
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

(West Palm Beach) 

 

Case No. 20-CV-81205-RAR 

 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, 

 

 Plaintiff, 

 

v. 

 

COMPLETE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC. 

d/b/a PAR FUNDING, et al., 

 

 Defendants. 

        / 

 

NON-PARTY’S, LEAD FUNDING II, LLC, AMENDED MOTION TO INTERVENE 

AND LIFT LITIGATION INJUNCTION TO ALLOW IT TO PROCEED 

WITH FORECLOSURE ACTION IN COLORADO STATE COURT 

 

 The Non-Party, LEAD FUNDING II, LLC, a Colorado limited liability company (“Lead 

Funding”), by and through its undersigned attorneys, hereby moves the Court for the entry of an 

order allowing it to intervene as a party Defendant in this action and lifting the litigation injunction 

for the limited purpose of allowing it to proceed with a foreclosure action in Colorado state court, 

naming the Defendant, COMPLETE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC. d/b/a PAR 

FUNDING (“CBSG” or “Par Funding”), as a junior lienholder defendant thereto.  As grounds 

therefor, Lead Funding states the following: 

INTRODUCTION 

1. On July 27, 2020, the Court entered its Order Granting Plaintiff Securities and 

Exchange Commission’s Motion for Appointment of Receiver (the “Order Appointing Receiver”) 
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[ECF No. 36] wherein it appointed a Receiver over the Receivership Entities, including Par 

Funding.1 

2. On July 31, 2020, the Court entered its Order Granting Plaintiff’s Urgent Motion 

to Amend Order Appointing Receiver to Include Litigation Injunction (the “Order Staying 

Litigation”) [ECF No. 56] wherein it stayed “[a]ll civil legal proceedings of any nature, including, 

but not limited to,… foreclosure actions… involving… (b) any of the Receivership Entities’ 

property interests, wherever located [and] (c) any of the Receivership Entities, including 

subsidiaries and partnerships” (“Ancillary Proceedings”) and further ordered that: 

The parties to any and all Ancillary Proceedings are enjoined from 

commencing or continuing any such legal proceeding, or from 

taking any action, in connection with any such proceeding, 

including, but not limited to, the issuance or employment of process. 

 

All Ancillary Proceedings are stayed in their entirety, and all Courts 

having any jurisdiction thereof are enjoined from taking or 

permitting any action until further Order of this Court. 

 

3. On August 13, 2020, the Court entered its Amended Order Appointing Receiver 

(the “Amended Order”) [ECF No. 141] wherein it repeated the terms of the Order Staying 

Litigation. 

4. Meanwhile, on June 2, 2020, Lead Funding had initiated a foreclosure action (the 

“Foreclosure Action”) styled Lead Funding II, LLC v. Colorado Farms LLC, et al., Case No. 2020 

CV 30028, in the District Court of Elbert County, Colorado, by filing its Complaint for Foreclosure 

Pursuant to C.R.C.P. 105 (the “Foreclosure Complaint”).  A copy of the Foreclosure Complaint, 

with all exhibits, is attached hereto as Exhibit “1.” 

 
1 The terms “Receiver” and “Receivership Entities” are defined in the Order Appointing Receiver 

[ECF No. 36] and subsequent Amended Order Appointing Receiver [ECF No. 141]. 
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5. As set forth in the Foreclosure Complaint, on August 22, 2018, Colorado Farms 

LLC (“Colorado Farms”), by Personal Representative’s Deed and Quitclaim Deed, acquired 

certain real property (the “Property”) located in Elbert County, Colorado, as more particularly 

described therein.  Copies of said Personal Representative’s Deed and Quitclaim Deed are attached 

respectively as Exhibits “A” and “B” to the Foreclosure Complaint. 

6. In conjunction with its acquisition of the Property, Colorado Farms and Ranko 

Mocevic, as “Borrowers,” and United by ECH LLC, Colorado Homes, LLC, Slavica Mocevic and 

Stefan Mocevic, as “Co-Borrowers” (collectively, the “Borrower Defendants”), executed a 

Promissory Note (the “Note”) in the principal sum of $2,050,000.00 in favor of Lead Funding, 

which was secured by a first Deed of Trust, Assignment of Rents, Security Agreement and Fixture 

Filing (the “Real Property Deed of Trust”) in the sum of $2,050,000.00 and a second Deed of 

Trust, Assignment of Rents, Security Agreement and Fixture Filing (the “Water Rights Deed of 

Trust”) in the sum of $2,050,000.00, both executed by Colorado Farms and Ranko Mocevic in 

favor of Lead Funding.  Copies of the Note, Real Property Deed of Trust, Water Rights Deed of 

Trust and related Amendment to Deed of Trust and Assignment of Deed of Trust are attached 

respectively as Exhibits “C” through “G” to the Foreclosure Complaint. 

7. As a result of the Borrower Defendants’ defaults under the Note, Real Property 

Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of Trust, Lead Funding initiated the Foreclosure Action 

wherein it asserted claims for judgment on the Note against the Borrower Defendants and judicial 

foreclosure of the Property against the Borrower Defendants and all other parties who may claim 

an interest in the Property, including, in particular, Par Funding, a junior lienholder who may claim 

an interest in the Property by virtue of a Deed of Trust (the “Par Funding Deed of Trust”) dated 

October 12, 2018.  A copy of the Par Funding Deed of Trust is attached hereto as Exhibit “2.” 
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8. However, on August 3, 2020, a few days after this Court entered its Order Staying 

Litigation [ECF No. 56], Par Funding’s attorneys filed a Notice of Order Staying Litigation and a 

copy of the Order Staying Litigation in the Foreclosure Action.  A copy of that Notice is attached 

hereto as Exhibit “3.” 

9. Two days later, on August 5, 2020, the Colorado state court, in accordance with the 

terms of the Order Staying Litigation, entered its own Order staying the Foreclosure Action in its 

entirety.  A copy of that Order is attached hereto as Exhibit “4.” 

10. On November 12, 2020, Lead Funding filed its Motion to Intervene and Lift 

Litigation Injunction to Allow it to Proceed with Foreclosure Action in Colorado State Court (the 

“Motion to Intervene”) [ECF No. 386] wherein it sought to intervene in this case for the limited 

purpose of modifying the Order Staying Litigation [ECF No. 56] and Amended Order [ECF No. 

141], so as to lift the litigation injunction and allow it to proceed with its Foreclosure Action against 

the Borrower Defendants and all other junior lienholders, including Par Funding. 

11. On November 27, 2020, the Receiver filed his Response to the Motion to Intervene 

[ECF No. 408] and the Plaintiff filed its Response in Opposition to the Motion to Intervene [ECF 

No. 409].   

