[image: image1.jpg]UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

ELIOT L. BERNSTEIN, INDIVIDUALLY and P.
STEPHEN LAMONT AND ELIOT 1. BERNSTEIN
ON BEHALF OF SHAREHOLDERS OF IVIEWIT
HOLDINGS, INC, IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES,
INC, UVIEW.COM, INC, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS,
INC, IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC., IVIEWIT.COM,
INC, IVIEWIT.COM, INC, LC, INC.,
IVIEWIT.COM LLC, IVIEWIT LLC, IVIEWIT
CORPORATION, IVIEWIT, INC. IVIEWIT, INC.,
and PATENT INTEREST HOLDERS ATTACHED
ASEXHIBIT B

Plaintifts,

-against-

STATE OF NEW YORK,

‘THE OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION
OF THE UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM,
PROSKAUER ROSE LLP, and, all ofits Partaers,
Associates and Of Counsel, In thelr professional and
individual capacities,

STEVEN C. KRANE In his official and individusl
Capacities for the New York State Bar Association
and the Appelate ivision First Department
Departmental Disciplinary Commitice, and,

his professional and ndividual capacities as

a Proskauer partaer,

KENNETH RUBENSTEL, In his professional

and individual capacities,

ESTATE OF STEPHEN KAYE, in his professional
and individual capacities,

ALAN S. JAFFE, In his professional

‘and individual capacities,

'ROBERT J. KAFIN, n his professional

and individual capacitis,

CHRISTOPHER C. WHEELER, in his professional
and Individual capacities,

MATTHEW M. TRIGGS In s oficial and Individual
capacity for The Florida Bar and his professional and
individual capacities s a partaer of Proskaver,
ALBERT T. GORTZ, i his professional
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[image: image2.jpg]and individual capacitis,
CHRISTOPHER PRUZASKL, in his professional
and individual capacities,

MARA LERNER ROBBINS, in her professioal
and individual capacities,

DONALD “ROCKY” THOMPSON, in his
professionl and individusl capacitis,

GAYLE COLEMAN, in her professional

and individual capacitis,

DAVID GEORGE, i his professional

and individual

‘GEORGE A. PINCUS, in his profesional

and individual

GREGG REED, in his professional

and individual capacities,

LEON GOLD, in his professional

and individual capacities,

MARCY HAHN-SAPERSTELN, n her professionsl
and individual capacities,

KEVIN J. HEALY, in his professional

and individual capicities,

STUART KAPP, in his professional

and individual capacities,

RONALD F. STORETTE, in his professional
and individual ca

‘CHRIS WOLF, i his professional

and individual capacities,

JILL ZAMMAS,In her professionl

‘and individual capacities,

JON A. BAUMGARTEN, in his professionsl
‘and individual capacities,

SCOTT P. COOPER, in his professional

‘and individual capacities,

BRENDAN J. O'ROURKE, in his professional
and individual capacites,

LAWRENCE L WEINSTEIN, ia his professional
‘and individual capacities,

‘WILLIAM M. HART, in his professional

and individual capacitis,

DARYN A. GROSSMAN, in his professionsl
and Individual capacitis,

JOSEPH A. CAPRARO JR. in his professional
and individual capacidies,

JAMES H. SHALEK, i his professional

and Individual capacities,

GREGORY MASHBERG, in s professional

2
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[image: image3.jpg]and individual capacities,

JOANNA SMITH, n her professionl

‘and individual capacities,

MELTZER LIPPE GOLDSTEIN WOLF &

SCHLISSEL, P.C. and its predecessors

‘and successors, and,all o ts Partners,

Associates and Of Counsel, n thei professionl and

individual capacities,

LEWIS S. MELTZER, in his professional

and Individual capacities,

RAYMOND A. JOAO, in bis professional

and individual capacities,

FRANK MARTINEZ, in his professionsl

and individual capacities,

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP, and, al o ifs Partners,

Associates and Of Counsel i thelr professional and

Individual capacitcs,

MICHAEL C. GREBE, in his professional

and individual capacites,

WILLIAM J. DICK, in his professional

and individus capacities,

TODD C. NORBITZ, in his professional

and individual capacities,

ANNE SEKEL, in his professional

and individual capacities,

RALF BOER, in his professional

and individual capacities,

BARRY GROSSMAN, i his professional

and individual capacities,

JIM CLARK, n his professional

and Individual capacities,

DOUGLAS A. BOERM, in his professional

and individul eapacitis,

STEVEN C. BECKER, i his profesional

and individual capacitis,

BRIAN G, UTLEY,

MICHAEL REALE,

RAYMOND HERSCH,

WILLIAM KASSER,

ROSS MILLER, ESQ. in his professional

and individual capacitis,

STATE OF FLORIDA,

OFFICE OF THE STATE COURTS

ADMINISTRATOR. FLORIDA,

'HON. JORGE LABARGA In his oficial and

individual capacities,
=
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[image: image4.jpg]THE FLORIDA BAR,
JOHN ANTHONY BOGGS i his official and
individual capacities,

KELLY OVERSTREET JOHNSON in her official
and individusl capacites,

LORRAINE CHRISTINE HOFFMAN fn her
official and Individual capacitis,

ERIC TURNER in his official and individual
capaciies,

KENNETH MARVIN in his offcial and individusl
capacties,

JOY A. BARTMON in her official and fndividual

capacities,

JERALD BEER fn his official and Individusl
capacities,

BROAD & CASSEL, and, al of s Partaers,
Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and
individual capacities,

JAMES J. WHEELER, in his professional

and individusl capacites,

FLORIDA SUPREME COURT,

HON. CHARLES T. WELLS, in his official and
individual capacities,

HON. HARRY LEE ANSTEAD, in his official and.
individual capacities

HON. R. FRED LEWIS, in his official and
individual capacities,

HON. PEGGY A. QUINCE, i his offical and
individual capacities,

HON. KENNETH B. BELL, in his official and
individual capacities,

THOMAS HALL, in his offcial and individual
capacities,

DEBORAH YARBOROUGH in her offcial and
individual capacities,

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND
PROFESSIONAL REGULATION - FLORIDA,
CITY OF BOCA RATON, FLA.,

ROBERT FLECHAUS in his official and
individual capacities,

ANDREW SCOTT in his official and individusl
capacites,

SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK
APPELLATE DIVISION FIRST
DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY
COMMITTEE,

4
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[image: image5.jpg]‘THOMAS J. CAHILL in his official and individual
PAUL CURRAN in his official and individual

capacitis,

MARTIN R GOLD in his official and individual
capacitis,

'SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK.
APPELLATE DIVISION FIRST
DEPARTMENT,

CATHERINE O'HAGEN WOLFE fn her offiial
and individusl capacities,

'HON. ANGELA M. MAZZARELLI in her offcial
‘and Individual capacitis,

HON. RICHARD T. ANDRIAS fn bis official snd
individual capacities,

HON. DAVID B. SAXE In his offcil and individual
capacites,

HON. DAVID FRIEDMAN in bis official and
individual capacities,

HON. LUIZ A. GONZALES in his official and
individual capacitis,

SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK

APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND JUDICIAL
DEPARTMENT,

'SUPREME COURT OF NEW YORK

APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND

DEPARTMENT DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY
COMMITTEE,

LLAWRENCE DIGIOVANNA i his offcial and

individual capacities,
JAMES E. PELTZER n his offcial and fndividual
‘capacities,

HON. A. GAIL PRUDENTT in her officlal and
individual capacities,

HON. JUDITH S. KAYE in her officlal and
individual capacitis,

STATE OF NEW YORK COMMISSION OF
INVESTIGATION,

ANTHONY CARTUSCIELLO in his official

‘and individual capacitis,

LAWYERS FUND FOR CLIENT

PROTECTION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK,




[image: image6.jpg]ELIOT SPITZER in bis official and individual
‘capacities, as both former Attorney General for
the State of New York, and, as former
Governor of the State of New York,
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA,
VIRGINIA STATE BAR,

ANDREW H. GOODMAN fn his offcial and
individual capacitis,

NOEL SENGEL in her official and individual

capacitis,
MARY W. MARTELINO in her official and

individual capacides,

LIZBETH L MILLER, in her official and
Individual capacides,

MPEGLA, LLC,

LAWRENCE HORN, i his professional

and Individual capacites,

REAL 3D, INC. and successor companics,
GERALD STANLEY, I his professional

and individual capacitis,

DAVID BOLTON, In his professional

and individual capacitis,

TIM CONNOLLY, ia hi professional

and individual capacitis,

ROSALIE BIBONA, in her professionl

and Individual capacitis,

RYJO, INC,

RYAN HUISMAN, in his professional

and individual capacitis,

INTEL CORP.,

LARRY PALLEY, In his professional

a0d individual capacitis,

SILICON GRAPHICS, INC.,

LOCKHEED MARTIN,

BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR &

ZAFMAN, LLP, and, al of its Partaers,

Associates and Of Counsel, n their professional and
Individual capacitis,

NORMAN ZAFMAN, in his professional

and fndividual capacities,
‘THOMAS COESTER, in
and Individual capacidis,
FARZAD AHMIN, ia his professional
and individual

