED BY MR FOTSO, NONE OF THEM RAN NOR HI D NOR
ACTED DEFENSI VELY. | NSTEAD THEY ALLOANED H M TO
PHOTOGRAPH THEM LOOKI NG ONLY M LDLY CONFUSED AS TO WHY HE
WAS DA NG SO

MR FEDER FURTHER TESTI FI ED THAT
M5. B S BEHAVIOR MADE I T | MPGSSI BLE FOR H M TO
WORK AT THE pE AND THAT HE HAD TO QU T AFTER YEARS
OF SERVICE. MR FEDER TESTI FI ED THAT MS. S HAD
FI LED TWO LAWBU TS AGAI NST H M AND THAT HE WAS AFRAI D OF
ANY CONTACT W TH HER BECAUSE | T WOULD RAI SE ADDI TI ONAL
CLAI M5. HE ALSO TESTI FI ED THAT SHE ROUTI NELY VI OLATED
THE CC&R' S. | T WAS DI FFI CULT TO H RE SUBCONTRACTORS
BECAUSE OF HER BEHAVI OR
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HE FI NALLY CONFI RVED THAT HE HAD NEVER
HARASSED HER, HAD NEVER SEEN ANYONE ELSE HARASS HER
| NCLUDI NG MR OLSON, AND MR OLSON HAD NEVER DI RECTED HI M
TO HARASS HER | NDEED ACCORDI NG TO MR FEDER THE
OPPCSI TE WAS TRUE. THAT M. OLSON WAS THE ONE HARASSI NG
| NDI VI DUALS AT THE DS

FOR HI'S PART, MR OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE
DI D NOT KNOW THESE FOUR STRANGERS. HE DI D NOT H RE THEM
TO HARASS V5. pEEEEEEEE. ! NALLY, V5. pummmmmmm | NTRODUCED
THE NOW | NFAMOUS MEN | N BLACK WHO SHE CLAI M5B VWERE HI RED
BY MR OLSON I N 2017 TO STALK HER SURVEI L HER, AND
PHOTOGRAPH HER V5. DS’ S KEY W TNESS I N HER MEN I N
BLACK STORY |'S THE MYSTER OUS AND NOTI CEABLY ABSENT AMADO
MORENQO

ACCORDI NG TO V5. AND SEVERAL
DECLARATI ONS SUBM TTED BY MR MORENO, MR MORENO WAS A
LONG- TI ME EMPLOYEE AT THE CAFE ACROSS THE STREET FROM THE
BN SOVETIME IN 2017 MR MORENO ALLEGEDLY REPORTED
TO MS. S THAT THE MEN | N BLACK WERE REGULARLY
VI SI TING THE CAFE LOOKI NG FOR HER  NO CORROBORATI NG
EVI DENCE WAS PROVI DED.

BEYOND THAT, | T DEFI ES REASON TO THI NK THAT
MR OLSON WOULD CONCOCT SUCH AN ABSURD PLAN.  BUT THE
STORY GETS MORE ABSURD. MR MORENO ALSO TESTI FI ED BY
DECLARATI ON THAT THESE MEN FOLLOAED H M HOVE; THAT HE WAS
SUBSEQUENTLY POl SONED BY A GLASS OF WATER AT A RESTAURANT
NEAR H S HOME; THAT HE WAS CHASED BY A TOW TRUCK DRI VER
BRANDI SHI NG A BERETTA; THAT A MENTALLY | LL CRIM NAL BROKE
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OUT OF PRI SON, BROKE | NTO H'S HOVE AND TRIED TO SET I T ON
FI RE.

HE FURTHER DECLARED THAT ALTHOUGH THE
MENTALLY 1LL CRIM NAL WAS APPREHENDED AND PUT | N PRI SON,
HE BROKE OUT OF PRI SON AGAI N TO BREAK | NTO MR MORENO S
HOVE A SECOND TI ME AND STEAL H' S ENTI RE FI LE AND
DOCUMENTS RELATED -- TO THE POLI CE REPORTS RELATED TO
VE.

SETTI NG ASI DE THE SHEAR ABSURDI TY OF THI S,
THE | MPLI CATI ON BEHI ND MR MORENO S ALLEGATI ONS | S THAT
MR OLSON ORCHESTRATED ALL OF THESE EVENTS. NO EVI DENCE
WAS PROVI DED TO SUPPORT THI S THECRY. M5.
HERSELF DECLARED THAT THESE SAME MEN | N BLACK BROKE | NTO
HER HOVE AT THE pEEEEEEE THREE DAYS LATER AND THREE DAYS
LATER HER STOVE EXPLODED BECAUSE THEY TAMPERED W TH I T,
THE | MPLI CATI ON BEI NG THAT MR OLSON WAS BEHI ND THI S.

V5. BEEEEEEEE A LED TO PRESENT ANY EVI DENCE
WHATSOEVER CORROBORATI NG THI'S OR ANY OF THE EVENTS THAT
OCCURRED AT THE HANDS OF ANY OF THESE VI LLAI NS THAT ARE
MENTI ONED BY MR MORENO. | N FACT, MS. pEESEEEEE READ LY
ADM TTED THAT SHE HAD NEVER SEEN MR OLSON W TH ANY OF
THESE VI LLAINS AND HAD NO PERSONAL KNOM.EDGE OF MR OLSON
EVER CONTACTI NG THEM OR HI RI NG THEM

MR OLSON EMPHATI CALLY CONFI RVED THAT HE
NEVER H RED ANY MEN WHETHER THEY WERE WEARI NG BLACK OR
SOVETHI NG ELSE. NO TOW TRUCK DRI VERS, NO MENTALLY I LL
CRIM NALS TO HARASS \C. DEEEEEEE. S, BN FURTHER
TESTI FI ED AROUND TH' S TI ME THAT A HAI RDRESSER, A BUSBOY,
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AND LENNY DYKSTRA BEGAN TO HARASS HER ~ NO EVI DENCE WAS
PROVI DED SUPPORTI NG ANY OF TH'S. AND MR OLSON TESTI FI ED
THAT HE HAD NO KNOALEDGE OF ANY OF I T.

ONE CAN' T HELP BUT WONDER WHY MR MORENO | S
NOWHERE TO BE FOUND. MNG. D HAS MADE THE
| MPLI CATI ON THAT MR OLSON | S RESPONSI BLE FOR
MR MORENO S ABSENCE. THERE |'S OBVI OUSLY NO EVI DENCE OF
TH'S. IF MR MORENO, |IN FACT, DOES EXI ST AND H S
STATEMENTS ARE REAL, ONE CAN ONLY SPECULATE AS TO THE
REASON MR, MORENO APPEARS TO HAVE BEEN MORE W LLI NG TO
ACCEPT A BENCH WARRANT FOR HI'S ARREST THAN TO APPEAR | N
COURT. | T MAY BE BECAUSE I T'S A LOT EASIER TO MAKE
OUTRAGEQUS ALLEGATI ONS BY WRI TTEN STATEMENTS THAN TO FACE
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON,

REGARDLESS, MR OLSON WAS DEPRI VED OF THE
OPPORTUNI TY TO TEST THE VERACI TY OF MR MORENO S
DECLARATI ONS.  ASI DE FROM MR OLSON, M5. .
MR FEDER MR FOTSO, MR ARGUE, MR ROTH, Ms. SILVER
AND M5. MONROY, THE REMAI NI NG W TNESSES | NCLUDED KELLY
O NEAL, CHRI STINE OLSON, ROBERT KILLI AN, AND DOUG ECONN.

ME. DEEEEEEEE PO NTS TO MR KILLI AN AS
EVI DENCE OF ADDI TI ONAL HARASSMENT.  HOWEVER,
MR KILLI AN S TESTI MONY WAS THAT THE EVENTS - -

THE COURT: PAUSE FOR JUST A M NUTE.

| USE TH'S TIME ON THE RECORD TO REPEAT THE
ANNOUNCEMENT. I T IS AGAI NST THE COURT' S STANDI NG ORDER
TO RECORD PROCEEDI NGS. WE HAD A NO SE BACK THERE AT THE
BACK OF THE COURTROOM THAT | NDI CATED THAT SOVEONE WAS
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THERE. SO |' M REPEATI NG THE ANNOUNCEMENT THAT IT IS A
STANDI NG COURT ORDER THAT RECORDI NG THESE PROCEEDI NGS | N
ANY WAY, SHAPE, OR FORM VIDEO, AUDIO, OR OTHERWSE, IS
NOT ALLOWED ACCORDI NG TO THE PRESI DI NG JUDGE' S ORDER
POSTED ON THE BULLETIN, OUTSI DE THE COURTROOM AND IT'S A
STANDI NG ORDER OF THE PRESI DI NG JUDGE PUNI SHABLE BY
CONTEMPT OF COURT.

MR KENNEDY, PARDON THE | NTERRUPTI ON.
PLEASE, CONTI NUE.

MR, KENNEDY: THAT'S ALL RIGHT. THANK YOU.

V5. BEEEEEEEE PO NTED TO MR KILLIAN S
TESTIMONY. MR KI LLI AN TESTI FI ED THAT HE LEFT THE EMPLOY
AT THE HOA IN 2015. H'S TESTI MONY WAS, THEREFORE,
| RRELEVANT. | T WAS ALSO UNSUPPORTED. THE TESTI MONY OF
THESE ADDI TI ONAL W TNESSES NOT ONLY CONFI RVED THAT NOT A
SINGLE ONE OF THEM OBSERVED HARASSI NG BEHAVI OR BY
MR, OLSON BUT PROVI DED CREDI BLE DETAI LS AND EXPLANATI ONS
ON THE EVENTS | N QUESTI ON DI SPELLI NG ANY HI NT OF
SUSPI Cl OUS CONDUCT.

V5. BEEEEEEEE ALSO CALLED TO THE STAND HER
TAX PREPARER MR M RAMONTES. LIKE MR KILLIAN, THE
EVENTS THAT HE TESTI FI ED ABOUT WHERE | N 2015.
MR, M RAMONTES CONFI RVED THAT HE WAS SUPPOSED TO BE A
W TNESS AT THE 2015 HEARI NG ON THE RESTRAI NI NG ORDER
APPLI CATION.  HI'S TESTI MONY WAS, THEREFORE, | RRELEVANT.
AFTER THREE DAYS OF TESTI MONY AND 14 \W TNESSES,
VR S \AS NOT ABLE TO PROVI DE ANY CREDI BLE
EVI DENCE SUPPORTI NG ANY OF HER CLAI M5 AGAI NST MR OLSON.
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HER APPLI CATI ON FOR A RESTRAI Nl NG ORDER APPEARS TO HAVE
BEEN FI LED AS A M SGUI DED ATTEMPT TO BOLSTER HER CI VI L
CASE. | T SHOULD BE DENI ED.