12. Thereafter, Lead Funding engaged in further discussions with the Receiver on this 

matter.  In short, the Receiver primarily opposed the Motion to Intervene because he needed 

additional time to investigate the connection between one of the parties to a Tenants in Common 

Agreement (“TIC Agreement”) (ECF No. 408-1) for the subject property Lead Funding seeks to 

foreclose in Colorado, Pink Lion, LLC (“Pink Lion”), and one of the Receivership Entities, CBSG 

d/b/a Par Funding, since he believed Pink Lion may possibly be “an alter ego of CBSG and/or an 

affiliate funded with comingled investor proceeds.”  (ECF No. 408, p. 5).  As such, the Receiver 
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stated he “require[d] the time afforded by the Litigation Injunction to properly determine whether 

CBSG’s interests are traceable to misused investor proceeds and/or should be property of the 

Receivership Estate” and to “allow [him] to explore opportunities to obtain valuable consideration 

for its interests, rather than simply extinguishing those interests through a foreclosure that might 

result in no return to the Receivership Estate.”  (ECF No. 408, p. 5).  In the event the Receiver 

concluded that CBSG had no interest in the subject property, or that CBSG’s interest in the subject 

property as a junior lienholder was worthless, the Receiver may agree to voluntarily release such 

interest to allow Lead Funding to proceed with its foreclosure, thereby mooting the necessity of 

Lead Funding’s intervention in this action. 

13. Separately, the SEC also opposed the Motion to Intervene because, according to it, 

Lead Funding had not complied with Rule 24(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure by failing 

to attach a copy of a pleading to its motion, nor Rule 24(a) by failing to establish the required 

elements for intervention as of right, nor Section 21(g) of the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, 

which bars consolidation or coordination of an action brought by the SEC with other actions not 

brought by the SEC, unless consented to by the SEC.  (ECF No. 409, pp. 1-11). 

14. Accordingly, in order to allow the Receiver additional time to investigate this 

matter as he requested in his Response, to allow Lead Funding sufficient time to research and 

address the issues the SEC had raised in its Response, and to promote judicial economy, Lead 

Funding filed its Notice of Withdrawal [ECF No. 417] wherein it withdrew its Motion to Intervene 

without prejudice to file a renewed or amended Motion to Intervene at any point in the future, if 

necessary. 

15. At this time, now that the Receiver has had more than six (6) full months to further 

investigate CBSG’s interest in the Property, Lead Funding renews its request to intervene in this 
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case for the limited purpose of modifying the Order Staying Litigation [ECF No. 56] and Amended 

Order [ECF No. 141], so as to lift the litigation injunction and allow it to proceed with its 

Foreclosure Action.  The Receiver’s prolonged “investigation” into a junior lienholder, which just 

happens to be one of the Receivership Entities, should no longer preclude Lead Funding’s pursuit 

of its claims for collection of the Note and foreclosure of the Property against the Borrower 

Defendants. 

16. Moreover, prior to the filing of this amended motion, Lead Funding conferred with 

the Receiver to inquire as to how much longer he needed to conduct his purported investigation in 

this matter, but the Receiver could not give any definitive time frame, stating only that he is “still 

investigating” (with nothing conclusive discovered as of yet), with no end in sight, thus leaving 

Lead Funding with no choice but to file this amended motion at this time. 

17. That said, there is no dispute that any interest CBSG may claim in the Property is 

inferior to Lead Funding’s mortgage lien on the Property, such that CBSG’s claimed interest will 

be fully extinguished in the Foreclosure Action. 

18. Moreover, Lead Funding would also point out that the amount of the debt it is 

seeking to collect from the Borrower Defendants under the Note – $2,274,516.50 as of May 31, 

2020 – far exceeds the current assessed value of the Property of approximately $400,000.00,2 thus 

leaving no real possibility of surplus proceeds from a foreclosure sale of the Property being 

distributed to the junior lienholder defendants, including CBSG, in the Foreclosure Action. 

 
2 Copies of the Elbert County (Colorado) Assessor’s records establishing the Property’s assessed 

value of $400,376.00 for the year 2020, including the Property account detail, assessment history 

and record card, are attached collectively hereto as Exhibit “5.”  Lead Funding would ask that the 

Court take judicial notice of such public records. 

Case 9:20-cv-81205-RAR   Document 616   Entered on FLSD Docket 06/09/2021   Page 6 of 14



7 

19. Regardless, in the unlikely event any surplus proceeds from a foreclosure sale of 

the Property do remain after payment to Lead Funding, CBSG (or the Receiver) may petition the 

court to participate in any such surplus proceeds (or the Court’s order granting this motion can 

provide for this participation). 

20. Accordingly, allowing Lead Funding to intervene and proceed with its Foreclosure 

Action will not detract from the underlying purpose of the litigation injunction.  Instead, it would 

serve only to extinguish CBSG’s claimed interest in the Property, and thereafter permit its 

participation in surplus proceeds, if any, after a foreclosure sale of the Property. 

REQUEST TO INTERVENE 

21. “Rule 24 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure provides that the Court must 

permit someone to intervene who brings a timely motion and who ‘claims an interest relating to 

the property or transaction that is the subject of the action, and is so situated that disposing of the 

action may as a practical matter impair or impede the movant’s ability to protect its interest, unless 

existing parties adequately represent that interest.’”  Qantum Communs. Corp. v. Star Broad., Inc., 

No. 05-21772-CIV, 2009 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 92868, 2009 WL 3055371 (S.D. Fla. Sept. 14, 2009). 

22. To establish a right to intervene under Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a), the prospective 

intervenor must establish: “1) that the application to intervene is timely; 2) that the intervenor has 

an interest relating to the property or transaction that is the subject of the action; 3) that the 

intervenor is situated so disposition of the action, as a practical matter, may impede or impair his 

ability to protect that interest; and 4) that the intervenor’s interest is not adequately represented by 

the existing parties to the suit.”  Id. (citing Purcell v. BankAtlantic Financial Corp., 85 F. 3d 1508, 

1512 (11th Cir. 1996)). 
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23. Moreover, under Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(c), a motion to intervene must “be accompanied 

by a pleading that sets out the claim or defense for which intervention is sought.”  Fed. R. Civ. P. 

24(c). 

A. COMPLIANCE WITH FED. R. CIV. P. 24(C) 

24. As an initial matter, Lead Funding’s Foreclosure Complaint against CBSG (as well 

as the Borrower Defendants and others), which is attached hereto as Exhibit “1,” is the pleading 

that sets out Lead Funding’s claim against CBSG for which it seeks intervention, namely its claim 

for foreclosure of the Property against CBSG (and others), thereby satisfying the requirements of 

Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(c). 

B. COMPLIANCE WITH FED. R. CIV. P. 24(A) 

25. Next, Lead Funding has also satisfied all requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 24(a) to 

establish its right to intervene in this case.  As a threshold matter, Lead Funding’s intervention 

would not interfere with the Receiver’s ability to administer the Receivership Estate and recover 

assets for the Investors because, as set forth above, CBSG’s interest in the Property is that of a 

junior lienholder and will be fully extinguished upon the foreclosure sale of the Property.  In other 

words, Lead Funding does not seek to unfreeze Receivership assets, but rather to determine that 

the Receivership has no legal interest in the Property upon the foreclosure sale thereof (with the 

possible exception of the Receiver’s participation in any surplus proceeds from the sale, if any, 

which he remains free to pursue).  As such, Lead Funding should be allowed to intervene as a party 

Defendant in this action. 

