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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

~
“fcvigss H  RBB

COMPLAINT: ACTION ON JUDGMENT

LEONARD B. SIMON,
Plaintiff,

V.

CHRISTIAN D. LAETTNER; BRIAN K.
DAVIS; GRIZZLIES ACQUISITION

. HOLDINGS, LLC, and BALL STREET
VENTURES, LLC,

Defendants.

Plaintiff 'LEONARD B. SIMON complains and alleges as follows:
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

1. Plaintiff LEONARD B. SIMON is, and at all relevant times herein was, a competent |
adult residing in the C;)unty of San Diego, State of California;

2. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges Defendant CHRISTIAN D.
LAETTNER is, and at all relevant times was, a resident of St. Johns County in the State of Florida.

3. Plaintiffis informed and believes and thereon alleges Defendant BRIAN DAVIS is, and
at all relevant times was, a resident of Washington D.C. |

4. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges Defendant GRIZZLIES
ACQUISITION HOLDINGS, LLC is, and at all relevant times was, a Delaware limited liability
company.
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5. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges Defendant GRIZZLIES BALL
STREET VENTURES, LLC is, and at all relevant times was, a Delaware limited liability company.

JURISDICTION
6. This Court has proper jurisdiction and venue over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
section 1332,
7. Plaintiff Simon is a resident of California. All of the Defendants reside in separate

jurisdictions outside of the State of California, i.e. Florida, Washington, D.C. and Delaware. The
amount in controversy exceeds $75,000.00. Further, the Defendants have stipulated to jurisdiction in
San Diego. As a result, this Court has proper jurisdiction and venue over the Parties and the subject
dispute. 28 U.S.C. §1332.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

8. On October 13, 2009, the parties stipulated to, and a California state court entered,
judgment in fayor of Plaintiff Simon and against Defendants Christian D. Laettner, Brian K. Davis,
Grizzlies Acquisition Holdings, LLC and Ball Street Ventures, LLC in the principal sum of
$1,006,187.21 plus prejudgment interest in- the amount of $18,493.20 for a total judgment of
$1,024,680.41. See Exhibit “1.” The judgment is final, conclusive and non-appealable.

9. Despite agreeing to a payment plan and promising payment from various sources,
Defendants have failed and/or refused to pay any monies whatsoever toward this debt regardless of
Plaintiff Simon’s reasonable ongoing attempts to amicably resolve this matter.

10.  The judgment, as of the date of this complaint, exceeds $1,115,917.66:

10-13-09 Principal on Judgment $ 1,006,187.21
10-13-09 Pre-Judgment Interest $§ 18,493.20
10-13-09 Total Judgment Award $ 1,024,680.41
09-03-10 10% Interest $ 91,237.25
[$280.73/day x 325 days]
09-03-10 Post-Judgment Costs $ T.B.D.
03-03-10 Total Judgment Due $1,115,917.66+
2
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11.  Inaid of execution of the state court judgment, the state court issued an assignment order
against Defendants. See Exhibit “2.” However, as of the date of this complaint, Defendants have not
paid any monies toward the Assignment Order.

12.  Inthe process of trying to enforce the California state court judgment, Plaintiff Simon
has independently learned that Defendants hold assets and/or financial information in various
jurisdictions across the United States, including but not limited to Florida, Maryland, North Carolina
and Washington, D.C.

13. | Defendants have successfully avoided California state court remedies to enforce
Defendants’ compliance with the California state cburt judgment, and subsequent state court orders,
by avoiding personally entering the State of California during Plaintiff Simon’s post-judgment
enforcement time period.

14.  Defendants have further failed and/or refused to respond to Plaintiff Simon’s post-
judgment written discovery requests in California and North Carolina. Plaintiff propounded written
discovery to Defendants which includes document demands and interrogatories directed at identifying
and locating Defendants’ assets and liabilities. No responses have been forthcoming.

15.  Plaintiff Simon is further informed and believes and thereon alleges that Defendants are
currently involved in multi-district financial transactions and document retention which cannot be cost
effectively reached through normal state court procedures and which further require a court-with
national jurisdiction over the Defendants and their business operations.

16.  Plaintiff Simon has further attempted to pursue Defendants’ various assets and business
transactions in multiple jurisdictions. Plaintiff Simon’s attempts have included filing and serving sister-
state judgment actions in Florida, North Carolina, Maryland and Washington, D.C. Given the national
and the multi-district issues, Defendants have continued to successfully avoid paying Plaintiff Simon’s
judgment.

