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Thomas A. Kissane (Pro Hac Vice pending) 
Schlam Stone & Dolan, LLP 
26 Broadway 
New York, NY 10004 
212-344-5400 
Fax: 212-612-1213 
TKissane@schlamstone.com 
 
Bret D. Lewis (State Bar No. 166819) 
12304 Santa Monica Blvd.—107A 
Los Angeles, California 90025 
310-207-0696 
Fax:  310-362-8424 
Bretlewis@aol.com 

 
 

Attorney for PLAINTIFF 
JULIUS R. NASSO 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

 
JULIUS R. NASSO, an individual 
 

Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
INTEGRATED ADMINISTRATION, INC; 
an entity of unknown origin, INTEGRATED 
ADMINISTRATION, INC., a California 
corporation,  NAILED LOAN 
ACQUISITION COMPANY, LLC, a 
Delaware limited liability company; 
KIARASH JAM, an individual, DAVID 
BERGSTEIN, an individual; EUGENE 
SCHER, an individual, and DOES 1-25,  
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.  
 
Complaint for: 
(1)  Fraud  
(2)  Negligent Misrepresentation  
(3)  Breach of Contract 
(4)  Breach of Guaranty 
(5)  Unfair Competition 
(6)  Civil Conspiracy 

 
JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
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Plaintiff Julius R. Nasso (“Nasso”) hereby alleges as follows: 
 

SUMMARY OF CLAIMS 
 

1. This case involves a $600,000 investment that Nasso was fraudulently induced to 

make in an intended full length theatrical motion picture entitled “Nailed,” a/k/a Accidental Love 

(the “Picture”).   

2. Defendants misrepresented and concealed material facts to intentionally mislead 

Nasso concerning his security in the Picture, the priority of his rights to payment, the plan to 

distribute the Picture, and the parties’ possession of its distribution rights.  After having made 

demand for payment, Nasso has received nothing but unfulfilled promises from Defendants in 

return for his $600,000 investment. 

THE PARTIES 
 

3. Plaintiff Julius R. Nasso is a citizen and resident of the State of New York.  

4. Upon information and belief, Nailed Loan Acquisition Company, LLC (“Nailed 

Loan”), was an entity established to produce and release the Picture that is or was incorporated in 

the State of Delaware, but which at all material times was doing business in the county of Los 

Angeles, State of California, and which maintained its principal business office at 2425 Colorado 

Avenue, Suite #205, Santa Monica, California 90404.  

5. Defendant Kiarash Jam (“Kia Jam”) is an individual who resides in the County of 

Los Angeles, State of California and is primarily engaged in the production of major motion 
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pictures that are theatrically released.  At all material times hereunder, Kia Jam was the president 

of Defendant Integrated Administration, Inc., and a producer of the Picture.  Upon information 

and belief, at all material times Kia Jam was an officer of Nailed Loan and authorized agent of 

Integrated Administration Inc.  Nasso had a pre-existing relationship with Kia Jam as of 

approximately August, 2012, because Jam had brokered two separate investments by Nasso in the 

theatrical motion pictures entitled “Getaway” and “Rekill”. 

6. Defendant David Bergstein (“Bergstein”) is an individual who resides in the 

County of Los Angeles, State of California.  Bergstein is engaged in the production of major 

motion pictures that are theatrically released and at all material times hereunder acted as an 

executive producer of the Picture. 

7. Defendant Eugene Scher (“Scher”) is an individual who resides in the County of 

Los Angeles, State of California.  Scher is engaged in the production of major motion pictures 

that are theatrically released and at all material times hereunder was the manager of Defendant 

Nailed Loan and a producer of the Picture. 

8. Upon information and belief, Defendant Integrated Administration, Inc., is an 

entity that is or was incorporated in the State of Delaware, which at all material times was doing 

business in the county of Los Angeles, CA and maintained its principal business office at 2425 

Colorado Blvd. Suite 205 Santa Monica, CA 90404.  Alternatively, Defendant Integrated 

Administration, Inc. is a corporation organized under the laws of the State of California and 

which at all material times was doing business in the county of Los Angeles, CA.  As used herein, 

the term “Integrated” shall refer to each of such entities. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

9. Jurisdiction in this Court is premised on diversity of citizenship, 28 USC  

§ 1332(a)(1), plaintiff Nasso being diverse from all defendants and the amount in controversy 

Case 2:15-cv-08534-DMG-GJS   Document 1   Filed 11/01/15   Page 3 of 36   Page ID #:3



 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 

 4  

 

exceeding $75,000.00, exclusive of interest and costs.  

