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361 Pages

Hon. David E. Gregerson (Dept. 2)
Date of Hearing: November 18, 2022
Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m.

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES,
LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in
its capacity as General Receiver for
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC, a
Washington limited liability company; ROSS
MILES and BEVERLY MILES, individually
and in the marital community property
comprised thereof; and MAUREEN WILE
and ROBERT WILE, individually and in the
marital community property comprised
thereof; RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY
BANK, a Washington bank corporation; and
PACIFIC PREMIER BANK, a California
chartered bank,

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DECLARATION OF ANNIE
BANKS IN SUPPORT OF
PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE
ORDER
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Defendants.
ADJUNCT TO:

Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

I, Annie Banks, declare and state as follows:

1. I am one of the attorneys representing defendant Pacific Premier Bank
(“Pacific Premier”) in this case. The following statements are true and correct and, if called
upon, | could competently testify to the facts averred herein.

2. On August 25, 2022, counsel for Pacific Premier provided counsel for
plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet and Associates, LLC (“Plaintiff” or the “Receiver”) with a list
of witnesses that it intended to depose, which included David Foraker, a corporate
representative of the Receiver, and a corporate representative for each of the fifteen
investment funds on whose behalf the Receiver asserted claims in this litigation (the
“Pools”).

3. On September 2, 2022, Pacific Premier served draft CR 30(b)(6) notices on

counsel for the Receiver to facilitate conferral on the proposed topics. Pacific Premier served
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an individualized draft notice for each individual Pool to ensure that it obtained Pool-specific
information for each claim against Pacific Premier.

4, On October 4, 2022, | attended a conferral with counsel for the Receiver
(Joseph Vance and Edward Decker) regarding the list of proposed witnesses and draft
deposition notices that Pacific Premier had served on the Receiver. During that conferral,
Pacific Premier explained that it did not seek to depose David Foraker in his capacity as
opposing counsel, but as a fact witness given his prior representation of American Equities
Inc. (“AEI”’) and American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC (individually, “AEMM,” and
together with AEI, “American Equities”) that predated the Receivership. Pacific Premier
explained that information Mr. Foraker obtained as a result of the American Equities
representation was relevant to the subject matter involved in the pending action. The parties
did not reach an agreement as to Foraker’s deposition at that conferral.

5. Based on my review of documents and communications produced by the
Receiver in this litigation, the Receiver has met with Miles and Wile since February 2019. A
summary of the Receiver’s production showing its communications with Miles or Wile

relating to American Equities and the Pools is summarized below:

Date Bates & Description

2/11/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-166205: Regarding meeting between Miles, Wile, and the
Receiver as to “American Equities, Inc. / American Eagle Mortgage Funds.”

2/14/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-166197: Miles emailing the Receiver: “I look forward to
working with all of you in the spirit of making sure that we move forward with
the most advantageous strategy that we can implement for the benefit of our
clients.”

2/15/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-166054: Receiver emails Miles: “we will circle round early
next week with Dave to discuss impressions and ideas for moving things
forward.”

3/2/2019 RECEIVER-AEI-148512: Receiver meeting with Wile “and her team . . . to
discuss operations and review some financial information related to the
individual funds,” including “fund assets, liabilities, and interfund activity

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

DECLARATION OF ANNIE BANKS IN SUPPORT OF PACIFIC PREMIER 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
BANK’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE Portland, OR 97204
ORDER - Page 3 Telephone: 503.243.2300



© 00 N oo o B~ O w N

NN NN NN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U0 BN W N P O © 0 N O O N W N R, O

Date

Bates & Description

(loans or sales of contracts between funds), as well as getting an idea of the
operation as it relates to managing the funds.” Miles responds seeking advice
regarding making interest or principal payments to investors, and “what to say
to those investors.”

3/18/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-162503: Receiver asking Miles and Wile for phone call or in
person meeting for more information about investors, bank accounts, “bonus
comp,” assets, REO properties, and accounts payable, among other topics.

4/26/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-153039: Receiver, Miles, and Wile discussing draft schedules
to be submitted in Receivership of creditors and properties.

5/10/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-EMAIL-053740: Receiver’s counsel informs Miles that
Receiver was appointed, and states “Clyde and Hannah now have control over
the assets and operations of the AEM funds. | ask that you cooperate with them
in their efforts to administer the AEM funds’ assets for the benefit of the
investors and other creditors. Your efforts in helping to launch the receivership
proceeding are greatly appreciated.” Miles replies “I would hope that we can
still help out as much as possible in order to benefit the investors as much as we
can.”

6/12/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-148343 & RECEIVER-AEI-163020: Receiver asking Miles
and Wile for information about non-receivership entity.

7/16/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-167962: Receiver “track[ing] down Ross today to talk to him
about the server back-ups.”

8/13/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-163224: Receiver email referencing in person meeting with
Miles and Wile regarding property auctions.

8/28/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-167892: scheduling in person meeting between Miles and
Receiver, without attorneys, to “discuss the loans made by the AEM
receivership entities to Ross, his affiliates, and other insiders that are
outstanding” and Receiver’s “belie[f] that Ross, among others, is personally
liable to the AEM receiver for all losses suffered by the AEM receivership
entities as a result of loans that he or Ms. Wile caused the AEM receivership
entities to make . . . [and] additional claims against Ross and Ms. Wile based on
their mismanagement of the receivership entities and their dealings with them
over the years. We would like to explore with Ross his willingness to make full
disclosure about his personal financial situation and the financial condition of
the various companies affiliated with him ... .”

9/26/2019

RECEIVER-AEI-165991: meeting between Receiver, Miles, and Wile
regarding “General meeting re Ross and Maurine’s [sic] affiliated company
obligations to AEM Pools (with out attorneys).”
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Date Bates & Description

10/10/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-164230: Receiver, Miles, and AEl employee exchanging
financial information: “Ross has agreed to give us copies of the quickbooks files
for the LLCs that are owned by Ross and/or Mo to help in our investigation of
related party loans and determining what the funds were used for after they left
AEM.”

11/26/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-175186: Receiver and Miles discuss Pool property.

12/23/2019 | RECEIVER-AEI-149704: Receiver describing Miles as “cooperative.”

3/13/2020 | RECEIVER-AEI-175192: Receiver and Miles communicating about Pool
property.

5/5/2020 RECEIVER-AEI-175651: Receiver and Miles communicating about Pool
property.

8/28/2020 | RECEIVER-AEI-157905: Receiver, Miles, and Wile communicating about Pool
property, and Receiver seeking information about other entities’ properties,
contracts, loans, and balance sheets.

8/4/2021 RECEIVER-AEI-168313: Receiver and Miles communicating about Pool
property and investor.

2/27/2022 | RECEIVER-AEI-166013: Receiver and Miles communicating about Pool
property.

6. | attach true and correct copies of the following documents in support of
Pacific Premier’s oppositions to plaintiff’s Motion for Protective Order and plaintiff’s
Motion for Protective Order Preventing the Deposition of David Foraker:

Exhibit | Description

1 Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff, dated April 30, 2021.

2 Defendant Pacific Premier Bank’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff and
Plaintiff’s Responses Thereto, dated August 31, 2021.

3 Letter from Shannon Armstrong to plaintiff’s counsel dated October 15, 2021
pursuant to CR 26(i) identifying the deficiencies in plaintiff’s interrogatory
responses.

4 Letter from Shannon Armstrong to plaintiff’s counsel dated January 20, 2022
pursuant to CR 26(i) identifying the deficiencies in plaintiff’s interrogatory
responses.

5 Defendant Pacific Premier Bank’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff and
Plaintiff’s Fifth Supplemental Responses Thereto, dated May 5, 2022.
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Exhibit | Description

6 Letter from Shannon Armstrong to plaintiff’s counsel dated August 26, 2022
pursuant to CR 26(i) identifying the deficiencies in plaintiff’s interrogatory
responses.

7 Email from Shannon Armstrong to plaintiff’s counsel dated August 25, 2022
relating to proposed depositions.

8 Declaration of Hannah Schmidt in Support of Receiver’s Motion (1) to Fix
Allowed Amounts of Investor Claims and (2) for Authorization to Make Interim
Distribution on Allowed Investor Claims dated May 28, 2021 and filed in In re:
American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC, et al., Case No. 19-2-01458-06.

9 Documents produced by plaintiff in this litigation, which are bates-labeled as:
RECEIVER-AEI-EMAIL-023861, RECEIVER-AEI-EMAIL-071463,
RECEIVER-AEI-EMAIL-076020, RECEIVER-AEI-EMAIL-076023.

10 Letter from Peter Hawkes to David Foraker dated September 28, 2022.

11 Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories to defendant Ross Miles, dated
September 9, 2022.

12 Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories to defendant Maureen Wile, dated
September 9, 2022.

13 Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories to defendant American Equities,
Inc., dated September 9, 2022.

14 Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories to defendant American Eagle
Mortgage Management, LLC, dated September 9, 2022.

15 Pacific Premier’s Notice of CR 30(b)(6) deposition of defendant American
Equities, Inc., dated September 9, 2022.

16 Pacific Premier’s Notice of CR 30(b)(6) deposition of defendant American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, dated September 9, 2022.

17 Letter from Leslie Johnson to Pacific Premier’s counsel dated September 26,
2022 relating to discovery requests.

18 Letter from Peter Hawkes to Pacific Premier’s counsel dated September 28,
2022 relating to discovery requests.

I declare under penalty of perjury and under the laws of the State of Washington that
the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief.
Executed this 11th day of November, 2022, at Portland, Oregon.
s/ Annie Banks
Annie Banks, WSBA # 59708
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by the following indicated method or methods:

M
O

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DECLARATION OF ANNIE BANKS IN
SUPPORT OF PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFF’S
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER to be served on the party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660
joseph.vance@millernash.com
Edward.decker@millernash.com
Heather.harmon@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Ave., Suite 1100
Portland, OR 97204

Email: Shawn@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204
dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
sbatman@cosgravelaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204
ljohnson@samuelslaw.com
crodriguez@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street

Suite 400

Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equities, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein, LLP
1030 SW Morrison Street
Portland, OR 97205
CPaternoster@pfglaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Riverview
Community Bank

by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

by sending full, true, and correct copies thereof, via overnight courier in sealed,
prepaid envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to
the last-known office addresses of the parties and/or their attorneys, on the date set

forth below.

DATED November 11, 2022.

s/ Kristin Asai

Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - Page 1
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC, Case No. 20-2-00507-06

an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity

as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE BANK'’S FIRST SET OF
MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF

MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE II, LLC; and
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT
TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

American Equities, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Washington limited
liability company; ROSS Miles and BEVERLY
Miles, individually and in the marital community
property comprised thereof; and MAUREEN Wile
and ROBERT Wile, individually and in the marital
community property comprised thereof; and
EA(l:(IFIC PREMIER BANK, a California chartered
ank,

Defendants.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 1

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 1 to Banks Decl.
Page 1 of 26



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R
o U A W N P O ©W O N o o~ W N -k O

ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06

Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO:

Plaintiff CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC (“Plaintiff”), an Oregon
limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC; and AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
SHORT TERM, LLC

Pursuant to Washington Superior Court Civil Rules 26 and 33, defendant Pacific Premier

Bank, by and through undersigned counsel, propounds the following interrogatories to Plaintiff.

Plaintiff shall provide written responses, under oath, to the offices of Holland & Knight LLP,

601 SW 2nd Ave., Ste. 1800, Portland, OR 97204, within thirty (30) days of the date of service.

I
I

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 2 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 1 to Banks Decl.
Page 2 of 26
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DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For purposes of these Interrogatories, the following definitions and instructions apply:

1. “AEI” refers to American Equities, Inc., as well as any of its parent or subsidiary
corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors, members, employees,
agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not limited to Miles, Wile, and
AEMM.

2. “AEMM” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Miles, Wile, and AEI.

3. “Any” should be construed to include “all,” and “all” should be understood to
include “any.”

4. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

5. “Complaint” refers to the complaint filed in the above-captioned matter, including
Receiver’s Amended Complaint for Money Damages filed August 28, 2020, and any previously
or subsequently filed version thereto.

6. “Defendant” or “Defendants” refers to each of the Defendants named in the
Complaint, individually or collectively: AEI, AEMM, Ross Miles, Beverly Miles, Maureen
Wile, Robert Wile, and Pacific Premier Bank; including any Defendant named subsequent to the
date of these Interrogatories.

7. “Describe,” with respect to a fact, means to set forth an account of each fact, to

Identify all Individuals with knowledge of each fact, and to Identify all Documents relating to

each fact.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 3 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 1 to Banks Decl.
Page 3 of 26
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8. “Describe,” with respect to a thing or event, means to describe the thing or event
with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each Individual
believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event; and
Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

9. “Document” or “Documents” shall have the broadest meaning possible under CR
26 and 34 and includes both hard copy documents and electronically stored information (ESI).
Document or Documents means the original, or a copy when the original is not available, and
each non-identical copy, including those which are non-identical by reason of notations or
markings of: papers, tapes, discs, or other substances on which Communications, data, or
information is recorded or stored, whether made by manual, mechanical, photographic, or
electronic process. This definition includes all drafts or superseded revisions of each document.
As used herein, Document(s) includes, but is not limited to: Communications, books, pamphlets,
periodicals, letters, reports, memoranda, handwritten notes, notations, messages, telegrams,
cables, records, drafts, diaries, studies, analyses, summaries, magazines, circulars, bulletins,
instructions, minutes, photographs, purchase orders, bills, checks, tabulations, desk or pocket
calendars, charge slips, questionnaires, surveys, drawings, sketches, working papers, charts,
graphs, indexes, taped correspondence, records of purchase of sale, contracts, agreements, leases,
invoices, expense records, trip reports, releases, appraisals, valuations, estimates, opinions,
financial statements, accounting records, income statements, electronic or other transcriptions or
taping of telephone or personal conversations or conferences or any and all other written, printed,
typed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter or tangible thing, of whatever description, however
produced or reproduced (including computer stores or generated data, together with instructions
and programs necessary to search or retrieve such data), and shall include all attachments and
enclosures to any requested item, which shall not be separated from the item to which they are

attached or enclosed.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 4 601 Sw Second Ave, Ste. 1800
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 1 to Banks Decl.
Page 4 of 26
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10.  “Electronically Stored Information” or “ESI” refers to all information stored in an
electronic format, including, without limitation, email, financial data, SMS or MMS text
messages, blogging entries, Facebook pages/entries, pages or entries on all social networking
sites, photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, voicemail, phone taps, and other information
stored in electronic format.

11.  “Identify,” when referring to Documents, means to state the (i) type of document;
(ii) general subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and
recipient(s).

12.  “Identify,” when referring to a Person, means to give, to the extent known, the
Person’s full name, present or last known address, and when referring to an Individual,
additionally, the present or last known place of employment. Once a Person has been identified
in accordance with this subparagraph, only the name of that Person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting identification of that Person.

13.  “Identify,” when used with respect to a thing or event, means describing the thing
or event with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each
Individual believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event;
and Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

14.  “Individual” refers to a natural person.

15.  “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

16.  “Miles” refers to Defendant Ross Miles as well as his employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under his control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or control.

17.  “Offering Materials” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the following as

alleged in the Complaint, related to any of the Pools: Confidential Private Placement Disclosure,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 5 601 Sw Second Ave, Ste. 1800
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 1 to Banks Decl.
Page 5 of 26
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Minimum Underwriting Criteria for Receivables, Limited Liability Company Agreement,
Management Agreement, and “prospectuses.”

18.  “Related to,” “relate to,” or “relating to” mean referencing, constituting, defining,
containing, compromising, stating, dealing with, pertaining to, reflecting, referring to,
evidencing, mentioning, discussing, reviewing, summarizing, describing, depicting, embodying,
comprising, constituting, reporting, or in any way involving the subject matter of the
Interrogatory.

19.  “Pacific Premier Bank” refers to Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Regents Bank, Grandpoint Bank, and Young.

20.  “Person” refers to any Individual or any business, legal, or governmental entity or
association.

21.  “Plaintiff,” “You,” and “Your” refers to Plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet &
Associates, LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for the
Pools; and all other Persons who have documents or information deemed to be in its possession,
custody, or control.

22.  “Pool” and “Pools” refer to each of the following 15 receivership entities,
individually or collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage
200, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 300, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC; American
Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 300, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 500, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage I,
LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Il, LLC; and American Eagle Mortgage Short Term, LLC.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 6 601 Sw Second Ave, Ste. 1800
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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23.  “Wile” refers to Defendant Maureen Wile as well as her employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under her control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in her possession, custody, or control.

24.  “Young” refers to Thomas Young, formerly associated with Regents Bank and
Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as his employees, agents, accountants, attorneys,
representatives, and all other Persons or entities under his control or who have documents or
information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or control; including but not limited to the
“financing company associated with Thomas Young” referenced in the Complaint.

25.  Words in the singular include their plural meaning, and vice versa. The past tense
includes the present tense where the clear meaning is not distorted by a change of tense, and
words used in the masculine gender shall include the feminine gender.

26. References to Persons and other entities include their agents, employees,
representatives, and attorneys.

27.  These Interrogatories are continuing in nature, and any subsequently discovered
or additional information or Documents responsive to these Interrogatories must be supplied
upon Your learning such information.

28.  Any information that You contend You are entitled to withhold from disclosing
on the basis of attorney/client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other ground must be
expressly stated.

29. Unless otherwise specifically stated, all Interrogatories are limited to the relevant
time period of January 1, 2002 to the present.

1
1
1
1
1

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Identify with specificity all “minimum underwriting

criteria for originating or acquiring secured real estate,” as referenced in paragraph 16 of the
Complaint, that You allege were not complied with.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2: Identify with specificity all “due diligence” required by

the “Offering Materials,” as referenced in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, that You allege was
not performed.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  Describe in detail the factual basis, if any, for Your

allegation that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that “minimum underwriting criteria for

originating or acquiring secured real estate,” “due diligence” required by the “Offering
Materials,” and/or the “maximum 65% loan to value ratio” were not followed or complied with,
as alleged in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts, and any Documents, Communications, or
other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Describe in detail all such loans from the Pools to

Related Parties, e.g., as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Complaint, that You allege Pacific
Premier Bank knew or was aware of, if any, including but not limited to Identifying the date of
each such loan, the amount of each such loan, the Identity of each Related Party involved in each
such loan, all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts, and any Documents,

Communications, or other information supporting these contentions.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Describe in detail the factual basis, if any, for Your

allegation that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware of any loans from the Pools to Related

Parties, e.g., as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying

the date when Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware of such loan, the basis for Pacific

Premier Bank’s knowledge or awareness, all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts,

and any Documents, Communications, or other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:
Pool.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:
managers of any Pool.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Pool.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

Identify all Individuals who directed or controlled any

Identify all Individuals who were officers, directors, or

Identify all Individuals who were employees of any

Identify all Individuals who “cause[d] the Pools to

routinely commingle the Pools’ cash across the operations” or caused “using new investor

money to fund the Pools’ obligations owed to earlier investors,” as alleged in paragraph 37 of the

Complaint.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that the Pools lacked corporate formalities.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Miles and Wile asserted complete control over the Pools.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

assertion in paragraph 59 of the Complaint that “[g]iven the conduct of Miles and Wile, the
Court should disregard the corporate form of AEI and AEMM,” including but not limited to
specifying the “conduct” at issue.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 32 of the Complaint that the “Pools were operated by the AEI Defendants as a part of
a Ponzi scheme,” including but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any
or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Identify all Individuals who You allege “operated [the

Pools] as part of a Ponzi scheme,” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the “Pools were operated by the AEI
Defendants as a part of a Ponzi scheme,” per paragraph 32 of the Complaint, including but not
limited to Identifying the date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware, the basis
for Pacific Premier Bank’s knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with knowledge of any
or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the “newly invested funds” were used “to pay
other investors,” per paragraph 27 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the
date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware, the basis for Pacific Premier
Bank’s knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 53 of the Complaint that “Pacific Premier’s credit line to Miles was used . . . to pay
obligations to existing investors” including but not limited to Identifying the date of each such
payments, the Identity of each such recipient, and the source of funds (including the bank
account) for each such payment.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that “Pacific Premier’s credit line to Miles was
used . . . to pay obligations to existing investors,” per paragraph 53 of the Complaint, including

but not limited to Identifying the date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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the basis for Pacific Premier Bank’s knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with
knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 33 of the Complaint that “AEI Defendants attempted to ‘clean house’ by zeroing out
the loan balances between the Pools,” including but not limited to Identifying all Individuals
with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that “AEI Defendants attempted to ‘clean house’
by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools,” per paragraph 33 of the Complaint,
including but not limited to Identifying the date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became
aware, the basis for Pacific Premier Bank’s knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with
knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 30 of the Complaint that Defendants committed “breaches of contract,” including but
not limited to Identifying any such contract, the provisions of such contract that were breached,
the date of any such breach, all Individuals involved in conduct giving rise to such breach, all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts, and any Documents, Communications, or

other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Identify the basis for Your allegation in paragraph 38 of

the Complaint that “[b]eginning no later than June 2008, Pacific Premier provided a guidance
line of credit to AEI,” including Identifying any Documents supporting this allegation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: For each Pool, identify the date when each Pool became

fully funded (e.g., the date when the last investor money was received).

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Describe in detail all facts supporting Your assertion in

paragraph 54 of the Complaint that “without [the Pacific Premier] lines of credit, AEI
Defendants would not have had the money necessary to continue their (false) illusion of
solvency, safety, and prosperity.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Describe in detail all facts supporting Your assertion in

paragraph 54 of the Complaint that “without [the Pacific Premier] lines of credit, AEI
Defendants . . . would not have been able to continue selling investments in the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 43 of the Complaint that “AEIl Defendants freely used the cash advanced from the
guidance line for other purposes, including making cash transfers to Miles, Wile, Related Parties,
and among Pools,” including but not limited to Identifying the date of each such advance, the

date of each such cash transfer or other use, the recipient of each such cash transfer or other use,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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the source of funds (including the bank account used) for each such transfer or other use, and all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that “AEI Defendants freely used the cash
advanced from the guidance line for other purposes, including making cash transfers to Miles,
Wile, Related Parties, and among Pools,” as alleged in paragraph 43 of the Complaint, including
but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Identify all “guidance line advances [that] were made

by Pacific Premier to AEI based on “drive by appraisals,”” as alleged in paragraph 41 of the
Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of

such advances, the date(s) of such “drive by appraisals,” and all Individuals with knowledge of

such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Identify all “guidance line advances [that] were made
by Pacific Premier to AEI based on . . . no appraisals at all” as alleged in paragraph 41 of the

Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of
such advances, and all Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 42 of the Complaint that “Miles told Pacific Premier that AEI would be “unable to

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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comply” with such a requirement and that AEI would ‘consider developing an alternative
banking relationship’ if Pacific Premier required industry standard appraisals,” including but not
limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts, and any
Documents, Communications, or other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: Identify and Describe in detail the “industry standard

appraisals” alleged in paragraph 42 of the Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Identify all “advances made by Pacific Premier under

the guidance line of credit” that were “secured by real estate paper that belonged to the Pools,” as
alleged in paragraph 44 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s)
of such advances, the date(s) of such advances, the identity of such “real estate paper,” all
Documents reflecting such facts, and all Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Identify all “real estate loans” that “were used again as

collateral for advances made under the guidance line of credit” as alleged in paragraph 45 of the
Complaint, including but not limited to the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of such
advances, the identity of such “real estate loans,” all Documents reflecting such facts, and all
Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 34: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion in

paragraph 44 of the Complaint that “over $800,000 in funding” was “used . . . to pay down AEI’s

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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debt at another bank,” including but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of
any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the “over $800,000 in funding” referenced in
paragraph 44 of the Complaint was allegedly “used . . . to pay down AEI’s debt at another bank,”
including but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Identify all Documents and Communications reflecting

the “bank’s internal assessment of AEI Defendants” referenced in paragraph 49 of the

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Describe in detail the basis for Your allegation in
paragraph 50 of the Complaint of Pacific Premier Bank “quietly passing [loans] off its books to a

financing company associated with Young,” including Identifying all Individuals with
knowledge of any or all such facts, and any Documents, Communications, or other information
supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Identify all financial institutions—other than Pacific

Premier—that Miles, Wile, AEI, or AEMM had a deposit relationship with.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Identify all financial institutions or other lenders—other

than Pacific Premier—that Miles, Wile, AEI, or AEMM had a lending relationship with.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Identify all financial institutions or other lenders—other

than Pacific Premier—that any Pool had a deposit or lending relationship with, including
Identifying the date when such relationship started, the date when such relationship ended (if
any), and the nature of such relationship.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Identify which Pool(s), if any, Pacific Premier owed a

duty to, including for each such Pool, Identifying the date when such duty started, the date when
such duty ended, and the basis for each duty.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail any loan Pacific Premier ever

extended to any Pool, including but not limited to Identifying the date of each such loan, the
amount of each such loan, and the Identity of each Pool involved in each such loan.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 43: Describe in detail any account maintained at Pacific

Premier by any Pool, including but not limited to Identifying the date that each such account was
opened, the type of each such account (e.g., checking, savings, deposit), and the Identity of each

Pool involved in each such account.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 44: Identify with specificity the “applicable standard of

care” You reference in paragraph 56 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Identify with specificity all “statutes . . . which Pacific

Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,” as alleged in paragraph 56 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: Identify with specificity all “rules . . . which Pacific

Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,” as alleged in paragraph 56 of the

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: Identify with specificity all “regulations . . . which
Pacific Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,” as alleged in paragraph 56 of

the Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Identify with specificity all “banking regulations . . .

which Pacific Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,” as alleged in paragraph

56 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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25
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INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Identify with specificity all “lawful standards” that You

allege in paragraph 56 of the Complaint that the loans extended by Pacific Premier Bank “did not
meet.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Identify with specificity all “standards of care” You

claim Pacific Premier Bank was subject to in paragraph 57 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Identify with specificity all “statutory and regulatory

duties to which [Pacific Premier Bank] was subject,” as alleged in paragraph 57 of the

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Identify with specificity all “independently-owed
duties” which You alleged Pacific Premier Bank breached in paragraph 57 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Identify with specificity which of “AEI Defendants’

breach of fiduciary duties” You allege Pacific Premier Bank “aided and abetted,” per paragraph
63 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the duty breached by each such
breach, the date of each such breach, and a description of the AEI Defendants’ conduct

(including the Identity of any Individual involved) giving rise to each such breach.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 54: For each breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Describe with specificity the “conduct of Pacific Premier” which You
allege constitutes “aiding and abetting” each such breach, as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 55: For each breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Identify all Individuals affiliated with Pacific Premier who You allege had
knowledge of each such breach.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 56: For each Breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Identify all Individuals affiliated with Pacific Premier who You allege
provided substantial assistance to such breach.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that Pacific Premier Bank was obligated to disclose or report the breaches of fiduciary
duties allegedly committed by the AEI Defendants, including by Identifying any alleged
obligations that were not met, all Individuals involved in conduct giving rise to such obligations
not being met, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that any of the Pools were harmed by Pacific Premier’s servicing of accounts

maintained by any Pool at Pacific Premier, including by ldentifying any act, error, or omission in
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the servicing of such accounts which You allege caused harm, all Individuals involved in
conduct giving rise to such harm, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that Pacific Premier failed to “use reasonable care in supervising its employees and
keeping them from injuring” any of the Pools, including by Identifying any instances in which
Pacific Premier allegedly failed to use such “reasonable care” and the allegedly resulting harm to
any Pool, all Individuals involved in conduct giving rise to such alleged failure(s), and all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: With respect to the “conduct of Pacific Premier” which

You allege in paragraph 67 of the Complaint “constitutes negligence,” ldentify with specificity
the applicable duty or standard of care you contend is at-issue.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Identify with specificity the “conduct of Pacific

Premier” which You allege in paragraph 67 of the Complaint “constitutes negligence,” including
a description of the conduct of Pacific Premier Bank giving rise to a breach of such duty or

standard of care (including the Identity of any Individual involved and the dates of such

conduct).
RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank’s knowledge in paragraph 55 of the Complaint that “Pacific
Premier knew the AEI Defendants owed fiduciary duties to the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank’s knowledge in paragraph 55 of the Complaint that “Pacific
Premier also knew the AEI Defendants were breaching their fiduciary duties to the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank’s “knowledge” in paragraph 56 of the Complaint that “Pacific
Premier . . . extend[ed] loans to AEI Defendants with the knowledge that said loans did not meet
lawful standards.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: For each Pool, Identify all economic damages to the

Pool that You allege were caused by Defendants’ conduct as alleged in the Complaint, including
Describing the nature of such damages.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: For each Pool, Identify all non-economic damages to

the Pool that You allege were caused by Defendants’ conduct as alleged in the Complaint,

including Describing the nature of such damages.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail how the “Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of contract” as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Complaint
(First Cause of Action for Breach of Contract against all AEI Defendants), including but not
limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any
alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail how the “Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties” as alleged in paragraph 61 of the
Complaint (Second Cause of Action for Breach of Fiduciary Duty against all Defendants),
including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages
(e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail how the “Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Complaint (Third Cause of Action for Aiding and Abetting Breach of Fiduciary Duty against
Defendants Miles, Wile, and Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the
nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the
method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail how the “Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the conversion” as alleged in paragraph 65 of the Complaint (Fourth

Cause of Action for Conversion against Defendants Miles and Wile), including but not limited to

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF- PAGE 23 601 Sw Second Ave, Ste. 1800
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged
losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail how the “Receivership Entities that

had a deposit relationship with [Pacific Premier Bank] have been damaged as a result of the
negligence” as alleged in paragraph 67 of the Complaint (Fifth Cause of Action for Negligence
against Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the
basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for
computation.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Identify all Individuals who You have communicated

with regarding the allegations in the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Identify all Persons who provided “reports of what

appear to be inappropriate transactions with lending institutions” as alleged in Your 2nd Investor
Update (dated September 18, 2019).
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Identify all litigation related to any Defendant that You

are, or have been, a party to, including but not limited to Identifying all depositions that have

been taken as part of those litigations.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Identify all experts whom you propose to call as

witnesses at the trial of this case, stating, without limitation, the subject matter on which the
expert is expected to testify, the substance of the findings and opinions to which the expert is
expected to testify, and a summary of the grounds for each opinion.

