Securities and Exchange Commission v. Adrew T.E. Coldicutt et al
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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
Western Division
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE Case No0.2:17-cv-03883-CAS (AFMXx)
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The Applicant, the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”), having fil
an Application for an Order to Show Cause and an Application for Order Ummgpe
Compliance with Investigative Subpoenas against Respondents Andrew T.E.
Coldicutt and the Law Oftie of Andrew Coldicutt (collectively, “Respondents”), the
Court having considered the Application and documents filed in support thereof, &
good cause having been shown, the Court beinglhukfedin the matter, and there
being no just cause for delay

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the SEC’s Application for an Order to Show
Cause Why an Order Compelling Compliance with Investigative Subpoenas shou
not be issued is GRANTED.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED thabn July 31, 2017, a 10:00 a.m., or as soon
thereafteras theparties can bleard,the Respondents shall appdaeforethe
HonorableChristina A. Snyder, United States District Courity CourtroomgD, 8th
Floor, located aUnited States Courthouse, 350 West First Street, Los Angeles,
California 90012-4565, to showcauseijf therebe any, why this Court should not
iIssuean Order(“Order Compelling Compliance)hat

a) findsthat(1) Respondents have failed to comply with the Court’s
June 8, 2017 Order [Dkt. 15R) Respondents have failed to meet their burden to
establish that the documents responsive to the SEC’s May 2016 investigative
subpoenas that were withheld on the grouhdsthey areprivilegedwere in fact
privileged, and3) that Respondents have therefore waived any such privéede;

b) directsthe Respondents to produce without any further delay all
documents responsive to the SEC’s May 2016 investigative subpoenas that were
withheld on the groundbat they are privileged

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED thany papers in opposition to the issuance of
said Order Compelling Compliansiall be filed by the Respondents with this Court
and served on the SEC’s Los Angeles Regional Office at 444 S. Flower Street, 9t
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Floor, Los AngelesCalifornia90071,such thattheyarriveno laterthan 5:00
p.m.(PT),onJuly 17, 2017.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED thatany reply papersn sugport of theissuance
of sad OrderCompeling Complianceshall befiled by the Respondents i this
Court and served on thespondentstounsel EsevanR. Lucero,LuceroLaw Firm
APC, 3517 Canino Del Rio SouthSuite 200, San Diego,CA 92108,sud that they
arrive no laterthan 500 p.m. (PT),on July 24, 2017.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that service of this Order to Show Cause, and
any papers in opposition to the issuance of said Order, or any reply papers, may &

accomplished by electronic mail, facsimile, United Parcel Service or personal sen

Dated: July7 201 WW J ﬁh‘?L

HON. CHRISTINA A. SNYDER
U.S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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