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STEPHEN J. JARED
517 N. Emerald Drive

Orange, CA 92868
(714) 534-4569

Defendant IN PR PER

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE
CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER
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PALLORIUM, INC., a Texas Corporation,
Plaintiff,

L —
[ —

CASE NO. 03CC09250

Judge David R. Chaffee
Dept. C25
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V.

STEPHEN J. JARED, also known as JOE
JARED, individually, and doing business as
OSIRUSOFT RESEARCH AND
ENGINEERING and OSIRUSOFT; and
DOES 1 to 50, inclusive,
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DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO
SPECIAL INTERROGATORIES

(SET ONE)
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Defendants.
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PROPOUNDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF PALLORIUM, INC.
RESPONDING PARTY: DEFENDANT STEPHEN J. JARED
SET NO.: ONE

RESPONSE TO SPECI 0.1
Responding Party was not notified, nor does Responding Party have any records to
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| indicate that peoplefinder.net was a problem, nor does Responding Party have any reference to

b
LA

relays.osirusoft.com’s last zone file. Perhaps if an actual IP address was provided, Responding

[
M

Party could provide more information. Responding Party requested this information be provided

[
o

on several occasions.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO, 2
2) No internal document suggested any reference to peoplefinder.net. If Responding Party
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DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)
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was provided an IP address, as requested on previous occasion from Plaintiff, Responding Party
might be able to answer this interrogatory.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INT OGATORY NO. 3

There was no such assertion, nor was there any reference to peoplefinder.net in any

internal document.

RESPFONSE TO SPECIAL GATO . d

Responding Party’s filtering system for mail works with IP addresses, not domains.
There are occasional references to domains, but no such reference exists. Was peoplefinder.net
ever ih Responding Party’s local filters?

RESPONSHE 1O SPROCIAL INTERR ATUIRY W

Responding Party has no information about Pallorium’s disclosed domains. Responding

Party’s filter are IP address based. Again, if provided with an IP address, Responding Party

might be able to determune the information.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 6

Again, Responding Party has no information about Pallorium’s domains.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO, 7

Again, Responding Party has no information about Pallorium’s domains.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 8

S

Again, Responding Party has no information about Pallorium’s domains.

RESPONS

Rﬂépnnding Party does not see the relevance of this question, due to the fact that there 1s
no information showing Plaintiff’s network listed. If spam originated from a network, the
originating IP or a cidr mask of such IP was added to his filters. http://www.spews.org,
http://www.spamhaus.org, http://spamsites.org, http://www.spambusters.com.ar and others have
documented procedures. The problem with this interrogatory 1s that I am not sure if the listing to

which Plaintiff is referring relates to Responding Party’s personal list or that of a list imported

from another site.

/1

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR. ADMISSION (SE]: DNE) s—
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RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 10

Under normal circumatances, Responding Party simply corrected the error.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 11

If a listing was either automatically added or manually added, and was inaccurate,
Responding Party simply removed the entry. If it was a remote list that was imported into
Responding Party’s zong file, Responding Partyl suggested to the import zone that there was a

problem.

| RESPO] o SPECTA TERROGATORY NO. 12

Anyone who could successfully access hitp://relays.osirusoft.com

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 13
March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 14
March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 15

An Individual from foonet.net created a Trojan that was designed to attack Responding
Party’s site and others, as can be confirmed by Special Agent E.J. Hilbert of the F.B.L.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 16

Much of the news media and in particular, Special agent E.J. Hilbert of the F.B.L,;
http://search.yahoo.com/search?p="%2Bosirusoft+%2Bdos&ei=UTF-8& fi=fp-tab-web-t&cop=m

ssf&tab= might indicate that Plaintiff and its counsel were on another planet when it happened.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 17

Yes.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 18

March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 19
Mareh, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO, 2(
Yes,

DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)
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RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 21

March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 22

March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO.23

The hyperlinks were not necessary to monitor. At best, they only generated email, which

could not be accessed anyway due to the dos attack.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO.24

The hyperlinks were not necessary to monitor. At best, they only generated email, which
could not be accessed anyway due to the dos attack.
RESPONSE 1O SPECIAL INVERROGATORY NO.25

March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO.26

March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO.27

Responding Party 1s unclear what is meant by “separate?” Responding Party had mirrors
on other sites, but they were not operational during the same time as relays.osirusott.com was not

operational, because Osirusoft’s Parent DNS servers were ddos’d. This 1s how the ddos attack

was designed, to destroy OsiruSoft’s network.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO.28
March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NQ. 29
Many people harassed Responding Party by voice over listings not entered by Responding

Party. What may be confusing to understand, is that other than open relays, the only list
maintained was that of a personal list, which had no reference to the Plaintiff and was roughly

5% of the size of the other import zones.

