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THE HONORABLE CATHERINE MOORE 

Department 44 

Noted for Consideration: September 28, 2021 

Without Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

GEMINI RIDGEGATE FEE OWNER, LLC, a 

Foreign limited liability company, AVENUES 

RESIDENTIAL LLC, a Foreign limited liability 

company, and IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., 

a Washington for profit corporation, 

Defendants. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

(PROPOSEDl•ORDER GRANTING 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
TESTIMONY FROM DEFENDANT 1.Q. 
DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC. 

18 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Production of 

19 Documents and Testimony from Defendant I.Q. Data International, Inc. Prior to ruling the Court 

20 considered the following: 

21 1. Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Production of Documents and Testimony from 

22 Defendant I.Q. Data International, Inc; 

23 2. Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel 

24 Production of Documents and Testimony from Defendant I.Q. Data International, Inc.; 

25 

26 

27 

3. 

4. 

Defendant's Response; 

Plaintiffs' Reply; 

tfROPOSE~ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND TESTIMONY FROM DEFENDANT 
I.Q. DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC. - 1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

TERRELL MARSHALL LAW GROUP PLLC 
936 North 34th Stre et, Suite 300 
Seattle, Washington 98103-8869 

TEL. 206.816.6603 • FAX 206.319 5450 
www.terrellmars ha ll.com 
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1 5. ____ ______________________ _,· and 

2 6. 

3 Based on the foregoing, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel 

4 Production of Documents and Testimony from Defendant I.Q. Data International, Inc. is 

5 GRANTED as follows: 

6 1. I.Q. Data's objections to Plaintiffs' Request for Production Nos. 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 

7 28, 29, and 32 and to Interrogatory No. 21 are OVERRULED. I.Q. Data shall produce all 

8 documents and information responsive to those requests. 

9 2. I.Q. Data's Rule 30(b)(6) designee was not properly prepared to testify regarding 

10 Topic Nos. 4 and 11 of Plaintiffs' notice. I.Q. Data shall produce a witness or witnesses fully 

11 prepared to testy on those topics within 10-days of the date of this order. I.Q. Data shall pay all 

12 court reporting and attorneys' fees incurred by Plaintiffs in taking the second deposition. 

13 Plaintiffs shall file a declaration documenting their reasonable attorneys' fees and costs within 

) 14 10 days of the date of the deposition. 

j 
·, ___ .,; 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

3. I.Q. Data's counsel's instructions not to answer questions on the basis of 

relevance or the permissible scope of discovery are improper. CR 30(h)(3). Counsel for I.Q. Data 

- .... ~"" CA- .lo ca.~:> is prohibited from making instructions not to answer or a1,rasis otl'ler tan pnvllege in all 

future depositions in this case. 

4. I.Q. Data's opposition to Plaintiffs' motion to compel was not substantially 

justified. Plaintiffs are awarded their reasonable attorneys' fees and costs incurred in bringing 

their motion to compel under CR 37(a)(4). Plaintiffs shall file a declaration documenting their 

reasonable attorneys' fees and costs within 10 days of the date of this order. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED th is S:f\-.._day of ----'t)=--~__._=-----.,ob~e"'--"--v-__ _,1 2021. 

C ===-
THE HONORABLE CAfR ERINE MOORE 

oa:.:::::: 
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND TESTIMONY FROM DEFENDANT 
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Presented by: 