1. Timeliness of Motion 

26. In determining whether a motion to intervene is timely, courts consider the 

following four factors: “(1) the length of time during which the would-be intervenor knew or 
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reasonably should have known of his interest in the case before he petitioned for leave to intervene; 

(2) the extent of prejudice to the existing parties as a result of the would-be intervenor’s failure to 

apply as soon as he knew or reasonably should have known of his interest; (3) the extent of 

prejudice to the would-be intervenor if his petition is denied; and (4) the existence of unusual 

circumstances militating either for or against a determination that the application is timely.  

Campbell v. Hall-Mark Elecs. Corp., 808 F. 2d 775, 777 (11th Cir. 1987). 

27. Each of these factors establishes the timeliness of the Motion to Intervene. 

28. First, Lead Funding filed its initial application just three (3) months after the Court 

entered its Order Staying Litigation and the Colorado state court entered its Order staying the 

Foreclosure Action.  During that three-month period, Lead Funding assessed its options either to 

either wait on the sideline for the resolution of this case or to seek to intervene to lift the litigation 

injunction.  Ultimately, after monitoring this litigation for a couple months, it determined its best 

course would be to seek intervention. 

29. Second, the parties to this case did not suffer any prejudice by the three-month 

delay in Lead Funding’s filing of its Motion to Intervene.  In fact, in opposing the initial Motion 

to Intervene, the Receiver specifically requested additional time to further investigate the matter.  

And, even now, after six (6) more months have elapsed, the Receiver has indicated he still needs 

additional time (without any explanation as to why or what he hopes to find). 

30. Third, Lead Funding, itself, would suffer prejudice if its request for intervention is 

denied.  Indeed, the longer the Foreclosure Action is stayed as a result of the litigation injunction 

against a junior lienholder, the amount the Borrower Defendants owe Lead Funding will continue 

to escalate, the value of the Property may continue to fluctuate and, most significantly, the risk of 
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inadequate protection and preservation of the Property will continue to rise, all to its own 

detriment. 

31. Fourth, there are no unusual circumstances in this case militating either for or 

against a determination that the Motion to Intervene was timely.  In the simplest terms, Lead 

Funding seeks to collect the Note and foreclose the Property against the Borrower Defendants, 

notwithstanding the Court’s entry of the litigation injunction against a single junior lienholder. 

2. Interest Relating to the Property 

32. Lead Funding has an interest in this case because CBSG (and the Receiver) may 

have an interest as a junior lienholder in the Property at issue in its Foreclosure Action against the 

Borrower Defendants, which interest would fall under the definition of “Receivership Assets” in 

the Amended Order [ECF No. 141]. 

33. To that end, Lead Funding’s interest in the Property is a legally protectable interest 

deriving from its rights under the Note, Real Property Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of 

Trust it entered into with the Borrower Defendants.  Its interest is more than just an economic or 

general interest; it relates to the protection, preservation, possession and ownership of the Property 

itself. 

3. Impediment to Protection of Interest 

34. There is no question that the continued enforcement of the litigation injunction 

against CBSG has, in fact, impeded (and will continue to impede) Lead Funding’s ability to protect 

its interest in the Property.  The Court’s entry of the litigation injunction has allowed the Borrower 

Defendants to retain possession and ownership of the Property indefinitely, without paying their 

debt to Lead Funding, and without any incentive to protect and preserve the Property for the benefit 

of Lead Funding.  In short, Lead Funding’s interest in the Property is at risk. 
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4. Lack of Adequate Representation by Existing Parties 

35. Lead Funding’s interest in this case in the protection, preservation and foreclosure 

of the Property is not represented by any of the existing parties to this case.  To that end, the only 

connection between this case and the Foreclosure Action is through one of the junior lienholders, 

CBSG, whose interest stands to be extinguished upon the foreclosure sale of the Property.  As 

such, CBSG cannot possibly represent Lead Funding’s interest in this case. 

REQUEST TO LIFT LITIGATION INJUNCTION 

36. To lift a litigation stay, a court should consider “(1) whether refusing to lift the stay 

genuinely preserves the status quo or whether the moving party will suffer substantial injury if not 

permitted to proceed; (2) the time in the course of the receivership at which the motion for relief 

from the stay is made; and (3) the merit of the moving party’s underlying claim.”  SEC v. Stanford 

Int’l Bank Ltd., 424 Fed. Appx 338, 341 (5th Cir. 2011) (quoting SEC v. Wencke, 742 F. 2d 1230, 

1231 (9th Cir. 1984)). 

37. First, Lead Funding will suffer substantial injury if it is not allowed to proceed with 

its foreclosure of the Property at this time due to the continued enforcement of the litigation 

injunction this Court has imposed against a junior lienholder, CBSG, whose interest will 

nevertheless be protected, if not extinguished, in the Foreclosure Action.  In particular, all the 

while the Foreclosure Action is stayed, the amount the Borrower Defendants owe Lead Funding 

will continue to escalate, the value of the Property may continue to fluctuate and, most importantly, 

the risk of inadequate protection and preservation of the Property will continue to rise, all to Lead 

Funding’s own detriment. 

38. Again, this is not a case where Lead Funding is attempting to unfreeze assets of the 

Receivership or hail the Receiver into court, but rather to extinguish an inferior interest of one of 
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the Receivership Entities in the Property, while the Receiver will nevertheless maintain the right 

to participate in any surplus proceeds from the foreclosure sale of the Property.  Thus, continuing 

to stay the Foreclosure Action is not necessary to maintain the status quo of the parties to this case, 

nor to safeguard any disputed assets. 

39. Moreover, Lead Funding’s pursuit of the Foreclosure Action will not cost the 

Receivership much in the way of attorneys’ fees or costs, as CBSG has no defenses to its claim for 

foreclosure, or at least none that it has ever mentioned, even after more than six (6) months of 

further investigation into the matter after the filing of Lead Funding’s initial Motion to Intervene. 

40. Second, as discussed herein, Lead Funding makes this motion timely, especially 

after affording the Receiver six (6) additional months to further investigate this matter. 

41. Third, Lead Funding is very likely to prevail in its Foreclosure Action because the 

Borrower Defendants have defaulted under the Note, Real Property Deed of Trust and Water 

Rights Deed of Trust, and its mortgage interest in the Property is superior to the interests of all 

junior lienholders, including CBSG.3 

42. As such, the litigation injunction should be lifted to allow Lead Funding to proceed 

with its Foreclosure Action. 