MR OLSON HAS PUT A LOT OF TI ME AND NONEY
| NTO DEFENDI NG AGAI NST HER CLAI M5 BECAUSE HE'S A MAN OF
| NTEGRI TY AND PRI NCI PLES AND | T''S VERY | MPORTANT FOR HI M
TO CLEAR HI'S NAME. | N STARK CONTRAST TO V5. ' S
APPLI CATI ON, MR OLSON HAS OFFERED CLEAR, CONCI SE, AND
UNDI SPUTED EVI DENCE SUPPORTI NG HI'S CONTI NUED NEED FOR A
RESTRAI NI NG ORDER,

MR OLSON S EVI DENCE |'S NOT BASED ON
CONJECTURE OR SPECULATION. | T'S NOT BASED ON | NDI RECT
TIES TO VAR OUS UNI DENTI FI ED | NDI VI DUALS. RATHER HI S
EVI DENCE WHI CH WAS CORROBORATED BY MR- ECONN WHO |'S AN
EYEW TNESS |'S THAT ON THE AFTERNOON OF SEPTEMBER 10,
2017, HE WAS ACCOSTED NOT ONCE BUT TW CE BY A TWO PERSON
TEAM UNDER V5. ' S D! RECTI ON.

V5. DS NEVER DENI ED THAT THI'S | NCI DENT
OCCURRED. NOR COULD SHE AS MR OLSON FILMED IT. ONE OF
THE | NDI VI DUALS UNDER M. ' S DI RECTI ON WAS
MR FOTSO, HER | MPOSI NG BODYGUARD, WHO TESTI FI ED THAT
HE' S ALWAYS THERE TO, QUOTE, "PROTECT" HER WHEN SHE
CALLS.

V5. BEEEEEEEE /DM TTED THAT BOTH OF THESE
| NDI VI DUALS HAD BEEN CONSUM NG ALCCHOL THAT DAY, A
DANGEROUS ELEMENT I N A VOLATILE SI TUATION.  THI'S | NCI DENT
REPRESENTED A DI SCERNABLE ESCALATI ON | N THE HARASSMENT BY
V5. BEEEEEEEE. GO NG BEYOND JUST LEGAL THREATS, NOW
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ME. DS S THREATENING MR OLSON S SAFETY AND
SECURI TY. MR OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT THESE | NDI VI DUALS
ACTED | N AN AGGRESSI VE AND THREATENI NG MANNER AND THAT HE
FEARED FOR HI S SAFETY. HE FURTHER TESTI FI ED THAT
M. S \\AS THERE DI RECTI NG HER ACTIONS. MR ECONN
CORROBORATED THI S TESTI MONY.

MR, OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE NO LONGER FEELS
SAFE AT THE pEEEEEEE EXPLAI NI NG WHY HE' S ASKED FOR
ADDI TI ONAL SECURI TY MEASURES, A REQUEST COMPLETELY
| NCONSI STENT W TH AN | NDI VI DUAL WHO | S ENGAGED I N A
LONG- TERM PERVASI VE SCHEME W TH MULTI PLE CO- CONSPI RATORS
TO HARASS M. pEEEEEEEE. MR OLSON FEELS THAT, W THOUT A
PERVANENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDER AGAI NST VC. pEEEEEEEE. SHE AND
HER AGENTS, | NCLUDING MR FOTSO WHO TESTI FI ED HE STI LL
ACTS AS \C. BEEEEEEEE' S BODYGUARD, W LL BE WAI TING FOR H M
READY TO HARASS HI M AND | NTI M DATE H M AND, \WORSE,
POSSI BLY HARM H M

MR, OLSON TESTI FI ED THAT HE S LOST ANY
ABILITY TOENJOY HHS UNIT AT THE puEEEEE. S S
EVEN SCARED OFF H S RENTERS. THEY TERM NATED THE LEASE
EARLY BECAUSE OF HER W TH ACTUAL AND UNDI SPUTED
EVI DENCE OF HARASSMVENT VI A TESTI MONY AND VI DEO FOOTAGE,
MR OLSON HAS CLEARLY SATI SFIED H S BURDEN THAT HI S
RESTRAI Nl NG ORDER SHOULD BE EXTENDED FULL TERM

V5. BEEEEEEEE HAS PO NTED TO A VAST, BROAD
RANGI NG CONSPI RACY | NCLUDI NG ATTORNEYS PRACTI CI NG BEFORE
TH 'S COURT. SHE HAS ACCUSED MR OLSON OF DOCTORI NG VI DEO
FOOTAGE, OF HI RING THI RD PARTIES. SHE' S ACCUSED HI M OF
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COLLUDI NG W TH CRI M NALS, OF ATTEMPTI NG TO BREAK | NTO HER
UNI T TO THREATEN HER LI FE. SHE CLAI M5 THAT THE MOST
COVPELLI NG EVI DENCE OF MR OLSON S HARASSMENT |'S THE
VI DEO FOOTAGE AND YET SHE PROVI DED ABSOLUTELY NO EVI DENCE
THAT THE VI DEO FOOTAGE WAS DOCTORED OR MANI PULATED.  AND
EVERY SI NGLE W TNESS WHO TESTI FI ED HAVI NG ACCESS TO THE
VI DEO FOOTAGE CONFI RVED THAT THEY HAD NOT DONE SO NOR
PROVI DED ACCESS TO ANYONE ELSE TO DO SO
SHE PROVI DED ABSOLUTELY NO EVI DENCE
CONNECTI NG MR- OLSON TO THE FOUR | NDI VI DUALS THAT SHE
CLAI VB WHO | N BROAD DAYLI GHT WERE HARASSI NG HER BY
Pl CKI NG THROUGH HER TRASH AND LOOKI NG THROUGH THE
W NDOWS. THERE |'S NO PEACE BETWEEN MR OLSON AND
MS. BEEEEEEEE. THE ONLY LACK OF PROXIM TY WAS CREATED BY
MR OLSON BECAUSE HE DOES NOT FEEL SAFE VISITING H'S UNI T
ANYMORE.  AND THERE |'S MASSI VE DOWKSI DE TO EXTENDI NG
V5. BEEEEEEEE S RESTRAI NI NG ORDER APPLI CATI ON.  NOT JUST
BECAUSE | T HAS NO EVI DENCE SUPPORTING | T. BUT BECAUSE OF
THE | MPACT ON MR OLSON WHO IS A GOCD AND HONEST MAN, A
FATHER AND A BUSI NESS OWNER. HE DESERVES TO LIVE H' S
LI FE I N PEACE W THOUT THREAT OF HARASSMENT AND W THOUT
THREAT OF A RESTRAI NI NG ORDER AGAI NST HI M
THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR

THE COURT: ARE THESE MATTERS NOW SUBM TTED FOR
DECI SI ON?

MR KANANI:  YES,

MR KENNEDY: THEY ARE.

THE COURT: SUBM TTED.  COKAY.
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FIRST OF ALL, THE COURT PREVI QUSLY | SSUED A
BENCH WARRANT AND SET BAIL AT $35, 000 FCR W TNESS AMADOG,
A-MA-D-O MRENO, MO R E-N-O WHO HAD NOT' APPEARED AS
ORDERED BY JUDGE LEW S | N DEPARTMENT TWO AND AS ORDERED
BY THS JUDGE I N TH S DEPARTMENT ON THE FI RST DAY OF
THESE HEARI NGS. AND SO THE BENCH WARRANT PREVI QUSLY
| SSUED BUT NOT RELEASED BECAUSE THE REQUESTI NG PARTY
MS5. B FA LED TO PAY THE FEES TO THE SHERI FF' S
DEPARTMENT TO CARRY QUT THAT BENCH WARRANT. THEREFORE,
THE COURT CORDERS THE BENCH WARRANT AND THE BAIL SET AS TO
AVADO MORENO RE- CALLED AND QUASHED AND SET ASI DE.

THANK YOU TO BOTH COUNSEL AND BOTH PARTI ES
FOR YOUR PROFESSI ONALI SM AND | SAY THAT W TH SQVE
DEGREE OF EXPRESSI ON OF CONCERN. BECAUSE AS | STATED AT
THE BEG NNI NG THE COURT HANDLES MANY OF THESE MATTERS
AND HAS HANDLED MANY OF THESE MATTERS OVER THE YEARS AND
UNDERSTANDS ONLY A PART OF THE DYNAM C THAT EXI STS
BETWEEN PERSONS WHO ARE | NVOLVED | N PERSONAL AND LEGAL
DI SPUTES SUCH AS THEY ARE IN TH S CASE. AND THAT
OFTENTI MES THERE' S A TENDENCY TO, IF YOU WLL, WEAR ONE' S
EMOTI ONS ON CLOSE PROXIM TY TO YOUR BEHAVI OR IN COURT. |
DD HAVE TO CALL QUT ON BOTH PARTI ES DURI NG THESE
HEARI NGS ON MORE THAN ONE OCCASI ON, EACH OF YOU ON MORE
THAN ONE OCCASI ON, ON BEHAVI OR THAT WAS | NAPPROPRI ATE AND
REFLECTI VE OF DI SRESPECTFUL CONDUCT TOMRD THE OTHER
PARTY AND TOMARD THE PROCESS.

UNDERSTAND THAT | VI EW THAT AS ONLY M LDLY,
ONLY M LDLY AFFECTI NG ADVERSELY YOUR CREDI Bl LI TY BUT MORE
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REALI STI CALLY REFLECTI NG YOUR PERSONAL STRONG FEELI NGS
ABOUT THESE MATTERS WH CH ARE BEFORE THE COURT. THAT IS
RECOGNI ZED. THE COURT UNDERSTANDS THAT THAT CAN HAPPEN.
BUT I'T IS ABSOLUTELY ESSENTI AL I N THI S PROCESS AND | N THE
PROCESS THAT YQU HAVE | N THE WEST DI STRI CT COURT WHERE
THE OTHER CASE OR CASES ARE PENDI NG BUT LARGER THAN THAT
IN THE WAY THAT YOU MOVE ABOUT AND CONDUCT YOURSELF I'N
THE PUBLI C AND PRI VATE SPACES THAT YOU DO SO W TH
UNDERSTANDI NG THAT THERE ARE OTHERS AROUND YOU WHO
| NTERSECT OR MAY | NTERSECT W TH YOUR SPACE OR YOUR
WALKI NG ABQUT I N LI FE AND THAT I T'S APPROPRI ATE IN ALL
FACETS OF YOUR LI FE TO TREAT OTHERS W TH DI GNI TY AND
RESPECT AND A LOT OF PATI ENCE AND TO NOT OVERREACT ON
S| TUATI ONS VWHERE OVERREACTI ON CAN ONLY ESCALATE IN
SI TUATI ONS AND LEAD TO SUSPI CI ON, LEAD TO HURT FEELI NGS,
LEAD TO MORE ANXI ETY AND CONFLI CT.

