
���������	
�������
��
	������
�������
��������������
�������
�����������
� ��
!��
���"#���"$% &'(&()*+�('+*'�,-(.*'�)/**01�,*234567894�:9298;1 �
� ����
���������	#����
��� �<�#�= "="��>>>?@ABCDE?@F?GAH

*:)IJKJLMN�OMPNQ�PRS�MTUV
�����W��X��Y��Z[�[�\�]��[���YZ�̂ _Y

�__]�W�̀ �]��̂��_̀ �a[_b]�_��__]�W�̀ c �_�_��X���W] YW���Y�[���W���Y�_���_��ZZ����Y�[_̀ Y �_�_�Y d[̂��]Z�Y_�\�̂ b]W��W] Y ��e�W] Y����[\��ZZ����Y�__]�W�̀ ��]��fgFhijY)k&*'l('�-(k'0�(:�-mnl:('olmp�-(ko0q�(:�_���_��ZZ����Y��[\[Wr��ZZ����Y�[_̀ ��WZ�d[̂��]Z�YX��W�b�W���Y\̂�[W_[��ŝ�_[_[]W��YZ���WZ�W_s���̂ ]WZ�W_Y]_b��Y&'(&()*+�('+*'�,-(.*'�)/**01o(0*t��_u������
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Petitioner Euphoric Life, Inc., by and through counsel Nooshin Dalili

[Proposed] Order Granting Stay of Enforcement Pending Judicial Review

Ex Parte Application for Stay of Enforcement Pending Judicial Review

April 15, 2026

Superior Court of California, County of Santa Clara, 191 N. First St., San Jose, CA 95113

Nooshin Dalili

8:15 A.M - 9:15 A.M

on 4/14/2026 1:26 PM
Reviewed By: B. Roman-Antunez

Envelope: 23354741
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��uE�PSrSTd\]lUT�QS\aUTS�m̂ \̂SQQ�]V�RS\Q]l�QS\aŜXY�O�kG�P̂mdSXY�B
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�[\]R]QŜ�_\̂S\�P̀]aS\�bcSSdX�eNAZ�AZ
��AA�OZ
F�f�EfEC
F�E�F
��NG�gh��iE�@�A��GF�C
��NO
�Ei�AZ
�f�EfEC
F�E�F
��NG��G�
FNA�
B
�eE�F�f�EO
CCNGj�iE�@�A�EG��FFNANEG�B�f
�CEGC���
�F
CO�N

F�NG��G��AA�OZ@
GA��
?�F
OB��
��GF
��f
G�BA��Ei�f
�v�����GF
��AZ
�B�eC�Ei�AZ
��A�A
�Ei�/�BNiE�GN��AZ�A�AZ
�iE�
jENGj�NC�A��
��GF�OE��
OA�h�A
5

wuxg��k	�g	?1u�103��k��h�/y0	01uz w�?{10u2	��k��h�/y0	01uz �H+#�.�'|�.�&)(%�%K)L�|'&} �H~#�%K)L�|'&} �"#H&�%K)L�|'&}

�

Euphoric Life, Inc. v. Dept. of Cannabis Control 26CV489817

1004 Willow Street, San Jose, CA 95125

Admin@bonnerlegaloffices.com

Christopher Lamerdin, Deputy Attorney General, for Respondent Department of Cannabis 
Control

Christopher.Lamerdin@doj.ca.gov
04/14/2026

Wendell Bonner

4/15/2026
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NOOSHIN DALILI (SBN 235818)
LAW OFFICES OF NOOSHIN DALILI
1004 WILLOW STREET
SAN JOSE, CA 95125
(408) 288-8686
Attorney for Petitioner

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FOR THE COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA

EUPHORIC LIFE, INC.,

Petitioner,

DEPARTMENT OF CANNABIS CONTROL,
STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Respondent.

The Ex Parte Application of Petitioner Euphoric Life, Inc. for a Stay of Enforcement Pending Ju-

dicial Review having come before this Court, and the Court having considered the moving pa-

pers and declarations filed in support thereof,

request for judicial notice, which is granted,

ThgCourt finds that a stay of enforcement of the Final Decision is not against the p

The embargo

29, 2025, followed by the

June 4, 2025, and remains in frozen stora

the commercial stream. No safety,

for condemnation. A s

lief.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows:

nabis inventory has been under embargo since the injge*€mbargo on April

mination, or d1v

eserves the status quo and the Court's ab1lt

Filed

April 17, 2026
Clerk of the Court
Superior Court of CA
County of Santa Clara
26CV489817
By: broman-antunez
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)
) Case No.: 26CV489817

5

) OAH Case No. 2025110826
) DCC Case No. DCC25-00004-CON
)
) Date Presented: April 15, 2026
) Time: 8:15-9:00 a.m. (Ex Parte Hours)
) Department: 66
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8

9

)
DENYING10

==
11

) STAY OF ENFORCEMENT
PENDING JUDICIAL REVIEW12

13

14

15
and the opposition and accompanying

16

17
nterest

18

19
and Corrective Action on

ner's licensed facility, and is not entering

ental Notice of Embargg
20

21
ssue was identified as the basis

22
rant meaningful re-

23

24

25

26

27

28

Order Granting Stay of Enforcement
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1,Enforcement of the Final Decision of the Department of Cannabis Control, adopted March 6

2 2026, uding the order of destruction and the cost award of $35,965.65, is stayed pend yf de-

termination O&Petitioner's Verified Petition for Writ ofAdministrative Mandamus g#turther or-

1

3

4 der of this Court.

5

2. The embargoed cannabis invefMgry shall remain under embarggMt Petitioner's licensed facility

7 and shall not be sold, distributed, proceSwed, or otherwise tyfisferred pending resolution of this

6

matter.8

9

3. Petitioner shall maintain the embargog# nventory in its Qxyrent frozen-storage conditions and

shall not alter, move, or dispose offf e embargoed material withoUxgrior Court approval.

4. Respondent Depary#fent of Cannabis Control shall take no action to enforce destruction

14 order or the cogAward pending resolution of this matter or further order of this Court

5, § order shall remain in effect until further order of the Court.
*** see below

April 17, 2026
18 Dated:

21 Judge of the Superior Court Helen E. Williams

***The court concludes that it lacks jurisidiction to proceed under Business &
Professions Code section 26045, which is not limited in application or scope by
the provisions of section 26043, as petitioner argues.

The ex parte application is accordingly denied.

10

11

12

13

15

16

17

19

20

22

23

Hon Helen Willlame

Order Granting Stay of Enforcement
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