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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY

)
)
BROOKE CENTRELLA )
)
)
Plaintiff(s), )
)
Vs. )
)
)

DR. CESAR PARRA and PIAFFE ) Givil Action No. 2:24-cv-00279
PERFORMANCE, INC. )
)

Defendants(s) ) AMENDED COMPLAINT

)

Plaintiff Brooke Centrella, by its undersigned counsel, as and for its Amended
Complaint against Defendants Dr. Cesar Parra (“Parra”) and Piaffe Performance, Inc. ("Piaffe”)
alleges as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

1. In and around the year 2000, the Plaintiff met the Defendant Parra in his
capacity as a trainer of horses and their riders in the riding discipline of dressage.

2 The relationship between the Plaintiff and Defendant P a r ra grew over
time. The Plaintiff boarded here horse with the Defendants and trained with the
Defendant Parra on almost a daily basis.

3. The relationship between the Plaintiff and Defendant P arra grew

beyond a relationship of student and tlrainer. The relationship grew so that it
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was common for the Plaintiff and Defendant Parra to socialize outside of his
training her and her horse and in 2002 the Plaintiff and Defendant Parra
began to dine together at restaurants or at their respective homes. The Plaintiff
was invited to the Defendant Parra’s daughter's wedding and to a birthday
party at the Defendant Parra's home. When Defendant P arra had difficulty
obtaining his Permanent Resident Card, commonly referred to as a "Green Card,"
for himself and his family, the Plaintiff's father intervened on his behalf and
assisted in obtaining Green Cards for Defendant Parra and his family.
Further, Defendant Parra invited the Plaintiff to accompany him on a trip to
Germany with another young female rider client so that the client would have a
companion for the trip. The time spent by the Plaintiff with Defendant Parra,
both as her trainer and socially, served to significantly enhance the trust she
had with Defendant Parra. For more than ten years, the Plaintiff retained the
Defendants to provide a variety of equestrian services, including training the
Plaintiff and her horses, finding horses for the Plaintiff to purchase, and
stabling and caring for the horses owned by the Plaintiff.

4. Defendant Parra functioned as the Plaintiff's agent with respect to all
things equestrian, including the selection of horses for the Plaintiff to
purchase, horse shows in which the Plaintiff would compete, and the
general care and maintenance of her horses. Over the duration of the

relationship between the Plaintiff and Defendant Parra, the Plaintiff paid the
2
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Defendants several hundreds of thousands of dollars in training, board fees,
show fees and commissions. Accordingly, the Plaintiff trusted Defendant Parra to
act in her best interests. As the Plaintiff's agent, Defendant Parra was a constant
presence and trusted advisor.

1 In and around the Fall of 2014 Defendant Parra, individually and upon
information sufficient to form a belief, upon behalf of Defendant Piaffe,
approached the Plaintiff about purchasing a young horse, Belle Ami
(hereinafter "Belle"), Defendant Parra had found in Germany that he said
would be perfect for her. Defendant Parra told the Plaintiff that the purchase
price for Belle, including all costs, was $258,150.00. Defendant Parra further
represented to the Plaintiff that even though Belle was only six years old and
had only begun her training, she had the ability to be a Grand Prix horse and
that the purchase price was fair and appropriate. At that time, Defendant
Parra knew that it was the Plaintiff's hope to qualify for the Pan American
games and Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe,
presented Belle as a horse capable of qualifying for the games. Knowing that
the Plaintiff could not afford a horse at that price, to further induce the Plaintiff
to purchase the horse, Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of
Defendant Piaffe, agreed to pay 50% or $125,000.00 for a 50% interest in the
horse. As additional inducements to the Plaintiff to purchase the horse,

Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, said that the
3
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Plaintiff would have the right to purchase Defendant Parra's, and/or Defendant
Piaffe’s interest in the horse at any time at the same price the Defendants would
pay for their interest in the horse. Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf
of Defendant Piaffe, represented to the Plaintiff that as the horse matured it
would increase in value to the point where it would be worth as much as
$650,000.00. Based upon the trust that had been created over the years from
her relationship with Defendant Parra, and the belief that as her agent he
would always act in her best interest, the Plaintiff accepted, at face value and
without requiring verification, the representation of Defendant Parra’s,
individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, representations regarding the
price for Belle and that she was a perfect horse for her.