RESPONSE:

Dated this 30th day of April, 2021.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: s/Shannon Armstrong

J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
Matt.Donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
Kristin.Asai@hklaw.com

601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF to be served on the party/ies listed

below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash Graham & Dunn LLP
500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Denise J. Lukins

Law Office of Denise J. Lukins

800 NE Tenney Rd., Suite 110-115
Vancouver, WA 98685

Email: dlukins@Ilukinslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:

M by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: l[johnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Bret A. Finkelstein

Peter Hawkes

Lane Powell PC

1420 Fifth Avenue, Suite 4200
Seattle, WA 98111

Email: finkelsteinb@lanepowell.com
Email: hawkesp@Ilanepowell.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

(] by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties and/or
their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set forth

below.

O by sending full, true, and correct copies thereof, via overnight courier in sealed, prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or their attorneys, on the date set forth below.

DATED April 30, 2021.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 1

s/Shannon Armstrong
Shannon Armstrong

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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Honorable David E. Gregerson

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES,
LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in
its capacity as General Receiver for
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a
Washington corporation; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT,
LLC, a Washington limited liability
company; ROSS MILES and BEVERLY
MILES, individually and the marital
community property comprised thereof;
MAUREEN WILE and ROBERT WILE,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILLER NASH LLP
THERETO -1

4828-3149-8983.2

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES
THERETO

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
T: 360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660

Ex. 2 to Banks Decl.
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individually and the marital community
property comprised thereof; and PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK, a California chartered
bank,

Defendants.

ADJUNCT TO:
Case No. 19-2-01458-06
In re:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.
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TO: Defendant Pacific Premier Bank and its Holland & Knight LLP attorneys
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

N DN
N

The following general objections are incorporated in each of the responses to

N
w

defendant Pacific Premier Bank's interrogatories as if specifically set forth therein.

N
S

1. Plaintiff objects to these interrogatories to the extent the definitions and

N
(6]

instructions seek to impose obligations beyond the obligation specifically imposed by the Civil

N
(o]

Rules. Plaintiff will supply responses consistent with the obligations imposed by those Rules.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
THERETO - 2 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
4828-3149-8983.2 Ex. 2 to Banks Decl.
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2. Plaintiff objects to defendant's interrogatories to the extent they call for
documents and information or material protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, and any other applicable privilege. Such information or material will not be
provided. Interrogatories will be construed by plaintiff, where possible, as not calling for such
information or material.

3. Plaintiff objects to these interrogatories to the extent they seek irrelevant
information, or are not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving any objection, plaintiff will provide the requested
information as follows:

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Describe in detail the factual basis, if any, for Your

allegation that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that "minimum underwriting criteria for
originating or acquiring secured real estate," "due diligence" required by the "Offering
Materials," and/or the "maximum 65% loan to value ratio" were not followed or complied with,
as alleged in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts, and any Documents, Communications, or
other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to

its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
THERETO - 3 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
4828-3149-8983.2 Ex. 2 to Banks Decl.
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parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Describe in detail the factual basis, if any, for Your

allegation that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware of any loans from the Pools to Related
Parties, e.g., as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying
the date when Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware of such loan, the basis for Pacific
Premier Bank's knowledge or awareness, all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts,
and any Documents, Communications, or other information supporting these contentions.

RESPONSE:

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
THERETO - 4 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: The AEI
Financial Statements produced by Pacific Premier Bank (See PPB-Hamstreet-0006050;
PPB-Hamstreet-0006061; PPB-Hamstreet-0006073) and referenced in various loan
memorandum, show loans from the Pools to AEL.

Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more information becomes
available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such

disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
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INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the "newly invested funds" were used "to pay
other investors," per paragraph 27 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the
date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware, the basis for Pacific Premier Bank's
knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: The

account activity of the Pools that maintained deposit accounts at Pacific Premier Bank

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
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showed that newly invested funds were used to pay other investors. For instance, Pacific
Premier Bank account records show that Mexico 600 had virtually no collections and
received most of its funds, which it paid out primarily to its lone investor, through
borrowings from other Pools, usually Pool 600. This funding took place from 2012 through
2019. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more information becomes
available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such

disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that "Pacific Premier's credit line to Miles was
used . . . to pay obligations to existing investors," per paragraph 53 of the Complaint, including
but not limited to Identifying the date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware,
the basis for Pacific Premier Bank's knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with knowledge
of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response

hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Identify the basis for Your allegation in paragraph 38 of

the Complaint that "[b]eginning no later than June 2008, Pacific Premier provided a guidance
line of credit to AEI," including Identifying any Documents supporting this allegation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly

burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
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has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: AEI
balance sheet shows loans with Regents Bank going back to January 2008. Loan
No. 374707 for $345,000; Loan No. 373675 for $600,000. Further, Plaintiff intends to

supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: For each Pool, identify the date when each Pool became

fully funded (e.g., the date when the last investor money was received).

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to that term ""fully funded™ is vague and ambiguous. Subject to
and without waiving this objection, Plaintiff provides the date of the last "'new' money
invested in each Pool.

Pool 1: November 18, 2003

Pool 2: August 19. 2016

Pool 100: November 10, 2016

Pool 200: March 1, 2005

Pool 300: February 28, 2006

Pool 400: October 22, 2017

Pool 500: October 30, 2009

Pool 600: February 5, 2019

Short Term: January 12, 2005

Mexico 100: July 5, 2013

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
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Mexico 200: August 13, 2014

Mexico 300: May 22, 2009

Mexico 400: March 11, 2015

Mexico 500: No new funds were ever invested.

Mexico 600: No new funds were ever invested.

INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that "AEI Defendants freely used the cash
advanced from the guidance line for other purposes, including making cash transfers to Miles,
Wile, Related Parties, and among Pools," as alleged in paragraph 43 of the Complaint, including
but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank

has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
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seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Identify all "guidance line advances [that] were made by
Pacific Premier to AEI based on 'drive by appraisals,™ as alleged in paragraph 41 of the
Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of
such advances, the date(s) of such "drive by appraisals,” and all Individuals with knowledge of
such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank

has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
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seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is aware of the following advances made with drive-by appraisals: Contract 6133, the
invoice states "'drive-by," see PPB008593; Regents Loan No. 377389 also has a non-
appraisal valuation, see PPB011258. Plaintiff has not yet made any attempt to identify all
advances done by drive-by appraisals. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential

witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Identify all "guidance line advances [that] were made by
Pacific Premier to AEI based on . . . no appraisals at all" as alleged in paragraph 41 of the
Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of
such advances, and all Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory

seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
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in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
has not made any attempt to identify all advances made with no appraisals. Regents Loan
#375250 (See PPB-Hamstreet-0008100) is one example where an advance was made with no

appraisal.

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Identify all "advances made by Pacific Premier under the

guidance line of credit” that were "secured by real estate paper that belonged to the Pools," as
alleged in paragraph 44 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s)
of such advances, the date(s) of such advances, the identity of such "real estate paper,” all
Documents reflecting such facts, and all Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information

as it becomes available.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows:
3/1/2013: AEI Loan #6126/Regents Loan #377389; 3/1/2013 AEI Loan #6059/Regents Loan
#377392; 3/1/2013: AEI Loan #6116/Regents Loan #377386; 3/1/2013: AEI Loan
#6160/Regents Loan #377395; 3/20/2013: AEI Loan #6133/Regents Loan #377428;
3/20/2013: AEI Loan #6202/Regents Loan #377437; 7/2/2014: AEI Loan #6116/Regents
Bank #122101186; 7/2/2014: AEI Loan #6133/Regents Loan #122101187; 7/24/2014: AEI
Loan #6059/Regents Loan #122101222; 6/7/2010: AEI Loan #5555/Regents Loan #375937.
Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more information becomes
available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such

disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Identify all "real estate loans™ that "were used again as

collateral for advances made under the guidance line of credit™ as alleged in paragraph 45 of the
Complaint, including but not limited to the amount(s) of such advances, the date(s) of such
advances, the identity of such "real estate loans," all Documents reflecting such facts, and all
Individuals with knowledge of such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory

seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
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in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: AEI
Loan #4280: March 2008 Regents #374812 and March 2012 Regents #376831. AEI Loan
#5555: February 2009 Regents #375262 and June 2010 Regents #375937. AEI Loan #5885:
July 2010 Regents #375970 and March 2011 Regents #376273. AEI Loan #5946: October
2010 Regents #376120 and October 2011 Regents #3756585. AEI Loan #6059: July 2011
Regents #376414; March 2013 Regents #377386 and July 2014 Regents #122101186. AEI
Loan #6126: January 2012 Regents #376672 and March 2013 Regents #377389. AEI Loan
#6133: January 2012 Regents #376708; March 2013 Regents #377428 and July 2014
Regents #122101187. AEI Loan #6160: March 2012 Regents #376798 and March 2013
Regents #377395. AEI Loan #6202: August 2012 Regents #377437 and March 2013
Regents #377703. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more
information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in

accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your allegation

that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the "over $800,000 in funding" referenced in
paragraph 44 of the Complaint was allegedly "used . . . to pay down AEI's debt at another bank,"”
including but not limited to Identifying all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.
RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks

attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
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because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Identify all Documents and Communications reflecting

the "bank’s internal assessment of AEI Defendants" referenced in paragraph 49 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:
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See PPB013450 as an example. Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as

more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Identify all financial institutions—other than Pacific

Premier—that Miles, Wile, AEI, or AEMM had a deposit relationship with.
RESPONSE:
Plaintiff is aware of the following: US Bank, West Coast Bank, Columbia Credit

Union, Columbia Bank, Riverview Bank, 1Q Credit Union, and Northwest National Bank.

INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Identify all financial institutions or other lenders—other

than Pacific Premier—that Miles, Wile, AEI, or AEMM had a lending relationship with.
RESPONSE:
Plaintiff is aware of the following: US Bank, West Coast Bank, Columbia Credit
Union, Columbia Bank, Riverview Bank, 1Q Credit Union, Blakemore, Northwest National

Bank.

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Identify all financial institutions or other lenders—other

than Pacific Premier—that any Pool had a deposit or lending relationship with, including
Identifying the date when such relationship started, the date when such relationship ended (if
any), and the nature of such relationship.

RESPONSE:

Riverview Bank 2003 to 2013; Columbia Bank 2013 to 2019; US Bank 2019 to the

present. All relationships were for checking accounts.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Identify which Pool(s), if any, Pacific Premier owed a

duty to, including for each such Pool, Identifying the date when such duty started, the date when
such duty ended, and the basis for each duty.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Pacific
Premier Bank owed a duty to American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC, American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC, and American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC who all

maintained deposit accounts with Pacific Premier Bank.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail any loan Pacific Premier ever

extended to any Pool, including but not limited to Identifying the date of each such loan, the
amount of each such loan, and the Identity of each Pool involved in each such loan.
RESPONSE:

Plaintiff is not aware of any loans extended directly to any Pool.

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Identify with specificity all "statutes . . . which Pacific

Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,"” as alleged in paragraph 56 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly

burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
THERETO - 19 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
4828-3149-8983.2 Ex. 2 to Banks Decl.

Page 19 of 54



© o0 ~N oo o b~ O w NP

N RN RN NN N DN R R R R R R R R R, e
o 00 N W N P O © 0o N o o »h W N P O

has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: ldentify with specificity all "rules . . . which Pacific

Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,"” as alleged in paragraph 56 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter

is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
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intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: ldentify with specificity all "regulations . . . which

Pacific Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants," as alleged in paragraph 56 of
the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will

be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
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for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Identify with specificity all "banking regulations . . .

which Pacific Premier breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants,"” as alleged in
paragraph 56 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the

extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
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interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Identify with specificity all "lawful standards"” that You

allege in paragraph 56 of the Complaint that the loans extended by Pacific Premier Bank "did not

meet."
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RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Identify with specificity all "standards of care" You

claim Pacific Premier Bank was subject to in paragraph 57 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff

is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
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meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Identify with specificity all "statutory and regulatory

duties to which [Pacific Premier Bank] was subject,” as alleged in paragraph 57 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery

in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
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time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Identify with specificity all "independently-owed duties"

which You alleged Pacific Premier Bank breached in paragraph 57 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly

burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
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has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Identify with specificity which of "AEI Defendants'

breach of fiduciary duties” You allege Pacific Premier Bank "aided and abetted," per

paragraph 63 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the duty breached by
each such breach, the date of each such breach, and a description of the AEI Defendants' conduct
(including the Identity of any Individual involved) giving rise to each such breach.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating

to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
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the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: By 2007
the Pools had become insolvent in that each Pool was unable to repay its obligations to
investors as and when they became due and payable and the Pools needed new investor
money to continue to pay their obligations to investors as and when they became due and
payable. In order to keep the Pools’ operations afloat, to enable the Pools to continue
making payments to investors as they became due, and to maintain the appearance of
stability and safety in the eyes of investors, from at least 2007 through 2019 the Pool
Managers routinely made unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed, and irregular
transactions involving the Pools’ assets. These transactions included significant
intermingling and comingling of funds among the Pools, millions of dollars in loans among
the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to
Miles or Wile, or their family members, or entities that shared AEI’s business address.

The comingling and the related party loan transactions were inconsistent with the offering
materials and were not disclosed to or authorized by the investors in the Pools. Further the

Pool Managers improperly deepened the Pools’ debt and prolonged the life of the Pools so
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that the Pool Managers could continue to use the Pools to receive the benefits of the
fraudulent transactions. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more

information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 54: For each breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Describe with specificity the "conduct of Pacific Premier" which You
allege constitutes "aiding and abetting™ each such breach, as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not
proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information

outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Pacific
Premier’s lines of credit to the Pool Managers made possible the sales of investments in the
Pools from no later than June 2008 to the collapse of the Pools in 2019. Without those lines
of credit, the Pool Managers would not have had the money necessary to continue their
(false) illusion of solvency, safety, and prosperity and would not have been able to continue
selling investments in the Pools. By providing credit advances of necessary funding
secured by real estate paper taken from the Pools, Pacific Premier allowed the Pool
Managers to operate and conceal the Ponzi scheme. Pacific Premier’s actions also aided
and assisted the Pool Managers in the deepening of the Pools’ debt. Pacific Premier’s
actions also aided in prolonging the life of the Pools so that the Pool Managers could
continue to use the Pools to receive the benefits of the fraudulent transactions. Further,

Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 55: For each breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Identify all Individuals affiliated with Pacific Premier who You allege had
knowledge of each such breach.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating

to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
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the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 56: For each Breach You identified in response to

Interrogatory No. 53, Identify all Individuals affiliated with Pacific Premier who You allege
provided substantial assistance to such breach.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial

evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that Pacific Premier Bank was obligated to disclose or report the breaches of fiduciary
duties allegedly committed by the AEI Defendants, including by Identifying any alleged
obligations that were not met, all Individuals involved in conduct giving rise to such obligations

not being met, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.
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RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that any of the Pools were harmed by Pacific Premier's servicing of accounts
maintained by any Pool at Pacific Premier, including by Identifying any act, error, or omission in
the servicing of such accounts which You allege caused harm, all Individuals involved in
conduct giving rise to such harm, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery

in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
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time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail the factual and legal basis for Your

contention that Pacific Premier failed to "use reasonable care in supervising its employees and
keeping them from injuring"” any of the Pools, including by Identifying any instances in which
Pacific Premier allegedly failed to use such "reasonable care" and the allegedly resulting harm to
any Pool, all Individuals involved in conduct giving rise to such alleged failure(s), and all
Individuals with knowledge of any or all such facts.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter

is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
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intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: With respect to the "conduct of Pacific Premier” which

You allege in paragraph 67 of the Complaint "constitutes negligence,” Identify with specificity
the applicable duty or standard of care you contend is at-issue.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will

be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
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for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Identify with specificity the "conduct of Pacific Premier"

which You allege in paragraph 67 of the Complaint "constitutes negligence," including a
description of the conduct of Pacific Premier Bank giving rise to a breach of such duty or
standard of care (including the Identity of any Individual involved and the dates of such
conduct).

RESPONSE:
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the
extent it seeks attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this
interrogatory because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial
evidence and to disclose its trial strategies.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion, when Plaintiff has not yet produced information necessary
for an expert to prepare an opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating
to its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of
the parties. Further, Plaintiff's investigation is still underway and discovery in this matter
is still ongoing; thus, any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff
intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information as it becomes
available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank's knowledge in paragraph 55 of the Complaint that "Pacific
Premier knew the AEI Defendants owed fiduciary duties to the Pools."

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not
proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information
outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows:
Numerous credit memos indicate that Pacific Premier Bank had copies of the offering
materials and organizational documents for the Pools. Further, Plaintiff intends to

supplement this response as more information becomes available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank's knowledge in paragraph 55 of the Complaint that "Pacific
Premier also knew the AEI Defendants were breaching their fiduciary duties to the Pools."

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: See
answers to Interrogatories Nos. 5 and 16. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this

response as more information becomes available.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSES MILA'll:I'ES\IE'\\(lSAA§|L_LWLLP
THERETO - 41 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
4828-3149-8983.2 Ex. 2 to Banks Decl.

Page 41 of 54



© o0 ~N oo o b~ O w NP

N RN RN NN N DN R R R R R R R R R, e
o 00 N W N P O © 0o N o o »h W N P O

INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank's "knowledge" in paragraph 56 of the Complaint that "Pacific
Premier . . . extend[ed] loans to AEI Defendants with the knowledge that said loans did not meet
lawful standards."

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended

meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
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ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: For each Pool, Identify all economic damages to the

Pool that You allege were caused by Defendants' conduct as alleged in the Complaint, including
Describing the nature of such damages.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery

in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
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time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: For each Pool, Identify all non-economic damages to the

Pool that You allege were caused by Defendants' conduct as alleged in the Complaint, including
Describing the nature of such damages.
RESPONSE:

Plaintiff is not seeking non-economic damages on behalf of any of the Pools.

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of contract” as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Complaint
(First Cause of Action for Breach of Contract against all AEI Defendants), including but not
limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any
alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to

disclose its trial strategy.
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff

intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties™ as alleged in paragraph 61 of the
Complaint (Second Cause of Action for Breach of Fiduciary Duty against all Defendants),
including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages
(e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties" as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Complaint (Third Cause of Action for Aiding and Abetting Breach of Fiduciary Duty against
Defendants Miles, Wile, and Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the
nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the
method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information

as it becomes available.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the conversion™ as alleged in paragraph 65 of the Complaint (Fourth
Cause of Action for Conversion against Defendants Miles and Wile), including but not limited to
Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged
losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks
attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response

hereto with additional information as it becomes available.
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Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities that

had a deposit relationship with [Pacific Premier Bank] have been damaged as a result of the
negligence” as alleged in paragraph 67 of the Complaint (Fifth Cause of Action for Negligence
against Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the
basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for
computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by
the attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks

attorney work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory
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because it would require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to
disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will
be the subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to
its expert(s) in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the
parties. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would
necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response
hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly
burdensome, and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank
has not yet produced the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory
seeks information outside of Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery
in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at this
time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff
is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended
meaning of this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to
ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff
intends to supplement this response as more information becomes available. Lastly,
Plaintiff will identify its potential witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as

are set by the court.

INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Identify all Individuals who You have communicated

with regarding the allegations in the Complaint.

RESPONSE:
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Object that the request is vague and ambiguous. Further object that the request is
overly broad and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing,
Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier
Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of the interrogatory and a proper scope and
time for any response, and ascertain if Plaintiff can provide a more substantive response at

this time.

INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Identify all Persons who provided "reports of what

appear to be inappropriate transactions with lending institutions” as alleged in Your 2nd Investor
Update (dated September 18, 2019).
RESPONSE:

Plaintiff does not recall the name of the investor.

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Identify all litigation related to any Defendant that You

are, or have been, a party to, including but not limited to Identifying all depositions that have
been taken as part of those litigations.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff is not a party to any other litigation with any of the defendants in this

matter.

INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Identify all experts whom you propose to call as

witnesses at the trial of this case, stating, without limitation, the subject matter on which the
expert is expected to testify, the substance of the findings and opinions to which the expert is
expected to testify, and a summary of the grounds for each opinion.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff has not yet determined which expert(s) it will have testify at trial.
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Shannon Armstrong
+1 503-517-2924
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com

October 15, 2021
Via E-mail (joseph.vance@millernash.com)

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash Graham & Dunn LLP
500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Re:  Hamstreet v. Am. Equities, Inc., et al., Case No. 20-2-00507-06 (Wash. Super. Ct.)

Dear Joe:

We are writing to meet and confer regarding the Receiver’s responses to Pacific Premier
Bank’s (“Pacific Premier”) First Set of Requests for Production (“RFPs”), served March 12,
2021, and Pacific Premier’s First Set of Interrogatories (“Interrogatories”), served April 30, 2021
and narrowed by agreement pursuant to the parties’ agreement to mediate (per my email dated
July 16, 2021).

At the outset, we recognize that the parties are primarily focusing on preparing for
mediation on December 1, 2021 rather than engaging in full-blown discovery. We have
accordingly prioritized this conferral to first, in Section | below, address the most significant
issues that impact Pacific Premier’s ability to meaningfully participate in mediation, and second,
in Section Il below, address those issues that will need to be addressed immediately after
mediation. We request that the parties have a telephone or video conference no later than Friday,
October 22, 2021 to address the issues raises in Section | of this letter. Please let us know when
you are available.

l. Information Necessary for Mediation

A. The Receiver has failed to answer Interrogatories relating to its damages.
See Interrogatories Nos. 65, 67-72.

For almost every Interrogatory that seeks information related to the Receiver’s alleged
damages, the Receiver has failed to provide any responsive information. See Interrogatories Nos.
65, 67-72. These Interrogatories seek information that the Receiver must establish to prevail on
its claims, including:

Anchorage | Atlanta | Austin | Boston | Charlotte | Chicago | Dallas | Denver | Fort Lauderdale | Houston | Jacksonville
Lakeland | Los Angeles | Miami | New York | Orlando | Philadelphia | Portland | San Francisco | Stamford | Tallahassee | Tampa
Tysons | Washington, D.C. | West Palm Beach
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Joseph Vance
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e For each Pool, identifying and describing the nature of all economic damages;

e Describing how the Receivership Entities have been allegedly harmed or damaged as
a result of each alleged cause of action (breach of contract, breach of fiduciaries
duties, conversion) and how the Pools that “had a deposit relationship with [Pacific
Premier] have been damaged as a result of the negligence” alleged in the Complaint;

o ldentifying, for all alleged damages, “the nature of damages, the basis for each such
damages (e.g., [] alleged losses), and the method used for computation.”

The Receiver has not refused to answer these Interrogatories, nor set forth any efforts the
Receiver has undertaken to obtain the information sought, let alone that which would indicate a
reasonable inquiry has been made. The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full,
complete, and non-evasive answer to in response to all of these Interrogatories, which it has not
done. Should the Receiver fail to timely provide an answer that does so, including by providing
all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s agents,
Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse treated
as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.

B. The Receiver has failed to answer Interrogatories relating to its key
allegations. See Interrogatories Nos. 3, 18, 27, 35, 45-52, 55-57, 59-62, and 64.

For several of the Interrogatories, the Receiver has failed to provide any responsive
information. See Interrogatories Nos. 3, 18, 27, 35, 45-52, 55-57, 59-62, and 64. These
Interrogatories seek information central to the Receiver’s allegations in this action, including:

e Any “standard of care” or “statutory” or “regulatory” duty to which Pacific Premier was
allegedly subject or “independently-owed duty” which Pacific Premier allegedly
breached;

e The “conduct of Pacific Premier” which allegedly breached such duty or standard;

e Any “statute,” “rule,” “regulation,” or “banking regulation” that Pacific Premier allegedly
breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants;

e Any “lawful standard” that Pacific Premier allegedly did not meet, or any factual basis
for the allegation that Pacific Premier “extend[ed] loans to AEI Defendants with
knowledge that said loans did not meet lawful standards”; and

e Any legal and/or factual basis for the allegations that:

o0 Pacific Premier was aware that AEI Defendants owed fiduciary duties to the
Pools, that Pacific Premier was obligated to disclose or report the allegedly
breaches of fiduciary duty; committed by AEI Defendants, or the identity of any
individual at Pacific Premier who had knowledge of or provided substantial
assistance to such alleged breaches;

o Pools were harmed by Pacific Premier’s servicing of any Pool’s account;
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o Pacific Premier was aware that Minimum Underwriting Criteria, due diligence
required by Offering Materials, or maximum loan-to-value ratio were not
complied with;

o Pacific Premier was aware that the credit line from Pacific Premier was used to
pay obligations to existing investors or pay down AEI debt at another bank;

o Pacific Premier was aware that AEI Defendants used advances for other purposes,
like cash transfers to Miles, Wile, Related Parties, and among Pools.

The Receiver has not refused to answer these Interrogatories, nor set forth any efforts the
Receiver has undertaken to obtain the information sought, let alone that which would indicate a
reasonable inquiry has been made. The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full,
complete, and non-evasive answer to in response to all of these Interrogatories, which it has not
done. Should the Receiver fail to timely provide an answer that does so, including by providing
all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s agents,
Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse treated
as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.

C. The Receiver’s response to several Interrogatories is deficient. See
Interrogatories Nos. 16, 23, 28, 29, and 53.

Interrogatory No. 16: The Receiver has failed to “Describe in detail the factual basis for
Your allegation that Pacific Premier Bank knew or was aware that the ‘newly invested funds’
were used ‘to pay other investors,” per paragraph 27 of the Complaint, including but not limited
to Identifying the date when Pacific Premier Bank first knew or became aware, the basis for
Pacific Premier Bank's knowledge or awareness, and all Individuals with knowledge of any or all
such facts.”

The Receiver’s response provides no information as to any dates, other than claiming that
“funding took place from 2012 to 2019,” without any explanation of how this relates to the
timing of Pacific Premier’s alleged knowledge. The Receiver’s response also claims that the
*account activity of the Pools that maintained deposit accounts at Pacific Premier Bank showed
that newly invested funds were used to pay other investors” but neglects to (1) explain how
deposit accounts records would purportedly show “newly invested funds” being used “to pay
other investors”; or (2) provide any information related to the 12 out of 15 Pools who did not
maintain deposit accounts at Pacific Premier. Such response is deficient.

The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full, complete, and non-evasive answer
to in response to this Interrogatory, which it has not done. Should the Receiver fail to timely
provide an answer that does so, including by conducting a reasonably diligent inquiry and
providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s
agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse
treated as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.
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Interrogatory No. 23: The Receiver’s response to Interrogatory No. 23 provides the “the
date of the last ‘new’ money invested in each Pool.”

Can you please explain what is meant by “last ‘new’ money”? What does that date
represent? Can you also please explain what is meant by “No new funds were ever invested” for
Pools American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500 and American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 5007

Interrogatory No. 28: The Receiver has failed to “Identify all "guidance line advances
[that] were made by Pacific Premier to AEI based on 'drive by appraisals,™ as alleged in
paragraph 41 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such
advances, the date(s) of such advances, the date(s) of such "drive by appraisals,” and all
Individuals with knowledge of such facts.”

Rather, the Receiver’s response only identifies two purported instances, but fails to
identify the date of such advances or the date of such drive-by appraisals. Further, the Receiver
admits that, despite its allegations resting on Pacific Premier’s purported drive-by appraisals, the
Receiver “has not yet made any attempt to identify all advances done by drive-by appraisals.”

The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full, complete, and non-evasive answer
to in response to this Interrogatory, which it has not done. Should the Receiver fail to timely
provide an answer that does so, including by conducting a reasonably diligent inquiry and
providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s
agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse
treated as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.

Interrogatory No. 29: The Receiver has failed to “Identify all "guidance line advances
[that] were made by Pacific Premier to AEI based on . . . no appraisals at all" as alleged in
paragraph 41 of the Complaint, including but not limited to Identifying the amount(s) of such
advances, the date(s) of such advances, and all Individuals with knowledge of such facts.”

Rather, the Receiver’s response only identifies one purported example, but fails to
identify the date of such advance. Further, the Receiver admits that, despite its allegations resting
on Pacific Premier’s purported lack of appraisals, the Receiver “has not made any attempt to
identify all advances made with no appraisals.”

The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full, complete, and non-evasive answer
to in response to this Interrogatory, which it has not done. Should the Receiver fail to timely
provide an answer that does so, including by conducting a reasonably diligent inquiry and
providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s
agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse
treated as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.
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Interrogatory No. 53: The Receiver has failed to “Identify with specificity which of AEI
Defendants' breach of fiduciary duties You allege Pacific Premier Bank aided and abetted, per
paragraph 63 of the Complaint,” including “ldentifying the duty breached by each such breach,
the date of each such breach, and a description of the AEI Defendants' conduct (including the
Identity of any Individual involved) giving rise to each such breach.”

The Receiver’s response does not identify a single fiduciary duty that was breached, nor
does it provide the date of any such breach, instead providing a 12-year time frame (“from at
least 2007 through 2019). Such response is deficient.

The Receiver is required to provide a responsive, full, complete, and non-evasive answer
to in response to this Interrogatory, which it has not done. Should the Receiver fail to timely
provide an answer that does so, including by conducting a reasonably diligent inquiry and
providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s
agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief including having such nonresponse
treated as a failure to answer under Wash. CR 37.

