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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FITEENTH JUDICIAL CTRCUTT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

NATURAL VITAMINS LABORATORY,
LLC, d/a NV LABS, CASE NO:

Plaintiff,

v,

REDCON1, LLC, ‘{
Drefendant. Qq

covss o o s

Plainiift Natral Vitamins Laboratory, LLC, d/b/a I'~N’ Tﬂ- Labs™), by and through

its undersizned counsel, bnngs this action seeka ses and declaratory relief against
Defendant Redeonl, LLC (“Redeonl™). Q
PARTIES., JU ESN AND VENUE

1 Plainnff NV Labs is A pnired liability company with 115 principal place of

business at 4237 8. Dixie Highw 4, Coral Gables, Flonda 33133
2, Defendant Rede 1€ a Flonda limited hability company with its principal place

of business at 701 Park of Emmw:n;c: Blvd, Boca Raton, Florida 33487 '

3. has subject-matter junsdiction mnder Article 5, Section 5(b) of the
Florida C and Fla. Stat. & 26 012(2)(a) because this is an action at law m which the
111atte1‘$#e1&y exceeds the sum of $50 000, exclusive of wterest, costs, and attorneys™ fees.
4. The Court has personal mnsdichion over Defendant Redconl mnder Fla. Stat

§ 48.193(2) becanse Redconl 15 a Florida company.

! Redeon | maintains a website located at; https:/redeon ] .com’ {the “Redcon Website™).
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5. Venue is proper under Fla. Stat. § 47.011 and § 47.051 becanse Defendant Redeon
15 a domestie corporation that mamtains its prncipal place of business in Palm Beach County.
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

A The Parties Establish a Business Relationship Pursuant to Which NV Labs
Manufactures Certain Sports Nutrition Products for Redconl

6. NV Labs 1s a leading confract manufacturer of nntmtional supplements and other
hcalth and wellness products, founded over fwenty vears ago by bmth:’r&—iu—lm‘r(au A and
Tejas Choksi, In December 2024, Mr. Arora and Mr. Choksi sold a maj stake i NV

Labs. Thev contimied to hold important operational roles at N\ Labsiuntil the end of 202 5.

7. Defendant RedConl 15 a sports nutrition cmmn@uded m 206 by CEQ Aaron
Singerman.” Mr. Singerman 15 also the founder and f of another Boca Raton-based

sports mutrition company., Blackstone Labs ember 2021, Mr Singerman and

Blackstone Labs pleaded guilty to conspin selbillegal anabolic steronds and other products

falsely marketed as dietary supp Higerman was sentenced 10 a 54-month prison term
bt served less than a vear.? @
3 In or abour the bgﬁ{lg of 2025, Redcon] began submitting manufactnng orders

L4

*Mr. Smperman mamiains a website at: hitps://aaronsingerman com’.

* Press Relea . Dep't of hustice, Office of Pub. Affairs, Florda Corporation ard Executives
' prispiracy to Sell Anobolic Steroids and Unlaowfil Dietary Supplemenis, Press
EllIST Iler l‘? 2(121] i Justic ‘archives'opa/pr logids

* See Press Release, U.S. Dep't of Justice, Office of Pub. Affairs, Blackstone Labs Founder
Sentenced for Conspiracy to Sell Anabolic Steroids and Unlawfad Dierary Supplemeres, Press
Relen'«;e N{! 22-71 [Jau 21' 2022, hm:ls wau justice, gﬂvarclwewuﬂ’mmlacl:stcm&luhs-
. Josh Long, Legal
Experts Weigh in on daron S'mgemmw:.' E:?rh Rf.femﬁﬁurrr Prizon in Blackstone Labs Case,
SupplySide Sopplement Journal (Jan. 20, 2023} hops:wownw supplvsides) comisupplement-
regulations/legal-experts-weigh-in-on-aaron-singennan-s-early-release-from-poson-m-

blackstome-labs-casc,

[



to NV Labs. No written contract governed the parties” relationship

9. Instead, the parties engaged i an terative process of product development and
production. At Redeonl ‘s request, NV Labs wonld make produoet “bench samples™ for Redeonl ‘s
review at joint tasting panels. Redeon] wonld then subnmt written purchase orders and NV Labs
wonld respond with price quotes. If Redconl accepted NV Labs® proposed price terms, NV Labs
would “confirm™ by sending Redconl a comesponding sales order.