IT IS UP TO EACH | NDI VI DUAL TO CHOOSE TO
STEP BACK FROM THAT LI NE WHEN YOU SENSE YOURSELF
APPROACHING I T. SO THAT IS WHY THE COURT SETS THESE
GUI DELI NES AND BOUNDARI ES I N THI S COURTROOM FOR
APPROPRI ATE BEHAVI OR BECAUSE WE ARE GOVERNED BY RULES OF
CVILITY. WE ARE REQU RED TO ACT WTH G VILITY. UNDER
OUR RULE OF LAW WE CANNOT RESCLVE DI SPUTES IN A CI VI L,
LAWFUL MANNER UNLESS EVERYONE, | NCLUDI NG JUDGES AND STAFF
AND LI TI GANTS AND ATTORNEYS, ALL OBSERVE THESE RULES OF
ENGAGEMENT W TH RESPECT AND DIGNITY I N THE COURTROOM FOR
YOUR PGsI TI ON AND PLACE YOUR DI SPUTE BEFORE THE COURT TO
BE RESCLVED BY THE COURT | N A PEACEFUL, LAWUL MANNER

COPYI NG RESTRI CTED PURSUANT TO GOV' T CODE SECTI ON 69954( D)

RJN 215



© 00 N O 0o b~ W N PP

N NN N N NN NDNP P P P P P P PP e
W N o N W NP O © 0N O o M W N P O

31

TO THE EXTENT THAT THAT GOT MUDDLED, |
CALLED I'T. BUT I'T WAS NOT OVER THE TOP AND I T WAS NOT
FATAL TO EI THER CASE, THOSE | NCl DENCES OF WHAT | CALL
M SBEHAVI OR. JUST KNOW THAT AND KNOW THAT | T CAME CLOSE
AND YQU APPRCOPRI ATELY STEPPED BACK ON ALL SI DES.

| HAVE A JUDCGE ASKI NG FOR A BRI EF
CONFERENCE.  STAY RI GAT THERE.

(PAUSE I N THE PROCEEDI NGS.)

THE COURT: TO RESUME, THANK YOU AGAIN FOR YOUR
PROFESSI ONALI SM AND AS MJUCH AS PCSSI BLE, STREAMLI NE
PRESENTATI ON KEEPI NG | N YOUR Tl ME ESTI MATES. NMANY TI MES
COM NG UNDER THOSE ESTI MATES TO KEEP THI S CASE FLOW NG
MOVING AND FI NI SHED. THAT | S APPRECI ATED BY THE COURT
PARTI CULARLY IN THE C VI L HARASSMENT AND DOMESTI C
VI OLENCE CASES THAT WE HEAR BECAUSE THESE ARE PROCEDURES
THAT ARE TO BE EXPEDI TED. THEY HAVE THE H GHEST PRI ORI TY
IN QUR SYSTEM AND IT I'S OQUR OBJECTI VE TO DI SPCSI Tl ON
THESE CASES AS QUI CKLY AS PGOSSI BLE BECAUSE THEY | NVOLVE
RESTRAI Nl NG ORDERS AND | NJUNCTI ONS AND REG STRATI ONS OF
ORDERS | N THE CALI FORNI A LAW ENFORCEMENT
TELECOMMUNI CATI ONS SYSTEM CALLED CLETS. AND THESE
MATTERS DON T LEND THEMSELVES TO THE UNUSUAL SI TUATI ON
THAT HAPPENED HERE VWHERE THEY' RE | N THE SYSTEM FOR OVER
14 MONTHS BEFORE THEY ARE DI SPOSI TI ONED.  THAT CONCERNED
THI S COURT GREATLY AND SUPPORTS THE EXPEDI TED PROCESS
THAT WE HAVE TO ENGACE.
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I THANK YQU, COUNSEL, AND PARTI ES FOR
UNDERSTANDI NG AND APPRECI ATI NG THAT AND ASSI STI NG THE
COURT IN GETTING | T DONE.

THE COURT | S REQUI RED TO APPLY THE LAW FROM
A STATUTE CODE OF CVIL PROCEDURE SECTION 527.6. |IT S
THE C VI L HARASSMENT ACT. AND THAT ACT ALLOAS FOR
TEMPORARY CRDERS VWHI CH WERE GRANTED ON BOTH SIDES IN TH S
CASE | N EACH OF THESE TWO SEPARATE RESTRAI NI NG ORDERS.
BUT ALSO TO CONDUCT THE HEARI NG TO DETERM NE WHETHER A
PERVANENT ORDER SHOULD BE PUT | N PLACE ALONG W TH AN
I NJUNCTI ON FOR A PERVANENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDER, PERSONAL
CONDUCT AND STAYAVAY CRDERS, AND OTHER ORDERS.

AND THE COURT APPLI ED THAT STATUTE. AND TO
START WTH THE BASICS AS | ALWAYS DO, LET ME JUST
PARAPHRASE AND QUTLI NE THE LEGAL FRAVEWORK THAT THE CCOURT
RECEI VED THE EVI DENCE UNDER THE STATUTE AND THEN | WLL
GO THROUGH THE EVI DENCE AND STATE MY FI NDI NGS ON THE
EVI DENCE, WHAT WAS SI GNI FI CANT, PERSUASI VE, AND PROVED OR
MADE | T TOMRD THE PROOF OF Cl VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG
ORDERS AND WHAT WAS NOT SO PERSUASI VE OR LACKED
CREDI BI LI TY, LACKED SUPPCRT WHEN THE COURT APPLI ES THE
LAW

THE LAW THE COURT APPLIES I N 527. 6 REQUI RES
THAT HARASSMENT BE RESTRAI NED FROM FURTHER ACTI ON BY
TEMPORARY CRDERS. AND | N DEFI NI NG HARASSMENT, THE COURT
ALSO ALLONS UNDER THI S STATUTE THAT AT THE TI ME OF THE
HEARI NG W THI N 25 DAYS AFTER THAT THE COURT DETERM NE BY
CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE, BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
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EVI DENCE, THAT IS, THE BURDEN OF PROOF ON THESE
PROCEEDI NGS, THAT 1S 527.6 SUBDIVISION (1) WHETHER OR NOT
UNLAWFUL HARASSMENT EXI STS AND WHETHER THE ORDER
PROH Bl TI NG HARASSVENT OR THE | NJUNCTI ON SHOULD BE I N
PLACE FOR A PERI OD OF NO LESS THAN THREE YEARS OR UP TO
FI VE YEARS. AS MUCH AS FIVE YEARS. AND THESE ORDERS ARE
ALSO RENEWABLE AT THE END OF THE EXPI RATI ON FOR
ADDI TIONAL TIME. AND SO THAT |'S THE STANDARD.

AND SO THE COURT'S TASK IN TH'S I'S TO VI EW
THE EVI DENCE AND DECI DE WHETHER OR NOT HARASSMENT HAS
OCCURRED.  HARASSMENT CAN TAKE MANY FORMB. THE STATUTE
DEFINES | T AS SUCH THI NGS AS SUBDI VI SI ON (B) (1), A COURSE
OF CONDUCT. THI'S CAN BE A PATTERN OF CONDUCT, AN ACT, OR
ACTS OVER A PERI OD OF TI ME HOWEVER SHORT SHOW NG SOVE
CONTI NUI TY OF PURPOSE | NCLUDI NG STALKI NG MAKI NG
HARASSI NG TELEPHONE CALLS, SENDI NG HARASSI NG
CORRESPONDENCE TO | NDI VI DUALS BY ANY MEANS. SO TH' S
WOULD | NCLUDE PUBLIC, PRI VATE MAILS, E-MAILS,
| NTER- OFFI CE MAI LS, FACSIM LE, DI G TAL OR ELECTRONI C
TRANSM SSI ON.  THE STATUTES HAVE BEEN BROADLY DEFI NED TO
REFLECT THE TRANSM SSI ON OF COMMUNI CATI ONS | N ANY MANNER
AS LONG AS | T SHOAS SOVE CONTI NUI TY OF PURPOSE.

AND THE SECOND DEFI NI TI ON OF HARASSMVENT
UNDER THE ACT | S THAT THE CONDUCT WOULD PROVE SOVE
CREDI BLE THREAT OF VI OLENCE. CREDI BLE THREAT OF VI OLENCE
| S DEFI NED AS A KNOW NG AND W LLFUL STATEMENT OR COURSE
OF CONDUCT THAT WOULD PLACE A REASONABLE PERSON | N FEAR
FOR H'S OR HER SAFETY OR THE SAFETY OF H'S OR HER
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| MVEDI ATE FAM LY. AND HERE | S THE | MPORTANT PART. AND
THAT SERVES NO LEG TI MATE PURPOSE. SERVES NO LEG TI MATE
PURPCSE.

A TH RD TYPE OF HARASSMENT |'S THE WORD
" HARASSMENT" WWHI CH |'S DEFI NED BY THE STATUTE AS UNLAWFUL
VI OLENCE, A CREDI BLE THREAT OF VI OLENCE, OR A KNOW NG AND
W LLFUL COURSE OF CONDUCT DI RECTED AT A SPECI FI C PERSON
THAT SERI QUSLY ALARMB, ANNOYS, OR HARASSES THE PERSON.
HERE I T IS AGAIN. AND THAT SERVES NO LEG TI MATE PURPOSE.

THE DEFI NI TI ON OF HARASSMENT GOES ON TO
STATE THAT THE COURSE OF CONDUCT MUST BE THAT WHI CH WOULD
CAUSE A REASONABLE PERSON TO SUFFER SUBSTANTI AL EMOTI ONAL
DI STRESS AND MUST ACTUALLY CAUSE SUBSTANTI AL EMOTI ONAL
DI STRESS TO THE PETI TI ONER, THAT IS, THE PERSON ASKI NG
FOR THE RESTRAINING ORDER. IN THIS CASE, IT'S EACH COF
THE TWD PARTI ES BEFORE THI 'S COURT.

