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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

CHARLES HALL,
Plaintiff
Index Number: 655003/2019

VERITASEUM, INC., et. al.,
Defendants.

AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO THE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
BY CARL BRUNDIDGE

CARL I. BRUNDIDGE, an attorney authorized Pro Hac Vice to practice before this
Court in the above noted matter on behalf of Defendants, REGINALD (REGGIE)
MIDDLETON, VERITASEUM, INC., VERITASEUM, LLC, VERITASEUM SECURITIES,
LLC, VERITASEUM ASSETS, LLC and VERITASEUM HOLDINGS, LLC, (hereinafter
“Veritaseum” or “Defendants”) being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I am an attorney licensed in the District of Columbia and Managing Partner of the
law firm Brundidge & Stanger, P.C. (hereinafter “Brundidge & Stanger”). I have been permitted
by this court to represent Defendants pro hac vice in this matter. (see Dkt. No. 55).

2. I have worked diligently on extremely short notice to gain personal knowledge of
the facts and proceedings in this case and respectfully submit this Affirmation in opposition to
the Order to Show Cause (Dkt. No. 52) as issued by the Court on March 2, 2022 in response to
the Affirmation (Dkt. No. 51) filed on March 2, 2022 by Plaintiff Charles Hall (hereinafter
“Hall” or “Plaintiff”). Plaintiff’s Affirmation was filed based on Court Order (Dkt. No. 44) in

which Attorney Sheridan England (hereinafter “Sheridan”) was ordered by this Court to
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withdraw as the attorney representing Defendants in this case and permission was given to file an
Order to Show Cause.

3. In my many years of practice it is a rare instance where I have witnessed an
attorney intentionally not file critical documents as required by Court Order without the
permission or knowledge of his client, who had an established and fully developed attorney
client-relationship with said attorney, and then misrepresent that the requirements of the Court
Order were being satisfied. This is one of those instances and I hope not to see another.

4. Critically, it is not through Defendants actions, nor that of Brundidge & Stanger,
that the required filings were not conducted. It is solely the actions, or lack thereof, by Sheridan
who intentionally chose not to file critical documents as required by the Court Order (Dkt. No.
22) issued on October 13, 2021.

5. Defendants and Brundidge & Stanger did not give their permission or had
knowledge that Sheridan intentionally chose not to file critical documents as required by the
Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) until after the due dates for the required filings had long passed.
Clearly this failure, to not comply with the requirements of the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22), is not
Defendants failure but a failure on the part of Sheridan.

6. Sheridan not only intentionally chose not to file documents as required by the
Court Order, without the permission or knowledge of his client Veritaseum, but also mis-
represented to Brundidge & Stanger that the requirements of the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) were
being satisfied.

7. Therefore, an Order should not be made to strike Defendants’ Answer and grant

Plaintiff leave to file a motion for default judgment, nor preclude Defendants from introducing
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evidence at trial and objecting to any of the Plaintiff’s evidence at trial since the failure to
comply was not Defendants failure but a failure on the part of Sheridan.

8. Further, Defendants respectfully request according to N.Y. CPLR Sections 2005,
3012(d) and 5015(a) that in the interest of justice the Court exercise its broad “discretion to
excuse the delay or default resulting from law office failure” and grant Defendants time to
comply with the requirements of Court Order (Dkt. No. 22). (see Defendants” Memorandum in
Law in Opposition to Order to Show Cause).

A. Sheridan’s Actions Were Not Authorized Nor Done With Defendant’s Knowledge

0. As set forth in the Affirmation in Opposition to the Order to Show Cause by Mr.
Middleton, Mr. Middleton was not informed by Sheridan of the requirements of the Court Order
(Dkt. No. 22) even though he specifically asked Sheridan on several occasions “what are the next
steps.”

10. Mr. Middleton is not an attorney and fully relied on the advice and counsel from
Sheridan, the sole attorney involved in representing him in this matter. Mr. Middleton states that
if Sheridan did not inform him of the required due dates and the filings required by such dates,
then he would have no other way of knowing of the requirements by the Court and the
requirements he had to satisfy.

11. Further as set forth in the Affidavit in Opposition to the Order to Show Cause,
Mr. Middleton was not even aware that filings were due as per the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) and
was incredibly surprised to learn after the due dates has passed that Sheridan chose not to file the
required documents.