17.  Based upon the foregoing, Plaintiff Simon timely requests this Court’s assistance in
confirming the state court judgment, issuing a federal court judgment and compelling Defendants
Christian D. Laettner, Brian K. Davis, Grizzlies Acquisition Holdings, LLC and Ball Street Ventures,

LLC to provide financial information and to comply with the judgment.
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION

(Action on a State Court Judgment)
[C.C.P. §337.5(3) and §683.050]

18.  Plaintiff realleges and incorporates herein paragraphs 1 through 17 of this Complaint
as though fully set forth herein.

19.  OnOctober 13,2009, Plaintiff Simon obtained entry of a California state court judgment
against Defendants Christian D. Laettner, Brian K. Davis, Grizzlies Acquisition Holdings, LLC and
Ball Street Ventures, LLC in the principal sum of $1,006,187.21 plus prejudgment interest in the
amount of $18,493.20 for a total judgment of $1,024,680.41. See Exhibit “1.”

20.  The judgment is final, conciusive and non-appealable. This action is timely filed with
in the 10 year statute of limitations to enforce the judgment. |

21. As of today, no monies have been applied to the judgment.

22.  The amount due undér the judgment, as of the date of this complaint, exceeds
$1,115,917.66, plus ongoing daily interest of $280.73, costs and attorney’s fees according to proof.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Simon prays judgment against Defendants as follows:

FOR THE FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:

1. For judgment of $1,115,917.66, plus ongoing daily interest of $280.73;

2 For 10% intérest at the rate of $280.73/day from September 3, 2010;

3. For reasonable costs of suit incurred herein;

4 For reasonable attorneys fees incurred herein;

5. For appointment of a national receiver to marshal assets; and .

6. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
Respectfully submitted,

DATED: September 3, 2010 SAMPSON & ASSOCIATES

MRS S

Bryan D. Sampson, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Judgment Creditor
LEONARD B. SIMON
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Lynne R. Lasry, Bar No. 092008

SANDLER, LASRY, LAUBE, BYER & VALDEZ LLP

402 West Broadway, Suite 1700

San Diego, CA 92101-3542

Telephone (619) 235-5655 S I
Fdcsimile (619)235-5648 i ST
Email: llasry@slibv.com Clark of tho Suptior Courl

ocr 1 3 2008
Shaun P. Martin, Bar No. 158480

SCHOOL OF LAW 00 B G NEPOUIIGENO, DSRUYy
5998 Alcald Park

Warren Hall

San Diego, CA 92110

Telephone: (619) 260-2347 ot
Fax: (619) 260-7933

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Leonard B. Simon

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO

_ CENTRAL DIVISION
LEONARD B. SIMON, - Case No. 37-2009-00100044-CU-BC-CTL
Plaintiff, STIPULATED JUDGMENT AND
V. JUDGMENT

CHRISTIAN D. LAETTNER; BRIAN K. DAVIS;
GRIZZLIES ACQUISITION HOLDINGS, LLC, a
Delaware limited liability company; BALL
STREET VENTURES, LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company, and DOES 1-10, inclusive,

‘Defendants.

It is hereby stipulated by and between Plaintiff Leonard B. Simon (“Simon”) and Defendants
Christian D. Laettner, Brian K. Davis, Grizzlies Acquisition Holdings, LLC and Ball Street
Ventures, LLC (“Defendants”) that Judgment on the claims in the Complaint in favor of Simon and
against the Defendants, jointly and severally, shall be entered by this Court as follows:

1 Principal amount of $1,006,187.21;

2) Prejudgment interest in the amount of 10% per annum, from July 16, 2009 to the date

| this Judgment is entered, in the amount of $205.48 per day.

X:\Clients\1875\0001\LIT\00025346.DOC 1
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Date:  OCT 132009 WILLIAM R. NEVITT, JR.

3) Post-Judgment interest at the legal rate.

4) All attorney’s fees and costs incurred by Simon should Simon be required to take

action to enforce and/or to collect this Stipulated J udgment,

So Stipulated, / Z
Dated: '7/23 !09

P

Leonard B. Simon

' Z
Dated: 7/22/0? Z 7 A
' Christfan D. Laegtfer =
Dated: __ 712243 o
' Brian K, Bavis
Dated:; 7/ 22 / 29 Grizzlies Acquisition Holdings, LLC
By: g —
. Itsmﬁﬂﬁ;yr/"’n/i,' membr,
Dated: ___ 7 / 22 /0 1 Ball Street Ventures, LLC

ltﬁmfma/zmle Piembr -~

JUDGMENT

Good Cause Appearing,

It is so ordered that the Stipulated Judgment on the claims in the Complaint in favor of
Leonard B. Simon and against Christian D. Laettner, Brian K, Davis, Grizzlies Acquisition
Holdings, LLC and Ball Street Ventures, LLC be entered in the principal amount of $1,006,187.21;
prejudgment interest in the amount of $205.48 per day from July 16, 2009 to the date Judgment is

in e amtunT o $/f, 493.20, » '
entered; post-judgment interest at the legal rate; and any fees and costs incurred by Mr. Simon to

collect and/or enforce this Stipulated Judgment.