6. The Plaintiff could not afford to purchase Belle at that price on her own,
so she asked her father to assist in purchasing Belle. Defendant Parra
repeated the representations he had made to the Plaintiff, to the Plaintiff's
father. At a dinner in and around November 2014 the Plaintiff and Defendant
Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, finalized the purchase of
Belle. At that dinner, Defendant Parra once again repeated his belief to the
Plaintiff that Belle would be a great horse and a great investment. Defendant
Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, assured the Plaintiff that
Belle would increase in value with his training, and that she would

eventually be worth $650,000.00. Defendant Parra repeated the prior
4




Case 2:24-cv-00279-MEF-JRA Document 3 Filed 01/26/24 Page 5 of 19 PagelD: 38

representation he had made to the Plaintiff and the Plaintiff's father, that Belle
was of such a high quality that qualifying for the Pan American games was
possible. The Plaintiff's father stated to Defendant Parra that, despite the fact
that Belle was still in Germany and could not be seen or ridden by the Plaintiff
prior to the purchase, his trust and confidence in Defendant Parra was such that
he believed the representation of Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf
of Defendant Piaffe, regarding Belle to be true and, therefore, was willing to
contribute $129,150.00 towards the purchase of Belle, sight unseen. Simply put,
relying completely on Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of
Defendant Piaffe, the Plaintiff agreed to purchase Belle. The Plaintiff's father
prepared a letter agreement dated December 14, 2014, memorializing the
terms of the agreement with the Defendants for the purchase of Belle, a copy of
which is attached hereto as "Exhibit A."

Z: Over the succeeding years Defendant trained both Belle and the Plaintiff
and the Plaintiff competed Belle. In 2018 the Plaintiff advised Defendant Parra
that she would be exercising her right to buy out the 50% interest of
Defendant Parra, and/or the interest of Defendant Piaffe’s in Belle for the
agreed upon price of $125,000.00 and that her mother, Gayle Feldman
(hereinafter referred to as '"Feldman"), would provide the funds for the
purchase. D efendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe,

restated the statements he had made to the Plaintiff regarding the quality and
5
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value of Bell to Feldman. Based upon the Defendants’ reassurance to both the
Plaintiff and Feldman, that Belle could be sold for $650,000.00, the 50%
interest of Defendant Parra, and/or Defendant Piaffe, in Belle was
consummated.  As agreed by the Defendants, Feldman made five (5)
payments of $25,000.00 each to the Defendants over the course of 2018, with the
final payment being made on or about October 2018, Upon the final payment
being made to the Defendants, the Plaintiff and Feldman requested bills of sale
for both their purchase of the Defendants’ 50% interest in Belle and for the
original purchase from the seller in Germany, as well as copy of the contract
with the seller in Germany and Belle's passport. In accordance with Exhibit "A,"
the December 19, 2014, agreement, the Defendants were required to provide
these documents to the Plaintiff. Despite repeated requests for these
documents, Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe,
refused to deliver the requested documents, including a Bill of Sale from the
Defendants to the Plaintiff or any other documents related to the original
purchase in 2014 and the purchase of the Defendants’ interest in 2018.

8. Over several years the Plaintiff repeatedly asked Defendant Parra,
individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, for the Bill of Sale, passport,
and other documents and though he would say Defendant Parra would be
giving them to the Plaintiff, he never did.

g In the absence of a Bill of Sale proving that the Plaintiff is the legal
6
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owner of Belle, the horse cannot be sold. The lack of a Bill of Sale coupled with
the fact that the Plaintiff has no proof or bill of sale from the person that
sold the horse to the Plaintiff and the Defendants to establish that he was the
lawful owner of the horse, makes the sale of the horse by the Plaintiff
impossible.