12. The Defendants did not owe any money to Sheridan, since Sheridan had been paid

up through discovery and in November 2021 Sheridan and Defendants were in the process of
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agreeing on an amount to be paid in advance to cover trial. However, In November 2021
Sheridan did not inform him that there were any required filings in November 2021 and that he
would not comply with the required filings, nor did Sheridan inform his that other filings were
required in February 2022.

13. Defendants had no knowledge that Sheridan did not conduct the required filings
according to the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) and only first became aware that the required filings
had not been made on or about February 16, 2022 from Mr. Brundidge long after the due dates
had passed. Defendants were devastated that Sheridan failed to take actions important to their
case, which they believed had considerable merit, without informing them or seeking their
permission.

14. Defendants are very concerned that Sheridan may have irreparably harmed their
case due to his intentional and harmful actions if the Court decides to not allow them to put on
what they believe to be a strong case against the meritless claims by Plaintiff.

15. Defendants believe that their rights to a trial by jury may have been severely
hampered by the unauthorized and harmful actions of Sheridan and request this court to grant
more time so that they can meet these important and critical obligations to the Court.

B. Sheridan’s Actions Were Without Brundidge & Stanger’s Permission
or Knowledge and Misrepresented that Required Filings Were Satisfied

16.  Sheridan was Of-Counsel to Brundidge & Stanger and the relationship was
defined by a Letter Agreement For Of-Counsel. (see Ex. 1). Importantly, in this agreement
Sheridan agreed to “comply with all applicable policies and procedures of the Firm in
performing services under this Agreement.” One of these “policies and procedures” was to assist
the docketing department in clearing required filings that are due on particular dates and if there

is any problem in satisfying the required filings, then the attorney is to directly contact me
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immediately so that any issues can be resolved (i.e. obtain extension, reassign, substitution of
attorneys, etc.) to not cause harm to the client’s case.

17. The docketing department contacts attorneys in Brundidge & Stanger based on
the daily dockets to confirm their handling of filings due on particular dates and relies on the
representations by the attorneys that the required filings are being, or have been, satisfied. If
there are issues in satisfying the required filings, I am to be contacted immediately.

18. The docketing department noted on November 17, 2021 that Initial Trial
documents were due but received an email message from Sheridan on November 17, 2021
stating that “at this point I’'m putting my pencils down until invoicing is resolved.” The
docketing department being thoroughly confused with this response referred the matter to me.

19. I immediately called Sheridan on November 17, 2021 to determine the problem so
that it can be resolved. Sheridan and I discussed his desire to have the work for the trial prepaid.
I then contacted Defendants and informed them of Sheridan’s request for prepayment. The
Defendants agreed to Sheridan’s request but requested that Sheridan inform them of the required
amount. I then informed Sheridan of the Defendants agreement to his request and told Sheridan
that I will inform the docketing department that he will continue handling the required filings for
the Hall matter, which I did. Sheridan did not objection to my course of action.

20. I then followed up the conversation with Sheridan with a text message on
November 17, 2021 confirming that I spoke with Mr. Middleton about the issue and that all was
needed from Sheridan was a number for the amount for the trial work. (see Ex. 2 screenshot).

21. I was unaware that the required filings of November 17, 2021 had not been
submitted, nor did Sheridan inform me that he would not be submitting the required filings on

November 17, 2021. Further, I was not aware of the required filings to the Court due on February
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1, 2021, nor did Sheridan inform me on November 17, 2021 or the required filings and that he
would not be submitting the required filings on February 1, 2022.

22. As expected and previously agreed, on February 1, 2022 Sheridan continued his
work with Mr. Middleton which I understood to be simply the review of documents disclosed by
Plaintiff.

23. Subsequent to February 1, 2022 and prior to the February 16, 2022 Hearing,
representations were made to docketing that the required filings were satisfied. Further, as
expected and previously agreed, Sheridan continued his work and representation of the
Defendants by attending the February 16, 2022 Hearing.

24. On February 16, 2022 I received a frantic call from Sheridan explaining that he
was very upset with being questioned regarding ethical violations by the Clerk conducting the
February 16, 2022 Hearing. I asked Sheridan why he was being questioned in this manner and
what happened. Sheridan then explained that he did not conduct the required filings on
November 17, 2021 and February 1, 2022.

25. February 16, 2022 was the very first time I learned that Sheridan did not conduct
the required filings on November 17, 2021 and February 1, 2022. Needless to say I was
flabbergasted.