CONCLUSION 

43. Based on the foregoing points and authorities, this Court should enter an order 

allowing Lead Funding to intervene as a party Defendant in this action and lifting the litigation 

injunction for the limited purpose of allowing it to proceed with its Foreclosure Action in Colorado 

state court. 

 
3 These facts have never been disputed by any party. 
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WHEREFORE, Lead Funding respectfully requests that the Court enter an order allowing 

it to intervene as a party Defendant in this action, lifting the litigation injunction for the limited 

purpose of allowing it to proceed with its Foreclosure Action in Colorado state court and granting 

such other and further relief as the court deems just and proper. 

 

Dated:  June 9, 2021  Respectfully submitted, 

      LOGS LEGAL GROUP LLP 

      Attorneys for Lead Funding II, LLC 

      2424 North Federal Highway, Suite 360 

      Boca Raton, FL 33431 

561-287-5599 (phone) 

561-287-5589 (fax) 

 

      By: /s/ Ronald M. Gaché     

       Ronald M. Gaché, Esq. 

       Florida Bar No. 699306 

       rgache@logs.com 

Scott A. Simon, Esq. 

       Florida Bar No. 0088676 

       ssimon@logs.com 

 

 

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO LOCAL RULE 7.1 

 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that, pursuant to Local Rule 7.1, I contacted and conferred with the 

attorneys for the Plaintiff and Receiver in a good faith effort to resolve the issues raised in this 

motion and, based on those communications, state that both the Plaintiff and Receiver oppose this 

motion. 

      By: /s/ Ronald M. Gaché     

       Ronald M. Gaché, Esq. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been served via 

Notice of Electronic Filing by CM/ECF transmission to all counsel and parties who are registered 

to receive such service in this case on June 9, 2021. 

      By: /s/ Ronald M. Gaché     

       Ronald M. Gaché, Esq. 
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DISTRICT COURT, ELBERT COUNTY, COLORADO 

751 Ute Ave., P.O. Box 232, Kiowa, CO 80117  

 

 

Plaintiff:  Lead Funding II, LLC  

 

Defendants: Colorado Farms LLC; Ranko Mocevic; United by ECH 

LLC; Colorado Homes, LLC; Slavica Mocevic; Stefan Mocevic; 

and Sheryl L. Hewlett, or her successors, in her official capacity as 

Elbert County Public Trustee; Complete Business Solutions Group, 

Inc.; Lakeport CF LLC  

 

 

 

 

▲ Court Use Only ▲ 

Attorneys for Plaintiff: 

Janeway Law Firm, P.C. 

9800 S. Meridian Blvd., Suite 400 

Englewood, CO 80112 

Phone No: (303) 706-9990 

Fax No: (303) 706-9994 

Atty Reg#15592 Lynn M. Janeway (lynn@janewaylaw.com) 

Atty Reg#40042 David R. Doughty (david@janewaylaw.com) 

Atty Reg#34531 Alison L. Berry (alisonberry@janewaylaw.com) 

Atty Reg#46592 Nicholas H. Santarelli 

(nicksantarelli@janewaylaw.com) 

Case No:  

 

 

Div:  

COMPLAINT FOR FORECLOSURE PURSUANT TO C.R.C.P. 105 

 

 Plaintiff states and alleges as follows:  

 

General Allegations 

 

1. This action generally concerns the following described real property:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

[Remainder of Page Intentionally Left Blank] 

 

 

 

 

DATE FILED: June 2, 2020 3:55 PM 
FILING ID: 84B9B97FC19FE 
CASE NUMBER: 2020CV30028
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Parcel Number: 6428300267 

 

Purported common address: 5390 Hunt Circle, Elizabeth, CO 80107 (the “Property”). 

 

2. The District Court has jurisdiction over this matter under C.R.S. § 13-1-124, and venue is 

proper under C.R.C.P. 98(a) as this matter involves real property located in Elbert County. 

 

3. Plaintiff is a Colorado company with a principal office street address of 7400 East 

Orchard Road, Suite 3000N, Greenwood Village, CO 80111. 

 

4. Defendant Colorado Farms LLC (“Colorado Farms”) is a Colorado company with a 

principal office street address of 6460 S. Quebec St., Centennial, CO 80111.  

 

5. Defendant Ranko Mocevic (“Ranko”) is an individual with a last known address of 

22583 East Peakview Place, Aurora, CO 80016.  

 

6. Defendant United by ECH LLC (“United”) is a Colorado company with a principal office 

street address of 22583 E. Peakview Pl., Aurora, CO 80016.  

 

7. Defendant Colorado Homes, LLC (“Colorado Homes”) is a Colorado company with a 

principal office street address of 6460 S. Quebec St., Centennial, CO 80111.  

 

8. Defendant Slavica Mocevic (“Slavica”) is an individual with a last known address of 

22583 East Peakview Place, Aurora, CO 80016.  

 

9. Defendant Stefan Mocevic (“Stefan”) is an individual with a last known address of 22583 

East Peakview Place, Aurora, CO 80016. 
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10. Defendant Sheryl L. Hewlett, or her successors, is named in this action in her official 

capacity as Elbert County Public Trustee, and may claim an interest in the Property by virtue of 

being named as Trustee in the Deeds of Trust (defined herein).  

 

11. Defendant Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. is a Delaware corporation with a 

principal office street address of 2 N. Nevada Avenue, Suite 1100, Colorado Springs, CO 80903. 

 

12. Defendant Lakeport CF LLC is a Delaware limited liability company, with an address at 

145 Old Army Road, Scarsdale, NY 10583.   

 

Factual Allegations 

 

13. Plaintiff is the holder of the promissory note more fully described herein. 

 

14. By Personal Representative’s Deed dated August 22, 2018, ownership of the Property, 

together with all its appurtenances, was conveyed to Colorado Farms. Said deed was recorded on 

August 27, 2018 at Reception No. 580061, Book 788 at Page 892, in the real property records of 

Elbert County, Colorado (the “Records”). A copy of the Personal Representative’s Deed is 

attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

 

15. By Quitclaim Deed (Sale of Water Rights) dated August 22, 2018, recorded on August 

27, 2018, at Reception No. 580062, Book 788 at Page 893 in the Records, the water rights 

associated with the Property were conveyed to Colorado Farms. A description of those rights are 

set forth in said Quitclaim Deed and are incorporated herein by reference, but include all 

improvements, easements and appurtenances belonging to the water rights, or in anywise 

appertaining, and all the estate, right, title, interest, claim and demand whatsoever in and to the 

water rights (“Water Rights”). A copy of the Quitclaim Deed is attached hereto as Exhibit B.  