2 TERRELL MARSHALL LAW GROUP PLLC 

3 By: LsL Blythe H. Chandler1 WSBA #43387 

4 
Beth E. Terrell, WSBA #26759 

Email: bterrell@terrellmarshall.com 

5 Blythe H. Chandler, WSBA #43387 

Email: bchandler@terrellmarshall.com 
6 936 North 34th Street, Suite 300 

7 Seattle, Washington 98103-8869 

Telephone: (206) 816-6603 
8 Facsimile: (206) 319-5450 

9 Sam Leonard, WSBA #46498 

10 Email: sam@seattledebtdefense.com 
LEONARD LAW 

11 3614 California Avenue SW, #151 

12 
Seattle, Washington 98116 

Telephone: (206) 486-1176 

13 Facsimile: (206) 458-6028 

) 14 Joshua L. Turnham, WSBA #49926 

15 
Email: joshua@turnhamlaw.com 
THE LAW OFFICE OF JOSHUA L. TURNHAM PLLC 

16 506 Second Avenue, Suite 1400 

Seattle, Washington 98104 
17 Telephone: (206) 486-1176 

18 Facsimile: (206) 458-6028 

19 Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

·J 
27 
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HONORAELE ANDREA K. ROBE~T5ON 
Departrrert 47 

February 1;, 2022 
Without Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 
NASTEO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 
for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
TO COMPEL RESPONSE TO REQUEST 
FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35 

15 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Response to 

16 Request for Production No. 35. Prior to ruling, the Court considered the following documents 

17 and evidence: 

18 

19 

1. 

2. 

Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Response to Request for P-oduction rJo. 35; 

Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler i1 Support of Plaintiffs ' Motion to Com,:el 

20 Response to Request for Production No. 35; 

21 

22 

3. 

4. 

Defendant's Response; 

Plaintiffs' Reply; 

23 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY O~DERED that PlaintWs' 

24 Motion to Compel Response to Request for Production No. 35 is GRAt-. TED. Defendant ha~ 

25 acknowledged the relevance of these items, and has not shown any basis to conclude that these 

26 items are overly burdensome to produce. The requests are appropriate, Plaintiff had to ::lem,md 

27 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35 - 1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDG :2 ANDREA K. ROBER rs :)N 
KJNG :::ouNTY SU!'ERIOR COL:RT 
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1 these items repeatedly, and Defendants had no appropriate basis to □ntinue to deny and delay 

2 these requests. Defendants are to produce the requested items within 10 days of the entr·r of 

3 this order. 

4 The Court further finds that it is appropriate to award sanctio~ for the Plaintiff's efforts 

5 in researching and preparing and noting this motion. Thus, Plaintiffs ere awarded reasonable 

6 attorneys' fees incurred by class counsel in drafting this motion and reply. A declaration and 

7 proposed order to support award of fees shall be submitted to this coJrt within 5 days of the 

8 entry of this order. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. Signed this 17th of February, 2022. 9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

T~ EA K. ROBERTSON 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
RESPONSE TO REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION NO. 35 - 2 
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HONORABLE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

Department 47 

February 17, 2022 

Without Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' 
RESPONSE TO IQ DATA'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL PLAINTIFF COUNSEL'S 
COMPLIANCE WITH CR 30(H), TO 
COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S TESTIMONY, AND 
FOR SANCTIONS FOR DEPOSITION 
MISCONDUCT 

15 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Response to IQ Data's Motion to 

16 Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Compliance with CR 30(H), to Compel Plaintiff's Testimony, and for 

17 Sanctions for Deposition Misconduct. Prior to ruling, the Court considered the following 

18 documents and evidence: 

19 1. Defendant's IQ Data's Motion to Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Ccmpliance with CR

20 30(H), to Compel Plaintiff's Testimony, and for Sanctions for Deposition MisCJnduct; 

21 2. Declaration of Sean P. Flynn in Support of Defendant's IQ Date's Motion to

22 Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Compliance with CR 30(H), to Compel Plaintiff's Testimony, and for 

23 Sanctions for Deposition Misconduct; 

24 3. Plaintiffs' Response to IQ Data's Motion to Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Compliance

25 with CR 30(H), to Compel Plaintiff's Testimony, and for Sanctions for Deposition Misconduct; 

26 

27 

4. Declaration of Beth E. Terrell in Support of Response;

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO IQ DATA'S 

MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF COUNSEL'S COMPLIANCE 

WITH CR 30(H), TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S TESTIMONY, AND FOR 

SANCTIONS FOR DEPOSITION MISCONDUCT -1 

CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDGE ANDR:':A K. ROBERTSON 
KING COUNT':' SUPERIOR Cou1n 
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1 5. Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to IQ Data's 

2 Motion to Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Compliance with CR 30(H), to Compel Flaintiff's Testimony, 

3 and for Sanctions for Deposition Misconduct; and 

4 6. Defendant's Reply. 