D. The Receiver must confirm certain Interrogatory responses.
See Interrogatories Nos. 5, 32-33, 36, 38-42, 54, and 63.

In response to certain of the Interrogatories, the Receiver provided limited responsive
information. This includes the Receiver’s response to Interrogatories Nos. 5, 32-33, 36, 38-42,
54, and 63. Please confirm that the Receiver does not have any supplemental information to
provide in response to any of these Interrogatories.

1. Responses to Be Addressed After Mediation

A. The Receiver must perform a search for and produce responsive
communications. See RFPs Nos. 1-6, 9, 13, 49, and 50.

For several of the RFPs, the Receiver agreed to “perform a search for e-mails.” See RFPs
Nos. RFPs 1-6, 9, 13, 49, and 50. Pacific Premier proposes the following initial search terms.
Pacific Premier reserves the right to propose additional search terms as further information,
documents, communications, and discovery is obtained.!

AEI’s Emails:

e “*regents*

e “Pacific Premier” OR *ppb*

L As used in the proposed search terms, the asterisk (*) represents an expander of unlimited length.
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“Grand Point” OR *grandpoint*
*blakemore*

“Thomas Young”

*usselman*

“5830 Pescadero” OR *“22865 Someday” OR “7837 Sierra” OR “376 Cedar” OR
“4065 Las Pasas” OR “509 Sullivan”

(6116 AND “Some Day”) OR (6126* AND Esmiol) OR (6202* AND Vega) OR
(4280* AND Dawson) OR (6059* AND Haley*) OR (5555* AND Miami)

(“American Eagle Mortgage” OR AEM*) AND (financ* OR bankr* OR insolv*
OR “balance sheet” OR profit* OR revenue*)

“line of credit”

Receiver’s Emails:

*regents*

“Pacific Premier” OR *ppb*

“Grand Point” OR *grandpoint*
*blakemore*

“Thomas Young”

*usselman*

“U.S. Bank” OR “US Bank” OR *ushank*
“West Coast Bank”

“Columbia Credit Union” OR *columbiacu*
“Columbia Bank” OR *columbiabank*
“Riverview Bank” OR *riverviewbank*
“1Q Credit” OR *igcu*

“Northwest National Bank”

“5830 Pescadero” OR “22865 Someday” OR “7837 Sierra” OR “376 Cedar” OR
“4065 Las Pasas” OR “509 Sullivan”

(6116* AND “Some Day”) OR (6126* AND Esmiol) OR (6202* AND Vega) OR
(4280* AND Dawson) OR (6059* AND Haley*) OR (5555* AND Miami)
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e (“American Eagle Mortgage” OR AEM*) AND (financ* OR bankr* OR insolv*
OR “balance sheet” OR profit* OR revenue*)

e “line of credit”
e *DebtX*
e *RMNW*

B. The Receiver must clarify certain RFP Responses.
See RFPs Nos. 7-9, 14-15, 23, 28, 34-35, 45, 49-50, and 54-56.

For several of the Receiver’s responses to the RFPs, Pacific Premier needs additional
information and/or clarification from the Receiver. See RFPs Nos. 7-9, 14-15, 23, 28, 34-35, 45,
49-50, and 54-56.

RFP No. 7: Please confirm that the balance sheets for AEl and AEMM produced by the
Receiver at RECEIVER-AEI-002584 & RECEIVER-AEI-002585 are sufficient to identify all
purportedly at-issue loans extended by Pacific Premier to any Defendant.

RFP No. 8: In response to RFP 8, the Receiver produced RECEIVER-AEI-002584 and
RECEIVER-AEI-002585. These documents appear to reflect the balance sheets of AEI and
AEMM. Can you please explain how these documents “identify [any] terms of any loan
extended to any Defendant by Pacific Premier Bank”?

RFP No. 9: Please confirm that the only loans from Pacific Premier to any Defendant
secured by Pool Assets are those reflected in the documents Receiver produced in response to
RFP No. 25 (related to properties located at 5830 Pescadero Creek Rd., Pescadero, CA 94060;
22865 Someday Way, Bend, OR 97701; 7837 Sierra Ave., Fontana, CA 92336; 376 Cedar St.,
Sedona, AZ 86336; 4065 Las Pasas Way, Sacramento, CA 95864; and 509 Sullivan St., Miami,
AZ 85539).

RFP No. 14: Please confirm that all documents responsive to RFP No. 14 in the
Receiver’s possession, custody, or control have been produced at RECEIVER-AEI-002616 to
RECEIVER-AEI-002623.

RFP No. 15: The Receiver produced RECEIVER-AEI-002624 to RECEIVER-AEI-
002869 as “Financial Statements of American Equities provided to Pacific Premier Bank.”
Please provide the Receiver’s basis for claiming such documents were provided to Pacific
Premier.

RFP No. 23: Please provide the Bates range for documents produced in response to this
request.
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RFP No. 28: The Receiver stated that it “will produce the Quickbooks files for the
Pools” as “Documents sufficient to identify all instances of Defendant(s) ‘using new investor
money to fund the Pools’ obligations owed to earlier investors’ as alleged in the Complaint.”
How are the Pools’ Quickbooks files sufficient to identify all such instances? Can you please
provide examples showing how such instances are reflected in the Quickbooks?

RFP No. 34: Please provide the Bates range for documents produced in response to this
request.

RFP No. 35: This RFP requests “title reports” for Pool Assets. Such title reports are
directly related to the Receiver’s allegations regarding Pacific Premier’s knowledge, awareness,
and participation in extending loans related to Pool Assets. The Receiver objects to producing
such documents on the basis that “It would require reviewing the contract files contained in
approximately 150 banker boxes.” Such objection is unfounded; a party being in possession of
voluminous records does not excuse that party from its discovery obligations to review and
produce responsive records. Please confirm that the Receiver will conduct a reasonably diligent
search for responsive documents from those in its possession, custody, or control (including but
limited to from the banker boxes referenced above).

RFP No. 45: Please confirm that the only “financial records” referenced in Page 2 of the
Receiver’s First Update to Investors (dated August 1, 2019) are the “Pool Quickbooks files” that
have been produced at RECEIVER-AEI-025485.

RFP Nos. 49 & 50: These RFPs request documents and communications, but the
Receiver’s response only pertained to communications. Please confirm that the Receiver will
conduct a reasonably diligent search for, and produce, all responsive documents in its possession,
custody, or control.

RFP No. 54: The Receiver objected to producing “All Documents and Communications
related to the ‘employee declarations’ referenced in the Receiver's ‘Summary of Investor
Meeting, October 2, 2019°” on the basis that such information is “protected by attorney-client
privilege” and “to the extent [the RFP] seeks attorney work product and mental impressions.”
Please provide the basis for the Receiver’s assertion that such documents and communications
are subject to attorney client or work product privileges. If such employees have ever had an
attorney-client relationship or been employed by the Receiver, please provide the dates when
such relationship or employment began and ended.

RFP No. 55: This RFP requests “All Communications with any current or former
employee of American Equities dated after May 10, 2019.” The Receiver has objected to
production on the grounds of overbreadth. Pacific Premier is willing to narrow the scope of this
RFP to request “All Communications with any current or former employee of American Equities
dated after May 10, 2019 that relate to Pacific Premier, the Pools, or losses or harms to the
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Investors or Pools.” Please confirm that the Receiver will conduct a reasonably diligent search
for, and produce, all responsive communications in its possession, custody, or control, subject to
this narrowing of the RFP.

RFP No. 56: This RFP requests “All Documents and Communications related to the
‘informal interviews with Ross and Maureen’ referenced in the Receiver’s ‘Summary of Investor
Meeting, October 2, 2019.”” The Receiver produced three sets of interview notes in response to
this RFP: RECEIVER-AEI-015869, RECEIVER-AEI-015870, and RECEIVER-AEI-015871.
Please confirm the date that each of these interviews occurred, as it is not reflected in the
interview notes nor their metadata. Please also produce the exhibits referenced therein. Please
also produce any communications related to these interviews; or, if such communications are
being withheld, provide the basis for such withholding.

C. The Receiver has failed to produce documents relating to its key allegations.
See RFPs Nos. 10, 11, 16-20, 27, 32, 36-41, and 52.

For several of the RFPs, the Receiver has failed to produce a single document. See RFPs
Nos. 10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 27, 32, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 52. These RFPs seek
documents central to the Receiver’s allegations in this action, including:

e documents related to Pacific Premier’s alleged violations of the Bank Secrecy Act,
the “lawful standards” that Pacific Premier loans did not allegedly meet, and the
“industry standard appraisals” alleged in the Complaint;

e documents related to Pacific Premier’s alleged awareness of Defendant(s) using Pool
Assets "as collateral for loans";

e documents related to Pacific Premier allegedly knowing that “AEI Defendants owed
fiduciary duties to the Pools" and/or that “AEl Defendants were breaching their
fiduciary duties to the Pools”; and

e documents sufficient to identify when any/all Offering Materials were allegedly
provided to Pacific Premier; among others.

Has the Receiver conducted a reasonably diligent search for documents responsive to
each of these RFPs? If so, when will such documents be produced?

Is the Receiver withholding producing any documents responsive to these RFPs? If so,
what is its basis for doing so?

D. The Receiver must confirm its production is substantially complete in
response to certain RFPs. See RFPs Nos. 8, 9, 12, 21-26, 29, 33-34, 46, and 47.

Ex. 3 to Banks Decl.
Page 9 of 11



Joseph Vance
October 15, 2021
Page 10

For several of the RFPs, the Receiver has produced some responsive documents. See
RFPs Nos. 8, 9, 12, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, 33, 34, 46, and 47. These RFPs seek documents
central to the Receiver’s allegations in this action, including:

e the Financial Statements of the Pools;

e documents showing inter-Pool transfers and Pacific Premier’s awareness thereof;

e documents showing transfers between the Pools and other Defendants and Pacific
Premier’s awareness thereof;

e documents showing Pacific Premier’s awareness of Defendants allegedly “using new
investor money to fund the Pools' obligations owed to earlier investors”;

e documents showing the loan terms that the Receiver claims are improper, any loans
allegedly secured by Pool Assets, and any instances of Defendant(s) using Pool
Assets “as collateral for loans”; and

e documents related to the “Investor Survey” referenced in the May 30, 2019 Investor
Meeting; among others.

Please confirm that the Receiver has conducted a reasonably diligent search for
documents responsive to each of these RFPs, and that the Receiver does not have any
supplemental information to provide in response to any of these RFPs. Please also confirm
whether the Receiver is withholding producing any documents responsive to these RFPs, and if
S0, its basis for doing so.

E. The Receiver must provide additional information rather than claim to have
no awareness or possession of responsive documents. See RFPs Nos. 30 & 31.

For two of the RFPs, the Receiver claims to not be “aware of any responsive documents.”
See RFPs Nos. 30, 31. These RFPs seek documents related to any appraisals of the Pools or Pool
Assets. Has the Receiver conducted a reasonably diligent search for documents responsive to
these RFPs?

For three of the RFPs, the Receiver claims to “not possess” any responsive documents.
See RFPs Nos. 32, 51, and 52. The Receiver informed investors that it had allegedly received
reports about “inappropriate transactions with lending institutions” and asked the investors to
provide any further information about such transaction via an internet “link” (see Receiver’s 2nd
Update to American Equities Investors, dated September 18, 2019). These RFPs seek documents
and communications related to such alleged “reports” and the information provided to the
Receiver via that link, as well as documents sufficient to identify the "industry standard
appraisals” that the Receiver claims Pacific Premier did not perform. The Receiver’s discovery
obligations extend beyond documents and communications in the Receiver’s possession, they
also include information its custody or control. See Wash. CR 34 (“in the responding party’s
possession, custody, or control™). Does the Receiver have any documents or communications
responsive to these RFPs in its possession, custody, or control? Is the Receiver withholding
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producing any documents or communications responsive to these RFPs? If the Receiver is
withholding any documents or communications responsive to these RFPs, what is its basis for
doing so?

As to information or documents that were provided to the Receiver at the “link”
referenced in the Receiver’s 2nd Update to the American Equities Investors (dated September
18, 2019), how or where was such information stored after transmittal? Is there a record or ledger
of information transmitted through the link? Is there a remote or cloud location where such
information is stored?

Sincerely,

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

Shannon Armstrong
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Shannon Armstrong
+1 503-517-2924
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com

January 20, 2022

Via E-mail (joseph.vance@millernash.com)

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash Graham & Dunn LLP
500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Re:  Hamstreet v. Am. Equities, Inc., et al., Case No. 20-2-00507-06 (Wash. Super. Ct.) -
Receiver's Discovery Responses

Dear Joe:

| am writing to follow up on the Receiver's document production and interrogatory
responses. On October 27, 2021, we met and conferred regarding the Receiver's responses to
Pacific Premier's First Set of Requests for Production ("RFPs™), served March 12, 2021, and
Pacific Premier's First Set of Interrogatories (“Interrogatories"), served April 30, 2021. At that
meeting, you agreed to supplement certain interrogatory responses in advance of the parties'
December 1 mediation, and we agreed to continue our meet-and-confer regarding other
discovery responses following the mediation, including the RFPs described in our October 15,
2021 letter. We are now preparing to set a trial date, and as we recently discussed, regardless of
ongoing settlement discussions, we must move forward with preparing for trial.

We request that the parties hold a telephone or video conference no later than Friday,
February 4, 2022, to address the issues raised in this letter. Please let us know when you are
available.

. The Receiver’s interrogatory responses remain deficient.

A large number of the Receiver's initial interrogatory responses were deficient and
consisted almost entirely of objections to even the most basic questions regarding the factual
bases for the Receiver’s claims and nature of the case against Pacific Premier. We explained
those deficiencies in detail in our October 15, 2021 letter, and demanded the Receiver address
them and provide Pacific Premier full and fair responses.
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In particular, we requested that the Receiver provide further responses to a number of
interrogatories that sought information about the specific factual bases for Pacific Premier's
liability, the standards of care Pacific Premier allegedly breached, and the amount of and
methodology for calculating damages you claim are attributable to Pacific Premier. Pacific
Premier is entitled to know this information in order to defend itself in this case.

During our October 27 meet-and-confer, you agreed to supplement a number of
responses in advance of the December 1, 2021 mediation, including the Receiver’s responses to
Interrogatories Nos. 3, 16, 18, 27-29, 35, 45-53, 55-57, 59-62, and 64. To date, however, the
Receiver has provided additional responses to only a handful of those interrogatories — Nos. 35,
53-56, 59, 61, 63, and 64 — and some of those supplemental responses still fail to cure the
deficiencies.

The Receiver must now promptly provide adequate responses to all interrogatories no
later than February 11, 2022. If you do not do so by February 11, 2022, we will move to compel
responses and to recover our fees for preparing that motion.

A. The Receiver has failed to answer interrogatories requesting the factual
bases for its key allegations - Interrogatories Nos. 3, 18, 27, and 62.

The Receiver has not provided any responsive information to Interrogatories Nos. 3, 18,
27, and 62. In its October 21, 2021 letter, the Receiver claimed that "the scope of [these]
interrogatories go [sic] beyond what the Receiver is required to provide." (10/21/21 Vance letter
to Armstrong at 11 4, 5.) The Receiver is wrong.

These Interrogatories request basic case information, which CR 33 was designed to elicit,
including the factual bases for the Receiver's operative allegations against the Bank. See CR 33
(interrogatories may seek information as to “an opinion or contention that relates to fact or the
application of law to fact”); Bushman v. New Holland Div. of Sperry Rand Corp., 83 Wn.2d 429,
434,518 P.2d 1078, 1081 (1974) ("Mutual knowledge of all the relevant facts gathered by both
parties is essential to proper litigation. To that end, either party may compel the other to
disgorge whatever facts he has in his possession.") (quoting Hickman v. Taylor, 329 U.S. 495,
507 (1947)); 8 48.4 Nature of questions, 15A Wash. Prac., Handbook Civil Procedure § 48.4
(2021-2022 ed.) (observing that interrogatories seeking factual bases for contentions are
authorized by CR 33).! The Receiver is required to provide complete responses to Pacific

! The Receiver's contention that it need not provide factual bases for its allegations because that would amount to
revealing trial strategy is unavailing and runs counter to widely accepted Washington law. (See 10/21/21 Vance
letter to Armstrong at 11 4, 5.) Weber v. Biddle, 72 Wash. 2d 22, 29, 431 P.2d 705, 710 (1967), which the Receiver
cites in support of this contention, stands for the much narrower and unremarkable proposition that parties are not
required to provide each individual piece of evidence they intend to introduce at trial. 1d. at 710-11 (explaining that
"it is proper to elicit information as to evidentiary facts,” but finding that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in
denying a motion to compel specific items of evidence that would be used to support those facts). The scope of
permissible discovery in Washington is broad and allows for discovery of facts underlying a plaintiff's allegations.
CR 26(b); CR 33; Bushman v. New Holland Div. of Sperry Rand Corp., 83 Wn.2d 429, 434, 518 P.2d 1078, 1081
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Premier's requests for the bases of its factual allegations, including facts supporting its claims
that:

e Pacific Premier knew that AEI Defendants did not comply with the investment
criteria set forth in investor offering materials (Interrogatory No. 3);

e Pacific Premier knew that its "credit line to Miles was used . . . to pay
obligations to existing investors™ (Interrogatory No. 18);

e Pacific Premier knew that "AEI Defendants freely used the cash advanced from
the guidance line for other purposes, including making cash transfers to Miles,
Wile, Related Parties, and among Pools" (Interrogatory No. 27); and,

e Pacific Premier "knew the AEI Defendants owed fiduciary duties to the Pools™
(Interrogatory No. 62).

Nor are these interrogatories premature. They are based upon allegations in the Amended
Complaint, and we assume the Receiver had a good faith basis upon which it made these
allegations. Even if the Receiver does not know every fact upon which it bases these allegations,
it must provide those facts that it does know to allow the Bank to prepare for depositions and
pre-trial motions. The Receiver can, of course, supplement its responses if more information
comes to light as the case proceeds. It cannot, however, withhold information it knows at this
time. CR 33 (providing that “[e]ach interrogatory shall be answered separately and fully”).

Pacific Premier will seek all appropriate relief, including having such nonresponse treated
as a failure to answer under CR 37, if the Receiver fails to provide complete, non-evasive
answers no later than February 11, 2022.

B. The Receiver has failed to answer interrogatories requesting it identify the
laws, regulations, and legal duties the Receiver alleges Pacific Premier
violated - Interrogatories Nos. 45-52, and 60.

The Receiver has also failed to respond to interrogatories regarding the specific laws and
regulations it claims Pacific Premier breached — Interrogatories Nos. 45-52, and 60. The
Receiver is not permitted to allege that Pacific Premier breached a law, regulation, or duty of
care, while at the same time refusing to identify the specific law, regulation, or standard that was
breached. CR 33 specifically contemplates this very issue and provides that parties may seek
information about “the application of law to fact,” including that “a party may propound
interrogatories on another party to the action which seek the factual or legal basis of the party's
contentions.” § 33.34 Contention interrogatory—Plaintiff's legal claims, 10 Wash. Prac., Civil

(1974) ("The only limitation is relevancy to the subject matter involved in the action, not to the precise issues
framed by the pleadings, and inquiry as to any matter which is or may become relevant to the subject matter of the
action should be allowed, subject only to the objection of privilege.").
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Procedure Forms § 33.34 (3d ed.). "The purpose of interrogatories to an adverse party is to
enable the opposing party to prepare for trial...to determine what evidence will be needed at the
trial, and to reduce the possibility of surprise at the trial.” Stark v. Allis-Chalmers & Nw. Roads,
Inc., 2 Wn. App. 399, 404, 467 P.2d 854, 857 (1970). By failing to identify what laws or
standards the Receiver claims Pacific Premier violated, it is engaging in a trial-by-surprise tactic
that is prohibited and would deny Pacific Premier an opportunity to prepare its defense.

The Receiver must respond to each of these interrogatories and identify the following:

e Any “standard of care” or “statutory” or “regulatory” duty to which Pacific Premier was
allegedly subject or “independently-owed duty,” which Pacific Premier allegedly
breached,;

e The “conduct of Pacific Premier,” which allegedly breached such duty or standard,;

e Any “statute,” “rule,” “regulation,” or “banking regulation” that Pacific Premier allegedly
breached by extending loans to AEI Defendants; and,

e Any “lawful standard” that Pacific Premier allegedly did not meet, or any factual basis
for the allegation that Pacific Premier “extend[ed] loans to AEI Defendants with
knowledge that said loans did not meet lawful standards."

If the Receiver does not provide a responsive, complete, and non-evasive response to
these interrogatories, Pacific Premier will seek all appropriate relief, including having such
nonresponse treated as a failure to answer under CR 37.

C. The Receiver has failed to provide complete, non-evasive responses to
Interrogatories Nos. 16, 28, and 29.

In its October 21 letter, the Receiver indicated that its responses to each of these
interrogatories is sufficient because it identified several examples of conduct that it alleges give
rise to liability. (10/21/21 Vance letter to Armstrong at {{ 5-6.) The Receiver is under an
obligation, however, to provide a complete response, and to the extent it knows of any other
occurrences, which form the basis of the alleged misconduct, it must supplement its response to
identify those occurrences. See CR 33(a). The Receiver cannot hold back this discoverable
information, and a failure to provide information in its possession is a sanctionable offense. See
Carlson v. Lake Chelan Cmty. Hosp., 116 Wash. App. 718, 740, 75 P.3d 533, 545 (2003).

Should the Receiver fail to timely provide complete, non-evasive answers, including by
providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by the Receiver’s
agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief, including having such nonresponse
treated as a failure to answer under CR 37.
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D. The Receiver must provide complete responses to Interrogatories relating to
its claimed damages - Interrogatories Nos. 65, and 67-71.

The Receiver provided a "preliminary"” damage calculation setting forth total alleged loss
to all Pools in the aggregate in connection with the parties' mediation. This calculation,
however, was provided pursuant to the mediation privilege and the Receiver has yet to produce
any information in response to Pacific Premier’s discovery regarding damages. It has withheld
information about, among other things, the amount of damages to each Pool, the specific cause
of action, or misconduct from which damages allegedly arise (i.e., breach of contract
(Interrogatory No. 67), breach of fiduciary duty (Interrogatory No. 69), conversion (Interrogatory
No. 70), and the method used to calculate those damages.

The Receiver must supplement its responses to these interrogatories by no later than
February 11, 2022. Should the Receiver fail to timely provide complete, non-evasive answers,
including by providing all unprivileged information within the Receiver’s control or known by
the Receiver’s agents, Pacific Premier intends to seek all appropriate relief, including having
such nonresponse treated as a failure to answer under CR 37.

E. The Receiver stated that it would supplement Interrogatory Nos. 5, 32-33, 36,
and 38-42, but has not done so.

The Receiver previously provided limited responses to Interrogatory Nos. 5, 32-33, 36,
and 38-42. During the October 27, 2021 meet-and-confer with the Bank's counsel, the Receiver
committed to supplementing these interrogatories if it had further responsive information. To
date, the Receiver has not supplemented its responses. It must provide supplemental responses
to these interrogatories either confirming that it has provided all information in its possession,
custody or control, and has no supplemental information, or providing supplemental information.

F. The Receiver's supplemental responses to Interrogatory Nos. 55, 56, 59, 63,
and 64 are unresponsive to the questions posed.

Each of the Receiver's supplemental responses to Interrogatory Nos. 55, 56, 59, 63, and
64, refer Pacific Premier to the Receiver's supplemental response to Interrogatory No. 53. That
supplemental interrogatory response does not, however, address the questions posed in
Interrogatory Nos. 55, 56, 59, 63, and 64, including:

e The identity of the individuals who the Receiver claims had knowledge of, or
substantially assisted in, Pacific Premier's alleged breaches of fiduciary duties to
the Pools (Interrogatories Nos. 55 and 56);

e The basis for the Receiver's allegation that Pacific Premier "knew the AEI
Defendants were breaching their fiduciary duties to the Pools"” (Interrogatory No.
63);
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e The basis for the Receiver's allegation that Pacific Premier failed to “use
reasonable care in supervising its employees™ (Interrogatory No. 59); and

e The basis for the Receiver's allegation that Pacific Premier "extend[ed] loans to
AEI Defendants with the knowledge that said loans did not meet lawful
standards."

These interrogatories seek the factual bases for the Receiver's claims, as well as the
identity of witnesses and what they allegedly witnessed. This is critical information that Pacific
Premier needs to defend the claims against it. For the reasons explained above, the Receiver
must provide separate, full, and fair responses to each of these interrogatories by no later than
February 11, 2022.

1. The Receiver’s RFP responses are deficient.

In its October 15, 2021 letter to the Receiver, Pacific Premier identified a number of RFP
responses for which it sought further production (see I1.C.) and clarity regarding documents
already produced (see Il. B, D & E).

Rather than reiterate each of those demands here, Pacific Premier encloses its October 15,
2021 letter, and repeats its demand that the Receiver comply with its discovery obligations and
provide the documents and clarifications described in pages 7-11 of that letter.

Pacific Premier also requests that the Receiver promptly perform searches for emails and
produce documents collected through those searches in connection with RFPs Nos. 1-6, 9, 13,
49, and 50. Pacific Premier requests that the Receiver use the search terms proposed in Section
I1LA. of its October 15 meet-and-confer letter, as well as the following additional terms in both
the Receiver and AEI's emails:

"La Pine"

"25005 Silver Fox" OR "Silver Fox Dr."

"967 Marina" OR "968 Marina" OR "Marina Blvd."

"Tonopah"

e ("12012 w/3 Clinton™) OR "SE Clinton"

e ("7th Avenue" OR "Seventh Avenue™) AND Seaside
e "668 Rolling Hills" OR "Rolling Hills Dr."

e "2500 Deer Creek" OR "Deer Creek Rd."
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o ("2254 /3" ("highway 101" OR "hwy 101")) OR "SE Hwy 101" OR "SE
highway 101"

e "11089 52"
e “Monte” OR “Schwartz”

*k%k

We are prepared to meet and confer with you further to resolve these disputes, and
request a phone conference no later than February 4, 2022. Given the Receiver's failure to
provide responses to the majority of our requests following our prior meet-and-confer, we
request that you come prepared to tell us which responses you will supplement and a definite
date by which you will supplement those responses.

Please let us know your availability to meet, and feel free to call.
Sincerely yours,

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

Shannon Armstrong

Enclosure: October 15, 2021 Letter from S. Armstrong to J. Vance
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Honorable David E. Gregerson

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES,
LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in
its capacity as General Receiver for
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a
Washington corporation; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT,
LLC, a Washington limited liability
company; ROSS MILES and BEVERLY
MILES, individually and the marital
community property comprised thereof;
MAUREEN WILE and ROBERT WILE,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S
FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 1

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO
PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S FIFTH
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO

MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
T: 360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413
500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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individually and the marital community
property comprised thereof; RIVERVIEW
COMMUNITY BANK, a Washington bank
corporation; and PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK, a California chartered bank,

Defendants.

ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06

Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.
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TO: Defendant Pacific Premier Bank and its Holland & Knight LLP attorneys
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

N DN
N

The following general objections are incorporated in each of the responses to

N
w

defendant Pacific Premier Bank's interrogatories as if specifically set forth therein.

N
D

1. Plaintiff objects to these interrogatories to the extent the definitions and

N
(S]]

instructions seek to impose obligations beyond the obligation specifically imposed by the Civil

N
(2]

Rules. Plaintiff will supply responses consistent with the obligations imposed by those Rules.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 2 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413

500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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2. Plaintiff objects to defendant's interrogatories to the extent they call for
documents and information or material protected by the attorney-client privilege, the work
product doctrine, and any other applicable privilege. Such information or material will not be
provided. Interrogatories will be construed by plaintiff, where possible, as not calling for such
information or material.

3. Plaintiff objects to these interrogatories to the extent they seek irrelevant
information, or are not calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving any objection, plaintiff will provide the requested
information as follows:

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail the factual basis for Your assertion

regarding Pacific Premier Bank's knowledge in paragraph 55 of the Complaint that "Pacific
Premier knew the AEI Defendants owed fiduciary duties to the Pools."

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)
in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as overbroad, unduly burdensome, and not

proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced the

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 3 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413

500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Numerous
credit memos indicate that Pacific Premier Bank had copies of the offering materials and
organizational documents for the Pools. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this response as
more information becomes available.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

Plaintiff has identified documents at the following Bates numbers that indicate that
Pacific Premier Bank had copies of the offering materials and organizational documents
for the Pools:

PPB012480

e PPB012474
e PPB002357
e PPB004900
e PPB004891
e PPB008083
e PPB012464
o PPB008080
e PPB009003
e PPB006940
o PPB006936
e PPB007440
e PPB011205
e PPB010523

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 4 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413

500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660

Ex. 5 to Banks Decl.
Page 5 of 17



© 00 ~N o o b~ O wWw NP

N NN NN NN PR R R R R R R R, R,
o 00 N W N P O © 0O N o o M w N PP O

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,
Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement this response further as more information
becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: For each Pool, Identify all economic damages to the Pool

that You allege were caused by Defendants' conduct as alleged in the Complaint, including
Describing the nature of such damages.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)
in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is
willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of

this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 6 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413

500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Receiver has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
Defendants' conduct. At trial, the Receiver will be seeking that sum of money that will
place the Pools in as good of a position as they would have been but for the Defendants’
conduct. The Receiver anticipates that the damage amount will be established by
comparing the financial position of the Pools prior to Defendants' improper conduct to the
financial position of the Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed.