AND IN ALL OF THESE THI NGS, THE PERSON WHO
BEARS THE BURDEN OF PROOF, THAT IS, THE PETI TI ONER,
M5. BEEEEEEEE O\ HER CASE AND MR OLSON ON HI S CASE, MUST
DEMONSTRATE BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE THAT THESE
STANDARDS HAVE BEEN MET. AND THERE HAVE BEEN MANY CASES
| NTERPRETI NG THI'S. AND THERE HAVE BEEN EVEN BROADER
DEFI NI TI ONS APPLI ED TOMARD WHAT CONSTI TUTES CREDI BLE
THREAT OF VI OLENCE OR HARASSMENT | N MORE RECENT YEARS.
AND | T DOESN T LEND -- | T DOESN T LEND | TSELF TO BE ONLY
PHYSI CAL VI OLENCE. BUT THE LACK OF PHYSI CAL CONTACT CAN
BE CALLED HARASSMENT | F | T RISES TO THE LEVEL THAT |
DESCRI BED. THE COURSE OF CONDUCT. THE CREDI BLE THREAT
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OF VI OLENCE OR THE HARASSMENT. AND, AGAIN, IN ALL
| NSTANCES, | T MUST BE SHOMN BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
EVI DENCE.

AND SO THE COURT APPLI ES THAT LAW TO WHAT
THE EVI DENCE SHOMED IN THI'S CASE. AND TO TAKE
V. BEEEEEEEE S ARGUVENT AS A FRAVEWORK, THE COURT
ADDRESSES THE EVI DENCE. AND THERE WAS OTHER EVI DENCE
THAT | WLL REVI EWAND COMMENT ON THAT WAS NOT ARGUED AS
VIELL.

THE EVI DENCE THAT MS. DEEEEEEEE PRESENTED
SHOWED THAT SHE SUBJECTI VELY BELI EVED THAT SOVEONE WAS
TRYI NG TO CONTACT HER | THI NK THE STRONGEST MOST
PERSUASI VE EVI DENCE SHE PRESENTED WAS THAT SHE FELT AS |F
SOVEONE WAS FOLLOW NG HER.  SHE FELT AS | F SOVEONE WAS
SURVEI LLI NG HER ~ SHE FELT AS | F HER SPACE AND HER SAFETY
WERE JEOPARDI ZED. WHETHER SHE FELT THAT SHE WAS | N FEAR
OF SERI OUS HARM OR SAFETY WAS NOT AS PERSUASI VE.

THE CONNECT UP WTH MR OLSON IS THE, |F YOU
WLL, A WORD THAT WE USE | N THE LAW"GRAVAMEN' OR THE
MAI N SUBSTANCE OF WHAT THE PETI TI ONER V5. s MUST
SHOW BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE.  AND THERE W\ERE
UNI DENTI FI ED MEN | N BLACK AT THE CAFE ACROSS THE STREET,
AT THE CONDO COMPLEX WHO WERE NEVER | DENTI FI ED, WHO W\ERE
NOT CORROBORATED BY THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE.

THERE WERE STATEMENTS MADE THAT PECPLE VERE
SURVEI LLI NG HER BY TAKI NG HER Pl CTURE, BY WATCH NG HER
MOVEMENTS AT THE PUBLI C PLACE, THE CAFE, BUT THERE WAS
| NSUFFI CI ENT EVI DENCE UNDER THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
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STANDARD TO CONNECT ANY OF THESE UNKNOWN, UNNANMED
| NDI VI DUALS TOMRD CONDUCT THAT MR CLSON ENGAGED
DI RECTLY OR | NDI RECTLY THROUGH OTHERS TO PROVE HARASSNMVENT
OR SURVEI LLANCE OR FOLLOW NG OR STALKI NG

THE CONDUCT OF THE PECPLE WHO WERE CAPTURED
ON VI DEO AT THE COVPLEX ElI THER | N THE BACK WALKWAY AREA
VHERE THERE WERE MORE THAN ONE ENTRANCES TO UNI TS
ADJACENT TO THE EMPTY LOT, THE | NDI VI DUALS SHOMN ON THAT
VI DEO AND THE VI DEO CF THE COURTYARD AREA SEEM NGY
| DENTI FYI NG THE SAME | NDI VI DUALS, THOSE WERE NOT SHOM BY
CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE TO BE PERSONS WHO WERE
El THER DI RECTLY OR I NDI RECTLY H RED BY MR OLSON TO
SURVEI L, HARASS, OR CREATE EMOTI ONAL DI STRESS AGAI NST
VE.

IN FACT, THHS IS VWHY | EMPHASI ZE THE
LEGQ TI MATE PURPCSE LANGUAGE. THERE WAS SUFFI Cl ENT CLEAR
AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE THAT THESE PERSONS WERE THERE FOR
A LEG TI MATE PURPCSE VWH CH WAS TO REVI EW THE PROPERTY I N
THE BASEMENT OQUT OF CAMERA VI EW AND ON THE AREAS UNDER
THE HOUSE WHERE THE VI DEO CAPTURED THEM LOCKI NG TO
| NVESTI GATE THE FEASI BI LI TY OF CONSTRUCTI NG A BU LDI NG ON
THE ADJACENT EMPTY LOT. THI'S WAS A LEAQ TI MATE PURPCSE.

THERE WAS SUFFI Cl ENT, CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
EVI DENCE THAT THERE WAS PRI OR NOTI CE TO THE ONWNERS COF THE
UNI TS THAT THESE PEOPLE WOULD BE COM NG THERE AND THAT
THEY WOULD BE CONDUCTING THIS SITE VISIT. THEY D D SERVE
A LEG TI MATE PURPCSE. | T°'S NOT HARASSING. | T DI D NOT
MEET THE BURDEN COF PROOF | N SHON NG CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG

COPYI NG RESTRI CTED PURSUANT TO GOV' T CODE SECTI ON 69954( D)

RJN 221



© 00 N O 0o b~ W N PP

N NN NN NN NDNP P P P P P P PP e
W N o 0N W NP O © 0N O oM W N P O

37

EVI DENCE OF HARASSMENT, SURVEI LLANCE AGAI NST
VE.

SO VH LE SHE MAY HAVE FELT THAT THESE
PERSONS WERE RUMVAG NG THROUGH HER BELONG NGS, THE
EVI DENCE DI D NOT SHOW THAT BY CLEAR ASK CONVI NCI NG
EVI DENCE.

MR FOTSO S PRESENCE CAN ALSO BE EXPLAI NED
AS PERHAPS ALARM NG THESE | NDI VI DUALS WHO DI D NOT
RECOGNI ZE H M AS A RESI DENT OF THE PREM SES.
NEVERTHELESS, HE WAS APPROPRI ATELY CHECKI NG QUT THE
SI TUATION. BUT I T DOES NOT SHOW THAT | T WAS HARASSNVENT
PLACING MS. I ' N REASONABLE FEAR FOR HER SAFETY.

THE ATTEMPTED BREAK- I NS AT MS. I S
RESI DENCE THROUGH THE W NDOW THROUGH THE DOOR.  AGAIN, |
FOUND THAT THE EVI DENCE DI D SHON THAT THERE WAS DAMAGE TO
THE WNDOW MR ROITH, THE HANDYMAN, TESTI FI ED TO THAT.
THAT WAS CONVI NCI NG  THAT WAS CLEAR. THAT WAS
UNCORROBORATED, THAT 1S, NO ONE ELSE CHALLENGED THAT. SO
| FOUND THAT TO BE CREDI BLE, RELI ABLE.

BUT, AGAI N, THERE WAS | NSUFFI CI ENT EVI DENCE
BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCl NG EVI DENCE THAT MR (OLSON WAS
RESPONSI BLE FOR THE DAMAGE TO THE W NDOW THE DOOR, THE
LATCH, ANY ALLEGED OR ATTEMPTED BREAK-I NS. THERE WAS
SOVE EVI DENCE RECEI VED DURI NG TH S HEARI NG THAT THERE HAD
BEEN PEOPLE WHO HAD TRI ED TO BREAK | NTO UNI TS AT THE
COVWPLEX. AND SO THERE COULD BE ANOTHER EXPLANATI ON FOR
THAT. THERE WAS | NSUFFI CI ENT EVIDENCE TO LINK I T UP WTH
MR, OLSON BY THE STANDARD OF CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
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EVI DENCE.

THE TEMPORARY RENTER AND THE PRESENCE OF
MR FOTSO IN V5. S’ S UNI T DOES NOT RISE TO THE
LEVEL OF PEOPLE WHO WERE THERE TO HARASS OR SURVEI L
MS. BEEEEEEEE. THEI R PRESENCE, THAT IS, THE PRESENCE OF
THI S TEMPORARY RENTER AND MR FOTSO THEMBELVES ARE THE
SUBJECT OF A DI SPUTE IN THE CIVIL COURT WHICH | S THE
AUTHOR! ZED USE OF THE pummmmmmm UNI T FOR RENTERS. THAT IS
A PO NT OF LEGAL DI SPUTE | N THE WEST DI STRICT CVIL CASES
THAT ARE STILL PENDING THEI R PRESENCE DOES NOT LEND
| TSELF BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE TO A CONCLUSI ON
THAT THERE WAS SURVEI LLANCE OR OBSERVATI ON OF
V5. EEEEEEEEE BE! NG CONDUCTED.

THE EVI DENCE ABOUT MR M RAMONTES BEI NG AT
THE PREM SES AND MR OLSON BECOM NG ANGRY AT HI M DOES NOT
AMOUNT TO HARASSMENT. | T ALSO RELATES TO THE 2015 EVENTS
WH CH WERE RESOLVED BY THE PARTI ES SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT.
AND | T WAS ALSO SHOWN BY THE COURT TO BE REFLECTI VE OF AN
ADVERSE CREDI BI LI TY OF VS. pummmmmmm \WEN SHE ALMOST USED
THE EXACT SAVE LANGUAGE | N THE | NSTANT APPLI CATI ON THAT
SHE USED | N HER 2015 APPLI CATI ON, AN ATTEMPT TO
RE- LI TI GATE THOSE | SSUES WHI CH WERE RESOLVED,

SHE MAY HAVE FELT THAT SHE WAS UNDER
SURVEI LLANCE. SHE MAY HAVE FELT EMOTI ONAL UPSET BECAUSE
OF EVENTS. BUT IT'S ALSO EXPLAI NED TO THI'S COURT FROM
THE EVI DENCE BY THE ONGOI NG, VERY CONTENTI OUS Cl VI L
LI TI GATI ON | N\VOLVI NG THE PARTI ES' UNDERLYI NG CLAI M5 | N
ClVIL COURT AND BEFORE THE FAI R EMPLOYMENT AND HOUSI NG

COPYI NG RESTRI CTED PURSUANT TO GOV' T CODE SECTI ON 69954( D)

RJN 223



© 00 N O 0o b~ W N PP

N NN NN NN NDNP P P P P P P PP e
W N o 0N W NP O © 0N O oM W N P O

39

BOARD.