GEORGE HOOVER, in his professionsl
and individual capacities,
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[image: image7.jpg]WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN &

'DIXON LLP, and, all ofits Parters,

Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and
individual capacitics,

MARTYN W. MOLYNEAUX, in his professional
and individual capacitis,

MICHAEL DOCKTERMAN, in his professional
and individual capacitis,

HARRISON GOODARD FOOTE, and, all ofits
Partners, Associates and Of Counsel,in their
professional and individual capacitis,
[EUROPEAN PATENT OFFICE,

ALAIN POMPIDOU in his official and

individual capacities,
WIM VAN DER ELIK in bis offcial and

individual capacities,
LISE DYBDAHL in her official and personal

capacites,

YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL PATENT
OFFICE, and, all of it Partmers,

Associates and Of Counsel in their professionl and
individual capacities,

MASAKI YAMAKAWA, i bis professional

and individual capacitis,

CROSSBOW VENTURES, INC,

ALPINE VENTURE CAPITAL PARTNERS LP,
STEPHEN J. WARNER, in his professional

and individul capacitis,

RENE P. EICHENBERGER, in his professional
and individual espacitis,

I HICKMAN “HANK” POWELL, in bis
professional and individual capacitis,
MAURICE BUCHSBAUM, in his professionsl
and individual capacitis,

ERIC CHEN, in his professionsl

and individual capacitis,

AVIHERSH, in his professional

MATTHEW SHAW, in his professional
and individual capacities,

BRUCE W. SHEWMAKER, in his professional
and individual capacites,

RAVIM. UGALE, ia his professional

and individual capacitics,

DIGITAL INTERACTIVE STREAMS, INC.,
ROYAL O'BRIEN, in his professional

7
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[image: image8.jpg]and individual capacitis,

HUIZENGA HOLDINGS INCORPORATED,
WAYNE HUIZENGA, n his professional

and individual capacidies,

WAYNE HUIZENGA, JR. in bis professional

and individual capacities,

TIEDEMANN INVESTMENT GROUP,

BRUCE T. PROLOW, in his professionsl

and individual capacities,

CARL TIEDEMAN, in his professionsl

and individual capucitis,

ANDREW PHILIP CHESLER, in his professional
and individual capacitics,

CRAIG L. SMITH, n his professional

and individual capacitics,

HOUSTON & SHAHADY, P.A., and any successors,
and, all of it Partmers,

Associates and Of Counsel, in their professional and
individual capacitics,

BART A. HHOUSTON, ESQ. n his professional

and individual capacities,

FURR & COHEN, P-A., and, all of s Partners,
Associates and Of Counsel in their professional
and individual capacities,

BRADLEY S, SCHRAIBERG, ESQ. in his
‘professionl and individual capacitis,
MOSKOWITZ, MANDELL, SALIM &
SIMOWITZ, P:A., and, all of its Partucrs,
Associates and Of Counsel in their profesional and
indiyidual capacites,

WILLIAM G. SALTM, ESQ. i his professional
and individual capacities,

SACHS SAX & KLEIN, A, and, al of ifs Partners,
Associates and Of Counsel n their professional and
individual capacites,

BEN ZUCKERMAN, ESQ. i his professional

and individual capacities,

SPENCER M. SAX, in his professional

and individual ca

SCHIFFRIN & BARROWAY LLP, and any successors,
and, all ofits Partaers, Associates and Of Counsel,

in their professional and individusl capcitics,

RICHARD SCHIFFRIN, in his professional
and individual caj

pacities,
ANDREW BARROWAY, in his professional
‘and individual capacities,




[image: image9.jpg]KRISHNA NARINE, in his professional
and individual capacities,

CHRISTOPHER & WEISBERG, P.A.,and, all fts
Pariners, Assoclates and Of Counsel, In thelr
professional and individual capacitics,

ALAN M. WEISBERG, in his professional

‘and Individual capacitics,

ALBERTO GONZALES i his offcial and
Individual capacities,

JOHNNIE E. FRAZIER in his official and
individual capacities,

IVIEWIT, INC, a Florida corporation,

IVIEWIT, INC, a Delaware corporation,

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC., a Delaware.
corporation (tca. Usiew.com, nc.)

UVIEW.COM, INC,  Delaware corporation
IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC., a Delavare
corporation (Lk.a. Iviewit Holdings, Tac),

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.,a Florida
corporation,

IVIEWIT.COM, INC.,a Florida corporation,

LC. INC., a Florida corporation,

IVIEWIT.COM, INC, & Delaware corporation,
IVIEWIT.COMLLC, a Delaware limited.

liabilty company,
IVIEWIT LLC, 3 Delaware limited liability
compaay,

IVIEWIT CORPORATION, a Florida
corporation,

IBM CORPORATION,

JOHN AND JANE DOES.

Defendants
JURY TRIAL
DEMANDED
I PLAINTIFS, ELIOT L. BERNSTEIN, Pro Se, individually, and, P.

STEPHEN LAMONT, Pro Sc and Plintiff Bemmstein on bebalf of sharcholders of
Iviewit Holdings, Inc., Iviewit Technologies, Inc, Uview.com, Inc. , Iviewit Holdings,
Inc, Iviewit Holdings, Inc, Iviewi.com, Tnc, Iviewit.com, Inc, 1.C. Inc, Iviewit.com
LLC, Iviewit LLC, Iviewit Corporation, Iviewit,Inc., viewit, Inc.,and other John Doe




[image: image10.jpg]companics collectively, “Iviewit Companies'”), and patent interest holders atached as
Eshibit A, and for their Cormplaint aganst the sbove captioned defendanis, statc upon
knowledge s totheir own fcts and upon information and beicfa o all other matters:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT
2 “Thi s civil actionseeing injunctive olie, monetary elie, ncluding

past and on going cconomic loss, compensatory and puritive damages, disburscms,
costs and fes for violtions ofrights brought pursuant 10, inluding but not limited 0,
Asticl 1, Section , Clause  of The Constitution of the Uied Stais; Ffth, and
Fourteenth Amendment to The Constittion of the Urited States; 15 US.CA. §§ 1 and2;
“Tide VIl of the Civl Rights Actof 1964 (as amended); 18 US.C. § 1961 trough 15
US.C. § 1968; and, State law claims.

3. Plaintiffs allogothatthe defendants wantonly,recklessly, knowingly and
purposclly, acting individually and i conspiracy with each ober and in various
‘combinations through  core group oforiginal conspirators, sought to deprive Ptitoncrs
oftie and pay through  pater of violtion of constitutiona rights, violation ofatorney
s, misrepresentation, misinformation, raud, fraud upon the United States Patent and.
Trademark Office ("USPTO") and other Federal, tat, and nternational agencies, and.
sbase of and manipulaton of laws, uls,and regalations,conflcs of nteests nd sbuse
of public offices of including but ot limited o, the Frst Department Departmental
Discipliary Commice, Second Departmeat Departmental Disciplinaey Cormmitics, The
‘Florida Bar, and appearances of impropriety’ thru, to deprive Plaintiffs of interests n

 Wher it usknow and this s s il sk fther discovery o reveal which Iiewit Compurics e
egitimae and whichae llegitimte, a5 manyof e Tiewit Compasies were openad by unasborizod
pirics i arde o pcct e el property crimes s e crins escribd herei, it s been
st hat ll compenic veataly will b owoed by e gt companies. Desie thei beig
umped ogeher n rfercncefortis Amendod Complin they will e o be defioed fsther i the ftre
i rociing e corport ecerds o former connsel s scoustents which have v beca et
o e part o dislonre st  fomer vl bl case s descbed berin £ o which were et .
hich wee Tlegiimae.
7 Sew Unpublished Order incorperaied bercn by refercnce i such sppesod in i Amended Compain:

3168 - Steven C. Kroe & Prokavee Rse;.

2120 Kesmeh Robemci & Proser Ros:

M3212 Raymond A-Josoand Melze Lippe Goldsiin & Sclsel: and,

Thomas 1 Cail—Special Inquiry 22004 1122.
? S Mot i he Masicrsof Coruplaies At Aoraeys s Coumselor t Luw; Thomuas J.Cabil
Decho Pending Review by Special Counsel Martia . Gold On Adviseetof Paa . Curan o Relsted
Cass (Separaie Moton Atached) Aga Hubease - Docket 20030531, Raymond A. Yoo~
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[image: image11.jpg]intellectual propertes valued at valued over several trilion dollars over twenty plus years
of the patent and other IPrights of the invenors. 2

4. Paintiffs o aware of the immineat filing or alrcady fled civil cases
socking asociation 0 the rlated Anderson, et al.v.the Sate of New York, et al, (ULS.
Distict Cour, S.D.N.Y, (October 26, 2007) hercinafic (“Anderson”) case, which this
ase s bocn associated with, which act together to support the denal of duc process
claimed by Plaintfs heren, inclading but ot limited to;

A. (07cv09599) Anderson v The Sate of New York, ctal.,

B. (07cv11196) Bemstein, et al. v Appellate Division First Department Dis
Commites, ctal.,

C. (076v11612) Esposito v The State of New York,ctal.,

D. (080v00526) Capogrosso v New York State Commission on Judicial Conduct, et
al,

E. (08cv02391) McKeown v The Stae of New York, etal.,

. (08c+028532) Galison v The Stat of New York, ctal,

. (08cv03305) Carvel v The State of New York, ct a, and,

H. (08cv4053) Gizslla Weisbaus v The Stic of New York, ctal.

5. Thatthis Court may note an additionsl large number of defendants have.
een ackded 0 th original complaintand tis s doe 10 the fact that a a RICO case and
forother reasons,the whle o the conspiracy is brcin defined with al paticipants,
‘whereas the original complaint had only the defendant involved in covering up the
crimes as it related to Anderson’s clsims of public offce corruption. Wherothe original
complaiat was donc with the urgency o support the beroic fforts of Anderson with the
imtnt that ifthe Courtaccepted the case 1o cxpand through amending the complait the
catire case of lantiffs.