10. Defendants are properly subject to the subject matter jurisdiction of this Court 

because each defendant resides in the State of California and/or the matters complained of herein 

arose out of each defendants’ transaction of business in the State of California.  

11. Venue is proper in this District under 28 USC § 1391(b) because one or more of 

the defendants resides in this District and all defendants are residents of the State of California, 

and/or because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claims occurred in 

this District.  

FACTUAL STATEMENT 

12. In or about October 2012, Kia Jam caused Jeff Kranzdorf (“Kranzdorf”), acting as 

agent to Bergstein and the other Defendants, to telephone Nasso to determine whether Nasso 

would consider investing in the Picture, which was already in production, almost completed, and 

which needed additional funding to complete the project.   

13. Upon information and belief, Kranzdorf is an who at all material times was 

involved in the business affairs of Defendants, including Nailed Loan and Integrated and, on 

information and belief, worked as an employee of the Defendants from the offices of Nailed Loan 

and Integrated at 2425 Colorado Blvd. Suite 205 Santa Monica, California 90404. Nasso had a 

preexisting relationship with Kranzdorf because Kranzdorf had represented Nasso in the past. 

14. With the assistance of Kranzdorf, in or about August 2012, Kia Jam had brokered 

investments from Nasso in two other unrelated films.  

15. On or about October 31, 2012, Nasso travelled to Los Angeles to meet with Kia 

Jam for purposes of discussing more fully his proposed investment in the Picture.  

16. On October 31, 2012, Nasso attended a meeting with Kia Jam and Kranzdorf at the 

offices of Nailed Loan and Integrated, which were located at 2425 Colorado Blvd. Suite 205 
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Santa Monica, California 90404.   

17. Kia Jam attended the October 31 meeting holding himself out as a producer of the 

Picture, as well as an officer of both Integrated and Nailed Loan.  Like Kranzdorf, who also 

attended the meeting, Kia Jam was acting as agent and employee for Defendants.  Specifically, 

Kranzdorf was acting at the express direction of Bergstein at this meeting as in all of his 

substantive communications with Nasso concerning Nasso’s investment in the Picture. 

18. During the course of the  meeting, Kia Jam represented to Nasso that: (i) 

Defendants had an investment opportunity for Nasso to invest in the Picture, which featured 

prominent  actors  Jessica Biel, Jake Gyllenhall, James Marsden, Cathleen Keener, Kirstie Alley, 

Tracy Morgan, James Brolin and Paul Ruben, and which was based on a screenplay by Kristen 

Gore, the daughter of the former Vice President of the United States,  Albert Gore; (ii) the Picture 

was almost  complete, although  the director, David O. Russell, purportedly had unjustifiably 

resigned after being paid $6,000,000, and before he could film the opening scene, which had been 

saved for last; (iii) the Picture, including the copyright thereon, was owned by Nailed Loan; (iv) 

David Bergstein was an executive producer of the Picture, and he himself  had already invested a 

substantial sum in the Picture and in Nailed Loan; and (v) a final bridge loan of $600,000 was 

required to film the opening scene and complete the Picture. 

19. Kia Jam further represented to Nasso at the meeting that if Nasso invested 

$600,000 to complete the Picture (i) Nasso’s investment in the Picture would be adequately 

secured by the copyright of the Picture and the proceeds thereof; (ii) Nasso would receive first 

monies earned from the Picture on the basis of “last monies in and first monies out,” with Nasso’s 

$600,000 investment being the last monies invested in the Picture and (iii) there would be a 

theatrical release of the Picture by Defendants, who also owned the right to distribute the Picture. 

20. After he returned to New York, Nasso received a telephone call from Bergstein 
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who, in his claimed individual capacity as an executive producer of the Picture and in his claimed 

corporate capacity as an officer of both Integrated and Nailed Loan, further discussed, encouraged 

and induced Nasso’s $600,000 investment in the Picture.   

21. During this telephone call, Bergstein reiterated what Nasso had previously been  

told, namely, that (i) Defendants had an investment opportunity for Nasso to invest in the Picture, 

which featured prominent major actors stars Jessica Biel, Jake Gyllenhall, James Marsden, 

Cathleen Keener, Kirstie Alley, Tracy Morgan, James Brolin and Paul Ruben, and which was 

based on a screenplay by Kristen Gore, the daughter of the former Vice President of the United 

States,  Albert Gore; (ii) the Picture was almost complete, although  the director, David O. 

Russell, purportedly had unjustifiably resigned after being paid $6,000,000, and before he could 

film  the opening scene, which had been saved for last; (iii) the Picture, including the copyright 

thereof, was owned by Nailed Loan; (iv) David Bergstein was an executive producer of the 

Picture, and he himself  and had already invested a substantial sum in the Picture and in Nailed 

Loan; and (v) a final bridge loan of $600,000 was required to film the opening scene and 

complete the Picture. 