5 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY ORDERED that IQ Data's 

6 Motion to Compel Plaintiff Counsel's Compliance with CR 30(H), to Compel Plaintiff's Testimony, 

7 and for Sanctions for Deposition Misconduct is DENIED. 

8 1. The Court finds that IQ Data has failed to show improper deposition behaviors 

9 during depositions per CR 30(h). The Court finds that I.Q. Data's conduct in seeking immigration 

10 status information related to plaintiff H. Singh could not be justified as a valid search for 

11 admissible evidence, and Class counsel appropriately objected. The fact that Defendants 

12 ultimately agreed to refrain from these questions and from subpoenas seeking this information 

13 only underscores the validity of this position. The Court finds that questions seeking 

14 attorney/client communications brought appropriate objections. 

15 2. The Court finds that H. Singh did ultimately answer many of the questions IQ Data 

16 cites with class counsel's objections. ·The Court ultimately finds that I.Q. Data has failed to 

17 provide any substantive reasons why a second depositicn of H. Singh is necessary, and thus 

18 denies this request. 

19 3. The Court finds that Defendant's motion was not substantiallv justified, and 

20 Plaintiff's efforts in researching and responding to these matters took substantial time to 

21 accomplish. Thus, Plaintiffs are awarded $6,842.50 in reasonable attorneys' fees incurred by 

22 one class counsel (Chandler) in responding to the motion under CR 37(a)(4) (16.1 hours x $425). 

23 The Court declines to award fees for the efforts of secord counsel (Terrell), even if it aided in 

24 responding to this matter. 

25 IT IS SO ORDERED. Signed this 17th of F 

26 

27 ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO IQ DATA'S 

MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF COUNSEL'S COMPLIANCE 

WITH CR 30(H), TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S TESTIMONY, AND FOR 

SANCTIONS FOR DEPOSITION MISCONDUCT- 2 

CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUD GE ANDRE A K , R OI3E RTSO N 

KIN G CO UN T'( S UP E RI O R COU RT 
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HONORAELE ANDREA K. ROBE~T5ON 

Department 47 
February 1,, 2022 

With Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHl'\GTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
TO QUASH SUBPC ENAS FOR PLAINTIFF 
EMPLOYMENT RE·:ORDS AND FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 

15 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Motion to Quash Subpoenas for 

16 plaintiffs' employment records and for Protective Order. Prior to ruling, the Court considered 

17 the following documents and evidence: 

18 

19 

1. 

2. 

Plaintiffs' Motion to Quash Subpoenas and for Protecti\'e Order; 

Dec aration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiff5: Motion to Quash 

20 Subpoenas and for Protective Order; 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

3. 

4. 

Defendant's Response; 

Plaintiffs' Reply; 

ORDER GRANTING PLAJNTIFFS' MOTION TO QUASH 
SUBPOENAS FOR PLAll'JTIFFS' EMPLOYMENT RECORDS AND 

FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDGE ANDREA K. ROBERTS•)N 

KING :ouNTY SUP12RIOR Co □ R'f 
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1 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, this Court must now balance the need for 

2 discovery and the fundamental right to privacy. The Court finds that Defendant's subpoera is 

3 overly broad, includes private records, and cannot be justified per CR 26 and applicable ca5e law. 

