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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
CASE NO.:
MILE HIGH LABS, INC., a Colorado corporation,
And,
STEPHEN MUELLER, an individual resident of
Colorado,
v.
CANADIAN AMERCIAN STANDARD HEMP, INC.,
a Delaware corporation, and THOM KIDRIN and
CHRISTOPHER RYAN, residents of Rhode Island, and
TURNING POINT BRANDS, INC., a Delaware
Corporation,
Defendants.
________________________________________________/
COMPLAINT AGAINST DEFENDANTS CANADIAN AMERCIAN STANDARD HEMP,
INC., THOM KIDRIN, CHRISTOPHER RYAN, AND TURNING POINT BRANDS, INC.
FOR COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT, UNFAIR COMPETITION, DECPETIVE AND
UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES, AND VIOLATION OF RIGHT TO PUBLICITY

Plaintiffs, MILE HIGH LABS, INC., and STEPHEN MUELLER, by and through
undersigned counsel, and file its Verified Complaint as follows:
The Parties
1.

Plaintiff, MILE HIGH LABS, INC. (hereinafter referenced as “Mile High”) is a Colorado

corporation, and at all times relevant, with an office in Wellington, Florida.
2.

Plaintiff, STEPHEN MUELLER, is a resident of Colorado.

3.

Defendant CANADIAN AMERICAN STANDARD HEMP, INC. (hereinafter referred to

as “CASH”), is a corporation of Delaware, and upon information and belief, conducts business in
Florida, has misappropriated copyrighted materials in Florida, and is otherwise sui juris.
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4.

Defendant THOM KIDRIN is a resident of Rhode Island, has directed, and exercised

dominion and control over the infringing activities complained of below, and is otherwise sui juris.
5.

Defendant CHRISTOPHER RYAN is a resident of Rhode Island, has directed, and

exercised dominion and control over the infringing activities complained of below, and is
otherwise sui juris.
6.

Defendant, TURNING POINT BRANDS, INC., is a Delaware corporation, a publicly

traded company that operates in Florida, and is otherwise sui juris.
PERSONAL AND SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION AND VENUE
7.

Defendants are subject to personal jurisdiction by virtue of their copyrighted materials that

were developed and published in Florida, and by virtue of their doing business in Florida.
8.

This is an action against Plaintiffs for infringement of a registered copyright in violation

of the Copyright Act, 17 U.S.C. § 501.
9.

This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to the Copyright Act 17 U.S.C. §§ 101 et seq., and

28 U.S.C. § 1331 for a federal question under the laws of the United States and under 28
U.S.C.§ 1338(a).

10.

Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1391(b) and (c), in that the parties agreed to venue,

and the acts complained of substantially occurred in this judicial district.
THE FACTS
9.

Plaintiffs are the owners of MILE HIGH, a CBD extraction company located in Loveland,

Colorado. As recently as last year, in 2018, Plaintiffs were able to obtain a record for the industry
Series A offering of $35,000,000.
2
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10.

As part of the offering, Plaintiffs created a proprietary informational package (“the Work”),

which, amongst other things, demonstrated their extraction capabilities by providing somewhat
detailed photographs, images, and details of their collective capabilities comprising revolutionary
and industry leading technological advancements in extracting CBD from the hemp plant.
12.

Plaintiffs developed the Work as a means of distributing the Work through appropriate

investment channels, and the Work contains one-of-a-kind machinery, personal images of Plaintiff
Stephen Mueller, and a description of production capabilities that are unique to Plaintiffs. Simply,
no other entity or person maintains the capabilities that are demonstrated in the Work, other than
Plaintiffs.
13.

The Work is subject to US Copyright Registration Number TX0008679489, and comprises

technical data, capability data, know-how, and photographs and images, that amongst other things,
contains images of Plaintiff Stephen Mueller, a well-known in the industry pioneer. (Exhibit A).
14.

Defendants, specifically, on November 26, 2018, issued a press release announcing that

Defendant Turning Point Brands is “an industry leading marketer of Other Tobacco Products
(“OTP”), announced that it is has acquired a minority stake in Canadian American Standard Hemp
Inc. (“CASH”). The deal will give TPB 19.99% ownership of CASH. (Exhibit C).
15.

Defendant CASH claims to have has facilities in Warwick, Rhode Island that currently

produce tinctures, capsules, topical products, vape cartridges and oral sprays that contain
cannabidiol isolate (“CBD”), developed through “proprietary extraction technologies.”
16.