 

16. On or about August 22, 2018, a Promissory Note (the “Note”), in the principal amount of 

$2,050,000.00 was executed by: Colorado Farms and Ranko as “Borrowers” and by United, 

Colorado Homes, Slavica, and Stefan as “Co-Borrowers” (collectively, the “Borrower 

Defendants”). The Note was made in favor of Plaintiff, who is the current holder of, and entitled 

to enforce, the Note. A copy of the Note is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

 

17. The Note was secured by a Deed of Trust, Assignment of Rents, Security Agreement and 

Fixture Filing (the “Real Property Deed of Trust”), signed by Colorado Farms and Ranko as 

Grantors, to Plaintiff, dated August 22, 2018, in the amount of $2,050,000.00, and recorded 

August 27, 2018 at Reception No. 580064, Book 788 at Page 895 in the Records. The Real 

Property Deed of Trust encumbered the Property, as well as all appurtenances in and to the 

Property, together with any and all surface water and groundwater located on, over, under, or in 

any way related to the Property. A copy of the Deed of Trust is attached as Exhibit D.  

 

18. The Note was also secured by a second Deed of Trust, Assignment of Rents, Security 

Agreement and Fixture Filing (the “Water Rights Deed of Trust”), signed by Colorado Farms 

and Ranko as Grantors, to Plaintiff, dated August 22, 2018, in the amount of $2,050,000.00, and 
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recorded August 27, 2018 at Reception No. 580065, Book 788 at Page 896 in the Records. The 

property encumbered by the Water Rights Deed of Trust specifically included the adjudicated 

Water Rights below and around the Property. The full description of said Water Rights were 

included in said Water Rights Deed of Trust are incorporated herein by reference. A copy of the 

Water Rights Deed of Trust is attached as Exhibit E. 

 

19. A First Amendment to Deed of Trust (“Amendment”) dated August 22, 2019 was 

executed by the Borrower Defendants, which amended the Note and Real Property Deed of Trust 

by extending the maturity date of the loan to August 22, 2020. The Amendment was recorded 

September 9, 2019 at Reception No. 588588, Book 797 at Page 311 in the Records. A copy of 

the Amendment is attached hereto as Exhibit F.  

 

20. The Note and Real Property Deed of Trust were assigned multiple times. The last 

assignment of record was an Assignment of Deed of Trust recorded on March 25, 2020, at 

Reception No. 593833 in Book 802 at Page 503, in the Records, from Lead Funding, LLC to 

Plaintiff. A copy of the Assignment is attached hereto as Exhibit G.  

 

21. By signing the Note, the Borrower Defendants promised to pay Lender $2,050,000.00 

plus interest.  

 

22. Under the paragraph in the Note titled “PAYMENT,” interest only payments were to be 

made monthly, on the 22nd day of each month, from the 180th day following the date of the Note, 

until the maturity date of August 22, 2019, subsequently modified to August 22, 2020 by the 

Amendment.   

 

23. A default occurs under the paragraph in the Note titled, “DEFAULT,” if the Borrower 

Defendants fail to make any payment when due under the Note and other Loan Documents. If a 

default occurs, the Note provides that Plaintiff may declare the entire unpaid principal balance 

and all accrued unpaid interest under the Note to be immediately due and payable.  

 

24. The Real Property Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of Trust provide that upon the 

occurrence of a default, Plaintiff may declare the debt immediately due and payable without 

further demand, and to foreclose. Exhibits D and E, ¶13. 

 

25. The loan is in default. The Borrower Defendants have failed to make monthly payments. 

The loan is now due for the December 22, 2019 payment and each payment thereafter.  

 

26. Defendant Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. may claim an interest in the Property 

and/or Water Rights by virtue of a Deed of Trust, dated October 12, 2018, and recorded on 

December 6, 2018 at Reception No. 582373, Book 791 at Page 168, in the Records.  

 

27. Defendant Lakeport CF LLC may claim an interest in the Property and/or Water Rights 

by virtue of a Deed of Trust, Security Agreement, Financing Statement and Assignment of 

Leases and Rents, dated October 18, 2019, and recorded on October 23, 2019 at Reception No. 

589848, Book 798 at Page 554, in the Records.  

 

Case 9:20-cv-81205-RAR   Document 616-1   Entered on FLSD Docket 06/09/2021   Page 4 of 66



FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

                               (Judgment on the Note – All Borrower Defendants) 

 

28. The allegations of preceding paragraphs above are incorporated herein by reference. 

 

29. The Borrower Defendants are in default due to their failure to make timely payments 

under the Note, as modified by the Amendment.   

 

30. Upon such default, Plaintiff is entitled to declare the entire outstanding balance due and 

payable.  

 

31. There is now due to Plaintiff an unpaid principal balance of $2,050,000.00 plus interest, 

advances, costs and attorneys’ fees, accrued and accruing, in accordance with the Note, as 

modified.  

 

32. Due to this default, Plaintiff is entitled to a judgment against the Borrower Defendants, 

jointly and severally, for all amounts owing on the Note, as modified.  

 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

                                 (Judicial Foreclosure – All Defendants) 

 

33. The allegations of preceding paragraphs above are incorporated herein by reference. 

 

34. The Real Property Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of Trust secure repayment of 

the Note, as modified. By signing the Real Property Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of 

Trust, the Borrower Defendants granted and conveyed the power of sale for all property 

encumbered by said Deeds of Trust.  

 

35. Accordingly, due to the default described herein, Plaintiff is entitled to accelerate the debt 

and foreclose the Real Property Deed of Trust and the Water Rights Deed of Trust, and to an 

order directing the Sheriff of Elbert County to sell all property encumbered by said Deeds of 

Trust and to apply the proceeds of the sale to Plaintiff’s judgment on the Note, and to provide to 

Defendants their rights to cure or redeem in accordance with applicable law, and adjudging that 

if Defendants fail to cure or redeem from the Sheriff’s sale, their rights in all property 

encumbered by said Deeds of Trust shall be extinguished. 

 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests the following relief: 

 

A. A judgment in its favor, jointly and severally, against the Borrower Defendants, for 

all amounts owing on the Note, as modified, including unpaid principal, plus interest, 

advances, costs and attorneys’ fees, accrued and accruing, in accordance with the 

Note, as modified;  

 

B. A judgment, in its favor, jointly and severally, against the Borrower Defendants, for 

interest on the amount of any judgment entered by this Court at the rate set forth in 

the Note, as modified, from the date of issuance of the judgment until paid in full; 
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C. An Order decreeing that the Real Property Deed of Trust and Water Rights Deed of 

Trust are valid liens on all property encumbered by said Deeds of Trust, superior to 

the interests of all Defendants and those claiming thereunder, and that said Deeds of 

Trust be foreclosed; 

 

D. An order directing the Sheriff of Elbert County, Colorado, by writ of special 

execution with no need for levy, without bond, to sell all property encumbered by 

said Deeds of Trust at public sale and to apply the proceeds thereof to Plaintiff’s 

judgment, and to provide to Defendants their rights to cure or redeem in accordance 

with applicable law, and adjudging that if Defendants fail to cure or redeem from the 

Sheriff’s sale, their rights in all property encumbered by said Deeds of Trust shall be 

extinguished; 

 

E. For a complete adjudication of the rights of all parties pursuant to Rule 105 of the 

Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure and C.R.S. §38-35-114; and 

 

F. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper under the 

circumstances.  