6. Seid criminal and civi acts berein were done knowingly with the conset
and condonation, ofincluding but notlimited to, the main conspiratorial partics of:
Proskauer Rose LLP, Meltzer Lippe Goldsiin Wolf & Schlsse, Foey & Lardoer LLP,
MPEGLA LLC and Intel Corporaion n collsion withthe cover up participant, once

inary

[Docket 2003,0532, ieven C. Krane - Docket Pending Review by Pt J Cura, Fsq, ad The Law Fem




[image: image12.jpg]caughtin said acs o block du process, including but ot imited to Fist Departmcat
Departmental Disciplinary Commites the Second Department Departmental
Disciplinary Commitie, the New York Sute Supreme Court Appellte Division First
Department, Supreme Court of the Stte of New York Appellte Division Second
Judicial Departasent, State of New York Court of Appeals, the State of New York
Commission of Investigation, the Offic of te Attorney Generl for the State of New.
‘ork, Lawyers Fund for Client Protection of te State of New York, The Florida Bar,the:
Virginia State Bar, and other culpable defendants (collctively “Caver Up Participans”)
‘mamed bercinto cloak the sabotage of,theftof, and wnautharized use of ntelectua!
‘propertes with # value of more than ONE TRILLION DOLLARS ($1,000,000,000,000),
‘Whr the defendantscithe acing alane, combined o in collusion with the Cover Up
Participants at the diretion of the man criminal enterprises as further defined hercin,
blocked due process with scienter in an effot to thwart the investigations of issues of
patent sabotage and theft and other cimes described berein.

7. Contained in this Complaint, Plaintiffs depict a conspiratorial patem of
fraud, deccit, a0d mistepresentaion, hat runs 50 wide and so decp, that i tears t the very
fabrc, nd becomes th lmus tst, of what has come 10 be known as free commerce
through inventors"rghts and due processin this country, and i that th circumstances
involve inventors' rightsteas at the very fabric o the Democracy protected under the
Constitation of the United States.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE
8. This Court has subject matic jurisdiction over this ispute pursuant 10 28
US.C. §§ 131 and 1338 (federal question jurisdiction). Jursdiction is premised upon
deiendants breach of, among othe federal satutes: Asticle 1, Section 8, Clause 8 of The
Consttution of the Uit States;Fifth, and Fourtcenth Amendment o The Constitation
of the Uited States; Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (s amended); 15 US.CA.
§61 a0 2; and, 18 US.C. § 1961 through 18 U.S.C. § 1968 ~ Racketeer Inlucnced and

Cormupt Organizations Act.
9. This Courthas personal jursdiction over thediverse defendants because
allfactual allegations derive froms (1) P ssbotage through violations of sate, federal and

itermational laws and reatises; i) th theft of itelectual propertics, through a patien




[image: image13.jpg]of false IP oaths submitied 10 the Ui Statcs Patcat & Trademark Office and
‘warldwide paient authoriies and throvgh a bit and switch n other instances using.
similacly named corporate formations, unsuthorized ssct transfey,and unsuthorized
stock swaps; and (if) the unauthorized usc of, despite confidentiaity agreements
("NDA's") o confidentiaity clauscs in srategic allance contracts o proprictary
itellectual properties; (iv)the deaial of e process by Cover Up Partcipants, and other
culpabic defendnts with scicnie; whero () to (i) culminated i (v)  conspiratorial
peticrn of fraud, deceit, and misteprescatation mot ouly agaast Plaintifs but against the
United States and foreign agencies and nations. For the sake ofjudical expedieacy,this
(Court s supplementl jurisdicion overal otherclaims that are 5o elaed fo laims in
the actions ofthe paties within such original urisdiction that they form partof the same
dispute pursuant 10 28 US.C. § 1367.

10, Venue is properin this district punsuant 0 28 U.S.C. §§1391 and 1400
because the bulk o the defendans transacts business and ae found i this distit,aad.
forthose defendants that do nor, and for the sake of judicial expedincy, this Court bas
supplementa jurisdiction over allather defendaas tha re 5o elaed to claims in the
actons oftheparies within such riginal jursdicion thatthy form part of th same.
dispute pursant 10 28 US.C. § 1367.

3, PARTIES
11 Oninformation and belef, Plaintiff BERNSTEIN, i  sui
and resident of Red BIuff, Tehama County, Califormia, and the Founder and princpal
inventorofthe technology of the Ivwit Companics.
12.  Oninformation end belicf, PlaintiT LAMONT, s a su juri individual
a0 resident of Rye, Westchester County, New York, and former Chief Executive Officer
(Acting)of the Iviewit Companies formed to commercialize th technology o th Iviewit

Companies'.
13, Oninformation s belcf, Plaiiilf sharcholders of VIEWIT
'HOLDINGS, INC., are sui juris prsons of he respestivesats.

¢ Upon_nformation and beliel, asd pending ongoing avesigtons, the discovry of il
matberied, sy named corporie formativs and amuthrizedsoek swaps and wnssorizd e
st thereor, B of e Tiewit Compasiescamot e scrained at s .
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[image: image14.jpg]14 On information and belicf, PlaintifT sharcholders of IVIEWIT
TECHNOLOGIES, INC. ar s juris persons ofthei respective states.

15, Oninformation and belief, Plaintiff shareholders of UVIEW.COM, INC.,
‘are sui juris persons of their respective states.

16, On information and belief, Plaintiff sharcholdcrs of IVIEWIT'
HOLDINGS, INC, are s s persons of their respective sses.

17 Oninformation and belief, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT.COM, INC.,
are s i persansofthei respective tates.

18.  Oninformation and belief, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT.COM, INC.,
are sui juris persons of their respective states.

19.  On information and belief, Plaintiff shareholders of LC., INC., are sui juris
persons of theeresptiv saes.

20.  Oninformation and belief, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT.COM LLC,
are s i personsoftheie respectve sttes,

21, Oninformation and belicf, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT LLC, arc sui
s pecsons of thir respective saes.

22.  Oninformation and belicf, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT
CORPORATION, ar s juis persoesofthis rspective staes.

23.  Oninformation and belief, Plaintiff shareholders of IVIEWIT, INC., are
‘sui juris persons of their respective statcs.

24.  Oninformation and belicf, Plaintiff sharcholders of IVIEWIT, INC,, arc
s juis persons ofthei respectve sttes

25.  Oninformation and belief, defendant STATE OF NEW YORK sued
herein, was an employer within the meaning o the Constitution of the Sate of New York
‘and was a governmental entity acting under color of the laws, statutes, ordinances,
regalations,policies,customs and usages of the Stateof New Yark.

26, Oninformation and belicf, defendant OFFICE OF COURT
ADMINISTRATION OF THE UNIFIED COURT SYSTEM (hereinafter "OCA") sued.
‘erein, is and was at all relevant times & governmental entity created by and authorized
under the laws of the State of New York. On information and belief, defendant OCA
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[image: image15.jpg]‘was a govemmental entity acting under colo of the aws,statute, ordinances,
regulations,poliics, castoms and usages of the State of New York.

27, Oninformation snd beicf, defcodant PROSKAUER ROSE LLP, and, all
ofits artners, Associaes and Of Counsel fom 1998 1 presen, inthir professionalund
individual capucities, who al have gaincd pocuniary iterests from the llogal actons of
Proskaser (hercinafir *Proskauer”) soed hrein, is a domestic professional service
limited lisbility company providing logal services 1 the public,located a 1585
Broadway, New York, New York 10036 and who provided Iogal services o the Iviowit
Companics.

28, On information and belict, defcndant STEVEN C. KRANE (hercinaficr
“Krane), sued heren in his official and individual capacities s a member of th First
‘Department Depstmeata Disciplinary Commitcs n his ofical nd individual capacity
as President of the Now York Statc Bar Association, and, as partncr of defendant aw.
firm Proskauer in his individual and professional capacitis,is an atomey, who, upon
information and belif, rsides in the Statc of New Yok, On information and belict
defendant Krane has been a parnerinthe defendant aw firm Proskauer located at 1585,
Broadway, New York, New York 10036,

29, Oninformation and beief, defendant KENNETH RUBENSTEIN
(hereinafier "Rubeasten'), sued hereia i his professional and individual capacites, a5 a
pastncr of defendant law firm Proskaser, i his professional and individual cupacites s
the puct evaluator and counsel fo defendant MPEG LA LLC, and in his professional
o individualcapaciiesas former partne of defendant Meltzer, Lippe, Goldstein, Wolfe
and Schlissel who, upon information and belie, resides inthe Stae of New Jerscy. On
information and belic, defendant Rubenstein has bocn # partner in the defendant law firm
Proskaucrlocated a 1585 Broadway, Now York, New York 10036.