10. Since the horse cannot be sold, Belle has no present value and, at
the very least, the Plaintiff has suffered a loss of the entre original purchase
price.

11. In attempting to calculate the amount of money the Plaintiff has lost
because the horse is unsaleable, one must remember that the initial
cost of Belle was $258,000.00 when she was a young unproven horse
competing at the lower levels of dressage. Belle's last competition was at the
international level of Prix St, George, and Defendant Parra, individually and
on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, on several occasions represented to the
Plaintiff that the horse would be worth as much as $650,000.00.

12. The Plaintiff's concern and belief that Defendant Parra, individually
and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, misrepresented the price and value of
Belle arose shortly after she left boarding with the Defendants in 2021.

13.  After the Plaintiff left the Defendants in the Fall of 2021, the Plaintiff
began to actively try to sell Belle. However, prior to putting her on the market

in order to be able to establish a realistic asking price, the Plaintiff spoke
7
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with several friends who she considered to be knowledgeable horse people as
well as several trainers who Plaintiff knew were very active in buying and
selling horses similar to Belle for their clients. Understandably the price the
Plaintiff had paid for Belle came up in most of those conversations.

14. With the knowledge of her breeding and age at the time of purchase, in
nearly every instance the reaction to the price the Plaintiff had paid for Belle
was astonishment and disbelief. Most of the people the Plaintiff spoke with
were clear in their belief that the price for Belle was unquestionably
unreasonable. Several of the people who expressed their opinion about the
price also said that the Plaintiff probably was lied to about the price.

15. At this point, the Plaintiff had very serious doubts as to whether or
not Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, had been
honest with her about Belle's price. Hoping to resolve her doubts, the Plaintiff
reached out to Katie Riley, who had been the Defendant Parra’s assistant for
many years and another of the Defendant Piaffe's trainers, Roberto Brasil. Both
Katie and Roberto had been working for the Defendants at the time Belle was
purchased. The Plaintiff sought them out to ask them if they knew anything
about the purchase of Belle. Though they were both very polite they made it
clear to the Plaintiff that they each were required to sign non-disclosure and
non-disparagement agreements with the Defendants and could not discuss

Belle. Nevertheless, when the Plaintiff shared her concerns with both of them
8
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about the price the Plaintiff had paid for Belle, the impression the Plaintiff got
from both of them was that they were not surprised by the Plaintiff's doubts.
The Plaintiff commented to both of them that the Plaintiff found it odd that a
horse trainer like Defendant Parra and a horse business like Defendant Piaffe
would require employees to sign non-disclosure and non-disparagement
agreements. In fact, the Plaintiff recalls saying to both of them words to the
effect: "What is he trying to hide?" They reacted by more or less shrugging their
shoulders.

16. What is more disturbing than the Defendants refusal to give the
Plaintiff the Bill of Sale is the fact that Defendant Parra, individually and on
behalf of Defendant Piaffe, has continued to represent himself and J ot
Defendant Piaffe publicly as a co- owner of Belle, and they continue
to do that to this day. Subsequent to the sale of their ownership interest in
Belle to the Plaintiff, from the date the sale was completed, October 2018 up
through the present day, Defendants continue to represent Defendant Parra,
individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, as a co-owner of Belle at
numerous times and in various venues. Defendant Parra presently
represents himself to be a co-owner of Belle with the United States
Equestrian Federation, the United states Dressage Federation, on the
Defendants” website and various publications and in articles written about

both Defendants and their horses.
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17. The most egregious and shameful misrepresentation of ownership
of Belle occurred at the Dressage at Devon Horse Show (hereinafter
"Devon")in 2021,

18.  The Devon Horse Show is considered by many in the sport as
the most prestigious dressage show in the United States.

19.  In 2021 Defendant Parra competed at the Devon Horse Show with
Belle against the Plaintiff's specific instructions that he was not to compete
Belle.

20.  The Plaintiff told Defendant Parra that he was not to compete
with Belle at Devon, in part, because the horse was suffering from an
injury caused by Defendant Parra at the horse show prior to Devon.