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,
Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of contract” as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Complaint
(First Cause of Action for Breach of Contract against all AEI Defendants), including but not
limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any
alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)

in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF AND PLAINTIFF'S MILLER NASH LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FIFTH SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES THERETO - 7 T:360.699.4771 | F: 360.694.6413

500 BROADWAY STREET, SUITE 400
VANCOUVER, WASHINGTON 98660
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discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is
willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of
this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can
provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Receiver has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
Defendants' breach of contract. The Receiver will be seeking that sum of money that will
place the Pools in the same economic position they would have been in had the contracts
not been breached by Defendants. The Receiver anticipates that damages will be
established by comparing the financial position of the Pools prior to Defendants' breach of
contract to the financial position of the Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed.

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,

Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties” as alleged in paragraph 61 of the
Complaint (Second Cause of Action for Breach of Fiduciary Duty against all Defendants),
including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages
(e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)
in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is
willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of
this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can

provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
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response as more information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential
witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Received has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
Defendants' breach of fiduciary duties. At trial, the Receiver will be seeking that sum of
money that will place the Pools in as good of a position as they would have been in but for
the Defendants’ breach of fiduciary duties. The Receiver anticipates that damages will be
established by comparing the financial position of the Pools prior to Defendants' improper
conduct to the financial position of the Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed.

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,
Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the breach of fiduciaries duties” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Complaint (Third Cause of Action for Aiding and Abetting Breach of Fiduciary Duty against
Defendants Miles, Wile, and Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the
nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the
method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the

subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)
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in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is
willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of
this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can
provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential
witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Received has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
Defendants' aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duties. At trial, the Receiver will be
seeking that sum of money that will place the Pools in as good of a position as they would
have been in but for the Defendants' conduct. The Receiver anticipates that will be
established by comparing the financial position of the Pools prior to Defendants' improper

conduct to the financial position of the Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed.
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Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,
Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities have

been damaged as a result of the conversion™ as alleged in paragraph 65 of the Complaint (Fourth
Cause of Action for Conversion against Defendants Miles and Wile), including but not limited to
Identifying the nature of damages, the basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged
losses), and the method used for computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)
in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is

willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of
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this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can
provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential
witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Received has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
the conversion by Defendants Miles and Wile. At trial, the Receiver will be seeking that
sum of money that equals the value of the converted property at the time of the taking.

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,
Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail how the "Receivership Entities that

had a deposit relationship with [Pacific Premier Bank] have been damaged as a result of the
negligence" as alleged in paragraph 67 of the Complaint (Fifth Cause of Action for Negligence
against Pacific Premier Bank), including but not limited to Identifying the nature of damages, the
basis for each such damages (e.g., Identify any alleged losses), and the method used for
computation.

RESPONSE:

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information protected by the
attorney-client privilege. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory to the extent that it seeks attorney
work product and mental impressions. Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory because it would
require Plaintiff to marshal and reveal all of its trial evidence and to disclose its trial strategy.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature as it seeks information that will be the
subject of expert opinion. Plaintiff will identify and disclose information relating to its expert(s)

in accordance with the expert discovery deadlines to be set by agreement of the parties. Further,
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discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus any response would necessarily be incomplete at
this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement its response hereto with additional information
as it becomes available.

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory as premature and overbroad, unduly burdensome,
and not proportional to the needs of the case because Pacific Premier Bank has not yet produced
the relevant records and information, and therefore the interrogatory seeks information outside of
Plaintiff's possession, custody, and control. Further, discovery in this matter is still ongoing, thus
any response would necessarily be incomplete at this time. Plaintiff intends to timely supplement
its response hereto with additional information as it becomes available.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing, Plaintiff responds as follows: Plaintiff is
willing to meet and confer with Pacific Premier Bank so as to ascertain the intended meaning of
this interrogatory and a proper scope and time for any response, and to ascertain if Plaintiff can
provide a more substantive response at this time. Further, Plaintiff intends to supplement this
response as more information becomes available. Lastly, Plaintiff will identify its potential
witnesses in accordance with such disclosure deadlines as are set by the court.

SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE:

Subject to and without waiving any of the objections raised in Plaintiff's original
response, Plaintiff supplements its response as follows:

The Received has not yet analyzed and calculated the economic damages caused by
Defendant's negligence. At trial, the Receiver will be seeking that sum of money that will
place the Pools in as good of a position as they would have been in but for the Defendants’
conduct. The Receiver anticipates that will be established by comparing the financial
position of the Pools prior to Defendants’ improper conduct to the financial position of the

Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed.
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DATED this 5" day of May, 2022.

MILLER NASH LLP

/sl Joseph Vance, P.C.

Discovery and Plaintiff's investigation are ongoing in this matter. Accordingly,

Plaintiff will supplement this response further as more information becomes available.
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Shannon Armstrong
+1 503-517-2924
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com

August 26, 2022
Via E-mail (joseph.vance@millernash.com)

Joseph Vance, P.C.

Miller Nash

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Re:  Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates v. American Equities, et al.
Clark County Superior Court, Case No. 20-2-00507-06

Dear Joe:

We are writing to meet and confer on the Receiver’s responses to Pacific Premier Bank’s
First Set of Interrogatories (“Interrogatories”) that remain deficient. We request that the Receiver
provide a date next week when the parties can confer on the below issues.

l. The Receiver’s responses to Interrogatories Nos. 15-17, 19-21, 24-36, 41, 52, 55-58,
61, 65, and 67-71 require additional information because they remain incomplete,
evasive, or otherwise deficient.

No. 15-16, 19, 21, 26-36, 55-58: Each of these Interrogatories asked the Receiver to
identify all persons with knowledge of the facts sought in the Interrogatories, however, the
Receiver failed to do so. Please supplement these responses to identify all individuals with
knowledge of each of the facts disclosed in response to these Interrogatories.

No. 17, 20: These Interrogatories seek the factual basis for the Receiver’s allegations that
“Pacific Premier’s credit line to Miles was used . . . to pay obligations to existing investors” and
that Pacific Premier knew or was aware that “AEI Defendants attempted to ‘clean house’ by
zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools.” The Receiver refused to respond to those
Interrogatories and instead asserted that “the operative complaint” does not include those
allegations.

Following our previous conferrals, the Receiver agreed to supplement its similarly
evasive responses relating to the factual basis of allegations initially in the Receiver’s complaint,
but later omitted through amendment, i.e.. No. 18, 28, and 29. To the extent the Receiver is
aware of facts supporting the quoted allegations, the Receiver must disclose them. Accordingly,
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the Receiver should (a) confirm it is unaware of any facts supporting those allegations, or (b)
immediately identify all facts supporting those allegations and the individuals with knowledge of
those facts.

No. 24, 25, 36: The Receiver is relying on its production of documents to provide a
substantive response to these Interrogatories. To comply with CR 33(c), the Receiver must
specify the records from which the answer can be derived and may not generally refer to the
parties’ document production. Accordingly, the Receiver should immediately identify the bates
numbers of each document that it contends provide a complete response to these Interrogatories.

No. 41: This Interrogatory asks the Receiver to “[i]dentify which Pool(s), if any, Pacific
Premier owed a duty to, including for each such Pool, Identifying the date when such duty
started, the date when such duty ended, and the basis for each duty.” In its response and in
follow-up conferrals, the Receiver identified only American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC,
American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC, and American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC,
i.e., the three Pools that had deposit accounts with Pacific Premier. As a result, please confirm in
writing that (a) the Receiver does not allege that Pacific Premier owes a fiduciary duty to any
Pool other than American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500,
LLC, or American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC:; or (b) immediately supplement its
response to identify the specific basis for that alleged duty for the remaining Pools, the specific
facts supporting the legal duties identified in response to Interrogatory No. 44.

Nos. 52, 60: These Interrogatories each require the Receiver to identify with specificity
all duties that Pacific Premier allegedly owed to the Pools or the applicable duty or standard of
care at issue in the Receiver’s negligence claim against Pacific Premier. The Receiver has
supplemented its responses to identify specific duties but also still incorporates its prior vague
response that broadly asserts Pacific Premier has “an independent duty to comply with all
applicable laws, rules, and regulations.” The Receiver may not evade the request by generally
referring to other “laws, rules, and regulations” without specifying which “law, rules or
regulations” it is referring to. Please confirm that the Receiver has identified each law, rule, or
regulation that Pacific Premier was purportedly subject to in the substance of its responses to
Interrogatory No. 52 and 60, and in its response to Interrogatory No. 45, which the Receiver
incorporated by reference.

No. 58: This Interrogatory seeks the legal and factual basis for the Pools’ harm arising
from Pacific Premier’s servicing of their deposit accounts. Following our previous conferral, the
Receiver supplemented its response to identify Pacific Premier’s alleged aiding and abetting
conduct, i.e., that the bank allegedly failed to correctly identify beneficial owners and Pool
managers, and allegedly failed to comply with bank policies, but the Receiver did not identify
how the Pools were harmed by that conduct—which is the heart of the Interrogatory. Please
supplement this response to specify how the Pools were purportedly harmed by Pacific Premier’s
conduct.

Ex. 6 to Banks Decl.
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No. 61: This Interrogatory requires the Receiver to describe in detail the conduct of
Pacific Premier that the Receiver alleges “constitutes negligence.” In response, the Receiver
only cites to its response to Interrogatory No. 53, which seeks the basis for Pacific Premier’s
alleged aiding and abetting of the “AEI Defendants’ breach of fiduciary duties” and includes
allegations relating to Pools that are not relevant to the Receiver’s negligence claim (which,
according to the Receiver’s complaint is only against American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC,
American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC, and American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC).
To directly answer this Interrogatory, the Receiver must specify the conduct that supports its
claim of negligence, on behalf of American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC, American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC, and American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC, against Pacific
Premier. Otherwise Pacific Premier would be forced to guess which facts included in response to
Interrogatory No. 53 about aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty also support its
negligence claim. Accordingly, the Receiver must (a) describe in detail the conduct of Pacific
Premier that purportedly supports the Receiver’s negligence claim against Pacific Premier or (b)
confirm that its response to Interrogatory No. 53 applies in its entirety to its negligence claim.

No. 65, 67-71: These Interrogatories each require the Receiver to identify the damages
allegedly suffered by each Pool, including the nature of damages, the factual basis for each
category of damages, the method used for computation of those damages, and the individuals or
documents supporting those damages. In response, the Receiver has vaguely responded that it
“will be seeking that sum of money that will place the Pools in the same economic position they
would have been in” but for the defendants’ misconduct which it “anticipates” will be
“established by comparing the financial position of the Pools prior to Defendants’ [conduct] to
the financial position of the Pools at the time the Receiver was appointed” or “the value of the
converted property at the time of the taking.” This is a deficient response.

Even if the Receiver intends to rely on expert testimony as part of its final calculation of
damages, it may not refuse to provide the factual basis for those damages during fact discovery,
refuse to identify the specific categories of damages, or withhold the identity of individuals and
documents allegedly supporting those damages. See, e.g., Rivers v. Wash. State Conference of
Mason Contractors, 145 Wn.2d 674, 691 & n.66 (2002) (noting a plaintiff’s response to damages
interrogatory was “evasive and incomplete” when it asserted the damages had not been
calculated and merely described vague damages categories); Brantigan v. Depuy Spine, Inc.,
2008 WL 4279405, at *2 (W.D. Wash. Sept 12, 2008) (granting motion to compel supplemental
response to damages interrogatory, and noting a plaintiff must identify each category of damages
it seeks and may not respond by stating that relevant information can be found in the defendant’s
records). Accordingly, the Receiver must supplement its responses to identify each category of
damages it intends to seek on behalf of each Pool for each claim, the factual basis for each
category of damages, the method for computation of those damages, and the individuals and
documents supporting those damages.
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We are prepared to meet and confer with you further to resolve these disputes, and
request a telephone conference no later than September 2, 2022 during which the Receiver
should be prepared to tell us whether and when it intends to supplement its interrogatory
response. Please let us know your availability to discuss.

Sincerely,

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

Shannon Armstrong

Ex. 6 to Banks Decl.
Page 4 of 4



From: Armstrong, Shannon (POR - X52924

To: joseph.vance; Edward.Decker; Heather.Harmon

Cc: PacificPremierClassActions; dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com; Leslie S. Johnson (x157); cpaternoster;
JLevitt@pfglaw.com; shawn@sryanlaw.com; Peter Hawkes

Subject: Hamstreet/American Equities: depositions

Date: Thursday, August 25, 2022 12:50:36 PM

Joe -- We would like to schedule depositions for the following witnesses from the Receiver:

e Barbara Jacobs

e Lynn Barnett

e C(Clyde Hamstreet

e Hannah Schmidt

e David Foraker

o Paul Artley

e Michael Ueltzen

e Corporate representative for Hamstreet & Associates

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 300, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 100, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 300, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC
e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage |, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Il, LLC

e Corporate representative for American Eagle Mortgage Short Term, LLC

We are generally available September 22-23, September 26-30, October 3-7. In light of the number
of depositions to be scheduled in this case and the October 14 fact discovery deadline, we are open
to discussing the need to double-set depositions.

We would also like to discuss whether combining some of the Pools makes sense (assuming the
Receiver will identify the same witness to testify on behalf of multiple Pools), but expect the Pool-
specific corporate representative to be able to testify regarding individual Pool-specific information.
We anticipate needing 2-3 days for all the Pools in total and a full day for the Hamstreet corporate
representative deposition. We will circulate corporate representative notices shortly.

Please let us know as soon as possible if you do not represent any of these witnesses.

Ex. 7 to Banks Decl.
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Thanks,
Shannon

Shannon Armstrong | Holland & Knight

Partner

Holland & Knight LLP

601 Southwest 2nd Avenue #1800 | Portland, Oregon 97204
Phone 503.517.2924 | Mobile 503.522.8221
shannon.armstrong@hklaw.com | www.hklaw.com
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DECLARATION OF HANNAH SCHMIDT IN SUPPORT OF

39 Pages

EFILE from: Miller Nash LLP\Joseph Vance\AMERICAN EAGLE Schmidt

E-FILED

05-28-2021, 10:08

Scott G. Weber, Clerk
Clark County

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR CLARK COUNTY

In re:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN

EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

Case No. 19-2-01458-06

DECLARATION OF HANNAH SCHMIDT IN
SUPPORT OF RECEIVER’S MOTION (1) TO
FIX ALLOWED AMOUNTS OF INVESTOR
CLAIMS AND (2) FOR AUTHORIZATION
TO MAKE INTERIM DISTRIBUTION ON
ALLOWED INVESTOR CLAIMS

DATE: July 2,2021

TIME: 9:00 a.m.

JUDGE: David E. Gregerson
PLACE: Department No. 2

I, Hannah Schmidt, state and declare as follows:

1. I am the Case Manager for Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC in its

capacity as the duly appointed general receiver (the “Receiver”) in the above-captioned

receivership proceeding (the “Receivership Proceeding”) for the 15 entities listed in the caption

(each, an “Assignor” and collectively, the “Assignors™). | am a citizen of the United States, over

MILLER NASH LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
T:206.624.8300 | F: 206.340.9599

RECEIVER’S MOTION (1) TO FIX ALLOWED AMOUNTS OF s ans IO o
INVESTOR CLAIMS. . . - 1

4844-6531-0441 1

SEATTLE, WASHHINGTON 98121 261
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the age of 18 years, and competent to testify herein. 1 make this declaration from my own

2 personal knowledge in support of the Receiver’s Motion (1) to Fix Allowed Amounts of Investor
3 Claims and (2) for Authorization to Make Interim Distribution on Allowed Investor Claims (the
4 “Motion”).
5 2. The overwhelming creditor constituency in this proceeding is investors
6 holding promissory notes from the Assignors, most of the time for money that the investors paid
7 to the Assignors on an unsecured basis, ostensibly for use by the Assignors for further lending to
8  other borrowers secured by real estate. Ultimately, the Assignors’ operations amounted to a
9 Ponzi scheme.
10 3. The investors listed on Exhibit A hereto' have filed, or are deemed to have
1T filed, proofs of claim with the Receiver, either directly or through its counsel. The Receiver has
12 reviewed all proofs of claim filed or deemed filed with the Receiver, has compared them with the
13 Assignors’ books and records, and has attempted to verify, with respect to each investor, the total
14 amounts paid by the investors to the Assignors and the total amounts paid to the investors by the
15 Assignors prior to the Receiver’s appointment.?
16 4, Investors in the Assignors were to receive fixed rates of return on their
17" investments in the form of interest, as documented by promissory notes that were issued by the
I8 Assignors to the investors. The investors were given the option of receiving monthly interest
19 payments in cash or of “reinvesting” these monthly interest payments by having the accrued but
20 unpaid interest added to the principal balance of their investment. The managers of the
21 Assignors, American Equities, Inc. and American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC
22 (collectively, the “Managers”), also offered investors the ability to switch between the two
23 options over the course of the investments and, on occasion, to receive early withdrawals on
24
! Claims of creditors other than investors are not the subject of the Motion and will be addressed in another motion
25 at a date to be determined.
26 2 Some investors filed duplicates of the same proof of claim (for example, by sending a soft copy by e-mail and a
hard copy in the mail). The Receiver disregards the duplicate proofs of claim and is treating them as just one claim.
p
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account of the principal balance of their investments. This structure meant that during the course

2 ofthe Assignors’ operations, some investors received payments in amounts greater than their
3 original investments, and others received no payments at all. However, both types of investor
4 would still have a principal balance that became a claim in this receivership proceeding.
5 5. The following fictional example illustrates how that structure would affect
6 two investors who both invested $1 00,000 on February 1, 2007, at 10% annual interest. One
7 investor elects to receive monthly interest payments (Investor A), and the other investor elects to
8  “reinvest” their monthly interest (Investor B). Investor A would have received approximately
9 $122,000 in cash payments by the time of the entry of the Order Appointing General Receiver
10 (the “Receivership Order”) on May 10, 2019, and would still have a principal balance of
1 $100,000. Investor B would have received no cash, but would have an account balance of
12" approximately $319,000.
13 6. If the Receiver were to make a distribution to these investors of $20,000
14 (approximately 4 cents on the dollar) based on the book value of their claims, Investor A would
15 receive $5,000, for a total of $127,000 received over the course of that investment, and Investor
16 B would receive $1 5,000, as the only cash received over the lifetime of that investment. The
17" comparison of claim balances and of a distribution made according to the book value approach
18 can be seen in Chart 1 below:
19 [Chart 1 follows on next page,; remainder of page intentionally left blank)
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
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Chart 1: Investor A and Investor B — Book Values?

2
3
Original Investment S 100,000 S 100,000
4 Total Interest Earned 122,000 219,000
222,000 319,000
5 Cash Payments Received (122,000) -
Account Balance
6 (Book Value Claim) 100,000 319,000
7 Book Value Distribution:
8 Distribution from Receiver 5,000 15,000
Cash Payments Received 122,000 -
9 Total Cash Received $ 127,000 S 15,000
10 7. A distribution of funds based on the proof of claim amounts or book value
11 of the investors’ claims would not take into account the disparity of cash paid out over the
12 lifetime of the investment and would increase the inequality of returns on investments. Ina
13 Ponzi scheme, the interest reinvested by Investor B would allow the perpetrator to continue to
14  fund the cash payments to Investor A, keeping the scheme alive.
15 8. The Receiver has concluded that the Assignors (sometimes referred to as
16 “Pools”) have been insolvent since at least January 31, 2007 (the “Insolvency Date™). This
17  means that payments made to investors by the Pools after the Insolvency Date were, in reality,
18  returns of principal rather than of interest income. Reclassifying the interest payments received
19 by investors, like Investor A in the above example, over the lifetime of their loans would affect
20 the claim balances allowed in the Receivership. To calculate these new balances, the Receiver
71  proposes to utilize the money-in less money-out (“MIMO”) method. The MIMO method—also
29 referred to as the “net investment” method— for fixing the amounts of investor claims for the
73 purposes of distributing receivership assets to investors of insolvent receivership entities is
24  widely recognized today as the best means for achieving a fair and equitable result for investors,
75  when viewed as a group.
26 Amounts rounded to nearest thousand dollars.
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1 9. To calculate MIMO, the Receiver started with the balance of the accounts
2 as set forth in the Assignors’ books and records at the Insolvency Date as the principal balance of
3 the investment.* Since cash payments made to investors after the Insolvency Date would be
4 classified as return of principal due to the insolvency/Ponzi scheme, the Receiver subtracted the
5 total amount of those payments from the principal balance to determine the MIMO claim. In the
6 example set forth in Chart 1 above, Investor A has a negative claim (as Investor A received more
7 cash than originally invested) while Investor B (who received no cash payments) is still owed the
8 full amount of Investor B’s original investment. The result is that the $20,000 distribution made
9 according to the MIMO method would go entirely to Investor B.

10 10. Chart 2 below compares claim balances and cash received under the

I MmO approach.

Chart 2: Investor A and B — MIMO®

12

13

14 Account Balance at Insolvency (Money In) S 100,000 S 100,000
Cash Payments Received (Money Out) (122,000} -

15 MIMO Claim (22,000) 100,000

16 MIMO Distribution:

17 Distribution from Receiver - 20,000
Cash Payments Received 122,000 -

18 Total Cash Received $ 122,000 $ 20,000

11. Along with creating a more equitable way of distributing receivershi
19 g g q y g p

2o  assets, the MIMO approach will help reduce the impact of differences in loan terms between
21 investors. For example, the Managers waived investment fees and annual fees for select
29 investors, offered higher interest rates to select investors, and raised and lowered rates for some

73 investors over the course of their loans. As the Assignors sank deeper into insolvency, the

24

25  * The amounts set forth in the investors’ proofs of claim are disregarded to the extent they do not match the amounts
in the Assignors’ books and records.

26 3> Amounts rounded to nearest thousand dollars.
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I Managers worked with investors to extend their loans or take partial payoffs, changing interest
2 rates during the process. A sympathetic investor may have agreed to lower the interest rate by 1-
3 2% to extend a note, while another more discerning investor may have had the rate raised by 1-
4 2% in exchange for extending a note.
5 12.  The Receiver has calculated the MIMO balance for all the investor
6 accounts with the Assignors from the Insolvency Date (January 31, 2007) through the date of
7 entry of the Receivership Order (May 10, 2019).
8 13. For accounts that existed on the Insolvency Date, the Receiver used the
9 balance of the investor’s account as it appeared in the Assignors’ QuickBooks at the Insolvency
10 Date as their Money In. For accounts created after the Insolvency Date, the Receiver used the
T total value of the investment plus fees paid to the Managers as their Money In. Any additional
12 cash investments made into an account after the Insolvency Date were treated as additional
13 Money In at face value. These investments, the amounts stated in the investors’ proofs of claim
14 or deemed claims, and the proposed allowed claim amounts are listed on Exhibit A hereto.
15 14, Certain accounts listed on Exhibit A involve investments in one Pool
16 having been transferred to an investment in another Pool. The transfer of balances from one
17" investment Pool to another happened for a variety of reasons, including to account for
I8 inheritance following the death of an investor, to move a balance to another Assignor,® to split an
19 investment into two parts with one paying interest and the other reinvesting, to move a balance
20 to/from an IRA or other related legal entity, or as a gift to a friend or family member. The
21 Assignors generally issued new promissory notes when a new account number was issued,

22 though no new funds were contributed.

23
24
25 s Two investors were transferred from American Eagle Mortgage 111, LLC and American Eagle Mortgage 1V, LLC,
26 which are not part of this proceeding. The assets of these entities were transferred to the Assignor along with the
investor. These investors have been counted as having a valid claim in this analysis.
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1 15. In the case of a transfer, the Receiver considers the MIMO calculation to
2 follow the investment. In cases where an investment was split, the Receiver prorated the MIMO
3 based on the transferred amount of the investment. Chart 3 contains an example of a transfer of
4 an entire balance and a partial balance.
5 Chart 3: Transferred MIMO Example
6 Book balance MIMO balance 0 New account
Type of Transfer at transfer at transfer S transferred % transferred inherited MIMO
7
Entire Balance S 55,000 S 6,800 S 55,000 100% S 6,800
8  Partial Balance S 55,000 S 6,800 $ 19,250 35% S 2,380
9 16. The MIMO for each investment in the Assignors was calculated
10 individually. The Receiver has created a summary for each investor to show the proposed
11 allowed amount of the claim after application of the MIMO analysis. Where an investor has
12 filed multiple claims, that investor’s claims have been consolidated, so that a single claim
13 amount is proposed to be allowed, on which a single distribution to that investor is calculated.’
14 17. Certain investments were made with assets other than cash. These usually
15  took the form of an assignment of a real estate receivable owned by the investor to the
16  corresponding Assignor, particularly by early investors into American Eagle Mortgage 100,
17  LLC. In most of these cases, the Receiver accepts the stated face value of the contract as the full
18 amount of Money In.
19 18.  Inlater years, there are several instances where an investor was “rolled in”
20  to an Assignor from a related entity that is not part of this receivership proceeding (e.g.,
21  Ridgecrest III) and an unsecured loan receivable was created between the Assignor and the
22 related entity for the value of the investment. In these instances, no assets were transferred to the
23 Assignors in exchange for the “rolled in” investment. If these investors did not invest additional
24  funds, then the Receiver believes their claims should also be rejected, and the Receiver will not
25 s The claims of an investor who has accounts in the investor’s personal name and in the name of the investor’s
26 individual retirement account (“IRA”) are combined into a single claim for the investor, because the investor
individually and through the IRA would have the same tax identification number.
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attempt to collect on the loan receivable from the related entity. In cases where these investors

2 invested new funds into the Assignors, they will get Money In value related to the new
3 investment only. These non-cash and “rolled in” investments are accounted for in the amounts to
4 be allowed in Exhibit A and explained in additional detail on Exhibit B hereto.
5 19.  The claims analysis summary shows 245 discrete investors with one or
6 more legitimate claims against the Estate (as defined in the Order Consolidating Receivership
7 Estates dated November 22, 2019). Forty-four entities have a negative or zero MIMO claim
8  value—i.e., the total amount of payments they received between the Insolvency Date and the
9 date of entry of the Receivership Order exceeds or equals their beginning balance, and such
10 entities will have no allowed claim—Ieaving 201 positive MIMO claims entitled to allowance
1" and distribution.
12 Chart 4: Summary of MIMO vs Book Claims
13 Total Value of Claims | # of Positive Claims
14 MIMO 16,834,354.10 201
15 Book 66,587,736.60 245
16 20.  The listed investors have received a total value of $46.4 million in
17  “Money Out” since the Insolvency Date. Sixty investors have received more than 95% of their
18  principal balance in Money Out, while 65 investors have received less than 10% of their
19  principal balance in Money Out.
20 21.  The Receiver calculated and compared the potential distributions to
71  investors based on both MIMO and book values. Some investors filed claims in amounts that
7o differ from book value. The Receiver is using the book value as the starting point for the MIMO
23 analysis, not the amount stated in the proof of claim. To the extent that the amount stated in a
74  proof of claim differs from book value, the Receiver generally objects to such claims on the basis
o5  that the claim is inconsistent with the Assignors’ books and records. As the Receiver is
26  requesting authorization to make an interim distribution of at least $3 million, the Receiver used
MILLER NASH LLP
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a $3 million distribution value for the proposed minimum distribution on each allowed claim

2 (subject to adjustment based on outside recoveries).®

3 22. Under the MIMO method, 44 investors who state claims based on book

4 value will not receive a distribution, due to having a negative or zero MIMO, as listed on Exhibit

5 A. These investors collectively invested $19.9 million and received $22.2 million in Money Out.

6 In effect, they have already been paid in full or more. By using MIMO, the remaining investors

7 will receive 17.82% of their allowed claims rather than 4.51% if book value were used.

8 23.  Certain investors are plaintiffs in two civil actions brought under the

9 securities laws of Oregon and Oklahoma that are presently pending in the state and federal courts
10 sitting in Portland, Oregon. The investors named in these lawsuits as plaintiffs, or that are part of
1T the class of Oregon investors yet to be certified, total about 100 in number, and they have filed
12 proofs of claim in this receivership proceeding that exceed $20 million in the aggregate. These
13 lawsuits are Diane Anderson, et al, v. Davis Wright Tremaine LLP, et al, pending in the United
14 States District Court for the District of Oregon as Case No. 3:20-cv-01194-AC (filed by eight
15 Oregon investors seeking certification of a class of Oregon investors comprising 93 investors
16 holding claims in excess of $17 million), and Sherry Beattie, et al, v. Davis Wright Tremaine
17 LLP, et al, pending in the Circuit Court of Multnomah County, Oregon, as Case No. 20CV09419
18 (filed by seven investors residing in Washington, Oklahoma, and Washington who hold claims in
19 excess of $3.7 million) (together, the “Oregon Securities Lawsuits™).
20 24.  Inorder to account for these potential additional sources of recovery, these
21 investors should be required to report to the Receiver any recoveries they realize in the Oregon
22 Securities Lawsuits. The amounts realized by these investors should be applied to reduce, dollar-
23 for-dollar, the amounts of their respective allowed claims against the Estate on account of which
24 the Receiver will make distributions. In other words, recoveries realized by these investors in
25
26 8 The. Receiver antici.pates that eventually the amount of funds available in the Estate for distribution will range from

$5 million to $7 million.
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the Oregon Securities Lawsuits will be treated as Money Out for purposes of applying the

2 MIMO formulation to the claims of these investors.

3 25. This motion does not address claims of creditors other than investors. The

4 Receiver reserves the right to object to those claims at a later date on any basis.

5 26.  The Receiver proposes to distribute, on an interim basis, no less than $3

6 million pro rata to investors based on the amounts of their allowed unsecured claims.

7 27. The Receiver is mailing a copy of this motion, a proposed order, the

8  citation for the hearing, this declaration, and an individualized letter to each investor

9 summarizing the amount in which such investor’s claim will be allowed and distribution to be

10 received, at least 30 days before the hearing date.