26. At no time did I, or any one in Brundidge & Stanger, consent to, give permission
for, or had any knowledge of Sheridan’s actions of not conducting the required filings on
November 17, 2021 and February 1, 2022.

27. Thereafter, I immediately informed the Defendants who were devastated. Mr.
Middleton stated that he had numerous discussions with Sheridan and not once did Sheridan

inform him of the required filings nor seek his permission not to comply with the Court Order
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(Dkt. No. 22). I informed Mr. Middleton that I too was unaware of Mr. Sheridan’s actions and
that misrepresentations had been made to my staff that the required filings were satisfied.

28. At no point prior to the filing of his motion to withdraw, did Sheridan inform me
that he wanted to withdraw from the case or that I should substitute another attorney. Thus,
Sheridan’s withdrawal was completely unexpected and serves no useful purpose other than
possibly harming Defendants’ case.

29. As noted above Brundidge & Stanger’s policy is for each attorney handlings
matters for the firm to immediately inform me directly when required filings to the court cannot
be met, for whatever reason, so that Brundidge & Stanger can have the opportunity to resolve
any issues (i.e. obtain extension, reassign, substitution of attorneys, etc.) so that the required
court filings can be met. Sheridan did not conduct this simple step as agreed so that Brundidge &
Stanger can take appropriate steps to avoid affecting the Defendants’ case.

30. Subsequent to Sheridan’s withdrawal, Defendants requested that I retrieve his
files from Sheridan and terminate his representations of Defendants. Within the files retrieved
from Sheridan was a considerable number of communications between Sheridan and Opposing
counsel that I am only now seeing for this first time. (see Ex. 3, sample copies of
communications).

31. No one in Brundidge & Stanger was aware of these communications between
Sheridan and opposing counsel since these communications were sent by Sheridan from his
domain and email box at sheridan@slengland.com not his email account at brundidge-
stanger.com and from his office at 1800 Diagonal Rd, Alex VA on his letterhead not Brundidge

& Stanger’s address or letterhead.
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32. Thus, Sheridan represented himself as the sole attorney involved in this case and
the opposing counsel treated him as the sole attorney by responding to Sheridan at the
slengland.com domain without copies to Brundidge & Stanger.

33. Except for minor administrative matters in the very early stage of this case, I was
not involved in this case. In fact I am not licensed to practice law in the state of New York and
was only recently permitted by this court to represent Defendants pro hac vice in this matter. (see
Dkt. No. 55).

34, For Attorney Misung Lee, except for some initial filings in 2019 and the recent
filing to assist Mr. Middleton in getting his letter to the court as required, Ms. Lee has not been
involved in this case. Further, since late summer on or about August 2021 Ms. Lee has been in
Seoul Korea and recently began treatment for a chronic illness. At no point has Sheridan
consulted with Ms. Lee regarding this case or involved her in any of the proceedings.

C. Prejudice to Plaintiff is Qutweighed by the Potential Injustice to Defendants

35. Defendants recognize that Plaintiff alleges he has been prejudiced by Defendants’
actions in not submitting the required filings. However, as noted above this failure to not comply
with the requirements of the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) is not Defendants failure but a failure on
the part of Sheridan. Defendants has at all times believed they have a strong case against the
meritless claims by Plaintiff, but until recently was under the impression that their case was
being fully prosecuted by Sheridan.

36. Plaintiff complains that he “has been severely prejudiced by Defendants’
violations because Plaintiff’s counsel spent months of effort preparing its pre-trial submissions

and has not received anything from Defendants.” Thus, Plaintiff’s complaint appears to be that
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he has spent a considerable amount of time preparing his case but has not received “anything”
from Defendants to aid his understanding of Defendants’ case.

37. Defendants required filings would certainly assist Plaintiff in preparing for trial.
Defendants, through no fault on their part, or even their knowledge, had no hand in not providing
the required filings, but recognize the removal of this prejudice to Plaintiff would be the
submission of the required filings. Thus, additional time provided to Defendants could solve
Plaintiff’s issues and meet the Court’s requirements.

38. Therefore, an Order as requested by Plaintiff to strike Defendants’ Answer and
grant Plaintiff leave to file a motion for default judgment or preclude Defendants from
introducing evidence at trial and objecting to any of the Plaintiff’s evidence at trial would be
extremely harsh remedy.

39. Accordingly, Defendants request the Court, in accordance with N.Y. CPLR
Sections 2005, 3012(d) and 5015(a), and in the interest of justice, to exercise its broad
“discretion to excuse the delay or default resulting from law office failure” and grant Defendants

time to comply with the requirements of Court Order (Dkt. No. 22).