30, On information and belef defendant ESTATE OF STEPHEN KAYE
(hercinafir S, Kaye"), sued herein i a doceased individual and his estate s sued herein
its capacities, and sued herein in is former professional and individual capacites, as
formes partner of defendant Proskaucr, was an atiorney, who, upon information sod
belie,rsided in the State of New York and s the former husband of the now widow
Hon. Judith S. Kaye. On information and belif, defindant S, Kaye had boen s patoct in
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[image: image16.jpg]the defendant law fim Proskauerlocated at 1585 Broadway, New York, New York
10036,

31, On information and belif, defendant ALAN §, JAFFE (hereinafier
“Jalle), sued herein i his professional and individual capacitic, us & partacr of
defendant law firm Proskauer, is an atorncy, who, upon information and belicf esides in
the State of New York. On information and belie, defendant JafT has been  parter in
the defendant law firm Proskauer located a 1585 Broadway, New York, New York
10036,

32 Oninformation and belif, defendant ROBERT J. KAFIN (hercinaficr
“Kafin"), sued herein in his profcssional and individual capacitcs,as prtacr of defendant
i frm Proskaver, i 30 ttomey, who, upon nformation snd belie,rosides in the St
of New York. On nformation and beie, defendant Kafin bas been a partoee i the
defendant law fim Proskaver located at 1585 Broadway, New York, New York 10036,

3. Oninfoumation and belic, defendant CHRISTOPHER C, WHEELER
(hercinaficr "Wheclcr?), sued heren i his professional and individual capacitics, as
partncr of defendant aw firm Proskaucr, s an attorny, who, upon information and
belif,resides in the Sate of Florida. On information and beief, defendant Wheeler bas
b  partocrin tho defendant law firm Proskauer located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite
340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

3. Oninformation and belif, defendant MATTHEW M. TRIGGS
(hereinafir “Triggs"), sued berein in bis professional and individual capacitis,as patocr
of defendant law firm Proskauer, in his offcial and personal capacity as an offcer of
“The Florda Bar, i an attorney, who, uponinformation and belie,residesinthe State of
Florida. On information and belief, defendant Triggs has been a partner n the defendant.
law firm Proskaser located at 2255 Giades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla
3431

35, Oninformation and belie, defendant ALBERT T. GORTZ (hereinafer
*Gorte"), sued herei in his professional nd individual capacites, as & partner of
defendant law firm Proskaer, is an attomey, who, upon information and belef esides in
the Stte of Florida. On information wnd belif, defendant Gortz has been a partacr in the




[image: image17.jpg]defendant law fimm Proskauer located at 2255 Giades Rosd, Suitc 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fla 33431

36, Oninformation and belief, defendant CHRISTOPHER PRUZASKI
(horcinaficr "Pruzaski),sued berein in his professional and ndividual capacities, a5 an
‘ssociate of defendant aw firm Proskae, s attomey, who, upon information and
belif,resides in the State of Florida. On information and belef, defendant Pruzaski had
been an associate in the defendant law fim Proskaver located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite
340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431

37 Oninformation snd belicf, defendant MARA LERNER ROBBINS
(hercinafler "Robbins", sued herin in hr professional ad individual pacitics, s an
associate of defendant aw firm Proskaucr, s n attormey, who, upon information and
belief,resides in the Sate of Florida. On information and belef, defendant Robbins had
been an associate in the defendant law firm Proskaver locaied at 2255 Glades Road, Suite
340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

38, On information and belicf, defendant DONALD “ROCKY" THOMPSON
(bcrcinaficr “Thompson"), sued bercin in his professional and individual capacitics, s an
associaic of defendant aw firm Proskaucr, s a attomey, who, upon information and
belif,resides in the Sate of Florida. On information and belef, defendant Thompson
had becn an associate i the defendant law firm Proskauer located st 2255 Glades Road,
Suito 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

39, On information and belie, defendunt GAYLE COLEMAN (hercinafier
“Coleman"),sued herein i her profesional and individual capaciies, as an associate of
defendan law firm Proskauer, is an atorney, who, upon information and belicf, resides in
the State of Forids. On information and belief,defendant Colcman bad boen an associate
in the defendant law firm Proskauer located at 255 Giadcs Road, Suite 340 West, Boca.
Raton, Fla, 33431

40, Oninformation and belif, defendant DAVID GEORGE (hereiatier
*George"), sued herein i his professional and individual cpactics,  an associae of
defendant law firm Proskauer, is an atorney, who, upon information and belef,resides in
the State of Forida. On information and belif, defendant Goorge had been an associate




[image: image18.jpg]i the defendantlaw firm Proskauc located at 2255 Glades Rosd, Suite 340 West, Boca
Raton, Fla. 33431

41, Oninformation and belef, defendant GEORGE A. PINCUS (hereinatter
"Pincus"), sued berein in bis professional and individual capacites, and as an associate of
defendant law fim Proskauer, is n stomcy, who, upon information and belicf, rosides in
the Sste of Florida. On information and belicf, defendant Pincus had boen an associat in
e defendant law firm Proskauerlocaied at 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca
Raton, Fla. 33431,

42, Oninformation and beief, defendant GREGG REED (herinafer
“Recd), sucd hercn in his profssional and individual capacitcs, as an associate f
defendant law fim Proskaser, s an atorncy, who, upon information and belicf, esides in
the State o Florida. On information and belcf,defendant Reed had been an associate in
the defendantlaw firm Proskauer ocated st 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca.
Raion, Fla. 33431,

43, On information and beief, defendant LEON GOLD (hercinafier “Gold®),
sued hrein s his professional and individual capacitie, s & partner of defendant law
irm Proskaser, i an atorney, who, upon information and belie,residesinthe Statc of
New York. On information sad belief, defendant Gold had been a partne i the
defendant law fiem Proskauer located a 1585 Broadway, New York, New York 10036.

44, On information and belie, defendunt MARCY HAHN-SAPERSTEIN
(hercinafier *Saperstein®), sued hercn in her professional and individual capaciics, 3 an
associatc of defendant aw firm Proskaer, s attorey, who, upon information wnd
belif,resides in the State of Florida. On information and belief, defendant Saperseinis
an associate i the defendant aw firm Proskauer located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340
West, Boca Raton, Fla 33431

45, Oninformation and belef, defendant KEVIN J. HEALY (bercinaficr
Hlealy'), sued herein n his professional and individual capacitics,as an associatc of
deendant law firm Proskauer, is an atorney, who, upon information and belef, resides in
the State of Florida. On information und belif, defendant Healy is an asociate in the
defendant law firm Proskauerlocatcd a 2255 Giades Rowd, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fla. 33431
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[image: image19.jpg]46, On information and belef, defeadant STUART KAPP (hereinafer
"Kapp?), sued herein inhis professional and individual capacities as an associate of
defendant law fim Proskaue, is an attorney, who, upon information and belef resides i
the State of Florida. On information wnd belif, defendant Kapp is an associatein the
dcfendant Jaw fim Proskauee locatod st 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fia 33431,

47, Oninformation and belief, defendant RONALD F. STORETTE
(hercinafir "Storcte"), sucd hercin i his professional and individual capacitcs, as an
associate of defendant law firm Proskauer, i an attoraey, who, upon information and
belicf, resides n the Stae of Forida. On information and belet, defendant Strctc s an
associate in the defendant law frm Proskaucr located at 2255 Glades Road, Suitc 340
West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

48 O information and beief, defendant CHRIS WOLF (hercinafter
"Wolf"), sued herin i his professional and individual capacities as an associae of
defendantlaw firm Proskauer, is an atorney, who, upon information and belif,resides in
the Stae of Florida. On information and beli, defendant Wolls an associae i the
efendantlaw firm Proskauer located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fa. 33831,

49, O information and belief, defendant JILL ZAMMAS (hereinafier
“Zammas"), sucd hercin in b professional and individual capacitics, s un wssocite of
defendantLaw frm Proskauer, i an sommey, who, upon nformation and belie, resdes in
e State o Florida. On information and belef,defendant Zammas is an asociate in the.
defendunt law firm Proskaser located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fla 33431

50, On information and belif, defendant JON A. BAUMGARTEN
(bercinafcr "Baumgarten"),sued herein in his professional and individual capacties, s
an assocateof defendant law firm Proskaser, is an attorney, who, upon information and
belif,esides in the State of Florida, On information and belef, defendant Basmgaten is
m associae i the defendant aw firm Proskaer located at 2255 Gilades Road, Suite 340
‘West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,




[image: image20.jpg]S1. Oninformation and belif,defendant SCOTT P. COOPER (herinafier
"Cooper"), sued beren n ks professional nd individual capacitic, s an associate of
defendant law fim Proskaucr, is an ttorey, who, upon information and belef, esides in
the Stae of Florids. On information snd belct, defcndsnt Cooper s n sssociate in the
defendant aw firm Proskauer locaed a 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fia 33831,