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 30
March, 2003, and much of June 2003 to the present.

DEFENDANT"S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (5ET ONE)
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RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 31

Such information is unavailable, as Responding Party no lonper has that data because

after Responding Party shut down the system on August 26, 2003, he deleted all the data.
[ERROGATORY NO, 32

Responding Party built relays.osirusofi.com to complement his own personal use of his

mail servers, so that he could personally filter incoming unsolicited email AKA “spam”. Others

simply accessed the same data Responding Party did, or downloaded the zone file and used local
servers to reduce the load from Responding Party’s already overloaded system.
RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 33

Responding Party recalls that it was demanded that he remove your company’s alleged

listing, to which he replied that he could not access his system, due to a dos attack. At this point,
he was told Plaintiff was going to sue him, so Responding Party saw no point in continuing the
conversation. At the point prior to hanging up, Responding Party may have said, “See you 1n
court”,

RESPONSE TO SPECIAL INTERROGATORY NO. 34

Responding Party designed his system to take input data from text files either locally
generated or downloaded from other sites, and from his open relay database to provide answers
via DNS for a given IP A.B.C.D. It D.C.B.A.relays.osirusoft.com or other subzones returned a
127.0.0.X value, his own mail servers would reject email from that site.

Responding Party does not know what others were doing with the data, but assumes
others used it for similar purposes, or simply to flag email as potential Spam. At no time did
Responding Party either grant permission or deny access to the data from his name servers, and at
no time was anyone charged for access to hisservers, nor was there any business relationship with
sald individuals and companies. Relays.osirusoft.com was a hobby well before the existence of
OsiruSoft Research & Engineering and is actually a completely separate non-entity. At one time,
/1]
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DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)




U7/ 23/288d 13054 71454d4B24EB1 MURFI= LAl FaGE B

1 | http://www.ostrusoft.com ( http://68.167.168.130/os1rusoft ) had mention of relays.osuusoft.com

but only to redirect individuals to the correct site.

DATED: July 23, 2004

Stephen J. Jared IN PRO PER
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STEPHEN J. JARED
517 N. Emerald Drive
Orange, CA 92868
(714) 534-4569
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Defendant IN PRO PER

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ORANGE
CENTRAL JUSTICE CENTER

| *
PALLORIUM, INC., a Texas Corporation, ) CASE NO. 03CC09250

Plaintiff,
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STEPHEN J. JARED, also known as JOE
JARED, individually, and doing business as
OSIRUSOFT RESEARCH AND
ENGINEERING and OSIRUSOFT; and §
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DOES 1 to 50, inclusive,

Defendants.
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PROPOUNDING PARTY: PLAINTIFF PALLORIUM, INC.
EESPONDING PARTY: DEFENDANT STEPHEN J. JARED

SET NO.: ONE
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1

" R S
W

[t
1

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REOQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 2
Admit.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3
Admit.
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DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)

N




U7/ 237288 1353054 71454d4B24EB1

o S0 ] Sy VW R L e

et el
— D

L
LA o W B

-
-] M

fod b e e
e < R o N .

I
L B2

R
Lh

- b
-  Ch

[ g%
o

MURFI= LAl

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7

Admit.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 8

Deny.

Deny.

| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NOL 9

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 11

Deny.
RESPONSE TO REQU
Deny.

Deny.

Deny.

Deny.

| RESPONSE TO REQUES'

RESPONSE TO REOQUEST |

~ ADVI N NO). 12

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17

Deny.

DEFENDANT'S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ON]
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RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18

Deny.
RESPONSE TO REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19

Deny.
RESPONSE TO REOUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20

Deny,
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21
Admit, but with exception to the term “blacklist”.
RESPONSE 10O REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22

Deny.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 23
Admit, due to the dos attack,
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24

Deny.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NOQ. 23
Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26

Admit, but with exception to the term “blacklisting®.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO, 27

FaGE

1H

Admit, but Responding Party could not do anything about the problem until he regained

access to my systems over the internet. Responding Party was in Memphis at the time.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 28

Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 29
Deny.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 30
Deny.

/1!
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DEFENDANT’S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)
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1 (| RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 31

2 Deny, but with exception to the term “blacklist”.

3 || RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 32

4 Deny.

5 | RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33

6 Deny.

7 || RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34

8 Deny.

9 | RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35
10 Deny. l
11
12 || DATED: July 23, 2004
" Stephen J. Jared, IN PRO PER
"
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DEFENDANT?S RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)
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VERIFICATION (C.C.P. 448 AND 2015.5)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| have read the foregoing RESPONSES TO SPECIAT INTERROGATORIES (SET ONE)

et and know iis
contents. %] CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS

_X.] | am a parly to this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except as to those
matters which are stated on infermation and belief, and as to those matters, | believe them to be true.