21.  Defendant Parra ignored the Plaintiff's directive and competed
her horse at Devon.

22. At first it appeared he had achieved great success placing first in the
FEI Intermediate I (COB) Small Tour A and first in the FEI Intermediate
Freestyle (CDI3) Small Tour A and third in the FEI Grand Prix Saint Georges
CDI3 (Small Tour A).

23.  Immediately after his success Defendant Parra, individually and on
behalf of Defendant Piaffe, used his success at Devon to aggressively market
himself as a trainer and rider and marketed Defendant Piaffe.

24. Defendant Parra's success at Devon was short lived.
10
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25. On December 9, 2021, Defendant Parra received a notice from the
Federation Equestre Internationale, which is the international governing
body for all equestrian sports and is the governing body for Devon since it
is considered an international horse show.

26. The letter that Defendant Parra received advised him that he
had been disqualified from the three classes in which he competed, and he
had forfeited his awards, prize money and fines of CHF 1,500 and costs of
CHF 1000 had been imposed upon him.

27.  The basis for Defendant Parra's disqualification was that Defendant
Parra had administered a banned substance into Belle to mask the pain
from an injury to her mouth. The banned substance was benzocaine.

28.  The disqualification of Defendant Parra was not made known to the
Plaintiff and the public nor was it disclosed in any form of media dedicated
to the sport of dressage.

29. Since Defendant Parra’s disqualification was not made
public, Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant
Piaffe, kept the disqualification a secret and the Defendants kept the
disqualification a secret for two years.

30. During the two years the disqualification was unknown to the
dressage community, Defendant Parra would boast about his success at

Devon and use it to obtain clients and promote himself.
11
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31.  Unfortunately, the FEI did nothing to confirm that Defendant
Parra complied with its sanctions, which is one of the reasons Defendant
Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, was able to conceal the
disqualification.

32. Defendant Parra did not return the prize money; did not return the
awards he received and did not pay the fine or the costs imposed upon him.
33. Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of Defendant Piaffe,
continued to lie to the dressage community and continued to comport
himself as if he had won the classes from which he was disqualified.

34. Defendant Parra's sham was eventually disclosed during the course
of litigation that he initiated against the Plaintiff.

35. The expert appraiser who the Plaintiff retained in
researching the competitive history of Belle uncovered Defendant Parra’s
disqualification at Devon.

36. His disqualification was revealed to the entire dressage community
through an article published on July 31, 2023, written by Nancy Jaffer, a well-
respected equine journalist.

37. The condemnation and criticism of Defendant Parra was well
documented on social media, such as Facebook.

38. Unfortunately, the false representations Defendant Parra made on his

behalf as well as the behalf of Defendant Piaffe as a training facility, had an
12
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effect on the value of Belle.

39.  The horse's ability and value suffered since her talent was now in
question and it was unknown whether the horse's success was due to the
banned substance or the horse's ability.

40. As a member of the dressage community for more than 20 years, it
is the Plaintiff's belief that a horse's value is considerably reduced if it is
known by a potential purchaser that the horse has been disqualified. It is a
stain on the horse's record and the circumstances of the disqualification may
not be known to a prospective purchaser since once they learn a horse has
been disqualified at a horse show they investigate no further. The
Defendants’” published lie that Defendant Parra, individually or on behalf of
Defendant Piaffe, is co-owner of Belle has been done by the Defendants with
the knowledge that it was a lie and was done with the knowledge that
the lie would damage the Plaintiff in that she cannot sell Belle. The Plaintiff
believes that the amount of damage she has suffered can be no less than the
purchase as represented by the Defendants.

FIRST COUNT

BREACH OF CONTRACT

41. The Plaintiff and Defendant Parra, individually and on behalf of
Defendant Piaffe, entered into a contract dated December 20, 2014,

previously marked Exhibit “A,” whereby the Plaintiff was given the right
13
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to purchase Defendant Parra’s, and/or Defendant Piaffe’s 50% interest in
the horse "Belle Arni" at the original purchase price paid by
Defendant Parra, and/or Defendant Piaffe for the 50% ownership
interest in Belle.