2. Oninformation and belif, defendant BRENDAN J. OROURKE
(uercinafcr "0 Rourke”), sued hercin i his professional and individual capacities, s an
asocia of defeadant v frm Proskaucr, s an ttormey, who, upon information snd
i, esides inthe Stat of Florida. On information and bele, defendant O Rourke is
an associate inthe defendant aw firm Proskauer located at 2255 Gldes Road, Suite 340
West, Boca Raton, Fla 33431,

53, On nformation and belief,defendant LAWRENCE L WEINSTEIN
(berciafler Weinstcin®), sucd berein i his professional snd ndividual capacitis, s
associne of defendant Ta frm Proskauer, i an storncy, who, upon information und
el resides i the Stateof Florida. Oninformation and belief defendant Weinstein s
an associate inthe defendan law firm Proskaver locaied a 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340
West, Boca Raton, Fa. 33431,

$4. Oninformation wd belcf, defendant WILLIAM M. HART (hercinafer
Hat?), sued hrein i his profesional nd individualcupacitis,u un ssociate of
defendant law fim Proskauer, i an tiomey, who, upon information and belif, esides in
the State of Forida. On information and belef, defendant Hart i an associat i the
defendant law frm Proskaue locatod at 2255 Glades Road, Suit 340 West, Boca Raton,
Fa 33431

55 Oninformation and belicf, dfeodant DARYN A. GROSSMAN
(brcinafir "Grossman?),sued heren n his profesional and individual capacities, s an
asociat of defendant v firm Proskauer, s n atiomey, who, upon information and
i, esids in the Stat of Floida. On information and belc, dofendant Grossman is
an associate i th defendant law firm Proskaue lcated at 2255 Glades Road,Suite 40
‘West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,
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[image: image21.jpg]56, On information and belic, defendant JOSEPH A. CAPRARO IR
(hercinafier *Capraro") sued herein in is professional and individual capacitis, as an
associatc of defendant law firm Proskauer, s a attomey, wh, upon information and
beli,resides n tho Siate of Florida. On information and belicf,defendunt Capararo i an
ssociste in the defendant Jw firm Proskauer located at 2255 Glades Road, Suie 340
West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431

57, Oninformation and belicf,defendant JAMES H. SHALEK (hercinafier
"Shalek), sued herin n his profssional and individual capacities, 2 an ssociate of
defendant law fim Proskaue, i an sftomey, who, upon information and belef, resides in
e Stat of Florida. O information and belicf, defendant Shalek s an ssociae in the
defendant law firm Proskauer locateda¢ 255 Glades Road, Suite 140 West, Boca Raton,
Fla 33431,

S8, O information and belif,defendant GREGORY MASHBERG
(hercinafior Mashberg”) sued bercn in his professional and individual capacities, a5
pactnc of defendantlaw firm Proskauer, i an atorncy, who, pan information and
belef, resides n th Stst of New York. On information and belif,defendant Masbbery
had been a parter in the defendan aw firm Proskauer ocated a 1585 Broadway, New
York, New York 10036.

59, Oninformation snd belict, defcndant JOANNA SMITH (herciaficr
"Senih), sued berei n her individual capacites, 15 an associate of defendant aw fem
Proskauer, s an atorney, who, upon information and belief, esids inth State of New
‘York. On information and belif,defeadant Sith had becn an associat i the defendant
Jaw firm Proskaver located a 1585 Broadway, Now York, New York 10036,

60, Oninformation and beliet, defendant MELTZER LIPPE GOLDSTEIN
‘WOLF & SCHLISSEL P.C. (hereinaficr "MLG?) and it successors, and, all ofits
Partners, Associates and Of Counsel from 1998 to prescnt in thei profesional and
individualcapaciies, whoall have gained pecuniary interests from the liega actions of
MLG, sucd berein i a domestc professional servic lmited ibilty company providing
logalscrvices o the public locatd st 190 Willi Aveaue, Mincola, New York 11501 and
provided Iegalservices {0 the Iviewit Companics.




[image: image22.jpg]61 Oninformation and belief, defendant LEWIS S, MELTZER (berciaficr
"Meltzer"),sued berein i his professional and individual capactis, s & patocr of
defendant law fiem MLG, s an atoresy, who, upon information and belif, esidesinthe
State of New York. On information and belie, defiendant Mtzer had beca & partncr in
the defendant law firm MLG located at 190 Wills Avenuc, Mincola, New York 11501.

6. Oninformation snd belief, defendant RAYMOND A. JOAO (herinafir
"Joso?),sued herin inhis professional and individual capacities, as an Of Counsel and
posible partncrof defendantlaw firm MLG, is an attormcy, who, upon information and.
belicf, resides in the Statc of New York. On information and belif, defendant Joao had
been a partner i the defendant aw firm MLG located at 190 Wills Avenue, Mincola,
New York 11501

63, Oninformation and blie, defendant FRANK MARTINEZ (hereinafer
"Martinez"), sucd hercin i his professional and individual capactics, s a parner of
defendantlaw firm MLG, is an attormey, who, upon information and belif,resides i the
State of New York. On information and belef,defendant Martinez had been a parner in
the defendant aw firm MLG locaicd at 190 Willis Avenue, Minsola, New York 11501,

64, Oninformation and beief, defendant FOLEY & LARDNER LLP
(bereinafer "Foley') and,all of its Partners, Associates and Of Counsel from 1998 to
preseat, in their professional and individual capacities, who al have gained pecuniary
iterests from the llogal actons of Foley sued berein, s # domestic pofessional service
it lsbilty company providing legal scrvices o the public, located at 777 East
‘Wisconsin Avenuc, Milwaukes, Wis. 53202 und provided legalservices 10 yiewit
Companics.

65 O information and belief, defendant MICHAEL C. GREBE (bercinaficr
“Girebe"), sued heren in his profssional and individual capacitcs, as & partner of
defendant law firm Folcy, i ansttorey, who, pon information and belie,resides i the
State of Wisconsin. On information and belic, defendant Grebe had been & partne i the
defendant law firm Foley located t 777 East Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaskee, Wis.
3202,

6. O information aod belief, defendant WILLIAM J. DICK (hercinafier
"Dick") sued hereinin his grofessional and individual capacities, as an OF Counsel of




[image: image23.jpg]defendant law fiem Foley, i an ttorey, who, spon information and belie,resides i the
State of Florida. On information and belct, defendant Dick had beea an Of Counsel in
the defendant law firm Foley headgquartered at 777 East Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaskee,
Wis. 53202,

67, On information and belief, deféndant TODD NORBITZ (hercinafer
“Notbitz"), sued herein i his professional and individual capacties,  a partner of
efendant law fim Foley,i an ttorney, who, upon information and beie,resides in the
‘State of New York. On information and belie, defendant Norbitz had becn a patner in
the defendant law firm Foley located at 90 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10016.

68, Oninformation and belie, defendant ANNE SEKEL (hereinafter
"Sekel?),sucd herein i her professional and individual capacitcs, bs & partac of
defendant law firm Foley is an attomey, wha, upon information and belief,resides i the
State of New York. On information and belie, dofendant Sckel had becn  partac i the
defendant law firm Foley locaed at 90 Park Aveae, New York, NY 10016,

69, Oninformation and belief, defendant RALF BOER (bereinaficr "Boce’),
sued herein inhis professional and individual capacites, as a pariner of defendantlaw
fim Foley, s an attorey, who, upon information and belif, resides n the State of
Wisconsin. On information snd belief, dofendant Bocr had boen a partace in the
defendantlaw firm Foley located st 777 East Wisconsin Aveau, Milwaukee, Wis.
53202

70, Oninformation and belie, defendant BARRY GROSSMAN (bereinafier
"Grossman”),sucd heren i his professional and individual capacitics, as a paracr of
defendantlaw firm Folcy,is an attorncy, who, upon information and belic§, resides i the
State of Wisconsin. On information and belicf, defendant Grossman had been a partacr in
the defendant law firm Foley located a 777 East Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukes, Wis.
202,

71, On information and belief, defendant JIM CLARK (hercinafir "Clark’),
cd herein n his professional and individual capacitie, s  prtncr of defendant law
frm Foley, is an atormey, who, upon information and belic esides in the State of
‘Wisconsin. On information and belie, defendant Clark had been a parner in the




[image: image24.jpg]defendant lae firm Foley locaed at 777 East Wisconsin Avene, Miliaskee, Wis.
202,

2. Oninformation snd beli, defendant DOUGLAS A. BOERM (hercinafier
"Bochun") sued hercinin bis professional and individual capacitis, as  partner of
defendantlaw firm Foley, i an torney, who,upon information and belie,resides in the
State of Wlinais. On informtion and beief, defendant Bosh had been a parner in the.
defendant law firm Foley headquartered at 7 East Wisconsin Avenue, Mifwaskee, Wis.
53202,

7. Oninformation and belicf, defendant STEVEN C. BECKER (bercinafcr
"Becker"), sued hereininhis professional and individual capacites, as an associate of
defendant law firm Foly, i an ttomey, who, upon information and belie,fesides i the
‘State of Wisconsin. On information and belief, defendant Becker had been an associate
inthe defendant aw firm Foley located at 777 East Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis.
5202,

74 Oninformation and belif, defendant BRIAN G UTLEY (hereinafier
“Utley"), sued herein i his pofessional and individual capacitie, who, upon information
‘0 beie, resides inthe State of Minnesots. On information and belief, defendan Utey
‘was employed by defendant Delaware corporaion, Iviewitcom, LLC., as President &
COO located at 2255 Glades Rowd, Suitc 337W, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

75, Oninformation and beief, defendant MICHAEL REALE (hereinafier
"Reale"), e herein in his profesional nd individual capacites, who, upon information
and belef, resides in the Stse of Florida. On information and belief, defendant Reale
‘was cmployed by defcadant fvicwit.com, Inc. as Vice President of Operstions locuted at
2255 Giades Road, Suite 337W, Bocs Raton, Fla 33431.