. Jlam [ __] anofficer [__| apartner T & of

a party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and | make this verification for that
reasort.

1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

] The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are stated
an information and belief, and a= to those matters, | baliayve theam to he true.

1 1 am one of the attorneys for A
party fo this action. Such party is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attormneys have their offices, and | make

this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. | am informed and believe and on that ground allege that
the matters stated in the foregoing document are frue.
Executed on (date) July 23, 2004 ,at Orange . California.

| declara under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Californja that the foregoing is true and correct.

oTEPHEN J. JARED .
Type or Print Name Signature

PROOF OF SERVICE
CCP 1013a(3) Revised 5/1/88

2 TATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| am employed in the County of -, State of

Califorma. | am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action; my business address is

On {date) e . **[ gerved the fﬁregning document described as -

—— s e on o In this action
[ | by placing the true copies thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as stated on the attached mailing list:
| byplacing | | theoriginal | | atrue copy thereof enclosed In sealed envelopes addressad as follows: |
1 BY MAIL

[ 1 * deposited such envelope in the mail at i |  California.

The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid.
| As follows: | am “readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing.

Under that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S. Fostal Service on that same day, with postage thereon fully
prepaid at _ , California in the ordinary course of business. | am
aware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date
15 more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

Executed on (date) . , &t _ ., California.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Ealifur.nlila th-at the above is true and corract.

Type or Frint Name | o mﬁgnéture

* (BY MAIL, SIGNATURE MUST BE OF PERSON DEPOSITING ENVELOPE IN MAIL SLOT, BOX OR BAG)
“FOR PERSONAL. SERVICE, SIGNATURE MUST BE THAT OF MESSENGER)

967 (R1/98) 0C-087
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VERIFIEATIDN (C.C.P. 446 AND 2015.5)

STATE QF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| have read the foregoing RESPONSES TO REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION (SET ONE)

13

contents. (¥ | CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS

and know Iiis

X ]t am a party 1o this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except as to those

maﬂers: which are statadmgp_infﬂrmatiﬂn and belief, and as to thoze matters, | beliave them to be true,
D lam | | an officer | | a partner | = e | of

]

a party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and | make this verification for that

reason.

an information and baliaf, and as to those matters, | beliave them to be true.

... | am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.
] The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except az to those matters which are stated

] lam one of the attorneys for . s , 8
party to thiz action. Such party is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices. and | make
this venfication for and on behalf of that party for that reason. 1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege that
the matters stated in the foregoing document are trua.,

Executed on (date) July 23, 2004 cat Orange o . California.
| daclare under penalty of perjury under the iaws of the State of Califoria that the foregoing is true and correct,
STRPHEN J. JARED s
Type or Print Name Slgnature
PROOF OF SERVICE
GCP 1013a(3) Revised 5/1/88

STATE QF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| am employed in the County of B o _ , State of
California. | am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action; my busginess address is
On (date) ” R , 7l served the fnraguing document desceribed as .

- : — _ e O —_— — in this action

u_ by placing the true copies thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as stated on the attached mailing list:

| by placing [ ] the eriginal || atrue copy thereof enclozed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows:

1 BY MAIL
1 *I deposited such anvalope in the matl at L -  California,

The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid.
| As follows: | am “readily familiar” with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing.

Under that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S. Poastal Service on that same day, with postage therson fully

prepaid at

_— i , Galifornia in the ordinary course of busineas. | am

aware that on motion of the party served, sémice 15 presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date

Is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.
Executed on (date) , at

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above is true 'énc'i correct.

Type or Print Nama " Signature

* (BY MAIL, SIGNATURE MUST BE OF PERSON DEFQSITING ENVELOPE |N MAIL SLOT. BOX OR BAG
**grcrn PERSONAL SERVICE, SIGNATURE MUST BE THAT OF MESSENGER) | AG)

067 (R1/08)

~, California.

OC-967
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VERIFICATION (C.C.P. 446 AND 2015.5)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| have réad the foregoing RESPONSES TO DOCUMENT DEMANDS (SET ONE)D

r—— v and know its

contents. %] CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS

X1 am a party 1¢ this action. The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except as to those
matiers which are stated on information and belief, and as to thoze matters, | believe them to be true.

.Jlam [__] anofficer [__] apartner ] a._ of -
a party to this action, and am authorized to make this veriﬁcatiﬁﬁ for and on itz behalf, and | make this veriﬁﬂatiﬁlﬁl for that
___ Feason.
r_ | am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the foregoing documert are true.

