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Plaintiff asserts he was
owed termination fee,
nearly $1 million salary

$1,275,417

In a lawsnit filed in U.S. District Court,
Lastern Distriet of Michigan, plaintiff Richard
Greenwood  asserted defendant Kenneth
t\.uf ick hree 1(,]1(‘(.1 a bumno:s venture Lnntmct
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Ureenwond wrote that he would require a
0.0400 mnnl]uv salary, lw\ SINERS eXPenses,
A4S geverance pavment that
oudd he tr 1ggr:n.d il Raznick terminated the
tionship. Al the end of the e-mail, Green-
bwrote, “Let me know what you think.”
Greenweod [umrm] that he would only
pursuani to the terms ont-
: nail, and Raznick needed to
oo to and sigm the eemadll Razniek testi-
f1ed That at the time of the e-mail, he could
afford the terms, that he never intended

nwood .7: 35,000 ¢

e, and that he did net Raznick failed 1o pay On
view the e-mail as a binding contract. month, only partially performing his oblign
Raznick did, however, agree to tinns under the contract by making pay
wordg “Initial Agreed. Subject ,‘u ments of $264 000 hen
sions” were mserted before his r the perinds of nanpay
Upon the ingertion of those waorg atedly renssured anc
the e-mail. woorl he wonld *malie him \\))ulr rmrl pay hm.
Over the next, three vears of their working  under the terms of the e-mail contraet.
relationship, Greenwood devoted 3.000 In February 2005, Raznick walked away
hours per year to the venture. However,  from the Web phone venture, sold some of hig
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contract

n real estate holdings for ai leasi

interests
$4 rillion, and did not pay Greenwood the al.

most §1 million in salary, plus the $300,00¢
termination fe
At wrial, plt xmrlffprr :ented
Rawnick t(.ld at least two busin ; :
that he had a contract with Greenwaond and
wag paying him. On cross-examination,
Raznick was repeatedly impeach (r] h\ plain-
s coungel through nse of Re prior
deposition testimony, and fr)rrrcd 1o dd[]’lll tn
the jury that Greenwood did a tremendons
amount ol work for im and that e did not
expect him to work for free.
<z bookkeeper also admitted that
received o enpy of the agree-
sed Razniek to pay
3 000 per month, bul Rawnick

honoring the

outstanding at the time,
evidence that

whien she lrst
(S roenwond s
told her he
contrich

Defendant asservod that
it owae pornse o trick €
‘l“mm and that Greenwond
partrer” of 1h ‘el phone venture
s Tortnes tivd nat o the agree-

Lt 1o the fnte of the venture.

W nointention of

the c-mail apren-
Crreenwood’s wife

ment.,
The jury rerwlered a nnanimaons verdict in
favor of Greemwood and awarded 51,275,417,