 

Respectfully submitted this 2nd day of June, 2020. 

 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

 

/s/ David R. Doughty 

Lynn M. Janeway #15592 

David R. Doughty #40042 

Alison L. Berry #34531 

Nicholas H. Santarelli #46592 

 

Address of Plaintiff: 7400 East Orchard Road, Suite 3000N, Greenwood Village, CO 80111 
JLF#: 20-024656 
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EXHIBIT A

DATE FILED: June 2, 2020 3:55 PM 
FILING ID: 84B9B97FC19FE 
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ELBERT COUNTY DISTRICT COURT,
STATE OF COLORADO
751 Ute Avenue, P.O. Box 232
Kiowa, Colorado 80117 

▲Court Use Only▲ 

PLAINTIFF: LEAD FUNDING II, LLC,  

v. 

DEFENDANTS: COLORADO FARMS, LLC; RANKO
MOCEVIC; COLORADO HOMES, LLC; SLAVICA MOCEVIC;
STEFAN MOCEVIC; SHERYL L. HEWLETT, or her successors, 
in her official capacity as Elbert County Public Trustee;
COMPLETE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC.; and 
LAKEPORT CF, LLC.  
Attorneys for Defendant Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc.: 

Christopher T. Groen, Atty. No. 39976 
FOX ROTHSCHILD LLP 
1225 17th Street, Suite 2200 
Denver, Colorado 80202-3635 
Tel: (303) 292-1200 
Fax: (303) 292-1300 
Email: cgroen@foxrothschild.com  

Case No. 2020CV30028 

Division: 1

NOTICE OF ORDER STAYING LITIGATION INVOLVING COMPLETE BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC.  

Notice is hereby provided of the entry of the Order Granting Plaintiff’s Urgent Motion to 
Amend Order Appointing Receiver to Include Litigation Injunction (“Injunction Order”) entered 
in Securities and Exchange Commission v. Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. d/b/a/ Par 
Funding, et al., United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida Case No. 20-
CIV-81205-RAR on July 31, 2020.  

A copy of the Injunction Order, noting the appointment of a receiver for Respondent, 
Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. (“CBSG”) and staying all litigation involving CBSG, 
is filed contemporaneously herewith as Exhibit A.  

Dated: August 3, 2020.   
FOX ROTHSCHILD LLP 

/s/ Christopher T. Groen___________
Christopher T. Groen, Atty. No. 39976 

DATE FILED: August 3, 2020 4:59 PM 
FILING ID: ED828119A849A 
CASE NUMBER: 2020CV30028
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 3rd day of August 2020, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing NOTICE OF ORDER STAYING LITIGATION INVOLVING COMPLETE 
BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC was served via ICCES upon:  

David R. Doughty, Esq.  
Janeway Law Firm, P.C.  
9800 S. Meridian Blvd., Suite 400  
Englewood, CO 80112
Counsel for Plaintiff

Elbert County Public Trustee 
PO Box 67 
Kiowa, CO 80117 

/s/ Rhonda A. Hanshe  
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 20-CIV-81205-RAR

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION,

Plaintiff,

v.

COMPLETE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS 
GROUP, INC. d/b/a PAR FUNDING, et al.,

Defendants.
_______________________________/ 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S URGENT MOTION TO AMEND ORDER 
APPOINTING RECEIVER TO INCLUDE LITIGATION INJUNCTION

THIS CAUSE comes before the Court upon Plaintiff Securities and Exchange 

Commission’s (“Commission”) Urgent Motion to Amend Order Appointing Receiver to Include 

Litigation Injunction [ECF No. 48] (“Motion”), filed on July 31, 2020.  In the Motion, Plaintiff 

seeks to amend the Court’s Order Granting Plaintiff Securities and Exchange Commission’s 

Motion for Appointment of Receiver [ECF No. 36] (“Order Appointing Receiver”), entered on 

July 27, 2020.  

Specifically, Plaintiff seeks to amend the Order Appointing Receiver to include a litigation 

injunction in all cases and proceedings to which the following entities are a party: Complete 

Business Solutions Group, Inc. d/b/a Par Funding (“Par Funding”), Full Spectrum Processing, Inc., 

ABetterFinancialPlan.com LLC d/b/a A Better Financial Plan (“ABFP”), ABFP Management 

Company, LLC f/k/a Pillar Life Settlement Management Company, LLC (“ABFP Management”), 

ABFP Income Fund, LLC, ABFP Income Fund 2, L.P., United Fidelis Group Corp., Fidelis 

Financial Planning LLC, Retirement Evolution Group, LLC, RE Income Fund LLC, and RE 
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Exhibit A

DATE FILED: August 3, 2020 4:59 PM 
FILING ID: ED828119A849A 
CASE NUMBER: 2020CV30028
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Income Fund 2 LLC (collectively, the “Receivership Entities”). The Receiver agrees with and 

joins in the request for this relief. For the reasons set forth in the Motion, it is hereby 

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiff Securities and Exchange Commission’s 

Motion to Amend Order Appointing Receiver to Include Litigation Injunction [ECF No. 48] is 

GRANTED.

The Receiver, Ryan Stumphauzer, is authorized, empowered, and directed as follows 

until further Order of the Court: 

1. To take custody, control, and possession of all Receivership Entity records, 

documents, and materials, and to safeguard these items until further Order of the Court; 

2. To secure and safeguard the Receivership Entities’ information technology, data, 

documents, storage systems, and documents, including by making contact with any third-party 

vendors, such as movers and information technology personnel, to assist in this process; 

3. To engage and employ persons in his discretion to assist him in carrying out his 

duties and responsibilities hereunder, including, but not limited to, accountants, lawyers, and 

paralegals (“Retained Personnel”); 

4. To take any other action as necessary and appropriate for the preservation of the 

Receivership Entities’ property interests or to prevent the dissipation or concealment of such 

property interests; and 

5. To take such other action as may be approved by this Court. 

6. Additionally, the Receiver shall promptly give notice of his appointment to all 

known officers, directors, agents, employees, shareholders, creditors, debtors, managers, and 

general and limited partners of each Receivership Entity, as the Receiver deems necessary or 

advisable to effectuate the operation of the receivership. 
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7. In furtherance of his responsibilities in this matter, the Receiver is authorized to 

communicate with, and/or serve this Order upon, any person, entity or government office that he 

deems appropriate to inform them of the status of this matter and the Receiver’s appointment. 

8. The Receiver and Retained Personnel are entitled to reasonable compensation and 

expense reimbursement from the Receivership Entities’ estates. The Receiver shall seek the 

Court’s approval by filing a Motion for the reimbursement of expenses and compensation for 

time spent on the matters set forth herein. 

9. The Receivership Entities and all persons receiving notice of this Order shall not 

hinder or interfere with the Receiver’s efforts to take control or possession of the Receivership 

Entities’ property interests identified above or hinder his efforts to preserve them. 