I 28. The Receiver reviewed all proofs of claim and the Assignors’ books and
12 records, and determined that certain investors did not file proofs of claim by the June 21, 2019
13 deadline (the “Bar Date”). In order to make sure that all investments were fully accounted for,
14 the Receiver reached out to investors who had not filed proofs of claim and invited them to do

15 so. Certain claims related to settlements were also amended or deemed to have been filed

16 without requiring a proof of claim pursuant to settlements. Investors who filed proofs of claim
17 after the Bar Date are identified in the Comments column of Exhibit A, and investors with

I8 deemed claims pursuant to settlements have such claims identified as “Settlement” in Exhibit

19 A’s “AEM Loan #” column. The Receiver believes there is cause for allowance or disallowance
20 of claims filed or deemed filed after the Bar Date in order to ensure that the Estate is
21 administered as fully as possible. Nonetheless, the few investors who did not file proofs of claim
22 will simply not have allowed claims or be entitled to any distribution in this case. If'a claim is
23 not listed on Exhibit A, it will not be allowed.
24 29. The Receiver is in litigation with George Frank IRA regarding affirmative
25 claims for recovery that the Receiver may have against it. Based on the MIMO calculation
26 without regard to the claims in the litigation, George Frank IRA would have an allowed claim of
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10
11
12
13

15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

$304,336.29 and be entitled to an interim distribution of $54,193.80. However, the litigation
could result in relief in favor of the Receiver that affects whether the claim should be allowed
and in what amount. Pending the outcome of the litigation, the allowance of the George Frank
IRA claim will be conditioned on the Receiver’s filing of a notice that the claim is allowed or
further order of the Court and the Receiver shall reserve the $54,193.80 and any other
distributions on such claim until the further notice or order of allowance has been filed.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that
the foregoing is true and correct.

EXECUTED this 27" day of May, 2021, at Portland, Oregon.

[J

Hannah Schmidt
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DECLARATION OF JOHN R. KNAPP, JR. PURSUANT TO

Honorable David E. Gregerson

SUPERIOR COURT OF WASHINGTON FOR CLARK COUNTY

Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LL.C; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE [, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN

EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

Case No. 19-2-01458-06

DECLARATION OF JOHN R. KNAPP, JR.
PURSUANT TO GENERAL RULE 17

I, John R. Knapp, Jr., declare as follows:

1. I am a partner with Miller Nash LLP, attorneys for Receiver Clyde A.

Hamstreet & Associates, LLC in this matter. 1 am over the age of 18, and competent to testify to

the matters set forth below and I have personal knowledge of those matters.

GENERAL RULE 17 -1

4823-3291-5948.1

MILLER NASH LLP
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
T1206.624.8300 | F: 206.340.9599
PIER 70
2801 ALASKAN WAY, SUITE 300
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98121
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2. I have examined the attached Declaration of Hannah Schmidt in Support
of Receiver’s Motion (1) to Fix Allowed Amounts of Investor Claims and (2) for Authorization
to Make Interim Distribution on Allowed Investor Claims bearing the electronically scanned
signature of Hannah Schmidt, determined that it consists of thirty-nine (39) pages including this
declaration, and that it is complete and legible.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of Washington that

the foregoing is true and correct.

DATED this 28" day of May, 2021, at Seattle, Washington.
MILLER NASH LLP

/s/ John R. Knapp, Jr.

John R. Knapp, Jr., P.C.
WSB No. 29343
john.knapp@millernash.com

MILLER NASH LLP

DECLARATION OF JOHN R. KNAPP, JR. PURSUANT TO ATTORNEYS AT LAW

T:206.624.8300 | F: 206.340.9599

GENERAL RULE 17 - 2 PIER 70

2801 ALASKAN WAY, SUITE 300
SEATTLIE, WASHINGTON 98121

4823-3291-5948.1
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121 SW MORRISON STREET PETER D. HAWKES
SUITE 400 [direct] 971-420-0220
PORTLAND, OR 97204 PETER@angelilaw.com
[p] 503-954-2232

[f] 503-227-0880

www.angelilaw.com

September 28, 2022

By Email and U.S. Mail

David Foraker

Miller Nash LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3400
Portland, OR 97204
david.foraker@millernash.com

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660
joe.vance@millernash.com

Re:  Clyde A. Hamstreet & Assocs., LLC v. American Equities, Inc., et al.,
Clark County Superior Court Case No. 20-2-00507-06

Counsel:

As you know, we currently represent Ross Miles, American Equities, Inc. (“AEI”),
and American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC (“AEMM?”) in litigation that Miller Nash,
LLP has filed against Miles, AEI, and AEMM on behalf of Clyde A. Hamstreet &
Associates, LLC (“Hamstreet™) in Clark County Superior Court (“the Receiver Litigation™).
In the Receiver Litigation, Miller Nash asserts that AEl and AEMM, as managers of the
fifteen investment funds in receivership (“Pools”), routinely made unauthorized transactions
involving the Pools’ assets, used their funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes,
operated the Pools as a Ponzi scheme, and caused the Pools to be insolvent since 2007,
among other things. Miller Nash also asserts AEl and AEMM breached their contracts with
the Pools and breached their fiduciary duties to the Pools.

As you also know, prior to filing the Receiver Litigation, Miller Nash represented
AEI and AEMM. Specifically, Miller Nash provided legal advice to AEI and AEMM about
its financial condition and the financial condition of the Pools after receiving litigation

Ex. 10 to Banks Decl.
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September 28, 2022
Page 2

threats and inquiries from several investors. As set forth in your February 6, 2019
engagement letter, which is attached as Exhibit 1, Miles retained Miller Nash on behalf of
AEI and AEMM to provide legal advice “as to their strategic alternatives for adjusting their
respective debtor-creditor relationships or equity security holder relationships, or both, or for
winding up their affairs.” (Ex. 1 at 2.) As part of your representation, Miller Nash introduced
AEI and AEMM to Hamstreet, and recommended that those entities consent to putting the
Pools into receivership overseen by Hamstreet.

In March 2019, David Foraker asked Miles, on behalf of AEI and AEMM, to sign a
“Former-Client Conflicts Waiver” allowing Miller Nash to represent Hamstreet in the
receivership. A copy of the March 26, 2019 conflict waiver letter is attached as Exhibit 2. In
that letter, Foraker represented to Miles that Miller Nash did not have any “confidential
information or secrets” of AElI and AEMM, and Foraker therefore believed there was
“minimal or non-existent” risk that those confidences could be used adversely against AEI
and AEMM. Based on Foraker's representation that Miller Nash did not have any
confidential information that would be used against AEI and AEMM, Miles waived the
potential conflict of interest arising from Miller Nash’s representation of Hamstreet.

It is now apparent that Foraker’s representation to Miles was false. During its
representation of AEI and AEMM, Miller Nash acquired AEI’s and AEMM’s confidential
information. Discovery in the Receiver Litigation shows Miles provided Foraker with bank
statements for AEl and AEMM, balance sheets and other financial statements for those
entities, accounting spreadsheets, and tax information pertaining to AEI and AEMM. That
information pertained specifically to AEI and AEMM, not to the Pools (See Ex. 3.)
Additionally, Foraker facilitated a meeting where he allowed Miles to provide to Miller Nash
and Hamstreet detailed explanations regarding AEI’s accounting decisions, borrowing from
the Pools, and advances that Miles or AEI made to cover expenses over the years outside the
management duties of AEI or AEMM.

It is also now apparent that Miller Nash is using the confidential information it gained
during its representation of AEI and AEMM against Miles and those entities. For example,
the Receiver claims that AElI and AEMM *“violated the terms of the Offering Materials” by
causing the Pools to make loans to related parties. (See 2022-03-11 Receiver’s Suppl. Resp.
to PPB Interrogatory No. 3.) This information is the same information that Miles told Miller
Nash during the time you represented AEI and AEMM. Similarly, the Receiver asserts that
AEI and AEMM breached their duties by assigning contracts previously owned by the Pools
to the banks or using them to support loan advances. (See 2022-06-04 PI.’s Suppl. Resp. to
Riverview Interrogatory No. 9.) Again, Miles discussed that process with Miller Nash as part
of your representation of AEI and AEMM. These are only a handful of examples showing
how your firm has used information initially provided by AEI and AEMM in its prior
representation to their disadvantage in this case.

AEI and AEMM never consented to Miller Nash’s use of their confidential
information in this litigation. Because AEI and AEMM never consented to your use of that
information, you are prohibited from representing Hamstreet in this litigation under Oregon
RPC 1.6(a), Oregon RPC 1.9(a), Oregon RPC 1.9(b), Oregon RPC 1.9(c), Oregon RPC.
1.10(a), Washington RPC 1.6(a), Washington RPC 1.9(a), Washington RPC 1.9(b),
Washington RPC 1.9(c), and Washington RPC 1.10(a), particularly when the time records
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Page 3

submitted to the Court confirm that the exact same lawyers that AEI and AEMM consulted
and received confidential information in the prior representation (Foraker and John Knapp)
are leading this litigation and continuing to bill on this case. (See Ex. 4.) If you disagree with
my conclusion about Miller Nash’s inability to represent Hamstreet, please explain to me the
reason why you do not believe that Miller Nash’s acquisition and use of AElI and AEMM’s
confidential information is a problem.

Sincerely yours,
s/ Peter D. Hawkes

Peter D. Hawkes

cc: All Counsel

Ex. 10 to Banks Decl.
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NASH|GRAHAM
&DUNN LR Y] \..:‘i, Qrepon G720
LLp
ATTORNEYS AT LAW e - 503.221,5854
+ 503.224.01358

David A, Foraker
david.foraker@millernash.com
503.205.2338 direct line

February 6, 2019

VIA EMAIL ONLY

Mr. Ross Miles
American Equities, Inc.
PO Box 61427
Vancouver, WA 98666

Subject: Agreement for Legal Services

Dear Mr. Miles:

Thank you for asking Miller Nash Graham & Dunn LLP to provide legal services
to American Equities, Inc. and its affiliated companies comprising American Eagle
Mortgage Management, LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 100 LLC, American Eagle
Mortgage 200 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 300 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 400
LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 500 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 600 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 100 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 300 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico Short Term LLC, American Eagle Mortgage I LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage II LLC, American Eagle Mortgage III LLC, and American Eagle
Mortgage IV LLC (collectively, “Companies” or “you,” unless the context requires
otherwise).

This letter confirms the scope of our engagement as your counsel and sets forth
the basis under which we will provide those services.

1. Client; Scope of Representation.

Our clients in this matter will be Companies. We will not be representing any of
the individuals who may be founders, owners, members, shareholders, directors,
officers, managers, employees, or other persons (collectively, “Principals”) of
Companies. In addition, if Companies have organizational affiliates not identified in the

Partland, OR

Seattle, WA

Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2802.3

MILLERNASH.COM

Exhibit A - Page 1 of 16
Exhibit R - Page 5 of 29 .
Ex. 10 to Bank$FoeeEL
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February 6, 2019
Page 2

first paragraph of this letter, we will not be representing any of them unless and until we
enter into a separate written engagement letter covering that representation.
Accordingly, representation of Companies in this matter will not give rise to any conflict
of interest if other clients of the firm are adverse to any of Companies’ affiliates or

Principals.

We have been engaged to provide legal advice to Companies solely for the
purposes of advising Companies as to their strategic alternatives for adjusting their
respective debtor-creditor relationships or equity security holder relationships, or both,
or for winding up their affairs. Unless and until we enter into a separate written
engagement letter expanding the scope of our engagement, we will not be obligated to
assist Companies in the implementation of any strategic plan for restructuring the
Companies or winding up their affairs, nor will we be obligated to represent the
Companies, or any of them, in any legal or equitable proceeding that may be brought by
or against Companies, or any of them. For the avoidance of doubt, our current scope of
engagement does not include defending Companies in any litigation that may be filed
against Companies by investors in Companies.

Our services will be strictly of a legal nature. We do not provide business,
investment, or accounting advice, and you should not rely on us for any such advice.
Also, we are not providing tax advice to Companies, except to the extent that you ask in
writing for our tax advice about a specific event or transaction. Our tax law group can
provide tax analysis and planning at your request.

2. Conflict-of-Interest Issues.

Rosalie Goodman, a current client of the firm, is trustee of a trust thatisa
creditor of American Eagle Mortgage 100 LLC. Our representation of Ms. Goodman
does not extend to representing her with respect to her relationship to American Eagle
Mortgage 100 LLC. Thus, the work we are likely to do for the Companies is unrelated to
the work we are likely to do for Ms. Goodman. However, under applicable Rules of
Professional Conduct, we may not oppose a current client, even on an unrelated matter,
without the informed consent of both the current client and the prospective new client.
Thus, our engagement by American Eagle Mortgage 100 LLC hereunder is conditioned
upon this firm first obtaining a waiver of this conflict both from Companies and from
Ms. Goodman.

In deciding whether or not to consent, Companies should consider how our
representation of Ms. Goodman could or might affect our representation of American

Portland, OR

Seattle, WA

Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2002.3

MILLERNASH.COM
Exhibit A - Page 2 of 16
Exhibit R - Page 6 of 29 Ex. 10 to Bank<EmiitLL
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Eagle Mortgage 100 LLC. For example, clients who are asked to waive or consent to
conflicts typically should consider whether there is any material risk that “their” lawyer
will be less zealous or eager on their behalf due to the conflict. Similarly, clients should
consider whether there is any material risk that their confidences or secrets will be used
adversely to them due to the conflict, In the present case, we do not believe that there is
a material risk of either type because of the unrelated nature of the work for the two
clients, We recommend that you seek independent legal advice to determine whether to
consent to this waiver. Whether you seek such advice is your own decision.

In addition, before we can undertake the joint representation of all Companies,
we must first obtain the consent of all Companies to such representation. Under the
Rules of Professional Conduct, we can undertake to represent two or more clients with
respect to a matter so long as we are not obligated to contend for something on behalf of
one client that we would have a duty to oppose on behalf of another client and we
reasonably believe that we will be able to provide competent and diligent representation
to all clients. Because of the limited scope and high level nature of this engagement, we
believe that our representation complies with our professional obligations. We must,
however, (a) explain to you the implications of joint representation and the advantages
and risks involved, and (b) confirm Companies’ consent to that representation. In
deciding whether to consent to our joint representation, you should consider the
following matters:

1, An advantage of joint representation is the avoidance of duplication in
legal effort and costs. One of the disadvantages is the sharing of
information between the clients. We cannot effectively undertake joint
representation of two clients on the same matter unless all information
supplied to or obtained by us in the course of joint representation is
available to all clients. This means, among other things, that if we receive
information from or about one of the Companies that we believe the other
Companies should have in order to make decisions regarding the subject
of our representation, we may give the other clients that information. This
may work to the disadvantage of one client and to the advantage of others.

2. So long as the joint representation exists, one client may not assert
positions that may benefit that client to the detriment of the others,

3. Another potential disadvantage of joint representation is that a conflict of
interest may arise in the future between or among one or more of the
clients. At this time, we do not have sufficient knowledge about the
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Companies and their relationships with one another to assess the risk of
any such conflict of interest. If, in the future, you or the firm believes that
a conflict of interest exists that precludes continued joint representation,
you or we will promptly raise that belief. Should that happen, we may be
required to withdraw from the representation of one or more Companies
and those Companies would have to secure new representation. Thus, a
conflict of interest arising in the future could impose additional costs to
obtain new counsel, and any delay in this respect could be prejudicial.

4. We could also be required to withdraw from our representation of one or
more Companies if we believe that one or more Companies are unable to
make adequately informed decisions regarding the representation or if, for
any other reason, we conclude that we cannot continue to jointly represent
all Companies impartially and without an improper effect on our
responsibilities to all of them. Furthermore, should a dispute arise
between two or more Companies in the course of the joint representation,
we will be unable to advise those Companies with respect to their rights
vis-a-vis each other. If the dispute cannot be resolved, we may be required
by applicable ethics rules to withdraw from the matter completely.

We encourage Companies to seek independent legal advice to determine whether
you should consent to the joint representation. Whether you seek such advice is your

own decision.

3. Fees and Expenses.

It is our general policy that one attorney will have primary responsibility to see
that your legal needs are met. I will be that person for this representation. Because I
am not licensed to practice in Washington, I will work with John Knapp and other
attorneys within the firm who are so licensed. I may also utilize other lawyers in the
firm, as well as paralegals, if I believe it appropriate in the circumstances.

Our fees are based on the billing rate for each attorney and paralegal devoting
time to this matter. Clients occasionally ask us to estimate the amount of fees and costs
likely to be charged in a particular matter. These estimates are not guaranteed
maximum amounts. In most matters, it is impossible to predict exactly how much time
and effort will be required. This is especially true in matters involving litigation or
negotiation, in which factors not within our control often affect the fee.
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Our billing rates for attorneys currently range from $300 to $775 per hour based
on seniority and practice area. My hourly billing rate is $540; Mr. Knapp’s is $510.
Time devoted by paralegals is charged at billing rates ranging from $130 to $300 per
hour. These billing rates are typically adjusted annually, and the adjusted rates will
apply to all services performed thereafter.

Each month we will send you a statement describing the work performed and
expenses recorded on our books during the previous month. Companies will be jointly
and severally liable to us for all amounts invoiced to Companies. Payment is due
promptly upon receipt of our statement, If the statement is not paid within 30 days
after the invoice date, we may charge Oregon statutory interest on overdue amounts at
the rate of 9 percent per annum from the invoice date.

If any statement remains unpaid for more than 30 days, we may suspend
performing services for you until arrangements satisfactory to us have been made for
payment of outstanding statements and the payment of future fees and expenses.

We will include on our statements any separate charges for performing services
such as messenger and delivery service, travel, and search and filing fees. Fees and
expenses of others you approve of our retaining (such as consultants, local counsel, and
experts) generally will not be paid by us but will be billed directly to you.

If payment of our statements is made by someone other than Companies,
Companies may have a concern that, when a third party pays the clients’ legal fees and
expenses, our professional judgment on behalf of the clients could be influenced or our
relationship with the clients could otherwise be affected. An additional concern may be
that confidential information shared between us would not be protected from improper
disclosure to the third party. We assure you that we will not permit payment by
someone other than Companies to influence our independent professional judgment on
Companies’ behalf or allow it to interfere with the relationship. Also, confidential
information will not be jeopardized, as our invoices will not disclose such information.
While we provide these assurances, these are matters Companies should consider for
themselves,

If at any time you have a question about our fees, please let us know. We want
our charges to represent the fair value of our services to our clients.
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4. Advance Fee Deposit as Security.

American Equities, Inc. must pay to us, as an advance fee deposit, the amount of
$50,000 in two equal installments. Our receipt of the first installment will be a
condition precedent to the effectiveness of this agreement. Qur representation will not
commence until we receive a wire transfer in the amount of $25,000 from American
Equities, Inc. American Equities, Inc. must pay the second installment to us no later
than February 28, 2019, These funds will remain in our client trust account for the
duration of our representation, and any remaining balance will be returned to American
Equities, Inc., immediately upon termination of our representation. We reserve the
right to use any part of these funds to satisfy a delinquent payment and to discontinue
our representation until funds are forwarded to restore the full advance fee deposit. In
addition, as security for the payment of any amount Companies, or any one or more of
them, may owe us, Companies hereby grant us a security interest in the advance fee
deposit and in all other property in which they, or any of them, have an interest that at
any time comes within our custody, possession, or control.

5. Responsibilities.

Effective legal representation requires that Companies accept certain
responsibilities. Thus, Companies will:

. cooperate fully with us in all matters relating to our representation
and fully and accurately disclose to us all facts and documents that
may be relevant to the matter or that we may otherwise request;

. make those involved in this engagement reasonably available to us
as may be necessary from time to time;

. allow reasonable time for us to prepare the documents that may be
involved in the representation and to otherwise conduct our work;
and

) inform us of any changes in contact information, including address,

telephone number, and e-mail address.

Either at the commencement or during the course of our representation, we may
express opinions or beliefs concerning this matter or various courses of action and the
results that might be anticipated. Any such statement made by any lawyer or employee
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of the firm is intended to be an expression of opinion only, based on information
available to us at the time, and should not be construed by you as a promise or
guarantee,

6. Communications.

Unless you direct us otherwise, our communications on this engagement will be
with you.

We expect to communicate with you through the use of electronic devices and
Internet services (which may include unencrypted wired or wireless e-mail, cellular
telephones, voice-over Internet, electronic data/document websites, and other state-of-
the-art technology). Although the use of this technology involves some degree of risk -
that third parties may hack into or otherwise access confidential communications, we
believe that the benefits of using this technology outweigh the risk of accidental
disclosure. Nevertheless, just as we have in place policies and systems designed to make
our electronic communications with you reasonably secure, it is equally important that
you also communicate with us in a manner that reasonably protects the confidentiality
of information we share and any attorney-client privilege that may apply to our
communications. This means that you should not use any computers or other electronic
devices, networks, or Internet addresses that are owned, are controlled, or may be
accessed by others, including but not limited to a hotel, a library, an Internet café, or a
shared home computer, to send or receive confidential information to or from us. Any
device you use should be password-protected and not accessible for use by any third

party.

If you wish our e-mail communications to be encrypted, we will work with you to
establish encryption protocols for use in our electronic communications.

7. Consent to In-House Attorney-Client Privilege.

From time to time, issues arise that raise questions about our duties under the
professional conduct rules that apply to lawyers. These might include
conflict-of-interest issues and could even include issues raised because of a dispute
between us and a client over the handling of a matter. Under normal circumstances,
when such issues arise, we seek the advice of our in-house general counsel (or his or her
delegate), who has been given the responsibility within the firm for providing legal
advice in such matters. You are not charged for this advice.
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Under Oregon law, such consultation is protected by attorney-client privilege, but
that may not be the case under the law of other jurisdictions. We believe that it is in our
clients’ interests, as well as the firm’s interests, to make sure that a consistent rule
applies firmwide and to all our engagements. Accordingly, you agree that if we
determine in our own discretion during the course of our representation that it is
appropriate to consult with our firm’s counsel (either in-house general counsel or
outside counsel), we have your consent to do so. You also agree that our
contemporaneous representation of you will not result in a waiver or an invalidation of
the in-house attorney-client privilege.

8. Conclusion of Representation.

You have the right to terminate our services for any reason at any time, but we
request that if you do so, you notify us in writing so that there is no confusion. Your
decision to terminate our services does not affect your obligation to pay for legal services
and expenses incurred up to the time of termination.

In some circumstances, we may find it necessary or appropriate to withdraw from
representing you. You will be given prompt notice of that fact in writing. Circumstances
for withdrawal of representation covered by the professional conduct rules that apply to
lawyers include your failure to pay for our fees or costs; your failure to fully inform us
regarding material facts; conduct you engage in that is inconsistent with our advice; and
conflicts of interest with other clients. Upon termination of representation, we will issue
an invoice for all fees and costs that are due.

Unless previously terminated, our representation will terminate upon our
sending you our final statement for services rendered in this matter.

After our representation is concluded, we do not have an obligation to advise you
concerning legal developments that might have a bearing on the specific subject matter
of our representation.
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9. Marketing Materials.

Periodically, the firm prepares marketing materials in which we may include the
names and corporate logos of selected clients and sometimes a brief description of a
significant project on which we worked. You agree that we may do so with regard to you
and any matters we handle for you at this time or in the future. If we include our
representation of you in these materials, we will not include information about any
specific transaction that is not otherwise publicly available without your prior approval.

10. Retention and Disposition of Documents.

At your request, original documents or tangible ‘property that you have provided
to us, as well as other aspects of your file, will be returned to you promptly upon our
receipt of payment for any outstanding fees and costs. We reserve the right to destroy or
otherwise dispose of any of the original documents or tangible property that you have
provided to us but have not requested to be returned to you after termination of the
engagement within a reasonable time after its termination without further notice to you.
To the extent that you would like copies of those portions of our file that are external
correspondence, pleadings, or related documents previously furnished to you, we will be
pleased to provide them to you at our cost of retrieval and duplication, so long as we still
retain them.

All internal files generated during the course of our representation will be and
remain the property of the firm, These firm files may include internal e-mails, firm
administrative records, time and expense reports, personnel and staffing materials, and
credit and accounting records, as well as any internal lawyers’ work product, such as
drafts, notes, internal memorandums, and legal and factual research, including
investigative reports, prepared by or for the internal use of lawyers. For various
reasons, including the minimizing of unnecessary storage expenses, we reserve the right
to destroy or otherwise dispose of any such documents or other materials retained by us
within a reasonable time after the termination of the engagement without further notice

to you.
11.  Sign and Return.

Please let me know if you have any questions or comments regarding this
agreement for legal services. If this letter is acceptable, please have a copy of it executed
by the appropriate authorized representatives and returned to us for our files. You may

scan a signed copy and send it by e-mail.
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If you do not agree to any of the terms of this letter, please let me know as soon as
possible. In the meantime, we will assume that you agree to these terms upon our

receipt of the initial advance fee deposit described above.

We are pleased to have this opportunity to be of service to Companies and to

work with you. P

ACKNOWLEDGED AND AGREED:
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o ol So—
Title: Ff@,\wg Cj

Date; February _7, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC

/) -
By: T\,bﬁ s G, \MLQ@ «—\r/

Title: YMAWANYG  yiembg (L
I G

Date: February _), 2019

Portland, OR
Seattle, WA
Vancouver, WA
Long Beach, CA

BxpibR K5 Fage, 19 97 16

4816-3427-2902.3

Ex. 10 to B%nk§gb¥9f'éﬂ
PageaTBlof) 78



NASH|GRAHAM

&DUNN-

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLERI

February 6, 2019
Page 11

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100 LLC

By»:?ci s C MCQL;}/

Title: Rees ik American $ ¢ vitres Frc (n ‘ZI»)
" muwage it
Date: February ‘7, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 200 LLC

By?:{zo‘S \ Q.t \:Lk\/Qﬂ V
Title: pvety duct (ArT ) ranaLan -
Date: February ], 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 300 LLC

e iy —"
Title: FMA(&;,% Q/{E I } A "‘7'!‘\1%32_(\—

Date: February Z, 2019

Portland, OR

Seattle, WA

Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2802.3

Exhibit A - Page 11 of 16 b
Exhibit R - Page915 of 29 Ex. 10 tgai]%eg!{%%g%



GRAHAM
&DUNN-

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLER
NASH J

February 6, 2019
Page 12

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 400 LLC
By:/‘aw ¢ C Mé/

Title: g{e&tW\/‘lE/ID M Angon—~

Date: February j_, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500 LLC

By: <7 >33 CUL/C:QQ'J//
Tiﬂe:f/f&im{ ﬂéf) Y ANAFIN—

Date: February _']_, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 600 LLC

By: &34 QW/QL/

Title: g\[ej 'fde’v+ ( A ﬁfhk’) th;g;ev&.—

Date: February Z_, 2019

Portland, OR
Seattle, WA
Vancouver, WA
Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2902.3
IR - Pag
it a e 12 of 16
E)ﬁxlglt R - Page 6 0f 29 Ex. 10 to Bank§£‘)t’9&l1

Pag e 5 of)f21§



NASH | GRAHAM

& DUNN-

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLER}

February 6, 2019
Page 13

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 100 LLC

By?‘DSS QM&»QA/
Title: K&fﬁ&@i’_éﬁ@l) Mo

Date: February'_-z_, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200 LLC

Byy?‘o.g £ Q'MJZJ/
Tiﬂesz:%ﬂoﬁk’ (Az ﬁ) Vi An A2y

Date: February ] , 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 300 LLC

By: =38 QM&%
Tite; Qresidodly (HET) prwmagad

Date: February _l, 2019

Portiand, OR
Seattle, WA
Vancouver, WA
Long Beach, CA

MILLERNASH.COM

bit A - P 13 of 16
E)ﬁ“ﬂ;{t R Pagggﬁ of 39

4816-3427-2002.3

Ex. 10 to B%nk§§)¥9f'éﬂ
Pageaa%lof) 78



NASH|GRAHAM

&DUNNw

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLERI

February 6, 2019
Page 14

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 400 LLC
By:f‘p\as s§ C M\&O\//

Title: (\?wes}a@w‘}/ /ﬂ 61) m m’“‘g?‘}*/
Date: February __7_, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 500 LLC

By: {_ O34 C. \LLKLJ/’
Title: %DWA‘.&&’ ( ALL) migngea_

Date: February _Z, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600 LLC

.
o Poss cdile
Title: @«esrw Vfﬂ.ﬁ w.wmsz\/
Date: February 1, 2019

Portland, OR

Seattle, WA

Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2002.3
MILLERNASH.COM

Exhibit A - Page 14 of 16 Ex. 10 to BankEpBiL

Exhibit R - Page 18 of 29 PagFéaTJ?l?) piig



NASH | GRAHAM

& DUNN-

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLER }

February 6, 2019
Page 15

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO SHORT TERM LLC
By: q\?zss s C M\y\u&// i

{
Title: .grm v (ﬂ f?I) M ngger—
Date: February l, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I LLC

By: NooS S C '\MX-L//

Title: %{3’:&93} ( A QIN/) mm:?gpy\.w

Date: February _7, 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGEII LLC

B;Qos s C M(ﬁq}/"

Title: resicde} ( piEL ) M@ higs v
Date: February Z_, 2019

Portland, OR

Seattle, WA

Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA 4816-3427-2902.3

MILLERNASH.COM

Exhibit A-P 15 of 16 o
Exitbit R - Page 19 of 29 Ex. 10 to Bankg Dbt
Page 18'2F78



NASH|GRAHAM

&DUNN-

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

MILLERJ

February 6, 2019
Page 16

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE ITI LLC

By: ?@ s o
Title: § "’3'&""':\’1!/?1’1’\ )’M"?nW
Date: February ), 2019

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE IV LLC

By: @a\‘ ) C \/(/((ﬁ )/
Title: (D) det inf L) M ngger
Date: February__?_ 2019

Portland, OR
Seattle, WA
Vancouver, WA

Long Beach, CA : 4816-3427-2902.3
MILLERNASH COM

pipchibit A, Page 16.0f 16 Ex. 10 to BankEDELR
. age ? Pag eTQ of)f21§



M l LLE R U.5. Bancosp Teeer

NASH ggﬁml M s e o294,
[RR 4

ATTORNEYS AT LAW ¢ 2032445858

.+ 503.22.1.075%

David A. Foraker
david.foraker@millernash.com
503.205.2338 direct line

March 26, 2019

VIA EMAIL ONLY

Mr, Ross Miles
American Equities, Inc.
PO Box 61427
Vancouver, WA 98666

Subject: Former-Client Conflicts Waiver

Dear Mr. Miles:

As you know, Clyde A, Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, an Oregon limited liability
company doing business under the assumed name Hamstreet & Associates
(“Hamstreet”), has asked us to represent it in connection with its anticipated
appointment as general receiver of American Eagle Mortgage 100 LLC, American Eagle
Mortgage 200 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 300 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 400
LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 500 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 600 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 100 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 300 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500 LLC, American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600 LLC, American
Eagle Mortgage Short Term LLC, American Eagle Mortgage 1 LLC, and American Eagle
Mortgage II LLC (collectively, the “Receivership Entities”).