In making such disclosure, CASH used the investment materials exclusively developed by

and for Plaintiffs, and the “proprietary extraction technologies” claimed by Defendant CASH are
actually those of Plaintiffs, and as such, the use of the Work constitutes copyright infringement,
3
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fraud, and by using the images of Plaintiff Stephen Mueller, a violation of his right of publicity for
commercial gain.
16.

Defendants have used the Work for the purpose of raising money through wrongful

misappropriation or the Work, and in doing so, are falsely claiming that the technological
advancements of Plaintiffs are those of Defendants, and have deceived the consuming investment
public by displaying the Work without authority, and by raising money by devious and fraudulent
means.
17.

In their own words, “The investment by Defendant Turning Point Brands in CASH

positions “TPB” to meaningfully participate in the market for hemp-derived products. Through its
investment in CASH, TPB will have access to CASH’s proprietary extraction processes enabling
the harvest of cannabinoids for use in the creation and distribution of high-quality hemp-derived
products. As TPB evolves to provide superior experiences for its customers beyond tobacco, this
investment provides the capabilities to be at the forefront of this burgeoning market. TPB and
CASH will work together to support and encourage farmers in Rhode Island, Kentucky and across
the country to develop hemp farming and cannabinoid cultivation techniques. As part of TPB’s
strategic investment, TPB will appoint Graham Purdy, President of New Ventures, to the CASH
Board of Directors.” (Exhibit C).
18.

Defendants CASH, KEDRIN, and RYAN, have wrongfully and fraudulently exploited the

Work to raise money, and have stated: “We are pleased to have Turning Point Brands as an equity
and strategic partner in Canadian American Standard Hemp. Turning Point Brands, brings a
worldwide professional organization with particular expertise in brand development, marketing and
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distribution points that is unparalleled in the emerging CBD marketplace,” stated Thom Kidrin,
Chief Executive Officer of CASH.” (Exhibit C).
19.

Furthermore, CASH obtained, and TPB invested monies based on the false and fraudulent

use of the Work to convince TPB to invest. “The New Ventures division at TPB was created to tap
into the vast potential of the alternatives market,” said Graham Purdy, President of New Ventures.
“Combining CASH’s expertise with our infrastructure will allow us to move swiftly into multiple
lanes in the growing alternatives marketplace.” (Exhibit C).
20.

The investments procured by CASH, KEDRIN and RYAN, and the exploitation of the

purported technologies allegedly possessed by Defendants’ collectively is a false and
misappropriated use of the Work, and the unpermitted use of Plaintiff Stephen Mueller’s likeness
has resulted in lost profits, opportunities, and the right to the exclusive use of the Work for
commercial gain.
21.

Plaintiffs have lost the opportunity to gain the investments of the consuming investing

public by competing with a fraudulent and unauthorized use of the Work, and the representations
made by Defendants as to their respective expertise and technology is a fraud. Only Plaintiffs have
the expertise and technology embodied and demonstrated in the Work, and the right to make such
exploitation.
22.

Defendants have, and continue to make offerings for investment, using the Work without

authority, for commercial gain, and have used the likeness of Plaintiff Stephen Mueller, lending
credence and respectability to an offering that should be made exclusively by Plaintiffs.
23.

Defendant Turning Point Brands was notified of Plaintiff’s objection to the investment and

the use of the Work to create further misrepresentations, and the complaint to Defendant TPB,
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through Larry Wexler, resulted in no cessation of misappropriation. (Exhibit D).
24.

Defendants continue using the Work on the CASH website, and have no license or

permission to do so, are seeking additional investment by fraudulently portraying technological
capabilities they do not possess, and despite repeated demands to cease its infringing and
fraudulently activity, Defendants continue to commit the wrongful acts complained of.
COUNT I- COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS
25.

Plaintiff MILE HIGH incorporates by reference, paragraphs 1-24 as if fully stated herein.

26.

Plaintiff MILE HIGH is the owner of the Work and Defendants are using the registered

artwork (“the Work”) without authority or permission.
27.

The material used by Defendants is so substantially similar to the Work as to be identical in

almost every respect. A comparison of the Work to the Defendants’ infringing materials is attached
as Exhibit B.
28.

Defendants have had access to the Work by virtue of its blatant and identical copying,

including using the images of Plaintiff Stephen Mueller. Defendants have so blatantly copied the
Work that it is per se intentional. (Attached as Exhibit E is the declaration of Jason Roth).
29.