10,  Inpractice, netther party treated orders as binding commm %10 the start of

production, Q
11.  Redeonl made frequent changes to “confinmedapiire orders. Tt ulaterally
cancelled at least four “contirmed” orders. &

12, Often, but not always, Redeonl g w tedd those changes via a shared
workbook entitled “Redceonl Product Details &s“ (the “Workbook™). which also served

as the agenda for weekly update calls be @ parties,

13. Redconl used t

weekly calls, and s frequent  informal
commumications with NV Labsito cancel “confimmed” orders, modify their material terms, change
production priorines, of :ng orders that had not been formuoally confimned—aoften asking WV
Labs to delay w n “confirmed” orders i favor of more urgent “unconfirmed” requests.

14, @.ﬂhs accommodated these regular changes, cancellations, repriortizations, snd
purpo edited requests so long as Redeonl subiitted them before production began on
the corresponding order.

15 Thus, although Redeon] submitted over forty wiitten purchase orders fo NV Labs
over the course of the parties’ briet velationshap, only sixteen became binding ordess (the “Final

Chders™) becanse NV Labs filled those orders pursuant 1o the parties” mmtal agresment,



16,  No other purchase or sales orders generated by either party—whether exchanged,
acknowledged, confirmed, modified, delayved, cancelled, or otherwise—were filled and none had
become binding agreements by the rime the pamies terminated their relationship.

B. NV Labs Delivers Owver 54.5 Million in Conforming Products

17.  Upon mformation and belief, Redeon] had parted from its previous manufaciurer

and needed to keep its supply pipeline moving in order to keep sclling its products=ShNY Labs was
tasked with filling the voud despite not baving previously worked with nghout the
parties ' bnef relattonship. Redeonl consistently pushed WV Labs to d produce more.

even at the expense of quality.
18. NV Labs filled every Fimal Order by @ug the requested products.

confirnng they conformed to all required specifiqx delrvermg them (the *“Delivered

Products™) to Redeon]. Sx

19.  The Delivered Products ¢ isedimultiple products within three Redeon] product

hnes: two protemn powder product la o * and “MRE Lite™) and one “preworkout powder™
produet line (“Total War™).* T@ imate number of products and total umits that NV Labs

manufactured and deli in cach Redcon] preduct line 15 summanzed in Table I below:

* According to the Redeonl Website, MRE products are “the perfect meal replacement protein
powder for your infense workouis. ™ MRE Lite products are simalar, but *withont the exira calonies
or carbs.” A “preworkout powder” is “a supplement that 15 designed to be taken before a workout
to enhance performance.”




TABLET

Number of

Product Line el Total Units
MRE Lite 14 252,000
Total War I8 242,400
MRE 3 18,000
GRAND TOTAL 35 512,400

20, The parties agreed 1o certain specifications regarding the contents %ﬁiﬂl and
sensory (or “organoleptic™) properties of each product. Q

21, The Delivered Products conformed to all mumally a @Hmus.

z2. To ensure conformity, NV Lahs analyzed sample of oduction Iot {(each, a
“Lot") at least twice during production.

23.  Fust, NV Labs evaluated the n::rga:u 125 {:f samples taken from every

Lot immediately after blending (sometimes ¢ r samples™). In addition, NV Labs sent

Fedeonl blender samples trom every Lo it could do the same and notity NV Labs of any

CONCEINS OF requests, %
24,  Second, NV wied a post-production analysis of every Lol and

sumumarized the results 1 esponding cerfificates of analysis,
i& confined that every Lot conformed to all wtwally agreed
specifications livered Products,

nhm“ Taly 2025. NV Labs™ Chief Operating Officer (*C0O0™) informed

Redcon he collagen supplier used in MRE Lite product bench samples was unavailable,
requurng a substifute.