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

9 of 10



FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 03/09/2022 05:49 PM INDEX NO.

NYSCEF DOC. NO. 57 RECEIVED NYSCEF:

Dated: March 9, 2022
New York, New York

BRUNDIDGE & STANGER, P.C.

Carl L. Brﬁndidge (pro hac vice)
Misung Lee

1180 Avenue of the Americas, 8" Floor
New York, NY 10036

Tel: (212) 382-4635

Fax: (703) 684-1460

Attorneys for Defendants

REGINALD (REGGIE) MIDDLETON,
VERITASEUM, INC., VERITASEUM, LLC,
VERITASEUM SECURITIES LLC,
VERITASEUM ASSETS LLC,
VERITASEUM HOLDINGS LLC

10
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BRUNDIDGE & STANGER, P.C.

CARL |. BRUNDIDGE*

DAVID S, LEE® ATTORNEYS AT LAW
THEODORE C. SHIH* 1925 BALLENGER AVENUE, SUITE 560
MISUNG LEE PATENT, TRADEMARK
DAviID E. MOORE* AND COPYRIGHT LAW
L ENNA MAUSRAR® ALEXANDRIA, VIRGINIA 22314
- FACSIMILE: (703) 684-1460
OF COUNSEL CBRUNDIDGE@BRUNDIDGE-STANGER.COM
DANIEL J. STANGER
TERESA M. SUMMERS
THOMAS L. PETERSON* (703) 684_1470
IsAAC A. ANGRES, PH.D.**
J. MARK HAN*
* Bar Membership Other Than Virginia Fe b rua ry 1 3 y 20 1 9
** Registered Patent Agent
VIA EMAIL

Mr. Sheridan England
1626 Belle View Blvd. #7215
Alexandria, VA 22307

Re: Letter Agreement for Of-Counsel
Dear Sheridan,

We are pleased to offer you the opportunity to associate with Brundidge &
Stanger, P.C. ("the Firm") as an Of Counsel Attorney. Should you agree to the following
terms, please sign and return the signed copy of this letter agreement.

The Firm and Sheridan England (“Mr. England”) (the Firm and Mr. England
collectively “the Parties” individually a “Party”) are entering into an agreement for Mr.
England to be Of-Counsel to the Firm and to provide services to certain clients of the
Firm (the “Agreement”) and for the Firm to provide services to certain clients of Mr.
England.

1. Scope of Services
Each Party agrees to provide attorney services to the other Party and its clients
on an as-needed basis for certain projects.

2, Status as Of-Counsel

Pursuant to the Agreement, the Firm is contracting with Mr. England as Of-
Counsel to the Firm. Mr. England is free to engage in other independent legal activities,
provided that Mr. England does not engage in any such activities which are inconsistent
with the terms of this Agreement. Nothing in this Agreement or the services
contemplated by it creates an employer-employee relationship. The goal of this
arrangement is to have Mr. England assist the firm in providing services to the Firm’s
client and to have the Firm assist Mr. England in providing services to Mr. England’s.
clients. However, the Parties understand that each Party cannot guarantee future
employment or contract work from its clients. Further pursuant to the Agreement, Mr.
England agrees to the Firm listing his name on the Firm’s letterhead and any other such
materials as Of-Counsel to the Firm and agrees to the Firm informing the Firm’s clients
that Mr. England is Of-Counsel to the Firm.
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Mr. England
February 13, 2019

3. Duration of Agreement
Either party may terminate this Agreement for any reason whatsoever, at any
time, upon written notice to the other party.

4. Billing Procedures; Payment and Related Terms

The Firm agrees to pay Mr. England for services rendered by Mr. England to the
Firm’s client Veritaseum. The Firm and Mr. England have agreed that Mr. England shall
be paid at a rate of Fifty Percent (50%) of the collected service fees for services
rendered by Mr. England to Veritaseum.

The Firm and Mr. England have agreed that for the Firm’s clients, other than
Veritaseum, the Firm and Mr. England shall negotiate in good faith to agree on an
equitable division of the collected service fees for services rendered by Mr. England to
the Firm’s clients other than Veritaseum.

Mr. England is urged to invoice the Firm each month following the month in which
services were rendered to the Firm’s clients. The invoices must show dates of service,
and the nature and scope of services provided. The Firm agrees to pay Mr. England
within 30 days of receipt of payment from the client for services wholly or partially
rendered by Mr. England.