22. During the call, Bergstein  assured Nasso that  if he invested $600,000 to complete 

the Picture, that: (i) his  investment in the Picture would be adequately secured by the copyright 

of the Picture and the proceeds thereof; (ii)  he  would receive the first monies earned from the 

Picture on the basis of “last monies in and first monies out,” with Nasso’s investment being the 

last monies invested in the Picture and (iii) there would be a theatrical release of the Picture by 

Defendants, who owned the copyright therein and corresponding right to distribute the Picture. 

23. Based on Nasso’s justifiable reliance upon Defendants’ false statements, 

misrepresentations, and concealments of facts as alleged above, on or about November 5, 2012, 

Nasso transferred $600,000 to Defendants, via wire transfer, for the purpose of investing in and  
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completing the Picture.   

24. In exchange for the receipt of $600,000 from Plaintiff, and as a material 

inducement for Nasso to invest these funds in the Picture, the Defendants caused the following 

documents to be prepared, executed and delivered:  

● a “Secured Promissory Note” from Integrated, dated 

November 1, 2012  (the “Note”), for the benefit of Nasso in 

the  principal amount of $600,000.  A true and correct copy 
of the Note is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.  Pursuant to the 
terms of the Note, Integrated promised to pay to Nasso the 
principal sum of $600,000 on February 4, 2013, together 
with such additional fees and interest thereon as set forth in 
the Note. The Note was signed by Kia Jam, as President of 
Integrated, and falsely represented that Integrated was a 
Delaware, as opposed to a California, corporation. 

 
● a written “Copyright Mortgage and Assignment” 

(“Copyright Mortgage”) from Nailed Loan to Nasso.  A true 

and correct copy of the Copyright Mortgage is attached 
hereto as Exhibit 2.   Pursuant to the terms of the Copyright 
Mortgage, Plaintiff was granted, inter alia, a security interest 
in the copyright in the screenplay entitled “Nailed” aka 

Accidental Love.  The Copyright Mortgage was signed by 
defendant Gene Scher as “Manager” of Nailed Loan. 

  
● a written “Continuing Corporate Guaranty Agreement” 

(“Guaranty Agreement”), from Nailed Loan to Nasso, 

guaranteeing all of the obligations promised to Nasso by 
Integrated under the Note including, without limitation, the 
obligation to pay principal, interest and fees due thereon.  A 
true and correct copy of the Guaranty Agreement is attached 
hereto as Exhibit 3.  The Guaranty Agreement was signed 
by defendant Scher as “Manager” of Nailed Loan”, and by 
Kia Jam as “authorized signer” for Integrated. 

 
25. On information and belief, contrary to Defendants’ representations to Nasso to 

induce him to invest, the true facts were:  (i) Defendants had previously encumbered the Picture, 

as well as the copyright therein, to secure substantial prior loans from other parties or, in the 

alternative, did not own the rights or copyright, meaning that Integrated and Nailed Loan could 

not give Nasso a priority secured interest, and that as a result, (ii) Nasso could not be paid on a 
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last-in-first-out basis; and (iii) Defendants did not own the copyright and corresponding right to 

distribute the Picture. Had Plaintiff known these true facts, he would never have invested 

$600,000 in the Picture.  

26. Kranzdorf acted at the direction of, and reported to, Bergstein in connection with 

his efforts to secure the $600,000 from Nasso.  

27. Plaintiff has demanded the repayment of all amounts due under the Note and 

Guaranty from Defendants.  However, no payments have been made to Plaintiff by or on behalf 

of any Defendant.  

28. After the investment was made, Kranzdorf told Nasso that Scher wanted to meet 

with him to express thanks for his investment. 

29. Plaintiff travelled to Los Angeles and met for lunch with Scher and Kranzdorf at 

the Beverly Hills Plaza Hotel on or about November 9, 2012. 

30. During the course of the lunch, Scher expressed his thanks to Nasso for “saving 

the film,” and then proceeded to discuss plans for distribution.  Scher told Plaintiff, “we couldn’t 

have done it without you.” 

31. The Note came due February 4, 2013, but Plaintiff did not receive any payment, 

despite his demand.   

32. In late January 2013, Defendants exercised their unilateral right under the Note to 

invoke an additional two-week extension in exchange for an additional $20,000.  As a result, 

instead of $660,000 being due at February 4, 2013, $680,000 was due at February 18, 2013. 