A copy of the Registration has been issued but not yet received.

30.

A side by side comparison of the submitted specimen is attached as Exhibit B.

31.

Defendants’ collective use is willful.

32.

Plaintiff MILE HIGH is damaged as a result of the acts of infringement complained of.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff MILE HIGH LABS, INC. demands judgment against the

Defendants as this Court deems fit and just, including, but not limited to monetary and injunctive
relief.
6
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COUNT II-UNFAIR COMPETITION UNDER FLORIDA LAW
33.

Plaintiff MILE HIGH re-alleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-32 as though set forth in

full herein.
34.

Defendants’ conduct described herein constitutes unfair competition under Florida law.

35.

Defendants’ conduct is willful and intentional, and has caused and is continuing to cause

irreparable harm for which there is no remedy at law.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff MILE HIGH respectfully requests judgment against Defendants,
and that they be held accountable for damages, that injunctive relief be granted, and the Court grant
any and all additional relief as deemed just and proper.
COUNT III-DECEPTIVE AND UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES
UNDER FLA. STAT. §501.201
36.

Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-35 as though set forth in full

herein.

37.

This is an action under the Florida Deceptive and Unfair Trade Practices Act, Fla. Stat.

§501.201 et seq.
38.

Defendants’ actions described herein are calculated to deceive and actually do deceive the

public into mistakenly believing that Defendants are affiliated, connected or associated with MILE
HIGH’s exclusive right to the technology, know-how, and advancements in the extraction industry,
and Defendants have falsely represented to the public that the technology and know-how owned by
MILE HIGH is that of Defendants, and as a result, have profited monetarily through raising
investment capital, amongst other things.
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39.

As such, Defendants have intentionally engaged and continue to engage in unfair methods

of competition, unconscionable acts or practices, and unfair, deceptive acts or practices in the
conduct of trade or commerce in violation of Fla. Stat. §501.204, and are so egregious that
Plaintiffs should be entitled to its fees and costs under Fla. Stat. § 201.2105.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff MILE HIGH respectfully requests judgment against Defendants,
and that they be held accountable for damages, that injunctive relief be granted, and the Court grant
any and all additional relief as deemed just and proper.
COUNT IV-VIOLATION OF RIGHT OF PUBLICITY
40.

Plaintiff STEPHEN MUELLER re-alleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-39 as though set

forth in full herein.

41.

Defendants are using, and have used, the likeness of Plaintiff STEPHEN MUELLER in

materials that they have disseminated to others for commercial gain, in violation of Florida Statute
§540.08.
42.

Defendants’ use of the likeness is without express or oral consent. (Attached as Exhibit F is

the declaration of Stephen Mueller).
43.

As a result of Defendants unlawful use of Mr. Mueller’s image used for commercial gain,

Mr. Mueller has suffered damages, by amongst other things, being falsely attributed to the devious
acts of Defendants in their efforts to raise investment capital, and by fraudulently portraying to the
consuming public that Mr. Mueller has permitted the use of the technology and know-how that
only he, as a pioneer in the industry, possesses.
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44.

Plaintiff STEPHEN MUELLER rights have been violated, and he is entitled to injunctive

relief, a reasonable royalty, punitive and exemplary damages in accordance with Florida Statutes
§540.08.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, MILE HIGH LABS, INC. and STEPHEN MUELLER, prays that
the Court award the following relief:
A.

Temporarily and permanently enjoining Defendants, their officers, employees, and agents,

distributors, and all persons and entities in active concert or participation with any of them from
using, displaying, advertising, or selling their goods and services under, or otherwise doing
business or holding themselves out to the public using the Work, or by falsely claiming that they
own or possess the technological know-how owned or possessed by Plaintiffs;
B.

Defendants to destroy all documents and materials, including stationary, signage, websites,

mailers, brochures, pamphlets, catalogs, and other advertising and marketing materials bearing the
Work, or comprising any portion thereof;
C.

Find that Defendants in this case have unfairly competed with Plaintiffs in a manner that

requires an award of damages, attorneys fees, and punitive damages pursuant to Fla. Stat.
§501.204, and find that the acts are so egregious that Plaintiffs should be entitled to its fees and
costs under Fla. Stat. §501.204, and are so egregious that Plaintiffs should be entitled to its fees and
costs under Fla. Stat. § 201.2105.
D.

