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rN THE CTRCUTT COURT qF.Fdoq+4OUq{Ty, rLLrNOrs
I-AW DIVISION ", '

+I,i Ft liri,' _-i,.] R1j
i: j !,I r

r . 'i 1rArte de Oaxaca

Plaintrff,

Stacey N,{ullen,

Defendant.

No. 2012-L-009034

Hon. Judge L),nn Egan
CalendarJ

Defendant's First Set of Requests for Admissions

Defendant Stacey N{ullen ("Defendant") by and through her attorneys at Au, LLC and pursuallt to
Illinors Supreme Court Rule 216, hereby request Plaintiff Arte de Oaxaca ("Plaintrff), within
twenqr-eight (28) days after ser-r,'ice of this request, under oath, admit the truth of the following.

1 ) That Plaintrffs computer systems are not regularly targeted by hackers who wish to gain
unauthorized access to Plaintiffs valuable information.

Answer.

2) That Plarntiffs ageflts did not identi$, the Defendaflt as participating in a conspiracy to: (i)
bteach Plaintiffs protected systems; and (ii) drstribute Plaintiffs infor-mation.

Answer.

3 ) That Defendant drd not agree to provide a computer network to thild parties for use in
breaching PlaintifPs computer s)rstems.

Answer.

4 ) That Defendant owed Plaintrff no duty to monitor or restrict access to her computer network.
Answer.

5 ) That third paties did not utthze Defendant's computer network to garn anautltorized access to
l']laintiffs computer systems or the information contained therein.

Answer.

6 ) That Defendant was not on any actaal or collstructir.e notice that rndrviduals were using her
computer network prior to the alleged acts identified rn the complaint.

Answer.

7 ) 'Ihat Defendant was not informed of any allegedly-injutious activity occuring ol-er her
computer network prior to the acts complained of in the Complaint.

are served with this paper, all the facts set forth in the requests will be deemed true and all
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Answer.

8 ) That Defendant did not allow third parties to u :lize Defendant's computer network to gain
unauthodzed access to Plaintrffs computer systems or the infolmadon contained therein.

Answer.

9 ) That Plaintrffs alleged injuries did not proximally result from any act or omrssion of any act on
the part of the Defendant.

Answer.

10 )That Plarntiff has not been rnjured by any act or the omrssion of any act by Defendant.
Answer.

11 ) That Plaintiff has not suffered irreparable or incalculable hard and rnluries resulting from
Defendant's conduct, that Defendant's conduct is not ongoing, and that Plaintiffs remedy at law
is adequate.

Answer.

l2)That Defendant did not know, had
whethet third parnes were utiJizing
the Complaint.

Answer.

no reason to know, and was not regular\ aware if or
her computer network to comrnit the acts complained of in

L3 )That Defendant did not substanually assist any thrrd parties in the comrlission of any acts which
allegedly caused Plaintiff injury.

Answer.

14 )That Defendant had no communication or agreement with any third parues to participate in the
acts complained of in the Complaint.

Answer.

Dated: Novernber 9, 2012

365 N. Jefferson Srite712
Chicago, IL 60661
P: (312) 715-7312 | F: (312) 234-9076
a da m u@ torrentlitiga ti on. c olrr

Respectfully tted by
fendant
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@
Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 5 /1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil
Procedute (735 ILCS S 5/1-109), the undetsigned certifies that I have read the foregoing Response

to Intertogatoties and that the statements set foth therein afe true and cottecq except as to matters
thetein stated to be on informatron and belief, and as to such matters the undersigned cetd{ies as

aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.

Paul A. Duffy
Ptenda Law
2 N. LaSalle St. 13th Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60602

Date
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
LAW DIVISION 

) 
Arte de Oaxaca    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff,    )  No.  2012-L-009034   
      ) 
v.       )  Hon. Judge Lynn Egan 
      )  Calendar J 
Stacey Mullen,     ) 
      ) 
 Defendant.    ) 
 

Defendant’s First Set of Interrogatories 
 

Defendant Stacey Mullen (“Defendant”) by and through her attorneys at Au, LLC and pursuant to 
Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213, propound the following Interrogatories upon Plaintiff Arte de 
Oaxaca (“Plaintiff”), to be answered in writing and under oath and within twenty-eight (28) days of 
service hereof. 
 