__ ] The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowiedge, except as to those matters which are siated
on information and beliaf, and as to those matters, | believe them to be true.

| I am one of the attorneys for - o L , &
party to this action. Such parly is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices. and | make
thi= verification for and on bahalf of that party for that reason. | am informed and believe and on that ground allege that
the matters stated in the foragoing document are true,
Executed on (date) July 23, 2004 .. at Orange o e, Calitornia.
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing |8 true and corract,
STEPHEN J, JARED o .
Type or Frint Name Signature T
PROOF OF SERVICE
CCP 1013a(3) Ravised 5/1/88
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| am employad in the County of _ , State of

California. | am over the age of 18 and not a party to the i.within action; my business aﬁdresa 15

On (date) . , ';efvad the foregoing ﬂEcument described as . o
_ on In this action

_____ by plaf:ing _the true  copies thereaf enclosed in sealed éﬁﬁélnpea addressed as stated on the attached mailing list:
... Py placing [ ] theoriginal [ ] a true copy theraof enclosed in sealad envelopes addressed as folliows:

] BY MAIL

] * deposited such envelopa in the mail at
_ The envelope was mailed with postage thereon fully prepaid. | .
_._| As follows: | am “readily familiar" with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing.
Linder that practice, it would be deposited with the U.S. Postal Service on that same day, with postage theraon fully

prepaid at _ ..  Galitornia in the ardinary course of business. | am

;ware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date
Is more than one day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit.

Executed on (data) o ., at . ) Califarnia.
| deciare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above 1= true and correct.

, Califormia,

Type or Print Name - Signature
*(BY MAIL, SIGNATURE MUST BE OF PERSON DEPOSITING ENVELOFE IN MAIL SLOT, BOX OR BAG)

“FOR PERSONAL SERVICE, SIGNATURE MUST BE THAT OF MESSENGER)

967 (R1/98) 00957
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VERIFICATION (C.C.P. 446 AND 2015.5)

STATE QF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE
| have read the foregoing RESFONSES TO EORM INTERROGATORIES (SET ONE)

contents ) ) = - - and know its
| X] CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS

Fag am a par:ty to this action, The matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowledge, except as to thosa
matters which are stated on information and bellef, and as to thoze matters, | belisve them to be trye,

__!lam [__] anofficer [_] apartner . [ ] a of
a party 10 this action, and arn zuthorized to make this ueriﬁcatiuh for and on it;"llﬁlehalf, and | ﬁ":ﬁke this uariﬁulr:\-t.ic.m for that‘
reason,

...J1 am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in the foregoing document are true,

R ThE:f matters stated in the foregoing document are true of my own knowladge, except as to those matters which are stated
on information and belief, and as to those matters, | belleve them to be true.

. ___| 1am one of the attorneys for L N , a
palurty tt::_ thiﬁl action. 3uch party is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attcrﬁéyﬁ have thair Jfﬁne& and | rna:ke
this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. | am informed and believe and on that ground allege that
the matters stated in the foregoing document are true.

Executed on (date) July 23, 2004 ,at Orange California.

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the fﬂrﬂgﬂiﬁﬂalils true and correct.

STEPHEN J, JARED _ _
Type or Print Name - Signature -

PROOF QF SERVICE
CCP 1013a(3) Reviaed &/1/88

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF ORANGE

| am employed in the County of . ._._ | State of

California. | am over the age of 18 and not a party to the within action; my business addrass is ]

On (date) . | M served the fnregci'iﬁ“g document described as - . — .

— S— on - — L In this action
__.| by plafsing“ the frue EDPIEE“”"'t_hEI'Eﬂf anclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as stated on the attached mailing list;
(] by placing _ ] the original 7] atrue copy thereof enclosed in sealed envelopes addressed as follows: |
1 BY MAIL
- [__] * deposited such envelope in the mail at __ _ . California

o The envealope was mailad with postaga theraon fully préﬁafﬂ.

| ] As fqlluws: | EITI “FE:EIEIHY farmiliar” with the firm's practice of collection and processing correspondence for mailing.
Undet that practice, it would be deposited with the U.5. Postal Service on that same day, with postage thereon fully
prepaid at . —_ _ . California in the ordinary course of business. | am
:Enware that on motion of the party served, service is presumed invalid if postal cancellation date or postage meter date
I more than cne day after date of deposit for mailing in affidavit. |

Executed on (date) — , at

| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of GaIiErnia that thégmve i true anmc-lu carrect.

. California.

Type or Print Nama Siﬁnature

- {BY MAIL, SIGNATURE MUST BE OF PERSON DEPOSITING ENVELOPE IN MAIL SLOT, B
+FOR PERSONAL SERVICE, SIGNATURE MUST BE THAT OF MESSENGER) - HOX OR BAG)

287 (R1/98)
OU-967