As previously discussed and agreed, this firm’s engagement as special counsel to
the Receivership Entities! and their affiliates American Equities, Inc., American Eagle
Mortgage Management, LLC, American Eagle Mortgage III, LLC, and American Eagle
Mortgage IV, LLC (collectively, the “Affiliates”) will terminate contemporaneously with
the Receivership Entities’ assignments to Hamstreet for the benefit of their respective
creditors. The current plan is that Hamstreet will petition the Clark County Superior

1 Qur engagement letter incorrectly identified American Eagle Mortgage Short Term, LLC as American
Eagle Mortgage Mexico Short Term, LLC.
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Court to be appointed as general receiver of the Receivership Entities as soon as
practicable after the assignments to Hamstreet are completed.

The Oregon Rules of Professional Conduct, which apply to all Oregon lawyers,
and the Washington Rules of Professional Conduct, which apply to all Washington
lawyers, do not allow me or my firm to represent Hamstreet in the same or a
substantially related matter in which Hamstreet’s interests are materially adverse to the
interests of Receivership Entities or the Affiliates unless the Receivership Entities, the
Affiliates, and Hamstreet give informed consent based on an explanation of the material
risks of and reasonable alternatives to consenting. This means I must discuss the pros
and cons of consenting with all of you and that I cannot proceed unless all of you agree
to allow me to do so. While our representation of Hamstreet as general receiver of the
Receivership Entities is not necessarily adverse to the Receivership Entities, our
representation of Hamstreet might well become adverse to American Equities, Inc,
(“AEI”) and to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC (“AEMM?”). AEI has at all
times acted as manager for the Receivership Entities, and I understand that AEMM also
may have provided management services to some or all of the Receivership Entities.

In any former-client conflict situation, the former client is typically concerned
about whether there is a material risk that its confidences or secrets may be used
adversely to it and about whether there is a material risk that the work that the lawyer
now proposes to do adversely to that former client will unfairly or inappropriately
undercut the work that the lawyer previously did for the former client.

In the present context, I believe that these risks are minimal or non-existent.
Upon Hamstreet’s appointment as general receiver of the Receivership Entities, it will
be acting to protect the interests of the Receivership Entities. In fact, I believe that the
assets to be assigned to Hamstreet will include all of the Receivership Entities’
confidential information and that any privileges or the like (including attorney-client
privileges) of the Receivership Entities will belong to Hamstreet or any successor
receiver of the Receivership Entities. With regard to the Affiliates, to my knowledge,
neither I nor anyone else in the firm has received any confidential information or secrets
of those companies. However, these are issues you should consider for yourself. In fact,
the Oregon Rules of Professional Conduct also require that I recommend that you
consult independent counsel before reaching a decision on this matter. You are not
obligated to consult such counsel if you do not wish to do so, however; the choice is
yours.
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Please review this subject and let me know whether you are willing to consent to
this firm’s representation of Hamstreet as general receiver of the Receivership Entities.
If there is any additional information that I can provide to assist you in your review,
Pplease let me know. If you are willing to consent after such review as you deem
appropriate, please make a copy of this letter, sign it on behalf of the Receivership
Entities and the Affiliates where indicated below, and send a scanned copy of the
countersigned copy of this letter to me for my files.

Cj truly yours,

ACKNOWLEDGED AND AGREED:
AMERICAN EQUITIES INC,
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC,
an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity
as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE |, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC; and
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT
TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Washington limited
liability company; ROSS Miles and BEVERLY
Miles, individually and in the marital community
property comprised thereof; and MAUREEN Wile
and ROBERT Wile, individually and in the marital
community property comprised thereof;
RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY BANK, a
Washington chartered bank, and PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK, a California chartered bank,

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK'’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
ROSS MILES

Defendants.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 1 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
Page 1 of 33
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC;
and AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO: DEFENDANT ROSS MILES AND HIS COUNSEL OF RECORD:

Pursuant to Washington Superior Court Civil Rules 26 and 33, defendant Pacific Premier
Bank, by and through undersigned counsel, propounds the following interrogatories to defendant
Ross Miles (“Miles™). Miles shall provide written responses, under oath, to the offices of
Holland & Knight LLP, 601 SW 2nd Ave., Ste. 1800, Portland, OR 97204, within thirty (30)
days of the date of service.

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For purposes of these Interrogatories, the following definitions and instructions apply:

1. “AEI” refers to American Equities, Inc., as well as any of its parent or subsidiary
corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors, members, employees,
agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not limited to Miles, Wile, and
AEMM.

I
I

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 2 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
Page 2 of 33
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2. “AEMM” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Miles, Wile, and AEI.

3. “Any” should be construed to include “all,” and “all” should be understood to
include “any.”

4. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

5. “Describe,” with respect to a fact, means to set forth an account of each fact, to
Identify all Individuals with knowledge of each fact, and to Identify all Documents relating to
each fact.

6. “Describe,” with respect to a thing or event, means to describe the thing or event
with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each Individual
believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event; and
Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

7. “Document” or “Documents” shall have the broadest meaning possible under CR
26 and 34 and includes both hard copy documents and electronically stored information (ESI).
Document or Documents means the original, or a copy when the original is not available, and
each non-identical copy, including those which are non-identical by reason of notations or
markings of: papers, tapes, discs, or other substances on which Communications, data, or
information is recorded or stored, whether made by manual, mechanical, photographic, or
electronic process. This definition includes all drafts or superseded revisions of each document.
As used herein, Document(s) includes, but is not limited to: Communications, books, pamphlets,
periodicals, letters, reports, memoranda, handwritten notes, notations, messages, telegrams,

cables, records, drafts, diaries, studies, analyses, summaries, magazines, circulars, bulletins,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 3 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
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instructions, minutes, photographs, purchase orders, bills, checks, tabulations, desk or pocket
calendars, charge slips, questionnaires, surveys, drawings, sketches, working papers, charts,
graphs, indexes, taped correspondence, records of purchase of sale, contracts, agreements, leases,
invoices, expense records, trip reports, releases, appraisals, valuations, estimates, opinions,
financial statements, accounting records, income statements, electronic or other transcriptions or
taping of telephone or personal conversations or conferences or any and all other written, printed,
typed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter or tangible thing, of whatever description, however
produced or reproduced (including computer stores or generated data, together with instructions
and programs necessary to search or retrieve such data), and shall include all attachments and
enclosures to any requested item, which shall not be separated from the item to which they are
attached or enclosed.

8. “Electronically Stored Information” or “ESI” refers to all information stored in an
electronic format, including, without limitation, email, financial data, SMS or MMS text
messages, blogging entries, Facebook pages/entries, pages or entries on all social networking
sites, photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, voicemail, phone taps, and other information
stored in electronic format.

9. “Identify,” when referring to Documents, means to state the (i) type of document;
(i) general subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and
recipient(s).

10.  “Identify,” when referring to a Person, means to give, to the extent known, the
Person’s full name, present or last known address, and when referring to an Individual,
additionally, the present or last known place of employment. Once a Person has been identified
in accordance with this subparagraph, only the name of that Person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting identification of that Person.

I

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 4 S e R 790s 1%
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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11.  “Identify,” when used with respect to a thing or event, means describing the thing
or event with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each
Individual believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event;
and Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

12.  “Individual” refers to a natural person.

13.  “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

14.  “Miles,” “you,” and “your” refers to Defendant Ross Miles as well as his
employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under
his control or who have documents or information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or
control.

15.  “Offering Materials” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the following as
alleged in the Second Amended Complaint, related to any of the Pools: Confidential Private
Placement Disclosure, Minimum Underwriting Criteria for Receivables, Limited Liability
Company Agreement, Management Agreement, and “prospectuses.”

16.  “Pacific Premier” refers to Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as any of its
parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Regents Bank, Grandpoint Bank, and Young.

17.  “Person” refers to any Individual or any business, legal, or governmental entity or
association.

18. “Pool” and “Pools” refer to each of the following 15 receivership entities,
individually or collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
100); American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 200"); American Eagle
Mortgage 300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 300”); American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC (also

referred to as “AEM 400”); American Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC (also referred to as “AEM

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 5 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
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5007); American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 600”); American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 100”); American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 200"); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico
300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 300”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC
(also referred to as “AEM Mexico 400”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM Mexico 500”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC (also referred
to as “AEM Mexico 6007); American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC (also referred to as “AEM I”);
American Eagle Mortgage Il, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 11”"); and American Eagle
Mortgage Short Term, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Short Term”).

19.  “Receiver” refers to Plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, an Oregon
limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for the Pools; and all other Persons
who have documents or information deemed to be in its possession, custody, or control.

20. “Related to,” “relate to,” or “relating to” mean referencing, constituting, defining,
containing, compromising, stating, dealing with, pertaining to, reflecting, referring to,
evidencing, mentioning, discussing, reviewing, summarizing, describing, depicting, embodying,
comprising, constituting, reporting, or in any way involving the subject matter of the
Interrogatory.

21.  “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Second Amended Complaint for
Damages filed by the Receiver on January 12, 2022 in this case.

22.  “Wile” refers to Defendant Maureen Wile as well as her employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under her control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in her possession, custody, or control.

23.  Words in the singular include their plural meaning, and vice versa. The past tense
includes the present tense where the clear meaning is not distorted by a change of tense, and

words used in the masculine gender shall include the feminine gender.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 6 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
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24, References to Persons and other entities include their agents, employees,
representatives, and attorneys.

25.  These Interrogatories are continuing in nature, and any subsequently discovered
or additional information or Documents responsive to these Interrogatories must be supplied
upon Your learning such information.

26.  Any information that You contend You are entitled to withhold from disclosing
on the basis of attorney/client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other ground must be
expressly stated.

217, Unless otherwise specifically stated, all Interrogatories are limited to the relevant
time period of January 1, 2002 to the present.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Describe in detail whether you formed AEMM because

of AEI’s “growing insolvency” as alleged in paragraph 12 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Describe in detail whether you ever communicated to

Pacific Premier that you formed AEMM due to AEI’s “growing insolvency,” including the date
and complete substance of your communication to Pacific Premier about this issue.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

hiding AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to

assist you.
RESPONSE:
I
I
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO.5: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 100, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 100, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 200.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:  Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 200, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 200, including the date and specific act

that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 8 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 300, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 300, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 400.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 400, including the

date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:
"
"
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 9 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
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INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 400, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 500, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 500, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 600, including the

date and substance of such communication.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 10 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 600, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200.

RESPONSE:
"
"
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 34: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500, including the date and

specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
i
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INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM I, including the date
and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I, including the date and specific act that

Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 43: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 44: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Il, including the date
and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I1, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Short Term.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Short Term,

including the date and substance of such communication.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Short Term, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Describe in detail whether you routinely made

“unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’
assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made any “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions
involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the
Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Describe in detail whether you made transactions that

“included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of
dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16

parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were
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officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI's business address” as alleged
in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of
funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in
loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities
in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that
shared AEI's business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 54: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount
the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the
Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles
or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI's
business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 55: Describe in detail whether you made “loans to Related

Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with interest

rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 56: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid
and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27
of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many
were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist

you.
RESPONSE:
INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail whether you “operated the Pools as a
unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in

some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “operated the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and
investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related
parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and

substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES - PAGE 18 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 11 to Banks Decl.
Page 18 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “operat[ing] the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors
from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as
alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Describe in detail whether you “routinely disregarded

the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the organizational
documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “routinely disregarded the legal separation of the Pools and corporate
formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required

by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint,

including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
RESPONSE:
I
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail whether you “did not maintain

thorough and timely records and did not follow generally accepted accounting principles in
[your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “did not maintain thorough and timely records and did not follow generally
accepted accounting principles in [your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “not maintain[ing] thorough and timely records” or in “not follow[ing] generally accepted
accounting principles in [your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail whether you “used Pool assets as

collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or
authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested funds to [AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or
Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second

Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
i
i
i
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INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “used Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made
to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested
funds to [AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in
paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “us[ing] Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them)
without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] divert[ing] newly invested funds to
[AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as us[ing] them to pay other investors” as alleged in
paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail whether you “conducted business

with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “conducted business with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant,
and often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “conduct[ing] business with the Pools and [being] involved in multiple, significant, and often
undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Describe in detail whether you “did not make a serious

effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “did not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged
in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in not collecting on the “Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 76: Describe in detail whether you “used Pool funds for

undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and
payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in

paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 77: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “used Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including
investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested
in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 78: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “us[ing] Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a
Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican
enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 79: Describe in detail whether your “self dealing and

breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 increased the insolvency of and damage
to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 80: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that your “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007
increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31
of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such

communication.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 81: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted your

“self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that] increased the
insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 82: Describe in detail whether you operated the Pools “as

part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make
distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able to generate income to support
those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 83: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that operated the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was
used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able
to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 84: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in operating the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to
pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able to
generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended

Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 85: Describe in detail whether your “management

activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and whether you “knew they were wrongful” as alleged
in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 86: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that your “management activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and that you “knew
they were wrongful” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 87: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in engaging in “management activities” for the Pools that were “wrongful” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 88: Describe in detail whether you “attempted to [] cover

up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 89: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “attempted to [] cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan
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balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 90: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “cover[ing] up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the
Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 91: Describe in detail whether your conduct “caused the

Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 92: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific
Premier that your conduct “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in

paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 93: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “caus[ing] the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second

Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 94: Describe in detail whether you agreed with Pacific

Premier to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to conceal AEI’s
insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you needed to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to
conceal AEI’s insolvency, including the date and substance of your communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 96: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

concealing AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed
to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 97: Describe in detail the financial statements you provided

to Pacific Premier that “reflected the sale of [your] illicit “borrowing’ from the Pools” as alleged
in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the specific financial
statements you provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they reveal the alleged
“illicit borrowing from the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 98: Describe in detail the financial statements you provided

to Pacific Premier that established your violation or breach of the Offering Materials as alleged

in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the specific financial
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statements you provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they reveal the alleged
violation or breach of the Offering Materials.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 99: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you did not intend to use the advances on the guidance line of credit for “their
intended purpose of purchasing an interest in real estate” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 100: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [your] misuse of Pool assets” as alleged in paragraph 63
of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 101: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that the guidance line of credit from Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [your]
misuse of Pool assets,” including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 102: Describe in detail how you used “Pool assets to allow

AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan” as alleged in paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
i
i
i
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INTERROGATORY NO. 103: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you planned to “use Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,”
including the date and complete substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 104: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

“us[ing] Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,” including the date and specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 105: Describe in detail how you transferred assets of the

Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any consideration to the Pools as alleged in
paragraphs 65, 66, and 74 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 106: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your transfer of assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any
consideration to the Pools, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 107: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

transferring assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing consideration to the Pools,

including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 108: Describe in detail how the loan transaction involving

Franchise Management Services as alleged in paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended
Complaint violated the Offering Materials.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 109: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that the loan transaction involving Franchise Management Services as alleged in
paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended Complaint violated the Offering Materials,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 110: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

violating the Offering Materials as part of the loan transaction involving Franchise Management
Services, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 111: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier “made possible [your] sales of investments in the Pools” as alleged in paragraph
81 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 112: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that its guidance line of credit “made possible the sales of investments in the Pools,”

including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 113: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

making “possible the sales of investments in the Pools,” including the date and specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 114: Identify with specificity when, if ever, you disclosed to

Pacific Premier Bank that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts
provided to Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 115: Identify with specificity when, if ever, Pacific Premier

Bank knew that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts provided to
Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 116: Identify with specificity how, if at all, Pacific Premier

Bank aided your operation of a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts supporting your

response.
RESPONSE:
INTERROGATORY NO. 117: Identify each investor in a Pool that raised concerns to
you about your management of the Pool, including the name and contact information for the

investor, the date the concern was raised, and content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 118: Describe in detail how you responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 117.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 119: Identify each person that raised concerns to you about

your management of the Pool, including the name and contact information for the person, the

date the concern was raised, and content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 120: Describe in detail how you responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 119.
RESPONSE:

Dated this 9th day of September, 2022.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: s/ J. Matthew Donohue

J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
Matt.Donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
Kristin.Asai@hklaw.com

601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT ROSS MILES to be served on the

party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204

Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
Email: shatman@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:

M by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: l[johnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

O by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties and/or
their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set forth

below.

DATED September 9, 2022.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 1

s/ Kristin Asai
Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC,
an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity
as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE |, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC; and
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT
TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Washington limited
liability company; ROSS Miles and BEVERLY
Miles, individually and in the marital community
property comprised thereof; and MAUREEN Wile
and ROBERT Wile, individually and in the marital
community property comprised thereof;
RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY BANK, a
Washington chartered bank, and PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK, a California chartered bank,

Defendants.

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK'’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
MAUREEN WILE

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 1 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 12 to Banks Decl.
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO: DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE AND HER COUNSEL OF RECORD

Pursuant to Washington Superior Court Civil Rules 26 and 33, defendant Pacific Premier
Bank, by and through undersigned counsel, propounds the following interrogatories to defendant
Maureen Wile (“Wile”). Wile shall provide written responses, under oath, to the offices of
Holland & Knight LLP, 601 SW 2nd Ave., Ste. 1800, Portland, OR 97204, within thirty (30)
days of the date of service.

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For purposes of these Interrogatories, the following definitions and instructions apply:

1. “AEI” refers to American Equities, Inc., as well as any of its parent or subsidiary
corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors, members, employees,
agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not limited to Miles, Wile, and
AEMM.

i

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 2 e o
Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 12 to Banks Decl.
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2. “AEMM” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Miles, Wile, and AEI.

3. “Any” should be construed to include “all,” and “all” should be understood to
include “any.”

4. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

5. “Describe,” with respect to a fact, means to set forth an account of each fact, to
Identify all Individuals with knowledge of each fact, and to Identify all Documents relating to
each fact.

6. “Describe,” with respect to a thing or event, means to describe the thing or event
with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each Individual
believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event; and
Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

7. “Document” or “Documents” shall have the broadest meaning possible under CR
26 and 34 and includes both hard copy documents and electronically stored information (ESI).
Document or Documents means the original, or a copy when the original is not available, and
each non-identical copy, including those which are non-identical by reason of notations or
markings of: papers, tapes, discs, or other substances on which Communications, data, or
information is recorded or stored, whether made by manual, mechanical, photographic, or
electronic process. This definition includes all drafts or superseded revisions of each document.
As used herein, Document(s) includes, but is not limited to: Communications, books, pamphlets,
periodicals, letters, reports, memoranda, handwritten notes, notations, messages, telegrams,

cables, records, drafts, diaries, studies, analyses, summaries, magazines, circulars, bulletins,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 3 e R 790 1%
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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instructions, minutes, photographs, purchase orders, bills, checks, tabulations, desk or pocket
calendars, charge slips, questionnaires, surveys, drawings, sketches, working papers, charts,
graphs, indexes, taped correspondence, records of purchase of sale, contracts, agreements, leases,
invoices, expense records, trip reports, releases, appraisals, valuations, estimates, opinions,
financial statements, accounting records, income statements, electronic or other transcriptions or
taping of telephone or personal conversations or conferences or any and all other written, printed,
typed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter or tangible thing, of whatever description, however
produced or reproduced (including computer stores or generated data, together with instructions
and programs necessary to search or retrieve such data), and shall include all attachments and
enclosures to any requested item, which shall not be separated from the item to which they are
attached or enclosed.

8. “Electronically Stored Information” or “ESI” refers to all information stored in an
electronic format, including, without limitation, email, financial data, SMS or MMS text
messages, blogging entries, Facebook pages/entries, pages or entries on all social networking
sites, photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, voicemail, phone taps, and other information
stored in electronic format.

9. “Identify,” when referring to Documents, means to state the (i) type of document;
(i) general subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and
recipient(s).

10.  “Identify,” when referring to a Person, means to give, to the extent known, the
Person’s full name, present or last known address, and when referring to an Individual,
additionally, the present or last known place of employment. Once a Person has been identified
in accordance with this subparagraph, only the name of that Person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting identification of that Person.

I
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11.  “Identify,” when used with respect to a thing or event, means describing the thing
or event with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each
Individual believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event;
and Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

12.  “Individual” refers to a natural person.

13.  “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

14.  “Miles” refers to Defendant Ross Miles as well as his employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under his control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or control.

15.  “Offering Materials” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the following as
alleged in the Complaint, related to any of the Pools: Confidential Private Placement Disclosure,
Minimum Underwriting Criteria for Receivables, Limited Liability Company Agreement,
Management Agreement, and “prospectuses.”

16.  “Receiver” refers to Plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, an Oregon
limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for the Pools; and all other Persons
who have documents or information deemed to be in its possession, custody, or control.

17. “Related to,” “relate to,” or “relating to” mean referencing, constituting, defining,
containing, compromising, stating, dealing with, pertaining to, reflecting, referring to,
evidencing, mentioning, discussing, reviewing, summarizing, describing, depicting, embodying,
comprising, constituting, reporting, or in any way involving the subject matter of the
Interrogatory.

18.  “Pacific Premier” refers to Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as any of its
parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not

limited to Regents Bank, Grandpoint Bank, and Young.
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19.  “Person” refers to any Individual or any business, legal, or governmental entity or
association.
20. “Pool” and “Pools” refer to each of the following 15 receivership entities,

individually or collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
100); American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 200"); American Eagle
Mortgage 300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 300”); American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM 400”); American Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
5007); American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 600”); American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 100”); American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 200"); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico
300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 300”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC
(also referred to as “AEM Mexico 400”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM Mexico 500”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC (also referred
to as “AEM Mexico 6007); American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 1”);
American Eagle Mortgage II, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 11”"); and American Eagle
Mortgage Short Term, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Short Term”).

21.  “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Second Amended Complaint for
Damages filed by the Receiver on January 12, 2022 in this case.

22.  “Wile,” “you,” and “your” refers to Defendant Maureen Wile as well as her
employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under
her control or who have documents or information deemed to be in her possession, custody, or
control.

23.  Words in the singular include their plural meaning, and vice versa. The past tense
includes the present tense where the clear meaning is not distorted by a change of tense, and

words used in the masculine gender shall include the feminine gender.
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24, References to Persons and other entities include their agents, employees,
representatives, and attorneys.

25.  These Interrogatories are continuing in nature, and any subsequently discovered
or additional information or Documents responsive to these Interrogatories must be supplied
upon Your learning such information.

26.  Any information that You contend You are entitled to withhold from disclosing
on the basis of attorney/client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other ground must be
expressly stated.

217, Unless otherwise specifically stated, all Interrogatories are limited to the relevant
time period of January 1, 2002 to the present.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Describe in detail whether you formed AEMM because

of AEI’s “growing insolvency” as alleged in paragraph 12 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Describe in detail whether you ever communicated to

Pacific Premier that you formed AEMM due to AEI’s “growing insolvency,” including the date
and complete substance of your communication to Pacific Premier about this issue.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

hiding AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to
assist you.

RESPONSE:

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO.5: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 100, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 100, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 200.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8:  Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 200, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 200, including the date and specific act

that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 300, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 300, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 400.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 400, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 400, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 500, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 500, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 600, including the

date and substance of such communication.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 600, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200.
RESPONSE:

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 11~ °0 SV second fwe, Ste. 1800
Telephone:’ 503.243.2300
Ex. 12 to Banks Decl.

Page 11 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 34: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM I, including the date
and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I, including the date and specific act that

Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 43: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 44: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Il, including the date
and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I1, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: Describe in detail how you breached your fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Short Term.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Short Term,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

breaching your fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Short Term, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Describe in detail whether you routinely made

“unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’
assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made any “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions
involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the
Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Describe in detail whether you made transactions that

“included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of
dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16

parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were
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officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI's business address” as alleged
in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of
funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in
loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities
in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that
shared AEI's business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 54: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount
the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the
Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles
or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI's
business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 55: Describe in detail whether you made “loans to Related

Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with interest
rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 17~ °0t SV second fwe, Ste. 1800
Telephone:’ 503.243.2300
Ex. 12 to Banks Decl.

Page 17 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

INTERROGATORY NO. 56: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you made “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid
and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27
of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in making “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many
were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist

you.
RESPONSE:
INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail whether you “operated the Pools as a
unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in

some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “operated the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and
investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related
parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and
substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 60: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “operat[ing] the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors
from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as
alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Describe in detail whether you “routinely disregarded

the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the organizational
documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “routinely disregarded the legal separation of the Pools and corporate
formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required
by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
I
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail whether you “did not maintain

thorough and timely records and did not follow generally accepted accounting principles in
[your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “did not maintain thorough and timely records and did not follow generally
accepted accounting principles in [your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “not maintain[ing] thorough and timely records” or in “not follow[ing] generally accepted
accounting principles in [your] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail whether you “used Pool assets as

collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or
authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested funds to [AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or
Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “used Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made
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to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested
funds to [AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in
paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “us[ing] Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them)
without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] divert[ing] newly invested funds to
[AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as us[ing] them to pay other investors” as alleged in
paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail whether you “conducted business

with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “conducted business with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant,
and often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “conduct[ing] business with the Pools and [being] involved in multiple, significant, and often
undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Describe in detail whether you “did not make a serious

effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “did not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged
in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in not collecting on the “Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 76: Describe in detail whether you “used Pool funds for

undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and
payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in

paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 77: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “used Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including
investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested
in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 78: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “us[ing] Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a
Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican
enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 79: Describe in detail whether your “self dealing and

breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 increased the insolvency of and damage
to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 80: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that your “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007
increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31
of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such

communication.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 81: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted your

“self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that] increased the
insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 82: Describe in detail whether you operated the Pools “as

part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make
distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able to generate income to support
those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 83: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that operated the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was
used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able
to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 84: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in operating the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to
pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able to
generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended

Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 85: Describe in detail whether your “management

activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and whether you “knew they were wrongful” as alleged
in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 86: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that your “management activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and that you “knew
they were wrongful” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 87: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in engaging in “management activities” for the Pools that were “wrongful” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 88: Describe in detail whether you “attempted to [] cover

up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 89: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that you “attempted to [] cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan
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balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 90: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “cover[ing] up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the
Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 91: Describe in detail whether your conduct “caused the

Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 92: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific
Premier that your conduct “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in

paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 93: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted you

in “caus[ing] the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 94: Describe in detail whether you agreed with Pacific

Premier to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to conceal AEI’s
insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you needed to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to
conceal AEI’s insolvency, including the date and substance of your communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 96: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

concealing AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed
to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 97: Describe in detail the financial statements you provided

to Pacific Premier that “reflected the sale of [your] illicit “borrowing’ from the Pools” as alleged
in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the specific financial
statements you provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they reveal the alleged
“illicit borrowing from the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 98: Describe in detail the financial statements you provided

to Pacific Premier that established your violation or breach of the Offering Materials as alleged

in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the specific financial
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statements you provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they reveal the alleged
violation or breach of the Offering Materials.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 99: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you did not intend to use the advances on the guidance line of credit for “their
intended purpose of purchasing an interest in real estate” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 100: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [your] misuse of Pool assets” as alleged in paragraph 63
of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 101: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that the guidance line of credit from Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [your]
misuse of Pool assets,” including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 102: Describe in detail how you used “Pool assets to allow

AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan” as alleged in paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
I
I
I
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE - PAGE 28 w Second Ave,, St

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 12 to Banks Decl.
Page 28 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

INTERROGATORY NO. 103: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that you planned to “use Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,”
including the date and complete substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 104: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

“us[ing] Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,” including the date and specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 105: Describe in detail how you transferred assets of the

Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any consideration to the Pools as alleged in
paragraphs 65, 66, and 74 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 106: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding your transfer of assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any
consideration to the Pools, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 107: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

transferring assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing consideration to the Pools,
including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 108: Describe in detail how the loan transaction involving

Franchise Management Services as alleged in paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended
Complaint violated the Offering Materials.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 109: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that the loan transaction involving Franchise Management Services as alleged in
paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended Complaint violated the Offering Materials,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 110: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

violating the Offering Materials as part of the loan transaction involving Franchise Management
Services, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 111: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier “made possible [your] sales of investments in the Pools” as alleged in paragraph
81 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 112: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that its guidance line of credit “made possible the sales of investments in the Pools,”
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 113: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

making “possible the sales of investments in the Pools,” including the date and specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 114: Identify with specificity when, if ever, you disclosed to

Pacific Premier Bank that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts
provided to Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 115: Identify with specificity when, if ever, Pacific Premier

Bank knew that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts provided to
Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 116: Identify with specificity how, if at all, Pacific Premier

Bank aided your operation of a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts supporting your

response.
RESPONSE:
INTERROGATORY NO. 117: Identify each investor in a Pool that raised concerns to
you about your management of the Pool, including the name and contact information for the

investor, the date the concern was raised, and content or subject matter of the concern.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 118: Describe in detail how you responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 117.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 119: Identify each person that raised concerns to you about

your management of the Pool, including the name and contact information for the person, the

date the concern was raised, and content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 120: Describe in detail how you responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 119.
RESPONSE:

Dated this 9th day of September, 2022.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: s/ J. Matthew Donohue

J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
Matt.Donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
Kristin.Asai@hklaw.com

601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT MAUREEN WILE to be served on

the party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204

Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
Email: sbatman@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:

M by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: ljohnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

O by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties and/or
their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set forth below.