Definitions and Instructions 
 
A. These interrogatories are to be answered with reference to all information in Plaintiff’s 

possession, custody, or control or reasonably available to Plaintiff. 
 
B. As used herein, the term “Oaxaca” means Arte de Oaxaca and any of its partners, managers, 

agents, employees, officers, directors, representatives, subsidiaries, affiliates, predecessors, and 
anyone acting on its/their behalf. 

 
C. As used herein, the word “person” includes, but is not limited to, an individual, an association, a 

corporation, a limited liability company, a partnership, a joint venture, a government body, or 
any other entity. 

 
D. As used herein, the term “Complaint” shall mean the complaint Oaxaca filed on August 10, 

2012, styled as Arte de Oaxaca v. Mullen, Case No. 2012-L-9034 and pending in the Circuit 
Court of Cook County, Illinois, County Department, Law Division. 

 
E. As used herein, the terms “identify,” “identity,” “identification,” describe,” and “description” 

mean: 
i. In the case of an individual: 

1. Their name, telephone number, and last known business and home address; 
2. Their position or title; and 
3. The date of their separation. 

ii. In the case of a firm or organization: 
1. The name, address, and telephone number of the firm or organization. 

iii. In the case of a document: 
1. The type of document; 
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2. The name or title of the document; 
3. The number of pages in the document; 
4. A general description of the content of the document; 
5. The name, telephone number and address of the person, persons, firm or 

organization who or which prepared the document; 
6. The date on which it was prepared; and 
7. The name, telephone number, and address of the person who presently has 

possession, custody, or control of the document. 
iv. In the case of parties to a conversation, consultation, and/or communication: 

1. The name, last known business and home address, and business and home 
telephone number of each party; 

2. The present position of or title for each party; 
3. The position or title of each party at the time referred to in the particular 

interrogatory; and  
4. The exact date of the conversation or consultation. 

 
F. When the exact context herein makes it appropriate, each singular word shall include its plural, 

and each plural word shall include its singular.  
 
G. “Documentation” includes, but is not limited to, any electronic, written, printed, recorded or 

photographic matter or sound reproduction, contracts, agreements, letters, correspondence, 
memoranda, telegrams, handwritten notes, books, records, reports, orders, security agreements, 
financing statements, mortgages, checks, drafts, sales, records, invoices, bills, working papers, 
diaries, charts, papers, notes, indicies, lists, inventories, computer printouts, accounting records, 
ledger sheets, statements, analyses, forecasts, instructions, manuals, pamphlets, brochures, flyers, 
announcements, schedules, written memorials of personal or telephone conversations or 
meetings or conferences and all other interoffice and intraoffice communications, teletypes, 
worksheets, minutes, data processing cards, photography, films, or any other writing however 
produced or reproduced or any tape, computer diskettes, electronic mail, or wire or electronic 
sound recording.  In the event that the original or non-identical copy of a document is not 
available, “documents” means an identical copy of an original or a copy of a non-identical copy.  
Any document bearing notations, markings or writings of any kind differing from the original 
shall be treated as an original document. 

 
H. These interrogatories are intended to be construed broadly so as to yield disclosure of as much 

relevant information as possible.  Any questions regarding the scope or meaning of a request 
should be addressed to Defendant’s counsel prior to answers being submitted so as to resolve 
any misunderstandings in advance.  

 
I. If any information requested in these interrogatories is within the knowledge or custody of a 

third-party, state the identity and location, the last known business and home address, and the 
last known business and home telephone numbers of each such third-party. 

 
J. In answering these interrogatories, furnish all information, however obtained and whether or not 

it would be permitted in court, including hearsay, that is available to Plaintiff and information 
known by it or in its possession or appearing in its records. 

 
K. If Plaintiff cannot answer any of the following interrogatories in full after exercising due 
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diligence to secure the full information to do so, so state and answer to the extent possible, 
specifying Plaintiff’s inability to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or 
knowledge Plaintiff has concerning the unanswered portion, and detailing what Plaintiff did in 
attempting to secure the unknown information.   