IT 1S SO ORDERED, 40 JnperD Anp DEcretE]),

Judge of the San Diego Superior Court

XAClients\9999\0106\L1T\00025346,D0C 2
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SUﬁ’ERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO, CENTRAL DIVISION

LEONARDB. SIMON, | case No. 37-2009-00100044-CU-BC-CTL
N Plaintiff, ' ASSIGNMENT ORDER
v. o o Judgment Entered‘:‘OctOber 13,2009

P
}

CHRISTIAN D. LAETTNER, et al. ' -

| Date:. May 21, 2010

Defendants Time: 1:30 p.m.

| . | Dept.: C-64

o | Judge: Hon: William R. Nevitt, Jr.
|

The Motion of Judgmertt Creditor LEONARD B. SIMON (“Sunon”) for an order assigning
to Judgment Creditor any momcs now due, or to become due in the future, to Defendants/]udgment
Debtors CHRISTIAN D. LAETTNER and BRIAN K. DAVIS until the judgment is paid in full,
came before this Court on the above date and time, the Honorable Wllllam R. Nevitt, Jr., pre51dmg '
Judgment Creditor Simon appep.red through hlS attomey, Bryan D Sampson Judgment Debtor
Laettner appeared by his attomey, Terry M: Gibbs. Upon reviewing the pleadmgs filed by the

parttes hearmg and con51der1ng oral argument, rev1ew1ng the pleadmgs on file, hearing oral

argument and finding good cause appeanng therefor
1T IS HEREBY ORDERED that: ,
PlamtxfﬂJudgment Credltor s. motlon for an ass1gnment order is granted in part and denied
in part. . S ' K
California Code of Ciyijl Procedure §708.510, cited by movant, does not eontemplate'an

I
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assignment order as broad as that proposed by movant, duected to un1dent1ﬁed thxrd party obhgors _
Or payors. However lentlﬂ'/Judgment Credltor has estabhshed he is entltled to a more lumted
assignment order, limited to the Intemal Revenue Service and United States Treasury.

ITIS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that the following rights, title and interests in any
monies now due, or to become due in the future, ﬁom the Federal Internal Revenue Semce and/or

the United States Treasury to Judgment Debtors be and hereby are, ass1gned to Judgment Credltor

, Slmon, in care of “Sampson & Assoc1ates, Client Trust. Account ” Attentlon Bryan D. Sampson

2139 First Avenue, San DngO, Cahfoxma 92101, until such t1me as the Judgment herein is fully

satisfied or this order is amended

ITIS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that Judgment Debtors CHRISTIAN D.

{| LAETTNER and BRIAN K DAVlS and thelr principals, agents, spouses, employees, attomeys and

representatlves shall pay any and all such monies due and owing to: “Sampson & Associates, Chent )
Trust Account” at 2139 Flrst AVenue, San Diego, California 92101 to be applied to the judgment
herein until such judgment is ﬁilly satisfied or this order is amended.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN TI-IAT FAILURE BY JUDGMENT DEBTORS
CHRISTIAN D. LAETTNER AND BRIAN K. DAVIS TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER

1| MAY SUBJECT THE JUDGMENT DEBTOR TO BEING SANCTIONED AND/OR HELD
11 IN CONTEMPT OF COURT.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: (/3 fl>
. = — JUDGE OF THE SUPERIOR COURT _

R WILLIAM R. NEVITT, JR.

2'.
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Court Name: USDC Calitornia Southern
"Division: 3

Receipt Number: CAS017720

Cashier ID: bhartman

Transaction Date: 08/07/2010

Payer Name: SAMPSON AND ASSOC

CIVIL FILING FEE
For: SIMON V LAETTNER ET AL
i Case/Party: D-CAS-3-10-Cv-001854-001
' Amount: $350.00

| CHECK
' Check/Money Order Num: 22258
i Amt Tendered: $350.00

Total Due:  $350.00
Total Tendered: $350.00
Change Amt: $0.00

|
There will be a fee of $45.00
; charged for any returned check.
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