In the event Mr. England requires the assistance of the Firm to render services to
Mr. England’s clients, the Firm and Mr. England shall negotiate in good faith to agree on
a discrete charge or an equitable division of the collected service fees for services
rendered by the Firm to the clients of Mr. England.

In the event the Firm renders services to Mr. England’s clients, the Firm is urged
to invoice Mr. England each month following the month in which services were rendered
to the Mr. England’s clients. The invoices must show dates of service, and the nature
and scope of services provided. The Mr. England agrees to pay The Firm within 30 days
of receipt of payment from the client for services wholly or partially rendered by the
Firm.

5. Confidentiality Obligations

As a condition for entering into this Agreement, each Party agrees to maintain in
strict confidentiality and not to use for any purpose, other than performing services
under this Agreement, all information disclosed or otherwise received by said Party in
connection with this Agreement or any services performed under this Agreement (the
“Confidential Information”). Such Confidential Information shall include any information
or materials that pertain to the legal matters and/or business practices of the disclosing
Party and their clients, including but not limited to:

Billing Practices
Collection Practices
Referral Practices
Organizational Structure

a)
b)
c)
d)
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Mr. England
February 13, 2019

e) Business Plans

f) Client Payment Practices and Schedules

g) Client Technologies, Projects and/or Work Product
h) All Client Related Information

The obligations of confidentiality and limited use imposed by this section shall not
apply to information learned independently through sources other than the disclosing
Party and its clients, and not as a result of any communications with or work for the
disclosing Party.

Because of the sensitive nature and content of the Confidential Information and
the fact that the Parties or their clients may be materially harmed if the Confidential
Information is disclosed, the obligations set forth in this section shall survive the
termination or expiration of this Agreement and shall continue in full force and effect into
the future for the maximum duration as provided by Virginia state law.

6. Professional Liability Insurance

The Firm will be responsible for and shall maintain professional liability insurance
coverage in an appropriate amount for the services rendered by Mr. England for the
Firm and its clients during the term of this Agreement. In exchange, the Firm expects
that Mr. England will agree to abide by the terms of the professional liability insurance
policy and maintain professional liability insurance coverage for all services performed
by Mr. England outside of the Firm during the term of this Agreement.

7. Medical Insurance
Mr. England shall obtain his own medical insurance outside of the medical
insurance provided by the Firm.

8. Firm Policies; Use of Facilities and Equipment

Mr. England will comply with all applicable policies and procedures of the Firm in
performing services under this Agreement. Such policies and procedures include,
without limitation, compliance with “ethics screens” established within the Firm from time
to time, and policies regarding the use of Firm email and computer network resources.

9. Governing Law
This Agreement shall be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws
of the State of Virginia.
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Mr. England
February 13, 2019

Again, we are pleased to extend to you this offer of employment and look forward
to your response.

Very truly yours,
BRUNDIDGE & STANGER, P.C.

o

Carl I. Brundidge

Sheridan england
Sheridan England

CIB/cb
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£ Sheridan - X

possible

| think we should use the diagonal
Road address. Please confirm

Yes diagonal road. Thanks

OK great. Hope all is well talk with

you soon.

Tue, Apr 13, 10:38 AM

Call me when you get a chance had
some questions for you.

Wed, Nov 17, 7:04 PM

Trial prep. Will cal tomorrow

Ok No problem. | was talking with
Reggie about this situation. He asked
me to get from you how much do you

need to continue. Give me some
thought and let me know by
tomorrow that’s fine.
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Troy Froderman <tfroderman@frlawgroup.com> Thu, Oct 7, 2021 at 10:53 AM
To: Sheridan England <sheridan@slengland.com>

Cc: "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>, Scott Ryan
<sryan@frlawgroup.com>

Sheridan, when are you planning your trip out West? We are ready to try this case. The time is now to meet and try
and settle this case.

Troy B. Froderman, Principal
FR Law Group PLLC

4745 N. 7th Street, Suite 310
Phoenix, Az 85014
tfroderman@frlawgroup.com
602-601-4894 (direct)

602-885-3675 (mobile)

Audio Only

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&search...sg-a%3Ar-3806981982403794139&simpl=msg-f%3A1712982470826973058 Page 2 of 5
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Sheridan England <sheridan@slengland.com> Thu, Oct 7, 2021 at 12:01 PM
To: "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>

Cc: Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>, Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>, Troy Froderman
<tfroderman@frlawgroup.com>

Me as well. Thank you for your consideration.