 
L. To the extent an interrogatory can be answered by the production of Documents pursuant to 

Rule 214 of the Illinois Supreme Court Rules, such records must be specified in sufficient detail 
as to permit Defendant to readily identify such Documents. 

 
M. Pursuant to Rule 213(i) of the Illinois Supreme Court Rules, these requests are continuing in 

nature, and any additional information or documents created, discovered or located subsequent 
to the Plaintiff’s production which would have been responsive had it been in existence or 
known of at the time the productions were made are to be supplied by supplemental answers. 

 
Interrogatories 

 
1 ) Identify, by physical location and internet address, the computer systems and/or websites 

Plaintiff operates including those accessible in Cook County, Illinois and which were allegedly 
accessed by Defendant and her co-conspirators. 

Answer.  
 
2 ) Identify Plaintiff’s principal place of business. 

Answer.  
 
3 ) Describe the “valuable information” stored on Plaintiff’s computer systems. 

Answer.  
 
4 ) Describe the circumstances surrounding and the nature and frequency of attempts by “hackers” 

to gain unauthorized access to Plaintiff’s allegedly-valuable information. 
Answer.  

 
5 ) Identify in detail and quantify the nature, amount(s), and theories of how Plaintiff has been 

injured due to Defendant’s alleged negligence, aiding and abetting, and conspiracy to commit 
those alleged acts. 

Answer.  
 
6 ) Describe the frequency with which hackers breach Plaintiff’s computer systems, the information 

hackers misappropriate and distribute, and the physical and/or electronic locations to which 
hackers distribute said information. 

Answer.  
 
7 ) Identify the computer forensics firm Plaintiff allegedly retained to “capture and analyze the 

digital evidence associated with the unlawful activities.” 
Answer.  

 
8 ) Describe in detail the method used by the computer forensics firm to “capture and analyze the 

digital evidence associated with the unlawful activities.” 
Answer.  
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9 ) Describe the facts and documentation related to the data collected by the computer forensics 

firm and how it was used to identify Defendant and her alleged co-conspirators. 
Answer.  

 
10 ) Describe, by time, method, and consequence, every instance in which Plaintiff’s computer 

systems have been breached in a way traceable to Defendant’s computer network and how that 
trace was made. 

Answer.  
 
11 ) Describe the facts and documentation on which Plaintiff bases its assertions that Defendant and 

her co-conspirators allegedly utilized a “structured query language injection attack,” “brute force 
attack,” and “social engineering” to bypass Plaintiff’s computer security system and access 
Plaintiff’s computer system and information. 

Answer.  
 
12 ) Identify each notice Defendant received regarding the “misuse of her computer network prior to 

the act complained of” in the Complaint. 
Answer.  

 
13 ) Describe Plaintiff’s specific knowledge of Defendant’s computer network and any evidence 

supporting the assertion that Defendant could simply have changed her password “to prevent 
third parties from accessing her network to breach Plaintiff’s computer systems.” 

Answer.  
 
14 ) Identify in detail and quantify the nature and amounts of fees paid to Plaintiff’s “computer 

forensics agents, fees paid to legal counsel, fees paid to secure its systems, fees paid to 
investigators and bandwidth fees.” 

Answer.  
 
15 ) Identify all individuals whom Plaintiff has evidence were aided and abetted by or conspired with 

Defendant to “hack” into Plaintiff’s protected computer systems. 
Answer.  

 
16 ) Describe the facts and documentation on which Plaintiff bases its assertions that Defendant and 

her co-conspirators breached Plaintiff’s computer systems and the dates on which Defendant’s 
co-conspirators’ independent breaches allegedly occurred. 

Answer.  
 
17 ) Identify any evidence of Defendant’s correspondence with her alleged co-conspirators. 

Answer.  
 
18 ) Identify any evidence, or the names and addresses of witness with knowledge thereof, of the 

implied or expressed agreements by and among Defendant and her alleged co-conspirators to 
access plaintiff’s computer systems without authorization and misappropriate and distribute 
Plaintiff’s information. 