4 Defendant seeks no limitation on the discovery sought from current and former employers of 

5 the plaintiffs, and cannot explain how entire employment files would be needed to show 

6 "economic damages" or "ulterior motives" or otherwise generally "discredit" the plaintiffs.. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

It is HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiffs' Motion to Quash Subpoenas (for Plaintiff Employment 

Records) and for Protective Order IS GRANTED. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. Signed this 17'" of F~ 

THE HONOR E ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO QUASH 

SUBPOENAS FOR PLAltJTIFFS' EMPLOYMENT RECORDS AND 

FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER - 2 

CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDG :o ANDR E A K. ROBER TS:)N 

KING COUNTY SUPERIOR co -J R'::" 
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HONORABLE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 
Department 47 

February 17, L022 
Without Oral Argumert 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHl~JGTOrJ 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEO OMAR, 
Plaintiffs, 

V. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 

DENYING IN PART DEFENDANT IQ 

DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC.'S MOTION 

FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER AGAINST 

EMPLOYEE DEPOSITIONS 

15 THIS MATTER, having come before the Court on Defendant IQ Data International. Inc. ·s 

16 Emergency Motion For Protective Order Against Employee Depositions, and :he Court having 

17 reviewed the records and files herein, and specifically: 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

Defendant IQ Data International, lnc.'s Emergency Motion for Protect ve 

Order Against Employee Depositions; 

Declaration of Christopher E. Hawk in Support of De-=endant IQ Data 

International, lnc.'s Emergency Motion for Protective Order Against Employee 

Depositions, and t1e Exhibits thereto; 

Plaintiffs' Response to Defendant IQ Data International, lnc.'s Emergency 

Motion for Protective Order Against Employee Depositions; 

Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to 

Defendant IQ Date International, lnc.'s Motion for Protective Order, a;id tl"e 

Exhibits thereto, if any; 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART 
DEFENDANT IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER AGAINST EMPLOYEE DEPOSITIONS -1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Defendant IQ Data International, lnc.'s Reply on Its Emergency Motion for 

Protective Order ~.gainst Employee Depositions; 

Declaration of Christopher E. Hawk in Support of Defendant IQ Data 

International, lnc.'s Reply on Its Emergency Motion for Prc-tective Order 

Against Employee Depositions, if any; 

The Court being fully advised, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Defendant IQ Data International, 

lnc.'s Emergency Motion For Protective Order Against Employee Depositions is GRAI\ TED IN 

PART; and DENIED IN PART: 

Plaintiffs are FORECLOSED from deposing Lance Martin and Karen Denyse. 

Motion to prohibit depositions of Samantha Forhning-Hammer, Patrick Madden, Makayla 

Bozeman, and Michelle Hopkinson is HEREBY DENIED. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. Signed this 17th of February, 2022. 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART 

DEFENDANT IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC'S MOTION FOR 

PROTECTIVE ORDER AGAINST EMPLOYEE DEPOSITIONS - 2 

CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDGE ANDREA K. ROBER':'SON 

KING COUNT'\: SUPERIOR C::JURT 



HONORABLE ANDREA K. ROBERTS::>N 
Department 47 

February 17, 2022 

With Oral Argum=nt 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 

COUNTY OF KING 

8 
KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

g NASTEO OMAR, 

10 

11 
V. 

Plaintiffs, 

12 IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO COMPEL CLASS DATA AND ENFORCE 
DISCOVERY ORDER AND FOR 
SANCTIONS 

13 

14 

15 

16 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Motion to Enforce Discovery Order 

17 and for Sanctions. Prior to ruling, the Court considered the following documents and evidence: 

18 1. Plaintiffs' Motion to Compel Class Data and Enforce Discovery Order and for 

19 Sanctions; 

20 2. Declaration of Sam Leonard in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion to Enforce Discove'y 

21 Order and for Sanctions; 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

3. , 

4. 

5. 

Defendant's Response, if any; 

Plaintiffs' Reply; and 

Oral Arguments. 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL CLASS 
DATA AND ENFORCE DISCOVERY ORDER AND FOR SANCTlor~s 
- 1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

JUDGE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

KING C:JUNTY SUPERIOR COURT 
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1 

2 

3 

Based on tl-e foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY O~DERED that PlaintWs' 

Plaintiffs' Motion t:::> Enforce Discovery Order and for Sanctions is GRANTED. 