Sheridan England <sheridan@slengland.com> Thu, Oct 7, 2021 at 1:20 PM
To: Troy Froderman <tfroderman@frlawgroup.com>

Cc: Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>, "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>, Scott Ryan
<sryan@frlawgroup.com>

Troy,

The courts are spinning back up and arbitrarily set me for hearings the day before and the da after my Vegas
conference. It was my plan to stop into Scottsdale as a piggy back trip but now that’s out.

After the 20th I'll have some free time. We can meet then or certainly make a concerted effort by phone/zoom.

Troy Froderman <tfroderman@frlawgroup.com> Thu, Oct 7, 2021 at 1:23 PM
To: Sheridan England <sheridan@slengland.com>

Cc: Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>, "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>, Scott Ryan
<sryan@frlawgroup.com>

Ok, you must be very busy. Let me know.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&search...sg-a%3Ar-3806981982403794139&simpl=msg-f%3A1712982470826973058 Page 4 of 5
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[Error! Filename not specified.|

You are prohibited from recording video or audio, or taking photos or screenshots (22 NYCRR Parts 29,
131)

Learn More | Help | Meeting options | Legal
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S.L. England, PLLC
1800 Diagonal Road, Suite 600
Alexandria, VA 22314

1325 G Street NW, Suite 500
Washington, DC 20005

200 Park Avenue, Suite 1700
New York, NY 10166

Phone: (202) 759-2333
DC Office: (202) 489-0720

Troy B. Froderman, Esq.
tfroderman@frlawgroup.com
Via E-Mail

August 10, 2021
Re: Hall v. Middleton, et. al. No.655003/2019

FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES — NOT ADMISSIBLE FOR ANY REASON

Dear Mr. Froderman:

I begin with my well wishes to you. It’s good to hear from you again even if it’s in the quagmire
that has become this case. Thank you for your August 9, 2021 offer for settlement. Unfortunately we must
decline.
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As a personal overture, I offer come to Phoenix to sit down face to face and see if something
can be worked out.

Hekok

Respectfully,

/s/ Sheridan England
Sheridan England
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Sheridan England <sheridan@slengland.com> Tue, Mar 24, 2020 at 2:04 PM
To: "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>

Thanks Jon.

I'm having trouble getting a hold of everyone b/c of the situation, though as you may expect the discovery responses
when | get them will not be as robust as you might like.

Do you want a complete stay? I'm all for it.

*** PLEASE NOTE OUR ADDRESS HAS CHANGED***

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 3 of 38
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Sincerely,

S.L. England
www.slengland.com

S.L. England, PLLC

1800 Diagonal Road, Suite 600 1325 G Street NW, Suite 500
Alexandria, VA 22314 Washington, DC 20005
Office: 202.489.0720

Direct: 202.725.6806

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail transmission (and/or the attachments accompanying it) may contain
confidential information belonging to the sender which is protected by the attorney-client privilege. The information is
intended only for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any
disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly
prohibited. Any unauthorized interception of this transmission is illegal. If you have received this transmission in error,
please promptly notify the sender by reply e-mail, and then destroy all copies of the transmission.

Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@fmew.com> Tue, Mar 24, 2020 at 2:53 PM
To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Michael,

In light of the pandemic and Administrative Order 78-20, the parties agree to a 30 day stay of discovery. This
agreement is without waiver to any rights of the parties, including the ability to assert current discovery
deficiencies at a later date. We hope you are well and look forward to receiving a new date in April for a
compliance conference.

Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov> Tue, Mar 24, 2020 at 2:57 PM
To: "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Understood. Please email me by April 27 at noon to let me know if the parties want to extend
the stay.

From: Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@FMEW.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 24, 2020 2:53 PM

To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com) <sheridan@slengland.com>; Caroline E. McKenna

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 4 of 38
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<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>; Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@fmew.com> Mon, Apr 27, 2020 at 11:35 AM
To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Michael,

I am writing pursuant to the Court’s issuance of the 30 day stay in this matter on March 24™ and directive to
contact you following such stay. I respectfully request that the Court direct the parties to proceed with
document discovery and schedule a telephone conference in this matter.

With respect to the status of discovery, plaintiff served document requests on February 6, 2020. Pursuant to the

scheduling order, responses to these requests were due on March 6. However, defendants have not yet
answered these requests. Given the outstanding responses, the parties have conferred in an effort to avoid
motion practice. Defendants have advised that they will provide responses in 14 days.