Find that Defendants have violated Fla. Stat. §540.08, by using the likeness of Plaintiff

STEPHEN MUELLER without authority or permission, and award injunctive relief, and damages,
which include a reasonable royalty, punitive and exemplary damages, including attorneys fees.
9
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D.

Any other relief as this Court may deem just and proper.

F.

Enjoining Defendants for acts of copyright infringement, unfair and deceptive trade

practices, and for unauthorized use of Mr. Mueller’s likeness.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs MILE HIGH and STEPHEN MUELLER requests
Trial by Jury and demands judgment as proven and as deemed just and proper.
Dated: February 26, 2019

Respectfully submitted,
By:/s/ Louis R. Gigliotti/
Louis R. Gigliotti, Esq.
Louis R. Gigliotti, PA
Florida Bar No.: 71935
1605 Dewey Street
Hollywood, FL 33020
Ph: (954) 471 4392
lgigliotti@bellsouth.net

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the forgoing was filed ECF and
served via electronic mail on this 2nd day of March, 2019.
By:
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/s/Louis R. Gigliotti
Louis R. Gigliotti, Esq.
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com
NOTE: This is on websites home page which has since been password protected.
However, we saved a copy of this website prior to the perpetrator concealing already
publicly disseminating Mile High Labs confidential intelectual property.

Image of Mile High Labs
evaporation equipment presented
on a Cannacord Genuity deck

Image of Mile High Labs equipment
presented on a Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/market

Market opportunity data and layout used on Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/products

Ingredient images, descriptions, presentation layout used on Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/technology

Image of milling process and extraction
equipment at Mile High Labs facility

Image of Mile High Labs
evaporation equipment presented
on a Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/technology

Image of purification equipment
being installed at Mile High Labs facility

Image of Mile High Labs equipment
presented on a Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/technology

Image of purification equipment
being installed at Mile High Labs facility

Unedited image of
Mile High Labs CTO
Stephen Mueller
standing next to
purification equipment
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/products

Image of milling process and extraction
equipment at Mile High Labs facility

Ingredient images used on
Cannacord Genuity deck
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MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/market

Content derived from Cannacord Genuity deck

Case 9:19-cv-80299-DMM Document 1-2 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/05/2019 Page 9 of 9

MILE HIGH LABS

C.A.S.H INC.

Cannacord Genuity Presentation

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/technology

Content derived from Cannacord Genuity deck
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TURNING POINT BRANDS MAKES
STRATEGIC INVESTMENT IN
CANADIAN AMERICAN STANDARD
HEMP INC.
November 26, 2018
LOUISVILLE, Ky.--(BUSINESS WIRE)-- Turning Point Brands (NYSE: TPB), an industry leading marketer of
Other Tobacco Products (“OTP”), announced that it has acquired a minority stake in Canadian American
Standard Hemp Inc. (“CASH”). The deal will give TPB 19.99% ownership of CASH.
CASH has facilities in Warwick, Rhode Island that currently produce tinctures, capsules, topical products, vape
cartridges and oral sprays that contain cannabidiol isolate (“CBD”), developed through proprietary extraction
technologies.
The investment in CASH positions TPB to meaningfully participate in the market for hemp -derived products.
Through its investment in CASH, TPB will have access to CASH’s proprietary extraction processes enabling
the harvest of cannabinoids for use in the creation and distribution of high-quality hemp-derived products. As
TPB evolves to provide superior experiences for its customers beyond tobacco, this investment provides the
capabilities to be at the forefront of this burgeoning market. TPB and CASH will work together to support and
encourage farmers in Rhode Island, Kentucky and across the country to develop hemp farming and
cannabinoid cultivation techniques. As part of TPB’s strategic investment, TPB will appoint Graham Purdy,
President of New Ventures, to the CASH Board of Directors.
“Today’s investment is the first of many moves the company expects to make in the flourishing alternative
products space,” said Larry Wexler, President and Chief Executive Officer of Turning Point Brands. “Innovation
is a driving force in our company. Adult consumers’ needs are evolving, and we intend to leverage our core
expertise in sales, distribution and marketing to meet those needs today and into the future.”
“We are pleased to have Turning Point Brands as an equity and strategic p artner in Canadian American
Standard Hemp. Turning Point Brands, brings a worldwide professional organization with particular expertise in
brand development, marketing and distribution points that is unparalleled in the emerging CBD marketplace,”
stated Thom Kidrin, Chief Executive Officer of CASH.
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“The New Ventures division at TPB was created to tap into the vast potential of the alternatives market,” said
Graham Purdy, President of New Ventures. “Combining CASH’s expertise with our infrastructure will all ow us
to move swiftly into multiple lanes in the growing alternatives marketplace.”
About Turning Point Brands, Inc.