IQ Data's objections to Request for Production No. 20 are over·uled. IQ Data shall 
4 

provide a complete class list that meets the parameters set out by Clas5 Counsel within l'i t & (S) / 
5 

6 

7 

days of the date of this order. 

IQ Data shall supplement its discovery responses as previously ordered by the CoJrt to 

provide all documents and information responsive to Plaintiffs' Request for Production l\os. 19, o, 
8 

21, 22, 24, 25, 28, 29, and 321nd to Interrogatory No. 21 wtihin 5 days :::,f the date of this crdEr. 
9 

10 

11 

12 

The Court finds that IQ Data's failure to comply with the Court's prior discovery order was 

willful. The Court finds the three-month delay in complying with a prior discovery order has 

prejudiced Plaintiffs' ability to prepare for depositions, dispositive motions, and trial. As a 

sanction under CR 37(b)(2), IQ is barred from relying upon any documents responsive to 
13 .o, 

14 

15 

16 

Request for Production Nos. 19/\21, 22, 24, 25, 28 .. 29, and 32 but not produced to Plaint ffs on 

or before January 7, 2022 in support of any of its claims, defenses, or crguments in this matter. 

IQ Data shall pay Plaintiffs their reasonable attorneys' fees inc1.,rred in bringing this 

motion. Class counsel shall file a declaration documenting their reasonable attorney's fees 
17 

within five (5) days of the date of this order. Tvt~ $ r€,lc)..ie\ OLA-½:'.l to pre~ a..r~tt<;·~ 
of ,'AQtiOvt ~ v-eri::,, t1~ ~ o~~•~ 18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

IT IS SO ORDERED. CJ} ,«~~jct1-t(0'4\S ~•~ J1£C0 ~ 
DATED this 17th day of February, 2022. pvit'r to tu~~ t,-1-16' OVI, 

ORDER GRANTING PLA NTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL CLASS 

DATA AND ENFORCE DISCOVERY ORDER AND FOR SANCTlor~s 

- 2 

CASE NO. 20-2-07084-(1 SEA 
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HONORABLE AND~EA K. ROBERTSON 

Departnent 47 

February 17, 2022 

With Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR :OURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEHO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

V. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, 
INC.'S MOTION TO DISQUALIFY CLASS 
REPRESENTATIVE KARAI\BIR SINGH 

17 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Defendant IQ Data lnc.'s Motion to DisqLalify 

18 Class Representative Karanbir Singh. Prior to ruling, the Court considered the following 

19 documents and evidence: 

20 

21 

1. 

2. 

Defendant's Motion tc Disqualify Class Representative Karanb r Singh; 

Declaration of Petra Ambrose in Support of Defendant IQ Data's Motion to 

22 Disqualify Class Rep Singh; 

23 3. Plaintiffs' Response to Defendants Motion to Disqualify Class F:epresentative 

24 Karanbir Singh; 

25 4. Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to Mo:ion to 

26 Disqualify Class Representative Karanbir Singh; 

27 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, INC.'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY CLASS REPRESENTATIVE KARANBIR SINGH -1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 
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1 5. Declaration of Sam Leonard in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to Motion tJ 

2 Disqualify Class Representative Karanbir Singh; 

3 

4 

6. 

7. 

Defendant's Reply, including any declarations; and 

Oral Arguments 

5 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY OF.DEREJ that Defendant 

6 IQ Data lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Karanbir Singh is DE~JIED. Mr. Singh's 

7 claims are typical of the class, and he is more than adequate to act as a representative for the 

8 "CPA" class. Oral rulings made on the record included further specific findings on this issue. 