THESE THI NGS ARE VERY EMOTI ONAL TO THE
PARTI ES. THEY ARE HOTLY CONTESTED IN THE Cl VIL COURTS.
THEY ARE PERHAPS EVEN RELATED TO THE CONDUCT OF THI S
LITIGATION. BUT TH S | S WVHERE THE ALLEGED FEELI NG OF
| NSECURI TY COMVES FROM BY THE EVI DENCE THAT THE COURT
ASSESSES, BY THAT LI TI GATI ON PROCESS AND NOT BY THE
ACTIONS OF MR OLSON BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE,
NOT BY MR OLSON DI RECTLY, NOT BY MR (OLSON | NDI RECTLY.

SO THE COURT DCES NOT APPLY A STANDARD OF
VWHETHER THESE ARE HALF TRUTHS OR | NFERENCES. THE COURT
REQUI RES THAT THERE BE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE AS
THE STATUTE DCES. AND MS. pEEEEEE D D NOI' MEET THAT
BURDEN OF PROCF.

SHE WAS ASKED DURI NG HER TESTI MONY THE AREAS
OR THE REASONS FOR THE | NSTANT RESTRAI NI NG ORDER REQUEST.
AND SHE TESTI FI ED THAT SHE HAS BEEN FOLLOWED BY THI RD
PARTI ES, THAT SHE BELI EVED MR COLSON H RED THEM

AGAI N, |'VE ALREADY STATED THAT | FI ND
| NSUFFI CI ENT EVI DENCE BY THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG
EVI DENCE STANDARD THAT THESE PERSONS WERE UN DENTI FI ED.
MR MORENO, THE PERSON WHO THE PETI TI ONER, NS5,
HAD THE ABILITY TO BRING TO COURT AND DI D EFFECTI VELY
SERVE A SUBPCENA ON AND WHO DI D NOI' SHOWUP. THIS IS A
W TNESS I N HER CONTROL. SHE HAD THE ABILITY TO PRCDUCE
THE STRONGER EVI DENCE AND DI D NOT. AND MR MORENO DI D
NOT MAKE HI MSELF AVAI LABLE FOR CROSS- EXAM NATI ON OR TEST
OF H S DECLARATI ONS.
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SOHS EVIDENCE IN THE FORM OF H' S
DECLARATI ONS, WH CH THE COURT RECEI VED OVER CBJECTI ON,
WAS VI EWED W TH DI STRUST.

FURTHER WHEN | GO TO THOSE MORENO
DECLARATI ONS, THE STATEMENTS ABOUT PECPLE FOLLOW NG THAT
MR MORENO OBSERVED ALSO CAN LOG CALLY BE CONCLUDED,
ALTHOUGH NOT SHOWN, LOd CALLY THAT MAYBE THEY WERE
FOLLON NG MR- MORENO FOR SOME REASON BECAUSE THEY
FOLLOWED HM TO HS HOUSE. THEY DID THINGS TO H S
PROPERTY. THEY FOLLONED H M ON THE STREETS AND H GHWAYS.
THEY THREATENED H M W TH A WEAPON.

AGAI N, THE COURT CANNOT YET TEST THE
VERACI TY OF THOSE STATEMENTS BECAUSE HE WASN T HERE TO BE
CROSS- EXAM NED BY THEM SO THEY WERE UNRELI ABLE AND
UNSUBSTANTI ATED, AND THEY FAIL TO MEET THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE STANDARD.

AND SO VI EWED TOCGETHER, THE COURT DCES NOT
FI'ND SUFFI CI ENT EVI DENCE TO MS. ' S Fl RST
CONTENTI ON FOR THI' S RESTRAI NI NG ORDER REQUEST THAT PECPLE
VERE FOLLOWN NG HER. | T DOES NOT MEET THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG STANDARD. SHE NEXT STATED THAT SHE FILED THI' S
RESTRAI NI NG ORDER REQUEST BECAUSE MR OLSON DI SPARAGED
HER. AND WHEN THAT WAS DELVED | NTO MORE, | T WAS VERY
RECENT IN TI ME THAT THERE WERE DI SCUSSI ONS AND DI ALOGUE
THAT SHE FOUND UPSETTI NG OR THAT UPSET HER EMOTI ONAL
CALM

BUT, AGAIN, THE COURT NOTES THAT I'T WAS FOR
A LEG TI MATE PURPCSE THAT THI S DI ALOGUE HAPPENED.
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THERE' S AN ONGOI NG DI SPUTE ABOUT HOVEOWNER ASSOCI ATI ON
AND CC&R VI OLATIONS. THI'S COURT |'S NOT HERE TO SAY
WHETHER THOSE ARE TRUE OR NOT. THAT |'S ENTI RELY THE
PROVI NCE AND THE SCOPE OF THE ClVIL ACTI ONS PENDI NG

BUT THERE WAS EVI DENCE THAT THERE WERE
STATEMENTS MADE TO V5. pEEEEEEE AT RECENT BOARD MEETI NGS
AS RECENTLY AS TWD MONTHS AGO ABOUT PEOPLE WHO WERE NOT
ON THE PROPERTY THAT -- PEOPLE WHO WERE ON THE PROPERTY
THAT DI D NOT BELONG THERE, EI THER UNKNOAN OR UNCONNECTED
TO V5. S OR RENTI NG HER UNI T ALLEGEDLY -- AND |'M
NOT SAYING I T'S TRUE OR NOT TRUE -- ALLEGEDLY IN
VI OLATION OF THE CC&R' S. AND THAT THERE WERE LEG TI MATE
REASONS FOR DI SCUSSI ONS AT BOARD MEETI NGS AND | N LETTERS
AND | N LEGAL CORRESPONDENCE THAT MS. pESSSSmmm M GHT BE
VI OLATI NG THOSE AGREEMENTS, THOSE CONTRACTS.

THI'S WAS NOT A VI OLATI ON OF THE SO CALLED
MEDI ATI ON AGREEMENT THAT THE PARTI ES ENTERED | NTO | N
DECEMBER, 2015, BECAUSE THESE COVMUNI CATI ONS ABOUT THE
SAFETY AND SECURI TY OF THE PROPERTY ARE LEG TI MATE
PURPOSES, ARE APPROPRI ATE PURPCSES, AND WERE NOT DESI GNED
TO SPECI FI CALLY TARGET V5. IS

IN FACT, THE FACT THAT CAMERAS ARE POSTED AT
AREAS OTHER THAN HER PROPERTY AND AROUND THE BUI LDI NG
SHOW THE LEG TI MATE PURPOSE OF THOSE CAMERAS: TO RECORD
THE PROPERTY, TO MAKE SURE THAT PECPLE AREN T THERE WHO
DON' T BELONG THERE. LEG TI MATE PURPCSES.  SAFETY
CONCERNS.  AND NOT SHOWN BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE
TO BE El THER DI SPARAG NG TOMARDS MS. pmmmmmmm OR
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VI OLATI VE OF HER PEACEFUL, LAWUL ENJOYMENT OF HER
PROPERTY.

THEY WERE NOT HARASSMENT. THEY WERE NOT
CREDI BLE THREATS OF VI OLENCE. AND THEY DI D NOT SHOW A
PATTERN OF COURSE OF CONDUCT.

THE COURT NOTES THAT | T WAS THE BURDEN OF
M. EEEEEEEEE TO SHOW THAT THE VI DEO WAS ALTERED. NO ONE
COULD EXPLAI N WHY THERE WAS A FREEZE OF THE VIDEO THE
COURT' S OBSERVATI ON OF THE VI DEO ALSO SHOWED THAT AT SOVE
PO NTS | T MOVED | N FEWER FRAVES PER SECOND THAN REALTI ME
AND | N OTHER | NSTANCES MOVED | N REALTI ME. SO THESE
| RREGULARI TI ES I N THE VI DEO AS SHOWN TO THE COURT WAS NOT
EXPLAI NED BY ANYONE AS TO WHY THAT WAS THE CASE. AND FOR
BOTH PARTI ES, THE BURDEN TO SHOW THAT |'S ON THE PERSON
WHO CLAI M5 | RREGULARI TY | N THAT VI DEO

THE VI DEO WAS TAKEN FOR WHAT I T WAS. I T
SHOWED THE PECPLE | NVESTI GATI NG THE CONSTRUCTION. | T
DIDN T SHON ANYTHI NG ELSE. EXHI BI T 27 SHOWED Pl CTURES,
STILL PI CTURES OF PERSONS AT THE PREM SES WHO WERE THERE
TO I NVESTI GATE. | T DI D NOT SHOW PECPLE SURVEI LLI NG,
HARASSI NG OR GO NG THROUGH THE S PERSONAL
CONTENTS BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE. THEREFORE, | T
FAI LS TO MEET THAT BURDEN.

SO TO HAVE DI SCUSSI ONS ABOUT THEM THAT
M. BEEEEEEEE MAY HAVE FOUND TO BE WHAT SHE FELT
DI SPARAG NG | S NOT SUFFI Cl ENTLY SHOWN BY THE EVI DENCE.

SHE ALSO STATED THAT THERE WAS A THREAT TO
HER | N MARCH OF 2017 TO DROP HER CIVIL LAWBUI T OR THAT
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HARM WOULD COVE TO HER. AND SHE STATED THAT TH S WAS
STATED TO HER BY ATTORNEY LE WHO WAS PRESENT THROUGHOUT
THE CASE. AND IT WASN T UNTI L THE END CF THE CASE THAT
HE WAS CALLED AS A WTNESS. THE COURT NOTES THAT THESE
ALLEGATI ONS WERE NOT I N ANY OF THE PAPERS OF
M5. BB A\D VR LE HAD THE BENEFI T, EVEN THOUGH
THE COURT HAD A W TNESS EXCLUS|I ON ORDER THROUGHOUT THESE
HEARI NGS, OF WATCHI NG THE TESTI MONY, OF WATCHI NG THE
VI DECS. AND THEN AT THE END OF THE PRESENTATION, | T WAS
A THROW I N THAT MR. LE ALSO MADE A THREAT ON THE LI FE CF
VE.