76, On information and belif, dfendsnt RAYMOND HERSCH (hereinafler
“Hersch), sued herein in his professional and individual capacities, who, upon
iformation and belif, rsides n the Stateof Florida. On information and belief,
defendant Hersch was employed by defendant Iviewit Holdings, Inc., a Florida
corporation as Chief Financial Office located at 2255 Glades Road, Suite 337W, Boca
Raton, Fla. 33431,




[image: image25.jpg]7. Oninformation aod belif,defendant WILLIAM KASSER (herinaficr
"Kasser), sue hein n his professional and individual capaciies, who, spon
information and belicf resides i the Stae of Forid. On information and belicf,
defendant Kasser was cmployed by an Iviewit Companics company as Controllr located
32255 Glades Road, Suite 337W, Boca Raton, Fla 33431

78, Oninformation and beief, defendant STATE OF FLORIDA sued heein
‘was an employer withinthe meaning of the Constitution of the State of Florida and was 3
govermmental ity acting under color ofthe laws,statuts, ordinances, egulations,
poliies, customs and usages of the Sate of Flrida.

79, Oninformation and belic,defendant OFFICE OF THE STATE COURTS
ADMINISTRATOR, FLORIDA (hereinafier "0SCA") and the FSC sued hereinare and
‘were atal relevant tmes governmental entites created by and authorized under th layws
ofthe Satc of Forida.On information and belc, defendant OSCA was a governmental
entity acting under olor o the laws, statutes, ondinances, regulations, policis, customs
and usages ofthe Stat of Florida.

80, Oninformation and beief, defendantthe HON. JORGE LABARGA
(hereinater"Labarga") sued hereininhis offcial and individualcapacites, on
information and belie, s  itzen ofthe Uited Stats esiding inthe State of Florda.
On information asd belct, dfendant Labarga was the Presiding Justice o the Crcuit
Courtof the 15" Judical Circut in and for Pam Beach County, Florida.

81, Oninformation and belief, defendant THE FLORIDA BAR (hereinaficr
“TFI3) sued herein is and are at allrelevant times a govermental enitycreated by and
authorized under the laws of the State of Florida. On information and belicf, defendant
“TFR was s govermmental caity acting undor color of the lws,satutes, ordinances,
regulations, policis, customs and usages of the Stat of Florida and the recipeat of
atorney disciplne complaints for Wheele, Poskauer, Turnr and Triggs.

8. Oninformation and beie, defendant JOUN ANTHONY BOGGS
(hereinaftr "Boggs"),sued herein n his official and individual capacitics, s n atomey,
‘who, uponinformation nd belif esides i the Stae of Florida. On information and
belif,defendant Bogss was employed as Disciplinary Pocedure and Review atomey
for the defendant TFB.
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[image: image26.jpg]8. Oninformation and belif, defendant KELLY OVERSTREET JOHNSON
(erinaficr*Johmson") sued hereinin hr offcial, professonal and individual capacitics,
i an atorney, who, upon information and blie,residesin the Stateof Florida. On
information and belcf, defendant Johason was eamployed as an atormey for and
immediate former President of th defendant TFE and aso worked as an ttomey for
defendant Broad & Casscl.

84, On information and blicf, defendant LORRAINE CHRISTINE
HOFFMAN (hereinafier "Hoffman"),sued herein in her official and individual
capacites, is an atomey, who, upon information and belef, esides i the State of
Florida. On information and belef, defendant Hoffinan was employed as an aiomey for
the defendant TFB.

85, Oninformation and belict defeodant ERIC TURNER (herenafier:
“Turmer’), sued hereinin his offcal and individual capacites, i an attomey, who, 5pon
information and belef, resides in the Stateof Flrida. On information and belicf,
defendant Tamer was employed a5 an ttomey fo the defendant TFB.

8. On information and belicf, defendant KENNETH MARVIN (hercinaficr:
"Marvin"), sued berein in his offcial and individual apacities, i an attorney, who, upon
information and belief, resides in the Sateof Florida. On information and belef,
defendant Marvin was employed as Disciplinary Procedure and Review atorney forthe
defendant TEB,

87, On information and blief, defendunt JOY A. BARTMON (hereinafier
“Bartmon), sued herein in her offcial and individual capaciics, is an attomey, who,
‘upon information and belie,resides i the Sate o Florida. On information and belie,
defendant Bartmon was cmployed as an attomey for the defendant TF.

88 Oninformation and blief, defendant JERALD BEER (hercinafcr
“Bccr"), sued hereinin is offcial and individual capacitis, i an aiorney, who, upon
information und belif,reides i the State of Florida. On information and belif,
defendant Beer was employed s an attomey for the defendant TFB.

89 Oninformation and beief defendant BROAD & CASSEL (hereinafier
"BC") and,all o ts Partaces, Associates and OF Counsel ffom 199 10 presen, in their
professional and indivi s, who sl have gained pecuniary interests from the




[image: image27.jpg]illgalactions of BC, sued heren s 2 domesic professional service limited lability
company providing legalservices o the publc,located at 777 Glades Road, Suite 300,
Boca Raton, Fla. 3434,

90. O information and blie,defendant JAMES J. WHEELER (bercinaficr
"1, Wheeler) s hrein in his professional and individual capacities, a5 parner of
defendant law firm BC, is an attomey, who, upon information and belicf, resids i the.
Stat of Florida. On information and belif,defendant J. Wheeler had boen a prtner in
the defendant law fim BC located i 7777 Gides Road, Suitc 300, Boca Raton, Fla
33434

91, Oninformation and belif, defendant FLORIDA SUPREME COURT
(hereinafter "FSC) sued hercn i and wasat all relevant times govemmmental enites
created by and authorized under th lsws ofthe Stat of Florids. On information and
belief, defcndant FSC was » govermmental entit acing under colorofthe laws, statuts,
endingnces, egulations, oliies, customs and usages of he Ste of Florida.

92, Oninformation and beief,defendant HON. CHARLES T. WELLS
(bereinafier "Wells") sed herein i his offcial and individual capaciies, upon
information and belie,resides in the State of Florida. On information and belicf,
defendant Wells was a Justie of FSC.

93, Oninformation and beie, defendant HON. HARRY LEE ANSTEAD
(bercinafic *Anstcad) sued herein in bis offcial and individual capacities, upon
information and bele,resides in the Stte of Florida. On information and belicf,
defendant Anstead was a Justice of FSC.

94, On information and belief, defendant HON. R. FRED LEWIS (hereinafter
"Lewis?) sued hereinin his offcial and individual capacites, upon information and
belicf, resides in the State o Florda. On information and belef, defendant Lewis was &
Justice of FSC.

95, On information and beicf, defcodant HON. PEGGY A. QUINCE
(bercinafce *Quince") sued herein in his offcal and ndividual capacitie, upon
information und belct, resides in the Stte of Forida. On information and belif,
defendant Quince was a Justice of FSC.
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[image: image28.jpg]9. Oninformation and bele, defendant KENNETH B. BELL (herinafier
"Bell) sued herein in his official and individual capacities, residesin the Satc of Florida.
On information and belie, defendant Bell was  Justice of FSC.

97 O information and beief, defendant THOMAS HALL (hereinafer
“Hall) sued hereinin his offcial and individual capacitis, i an atiomey, who, on
information and belic esides in the Stateof Florida. On information and belif,
defendant Hall was employed as Clerk of the Florida Supreme Court (“FSC").

98, On information and belief, defendant DEBORAH YARBOROUGH
(hercinafter "Yarborough') saed herein in e offical and individual capacities,is an
administatve clerk who, o information and belef residesin the State of Florda, On
information snd belic, defendant Yarborough was ermployed as an admiristraive clrk
ofthe FSC.

99, On information and belie, dfendant CITY OF BOCA RATON, FL.
(hercinafier "Boca") sued hercin was an employer within the meaning of the Constiution
of the State of Floida and was a govermmental catity ating under color of the laws,
statutes, ondinances, egulations, policics, customs and usages of the Stat of Florda.

100, On information and belif, defendant ROBERT FLECHAUS (bereinatter
"Flechaus?), sued herin i his ofiial and individual capacites, is a detectve, wh,
‘upon information and belic, resids i the State of Forida. On information and beliet,
defendant Flechaus was employed by the defendant BC s a detective.

101, Oninformation and belic, defendant ANDREW SCOTT (hereinafier
"Scot”), sued heren i his official and individual capacites, is  police officer, wha,
upon information and belif,resides in the State of Florida. On information and belif,
defendant Scottwas cmployed by the defendant BC a5 & Chief of Police.