42,  Pursuant to the foregoing contract in and around October
2021 the Plaintiff had completed the payment of five paylnents each of
$25,000, totaling $125,000.00 thereby, pursuant to the Agreement of
December 20, 2014, she had performed all of the acts necessary to acquire
the Defendant's 50% ownership of the horse Belle.

43.  Notwithstanding the payment in full of all the money Defendant
Parra, and/or Defendant Piaffe was entitled to receive for the 50%
interest in Belle, and notwithstanding Defendant Parra’s, and/or
Defendant Piaffe’s obligation to provide the Plaintiff with a Bill of Sale
and other documents confirming the payment in full of all the money
due for sale and transfer of the 50% ownership in Belle held by Defendant

Parra, and/or Defendant Piaffe, the Defendants breached their agreement
with the Plaintiff in that they did refuse to provide such Bill of Sale and
documents and continues to refuse to provide the Plaintiff with a Bill of
Sale and related documents to which the Plaintiff is entitled to receive.
The Defendants’ action constitutes a breach of the December 20, 2014,

agreement and as a consequence of the Defendants’ breach the Plaintiff
14
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has suffered damages.

44. WEREFORE, the Plaintiff demands judgment against the
Defendants requiring the Defendants to deliver a duly valid and
properly executed Bill of Sale transferring the Defendants’ 50% interest in
Belle Ami to the Plaintiff, together with the Bill of Sale, if any, that the
Defendants received when Belle Amie was purchased in Germany in
2014, such other documents, including the passport for Belle Amie, that
are customarily provided to a purchaser of a horse such as Belle Amie from
a Seller, and awarding damages as permissible by law, including, but not
limited to (a) the damages suffered by the Plaintiff, including but not
limited to the monies lost by the Plaintiff as a consequence of the
Defendant's breach of the December 20, 2014, agreement and the actions
rendering the horse unsaleable and, therefore, worthless, and for
incidental and consequential damages, prejudgment interest and such

other and further relief as this Court deems just and appropriate.

SECOND COUNT

FRAUD
45.  The Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference all paragraphs
set forth above, as if said paragraphs were set forth herein in theijr
entirety.

46. As detailed above, notwithstanding the purchase of the
15
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Defendants” 50% interest in Belle by the Plaintiff in October 2021, thereby
making the Plaintiff the sole owner of Belle, the Defendants continue to
fraudulently represent Defendant Parra, and/or Defendant
Piatfe to be a co-owner of Belle in the records of national and
international organizations that oversee the sport of dressage, in
publications and various outlets of social media, on their website and
in marketing materials and other means by which it is falsely represented
that Defendant Parra, and/or Defendant Piaffe to be a co-owner of Belle.
Such fraudulent representation has damaged the Plaintiff in that she is
unable to sell Belle since she is unable to prove ownership of Belle
without a Bill of sale.

47.  WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff demands judgment against the
Defendants awarding damages as permissible by law, including but
not limited to (a) the monies lost by the Plaintiff as a consequence of the
Defendant Parra’s misrepresenting himself or Defendant Piaffe to be
a co-owner of Belle and by Defendants’ failure to deliver a Bill of Sale and
other documents related to Belle upon receipt of payment in full for
Defendants” 50% interest in Belle as mandated by the Agreement dated
December 20, 2014 by and between the Plaintiff and Defendant Parra,
individually or on behalf of Defendant Piaffe, for incidental and

consequential damages, prejudgment interest and such other and
16
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further relief as this Court deems just and appropriate.

THIRD COUNT

BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTIES

48.  Plaintiff realleges and incorporates by reference all paragraphs
set forth above as if said paragraphs were set forth herein in their
entirety.