I respectfully request that the Court schedule a telephonic compliance conference at least 14 days from today to
address these matters and scheduling. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns.

Respectfully submitted,

Jon R. Grabowski

Ford Marrin Esposito Witmeyer & Gleser, L.L.P.
Wall Street Plaza, New York, NY 10005-1875 U.S.A.
Tel.: 212-269-4900 Fax.: 212-344-4294

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail is sent by a law firm, may contain confidential or privileged
information and is authorized to be read only by the intended recipient(s). Use of it by anyone other than an
intended recipient is unlawful. Whether or not you are mistakenly named as an addressee, if you receive this e-
mail by mistake, interception or otherwise, and you are not the intended recipient, you have no authority to read
or disseminate this e-mail or any of its attachments; therefore, please immediately delete it and any attachments,
and then notify the sender by e-mail or telephone at 212-269-4900.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 5 of 38
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Pursuant to US Treasury Department Circular 230, we inform you that, unless expressly stated otherwise in the
text, if any tax advice is contained in this email and/or its attachment(s), it is not intended or written to be used,
and cannot be used, by you or any other person for the purpose(s) of avoiding tax penalties or promoting,
marketing or recommending any transaction or matter to any other person.

Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov> Mon, Apr 27, 2020 at 12:49 PM
To: "Jon R. Grabowski" <jrgrabowski@fmew.com>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

We will have a call on May 12 at 3:00. Please circulate a dial-in number 30 minutes in advance.

From: Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@FMEW.com>

Sent: Monday, April 27, 2020 11:35 AM

To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com) <sheridan@slengland.com>; Caroline E. McKenna
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>; Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@fmew.com> Tue, May 12, 2020 at 2:08 PM
To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Michael,

Let’s use the following for today’s 3pm conference:

1-800-501-8979

7 Digit Access Code: 9082114

Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@fmew.com> Fri, Jun 5, 2020 at 1:36 PM
To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 6 of 38



(FILED: NEW YORK COUNTY CLERK 03/09/2022 05:49 PM INDEX NO. 655003/2019
N%.SCEEgIaW@EL.LCN@i.I—g\i/: HALL, CHARLES vs. MIDDLETON, REGGIE (0655003/2019) RECEIVED NYSCEF: Gdg?ibg/%@bzz

Michael,

Let’s use the following for today’s 3:30pm conference:

1-800-501-8979

7 Digit Access Code: 9082114

Thanks,

Jon

Jon R. Grabowski

Ford Marrin Esposito Witmeyer & Gleser, L.L.P.
Wall Street Plaza, New York, NY 10005-1875 U.S.A.
Tel.: 212-269-4900 Fax.: 212-344-4294

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail is sent by a law firm, may contain confidential or privileged
information and is authorized to be read only by the intended recipient(s). Use of it by anyone other than an
intended recipient is unlawful. Whether or not you are mistakenly named as an addressee, if you receive this e-
mail by mistake, interception or otherwise, and you are not the intended recipient, you have no authority to read
or disseminate this e-mail or any of its attachments; therefore, please immediately delete it and any attachments,
and then notify the sender by e-mail or telephone at 212-269-4900.

Pursuant to US Treasury Department Circular 230, we inform you that, unless expressly stated otherwise in the
text, if any tax advice is contained in this email and/or its attachment(s), it is not intended or written to be used,
and cannot be used, by you or any other person for the purpose(s) of avoiding tax penalties or promoting,
marketing or recommending any transaction or matter to any other person.

From: Jon R. Grabowski

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 2:08 PM

To: 'Michael Rand'

Cc: Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com); Caroline E. McKenna; Janine Balzofiore
Subject: RE: HALL, CHARLES vs. MIDDLETON, REGGIE (0655003/2019)

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 7 of 38
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Michael,

Let’s use the following for today’s 3pm conference:

1-800-501-8979

7 Digit Access Code: 9082114

Jon R. Grabowski

Jon R. Grabowski <jrgrabowski@fmew.com> Fri, Jun 26, 2020 at 10:01 AM
To: Michael Rand <mrand@nycourts.gov>

Cc: "Sheridan England (sheridan@slengland.com)" <sheridan@slengland.com>, "Caroline E. McKenna"
<cmckenna@fordmarrin.com>, Janine Balzofiore <jbalzofiore@fmew.com>

Michael,

I am writing pursuant to the Court’s directive during the June 5! conference to provide an update on discovery.