STAY OF LITIGATION

“[W]hile it should be sparsely exercised, district courts possess the authority and 

discretion to enter anti-litigation orders” in the context of a Securities and Exchange Commission 

receivership.  Sec. & Exch. Comm’n v. Byers, 609 F.3d 87, 89 (2d Cir. 2010); see also Sec. & 

Exch. Comm’n v. Onix Capital, LLC, No. 16-24678-CIV, 2017 WL 6728814, at *4 (S.D. Fla. 

Jul. 24, 2017) (“That the receivership is not ‘substantially underway’ is not a compelling factor 

to lift a stay against litigation when balanced against the Receiver’s interest in preventing

ancillary litigation during the early stages of the receivership.”); Liberte Capital Grp., LLC v. 

Capwill, 462 F.3d 543, 551 (6th Cir. 2006) (“[T]he receivership court may issue a blanket 

injunction, staying litigation against the named receiver and the entities under his control unless 

leave of that court is first obtained.”). 
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As set forth below, the following proceedings—excluding the instant proceeding—and 

all law enforcement, police, or regulatory actions and actions of the Commission related to the

above-captioned enforcement action, are hereby stayed until further Order of this Court:

All civil legal proceedings of any nature, including, but not limited to, bankruptcy 

proceedings, arbitration proceedings, foreclosure actions, default proceedings, or any 

other actions of any nature involving: (a) the Receiver, in his capacity as Receiver; (b) 

any of the Receivership Entities’ property interests, wherever located; (c) any of the 

Receivership Entities, including subsidiaries and partnerships; or, (d) any of a 

Receivership Entity’s past or present officers, directors, managers, agents, or general or 

limited partners sued for, or in connection with, any action taken by them while acting 

in such capacity of any nature, whether as plaintiff, defendant, third-party plaintiff, third-

party defendant, or otherwise (such proceedings are hereinafter referred to as “Ancillary 

Proceedings”).

The parties to any and all Ancillary Proceedings are enjoined from commencing or 

continuing any such legal proceeding, or from taking any action, in connection with any such 

proceeding, including, but not limited to, the issuance or employment of process.

All Ancillary Proceedings are stayed in their entirety, and all Courts having any jurisdiction 

thereof are enjoined from taking or permitting any action until further Order of this Court.  Further, 

as to a cause of action accrued or accruing in favor of one or more of the Receivership Entities 

against a third person or party, any applicable statute of limitation is tolled during the period in

which this injunction against commencement of legal proceedings is in effect as to that cause of

action.

DONE AND ORDERED in Fort Lauderdale, Florida, this 31st day of July, 2020.

_____________________________
RODOLFO A. RUIZ II 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

Copies to: Counsel of Record
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COURT,DISTRICT COUNTY, COLORADOELBERT

Court Address:
751 UTE AVENUE, P.O. BOX 232, KIOWA, CO, 80117

Plaintiff(s) LEAD FUNDING II LLC

v.

Defendant(s) COLORADO FARMS LLC et al.

COURT USE ONLY

Case Number: 2020CV30028
Division: 1 Courtroom:

Order:Notice of Order Staying Litigation Involving Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc.

The motion/proposed order attached hereto: REVIEWED.

This matter is hereby stayed pending further order of this Court.

SO ORDERED.

Issue Date: 8/5/2020

GARY MICHAEL KRAMER
District Court Judge

DATE FILED: August 5, 2020 3:39 PM 
CASE NUMBER: 2020CV30028
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ELBERT COUNTY DISTRICT COURT,
STATE OF COLORADO
751 Ute Avenue, P.O. Box 232
Kiowa, Colorado 80117 

▲Court Use Only▲ 

PLAINTIFF: LEAD FUNDING II, LLC,  

v. 

DEFENDANTS: COLORADO FARMS, LLC; RANKO
MOCEVIC; COLORADO HOMES, LLC; SLAVICA MOCEVIC;
STEFAN MOCEVIC; SHERYL L. HEWLETT, or her successors, 
in her official capacity as Elbert County Public Trustee;
COMPLETE BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC.; and 
LAKEPORT CF, LLC.  
Attorneys for Defendant Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc.: 

Christopher T. Groen, Atty. No. 39976 
FOX ROTHSCHILD LLP 
1225 17th Street, Suite 2200 
Denver, Colorado 80202-3635 
Tel: (303) 292-1200 
Fax: (303) 292-1300 
Email: cgroen@foxrothschild.com  

Case No. 2020CV30028 

Division: 1

NOTICE OF ORDER STAYING LITIGATION INVOLVING COMPLETE BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC.  

Notice is hereby provided of the entry of the Order Granting Plaintiff’s Urgent Motion to 
Amend Order Appointing Receiver to Include Litigation Injunction (“Injunction Order”) entered 
in Securities and Exchange Commission v. Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. d/b/a/ Par 
Funding, et al., United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida Case No. 20-
CIV-81205-RAR on July 31, 2020.  

A copy of the Injunction Order, noting the appointment of a receiver for Respondent, 
Complete Business Solutions Group, Inc. (“CBSG”) and staying all litigation involving CBSG, 
is filed contemporaneously herewith as Exhibit A.  

Dated: August 3, 2020.   
FOX ROTHSCHILD LLP 

/s/ Christopher T. Groen___________
Christopher T. Groen, Atty. No. 39976 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 3rd day of August 2020, a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing NOTICE OF ORDER STAYING LITIGATION INVOLVING COMPLETE 
BUSINESS SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC was served via ICCES upon:  

David R. Doughty, Esq.  
Janeway Law Firm, P.C.  
9800 S. Meridian Blvd., Suite 400  
Englewood, CO 80112
Counsel for Plaintiff

Elbert County Public Trustee 
PO Box 67 
Kiowa, CO 80117 

/s/ Rhonda A. Hanshe  
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11/4/2020 Account

services.elbertcounty-co.gov/assessor/taxweb/account.jsp?accountNum=R117654 1/1

Account: R117654

Location Owner Information Assessment History

Zoning A
Situs Address 5390 HUNT CIR
City ELIZABETH

Tax Area 0034 - ELIZ SCHL-
RATTLESNAKE FIRE-KIOWA SOIL
Parcel Number 6428300267
Legal Summary Section: 28 Township: 6
Range: 64 PAR IN SW4 & W2SE4: 28 6
64 79.127 ACRES

Owner Name COLORADO FARMS
LLC
Owner Address HUNTS CIRLE 
ELIZABETH, CO 80107

Actual (2020) $400,376
Assessed $113,800

Tax Area: 0034    Mill Levy: 73.735
Type Actual Assessed Acres SQFT Units

Improvements $383,267 $108,840 0.000 13423.000 0.000
Land $17,109 $4,960 79.127 0.000 0.000