AND THI S WAS | NTERESTI NG BECAUSE THI S WAS
THE MOST SUCCI NCT, CLEAR EVI DENCE OF A THREAT TO THE
SAFETY OF M. B AND I T WASN T STATED I N ANY FORM
UNTI L ALMOST THE CONCLUSI ON OF TH S HEARI NG THAT CAUSES
TH S COURT TO TREAT I T WTH A GREAT DEAL OF SKEPTI Cl SM

EVI DENCE CODE 412 AND 413 ALLOW THE COURT TO
DRAW | NFERENCES COR CONCLUSI ONS. | F YOU HAVE STRONGER
EVIDENCE AND DON'T PRODUCE IT AND IT'S WTH N YOUR POAER
TO PRODUCE | T, THE COURT CAN VI EW THE PRESENTATI ON OF
THAT EVI DENCE W TH DI STRUST. THE COURT VI EWED THE LE
EVI DENCE OF HS ALLEGED THREAT W TH DI STRUST. AND |
FOUND THAT DI D NOT MEET THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE
STANDARD.

THE SAME THI NG WTH THE MEN | N BLACK
| DENTI TY AND THE MORENO EVI DENCE FROM HI S DECLARATI ONS.
I TS MORE PERSUASIVE. | T°'S MORE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG | F
THOSE PEOPLE ARE | DENTIFIED, |F THE 14 MONTHS OF DELAY
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FROM THE FILING UNTIL TH S HEARI NG PRODUCED SOVE
PRESENTATI ON OF | NDI VI DUALS WHO ARE | DENTI FI ED AS THE
SO CALLED MEN | N BLACK.

THE | NABI LI TY, THE FAI LURE TO DO THAT CAUSES
THE COURT TO TREAT THAT EVI DENCE W TH SKEPTI CI SM W TH A
DEGREE OF LACK OF CREDIBILITY SUCH THAT | T DOES NOT
SUPPORT THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE STANDARD THAT
VE. NS MUST MEET.

I N THE RESPONDENT' S CLOSI NG ARGUVENT,
MR OLSON S ATTORNEY' S CLOSI NG ARGUVENT, ADDI Tl ONAL
FACTS, ADDI TI ONAL EVI DENCE WAS PO NTED OUT AS FURTHER
| NSTRUCTI VE TOMARD THE COURT CONCLUSI ON THAT THE BURDEN
OF PROOF WAS NOT MET.

AND THE LOCKBOX WAS ONE OF THOSE Pl ECES OF
EVIDENCE. AGAIN, THE COURT DI D NOT ENTI RELY UNDERSTAND
WHY | WAS HEARI NG ABOUT THE LOCKBOX. CERTAINLY I|F
SOVEONE DI RECTLY OR | NDI RECTLY CAUSES DESTRUCTI ON OF
PROPERTY TO A PERSON WHEN THERE 1S NO LEG TI MATE PURPOSE
FOR SAME, THAT CAN BE HARASSMENT. THAT CAN BE GROUNDS
FOR ONE FEELI NG THAT THEY ARE | N REASONABLE THREAT FOR
THEI R SAFETY, THAT IT'S A COURSE OF CONDUCT DESI GNED TO
| NTI M DATE, THREATEN, OR HARASS. AND | T DOESN T SERVE A
LEG Tl MATE PURPCSE.

HOANEVER, IN TH S CASE, THE EVI DENCE WAS MORE
PERSUASI VE THAT THE PRESENCE OF THE LOCKBOX WAS DUE TO
THE HOVEOAKER | SSUE DI SPUTES THAT ARE BEI NG LI TI GATED I N
THE WEST DISTRICT CIVIL CASES. THE USE OF KEYS TO THE
PREM SES BY Al RBNB RENTERS OR CUSTOMERS, |F YOU WLL, THE
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SECURI TY PROBLEMS THAT THAT CAUSES. MR FOTSO S CREDI BLY
TESTI FI ED THAT THI S OTHER RENTER, WHETHER HE WAS A RENTER
OR Al RBNB CUSTOMER, WAS GOl NG THROUGH HI 'S STUFF.
| NADVERTENTLY CAME | NTO HI'S ROOM ONE DAY. THESE ARE
LEG TI MATE CONCERNS, SECURI TY CONCERNS.

AND THERE WAS TESTI MONY THEN FROM MS. MONROY
THAT THE BOX WAS REMOVED TO CARRY OUT THE LEG TI MATE
PURPOSE OF ADDRESSING I T IN THE CIVIL ACTION.  WHETHER | T
ULTI MATELY WAS APPROPRI ATE TO DO THAT OR NOT IS NOT FOR
TH'S COURT TO DECIDE. BUT WHEN | T COVES TO WHETHER THI S
WAS EVI DENCE OF HARASSMENT, THE COURT CONCLUDES THAT | T
WAS NOT BECAUSE | T DOES NOT FORM THE OOURSE OF CONDUCT,
DOES NOT FORM THE CREDI BLE THREAT OF VICLENCE. IT
RELATES TO THE ClVIL CASES AND SHOULD BE ADDRESSED | N THE
Cl VI L CASES.

| WAS CONCERNED ABOUT MR FOTSO S
CREDIBILITY. HE IS A VERY GENUI NE, STRAI GHTFORWARD,
PLAI N SPEAKI NG PERSON WHO TESTI FI ED CREDI BLY ABOUT
MATTERS THAT WOULD OTHERW SE NOT SUPPORT MS. .
H S PRESENCE AS OCCUPANT OF THE UNI T WHEN HE MAY NOT HAVE
BEEN AUTHORI ZED. H'S PRESENCE TO CHECK OUT WHY PECPLE
WHO AREN T USUALLY AT THE PREM SES ARE THERE. THAT IS
TOTALLY LEG TIMATE. AND | FOUND H M TO BE CREDI BLE AND
RELI ABLE THERE.

BUT | WAS CONCERNED THAT HE ALSO SAI D THAT
HE HAD BEEN THE SUBJECT OF SURVEI LLANCE AND FOLLOW NG
FROM H' S FORVER WFE. ALTHOUGH HE SAI D ON THE W TNESS
STAND THAT' S NOW CONCLUDED, THERE |'S ALSO AN EXPLANATI ON
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FOR WHAT HE OBSERVED POSS| BLE THAT THOSE PECPLE WHO ARE
SUPPCSEDLY SURVEI LLI NG AROUND OR LOOKI NG AT HI M ARE
LOOKI NG AT H'M AND NOT V5. pESSEEEEE. AND THAT CONNECTI ON
TO MR OLSON El THER DI RECTLY OR | NDI RECTLY WAS NOT
SUFFI O ENTLY PROVEN BY MR FOTSO THROUGH CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE.

IN ALL, THE COURT IS AT A PLACE IN VI EW NG
V. S S EVI DENCE | N APPLYI NG THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG STANDARD TO HER CASE. | DON T USE THE
HYPERBOLE OF CONSPI RACY OR PARANOIA. | THI NK SHE FEELS
AND | WAS CREDI BLY PERSUADED THAT SHE FEELS SOVEONE | S
WATCHI NG HER OR FOLLON NG HER. BUT THE EVI DENCE DOES NOT
CONNECT | T TO MR OLSON El THER DI RECTLY OR | NDI RECTLY.
| T DID NOT CORROBORATE. | T DID NOT MEET THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG STANDARD.

AND SO WHEN THE COURT ASSESSES
V5. EEEEEEEEE' S CASE, | T COMES TO THE FOLLOW NG
CONCLUSI ON' THAT SHE HAS NOT MET HER BURDEN OF PROCF BY
CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE; AND, THEREFORE,
M. DS S REQUEST FOR RESTRAI NI NG ORDERS AND A
PERVANENT CI VI L HARASSMVENT | NJUNCTI ON |'S DENI ED.

THE COURT NEXT TURNS TO MR OLSON S SEPARATE
BUT HEARD AT THE SAME TI ME REQUEST FOR A C VI L HARASSNVENT
RESTRAI NI NG ORDER. | AGREE WTH MR KENNEDY' S ARGUNMENT
THAT I T I'S MORE CONCI SELY BASED ON DI SCREET | NDI VI DUAL
ACTS SURROUNDI NG THE DAY THAT A PROCESS SERVER OR A
PERSON OVER THE AGE OF 18, BY MY VI EW OF THE VI DEQ
EXH BI T GG SHOWED WAS PRESENT TO DELI VER PAPERS RELATED
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TO THE | NSTANT Cl VI L HARASSMENT CASE.

MR OLSON VI DECED OR RECORDED FROM HI' S
TELEPHONE THE ENCOUNTER OR A PORTI ON OF THE ENCOUNTER.
AND THE COURT ALWAYS -- THE COURT HERE VI EWED, AS I T
USUALLY DCES, THESE TYPES OF VI DECS W TH SOVE DEGREE OF
SKEPTI CI SM  JERKY | MAGES. THE FACT THAT THERE S AN
EVENT THAT USUALLY OCCURS BEFORE THE VI DEO STARTS THAT
TRI GCGERS SOVEONE TO RECORD THE VI DEO. THAT TRI GGERI NG
EVENT |'S NOT RECORDED. AND THAT IS PART OF THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG STANDARD WHERE THERE' S A LI NE OF PEACE AND
QUI ET AND THEN ALL OF A SUDDEN AN QUTBURST. THERE S MORE
PERSUASI VE EVI DENCE THAT SOMETH NG HAS HAPPENED TOWARDS
HARASSMENT.

VHAT THE VIDEO DID SHOW EXH BIT GG | S THAT
A PERSON WALKED UP TO MR. OLSON AND HANDED H M PAPERS AND
LEGALLY AND PROPERLY AND PEACEFULLY SERVED H M W TH
PROCESS. THERE WAS A VERY BRI EF MOMENT AT THE DOORWAY
VHEN | T APPEARED THAT THI S THI RD PERSON CAME | NTO THE
PREM SES FOR A BRI EF MOVENT AND THEN STEPPED AVAY.

THERE | S EVI DENCE ON THAT VIDEO CF MR FOTSO
VWALKI NG TOMRD THE CAMERA AS |F IN A MANNER THAT WOULD
PERHAPS LEND | TSELF TOMRD MORE CONCERN I N MR OLSON FOR
H S SAFETY. BUT THE VI DEO DCES NOT' SHOW SUFFI Cl ENTLY BY
CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE THAT MR FOTSO CAME UP TO
MR OLSON AND DI D ANYTHI NG THAT WAS THREATEN NG
HARASSI NG OR WHI CH PLACED H M I N | MVEDI ATE FEAR FOR H S
SAFETY.