27.  Redconl representatives approved the change and directed NV Labs to find a

substitute supplier and continue manufacturing MRE Lite products as expeditionsly as possible.

28,  Om or about September 17, 2025, Redconl representatives includmg Redconl

L=



Presudent Ene Hart taste-tested and approved MRE Lite product samples contaimmng the substimted
collagen duning a tasting panel at NV Labs.

29, NV Labs deliverad the Delivered Products to Eedeconl in over 160 shipments (the
“Shipments™ between August and December of 2025,

30,  Each Shipment was accompanied by am NV Labs Invoice (each, an “Tnvoice™),
which stated the shipment date, the comesponding purchase and sale order n . anid the
product type, quantity, and agreed umit price for each product included in t

31, Smee most Shipments were delivered by truck from m Coral Gables) to
Redeonl {in Boca Raton), the shipment date stated on each In delivery date of the
Delivered Products 1t contained were otten the same. Q

32, On mformation and belief, Red N ed each Shipment upon receipt
Redeonl representatives regularly pmvldcd&% feedback about wdividual Shipments

shortly afer receiving them.

33, Redeonl did not ti e that any Delivered Products (o any of the “blender
samples” NV Labs provided in@.d} failed to conform to mutually agreed specifications.

34, However, eral occasions, promply after receiving a particular Shipment,
Redconl complag an aspect of its arganoleptic profile. NV Labs generally responded to
anch cumpl offering and performing courtesy reworks of the products at issue and
delwem% back to Redconl.

35, Ommformaton and belief, Redconl has sold vartually all of the Delivered Product.
with the himited exeception of certam retrned Delivered Products {(described below).

36, The purchase order numbers, mumber of slnpments, mvoreed amounts and balances

owed for each Final Order are sumumarized in Table IT befow,



TABLEN

MNumber of Total Amount

PO No. Shipments Taveiccil Balance Owed
025 3 £197_150.00 2196 620 .00
026 5 $155,920.00 §27,617.66
927 32 $1,152,353.20 $1.151.383.20
936 15 £444.597 92 31792536
067 10 $147.777.60 £123.297.60
969 13 £522.069 00 £522.069.00 4
970 6 srpise | s ialael
971 7 £209 330,00 2200 1
974 21 3367.224.00 EML.@
978 7 $205,783.00
579 5 £153,780.00 00
1035 2 £45.128.40 \ 9!]'_
10438 3 $45.225.60 M594.96
1058 28 55793300 £413.050.20
1070 3 £53.196 4 £0.00
1075 3 £31, £0.00

TOTAL 163 _@ 7 $3,255,757.38
37, Redeonl accepted all of TII‘@* Product and did not repect any within a

reasonable time under Fla. 5t tkewise, Redconl farled to effectively revoke
acceptance under Fla. St. § |5- twithstanding its subsequent bad faith effort to do so

{descrbed below).

38, ﬂ&hﬂﬂ] was contractually obligated to pay NV Labs the full amount

about £4.6 mallion, 1 retum for the Delivered Product.

stated on eae

nl Refuses to Fay for Most of the Delivered Products
39y Redeonl remitted payments in the total amount of abot $1.3 million for the
Delivered Products and then. m December 2025, refused in bad faith to make any further payments,
leaving an vnpaid and overdue balance of over $3.2 million.
40, Om December 4, 20235, Redeonl CED Aaron Singerman sent an email to an NV

Labs sales representative asserting that Redconl wonld not “approve or pay for” anmy MRE Lite



prodiscts manufacnwed prior to October 17, 2025, Mr. Singemman claimed for the first time that
those products—which bad been delivered begmpng i early September—were “unsaleable ™

41,  Om information and belief. Redconl had sold or was then acrively selling those
same products,

42, Om December 9, 2025 WV Labs" COO attended a “tasting panel” at Redcon] (the
“December 9 Mesting').

43, Atthe December 9 Meetmg, the parties jointly tasted sampl Lite products
manufactured prior to October 17 (e, the category of products v@ Mr. Singerman
complamed mn his December 4 email).