Transfers

Sale Date Sale Price Doc Description
05/11/2020 $0 SPECIAL WARRANTY DEED
10/11/2019 Statment Of Authority
08/22/2018 $0 QUIT CLAIM DEED
08/22/2018 $1,200,000 Personal Reps Deed
08/22/2018 Statment Of Authority
08/06/2018 $0 BARGAIN SALE DEED
08/02/2018 $0 BARGAIN SALE DEED
03/21/2018 BILL
03/21/2018 $0 BARGAIN SALE DEED
03/21/2018 Statment Of Authority

Tax History Images

Tax Year Taxes

*2020 $8,391.04
2019 $8,391.04

* Estimated

Photo
Sketch
GIS
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11/4/2020 Account

services.elbertcounty-co.gov/assessor/taxweb/account.jsp?accountNum=R117654&doc=AccountValue 1/1

Account: R117654
Value Summary

Type 2020 2019 2018 2017

Improvements $383,267 $383,267 $371,290 $371,290
Improvements Assessed $108,840 $108,840 $105,450 $105,450
Land $17,109 $17,109 $17,007 $17,007
Land Assessed $4,960 $4,960 $4,930 $4,930
Total Actual Value $400,376 $400,376 $388,297 $388,297
Total Assessed Value $113,800 $113,800 $110,380 $110,380
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COLORADO FARMS LLC
PINK LION LLC

HUNTS CIRLE
ELIZABETH, CO 80107

Account: R117654
Tax Area: 0034 - ELIZ SCHL-
RATTLESNAKE FIRE-KIOWA
SOIL

Acres: 79.127

Parcel: 6428300267
Situs Address:
5390 HUNT CIR
ELIZABETH, 80107

Zoning A

Value Summary
Value By: Market Override
Land (1) $15,000 N/A

Agricultural Land (1) $2,109 N/A

Extra Feature (1) $147,532 N/A

Extra Feature (2) $225,159 N/A

Extra Feature (3) $5,771 N/A

Extra Feature (4) $4,805 N/A

Total $400,376 $400,376

Legal Description
 Section: 28 Township: 6 Range: 64    PAR IN SW4 & W2SE4: 28 6 64
79.127 ACRES

Public Remarks
Entry Date Model Remark

Sale Data
Doc. # Sale Date Deed Type Validity Verified Sale Price Ratio Adj. Price Ratio Time Adj.

Price
Ratio

580061 08/22/2018 PRD UV Y $1,200,000 33.36 $1,200,000 33.36 $1,200,000 33.36

Land Occurrence 1
Abstract Code
Percent

100 Land Code 646100 - R64 T6 60-80 ACRES

Subdivision 0 - 0 Abstract Code 2130 - SPEC.PURPOSE-LAND

Acres 5 Units 0

Property Record Card
Elbert

A#: R117654 P#: 6428300267 As of: 11/04/2020 Page 1 of 5
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Land Occurrence 1

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

Acres 5

Total 5.00

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$15,000 3,000.00

Agricultural Land Occurrence 1
Ag Land Code 4147 - 4147-GRAZING Subdivision 0 - 0

Abstract Code 4147 - AG-GRAZING LAND Acres 74.127

SQFT 0 Units 0

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

Agricultural Acres 74.127

Total 74.127

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$2,109 28.45

Extra Feature Occurrence 1
Abstract Code
Percentage

100 Economic Area 22 - COMM - NW

Effective Year Built 1996 Ownership Percent 100

Quality Adjustment 246.5 Structural Code 6 - FRAME - STEEL

Xfob Code 52865 - SERVICE REPAIR GARAGE -
STEEL

Abstract Code 2230 - SPEC.PURPOSE-
IMPROVEMENTS

Acres 0 SQFT 9048

Units 0

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

477 3596 3596

528 5452 5452

Total 9,048.00 9,048.00

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$147,532 16.31 16.31

Property Record Card
Elbert

A#: R117654 P#: 6428300267 As of: 11/04/2020 Page 2 of 5
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Extra Feature Occurrence 1

Sketch by Apex Medina™
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Extra Feature Occurrence 2
Abstract Code
Percentage

100 Economic Area 22 - COMM - NW

Effective Year Built 1996 Ownership Percent 100

Percent Complete 100 - 100 - PCT_COMPLETE Quality Adjustment 2381

Structural Code 3 - MASONRY LOAD BEARING Xfob Code 34445 - OFFICE

Abstract Code 2220 - OFFICES-IMPROVEMENTS Acres 0

SQFT 3254 Units 0

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

344 3254 3254

Total 3,254.00 3,254.00

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$225,159 69.19 69.19

Property Record Card
Elbert

A#: R117654 P#: 6428300267 As of: 11/04/2020 Page 3 of 5
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Extra Feature Occurrence 2

Sketch by Apex Medina™
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Extra Feature Occurrence 3
Abstract Code
Percentage

100 Economic Area 22 - COMM - NW

Effective Year Built 2004 Ownership Percent 100

Quality Adjustment 233.75 Structural Code 4 - FRAME - WOOD

Xfob Code 47745 - UTITLITY BLDG - WF Abstract Code 4277 - FARM/RANCH RESIDENCE-
IMPS

Acres 0 SQFT 648

Units 0

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

477 648 648

Total 648.00 648.00

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$5,771 8.91 8.91

Property Record Card
Elbert

A#: R117654 P#: 6428300267 As of: 11/04/2020 Page 4 of 5
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Extra Feature Occurrence 3

Sketch by Apex Medina™
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Extra Feature Occurrence 4
Abstract Code
Percentage

100 Economic Area 22 - COMM - NW

Effective Year Built 2000 Ownership Percent 100

Quality Adjustment 161.9 Structural Code 4 - FRAME - WOOD

Xfob Code 47345 - MATERIAL SHELTER Abstract Code 4277 - FARM/RANCH RESIDENCE-
IMPS

Acres 0 SQFT 473

Units 0

SubArea ACTUAL EFFECTIVE LIVING FOOTPRINT

473 1152 1152

Total 1,152.00 1,152.00

Value Rate Rate Rate Rate

$4,805 4.17 4.17

Abstract Summary
Code Classification Actual Value Taxable

Value
Actual

Override
Taxable

Override
2130 SPEC.PURPOSE-LAND $15,000 $4,350 NA NA

2220 OFFICES-IMPROVEMENTS $225,159 $65,300 NA NA

2230 SPEC.PURPOSE-IMPROVEMENTS $147,532 $42,780 NA NA

4147 AG-GRAZING LAND $2,109 $610 NA NA

4277 FARM/RANCH RESIDENCE-IMPS $10,576 $760 NA NA

Total $400,376 $113,800 NA NA

Property Record Card
Elbert

A#: R117654 P#: 6428300267 As of: 11/04/2020 Page 5 of 5

Case 9:20-cv-81205-RAR   Document 616-5   Entered on FLSD Docket 06/09/2021   Page 7 of 7

ssimon
Highlight
$400,376 