TO BE SURE, THE VI DEO ALSO SHOWNED
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M5. B FURTHER | N THE BACKGROUND WAVI NG HER ARM
TOMRDS THE CAMERA AS TO HAVE THOSE PERSONS WALK TOMRD
MR OLSON.  BUT I NSUFFI C ENT EVI DENCE OF ANYTHI NG OTHER
THAN V5. D TELLI NG THOSE TWO | NDI VI DUALS VWHO W\ERE
WTH HER TO SERVE THE PAPERS ON MR OLSON WH CH THE VI DEO
SHOWED AND VWHI CH THE EVI DENCE SHOWED MORE PERSUASI VELY
THAN NOT' WAS DONE | N A PEACEFUL, LAWUL NMANNER

THAT MR OLSON WAS UPSET BY THE PROCESS,
THAT HE HAD EMOTI ONAL DI STRESS OR FELT APPREHENSI ON OR
FEAR I N THOSE MOMENTS, | DO NOT DOUBT. | AM CERTAI N THAT
HAPPENED. AND HE WAS CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG TOMRD THAT
PERSUASI VE PROOF. BUT HE WAS NOT ABLE TO SHOW BY CLEAR
AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE THAT THERE WAS A CREDI BLE THREAT
OF VI OLENCE THAT SERVED NO LEG Tl MATE PURPGSE.

THERE WAS A LEQ TI MATE PURPCSE WHICH | S THE
SERVI CE OF PROCESS. |IT'S OFTEN DONE IN A VERY H GHLY
EMOTI ONAL MANNER. | T'S OFTEN DONE I N A MANNER VHI CH
UPSETS THE NORVAL CALM OF ONE'S EVERYDAY LIFE. AND THE
PURPOSE OF THAT IS SO | F THAT HAPPENS AND I T''S DONE AND
PECPLE GO BACK TO THEIR LIVES. AND IT IS EMOTI ONAL.  AND
THE COURT WAS PERSUADED THAT | S PROBABLY THE WAY
MR OLSON FELT. BUT IT DID NOT RISE TO THE LEVEL OF
BEI NG CREDI BLE THREAT OF VI OLENCE OR HARM TO H M NOR DI D
| T SERI QUSLY ANNOY HI M OR THAT | T CAUSED H M SEVERE OR
SUBSTANTI AL EMOTI ONAL DI STRESS.

THE SECOND PART OF THAT | NCI DENT WAS MORE
PROBLEMVATI C AND DI D COVE CLOSER TO THE CLEAR AND
CONVI NCI NG STANDARD WHI CH WAS THAT, AFTER MR OLSON AND
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MR ECONN LEFT THE PREM SES AND GOT | NTO THE CAR, AN
| NDI VI DUAL CAME UP TO A WNDOW OF THE CAR AND, W TH SQOVE
DEGREE OF FORCE, PLACED A PI ECE OF PAPER ON THE CAR
W NDOW WH CH BY SOME MEASURE STUCK ON THE W NDOW OR WAS
LODGED IN THE RUBBER MOLDI NG ARCUND THE W NDOW AND STAYED
ON THE W NDOW AS THE CAR DROVE AVAY CARRYI NG MR ECONN
AND MR OLSON

UPON STOPPI NG THE CAR AND RETRI EVI NG THE
PAPERS, THE EVI DENCE SHOWNED THAT | T REALLY HAD NO CONTENT
ON I T THAT WAS TOMRD SERVI CE OF PROCESS. THE COURT CAME
CLOSE TO BUT FINDS THAT THI S WAS NOT CAUSI NG MR- OLSON TO
BE SERI QUSLY ANNOYED, SERI QUSLY I N EMOTI ONAL DI STRESS TO
THE CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG STANDARD.

IT WAS A NU SANCE. |IT WAS A BOTHER  BUT HE
MOVED ON FROM THAT SI TUATI ON.  AND THERE' S BEEN NO OTHER
ACTIVITY OTHER THAN THAT VWH CH | DESCRI BED THAT FORMED
THE BASI S OF MR OLSON S REQUEST FOR C VI L HARASSMENT
RESTRAI NI NG CRDERS AND | NJUNCTI ON.  EXCEPT FOR THE EVENTS
ON THE DATE OF SERVI CE OF PROCESS WH CH NOT DONE
ARTFULLY, NOT DONE W TH PROFESSI ONALI SM  BUT NOT DONE TO
THE PLACE WHERE THAT SHOULD JUSTI FY A O VI L HARASSMVENT
RESTRAI NI NG OCRDER.

AS | SAY, WTH TH S RESTRAI NI NG CRDER THAT
MR OLSON FILED, HE S I NVOLVED | N WHAT COULD BE
DESCRI BED -- AGAIN, | ONLY USE My WORDS THAT DON T EVEN
COVE CLOSE TO APPROACH TO THE WAY THE PARTI ES AND
ATTORNEYS MAY FEEL ABOUT WHAT IS HAPPENING IN THE CI VI L
CASES. BUT IT'S A GREAT DEAL OF INCONVENIENCE. IT' S A
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GREAT DEAL OF RESOURCES AND TI ME AND FRUSTRATI ON AND
UPSET BEI NG EXPENDED TOMRD THAT C VIL LI TI GATION.  BUT
THE CONDUCT SURRCUNDI NG I T THAT MAKES THE BASI S OF THESE
REQUESTS DOES NOT' RI SE TO THE LEVEL OF PLACI NG THE
PARTI ES | N SEVERE OR SUBSTANTI AL EMOTI ONAL DI STRESS, FEAR
FOR | MVEDI ATE PHYSI CAL HARM SERI QUS HARASSMENT OR
ANNOYANCE.

THEY ARE THE STUFF OF YOUR DECI SION TO
ENGAGE THE G VIL LI TIGATION I N SUCH A MANNER THAT EVERY
TURN IS AN AFFRONT, THAT EVERY CONFLICT IS -- OR EVERY
DI SAGREEMENT IS A CONFLI CT THAT MERI TS SOVE ONE- UPNVANSHI P
IN THE PROCESS. I T JUST DCES NOT' WORK THAT WAY. I T S
LITIGATION. AND IT'S WHY | EMPHASI ZE THE CIVILITY OF
THI S PROCESS AND REWARD YOU FOR RESPECTI NG THAT CIVILITY
BECAUSE THAT IS WHAT YOU HAVE TO DO

VHEN YOU RE AT THE COVPLEX, YOU BOTH HAVE A
PEACEFUL RI GHT OF ENJOYMENT, A RIGHT OF COM NG AND GO NG
TO THOSE PREM SES.  AND | F YOU SEE ONE ANOTHER, YOUR JOB
IS TO TURN AND GO THE OTHER WAY OR DI VERT YOUR PATH, NOT
SAY A WORD, NOT' LOOK, NOT ENGAGE. BUT TO GO PEACEFULLY
AND LAWFULLY TO YOUR PLACE. AND WHATEVER QUTCOME YOUR
CVIL ACTIONS MAY HAVE, THAT IS THE QUTCOME. THAT IS
VWHAT YQU HAVE TO LI VE WTH.

PERSONS HAVE A RI GHT TO PEACEFULLY AND
LAWFULLY ENJOY THEI R PROPERTY AND ENJOY THEI R LI VES AND
MOVE ABOUT I N PUBLIC OR I N PRI VATE W THOUT ANY CONCERN
FOR BEI NG WATCHED. Cl VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG ORDERS
ARE DESI GNED TO ADDRESS THAT. BUT I T MJST BE DONE BY
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CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE.

AND SO ON MR OLSON S CASE, | ALSO FI ND THAT
HE DI D NOI MEET THAT BURDEN OF PROCF. SO THE COURT SHALL
DENY MR COLSON S REQUEST FOR Cl VI L HARASSMENT RESTRAI NI NG
ORDERS AS VELL.

SO BY CONCLUSI ON, BOTH PARTI ES HAVE NOT MET
THEI R BURDEN OF PROCF BY CLEAR AND CONVI NCI NG EVI DENCE.
AND BOTH RESTRAI NI NG ORDER REQUESTS ARE DENI ED.

THOSE ARE THE ORDERS OF THE COURT. THEY
WLL GO INTO THE M NUTES OF THE COURT. AND THE M NUTE
ORDER WLL BE MAILED TO EACH COUNSEL OF RECORD I N BOTH
CASES AND BECAUSE YOU NEED TO HAVE ALSO THAT LANGUAGE
REGARDI NG THE RELEASE OF THE MORENO BENCH WARRANT AS
VAELL.

THE COURT REPORTER HAS MADE A RECORD OF WY
FI NDI NGS STATED ON THE RECORD. THAT CONCLUDES THE CASE.
AGAIN, | THANK YOU. SO VWE ARE FINISHED. AND YOU RE OFF
TO C VI L CASES.

I ONLY SAY ONE LAST, |IF YOU WLL, FINAL WORD
TO YOQU BOTH AND ALL. AS | SAID, IT'S OF UTMOST
| MVPORTANCE THAT YOU RESPECT EACH OTHER FOR THE STRONG
POSI TI ONS THAT HAVE YOU ABOUT YOUR CIVIL CASE TO ALLOW
THE OTHER PERSON TO STATE H'S OR HER CLAIM OR CLAIMS I N
THAT COURT AND LET THAT TRI BUNAL DECI DE YOUR CASE W THOUT
THE EMOTI ON.  YOU MUST SEPARATE THAT FROM YOUR DAI LY
CONDUCT. YQU MUST SEPARATE THAT FROM YOUR MOVEMENTS.

YOU HAVE MORE | MPORTANT ENDEAVORS TO ENGAGE
| N THAT DESERVES YOUR ATTENTI ON AND YOUR PASSI ON AND THAT
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| S WHERE YOU SHOULD BE. UNDERSTAND THAT THESE ARE THE
DECI SI ONS ON THESE FACTS. AND THAT FURTHER CONDUCT ON
OTHER FACTS AND OTHER PROOF MAY HAVE A DI FFERENT RESULT.
BUT THESE MATTERS ARE NOW LI TI GATED TO FI NALI TY.

AND SO | HOPE YOU TAKE TO HEART THE COURT' S
STATEMENT ABOUT HOW TO CONDUCT YOURSELVES WTH CIVILITY
AND DI GNI TY AND DI STANCE. AND, AGAIN, THE COURT RENAI NS
AVAI LABLE | F EI THER ONE OR BOTH OF YOU DON T DO THAT ON
NEW FACTS, DI FFERENT FACTS.

THANK YOU. WE ARE I N RECESS. ORDER TO
RELEASE THE EXH BI TS TO BOTH PARTI ES.