9 IT IS SO ORDERED. 

10 DATED this 17th day of February, 2022. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, INc.'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY CLASS REPRESENTATIVE KARANBIR SINGH - 2 
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HONORABLE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

Department 47 

February 17, 2022 

With Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEHO OMAR, 
Plaintiffs, 

V. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, 
INC.-'S MOTION TO DISQUALIFY CLASS 
REPRESENTATIVE HARPREET SINGH 

17 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Defendant IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify 

18 Class Representative Harpreet Singh. Prior to ruling, the Court considered the following 

19 documents and evidence: 

20 1. Defendant IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Harpreet 

21 Singh; 

22 2. Declaration of Katherine L. Saint Germain in Support of Defendant IQ Data 

23 International, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Harpreet Singh; 

24 3. Plaintiffs' Response to Defendant IQ Data _. lnc.'s Motion to Dis:iualify Class 

25 Representative Harpreet Singh; 

26 

27 

4. Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in support of Plaintiffs' Resp:mse to Defendant 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, INc.'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY CLASS REPRESENTATIVE HARPREET SINGH -1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 
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1 IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Represe-ntative Harpreet Singh; 

2 

3 

5. 

6. 

__ ___;:;D~e~fe=n~d=a~n~t~'s~R~e~p~ly.._ _____________ _,;and 

Oral arguments 

4 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY ORDERED that Defendants' 

5 Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Harpreet Singh is DENIED. Mr. Singh's claims are 

6 typical of the class, and he is more than adequate to act as a representative for the "CPA" class. 

7 Oral rulings made on the record included further specific findings on this issue. 

8 IT IS SO ORDERED. 

9 DATED this 17th day of February, 2022. 
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HONORABLE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

Departnent 47 

February 17, 2022 

With Oral Argument 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
COUNTY OF KING 

KARAN BIR SINGH, HARPREET SINGH, and 

NASTEHO OMAR, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

IQ DATA INTERNATIONAL, INC., a Washington 

for profit corporation, 

Defendant. 

NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEJ'\ 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATIi, 
INC.'S MOTION TO DISQUALIFY 
NASTEHO OMAR 

17 THIS MATTER came before the Court on Plaintiffs' Response to Defendant IQ Data, lnc.'s 

18 Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Nasteho Omar, the Court considered the following 

19 documents and evi::lence: 

20 1. Defendant's IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Nastero 

21 Omar; 

22 2. Declaration of Petra Ambrose in support of IQ Data lnc:s Motion to Disqu3lify 

23 Class Representath:e Nasteho Omar; 

24 3. Plaintiffs' Response to Defendant IQ Data, lnc.'s M:::>tion tc Disqualify Class 

25 Representative Na!:teho Omar; 

26 

27 

4. Declaration of Blythe H. Chandler in Support of Plaintiffs' Response to Defendant 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT IQ DATA, INc.'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY NASTEHO DMAR - 1 
CASE NO. 20-2-07084-0 SEA 

_I UDGE ANDREA K. ROBERTSON 

Kl NG •=OUNTY SUPERIOR COL RT 
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1 IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Nasteho Omar; 

2 5. Defendant IQ Data, Inc's reply in support of its Motion to Disqualify Class 

3 Representative Nasteho Omar; 

4 

5 

6. 

7. 

=D~e~fe=n~d=a=n=t'~s~R~e=p~IY~·~if~a~n~y ____________ _,;and 

Oral Arguments 

6 Based on the foregoing, and being fully advised, it is HEREBY ORDERED that Defend3nt's 

7 IQ Data, lnc.'s Motion to Disqualify Class Representative Nasteho Omar is DENIED. Nateho 

8 Omar's claims are typical of the class, meet the statutory definition of "d~bts" per FDCPA, ;and 

9 Ms. Omar is more than adequate to act as a representative for the "FDCPA" class. Oral r .Jli'lg.s 

10 made on the record included further specific findings on this issue. 

11 IT IS SO ORDERED. 

12 DATED this 1Jth day of February, 2022. 
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