Louisville, Kentucky-based Turning Point Brands, Inc. (NYSE: TPB) is a leading U.S. provider of Other
Tobacco Products. TPB, through its focus brands, Stoker’s® in Smokeless products, Zig-Zag® in Smoking
products and VaporBeast® and VaporFi® in NewGen products, generates solid cash flow which it uses to
finance acquisitions, increase brand support and strengthen its capital structure. TPB doe s not sell cigarettes.
More information about the company is available at its corporate website,

www.turningpointbrands.com .

About Canadian American Standard Hemp, Inc.

Canadian American Standard Hemp, Inc. (“CASH”) is a privately held company headquartered in Rhode Island.
CASH has developed highly proprietary materials processing technology believed to be important in the
processing of hemp biomass into high quality isolate. CASH has structured itself to be able to sell isolate
wholesale to the burgeoning hemp and CBD related markets, as well as built the internal capabilities to make a
host of retail products ready for distribution under owned and private label brands.
Forward-Looking Statements

This press release contains forward-looking statements within the meaning of the federal securities laws.
Forward-looking statements may generally be identified by the use of words such as “anticipate,” “believe,”
“expect,” “intend,” “plan” and “will” or, in each case, their negative, or other variations or comparable
terminology. These forward-looking statements include all matters that are not historical facts. By their nature,
forward-looking statements involve risks and uncertainties because they relate to events and depend on
circumstances that may or may not occur in the futur e. As a result, actual events may differ materially from
those expressed in or suggested by the forward-looking statements. Any forward-looking statement made by
TPB in this press release speaks only as of the date hereof. New risks and uncertainties come up from time to
time, and it is impossible for TPB to predict these events or how they may affect it. TPB has no obligation, and
does not intend, to update any forward-looking statements after the date hereof, except as required by federal
securities laws. Factors that could cause these differences include, but are not limited to:



declining sales of tobacco products, and expected continuing decline of sales, in the tobacco industry overall;



our dependence on a small number of third-party suppliers and producers;



the possibility that we will be unable to identify or contract with new suppliers or producers in the event of a supply
or product disruption;



the possibility that our licenses to use certain brands or trademarks will be terminated, challenged or res tricted;



failure to maintain consumer brand recognition and loyalty of our customers;



substantial and increasing U.S. regulation;



regulation of our products by the FDA, which has broad regulatory powers;



uncertainty related to the regulation and taxation of our NewGen products;
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possible significant increases in federal, state and local municipal tobacco -related taxes;



possible increasing international control and regulation;



our reliance on relationships with several large retailers and national chains for distribution of our products;



our amount of indebtedness;



the terms of our credit facilities, which may restrict our current and future operations;



intense competition and our ability to compete effectively;



uncertainty and continued evolution of markets containing our NewGen products;



significant product liability litigation;



the scientific community’s lack of information regarding the long -term health effects of electronic cigarettes,
vaporizer and e-liquid use;



requirement to maintain compliance with master settlement agreement escrow account;



competition from illicit sources;



our reliance on information technology;



security and privacy breaches;



contamination of our tobacco supply or products;



infringement on our intellectual property;



third-party claims that we infringe on their intellectual property;



failure to manage our growth;



failure to successfully integrate our acquisitions or otherwise be unable to benefit from pur suing acquisitions;



fluctuations in our results;



exchange rate fluctuations;



adverse U.S. and global economic conditions;



sensitivity of end-customers to increased sales taxes and economic conditions;



failure to comply with certain regulations;



departure of key management personnel or our inability to attract and retain talent;



imposition of significant tariffs on imports into the U.S.;



reduced disclosure requirements applicable to emerging growth companies may make our common stock less
attractive to investors, potentially decreasing our stock price;



failure to maintain our status as an emerging growth company before the five -year maximum time period a
company may retain such status;
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our principal stockholders will be able to exert significant influence ove r matters submitted to our stockholders and
may take certain actions to prevent takeovers;



our certificate of incorporation and bylaws, as well as Delaware law and certain regulations, could discourage or
prohibit acquisition bids or merger proposals, which may adversely affect the market price of our common stock;



our certificate of incorporation limits the ownership of our common stock by individuals and e ntities that are
Restricted Investors. These restrictions may affect the liquidity of our common stock and may result in Restricted
Investors being required to sell or redeem their shares at a loss or relinquish their voting, dividend and distribution
rights;



future sales of our common stock in the public market could reduce our stock price, and any additional capital
raised by us through the sale of equity or convertible securities may dilute your ownership in us;



we may issue preferred stock whose terms c ould adversely affect the voting power or value of our common stock;
and



our status as a “controlled company” could make our common stock less attractive to some investors or otherwise
harm our stock price.