33. By email dated March 22, 2013, Bergstein, through Kranzdorf, assured Nasso that 

Nasso would be paid on the Note the following week.  (“David [Bergstein] advised the transfer to 

your account will be made Wed or Thurs.”)  This email was copied by Kranzdorf to Bergstein 

and Kia Jam. 
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34. May 2013, Bergstein, through Kranzdorf, assured Nasso that he was personally 

arranging for payment of the full amount due under the Note.  Specifically, Kranzdorf wrote 

Nasso: “I just hung up with David [Bergstein] and he has gone ahead as promised and liquidated 

securities sufficient to make the payment of the $700,000 to you.”  This email was copied by 

Kranzdorf to Bergstein. 

35.  Nasso has never been paid any portion of the $600,000 he lent, nor the additional 

$80,000 due upon maturity, nor any other amount by any Defendant. 

36. In or about April 2015, Nasso learned that sometime in 2014, a separate entity 

named Nailed Partners, LLC, had entered into a distribution agreement with an entity named 

Millennium Films to distribute the Picture.  On information and belief, Millennium Films paid 

Nailed Partners $500,000 for the right to distribute the Picture. 

37. At no time did any Defendant, directly or indirectly, inform Nasso that the 

distribution rights for the picture had been transferred from Nailed Loan to Nailed Partners, LLC, 

Millennium, or any other entity.  Nor did Nasso receive any payment thereon. 

38. On information and belief, at all times mentioned herein each Defendant was the 

agent and employee of each and every  other Defendant, and that in doing all acts herein alleged, 

was acting within the course and scope of such agency and employment, with the permission, 

consent and knowledge of the other Defendants. 

39. Upon information and belief, at all times herein mentioned: 

A. The individual Defendants named as parties herein, 
dominated, controlled and influenced, and now dominate, 
control, and influence the corporate and/or entity 
Defendants sued herein, if any, and the other officers, as 
well as the business, property and other officers of said 
corporate and/or entity Defendants, if any. 

 
B. At all times since their incorporation, said corporate and/or 

entity Defendants have been, and now are, a mere shell and 
naked, undercapitalized framework which said individual 
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Defendants have used, and do now use, as conduits for the 
conduct of their personal business and/or property affairs, 
and/or as obligor for the assumption of obligations and/or 
liabilities incapable of performances by said corporate 
and/or entity Defendants, which are the obligations and 
liabilities of said individual Defendants.        

 
C. The  individual Defendants created the corporate and/or 

entity Defendants, which are being operated pursuant to a 
scheme, plan and design conceived by said individual 
Defendants whereby the income, revenue and profits of said 
corporate and/or entity Defendants are and/or have been 
converted by the individual Defendants. 

 
D.   There is such a unity of interest and control between the  

corporate and/or entity Defendants on the one hand, and 
said individual Defendants on the other hand, such that the 
individuality and separateness of said corporate and/or 
entity Defendants and of said individual Defendants has 
ceased. Adherence to the fiction of separate existence of 
said corporate and/or entity Defendants shall improperly 
sanction inequity and promote injustice; and 

 
E. The individual Defendants held and do now hold substantial 

interest in the corporate and/or entity Defendants. 
 

40. Upon information and belief, Nailed Loan and its officers, at all times herein 

mentioned acted in respect to Integrated and its businesses and properties in the same manner as 

the individual Defendants acted in respect to the corporate Defendants named herein, and as set 

forth in paragraph 39 above. 

41. By reason of the foregoing, the individual Defendants are responsible for the 

obligations undertaken toward Nasso by the corporate Defendants. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Fraud against All Defendants) 

 
42. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 41 as 

though fully set forth herein.  

43. At the time Defendants made the above-mentioned false representations to 

Plaintiff, Defendants knew they were false.  
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44. As a direct and proximate result of the fraudulent conduct, i.e., the false 

statements, artifices and schemes of the  Defendants as alleged above, Nasso has been damaged in 

excess of $660,000, to be proven at trial. 

45. The conduct of the Defendants as described above was and is despicable and done 

to vex and injure Plaintiffs with a willful and conscious disregard of Plaintiff’s rights, constituting 

oppression, fraud, and/or malice. Defendants ignored Plaintiffs’ interests and concerns and 

consciously placed their own economic interests first, all with the requisite intent to injure 

Plaintiff within the meaning of California Civil Code Section 3294.  Plaintiff is entitled to recover 

punitive damages from Defendants in an amount sufficient to punish Defendants and to make an 

example of them in order to deter similar conduct in the future.   

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Negligent Misrepresentation against All Defendants) 

 
46. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 45 as though 

fully set forth herein.  