( THE PROCEEDI NGS WERE CONCLUDED. )

COPYI NG RESTRI CTED PURSUANT TO GOV' T CODE SECTI ON 69954( D)

RJN 237
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Family Division
Van Nuys East Dept. -D

Vs
Olson, Curtis
November 19, 2018
8:30 AM
Honorable Michael J. Convey, Judge

Roxana Duron, Judicial Assistant Marlene Burris (#8424), Court Reporter
Adrian Zuniga, Deputy Sheriff

NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS: Petition - Civil Harassment filed by Petitioner on September 6, 2017

The following parties are present for the aforementioned proceeding:

I :<titione:

Curtis Olson, Respondent
Benjamin Kanani, Attorney for Petitioner
Eric Kennedy, Attorney for Respondent
Ryan A. Volt-Lowell, Attorney for Respondent
The matter is called for hearing.
The hearing resumes from November 16, 2018, with both parties and counsel present.
I B - d Curtis Olson present closing arguments.
The matter is now submitted.
The Court previously issued a bench warrant as Amado Moreno. The Bench Warrant previously issued but not
released because the requesting party failed to pay the fee to the Sheriff's Department, therefore, the bench

warrant and the bail set as to Amado Moreno is ordered recalled and quashed.

Having found no basis for the issuance of a permanent restraining order, the Court hereby denies Petitioner's
request. Any and all restraining orders are hereby dissolved.

Exhibits are ordered returned to respective parties in open court.

The case is ordered dismissed.

Clerk is to give notice.

CLERK'’S CERTIFICATE OF MAILING/
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

Minute Order Page 1 of 2
RJN 239



SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
Family Division
Van Nuys East Dept. - D

A
—— —
{ |
vs
Olson, Curtis

November 19, 2018
8:30 AM

I, Sherri R. Carter, Executive Officer/Clerk of the above-entitled court, do hereby certify that [ am not a party to
the cause herein, and that on this date I served the Notice of Entry of the above minute order of November 19,
2018 upon each party or counsel named below by placing the document for coilection and mailing so as to cause
it to be deposited in the United States Mail at the courthouse in Van Nuys, California, one copy of the original
filed/entered herein in a separate sealed envelope to each address as shown below with the postage thereon fully
prepaid, in accordance with standard court practices.

Dated: November 29, 2018 By: /s/ Roxana Duron
Roxana Duron, Deputy Clerk

BENJAMIN KANANI
8730 WILSHIRE BLVD., STE. 411
. BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90211

ERIC KENNEDY
1000 WILSHIRE BLVD., SUITE 1500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90017

Minute Order Page 2 of 2
RJN 240



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(CoDpE C1v. PROC., §§ 1013, subds. (c), (d) & (g), 1013a, subd. (2);
CAL. RULES OF COURT, rules 8.25(a), 8.29,
8.70-8.79, 8.212(c)(1)(3) & 8.520(f)(7); CAL. SUPREME COURT,
RULES REGARDING ELECTRONIC FILING,
rule 2 [as amended Mar. 18, 2020])

STATE OF CALIFORNIA }
} ss.
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES }

My name is Robert C. Little. My business address is Buchalter,
A Professional Corporation, 1000 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500,
Los Angeles, California 90017-1730. My electronic service
address is <rlittle@buchalter.com>. I am an active member of the
State Bar of California. I am not a party to the cause.

On October 27, 2021, at Los Angeles, California, I served the
foregoing document entitled REDACTED COURT
RECORDS OF WHICH JUDICIAL NOTICE IS
REQUESTED, VOLUME 1 OF 1, RJN 002-240 on each
interested party in this action, as indicated on the attached
Service List, as follows:

PLEASE SEE ATTACHED SERVICE LIST

BY TRUEFILING: I caused to be uploaded a true and
correct copy of the document, in Portable Document Format
(.pdf), through the Supreme Court of California’s electronic filing
system (EFS) operated by ImageSoft TrueFiling (TrueFiling)
under Cal. Rules of Court, rules 8.70 to 8.79, and I selected
service of the document on the parties through the EFS system.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State
of California that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on
October 27, 2021, at Los Angeles, in the County of Los Angeles,
State of California.

/sl Robert C. Little
Robert C. Little



mailto:rlittle@buchalter.com

SERVICE LIST

SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA
Ne S258498

CALIFORNIA COURT OF APPEAL
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT, DIVISION EIGHT
No B286105

LOS ANGELES COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT
No SC126806

By TrueFiling

Mr. Jorge E. Navarrete, Supreme Court of the
Clerk/Executive Officer State of California
SUPREME COURT OF CALIFORNIA

RONALD M. GEORGE STATE OFFICE

COMPLEX, THE EARL WARREN BUILDING

350 McAllister Street, Room 1295

San Francisco, California 94102-4738

(415) 865-7000

By TrueFiling

Paul Kujawsky, Esq. Co-Counsel for Plaintiff,
LAW OFFICES OF PAUL KUJAWSKY Cross-Defendant, Respondent,
5252 Corteen Place, Apartment No. 35 and Petitioner

Studio City, California 91607-4225 JANE DOE

(818) 389-5854

EMAIL <pkujawsky@caappeals.com>

By TrueFiling

Mitchell Keiter, Esq. Co-Counsel for Plaintiff,
KEITER APPELLATE LAW Cross-Defendant, Respondent,
THE BEVERLY HILLS LAW BUILDING and Petitioner

424 South Beverly Drive JANE DOE

Beverly Hills, California 90212
(310) 553-8533 | FAX (310) 203-9853
EMAIL <mitchell.keiter@gmail.com>



SERVICE LIST

(CONTINUED)

By TrueFiling

Jean-Claude André, Esq.

BRYAN CAVE

LEIGHTON PAISNER LLP

120 Broadway, Suite 300

Santa Monica, California 90401-2386
(310) 576-2148 | FAX (310) 260-4148
EMAIL <jcandre@bclplaw.com>

By TrueFiling

Eric Michael Kennedy, Esq.

Robert Collings Little, Esq.
BUCHALTER

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
1000 Wilshire Blvd, Suite 1500

Los Angeles, California 90017-1730
(213) 891-0700| FAX (213) 891-6000
EMAIL <ekennedy@buchalter.com>,
<rlittle@buchalter.com>

By TrueFiling

Robert M. Dato, Esq.

Paul Augusto Alarcon, Esq.
BUCHALTER

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
18400 Von Karman Avenue, Suite 800
Irvine, California 92612-0514

(949) 224-6298 | FAX (949) 720-0182
EMAIL <rdato@buchalter.com>,
<palarcon@buchalter.com>

Co-Counsel for Plaintiff,
Cross-Defendant,
Respondent, and Petitioner

JANE DOE

Co-Counsel for Defendant,
Cross-Complainant, and

Appellant
CURTIS OLSON

Co-Counsel for Defendant,
Cross-Complainant, and

Appellant
CURTIS OLSON



SERVICE LIST

(CONTINUED)

By TrueFiling

Alexis Susan Coll, Esq.

GOODWIN PROCTER LLP

601 Marshall Street

Redwood City, California 94063-1621
(650) 752-3234 | FAX (650) 853-1038
EMAIL <acollvery@goodwinlaw.com>

By TrueFiling

Arati Vasan, Esq.

Jennafer Dorfman Wagner, Esq.
Erin Canfield Smith, Esq.
FAMILY VIOLENCE
APPELLATE PROJECT

449 15th Street, Suite 104
Oakland, California 94612-2827
(510) 858-7358 | FAX (866) 920-3889
EMAIL <avasan@fvaplaw.org>,
<jwagner@fvaplaw.org>,
<esmith@fvaplaw.org>

By TrueFiling

Amy Christine Poyer, Esq.
CALIFORNIA WOMEN’S

LAW CENTER

360 North Sepulveda Boulevard,
Suite 2070

El Segundo, California 90245-4429
EMAIL <amy.poyer@cwlc.org>

Co-Counsel for

Amici Curiae

FAMILY VIOLENCE
APPELLATE PROJECT;
CALIFORNIA
WOMEN’S LAW
CENTER, et al.

Co-Counsel for

Amici Curiae

FAMILY VIOLENCE
APPELLATE PROJECT

Co-Counsel for
Amici Curiae
CALIFORNIA
WOMEN’S LAW
CENTER



SERVICE LIST

(CONTINUED)
By TrueFiling
Aimee J. Zeltzer, Esq. Attorneys for Amici Curiae
LAW OFFICES OF JOHN K. MITCHELL;
AIMEE J. ZELTZER and JACK R. GOETZ

P.O. Box 3172

Los Angeles, California 90021-3172
(310) 845-6406

EMAIL <zeltzerlaw@gmail.com>



Supreme Court of California

Jorge E. Navarrete, Clerk and Executive Officer of the Court

Electronically FILED on 10/27/2021 by Robert Toy, Deputy Clerk
PROOF OF SERVICE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Supreme Court of California STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Supreme Court of California

Case Name: JANE DOE v.
OLSON

Case Number: S258498
Lower Court Case Number: B286105

1. At the time of service I was at least 18 years of age and not a party to this legal action.
2. My email address used to e-serve: rlittle@buchalter.com
3. I'served by email a copy of the following document(s) indicated below:

Title(s) of papers e-served:

Filing Type Document Title
BRIEF S258498 AnswerAmicusBriefs Olson
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE S258498 RenewedRIN Olson
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS S258498 RIN_ RedactedCourtRecords Olson
Service Recipients:
Person Served Email Address Type Date / Time
Paul Kujawsky pkujawsky@caappeals.com |e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Law Offices of Paul Kujawsky Serve [PM
110795
Jean-Claude Andre jcandre@bclplaw.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Bryan Cave Leighton Paisner Serve [PM
150628
Robert Dato rdato@buchalter.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Buchalter, A Professional Corporation Serve |PM
110408
Alexis Coll ACollVery@goodwinlaw.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Goodwin Procter LLP Serve [PM
212735
Amy Poyer amy.poyer@cwlc.org e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
California Women's Law Center Serve |PM
277315
Eric Kennedy ekennedy@buchalter.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Buchalter, A Professional Corporation Serve |PM
228393
Paul Alarcon palarcon@buchalter.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Buchalter Serve |PM
275036
Aimee Zeltzer Zeltzerlaw(@gmail.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Law Offices of Aimee J. Zeltzer Serve [PM
309461
Mitchell Keiter Mitchell.Keiter@gmail.com [e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Keiter Appellate Law Serve [PM




156755

Arati Vasan avasan@fvaplaw.org e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16

Family Violence Appellate Project Serve [PM

255098

Robert Little rlittle@buchalter.com e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16

Buchalter Serve |PM

182396

Frederick Bennett fbennett@lacourt.org e- 10/27/2021 3:32:16
Serve |PM

47455

This proof of service was automatically created, submitted and signed on my behalf through my agreements with

TrueFiling and its contents are true to the best of my information, knowledge, and belief.

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

10/27/2021

Date

/s/Robert Collings Little

Signature

Little, Robert Collings (182396)

Last Name, First Name (PNum)

Buchalter, A Professional Corporation

Law Firm
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