As discussed at the conference, the parties agreed that the most efficient way to proceed with respect to ongoing
document discovery would be for the defendants to produce the documents that the Veritaseum entities produced
to the SEC during the SEC’s investigation. We would then have an opportunity to review that production and
attempt to resolve any deficiencies (if any) with defendants.

Counsel for defendants has advised that we will receive that production at our office before 3pm today. Counsel
has also advised that he encountered some delays due to technical issues with the production and continuing
limitations due to COVID-19. Also, attempts at sharing the production via a cloud site were unsuccessful due to
technical errors.

Given the situation, I suggest that we provide a further update to the Court on July 31°.

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=8f241adeb6&view=pt&searc...g-a%3Ar-4055649996888937925&simpl=msg-f%3A1704639987885975567 Page 8 of 38
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

CHARLES HALL,
Plaintiff
Index Number: 655003/2019

VERITASEUM, INC., et. al.,
Defendants.

AFFIRMATION IN OPPOSITION TO THE ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
BY MIDDLETON

I REGINALD (REGGIE) MIDDLETON, affirms the following under penalty of
perjury:

1. I am one of the Defendants in this action and the CEO of the other Defendants in
this action.

2. I respectfully submit this affidavit in opposition to the Order to Show Cause (Dkt.
No. 52) as issued by the Court on March 2, 2022.

3. I have personal knowledge of facts which bear on this Order to Show Cause (Dkt.
No. 52).

4. I was not informed by Attorney Sheridan England (hereinafter “Sheridan”) of the
requirements of the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) even though I specifically asked Sheridan on
several occasions “what are the next steps.”

5. [ am not an attorney and fully relied on the advice and counsel from Sheridan, the

sole attorney involved in representing me in this matter. If Sheridan did not inform me of the

1 of 3
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required due dates and the filings required by such dates, then I would have no other way of
knowing of the requirements by the Court and the requirements I had to satisfy.

6. I was not even aware that filings were due as per the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22)
and was incredibly surprised to learn after the due dates has passed that Sheridan chose not to
file the required documents.

7. I did not owe any money to Sheridan, since Sheridan had been paid up through
discovery and in November 2021 Sheridan and I were in the process of agreeing on an amount to
be paid in advance to cover trial. However, in November 2021 Sheridan did not inform me that
there were any required filings in November 2021 and that he would not comply with the
required filings, nor did Sheridan inform me that other filings were required in February 2022.

8. I had no knowledge that Sheridan did not conduct the required filings according
to the Court Order (Dkt. No. 22) and only first became aware that the required filings had not
been made on or about February 16, 2022 from Mr. Brundidge long after the due dates had
passed. I was devastated that Sheridan failed to take actions important to my case, which I
believed had considerable merit, without informing me or seeking my permission.

0. I am very concerned that Sheridan may have irreparably harmed my case due to
his intentional and harmful actions if the Court decides to not allow me to put on what I believe
to be a strong case against the meritless claims by Plaintiff.

10. I believe that my rights to a trial by jury may have been severely hampered by the
unauthorized and harmful actions of Sheridan and request this court to grant more time so that I

can meet these important and critical obligations to the Court.

2 of 3
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11. I have at all times believed I had a strong case against the meritless claims by
Plaintiff and but until recently was under the impression that my case was being fully prosecuted
by Sheridan. I discovered to the contrary that this was not the case.

12. An Order as requested by Plaintiff to strike Defendants’ Answer and grant
Plaintiff leave to file a motion for default judgment or preclude Defendants from introducing
evidence at trial and objecting to any of the Plaintiff’s evidence at trial would be extremely harsh
remedy and work a serious injustice to me and the other Defendants.

13. Therefore, I and the other Defendants request the Court, in accordance with N.Y.
CPLR Sections 2005, 3012(d) and 5015(a), and in the interest of justice, to exercise its broad
“discretion to excuse the delay or default resulting from law office failure” and grant me and the

other Defendants time to comply with the requirements of Court Order (Dkt. No. 22).
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: March 9, 2022

New York, New York

REGINALD (REGGIE) MIDDLETON,
VERITASEUM, INC., VERITASEUM, LLC,
VERITASEUM SECURITIES LLC,
VERITASEUM ASSETS LLC,
VERITASEUM HOLDINGS LLC
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