View source version on businesswire.com:
ir@tpbi.com

Robert Lavan, CFO
(502) 774-9238
Source: Turning Point Brands
<< Back to News Releases

https://www.businesswire.com/news/home/20181126005755/en/

Case 9:19-cv-80299-DMM Document 1-4 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/05/2019 Page 1 of 4

Fw: Misappropriation of certain intellectual property rights, attention Robert Levan
att.net/Inbox




lgigliotti lgigliotti@bellsouth.net
To:louis gigliotti
Mar 5 at 10:29 AM

From: Robert Lavan <rlavan@tpbi.com>

Subject: RE: Misappropriation of certain intellectual property rights, attention Robert Levan

Date: November 28, 2018 at 4:51:01 PM MST

To: Jason Roth <j.roth@milehighlabs.com>, Investor Relations <IR@tpbi.com>

Cc: Lou Gigliotti <lgigliotti@bellsouth.net>, Tom Pollard <TPollard@canaccordgenuity.com>, Lou Haas <lhaas@hnattorneys.com>, Bradley Colmer
<b.colmer@milehighlabs.com>, Caitlin Carson <ccarson@tpbi.com>

Jason, there was no reference of the website or materials in our Canadian American Standard Hemp
press release. If you believe there are damages related to any misappropriation of intellectual property
rights related to images, please send those on to Canadian American Standard Hemp.

Regards,

Bobby Lavan
Chief Financial Officer
Turning Point Brands

From: Jason Roth <j.roth@milehighlabs.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 1:12 PM
To: Investor Relations <IR@tpbi.com>
Cc: Lou Gigliotti <lgigliotti@bellsouth.net>; Tom Pollard <TPollard@canaccordgenuity.com>; Lou Haas
<lhaas@hnattorneys.com>; Bradley Colmer <b.colmer@milehighlabs.com>
Subject: Misappropriation of certain intellectual property rights, attention Robert Levan

This is an EXTERNAL email. Exercise caution. DO NOT open attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected email. [Learn about phishing
athttp://aka.ms/LearnAboutPhishing]
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Robert,

This morning I discovered a recent press released issued by Turning Point Brands, regarding your recent
investment into Canadian American Standard Hemp Inc.

We discovered surprisingly, that the CASH website contains images that belong exclusively to Mile High
Labs Inc, specifically the photographs of our proprietary

Equipment our raw material, processes, employees and even more ridiculous there is a photo of my
partner Stephen Mueller on your website. Needless to say this false association is not

sponsored or approved by Mile High Labs and their use constitutes copyright infringement and also
violates my partner Steven Mueller’s likeness. He and our company

Is now associated with certain representations made by Turning Point Brands and it appears that Thom
Kidrin maybe responsible for the misappropriation.

At this point we are not sure if you are seeking to invest in a viable company who can meet the
requirements you seek, or whether you have been ripped off.

I respectfully demand that you respond in writing within 5 days. We have dedicated substantial
resources to developing our propriety equipment, information and processes
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And we simply cannot permit such a blatant theft or protectable intellectual property. Your rash of
press releases have now usurped Mile High Labs’s rights to control its

Image and how it disseminates information into this competitive market place, the consuming public
and the pool of relevant investors. TPB does not own those images as they belong

To Mile High Labs, the CASH website is a near knock of Mile High Labs Investor Presentation and our
website. These images were provided to Canaccord Genuity and we believe may have

Participated in this wrongful dissemination. Though we expected them to demonstrate greater care and
professionalism. If we do not hear from you within the 5 days then we will explore all

Legal remedies which may include Damages and Injunctive Relief.

I respectively await your response.

Kind Regards,

Jason Roth
Chief Executive Officer
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Mile High Labs International Inc.™

milehighlabs.com

https://www.turningpointbrands.com/investor-relations/news-releases/2018/11-26-2018-213012244

http://canadianamericanhemp.com/technology
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