Answer.  
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19 ) Identify each “lay witnesses,” as that term is used in Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213(f)(1), that 
Plaintiff expects to call at any hearing and/or trial in this matter – including expert witnesses – 
and for each witness include: (i) the witness’s past or present relationship or affiliation with 
Plaintiff; (ii) the subject, nature, and substance on which the witness will testify; and (iii) any 
documents relating in any way to such testimony. 

Answer.  
 
20 ) Identify each “independent expert witness,” as that term is used in Illinois Supreme Court 

Rule 213(f)(2), that Plaintiff expects to call at any hearing and/or trial in this matter, and for each 
witness include: (i) the subject matter of the witness’s testimony and the substance of the 
opinions to which each such witness is expected to testify, including a detailed summary of the 
grounds for each opinion; and (ii) any documents which Plaintiff, or its counsel or 
representatives, gave to or received from the witness. 

Answer.  
 
21 ) Identify each “controlled expert witness,” as that term is used in Illinois Supreme Court Rule 

213(f)(3), that Plaintiff expects to call at any hearing and/or trial in this matter, and for each 
witness include: (i) the qualifications of each such witness; (ii) the subject matter and the 
substance of the opinions to which each such witness is expected to testify, including a detailed 
summary of the grounds for each opinion; (iii) any documents which Plaintiff, or its counsel or 
representatives, gave to or received from the witness; and (iv) any reports prepared by each such 
witness. 

Answer.  
 
Dated: November 9, 2012 
 
       Respectfully Submitted by 
       Stacey Mullen, Defendant 
 
             

By: Adam E. Urbanczyk 
Au, LLC | TorrentLitigation.com 
365 N. Jefferson Suite 712 
Chicago, IL 60661 
P: (312) 715-7312 | F: (312) 234-9076 
adamu@torrentlitigation.com 
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Verification Statement 
 
Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 5/1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil 
Procedure (735 ILCS § 5/1-109), the undersigned certifies that I have read the foregoing Response 
to Interrogatories and that the statements set forth therein are true and correct, except as to matters 
therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters the undersigned certifies as 
aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 
 
     
Paul A. Duffy 
Prenda Law 
2 N. LaSalle St. 13th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
 
   
Date 
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Certificate of Service 
 
The undersigned, an attorney, certifies that he served a copy of the foregoing documents on all 
attorneys of record at their respective addresses by delivering copies of the same via standard mail on 
November 9, 2012 to the following: 
 
To: 

Paul A. Duffy 
Prenda Law 
2 N. LaSalle St. 13th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

 
 
              

By: Adam E. Urbanczyk 
Au, LLC | TorrentLitigation.com 
365 N. Jefferson Suite 712 
Chicago, IL 60661 
P: (312) 715-7312 | F: (312) 234-9076 
adamu@torrentlitigation.com 

 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
LAW DIVISION 

) 
Arte de Oaxaca    ) 
      ) 
 Plaintiff,    )  No.  2012-L-009034   
      ) 
v.       )  Hon. Judge Lynn Egan 
      )  Calendar J 
Stacey Mullen,     ) 
      ) 
 Defendant.    ) 
 

Defendant’s First Request for Production of Documents 
 

Defendant Stacey Mullen (“Defendant”), by and through her attorneys at Au, LLC and pursuant to 
Illinois Supreme Court Rule 214, request that Plaintiff Arte de Oaxaca (“Plaintiff”) produce the 
following documents and/or tangible things for inspection and copying at the offices of Plaintiff’s 
attorneys within twenty-eight (28) days of service hereof: 
 

Definitions and Instructions 

A. These requests are to be answered with reference to all information in your possession, custody 
or control or reasonably available to you. 

 
B. As used herein, the term “Oaxaca” means Arte de Oaxaca and any of its/their members, 

managers, agents, employees, officers, directors, representatives, subsidiaries, affiliates, 
predecessors, and anyone acting on its/their behalf.   

 
C. As used herein, the term “Defendants” refers collectively to Stacey Mullen and any alleged co-

conspirators. 
 
