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JAMES M. ANTHONY (203150)
James@anthonylaw.group

DREW M. SANCHEZ (277163)
Drew.Sanchez(@anthonylaw.group
VICTORIA VERTNER (290017)
Victotia@anthonylaw.gtoup
ANTHONY LAW GROUP, PC
3542 Fruitvale Avenue, #224
Oakland, CA 94602

(t): 510-842-3553

(f): 510-283-0186
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ALAMEDA COUNTY
MAR 0 4 2021

CLERK OF THE SUFARIOR COURT
B Bepuly

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA, UNLIMITED JURISDICTION

HARRENS LAB INC,, a California
corporation, and MING LI, an individual
Petitionets,
vs.
BUREAU OF CANNABIS CONTROL
(BCC); TAMARA COLSON, in her official
capacity as Acting Chief of the Bureau of
Cannabis Control; and Does 1-10,
Respondents.

Case No. R(G21089893

[PREEDSE®T ORDER ON EX PARTE
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY
STAY ORDER AND ORDER TO SHOW
CAUSE WHY PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION SHOULD NOT ISSUE

Action Filed: 02/26/2021
Ttrial Date: N/A
Hearing Date: 03/04/2021
Reservation No.: N/A
Dept.: 17

Time: 3:30pm
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Petitioners’ EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY STAY ORDER AND
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY PRELIMINARY IN]UNCTION SHOULD NOT ISSUE
came for hearing on March 4, 2021, in Department 17 of the Superior Court of Alameda County.
Having reviewed and considered the motion and the pleadings in support thereof, the Court rules as

follows:
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

1. Respondents BUREAU OF CANNABIS CONTROL (“BCC”) and TAMARA

February 4, 202
contiave

B00002 Tt rasotbebwrar T, 2027,
A.  Anotder to show cause is hereby issued as to why a preliminaty injunction preserving

the status quo ante should not be issued against Respondents until resolution of Petitioners’ underlying

writ petition. The hearing on the order to show cause is set for MM&L\, Z’g , 2021,
((ﬂ}érf mys (‘ i
Li&/ pm in shik Departmen / wﬁl file theit btief thereon by ’1“‘(4\( 0‘1 20/

_M(@? Peamﬂ file the1r opposmg brief thereon by /1 "~ 0‘ l ? 4
2021. The reply brief thereon is waived. Service of all docuinents may be made on the court and the

parties by electronic means.

Respondents PO acting on the purported revocation of the BCC license. 1s set for

g , 2UZ1, at am/pm 10 this BcpaLGﬁmmm

bxjef theteon-byme .. oo rcsr B ReespotTdentswithfile-theitopposing briefthesesPby

laYa¥a ¥t - ] IaTAla)

L

- 2ozl reagoners w y 1€1 [S)imig S ZUZT

Servrr&nf adl A‘,\.u TTCITIS™ uxayTIc uxauu UIT Lu\, va: DG ' -."‘

3 l4,000.6° T bm{ mvff 44— ﬁ/lfc( étq

Reply to Opposition to Ex Parte Apphcatlon for Temporary Stay Otrdet
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Mareh ”.' 202( ov YLRT/U s d?//a/\/%( -

pue_Meaed {202l é\/{ /ZQ%

'1hé Honotable Frffmk Roesch
Judge of The Superior Court

2
Reply to Opposition to Ex Parte Application for Temporary Stay Order