49. A fiduciary relationship existed between the Plaintiff and
Defendant Parra because the parties specifically agreed in words and
actions to that relationship, with Defendant Parra as agent and the Plaintiff
as principal. Further, the fiduciary relationship with Defendant Parra
existed because the Plaintiff relied on Defendant Parra to act on the
Plaintiff's behalf and to act in a manner that was in the best interests of the
Plaintiff, even if such action was to the detriment of Defendant Parra
and/or Defendant Piaffe. Defendant Parra knew that he was obligated

to actin the best interests of the Plaintiff even if it was to his detriment
and/or Defendant Piaffe.

50. Defendant Parra breached his fiduciary duty to the Plaintiff by
continuing to represent himself and/or Defendant Piaffe as a co-owner of
Belle after the interest of Defendant Parra and/or the interest of Defendant
Piaffe had been sold and conveyed to the Plaintiff.

51. Defendant Parra breached his fiduciary duty to the
17
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Plaintiff by administering a banned substance to Belle at the
Dressage at Devon Horse Show and by doing so severely damaged
the reputation and value of the horse.

52. Defendant Parra breached his fiduciary duties to the Plaintiff in
that he has failed and refused to provide the Defendants with Bills
of Sale for both the original purchase of Belle and the purchase of
the Defendants’ interest in Belle and failed and refused to provide the
Plaintiff with a copy of the original contract for the purchase of Belle
from the seller of Belle in Germany and refusing to give the Plaintiff the
passport for Belle.

53. As a result of Defendant Parra’s breach of his other fiduciary
duties to the Plaintiff, the Plaintiff has sustained damages.

54. WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff demands judgment against the
Defendants awarding damages as permissible by law, including but
not limited to (a) the monies lost by the Plaintiff as a consequence of
Defendant Parra’s misrepresentation of himself and /or Defendant Piaffe as
a co-owner of Belle; (b) the monies lost as a consequence of the Defendant
Parra administering a banned substance to Belle at a recognized horse
thereby damaging her reputation and value; (c) monies lost by the
Plaintiff as a consequence of the Defendants’ failure to provide the

Plaintiff with a Bill of Sale after Defendant Parra and/or Defendant Piaffe
18
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had been paid in full for their interest in Belle, thereby rendering the
horse unsaleable and of no value to the Plaintiff and for (d) for incidental
and consequential damages, prejudgment interest and such other and

further relief as this Court deems just and appropriate.

TURY DEMAND
Plaintiff demands a trial byjury. [\M/

St%\/fen ML T/ar\sd"uis, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiff
Brooke Centrella

Dated: January 26, 2024

19
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EXHIBIT “A”
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Brooke Centrelln nnd Gearge Fetdman

cho Gioorge Feldmnm
4T Windsor Laoe

Ramsey, Mevw Jersey K7446-2401

[ecembar 19, 1014
e, Cesar Pacrn
Parfomane Bagey W
14 Shade Lane
Whitchouse Stalion M 08885

Diear Cranr

This totley @il constiivie an ugreemicnt (the “Agroanmil'™) betvween Brooke
Centrtiln sod Goorge Peldinas, on The ase bhand (ndividoally, “Goorge™ asdior
“Brocke™), ausd Dy, Oesar Pares (Yoo orYow™ ), onthe other hand, wilh nespect ibo the

ownethip, talning, mslnenapos and performunse of ke huse Snown ws
“Bedlo dani™, describod oo Scliedulo A anneced 1o thia leltiee fihe “Horse™) , v follows:

1. Porelase aand Jobar Gunnersib(p af the My, You will, up sogn s
ponsticable sfier the date of thls Agreenwent, arangs for the purchase of the Nome fom
the boeeder Weanvod In (e Riepuiblde ol Gesmay amd foe the trinspoctyion of the Hlore to
ihe United Brades, Ths Home will Eatlally bo parchased und nagiatered in Yaur same
alone, but will st all thmea be swmed, benefichatly, by You and Doonlos, in squal shares
M, ech of You wd Birooke will own o 50% intencat in fhe Homek A8 s000 81
pescticable Sollowing the delivery of the Morse o iy permeneat atable in the Uniled
Stetes, You will emecuto and dotiver to Rrooke & W10 310 andior such other documents
and regittindions s wag Be cusiomary o reasdaallly tequastsd fa coder to mvey and
seftecy, oF reoand, owmensiip by etk of Yoo wnd Brocke od'a $U% inderest. tn the Sorye
{including, withott Tiroitation, Udsed Stancs Decssape Federtabon (USDEY and United
Stutes Equestrinn Fodemition (USEF) megisrtions snd an FEL Passport). Bach, of You

il Brooke shall be emthied 1o sl rights eod beaeflls secraing vo avevardhip of the Horve
in ogual shares.