44.  Every sample Redconl presented at the [re 9 Meeting conformed to all

muiually agreed product specifications. However, Q observed an aftertaste in several

samples due, as be explamed, to the s-ub.shtut;i% ce used for those Lots with Redeonl s

approval and at its direction,

45, NV Labs’ COO Dﬁ@tﬁd faith to rework all pre-October 17 MRE Lite

products that remained 1 Re m] 5 possession, consistent with NV Labs’ past practice of

offering comtesy rewor Eym[ specific organoleptic properties of fully conforming Delivered
5

Products at ReﬂcQS

requested three things from Redeonl, each of which was needed to plan
and ex yn:q:rﬂsed rework: (1) wventory whormation (ie., the types and quantities of pre-
October 17 MEE Lite prodocts remaming in Bedeonl s possession); () the enstomer complaints
Redeonl clumed 1o have received about products from those Lots, and (1) the products
thenselves.

47, Redeonl never complied. Instead, Mr, Singemman expressly declined o provide



WV Labs with any “complaint files or detailed breakdowns™ or with any “broader inventory data™
about the purportedly “imsaleable™ products for wluch Redeonl refused to pay.

48, In December 2025, Redeonl made available and NV Labs retrieved about 4,500
uiits of one Lot of pre-October 17 MRE Lite products: “Oatineal Chocolate Clap,” Lot No. 640925
(the “Returned QCC™).6

49, Redeonl retumed oo other units from any Lot of m:-ﬂcldn‘&[{E Lire
Products. Mr. Singerman later expressly confirmed that Redeon] refused ’Q‘

50, Dme to Redeonl's bad faith refusal to provide the @ 3

remun the majority of the pre-October 17 MRE Late pmdun:lsz deonl refused to pay.

&hﬂﬂ 16,000 nmts fron two post-

ed Products™). The Other Returned

ormation, or to

NV Labs did not rework the Returned OCC.

51, Tnorabout Jannary 2026, Redeon] a

October 17 Lots of MRE Late products (the
Producrs were fullv conforming in ev NV Labs did not rework the Other Remrned
Prochucts becanse their organol Es did not requie any adjustiment, as unpheily
confirmed by Mr. Singerman’ c 4 email, which praised post-October 17 Lots of MRE
Lite products,
5 Bﬁh i1 Himel i) e baandl b i S iy o thie Dilivstadl Dot

" Labs demanded payment of the outstanding balance owed for Delivered
Pr onl responded by threatening 1t with tovelous litigation over supposed
noncontornuties m the Delivered Products which did not exist and untilled purchase orders which

wete not nding

5 The Retuned OCC had been delivered to Redconl on September 30, 2025 {Tnvoice Nos, 43712
and 43713) and on October 13, 2025 (Invoice Nos. 43834 and 43836)



54, The salyject line of Redeonl’s connsel’s transmittal email read, in relevant part:
“Tejas Chokslu / Redeonl, LLC v. Natwal Vitamins Laberatory, LLC.” indicatmg the possible
involvement of WY Libs” recently departed co-founders m Redeonl s threatened lawsuit,

55.  Redconl has refused requests to provide NV Labs with a copy of its recording of

the December & Meeting, despite repeatedly invoking that recording to threaten NV Labs,

EIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
Breach of Contract —Final Orders Q
56.  Plamtiff mcorporates all prior paragraphs by reference.

57, Each Fmal Order constitutes a valid and binding contragt for the sale of goods under

Fla_ Stat. § 672.204 Q
58. NV Labs fully performed its obligatio r the’ Final Orders by manufacturmg
and delivering the associated Delivered Products
50 Redeonl breached its Dblig;]& f the Final Orders by accepting, and failing
to effectively reject or revoke accep comesponding Deliverad Producrs, but refusing
and fathng i bad faith to pay t balances owed on the associated Tnvoices,
As 5 direct and mmate result of Redconl's breach, NV Labs has suffered

damages m an amougpt 10 &prﬁh‘m al trial,

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION
tmu for the Price tnder Fla. Stat. § 672,709 — § 672709 — Final Orders

lamtlff incorporates all prior paragraphs by reference
62.7 At all tumes material hereto, NV Labs was a “seller™ of goods and Redconl was a
“buyer” of goods as defined under Flonda's Uniform Commercial Code, Fla. Sfat. § 672.103.
63, Each Final Order was a binding contract for sale entered mnto on or about the date
that NV Labs began the associated production.