D. As used herein, the word “person” includes, but is not limited to, an individual, an association, a 

corporation, a limited liability company, a partnership, a joint venture, a government body, or 
any other entity. 

 
E. As used herein, the term “Complaint” shall mean the complaint Oaxaca filed on August 10, 

2012, styled as Arte de Oaxaca v. Mullen, Case No. 2012-L-9034 and pending in the Circuit 
Court of Cook County, Illinois, County Department, Law Division. 

 
F. When the exact context herein makes it appropriate, each singular word shall include its plural, 

and each plural word shall include its singular.  
 
G. As used herein, the term “documents” includes, but is not limited to, any electronic, written, 

printed, recorded or photographic matter or sound reproduction, contracts, agreements, letters, 
correspondence, memoranda, telegrams, handwritten notes, books, records, reports, orders, 
security agreements, financing statements, mortgages, checks, drafts, sales, records, invoices, 
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bills, working papers, diaries, charts, papers, notes, indicies, lists, inventories, computer 
printouts, accounting records, ledger sheets, statements, analyses, forecasts, instructions, 
manuals, pamphlets, brochures, flyers, announcements, schedules, written memorials of personal 
or telephone conversations or meetings or conferences and all other interoffice and intraoffice 
communications, teletypes, worksheets, minutes, data processing cards, photography, films, or 
any other writing however produced or reproduced or any tape, computer diskettes, electronic 
mail, or wire or electronic sound recording.  In the event that the original or non-identical copy 
of a document is not available, “documents” means an identical copy of an original or a copy of 
a non-identical copy.  Any document bearing notations, markings or writings of any kind 
differing from the original shall be treated as an original document. 

 
H. As used herein, the term “related to,” “relate to,” and “relating to” mean all information which 

directly or indirectly involves or concerns, treats, discusses, or alludes to the general subject 
matter identified in the request. 

 
I. These document requests are intended to elicit as much information as possible, and to the 

extent any document request could be interpreted in more than one way, you are to assume the 
interpretation of the document request most likely to encompass and elicit the greater amount of 
information.  Any questions regarding the scope or meaning of a request should be addressed to 
Defendant’s counsel prior to answers being submitted so as to resolve any misunderstandings in 
advance.  

 
J. If any information requested in these interrogatories is within the knowledge or custody of a 

third-party, state the identity and location, the last known business and home address, and the 
last known business and home telephone numbers of each such third-party. 

 
K. If you cannot answer any of the following document requests in full after exercising due 

diligence to secure the full information to do so, so state and answer to the extent possible, 
specifying your inability to answer the remainder, stating whatever information or knowledge 
you have concerning the unanswered portion, and detailing what you did in attempting to secure 
the unknown information.   

 
L. If no documents exist in response to a particular document request, specify in writing that after 

an exercise of due diligence no documents exist regarding such document request.  Additionally, 
if no documents exist for a subset of a particular document request, specify in writing that after 
an exercise of due diligence, no documents exist regarding the subset of such document request.  

 
M. Unless otherwise specified, the period of time encompassed by the requests shall be from 

January 1, 2007 until the present. 
 
N. The following information must be provided with respect to any document identified in 

response to the following requests that is withheld based on a claim of privilege, or for any other 
reason, in order to assist the Court and Defendant’s counsel in determining the validity of any 
claim of privilege or other reason asserted for non-production:  

 
i. The nature and substance of the document with sufficient particularity to enable the 

Court and Au, LLC to identify the document; 
ii. The date of the document; 
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iii. The number of pages of the document; 
iv. The basis on which any privilege or other protection is claimed; 
v. The identity of each person who authored or originated the document, including that 

person’s full name, telephone number, business address and position held (both at 
the time of response to these requests and at the time the document was prepared);  

vi. The identity of each person to whom the document was directed or transmitted, 
including that person’s full name, telephone, business address and position held; 

vii. The identity of each person from whom the document was directed or transmitted, 
including that person’s full name, telephone number, business address and position 
held; 

viii. The identity of each person who has possession, custody or control of the document 
and each copy thereof, including that person’s full name, telephone number, business 
address and position held; 

ix. The identity of each person to whom a copy of the document was furnished, 
including that person’s full name, telephone number, business address and position 
held; and 

x. Whether any non-privileged matter is included in the document. 
 