L} Bachol Yoo and Goarge will eamitbeie 3096 of the 1606t putebase prive of
Q0,000 {fhe “Purchase Price”™) for tha ¥Mase, Conenmendly honowith, George &
delivering. to You G sum of S1290,150, by check or wire wanyler, represeniing the US
Dollsr equivaioann of ond-bulof il totol Purchase Privs. The wtal Punchase Price witt be
pald by Yo to the el ownerTrsadar ol e Hosse. ;

L3 Dach of Yoo and Cmorge will alys pay onee-bolf of the tomad coets of
wanspodtivg e Hoces: {incleding oosts of quarentine) (rem Gettnuny to Your taiiing
fucitiy, Pevformance Fanm FL, locvied of 18238 125" Tonit Nonth, lupler FL 33478
(such transpoctation and guaranting owsts am estimated vy e oppooximotely 58 0005,

1
Conlkdentlak
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1L} Pror 1o accepting dolivery of the Horse, you will procure an insurance
binder covering death, injucy sod ollier events commonly inguredt against with respect to
the Horse. ANl vettinghvederinary und insstance costs shall be sliared 5094 by. You and
$0% by Oeoego pndfor Brooke.

2. Trobelng and Malutenance,

2.1 Tiw Horse will be stobled for opproximately 4 months (January - April,
1015) and vrained st your facilily (Performmnce Farm FL) located in Jupiter, PL.
Therealler, the torse will be stabled and wrained ot your frility {Performoase Farmg NF)
Ipested in Whitchouse Station, NJ. Yo will arvunge for trasiponting the Hoese 10
New Jersoy facility and the ¢osts (tieveof’ {extinuiied to be approximaicty $800-S1 zoa}
will be shared equnlly (50% cach) by Yiou anh Qeoge.

22 Cosls of uninkng (including stabling) and maintonomes will witimalely be
shared coually (50% each) by You and George, but George will inltially udvm the fuld
amount (F00M6) of such cours, o 3 mooihly basis, a5 Tollows:

(i) Traiming (stabling) » $2,90Nmoatls

(i1} Forrer- S230/moaih

(i) Vieterinnry (routing) - $1004Anomb

(iv) Denaist - $254monih ($300Wycar)

(v} Florida dry stall - $1,850munavh {a total oi"$4,600) for 4 mnm: oady
(vi) Clipping - $320year {unless Clipping is done by Brooke personally)

2.3 You will procwre insurande overing the Horse inswring against loss of
lifes, ndury, loss of use or other evonts mormnlly insured againat, insach amownts as the

parties ghyll agree. The premium oosts of such insurance shall ba shared equally by You
and George,

24 Upon salo or other disposition of the 1orse (as prowidied below), the $0%
poction of training and woinkenance expenses advanced by George o0 Your behnlf (as
poovided . Section 2.2 sbove) will be revouped by George from your share of the net

sales proceeds reccived for the Horse {or the procesds of any insuemnce cm-enag losses.
related (o the Horse, as provided sbowy),

25 All persoana) expenses of a party rellating to the trainkng, performance o
transportation of the Horse, lacluding peesonal food, entertainiment, travel, todging, and

similor expenses ¥hall be paid for and bome selely by the panty incurring such expenss
and shall not be teimbursed.