DATED September 9, 2022.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 1

s/ Kristin Asai
Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC,
an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity
as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE |, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC; and
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT
TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Washington limited
liability company; ROSS Miles and BEVERLY
Miles, individually and in the marital community
property comprised thereof; and MAUREEN Wile
and ROBERT Wile, individually and in the marital
community property comprised thereof;
RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY BANK, a
Washington chartered bank, and PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK, a California chartered bank,

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK'’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC.

Defendants.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC.- PAGE 1 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO: DEFENDANT AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC. AND ITS COUNSEL OF RECORD

Pursuant to Washington Superior Court Civil Rules 26 and 33, defendant Pacific Premier
Bank, by and through undersigned counsel, propounds the following interrogatories to defendant
American Equities, Inc. (“AEI”"). AEI shall provide written responses, under oath, to the offices
of Holland & Knight LLP, 601 SW 2nd Ave., Ste. 1800, Portland, OR 97204, within thirty (30)
days of the date of service.

DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For purposes of these Interrogatories, the following definitions and instructions apply:
1. “AEL” “you,” or “your” refers to American Equities, Inc., as well as any of its
parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Miles, Wile, and AEMM.
1
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2. “AEMM” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not
limited to Miles, Wile, and AEI.

3. “Any” should be construed to include “all,” and “all” should be understood to
include “any.”

4. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

5. “Describe,” with respect to a fact, means to set forth an account of each fact, to
Identify all Individuals with knowledge of each fact, and to Identify all Documents relating to
each fact.

6. “Describe,” with respect to a thing or event, means to describe the thing or event
with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each Individual
believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event; and
Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

7. “Document” or “Documents” shall have the broadest meaning possible under CR
26 and 34 and includes both hard copy documents and electronically stored information (ESI).
Document or Documents means the original, or a copy when the original is not available, and
each non-identical copy, including those which are non-identical by reason of notations or
markings of: papers, tapes, discs, or other substances on which Communications, data, or
information is recorded or stored, whether made by manual, mechanical, photographic, or
electronic process. This definition includes all drafts or superseded revisions of each document.
As used herein, Document(s) includes, but is not limited to: Communications, books, pamphlets,
periodicals, letters, reports, memoranda, handwritten notes, notations, messages, telegrams,

cables, records, drafts, diaries, studies, analyses, summaries, magazines, circulars, bulletins,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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instructions, minutes, photographs, purchase orders, bills, checks, tabulations, desk or pocket
calendars, charge slips, questionnaires, surveys, drawings, sketches, working papers, charts,
graphs, indexes, taped correspondence, records of purchase of sale, contracts, agreements, leases,
invoices, expense records, trip reports, releases, appraisals, valuations, estimates, opinions,
financial statements, accounting records, income statements, electronic or other transcriptions or
taping of telephone or personal conversations or conferences or any and all other written, printed,
typed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter or tangible thing, of whatever description, however
produced or reproduced (including computer stores or generated data, together with instructions
and programs necessary to search or retrieve such data), and shall include all attachments and
enclosures to any requested item, which shall not be separated from the item to which they are
attached or enclosed.

8. “Electronically Stored Information” or “ESI” refers to all information stored in an
electronic format, including, without limitation, email, financial data, SMS or MMS text
messages, blogging entries, Facebook pages/entries, pages or entries on all social networking
sites, photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, voicemail, phone taps, and other information
stored in electronic format.

9. “Identify,” when referring to Documents, means to state the (i) type of document;
(i) general subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and
recipient(s).

10.  “Identify,” when referring to a Person, means to give, to the extent known, the
Person’s full name, present or last known address, and when referring to an Individual,
additionally, the present or last known place of employment. Once a Person has been identified
in accordance with this subparagraph, only the name of that Person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting identification of that Person.

11.  “Identify,” when used with respect to a thing or event, means describing the thing

or event with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each
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Individual believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event;
and Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

12.  “Individual” refers to a natural person.

13.  “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

14.  “Miles” refers to Defendant Ross Miles as well as his employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under his control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or control.

15.  “Offering Materials” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the following as
alleged in the Complaint, related to any of the Pools: Confidential Private Placement Disclosure,
Minimum Underwriting Criteria for Receivables, Limited Liability Company Agreement,
Management Agreement, and “prospectuses.”

16.  “Receiver” refers to Plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, an Oregon
limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for the Pools; and all other Persons
who have documents or information deemed to be in its possession, custody, or control.

17. “Related to,” “relate to,” or “relating to” mean referencing, constituting, defining,
containing, compromising, stating, dealing with, pertaining to, reflecting, referring to,
evidencing, mentioning, discussing, reviewing, summarizing, describing, depicting, embodying,
comprising, constituting, reporting, or in any way involving the subject matter of the
Interrogatory.

18.  “Pacific Premier Bank” refers to Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as any
of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not

limited to Regents Bank, Grandpoint Bank, and Young.

19.  “Person” refers to any Individual or any business, legal, or governmental entity or
association.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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20. “Pool” and “Pools” refer to each of the following 15 receivership entities,
individually or collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
100); American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 200"); American Eagle
Mortgage 300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 300”); American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM 400”); American Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
5007); American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 600”); American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 100”); American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 200"); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico
300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 300”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC
(also referred to as “AEM Mexico 400”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM Mexico 500”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC (also referred
to as “AEM Mexico 6007); American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 1”);
American Eagle Mortgage II, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 11”"); and American Eagle
Mortgage Short Term, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Short Term”).

21.  “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Second Amended Complaint for
Damages filed by the Receiver on January 12, 2022 in this case.

22.  “Wile” refers to Defendant Maureen Wile as well as her employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under her control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in her possession, custody, or control.

23.  Words in the singular include their plural meaning, and vice versa. The past tense
includes the present tense where the clear meaning is not distorted by a change of tense, and
words used in the masculine gender shall include the feminine gender.

24, References to Persons and other entities include their agents, employees,

representatives, and attorneys.

I

I
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25.  These Interrogatories are continuing in nature, and any subsequently discovered
or additional information or Documents responsive to these Interrogatories must be supplied
upon Your learning such information.

26.  Any information that You contend You are entitled to withhold from disclosing
on the basis of attorney/client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other ground must be
expressly stated.

217, Unless otherwise specifically stated, all Interrogatories are limited to the relevant
time period of January 1, 2002 to the present.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Describe in detail whether you formed AEMM because

of AEI’s “growing insolvency” as alleged in paragraph 12 of the Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Describe in detail whether you ever communicated to

Pacific Premier that you formed AEMM due to AEI’s “growing insolvency,” including the date
and complete substance of your communication to Pacific Premier about this issue.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

hiding AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to
assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 100.

RESPONSE:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 100, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 100, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 200.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 200, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:  Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 200, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 300.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 300, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 300, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 400.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 400, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 400, including the date and specific act

that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 500, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching its fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 500, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 600, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 600, including the date and specific act

that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC.- PAGE 10 S e o 7900 %

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 13 to Banks Decl.
Page 10 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200,

including the date and substance of such communication.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400,

including the date and substance of such communication.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 34: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600.

RESPONSE:
"
"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM I, including the date
and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 43: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM 1.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 44: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM II, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Il, including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: Describe in detail how AEI breached its fiduciary and

contractual duties to AEM Short Term.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Short Term,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

breaching AEI’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Short Term, including the date and

specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Describe in detail whether AEI routinely made

“unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’
assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEl made any “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular
transactions involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in making “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the
Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Describe in detail whether AEI made transactions that

“included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of
dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16
parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were

officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged

in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:
"
"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEl made transactions that “included significant intermingling and
comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and
millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as
family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial
interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 54: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in making transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount
the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the
Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles
or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI’s
business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 55: Describe in detail whether AEI made “loans to Related

Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with interest
rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 56: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEl made “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not

been repaid and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in
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paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in making “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many
were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist
AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail whether AEI “operated the Pools as a

unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in
some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI *“operated the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash,
assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and
other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “operat[ing] the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors
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from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as
alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Describe in detail whether AEI “routinely disregarded

the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the organizational
documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “routinely disregarded the legal separation of the Pools and corporate
formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required
by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail whether AEI “did not maintain

thorough and timely records and did not follow generally accepted accounting principles in [its]

recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 65: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “did not maintain thorough and timely records and did not follow
generally accepted accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “not maintain[ing] thorough and timely records” or in “not follow[ing] generally accepted
accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail whether AEI “used Pool assets as

collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or
authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested funds to [AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or
Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “used Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for
loans made to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] diverted
newly invested funds to [AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as used them to pay other
investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and

substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “us[ing] Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them)
without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] divert[ing] newly invested funds to
[AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as us[ing] them to pay other investors” as alleged in
paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail whether AEI “conducted business

with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “conducted business with the Pools and were involved in multiple,
significant, and often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “conduct[ing] business with the Pools and [being] involved in multiple, significant, and often
undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second

Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Describe in detail whether AEI “did not make a serious

effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that AEI “did not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as
alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of
any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in not collecting on the “Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 76: Describe in detail whether AEI “used Pool funds for

undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and
payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in
paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 77: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “used Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including

investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested
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in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 78: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “us[ing] Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a
Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican
enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 79: Describe in detail whether AEI’s “self dealing and

breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 increased the insolvency of and damage
to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 80: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after
2007 increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in
paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 81: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEI’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that] increased

the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC.- PAGE 23 S e o 7900 %

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 13 to Banks Decl.
Page 23 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist
AEI.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 82: Describe in detail whether AEI operated the Pools “as

part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make
distributions to existing investors because the business wasn’t able to generate income to support
those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 83: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI operated the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor
money was used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business
wasn’t able to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 84: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in operating the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to
pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able to
generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended

Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:
"
"
"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 85: Describe in detail whether AEI’s “management

activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and whether you “knew they were wrongful” as alleged
in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 86: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI’s “management activities” for the Pools were “wrongful” and that AEI
“knew they were wrongful” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 87: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in engaging in “management activities” for the Pools that were “wrongful” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 88: Describe in detail whether AEI “attempted to [] cover

up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 89: Describe in detail whether AEl communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEI “attempted to [] cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the
loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,

including the date and substance of any such communication.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 90: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “cover[ing] up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the
Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 91: Describe in detail whether AEI’s conduct “caused the

Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 92: Describe in detail whether AEI communicated to
Pacific Premier that AEI’s conduct “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged

in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 93: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted AEI

in “caus[ing] the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second

Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:
"
"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 94: Describe in detail whether AEI agreed with Pacific

Premier to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to conceal AEI’s
insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier that AEI needed to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to
conceal AEI’s insolvency, including the date and substance of AEI’s communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 96: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

concealing AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed

to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 97: Describe in detail the financial statements AEI provided
to Pacific Premier that “reflected the sale of [AEI’s or AEMM’s] illicit “borrowing’ from the

Pools” as alleged in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the
specific financial statements AEI provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they
reveal the alleged “illicit borrowing from the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 98: Describe in detail the financial statements AEI provided

to Pacific Premier that established AEI’s violation or breach of the Offering Materials as alleged

in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying the specific financial
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statements AEI provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how they reveal the alleged
violation or breach of the Offering Materials.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 99: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier that AEI did not intend to use the advances on the guidance line of credit for “their
intended purpose of purchasing an interest in real estate” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 100: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [AEI’s] misuse of Pool assets” as alleged in paragraph
63 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 101: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier that the guidance line of credit from Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [AEI’s]
misuse of Pool assets,” including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 102: Describe in detail how AEI used “Pool assets to allow

AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan” as alleged in paragraph 64 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
"
"
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INTERROGATORY NO. 103: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier that AEI planned to “use Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,”
including the date and complete substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 104: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

using “Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,” including the date and specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 105: Describe in detail how AEI transferred assets of the

Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any consideration to the Pools as alleged in
paragraphs 65, 66, and 74 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 106: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEI’s transfer of assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any
consideration to the Pools, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 107: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEI in

transferring assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing consideration to the Pools,

including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEI.
RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 108: Describe in detail how the loan transaction involving

Franchise Management Services as alleged in paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended
Complaint violated the Offering Materials.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 109: Describe in detail AEI’s communication to Pacific

Premier that the loan transaction involving Franchise Management Services as alleged in
paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended Complaint violated the Offering Materials,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 110: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

violating the Offering Materials as part of the loan transaction involving Franchise Management
Services, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 111: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier “made possible [your] sales of investments in the Pools” as alleged in paragraph
81 of the Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 112: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that its guidance line of credit “made possible the sales of investments in the Pools,”

including the date and substance of such communication.
RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 113: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

making “possible the sales of investments in the Pools,” including the date and specific act that
Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 114: Identify with specificity when, if ever, you disclosed to

Pacific Premier Bank that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts
provided to Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 115: Identify with specificity when, if ever, Pacific Premier

knew that AEI was operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts provided to Pacific
Premier relating to that disclosure

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 116: Identify with specificity how Pacific Premier aided

AELI’s operation of a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts supporting your response.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 117: Identify each investor in a Pool that raised concerns to

AEI about AEI’s management of the Pool, including the name and contact information for the
Investor, the date the concern was raised, and the content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 118: Describe in detail how AEI responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 114,
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 119: Identify each person that raised concerns to AEI about

its management of the Pools, including the name and contact information for the person, the date
the concern was raised, and the content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 120: Describe in detail how AEI responded to each concern

identified in Interrogatory No. 116.
RESPONSE:

Dated this 9th day of September, 2022.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: s/ J. Matthew Donohue

J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
Matt.Donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
Kristin.Asai@hklaw.com

601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank
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party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204

Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
Email: sbatman@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:

M by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: ljohnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

(] by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties and/or

their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set forth

below.

DATED September 9, 2022.

s/Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES, LLC,
an Oregon limited liability company, in its capacity
as General Receiver for AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 100, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 500, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 200, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO
300, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE MEXICO 600, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE |, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE I, LLC; and
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT
TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC, a Washington limited
liability company; ROSS Miles and BEVERLY
Miles, individually and in the marital community
property comprised thereof; and MAUREEN Wile
and ROBERT Wile, individually and in the marital
community property comprised thereof;
RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY BANK, a
Washington chartered bank, and PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK, a California chartered bank,

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK'’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC

Defendants.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC - PAGE 1

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO: DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC AND
ITS COUNSEL OF RECORD

Pursuant to Washington Superior Court Civil Rules 26 and 33, defendant Pacific Premier
Bank, by and through undersigned counsel, propounds the following interrogatories to defendant
American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC. (“AEMM?”). AEMM shall provide written
responses, under oath, to the offices of Holland & Knight LLP, 601 SW 2nd Ave., Ste. 1800,
Portland, OR 97204, within thirty (30) days of the date of service.
DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For purposes of these Interrogatories, the following definitions and instructions apply:
1. “AEI” refers to American Equities, Inc., as well as any of its parent or subsidiary
corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors, members, employees,

agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not limited to Miles, Wile, and

AEMM,
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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2. “AEMM,” “you,” and “your” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management,
LLC, as well as any of its parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates,
officers, directors, members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives,
including but not limited to Miles, Wile, and AELI.

3. “Any” should be construed to include “all,” and “all” should be understood to
include “any.”

4. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

5. “Describe,” with respect to a fact, means to set forth an account of each fact, to
Identify all Individuals with knowledge of each fact, and to Identify all Documents relating to
each fact.

6. “Describe,” with respect to a thing or event, means to describe the thing or event
with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each Individual
believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event; and
Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

7. “Document” or “Documents” shall have the broadest meaning possible under CR
26 and 34 and includes both hard copy documents and electronically stored information (ESI).
Document or Documents means the original, or a copy when the original is not available, and
each non-identical copy, including those which are non-identical by reason of notations or
markings of: papers, tapes, discs, or other substances on which Communications, data, or
information is recorded or stored, whether made by manual, mechanical, photographic, or
electronic process. This definition includes all drafts or superseded revisions of each document.
As used herein, Document(s) includes, but is not limited to: Communications, books, pamphlets,
periodicals, letters, reports, memoranda, handwritten notes, notations, messages, telegrams,

cables, records, drafts, diaries, studies, analyses, summaries, magazines, circulars, bulletins,

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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instructions, minutes, photographs, purchase orders, bills, checks, tabulations, desk or pocket
calendars, charge slips, questionnaires, surveys, drawings, sketches, working papers, charts,
graphs, indexes, taped correspondence, records of purchase of sale, contracts, agreements, leases,
invoices, expense records, trip reports, releases, appraisals, valuations, estimates, opinions,
financial statements, accounting records, income statements, electronic or other transcriptions or
taping of telephone or personal conversations or conferences or any and all other written, printed,
typed, punched, taped, filed or graphic matter or tangible thing, of whatever description, however
produced or reproduced (including computer stores or generated data, together with instructions
and programs necessary to search or retrieve such data), and shall include all attachments and
enclosures to any requested item, which shall not be separated from the item to which they are
attached or enclosed.

8. “Electronically Stored Information” or “ESI” refers to all information stored in an
electronic format, including, without limitation, email, financial data, SMS or MMS text
messages, blogging entries, Facebook pages/entries, pages or entries on all social networking
sites, photographs, videotapes, tape recordings, voicemail, phone taps, and other information
stored in electronic format.

9. “Identify,” when referring to Documents, means to state the (i) type of document;
(i) general subject matter; (iii) date of the document; and (iv) author(s), addressee(s), and
recipient(s).

10.  “Identify,” when referring to a Person, means to give, to the extent known, the
Person’s full name, present or last known address, and when referring to an Individual,
additionally, the present or last known place of employment. Once a Person has been identified
in accordance with this subparagraph, only the name of that Person need be listed in response to
subsequent discovery requesting identification of that Person.

11.  “Identify,” when used with respect to a thing or event, means describing the thing

or event with reasonable particularity, including the date and location; Identifying each
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Individual believed to have been present or to have knowledge with respect to the thing or event;
and Identifying each Document that refers or relates to the thing or event.

12.  “Individual” refers to a natural person.

13.  “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

14.  “Miles” refers to Defendant Ross Miles as well as his employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under his control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in his possession, custody, or control.

15.  “Offering Materials” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the following as
alleged in the Complaint, related to any of the Pools: Confidential Private Placement Disclosure,
Minimum Underwriting Criteria for Receivables, Limited Liability Company Agreement,
Management Agreement, and “prospectuses.”

16.  “Receiver” refers to Plaintiff Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, an Oregon
limited liability company, in its capacity as General Receiver for the Pools; and all other Persons
who have documents or information deemed to be in its possession, custody, or control.

17. “Related to,” “relate to,” or “relating to” mean referencing, constituting, defining,
containing, compromising, stating, dealing with, pertaining to, reflecting, referring to,
evidencing, mentioning, discussing, reviewing, summarizing, describing, depicting, embodying,
comprising, constituting, reporting, or in any way involving the subject matter of the
Interrogatory.

18.  “Pacific Premier” refers to Defendant Pacific Premier Bank, as well as any of its
parent or subsidiary corporations, predecessors, successors, affiliates, officers, directors,
members, employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and representatives, including but not

limited to Regents Bank, Grandpoint Bank, and Young.

19.  “Person” refers to any Individual or any business, legal, or governmental entity or
association.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK'’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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20. “Pool” and “Pools” refer to each of the following 15 receivership entities,
individually or collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
100); American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 200"); American Eagle
Mortgage 300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 300”); American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM 400”); American Eagle Mortgage 500, LLC (also referred to as “AEM
5007); American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 600”); American Eagle
Mortgage Mexico 100, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 100”); American Eagle Mortgage
Mexico 200, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 200"); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico
300, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Mexico 300”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC
(also referred to as “AEM Mexico 400”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500, LLC (also
referred to as “AEM Mexico 500”); American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC (also referred
to as “AEM Mexico 6007); American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 1”);
American Eagle Mortgage II, LLC (also referred to as “AEM 11”"); and American Eagle
Mortgage Short Term, LLC (also referred to as “AEM Short Term”).

21.  “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Second Amended Complaint for
Damages filed by the Receiver on January 12, 2022 in this case.

22, “Wile” refers to Defendant Maureen Wile as well as her employees, agents,
accountants, attorneys, representatives, and all other Persons or entities under her control or who
have documents or information deemed to be in her possession, custody, or control.

23.  Words in the singular include their plural meaning, and vice versa. The past tense
includes the present tense where the clear meaning is not distorted by a change of tense, and
words used in the masculine gender shall include the feminine gender.

24, References to Persons and other entities include their agents, employees,

representatives, and attorneys.

I

I
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE BOL SV Second e, Ste. 1800
MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC - PAGE 6 Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 14 to Banks Decl.
Page 6 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R, e
o U A W N P O ©W O N O o~ W N kL O

25.  These Interrogatories are continuing in nature, and any subsequently discovered
or additional information or Documents responsive to these Interrogatories must be supplied
upon Your learning such information.

26.  Any information that You contend You are entitled to withhold from disclosing
on the basis of attorney/client privilege, the work product doctrine, or any other ground must be
expressly stated.

217, Unless otherwise specifically stated, all Interrogatories are limited to the relevant
time period of January 1, 2002 to the present.

INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 100, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 100, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 200.

RESPONSE:
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INTERROGATORY NO. 5: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 200, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 200, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:  Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 300, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 300, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 400.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 400, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 400, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 500.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 500, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching its fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 500, including the date and specific act

that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 17: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM 600, including
the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 18: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM 600, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 19: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 20: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 21: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 100, including the date

and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 22: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 23: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 24: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 200, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 25: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 26: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300,

including the date and substance of such communication.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 27: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 300, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 28: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 29: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 30: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 400, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 31: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 32: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500,

including the date and substance of such communication.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 33: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 500, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 34: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 35: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 36: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Mexico 600, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 37: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 1.

RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 38: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM I, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 39: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I, including the date and specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 40: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM 11.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 41: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM I1, including the
date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 42: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM I1, including the date and
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 43: Describe in detail how AEMM breached its fiduciary

and contractual duties to AEM Short Term.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 44: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary or contractual duties to AEM Short Term,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 45: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in breaching AEMM’s fiduciary and contractual duties to AEM Short Term, including the date
and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 46: Describe in detail whether AEMM routinely made

“unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’
assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 47: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM made any “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular
transactions involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended

Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

I

I

I

I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 48: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in making “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions
involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 49: Describe in detail whether AEMM made transactions

that “included significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of
dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16
parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were
officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged
in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 50: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM made transactions that “included significant intermingling and
comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and
millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as
family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial
interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 51: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in making transactions that “included significant intermingling and comingling of funds

amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans
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from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in
which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared
AEI’s business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 52: Describe in detail whether AEMM made “loans to

Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with

interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 53: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to
Pacific Premier that AEMM made “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not

been repaid and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in
paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 54: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in making “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid and
many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of

the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to

assist AEMM.
RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 55: Describe in detail whether AEMM “operated the Pools

as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another,
and in some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of
the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 56: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “operated the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash,
assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and
other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 57: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “operat[ing] the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and
investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and other related
parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act
that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 58: Describe in detail whether AEMM “routinely

disregarded the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the

organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 59: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “routinely disregarded the legal separation of the Pools and
corporate formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 60: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal separation of the Pools and corporate formalities
required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 61: Describe in detail whether AEMM “did not maintain

thorough and timely records and did not follow generally accepted accounting principles in [its]
recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 62: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “did not maintain thorough and timely records and did not follow
generally accepted accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

I

I

I

I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 63: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “not maintain[ing] thorough and timely records” or in “not follow[ing] generally
accepted accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.,

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 64: Describe in detail whether AEMM “used Pool assets as

collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or
authorization by the investors, and [] diverted newly invested funds to [AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or
Wile] as well as used them to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 65: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “used Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for
loans made to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] diverted
newly invested funds to [AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as used them to pay other
investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and
substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 66: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “us[ing] Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to
them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors, and [] divert[ing] newly invested

funds to [AEIl, AEMM, Miles, or Wile] as well as us[ing] them to pay other investors” as alleged
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in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific
Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 67: Describe in detail whether AEMM “conducted business

with the Pools and were involved in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 68: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “conducted business with the Pools and were involved in multiple,
significant, and often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 69: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “conduct[ing] business with the Pools and [being] involved in multiple, significant,
and often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist

AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 70: Describe in detail whether AEMM *“did not make a
serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second

Amended Complaint.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 71: Describe in detail whether you communicated to Pacific

Premier that AEMM “did not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as
alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of
any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 72: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in not collecting on the “Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 73: Describe in detail whether AEMM “used Pool funds for

undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and
payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in
paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 74: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “used Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes,
including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who
knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second

Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 75: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “us[ing] Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment
in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the
Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the
specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 76: Describe in detail whether AEMM’s “self dealing and

breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 increased the insolvency of and damage
to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 77: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after
2007 increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in
paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 78: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that]
increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31

of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to

assist AEMM.
RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 79: Describe in detail whether AEMM operated the Pools

*“as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make
distributions to existing investors because the business wasn’t able to generate income to support
those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 80: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM operated the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new
investor money was used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the
business wasn’t able to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32
of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of any such
communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 81: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in operating the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was
used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business wasn't able
to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 82: Describe in detail whether AEMM’s “management

activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and whether you “knew they were wrongful” as alleged

in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:
7
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INTERROGATORY NO. 83: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM’s “management activities” for the Pools were “wrongful”” and that
AEMM “knew they were wrongful” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 84: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in engaging in “management activities” for the Pools that were “wrongful” as alleged in

paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier

performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 85: Describe in detail whether AEMM *“attempted to []
cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as

alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 86: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM “attempted to [] cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out
the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended
Complaint, including the date and substance of any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 87: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “cover[ing] up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between
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the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 88: Describe in detail whether AEMM’s conduct “caused

the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 89: Describe in detail whether AEMM communicated to

Pacific Premier that AEMM’s conduct “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as
alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of
any such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 90: Describe in detail whether Pacific Premier assisted

AEMM in “caus[ing] the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist
AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 91: Describe in detail whether AEMM agreed with Pacific

Premier to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to conceal AEI’s

insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 92: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier that AEMM needed to change the borrower on the line of credit from AEI to AEMM to
conceal AEI’s insolvency, including the date and substance of AEMM’s communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 93: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in concealing AEI’s insolvency, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier
performed to assist AEMM.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 94: Describe in detail the financial statements AEMM

provided to Pacific Premier that “reflected the sale of [AEI’s or AEMM’s] illicit “borrowing’
from the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
identifying the specific financial statements AEMM provided to Pacific Premier and an
explanation of how they reveal the alleged “illicit borrowing from the Pools.”

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 95: Describe in detail the financial statements AEMM

provided to Pacific Premier that established AEMM’s violation or breach of the Offering
Materials as alleged in paragraph 61 of the Second Amended Complaint, including identifying
the specific financial statements AEMM provided to Pacific Premier and an explanation of how
they reveal the alleged violation or breach of the Offering Materials.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 96: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier that AEMM did not intend to use the advances on the guidance line of credit for “their
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intended purpose of purchasing an interest in real estate” as alleged in paragraph 63 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 97: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier was “an essential part of [AEMM’s] misuse of Pool assets” as alleged in
paragraph 63 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 98: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier that the guidance line of credit from Pacific Premier was “an essential part of
[AEMM’s] misuse of Pool assets,” including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 99: Describe in detail how AEMM used “Pool assets to

allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan” as alleged in paragraph 64 of the Second Amended

Complaint.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 100: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific
Premier that AEMM planned to “use Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,”

including the date and complete substance of such communication.
RESPONSE:

I

I

I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 101: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in using “Pool assets to allow AEI to pay off the La Pine Loan,” including the date and specific
act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 102: Describe in detail how AEMM transferred assets of the

Pools to Pacific Premier without providing any consideration to the Pools as alleged in
paragraphs 65, 66, and 74 of the Second Amended Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 103: Describe in detail AEMM’s communication to Pacific

Premier regarding AEMM’s transfer of assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing
any consideration to the Pools, including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 104: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted AEMM

in transferring assets of the Pools to Pacific Premier without providing consideration to the
Pools, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist AEMM.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 105: Describe in detail how the loan transaction involving

Franchise Management Services as alleged in paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended

Complaint violated the Offering Materials.

RESPONSE:
I
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 106: Describe in detail AEMM'’s communication to Pacific

Premier that the loan transaction involving Franchise Management Services as alleged in
paragraphs 68 to 72 of the Second Amended Complaint violated the Offering Materials,
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 107: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

violating the Offering Materials as part of the loan transaction involving Franchise Management
Services, including the date and specific act that Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 108: Describe in detail how the guidance line of credit from

Pacific Premier “made possible [your] sales of investments in the Pools” as alleged in paragraph
81 of the Complaint.
RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 109: Describe in detail your communication to Pacific

Premier that its guidance line of credit “made possible the sales of investments in the Pools,”
including the date and substance of such communication.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 110: Describe in detail how Pacific Premier assisted you in

making “possible the sales of investments in the Pools,” including the date and specific act that

Pacific Premier performed to assist you.