102. O informalion sad beicf defendant APPELLATE DIVISION: FIRST
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE
(colectvely hercinafic *1* DDC) sued bercin s and was a all relevant times &
govermental entity created by and authorized under tho laws o the Sate of New York.
On information and belie, defendant 1 DDC was a govemmental eatit acting under
color of thelaws, tatues,ordinances, regulations, policie, customs and usages of the
Statc of New York.




[image: image29.jpg]103, On information and belicf, defendant THOMAS J. CAHILL (hereinafter
*Cahil"),sucd hercin i hisofficial and individual capacics,is an atorncy, who, upan
information and belie,reides i the Siate of Connecticut. O information and belict,

defendant Cahill was cmployed as Chief Counsel for the defendant 1 DDC.

104, On information and belicf,defendant PAUL CURRAN (bercinaficr
*Carran"),sued herein n his offcial and individual capacitis, i an attorncy, who, upon
information and belicf resides in the Statc of New York. On information and belief,
defendant Curan was employed as Chairman for the defendant 1 DDC.

105, On information and belcf,defendant MARTIN R. GOLD (hercinaficr
"Gold),sued hercin i his offcial and individual capacitie, is an atorney, who, upan
information and belicf, rsides in tho State of New York. On information und belicf,
defendant Gold was mployed us & reviewer of in-house atorneys forthe defendant 1
DOC.

106, On information and belicf,defendant NEW YORK STATE SUPREME
COURT APPELLATE DIVISION FIRST DEPARTMENT (hcreinafier "First
Department Court”) sued berein s and was at al elevant times govemmental ntites
crcated by and authorized under the aws of th State of New York.  On information and.
lclif,defendant First Department Court was a govermentl caity acting under color of
thelaws, satuts, ordinances,rogalations, polcics, customs and usages of the Statc of
New York.

107, On information and belef, defendant CATHERINE OHAGEN WOLFE
(hercinafier "WOLFE") sue herein i her offcil and inividual capaciics, is an
attorcy, who, uader information and beliel resides n the Sate of New York.On
information and belif, defendant WOLFE was employcd as Clek of the Court of the
‘Appeliate Division, First Judicial Departmcat.

108, On information and belcf, defendant the HON. ANGELA M.
MAZZARELLI (heeinafier "Mazareli") sued heren i her offcial and individual
capacitics, was at all elevant imes and upon nformation and belicf, resides in the Sate
‘of New York. On information and belicf, defendant Mazzarell was a Jusics of the New
York State Supremac Court Appelate Division First Deprtment.




[image: image30.jpg]109, On information and belicf, defendant the HON, RICHARD T, ANDRIAS
(hercinaficr *Andrias”) sued heren i his official and individual capacitis, was a all
rlevant times nd upon information and belef, esides n th Sta of New York. On
information and beli, defendant Andrias was # Justice of the New York Ste Supreme
‘Court Appellate Division First Department.

110 On information and belicf, defendant the HON. DAVID B. SAXE
(bereinafier *Saxe") sued heren inhis official and individual capacitics, was at all
relevant times and upon information and belicf, residesin the St of Now Yark. On
information and belef, defendant Saxe was a Jusice of the New York State Supreme.
‘Court Appelate Division First Department.

111, On information sod beief, defcndant the HON. DAVID FRIEDMAN
(bereinafi "Fricdman”) sued berein n bis offcial and individual capacities, was atall
elevant times and upon information snd belic, resides in the Sute of New York. On
information and belef,defendant Friodman was a Justice of the Now York St Supreme
Court Appeliatc Division First Departmet.

112, On information and belif, defendant the HON. LUIZ A, GONZALES
(bercinaficr “Gonzales”)sucd berein in his offcial and individual capacities was atall
relevant times and upon information and belief residesin the Statc of New Yok, On
information and bellf, defendant Gonzales was a Justice ofthe New York State Suprcme
(Gourt Appellate Division First Deparment.

113, On information wnd belcf, defeodant APPELLATE DIVISION: SECOND
JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT, DEPARTMENTAL DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE
(collectively hereinafter "2 DDDC") sued herein is and was at all relcvant times &
govermenta enity created by and authorized under the aws of the Stae of New York.
‘On information and belief, defendant 2™ DDC was » govemmental entity acting under
color ofthe laws, satues, odinances, regulations, policies, customs and usages of the
Stac of New York.

114, On information wnd belicf, defendunt LAWRENCE F. DIGIOVANNA
(hereinafer "DiGiovanna"), sued herein in his offcial and individual capacitie, s an
atorney, who, upon information and belcf resides in the State of New York. On

TR




[image: image31.jpg]information and belief, defendant DiGiovanma was employed as Chairman fo the
defendant 2% DDC. St

115, On information and belef, defendant DIANA MAXFIELD KEARSE
(hereinafer "Kearse®), sucd heren in e offcial and individual capactics, is an atorncy,
who, upon information and belic,resides i the State of New York, On information snd
elie, defendant Kearse was employed as Chief Counsel for the defeadant 2% DDC.

116, On information and belief, defendant NEW YORK STATE SUPREME
COURT APPELLATE DIVISION SECOND DEPARTMENT (sercinafir "Sccond.
Department Court”) sued hercin is and was at al relevant imes govermmental cafitics
crcated by and authorized under the aws of the Satc of New York. O information and
belif,defendant First Department Court was a governmenta enity acting under colorof
the laws, statutes,ordinances,regalations, polcie, customs and usages of the Sato of
New York,

117, On information and belicf, defendant JAMES E. PELTZER (erinfier
"Peltze) sued hereinin bis offcal and individual capacitics s an attomey, who, on
information and belief resdes n th Sie of New York. On information and belif,
deendant Petzer was employed as Clerk o the Courtofthe Second Department Court.

118, On information and belief, defendant e HON. A. GAIL PRUDENTI
(bereinafter "Prudeati”) suod herein in her official and individual capacities, on
information and belief, rsides in the State of New York, On information and belief,
dcfeadant Pradenti wasthe Presiding Justiceof the Second Department Court

119, Oninformation and belef, defendant the HON. JUDITH S, KAYE
(hereinafer ). Kaye") s hercn in her offcial and idividual capaitie, on
information and belif,resides i the Statc of New York. On information and belief,
defendant J. Kaye was the Chief Judge of the State of New York Court of Appels.

120, On information and belef, defendant STATE OF NEW YORK
COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION (hercinafier"COI") sued herein i and was atall
relevant times a governmontal catity created by and suthorized under thelaws ofthe
State of New York. On information snd belicf, defendant COI was a governmental
entiy acing under color of the laws, statute, ordinances, regulaions, policis, customs
and usages of the State of New Y
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[image: image32.jpg]121, Oninformation and belcf, defendant ANTHONY CARTUSCIELLO
 (herinafter"Cartuscell") sued hereinin bis offcial andindividual capacites, is an
attormey, wh, on information and belicf residesin the State of New Yark. On
information und belif, defeadant Cartusciello was caployed s Chief Counsel/Deputy
Commissioner of the COL

122, On nformation und belicf, defendant LAWYERS FUND FOR CLIENT
PROTECTION OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK (hercinafter "LECP") sued hercin s
and was atal elevant imes a govermmental ity created by and authorized under the
taws of the Stat of New York. O information sad blie,defeadant LFCP was 3
‘governmental ity acting under color of the laws, tautes, ardinances, regulatons,
policics, customs and usages of tho State of Now York.

123, On information and belief, defendant ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE
'STATE OF NEW YORK (hercinafier "NYAG!) sued herein is and was a all rlevaat
times a govemmentalentiy created by and authorized under the laws of the Statc of New
York. On information and belif, defendant NYAG was a govermmental cafty acing.
under olor of the aws, satuts, ordinances, regalations, policies, customs and usages of
the State of New York.

124, On information and belif,defendant ELIOT SPITZER (hercinafier
"Spitzec", sued heren i his official and individual capacitic, is an atormey, who, upon
nformation and belif, esides in tho Statc of New York. On information and belief,
defendant Spitzee was employed by the NYAG as Atorney General.

125, Oninformation and belef, defendant COMMONWEALTH OF
'VIRGINIA sued berein was an employer within the meaning ofthe Constitation of the
Statc of Virginia and was a governmental entity acting under color of thelaws, statucs,
ontinances,regulaions, policic, customs and usages of the Commonwealth of Virgina.

126, On information and belief, defendant VIRGINIA STATE BAR
(hercinafir "VSB) sucd herein,is and was at all reevant times  govermental entity
crcated by und uthorized under the aws of the Commonwealth of Virginia. O
information and belie, defeadant VB was & govemmental entity acting wnder color of
the laws, satute, orinances, ogulations, oliies, customs and usages of the
Commonwealt of Virginia.
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[image: image33.jpg]127, On information and belief, defendant ANDREW H. GOODMAN
(berinafics "Goodmanr) sued hereinin his offcial and individual capacites, s an
attomey, whe, upon information and belif, resides n the Commonwealth of Virginia. On
information wnd belic, defendunt Goodman was cployed a8 & member of the Standing
‘Commitie on Lawyer Discipline for th defendant VSB.