2
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3. Salear Qater Blispuattioy of ihe fgue, I in antleipaned ahat, desond)
vpon Uio quatity of the Flome's pesfonmancs und otber actars, the Horse wit] fﬂm:ﬁ
for sale mAdior $0td by the partics. within § years, All doclsians rogarding thy showing
tndfar 2l of the Whacse, incluing the purdhase peice thgefor, wild bo made by mumgl
agtocnent of the partics. I, a1 anyy thme, Brooke sdull sleet to ketp Mhe Horse ond nat
offer it for asle, Brooks pnior Gooige will bave the ight w purdsase Your 0%
vinezship tilorest in the Horso for w pardliase ptice equal 1o S120,150 pluy 20 anoune
SGUa] f RIS setually poid by you s Your shure of any ossls olNinansportnion ondter
misltenanos with vespoet 1o te Hiowse, Vour dhare of anyy \raining ond meadntenance cogs
and exponses advinoed sod prid by Coorgs (wihich, gt herwise hove been
recoupsblo froms your sharg of e peocceds off o sthe o odher disposiion of the Rarse, g
provided hewe), shall bo forglon.

&, Qe Pravilidions,

&1 Bxexpt as atherwise provided in this Agreement, (8) sl docisions
regarding the rainterinnce, «ore wnd dsposition of ibe Eloss or ooy rights therein or
therelo slnll ba made by maotual agroement ol ihe peatics; (15} none-of ihe pariios will be
doomed 10 live beea granted any vight or mhorly % aasey pr creabe ay obligation or
vesponsibility on behall of ar fn the namels) of the other partles, ful no pasey wiil make
vy canumiiments parporiting to be bindiag upon any olithe othor parties, and {d) no paty
will enovade gy wgrooaont om dehall of T olher pastics, nor hold Unelf our s hnving
vach authonly, The parles staze da they do ner inteed b9 croote & pastecrship wherchy
any of tham shail e Risblo For tue 5oty of 1he othenty),

T M winslags wd cwmings of the Hose whall be L by (he pativs
equatly and You snd Deooke wlialk both be pamed w3 ownetla) in any publicity of medis
Lonerage with eeapect 10 the perfumance of ihe Horse, Teophdes v moremaneiary
awards. refuling to-the filurve shall be whared by you &d Brooke an an exuitable basis,

43 Bachol'the parties ghall e complete and urnieliesd secess 1o the Horoe
wt o]} pensoonable times, i

44 You will mueke avsitebls 1o George & soon, as porsible o woby of tha
anginal Ddll of Sale rellccling Your purchase of the Home fivin the broedentcurrent
owmer, I the evot thal any further docyments oo IrvEruments. ame weguired o desned
nocessary or udvistble by the panties 1o ovidanos teds iriborest in de Dlowne, or o vesk I
such puitics their respective ovmership intevests in dhe Hiorse or wtherwise to oarry out e
intenr of this Agreet, fhe panies agred o exotwe sod defiver such fusther or
addiional documents sollar indtrarments,

4% Ihis Agrevment shall be binding vpto end e to e beasllt of he
patics hereto, Dir rospesiive legsl repoeserbatives, hoirs wid assigs,  Exoopt gs
provided elwwe with respoct to & parchase Uy Hrooke of Your inkeoest in the Hloms,
vefither paity shall astign, mocgage, g o smcurvy insreat iy, tomslor ec woll bistey
owneeship inlorest in (e Homse {olher i by will w (he lows of dessent and

.}
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distridution) without th efor weitten congemt of W atlier. Wour dutica, obligations,
rights and nesponsdbilities undor tis Agrecment aro permanal to You and may ool he
wsilgned by You,

oy  with e
45  This Agrecment (any be execuiid in 008 OF MmO Coustomqais W
sume offect oy i ach of tho pastics had signed the suny document. Sigpnatures b:tm the
pautics Iransmitted by fucsiamile or clecronbo transmisston shall ba dingeved (o it
arfginal signatuses for nll purpases. ‘

I the foregoing cormestly sois Socth QUr undersianding and agreermesl,
pheame sign whone indicated below, .

Sincerely,

Boakol S0

Brooke Contralla

Tdrowa

Chearpa

arid K

T