47. At the time Defendants made the above-mentioned false representations to 

Plaintiff, Defendants intended for Plaintiffs to rely on said representations.  Defendants 

representations were not true and Defendants has no reasonable basis to believe they were true. 

48. Plaintiff was harmed as a result of Defendants representations and that Plaintiff’s 

reliance thereon was a substantial factor in causing Plaintiff’s harm. 

49. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants as alleged above, 

Plaintiffs have been damaged in excess of $660,000, to be proven at trial. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Breach of Contract/Promissory Note against Defendants 

Integrated, Kia Jam, Bergstein and Scher) 
 

50. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 49 as though 

fully set forth herein.  
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51. Defendant Integrated has breached the terms and conditions of the Note by failure 

to pay the principal, fees, and interest due thereon in accordance with the terms of the Note.  

52. Plaintiff has performed all conditions, covenants, and promises required on his part 

to be performed in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Note.  

53. Defendants Kia Jam, Bergstein and Scher are responsible for the obligations of 

Defendant Integrated under the Note because they used the corporate form of Integrated as 

alleged at ¶ 39, in an effort to protect themselves from personal liability for the material 

misrepresentations they made or caused to be made in order to induce Nasso to part with his 

money. 

54. As a direct result of Defendants’ breach, Plaintiff has been damaged in an amount 

excess of $660,000 to be proven at trial.  

55. The Note provides that Plaintiff is entitled to attorney’s fees, costs of collection, 

costs, and expenses of this lawsuit. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Breach of Guaranty against Defendants Nailed Loan, Kia Jam, 

Bergstein and Scher ) 
 

56. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 55 as 

though fully set forth herein.  

57. Defendant Nailed Loan has breached the terms and conditions of the Guaranty by 

failure to pay the principal, fees, and interest due thereon in accordance with the terms of the Note 

and Guaranty.  

58. Plaintiff has performed all conditions, covenants, and promises required on his part 

to be performed in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Guaranty. 

59. Defendants Kia Jam, Bergstein and Scher are responsible for the obligations of 

Defendant Nailed Loan under the Guaranty because they used the corporate form of Nailed Loan, 
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as alleged at ¶ 39, in an effort to protect themselves from personal liability for the material 

misrepresentations they made or caused to be made in order to induce Nasso to part with his 

money. 

60. As a direct result of Defendants’ breach of the Guaranty, Plaintiff has been 

damaged in an amount excess of $660,000 to be proven at trial.  

61. The Guaranty provides Plaintiff is entitled to attorney’s fees, costs of collection, 

costs, and expenses of this lawsuit. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Unfair Competition against all Defendants) 

 
62. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 61 as 

though fully set forth herein.  

63. The acts of Defendants as set forth above constitute unfair and fraudulent business 

acts and practices in violation of California Business & Professions Code Section 17200 et seq. 

64. By reason of these unfair and fraudulent business acts and practices on the part of 

Defendants, Defendants have wrongfully deprived Plaintiffs of the monies loaned pursuant to the 

Note, as well as the interest and fees due thereon and expected thereunder. 

65. Plaintiff is entitled to restitution of $600,000 plus damages to be proven at trial. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Civil Conspiracy against all Defendants) 

 
66. Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 65 as 

though fully set forth herein.  

67. Defendants agreed, and knowingly and willfully conspired and acted in concert 

between and amongst themselves and, upon information and belief, with one or more of the John 

Doe Defendants to defraud Plaintiff to obtain $600,000, to use towards completion of the Picture 

or otherwise. 
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68. Defendants’ conduct described herein was done with a conscious disregard of 

Plaintiff’s rights and with the intent to vex, injure or annoy Plaintiff, such as to constitute 

oppression, fraud or malice under California Civil Code Section 3294, entitling Plaintiff to 

punitive damages which should be an amount appropriate to punish or set an example of 

Defendants. 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF prays judgment as follows; 

 Judgment in the amount in excess of $660,000, to be proven at trial, against all 
Defendants; 
 

Pre-judgment and post judgment interest at the legal rate according to proof; 
Punitive damages to the extent allowed by law and to set an example of 
Defendants; 

 
 For reasonable attorneys’ fees and expenses under Civil Code §1717 as allowed by 

 agreement; 
 

 For costs of suit herein incurred; and  
 
 For such other relief as the court may deem proper. 

Date: November 1, 2015 
Respectfully submitted, 
BRET D. LEWIS (State Bar. 166819) 
 
 
By________________________________________ 
Bret D. Lewis, Esq. 
Attorney for Plaintiff Julius R. Nasso   

 

 
 

 

 

/s/ Bret D. Lewis 
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Bret Lewis
Pencil
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