RESPONSE:
I
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INTERROGATORY NO. 111: Identify with specificity when, if ever, you disclosed to

Pacific Premier Bank that you were operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts
provided to Pacific Premier Bank relating to that disclosure.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 112: Identify with specificity when, if ever, Pacific Premier

knew that AEMM was operating a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts provided to
Pacific Premier relating to that disclosure

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 113: Identify with specificity how Pacific Premier aided

AEMM’s operation of a Ponzi scheme, including identifying all facts supporting your response.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 114: Identify each investor in a Pool that raised concerns to

AEMM about AEMM’s management of the Pool, including the name and contact information
for the Investor, the date the concern was raised, and the content or subject matter of the concern.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 115: Describe in detail how AEMM responded to each

concern identified in Interrogatory No. 114.

RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 116: Identify each person that raised concerns to AEMM

about its management of the Pools, including the name and contact information for the person,

the date the concern was raised, and the content or subject matter of the concern.
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RESPONSE:

INTERROGATORY NO. 117: Describe in detail how AEMM responded to each

concern identified in Interrogatory No. 116.

RESPONSE:

Dated this 9th day of September, 2022.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: s/ J. Matthew Donohue

J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
Matt.Donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
Kristin.Asai@hklaw.com

601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S FIRST SET OF HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE BOL SV Second e, Ste. 1800
MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC - PAGE 32 Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 14 to Banks Decl.
Page 32 of 33



© 00 ~N o o~ w NP

NN NNNDN R R R R R R R R R e
o U B W N P O ©W O N o o~ W N -k O

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT, LLC to be served on the party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204

Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
Email: shatman@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:

M by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: l[johnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid
envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

O by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties and/or
their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set forth

below.

DATED September 9, 2022.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - PAGE 1

s/ Kristin Asai
Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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26

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6)
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC. -Page 1

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES,
LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in
its capacity as General Receiver for
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC, a
Washington limited liability company; ROSS
MILES and BEVERLY MILES, individually
and in the marital community property
comprised thereof; and MAUREEN WILE
and ROBERT WILE, individually and in the
marital community property comprised
thereof; RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY
BANK, a Washington bank corporation; and
PACIFIC PREMIER BANK, a California
chartered bank;

Defendants.

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC
PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF
CR 30(B)(6) DEPOSITION OF
AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC.

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 15 to Banks Decl.
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE

10 MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
11 MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
12 MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.
13
14 TO: DEFENDANT AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC. AND ITS COUNSEL OF RECORD:
15 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, at the below date, time, and place, defendant Pacific
16 Premier Bank (“Pacific Premier”), by and through its undersigned counsel, will take the
17 deposition upon oral examination of defendant American Equities, Inc. (“AEI”) pursuant to CR
18 30(b)(6) on a mutually agreeable date beginning at 9:00 a.m. at the offices of Holland & Knight
19 LLP, 601 SW 2nd Avenue, Suite 1800, Portland, Oregon, or another mutually agreeable
20 location, before a certified court reporter, videographer, and notary public duly authorized to
21 administer oaths.
22 NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that we reserve the right to record the deposition by
23 stenographic means by a court reporter certified to record depositions and a digital reporter
24 utilizing state-of-the-art digital recording equipment. Both the court reporter and digital reporter
25 are authorized to administer the oath and serve as the deposition officer in the State of Oregon.
26 Take note that the deposition officer may also be remote and out of the presence of the deponent
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC. - Page 2 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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via one of the options above for the purposes of providing the oath/affirmation to the deponent
and capturing the proceeding.

Pacific Premier further reserves the right to utilize the following: (1) to record the
deposition utilizing audio or video technology; (2) to use instant visual display such that the
reporter’s writing of the proceeding will be available to all who are a party to this proceeding to
request and receive it in real time; (3) Exhibit Capture (picture-in-picture) technology in which
any exhibit reviewed by the deponent during the deposition can be captured visually; and (4) to
conduct this deposition utilizing a paperless exhibit display process called Exhibit Share or a

similar paperless virtual display platform. The parties are advised that in lieu of a paper set of

10 exhibits, they may be provided and displayed digitally to the deposition officer, deponent,
11 parties, and counsel. The exhibits will be compiled by the deposition officer for the purposes of
12 exhibit stamping and ultimate production of the final certified transcript.
13 This CR 30(b)(6) deposition is not intended to be the only deposition of whichever
14 person(s) are designated to testify on AEI’s behalf in this matter, and Pacific Premier reserves
15 the right to identify additional subject matter as the case proceeds. Likewise, this notice is not
16 intended to be notice of the personal deposition of the designated witness(es).
17 In accordance with CR 30(b)(6), AEI shall designate a witness or witnesses who consent
18 to testify on its behalf and who shall be one or more officers, directors, managing agents, or other
19 persons who have now, or who are able to acquire by the date of the deposition, the knowledge,
20 information and facts relating to the subjects described below to be addressed during the
21 deposition.
22 You are invited to attend and examine the witnesses. If this deposition proceeds as a
23 videoconference deposition, a website link will be provided to you by the provider.
24 DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS
25 For the purposes of this deposition notice, the following definitions and instructions
26 apply:
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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1. “AELl” “you,” or “your” refers to American Equities, Inc. and its employees,
agents, accountants, attorneys, and other representatives.

2. “AEMM?” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC, and its
employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and other representatives.

3. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

4, “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the

Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

10 5. “Miles” refers to defendant Ross Miles.

11 6. “Pacific Premier” refers to Pacific Premier Bank as well as its predecessors in

12 interest, including Regents Bank and Grandpoint Bank, and their employees, agents, accountants,

13 attorneys, and other representatives.

14 7. “Pools” refers to each of the following 15 receivership entities, individually or

15 collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC,;

16 American Eagle Mortgage 300, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC; American Eagle

17 Mortgage 500, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico

18 100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 300,

19 LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500,

20 LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC;

21 American Eagle Mortgage 11, LLC; and American Eagle Mortgage Short Term, LLC.

22 8. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal, or governmental

23 entity or association.

24 9. “Receiver” refers to plaintiff Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, and its employees,

25 agents, accountants, attorneys, or representatives.

26
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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10. “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Receiver’s Second Amended
Complaint for Money Damages filed on January 12, 2022 in this case.

11. “Wile” refers to defendant Maureen Wile.

TOPICS

The topics to be addressed will be as follows:

1. AELI’s identification, collection, and production of hard copy documents and
electronically stored information (“ESI”) in this litigation, including the sources of hard copy
documents and ESI.

2. Prior to the appointment of Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC (“Hamstreet”)

10 as the Receiver in In re: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC, et al., Case No. 19-2- 01458-06,
11 AEI’s communications with Hamstreet, including any advice given to AEI from Hamstreet at
12 that time.
13 3. AEI’s breach(es) of the Limited Liability Company Agreement for each Pool,
14 including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.
15 4, How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s breaches of the Limited Liability
16 Company Agreement for each Pool.
17 5. AELI’s breach(es) of the Management Agreement for each Pool, including AEI’s
18 communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.
19 6. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s breaches of the Management
20 Agreement for each Pool.
21 7. AELI’s breach(es) of the Confidential Private Placement Disclosure Document for
22 each Pool, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.
23 8. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s breaches of the Confidential Private
24 Placement Disclosure Document for each Pool.
25 I
26 I
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9. AEI’s “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions
involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

10. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “unauthorized, undocumented,
undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of
the Second Amended Complaint.

11.  AELI’s “significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools,
millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to

more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or

10 Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business
11 address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s
12 communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.
13 12. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “significant intermingling and
14 comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and
15 millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as
16 family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial
17 interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second
18 Amended Complaint.
19 13.  AEI’s “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been repaid
20 and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27
21 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about
22 that conduct.
23 14. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “loans to Related Parties [that] have
24 no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with interest rates and
25 repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.
26 1
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15. AELI’s operation of “the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash,
assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and
other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

16. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s operation of “the Pools as a unitary
enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in some
instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

17.  AELI’s routine disregarding of “the legal separation of the Pools and corporate

10 formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
11 Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.
12 18. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal separation
13 of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in
14 paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.
15 19.  AEl’s failure to “maintain thorough and timely records and [to] not follow
16 generally accepted accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
17 Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that
18 conduct.
19 20. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s failure to “maintain thorough and
20 timely records and [to] not follow generally accepted accounting principles in [its]
21 recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.
22 21.  AEI’s use of “Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans
23 made to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors” and AEI’s “divert[ing of]
24 newly invested funds” to AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile or “to pay other investors” as alleged in
25 paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific
26 Premier about that conduct.
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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22, How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s use of “Pool assets as collateral for
loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or authorization by
the investors” and AEI’s “divert[ing of] newly invested funds” to AEl, AEMM, Miles, or Wile
or “to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

23.  AEl’s involvement “in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

24. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “multiple, significant, and often

undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second

10 Amended Complaint.

11 25.  AEI’s decision to “not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party

12 loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s

13 communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

14 26. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s decision to “not make a serious effort

15 to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended

16 Complaint.

17 27.  AEI’s use of “Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including

18 investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who knowingly invested

19 in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint,

20 including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

21 28. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s use of “Pool funds for undisclosed

22 and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments

23 to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of

24 the Second Amended Complaint.

25 29.  AElI’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007

26 [that] increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific
Premier about that conduct.

30. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “self dealing and breaches of
contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that] increased the insolvency of and damage to the
Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

31.  AElI’s operation of the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor
money was used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the business
wasn’t able to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the

Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that

10 conduct.
11 32. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s operation of the Pools “as part of a
12 Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make distributions to
13 existing investors because the business wasn’t able to generate income to support those
14 payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.
15 33.  AEI’s “wrongful” “management activities” for the Pools as alleged in paragraph
16 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier
17 about that conduct.
18 34. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s “wrongful” “management activities”
19 for the Pools as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.
20 35.  AEl’s attempts to “cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan
21 balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,
22 including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.
23 36. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s attempts to “cover up the pattern of
24 commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of
25 the Second Amended Complaint.
26 /I
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1 37.  AEI’s conduct that “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in
2 paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific
3 Premier about that conduct.
4 38. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in AEI’s conduct that “caused the Receivership
5 Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint.
6 39.  AElI’s decision to change the borrower on the guidance line of credit with Pacific
7 Premier from AEI to AEMM to hide AEI’s insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the Second
8 Amended Complaint, including AEI’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.
9 40. How Pacific Premier assisted AEI in hiding AEI’s insolvency as alleged in
10 paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.
11 41. As to the Receiver’s aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty claim against
12 Pacific Premier (Third Cause of Action), how Pacific Premier had knowledge of each of AEI’s
13 breaches of fiduciary duty, including the date Pacific Premier obtained that knowledge.
14 42. As to the Receiver’s aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty claim against
15 Pacific Premier (Third Cause of Action), how Pacific Premier substantially assisted AEI in each
16 of its breaches of fiduciary duty.
17
18 Dated this 9th day of September, 2022 HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
19
By: s/ J. Matthew Donohue
20 J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
matt.donohue@hklaw.com
21 Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
29 Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
23 kristin.asai@hklaw.com
601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
24 Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
o5 Fax: 503.241.8014
26 Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank
DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC. - Page 10 601 S‘F’,‘(’)gf;rfd”,do’gg%g}; 1800

Telephone: 503.243.2300

Ex. 15 to Banks Decl.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC to be

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: ljohnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

O by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid

envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-

known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United

States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

O by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties

1
2
3 served on the party/ies listed below:
Joseph Vance
4 Miller Nash LLP
5 500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660
6 Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff
7
3 Shawn P. Ryan
Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan
9 1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204
10 Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
11 Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile
12 Daniel C. Peterson
13 Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP
900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
14 Portland, OR 97204
Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
15 Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
16 -
Email: shatman@cosgravelaw.com
17 Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles
18 by the following indicated method or methods:
19 ] by e-mail on the date set forth below.
20
21
22
23
forth below.
24
DATED September 9, 2022.
25
26

and/or their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set

Kristin Asai

Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 15 to Banks Decl.
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON
FOR CLARK COUNTY

CLYDE A. HAMSTREET & ASSOCIATES,
LLC, an Oregon limited liability company, in
its capacity as General Receiver for
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC,;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC,

Plaintiff,
V.

AMERICAN EQUITIES, INC., a Washington
corporation; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MANAGEMENT, LLC, a
Washington limited liability company; ROSS
MILES and BEVERLY MILES, individually
and in the marital community property
comprised thereof; and MAUREEN WILE
and ROBERT WILE, individually and in the
marital community property comprised
thereof; RIVERVIEW COMMUNITY
BANK, a Washington bank corporation; and
PACIFIC PREMIER BANK, a California
chartered bank;

Defendants.

Case No. 20-2-00507-06

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6)
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE
MANAGEMENT LLC

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6)

DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT
LLC -Pagel Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.

Page 1 of 12
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ADJUNCT TO: Case No. 19-2-01458-06
Inre:

AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 100,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE 300, LLC; AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE 400, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE 500,
LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 100, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 200, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 300, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 400, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE MEXICO 500, LLC;
AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE
MEXICO 600, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE I, LLC; AMERICAN EAGLE
MORTGAGE II, LLC; and AMERICAN
EAGLE MORTGAGE SHORT TERM, LLC.

TO: DEFENDANT AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT LLC AND ITS
COUNSEL OF RECORD:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, at the below date, time, and place, defendant Pacific
Premier Bank (“Pacific Premier”), by and through its undersigned counsel, will take the
deposition upon oral examination of defendant American Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC
(“AEMM”) pursuant to CR 30(b)(6) on a mutually agreeable date beginning at 9:00 a.m. at the
offices of Holland & Knight LLP, 601 SW 2nd Avenue, Suite 1800, Portland, Oregon, or another
mutually agreeable location, before a certified court reporter, videographer, and notary public
duly authorized to administer oaths.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that we reserve the right to record the deposition by
stenographic means by a court reporter certified to record depositions and a digital reporter
utilizing state-of-the-art digital recording equipment. Both the court reporter and digital reporter

are authorized to administer the oath and serve as the deposition officer in the State of Oregon.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT 601 SW Second Ave., Ste, 1800

LLC - Page?2 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.

Page 2 of 12
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Take note that the deposition officer may also be remote and out of the presence of the deponent
via one of the options above for the purposes of providing the oath/affirmation to the deponent
and capturing the proceeding.

Pacific Premier further reserves the right to utilize the following: (1) to record the
deposition utilizing audio or video technology; (2) to use instant visual display such that the
reporter’s writing of the proceeding will be available to all who are a party to this proceeding to
request and receive it in real time; (3) Exhibit Capture (picture-in-picture) technology in which
any exhibit reviewed by the deponent during the deposition can be captured visually; and (4) to
conduct this deposition utilizing a paperless exhibit display process called Exhibit Share or a
similar paperless virtual display platform. The parties are advised that in lieu of a paper set of
exhibits, they may be provided and displayed digitally to the deposition officer, deponent,
parties, and counsel. The exhibits will be compiled by the deposition officer for the purposes of
exhibit stamping and ultimate production of the final certified transcript.

This CR 30(b)(6) deposition is not intended to be the only deposition of whichever
person(s) are designated to testify on AEMM’s behalf in this matter, and Pacific Premier
reserves the right to identify additional subject matter as the case proceeds. Likewise, this notice
is not intended to be notice of the personal deposition of the designated witness(es).

In accordance with CR 30(b)(6), AEMM shall designate a witness or witnesses who
consent to testify on its behalf and who shall be one or more officers, directors, managing agents,
or other persons who have now, or who are able to acquire by the date of the deposition, the
knowledge, information and facts relating to the subjects described below to be addressed during
the deposition.

You are invited to attend and examine the witnesses. If this deposition proceeds as a
videoconference deposition, a website link will be provided to you by the provider.

i
1

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT w Second Ave., St

LLC - Page3 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.
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DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

For the purposes of this deposition notice, the following definitions and instructions
apply:

1. “AEI” refers to American Equities, Inc. and its employees, agents, accountants,
attorneys, and other representatives.

2. “AEMM,” “you,” or “you” refers to American Eagle Mortgage Management,
LLC, and its employees, agents, accountants, attorneys, and other representatives.

3. “Communication” or “Communications” refers to oral conversations, written
correspondence, memoranda, telephone conversations, text messages, correspondence, notes, and
electronic mail—whether as a sender, recipient, cc, or bcc.

4. “Investor” or “Investors” refers to, individually or collectively, any of the
Individuals or Persons who invested in or held any membership interest in any of the Pools.

5. “Miles” refers to defendant Ross Miles.

6. “Pacific Premier” refers to Pacific Premier Bank as well as its predecessors in
interest, including Regents Bank and Grandpoint Bank, and their employees, agents, accountants,
attorneys, and other representatives.

7. “Pools” refers to each of the following 15 receivership entities, individually or
collectively: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 200, LLC,;
American Eagle Mortgage 300, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 400, LLC; American Eagle
Mortgage 500, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico
100, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 200, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 300,
LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 400, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 500,
LLC; American Eagle Mortgage Mexico 600, LLC; American Eagle Mortgage I, LLC;
American Eagle Mortgage II, LLC; and American Eagle Mortgage Short Term, LLC.

8. “Person” refers to any natural person or any business, legal, or governmental

entity or association.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT w Second Ave., St

LLC -Page4 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.
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9. “Receiver” refers to plaintiff Hamstreet & Associates, LLC, and its employees,
agents, accountants, attorneys, or representatives.

10.  “Second Amended Complaint” refers to the Receiver’s Second Amended
Complaint for Money Damages filed on January 12, 2022 in this case.

11.  “Wile” refers to defendant Maureen Wile.

TOPICS

The topics to be addressed will be as follows:

1. AEMM’s identification, collection, and production of hard copy documents and
electronically stored information (“ESI”) in this litigation, including the sources of hard copy
documents and ESI.

2. Prior to the appointment of Clyde A. Hamstreet & Associates, LLC (“Hamstreet”)
as the Receiver in In re: American Eagle Mortgage 100, LLC, et al., Case No. 19-2- 01458-06,
AEMM’s communications with Hamstreet, including any advice given to AEMM from
Hamstreet at that time.

3. AEMM’s breach(es) of the Limited Liability Company Agreement for each Pool,
including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.

4. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s breaches of the Limited
Liability Company Agreement for each Pool.

5. AEMM’s breach(es) of the Management Agreement for each Pool, including
AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.

6. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s breaches of the Management
Agreement for each Pool.

7. AEMM’s breach(es) of the Confidential Private Placement Disclosure Document
for each Pool, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about those breaches.

8. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s breaches of the Confidential

Private Placement Disclosure Document for each Pool.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT w Second Ave., St

LLC -Page5 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.
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9. AEMM’s “unauthorized, undocumented, undisclosed and irregular transactions
involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

10.  How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “unauthorized, undocumented,
undisclosed and irregular transactions involving the Pools’ assets” as alleged in paragraph 27 of
the Second Amended Complaint.

11.  AEMM’s “significant intermingling and comingling of funds amount the Pools,
millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to
more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as family members, entities in which Miles or
Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business
address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s
communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

12. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “significant intermingling and
comingling of funds amount the Pools, millions of dollars in loans amount the Pools, and
millions of dollars in loans from the Pools to more than 16 parties related to Miles or Wile as
family members, entities in which Miles or Wile, or both were officers and/or had a financial
interest, or entities that shared AEI’s business address” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

13. AEMM’s “loans to Related Parties [that] have no security and have not been
repaid and many were never set up with interest rates and repayment terms” as alleged in
paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific
Premier about that conduct.

14, How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “loans to Related Parties [that]
have no security and have not been repaid and many were never set up with interest rates and
repayment terms” as alleged in paragraph 27 of the Second Amended Complaint.

I

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT w Second Ave., St

LLC -Page6 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.
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15. AEMM’s operation of “the Pools as a unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash,
assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in some instances between the Pools and
other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including
AEMM'’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

16. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s operation of “the Pools as a
unitary enterprise, regularly moving cash, assets, and investors from one Pool to another, and in
some instances between the Pools and other related parties” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint.

17.  AEMM’s routine disregarding of “the legal separation of the Pools and corporate
formalities required by the organizational documents” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

18. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in “routinely disregard[ing] the legal
separation of the Pools and corporate formalities required by the organizational documents” as
alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

19.  AEMM’s failure to “maintain thorough and timely records and [to] not follow
generally accepted accounting principles in [its] recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that
conduct.

20. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s failure to “maintain thorough
and timely records and [to] not follow generally accepted accounting principles in [its]
recordkeeping” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint.

21.  AEMM’s use of “Pool assets as collateral for loans (including as collateral for
loans made to them) without disclosure to or authorization by the investors” and AEMM’s
“divert[ing of] newly invested funds” to AEI, AEMM, Miles, or Wile or “to pay other investors”
as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s

communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT w Second Ave., St

LLC -Page7 Telephone: 503.243.2300
Ex. 16 to Banks Decl.
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22. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s use of “Pool assets as
collateral for loans (including as collateral for loans made to them) without disclosure to or
authorization by the investors” and AEMM’s “divert[ing of] newly invested funds” to AEl,
AEMM, Miles, or Wile or “to pay other investors” as alleged in paragraph 28 of the Second
Amended Complaint.

23.  AEMM’s involvement “in multiple, significant, and often undocumented financial
transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

24, How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “multiple, significant, and
often undocumented financial transactions with the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the
Second Amended Complaint.

25.  AEMM’s decision to “not make a serious effort to collect on the[] Related Party
loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s
communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

26. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s decision to “not make a serious
effort to collect on the[] Related Party loans” as alleged in paragraph 29 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

27.  AEMM’s use of “Pool funds for undisclosed and unauthorized purposes,
including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and payments to an investor who
knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in paragraph 30 of the Second
Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

28. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s use of “Pool funds for
undisclosed and unauthorized purposes, including investment in a Mexican marina enterprise and
payments to an investor who knowingly invested in the Mexican enterprise” as alleged in
paragraph 30 of the Second Amended Complaint.

1

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

601 SW S d Ave., Ste. 1800
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29.  AEMM’s “self dealing and breaches of contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007
[that] increased the insolvency of and damage to the Receivership Entities” as alleged in
paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific
Premier about that conduct.

30. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “self dealing and breaches of
contractual and fiduciary duties after 2007 [that] increased the insolvency of and damage to the
Receivership Entities” as alleged in paragraph 31 of the Second Amended Complaint.

31.  AEMM’s operation of the Pools “as part of a Ponzi-like scheme where new
investor money was used to pay interest and make distributions to existing investors because the
business wasn’t able to generate income to support those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32
of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM?’s communications to Pacific Premier
about that conduct.

32, How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s operation of the Pools “as part
of a Ponzi-like scheme where new investor money was used to pay interest and make
distributions to existing investors because the business wasn’t able to generate income to support
those payments” as alleged in paragraph 32 of the Second Amended Complaint.

33. AEMM’s “wrongful” “management activities” for the Pools as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific
Premier about that conduct.

34, How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s “wrongful” “management
activities” for the Pools as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.

35.  AEMM’s attempts to “cover up the pattern of commingling by zeroing out the
loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint,
including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

1
I

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
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36. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s attempts to “cover up the
pattern of commingling by zeroing out the loan balances between the Pools” as alleged in
paragraph 33 of the Second Amended Complaint.

37.  AEMM’s conduct that “caused the Receivership Entities to be damaged” as
alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications
to Pacific Premier about that conduct.

38. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in AEMM’s conduct that “caused the
Receivership Entities to be damaged” as alleged in paragraph 34 of the Second Amended
Complaint.

39.  AEMM’s decision to change the borrower on the guidance line of credit with
Pacific Premier from AEI to AEMM to hide AEI’s insolvency as alleged in paragraph 59 of the
Second Amended Complaint, including AEMM’s communications to Pacific Premier about that
conduct.

40. How Pacific Premier assisted AEMM in hiding AEI’s insolvency as alleged in
paragraph 59 of the Second Amended Complaint.

41.  Asto the Receiver’s aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty claim against
Pacific Premier (Third Cause of Action), how Pacific Premier had knowledge of each of
AEMM’s breaches of fiduciary duty, including the date Pacific Premier obtained that knowledge.

42.  Asto the Receiver’s aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty claim against

Pacific Premier (Third Cause of Action), how Pacific Premier substantially assisted AEMM in
each of its breaches of fiduciary duty.

I

I

I

I

I
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Dated this 9th day of September, 2022

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP

By: J. Matthew Donohue
J. Matthew Donohue, WSB #52455
matt.donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon Armstrong, WSB #45947
Shannon.Armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, WSB #49511
kristin.asai@hklaw.com
601 SW Second Avenue, Suite 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
Fax: 503.241.8014

Attorneys for Pacific Premier Bank

DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE, MANAGEMENT 601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800

LLC -Page 11
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that | caused the foregoing DEFENDANT PACIFIC PREMIER
BANK’S NOTICE OF CR 30(B)(6) DEPOSITION OF AMERICAN EAGLE MORTGAGE,
MANAGEMENT LLC to be served on the party/ies listed below:

Joseph Vance

Miller Nash LLP

500 Broadway Street, Suite 400
Vancouver, WA 98660

Email: joseph.vance@millernash.com
Attorneys for Plaintiff

Shawn P. Ryan

Law Office of Shawn P. Ryan

1050 S.W. 6th Avenue, Suite 110
Portland, OR 97204

Email: shawn@sryanlaw.com
Email: lynette@sryanlaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Robert Wile

Daniel C. Peterson

Cosgrave Vergeer Kester, LLP

900 SW Fifth Avenue, 24th Floor
Portland, OR 97204

Email: dpeterson@cosgravelaw.com
Email: dslaughter@cosgravelaw.com
Email: along@cosgravelaw.com
Email: sbatman@cosgravelaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Beverly Miles

by the following indicated method or methods:
M
O

by e-mail on the date set forth below.

Leslie S. Johnson

Samuels Yoelin Kantor LLP

111 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 3800
Portland, OR 97204

Email: l[johnson@samuelslaw.com
Attorneys for Defendant Maureen Wile

Peter Hawkes

Angeli Law Group LLC

121 S.W. Morrison Street, Suite 400
Portland, OR, 97204

Email: peter@angelilaw.com
Attorneys for Defendants Ross Miles,
American Equites, Inc., and American
Eagle Mortgage Management, LLC

Charles J. Paternoster

Parsons Farnell & Grein LLP

1030 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, OR 97205

Email: cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Email: smiller@pfglaw.com

Attorneys for Riverview Community Bank

by mailing full, true and correct copies thereof in sealed, first class postage prepaid

envelopes, addressed to the parties and/or their attorneys as shown above, to the last-
known office addresses of the parties and/or attorneys, and deposited with the United
States Postal Service at Portland, Oregon, on the date set forth below.

by causing full, true, and correct copies thereof to be hand-delivered to the parties

and/or their attorneys at their last-known office addresses listed above on the date set

forth below.

DATED September 9, 2022.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - Page 1

Kristin Asai
Kristin Asai

HOLLAND & KNIGHT LLP
601 SW Second Ave., Ste. 1800
Portland, OR 97204
Telephone: 503.243.2300
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September 26, 2022

LESLIE S. JOHNSON
LJohnson@SamuelsLaw.com

VIA E-MAIL ONLY

J. Matthew Donohue, matt.donohue@hklaw.com
Shannon L. Armstrong, shannon.armstrong@hklaw.com
Kristin Asai, kristin.asai@hklaw.com

Holland & Knight LLP

601 SW Second Ave., Suite 1800

Portland, OR 97204

Re: Clyde Hamstreet & Associates, LLC v. American Equities, Inc.
Clark County Superior Court Case No. 20-2-000507-06

Dear Counsel:

| have received Defendant Pacific Premier Bank’s First Set of Interrogatories addressed
to my client, Defendant Maureen Wile, dated September 9, 2022.

As you may already know, Ms. Wile continues to face the risk of criminal liability
resulting from still-active investigations by the SEC and the Oregon US Attorney’s office
arising from the failure of the AEI/AEMM investment pools.

Therefore, Ms. Wile will continue to assert her privilege against self-incrimination
under the Fifth Amendment to the US Constitution in response to those interrogatories and
other discovery requests or pleadings.

Please accept this notice as her written response to those interrogatories in lieu of a
response to each request. | will not be serving any further written response.

Very truly yours,

Leslie S. Johnson

LSJ/cr
cc: Maureen Wile

Counsel
96955-00001:1704690
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121 SW MORRISON STREET PETER D. HAWKES
SUITE 400 [direct] 971-420-0220
PORTLAND, OR 97204 PETER@angelilaw.com
[p] 503-954-2232

[f] 503-227-0880

www.angelilaw.com

September 28, 2022
By Email

Charles J. Paternoster
Parsons Farnell & Grein, LLP
1030 SW Morrison Street
Portland, OR 97205
cpaternoster@pfglaw.com

Re:  Clyde A. Hamstreet & Assocs., LLC v. American Equities, Inc., et al.,
Clark County Superior Court Case No. 20-2-00507-06

Counsel:

We are in receipt of the Defendant Riverview Community Bank’s First Sets of
Interrogatories to Defendants American Equities, Inc. (“AEI””) and Ross Miles.

Mr. Miles intends to assert his privilege against self-incrimination under the Fifth
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution in response to the interrogatories directed at him
personally, and therefore will not be responding substantively to the interrogatories directed
at him personally.

In addition, Mr. Miles is the only person who could respond substantively to the
interrogatories directed at AEI. Because Mr. Miles is asserting his Fifth Amendment
privilege, AEI is also unable to respond substantively to the interrogatories.*

In light of the above, we see no purpose in serving interrogatory-by-interrogatory
objections. Please consider this letter to be our response to those discovery requests.

L1t is possible that defendant Maureen Wile may have some knowledge concerning
interrogatories directed at AEI. However, pursuant to her counsel’s letter dated September
26, 2022, Ms. Wile also intends to assert the Fifth Amendment.

Ex. 18 to Banks Decl.
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September 28, 2022
Page 2

Should the matter of Mr. Miles’s potential criminal liability be resolved, he and AEI
may be in a position to respond substantively to these discovery requests in the future.

Sincerely yours,
s/ Peter D. Hawkes

Peter D. Hawkes

cc: All Counsel
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