64,  Redeonl accepted the Delivered Products associaned with each Fimal Order,

10



635, The agreed prices for the Delivered Products associated with each Final Order are
set forth m the corresponding Invorces, which Redeon] has facled to pav as each has become due.
66,  Accordingly. NV Labs is entitled 1o recover the agread prices for the Delivered
Procluct associated with each Final Ovder, together with incidental damages.
THIED CAUSE OF ACTION

Goods Sold and Delivered (i flie alternarive) | !
67, Plaintifl incorporates all prior paragraphs by reference.

G68. NV Labs sold and delivered the Delivered Product to R1 request.

69 Redconl accepted the Delivered Products and failed effec be]}r reject or revoke
its acceptance of any Delivered Products.

0. Although the reasonable value of the uct 15 over $4.6 mllion, NV
Labs has reminted payments of about $1.3 nllIIim fised and fmled to pay the remaning
uipaid and everdue balance of over §3.2 xﬁtﬂ due demand from NV Labs.

Accordingly, an amoi than $3.2 million, plus inferest, remains due and

owiitg from Redeonl 1o NV m
TH CAUSE OF ACTION
wrﬁt Ennchment (fn the afternativel
72, PlaigtifT inc rales all prior paragraphs by reference.

73. % onl knowingly received and retained benefits from NV Labs by accepting the

De]iw@m and refusing to pay for them.

74.7 It would be inequitable for Redeonl to retain those benefits becanse they were

obtamed by bad faith and wrongful retusal to pay tor conformung products accepted by Redeonl.
75, Accordingly, equity requures restitifion and/or disgorgement of all benefits
Redeonl obtained from NV Labs.

76, Accordingly. an amount no less than $3.2 million, plus inferest, remains due and

11



owing from Redeonl o NV Labs,

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION
Declaratory Judgment —Acceptance of Delivered Products

77, Plainnff incorporates all prior paragraphs by reference

78 T this cause of action, Plamtiff seeks declaratory relief pursuant to Chapter 86 of
the Florida Statues and Flonda Rule of Civil Procadure 1.040. ‘&

79, In a Jamuary 20 demand letter o0 NVL Labs, Redconl ass@ried that
unspecified Delivered Products were “nonconforming” and that Redconl -EI:l or revoked
its acceptance of those products.

B0. However, as set forth herem, the Delivered P nformed with all mutually

agreed specifications, and Redeon] failed to eff'e::twelv or j2voke its acceptance with respect

to any Delivered Products (mcluding bt not Im tmnmrl OCC and the Other Returmn
Products).

81,  Anacmal and present ¢ ::-:1515 berween the parties as ro whether Redeon
accepted the Delivered Produc it effectively rejected or revoked its accepiance with

respect to any Delivered Produc 1t now claims.

B2, &jud'-:mI%ﬁ'mmu is necessary and appropriate to resolve this controversy and

B3 ingly, NV Labs is entitled to judicial declarations that Redeonl accepted all
of the Dehyered Pioducts, that Redeonl did wot give tunely or effective notice of rejection or
revocation of acceptance with respect to any Delivered Products, and that Redconl 1s obhgated to
pay NV Labs the agreed prices for the Delivered Products,

SINTH CAUSE OF ACTION
Declaratory Judginent — Purchase Orders

84,  Plaintiff incorporares all prior paragraphs by reference

12



83, Inthis canse of action, Plamnff seeks declaratory relief pansnant to Chapter 86 of
the Florida Statues and Flonda Rule of Cril Procedure 1.040.

86,  During the parmies” business relatonship, Defendant Redconl submitted varions
puichase orders to NV Labs, meluding bt not limited to those associated with the Final Orders.