O. All documents shall be produced in a manner, with appropriate markings or other forms of 

identification, to allow Defendant to identify the source of the document produced, the file in 
which it was or is maintained, and the individual or entity keeping custody of such file. 

 
P. Pursuant to Rule 214 of the Illinois Supreme Court Rules, these document requests are 

continuing in nature. Any additional documents created, discovered or located subsequent to the 
Defendant’s production which would have been responsive had it been in existence or known of 
at the time the productions were made are to be supplied by supplemental answers. 

 
Requests for Document Production 

 
1. All documents relating to, referenced in, or supportive of Plaintiff’s answers to Defendant’s 

Interrogatories. 
Response.  

 
2. All documents identifying individuals Plaintiff believes acted with Defendant in the alleged 

conspiracy to commit the acts identified in the Complaint. 
Response.  

 
3. All documents identifying, categorizing, and/or describing information Plaintiff alleges 

Defendant and/or her co-conspirators accessed and/or distributed. 
Response.  

 
4. All documents identifying and describing instances of alleged unauthorized access of Plaintiff’s 

computer systems by Defendant and/or her co-conspirators. 
Response.  

 
5. All documents provided by the computer forensics firm, identified in Paragraph 12 of the 

Complaint, to Plaintiff regarding data collected which allegedly identifies Defendant and/or her 
co-conspirators. 
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Response.  
 
6. All documents identifying the “structured query language injection attacks,” “brute force 

attacks,” and “social engineering” allegedly used by Defendant and her co-conspirators to bypass 
Plaintiff’s computer security system and access Plaintiff’s computer system and information. 

Response.  
 
7. All documents identifying the computer systems Defendant and/or her co-conspirators allegedly 

accessed. 
Response.  

 
8. All documents relating to fees allegedly paid by Plaintiff for computer forensic agents, 

investigators, legal counsel, computer security services, and bandwidth fees. 
Response.  

 
9. All documents relating to the notifications allegedly provided to Defendant regarding the alleged 

misuse of her computer network prior to the acts complained of in the Complaint. 
Response.  

 
10. All documents describing Defendant’s computer network and operation thereof in relation to 

the activity complained of in the Complaint. 
Response.  

 
11. All documents related to communications between Defendant and her alleged co-conspirators. 

Response.  
 
12. All documents related to any agreement, expressed, implied, or otherwise, between Defendant 

and her alleged co-conspirators to obtain unauthorized access to Plaintiff’s computer systems 
and/or distribute Plaintiff’s information without authorization. 

Response.  
 
13. All documents identifying and/or quantifying the nature and amounts of damages suffered by 

Plaintiff as a result of Defendant’s alleged activities. 
Response.  

 
Dated this November 9, 2012 
 
        Respectfully Submitted by 

Stacey Mullen, Defendant 
     

       
 By: Adam E. Urbanczyk 

Au, LLC | TorrentLitigation.com 
365 N. Jefferson Suite 712 
Chicago, IL 60661 
P: (312) 715-7312 | F: (312) 234-9076 
adamu@torrentlitigation.com 
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Affidavit of Compliance 
 
In accordance with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 214, Plaintiff Arte de Oaxaca hereby swears that its 
response to Defendant’s Request to Produce Documents, the accompanying document production 
made up of: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
as it relates to the pending litigation, is complete. Plaintiff shall seasonably supplement its response 
to the extent of any documents, objects, tangible things which subsequently come into Plaintiff’s 
possession or control or become known to Plaintiff. 
 
 
    
Paul A. Duffy 
Prenda Law 
 
   
Date 
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Certificate of Service 
 
The undersigned, an attorney, certifies that he served a copy of the foregoing documents on all 
attorneys of record at their respective addresses by delivering copies of the same via standard mail on 
November 9, 2012 to the following: 
 
To: 

 
Paul A. Duffy 
Prenda Law 
2 N. LaSalle St. 13th Floor 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 

 
 
 

 
       
             
        Adam E. Urbanczyk 
        Au, LLC 
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