87, Imitz Jammary 20 demand letter to NVL Labs, Redeonl also stated itz intention to

assert reach-of-contract claims related to unspecified wfilled purchase orders.

B8, However, as set forth herem, the Final Orders were the o uiding agreements
entered into by the parties during then brief relationship.
85,  Anactual and present controversy exists betw: 5 as to what constituted

M%e to resolve this controversy and

a binding agreement between them.

90, A mdicial declaration is necessary a

to establish the parties” respective rights and obl
91. Accordingly. NV Labs is=entitl

subamitted by Redeon] did not im@ tions binding on NV Labs and that the Final Orders

are the only contracts enfered i@
Y

N ]
wdgment — Implied Warranty of Merchantability

o judicial declarations thar purchase orders

parties.

a2, orporates all prior paragraphs by reference.

03 1= canse of action, Plamtiff seeks declaratory relief pursnant to Chapter 86 of
the FloridaStatues and Flonda Rule of Civil Procedire 1.040.

94.  Im its Januwary 20 demand letter to NVL Labs, Redconl also asserted that
unspecified Delivered Products breached the implied wamranty of merchantability. This is false,

95. An actual and present controversy exists between the parties as to whether the

Delivered Products were merchantable,

13



96, A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate to resolve this controversy and
to establish the parties’ respective rights and obligations.

97, Accordingly. NV Labs is enmitled 1o judicial declarations that the Delivered
Proclucts were merchantable and that NV Labs 15 not i breach of any mnplied warranty with

respect to the Delivered Products,

Declaratory Judgment — Express Warranties

98.  Plamtff mcorporates all prior paragraphs by reference.

00 Inthis canse of action, Plambff seeks declaratory reli@f purduant to Chapter 86 of

the Florida Statues and Florida Rule of Civil Procedure l-ﬂmQ
100.  Inats Jannary 20 demand letter to H‘w’@aﬂwnl also falsely asserted that
Delivered Products had breached express warrantiel v NV Labs. This too s false,

101.  Anactual and present contro 15ts regarding whether Plamtiff made, and

whether Deliverad Products breached S5 WaITANTIES,

102, A mdicial declar %{esﬁam and appropnate to resolve this controversy and

to establish the parties’ respectiv tz and obligations.
103,  Acco diugl%‘ Labs s entitled to judicial declarations that any express

walTanfies reg g the Delivered Products, if any, are limited to those expressly agreed between

t to each Final Order and that the Delivered Products conformed to all
applicablésexpress warranties, if any.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, NV Labs respectfully requests that the Court enter judement 1n its favor
and agamst Redeonl and award the following relief:

a. Damages inan amount to be proven at trial, including all amounts due for nnpaid
Final Orders, togerther with all incidenral and consequential damages;

14



b. Declaratory judgments that:

1. Redeonl accepted all of the Delivered Product and is thus obligated to pay
NV Labs the agreed prices for the Delivered Produet;

i.  the Final Orders are the culy binding agreements entered into by the parties;

iii. the Delivered Products conformed with the imphed warranty of
merchantabality and with all apphcable express warranties, it any, with

respect to NV Labs™ obligations;
c. Anaward of attorneys’ fees and costs as pernuited by law;

ngmeut

d. Pre- and post-jndgment mterest as permitted by law, icluds
mfercst accming from the date each unpaid Invoice bec

€. Such other and forther relief as this Court deems just

N 'ﬁﬂg-ﬁﬂﬂz
enu:a-:"‘rl-ﬂnre:sq com
C)@ Margaret B. Hoppin (Pro Hac Vice Pending)

MNew York Bar No. 3093414
Hoppin Legal PLLC
14 Hanover Sq., Ste. 1403

; New York, NY 10005
T. (917) 310-3864
E: margotfihoppinlegal com

EQ Mazin A. Shaiti (Pro Hac Vice Pending)

Texas Bar No. 240580546
Shaii & Company PLLC
3102 Maple Avenue, Sute 400
Dallas, Texas 75201

T: (214) 432-2800

F: (214) 853-4367

E: masiflsbaitilaw. com

Attarneys for Plaintiff
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