128, On information wnd belicf, defendant NOEL SENGEL (hereinafter
"Scagel"), sucd hereinin her oflicialand individual capactes s an atorney, who, upon
information and belie,rsidcs in the Commonwealth o Virgiia. On information and.
belicf, defendant Scngel was cmployed s Scaior Assistant Bar Counsel for the defendant
vsB.

129, On information und belief, defendunt MARY W. MARTELINO
(hercinaler "Mateino’), sued heein n her offcal snd individua capacite, is an
attomey, wh, upon information and belif,resides i the Commonwealth of Virginia. On
information and belicf, defendant Martelino was employod as Senior Assistant Bar
Counsel for the defendant VSB.

130, O informaion and belief, defendant LIZBETH L. MILLER (bereinafler
“Millr",sued herein i her offcial and individualcapacite, is an attorey, who, upon
information and belicf,resides in the Commonwealth of Virginia. On information und
elif,defendant Mille was employed as Senior Assstant Bar Counsel fo the defcndant.
vsB.

131, Oninformation und belicf, defendant MPEGLA, LLC® (hereinafier
"MPEG?) sued herein s a domestic limited liabiity company providing atermative
techmology lienses tothe public, locaed at 6312 S Fiddles Green Circl, Suitc 400E,
Grocnwood Village, Colorado 80111.

132, On information and belief, defendant LAWRENCE A HORN (bercinaficr
"Hom"), sued heren i bis professional and individusl capacities, who, upon information
and belef, residesin the State of Colorado. O information and belief, defendant Hom
‘was Chif Executive Offcer employed by defendant MPEG located at 6312 § Fiddlers
Grecn Circl, Suite 400F, Grsenwood Villags, Colorado 80111

T p—— g bt ot limed 0 MPEG2, ATSC, AVCAL264, VC-
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[image: image34.jpg]133, On nformation and belief, defendant REAL 3D, INC. and successor
‘companies (bercinafter "Real") sucd herein, upon information and belicf, was a domestic
Florida corporation that develops and produces real-time three-dimensional (3-D)
graphics tochmology products, and formes stratogi aliance partner ith the viewit
‘Companics,located s 2603 Discovery Drive, Suite 100, Orlando, Fla. 32626.

134, On information and belicf, defendant GERALD W, STANLEY
(hereinafir *Staniey’), sued hercin in is professional and individual capacitis, who,
upon information and belif,resides i the Sate of Florida. On information and belicf,
defendant Sanley was Chairman, President and Chicf Exccutive Offcer cmployed by
defendant Reallocated at 2603 Discovery Drive, Suite 100, Olando, Fla. 32826.

135, On information and belief, defendant DAVID BOLTON (hervinafer
"Bolton"), sued hereinin his professional and individual capacitis, who, upon
information and belicf, rsides n the State of Florida. O information and belict,
defendant Bolion was General Counsel cmployed by defendant Real ocated at 2603
‘Discovery Driv, Suite 100, Orlando, Fia, 32826.

136, O information and belef defeadant TIM CONNOLLY (hereinsfier
“Counally), sued herein in his professional and individual capacities, wh, upon
information and belif,resides in the State of Florida. On information and belicf,
defendant Connolly was Director of Eagincering snd employed by defendant Real
located st 2603 Discovery Drive, Suitc 100, Orlando, Fla. 32826.

137, On information and belcf, defendant ROSALIE BIBONA (hercinafier
"Bibona"), sued herein in her individual capacites, who, upon information and belict,
resides inthe State of Florida. On information and belic, defendant Bibons was and
engineer employcd by defendant Real located at 2603 Discovery Drive, Suite 100,
Orlando, Fla. 32826.

138, O information and belicf, defendant RYJO, INC. (hercinafler "Ryjo")
sued heren, upon information and belef, was & domestic Florida corporation that
develops atet technologies to delivr soluions fo your business problems and former
strategic alliance partner with the viewit Companics, located at 12135 Waldea Woods
Drive, Orlando, Fla. 32826
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[image: image35.jpg]139, On information and belicf, defendant RYAN HUISMAN (bercinaficr
“Huisman?), sued bercin in bis professional and individual capicities, who, upon.
information and belief,resdes i the State of Forida. On information and belief,
defendant Huisman was the founder of defendant Ryjo located at 12135 Walden Woods
Driv, Orlando, Fla. 32826

140, O information and belief, defendant INTEL CORP, (bercinafie "Itel")
sucd berein, spon information and belie, s & domestic Delaware corporation and the
acquire of the capital stock and/or the successor i inerest o thetechnologies of
defendant Real located at 2200 Mission College Boulevard, Santa Clars, CA 95054,

141, On information and bele, defendant LARRY PALLEY (hereinaler
“Palley), sued herein i his professional and individual capacitics, who, upon
information and belif, rsides in the Statc of Califoria. O information and belef,
defendant Palley was coployed by dofeadat Intel ocated at 2200 Mission College
Boulovard, Santa Clars, CA 95054

142, On information and belcf, defendant SILICON GRAPHICS, INC.
(hercinafier *SGI') sucd heren, upon information and belicf, is a domestic Delaware.
corporaton and the past holder of an equity nterest n defeadant Real located a 1140 E.
Argues Ave., Sunayvale, Cal. 94085

143, On information and belicf, defendant LOCKHEED MARTIN
‘CORPORATION (hercinafer*Lockheed") sued hereiz, upom information snd belie, s &
domestic Delaware corporation and the past holder of an cquityinterest in defeadant Real
Tocated at 6801 Rockledge Drive, Bethesda, Md. 20817.

144, On information and belif, defendant BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR
& ZAFMAN, LLP (hereinafier "BSTZ) and, all of its Partocrs, Associates and OF
Counsel from 1998 10 preseat, inthei professional and individual capacitics, who all
have gained pecuniary inteest from th llegal actions of BSTZ sucd herin as
domestic pofessional service limited lability partneship providing legal services to the
public, and former 1P counsel to the Ivcwit Companics loated at 12400 Wildhire Bivd.,
Sevents Floor, Los Angeles, Cal. 90025,

145, On information and belif,defendant NORMAN ZAFMAN (hercinafler
"Zafman’), sued berea i his profesional and individual capacites, and as a partncrof
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[image: image36.jpg]defendantlaw firm BSTZ, s an attorny, who, upon information and belief, resides inthe
‘State of California. On information and belief,defendant Zafiman has boca a parter in
the defeodant law firm BSTZ locacd st 12400 Wilshire Bivi., Seventh Floor, Los
Angeles, Cal. 90025

146, On information and belef, dfendant THOMAS COESTER (hereinafer
“Coester"), sue herein in his professional and individual capacites, and as a partner of
defendant law firm BSTZ, is an attomey, who, upon information and belic,resides i the
State of Califoria. O information and belicf defendant Coester has becn  partnerin
the defendant law firm BSTZ located at 12400 Wilshire Bivd, Seventh Floor, Los
Angeles, Cal. 90025

147, Oninformation and belef, defendant FARZAD AHMINI (hercinafier
“Ahioi"), sued hereinin bis professional and individual capacites, und as a purtncr o
defendantlaw firm BSTZ, is an attorny, who, upan information and belie,resides i the
State of Califomia. On information and belcf, defendant Abmisi has been 8 paner in
the defcadant aw firm BSTZ located a 12400 Wilhire Bivd, Seventh Floor, Los
Angeles, Cal. 90025.,

148, On informtion and belief, defendant GEORGE HOOVER (hercinafir
"Hoover), sued herein in his professicnal and individual cupacities and a5 a partnerof
defendant v firm BSTZ, is an atorncy, who, upon information and belicf, esides in the
State of Clifomia. On informtion wnd belc, defendant Hoover has been a parmer in
the defendantlaw firm BSTZ located at 12400 Wilshire Bivd, Seveath Floor, Los
Angeles, Cal. 90025,

149, On nformation and belef, defendant WILDMAN, HARROLD, ALLEN
& DIXON LLP (hereinaftor "Wikdmas") and, all ofis Partners, Associates and Of
Counsel from 1998 to presca, in thei professional and individual capacities, who all
have gained pecuniary inerests from the ilegal actons of Wildman sued bercin, is
domestic professional service limited liability partnership providing legal services 1o the
public,located at 25 West Wacker Drive, Saite 3000, Chicago, IL 60606.

150. O information and belief, defendant MARTYN W. MOLYNEAUX,
(hercinafter Molymeaux") sued hreinin his professional and idividualcapaciics, and
8 2 partner of defendant aw firm Harrison, is an atormey, who, upon information and.

36
ey 0. 80 200170



[image: image37.jpg]belie,rsides in Great Brtain. On information and belief,defendant Molynesux had
been a partner in the defendant law firm Wildmas, now preseatly employed at defendant
Jaw firm Harrison, located atfocated at 106 Micklegate, York YOI 61X (GB) and the
Iviewit Companies" former professional representative beforo the European Patcat Offce
‘when cxployed by defendunt law frm Wildman retained by defendant law (i BSTZ.

151, On information and belief, defendant MICHAEL DOCKTERMAN
(bereinafir "Dockiermant), sued e i his professional and individual capacities, and
a5 8 partner of defendant aw firm Wildman, is an attormey, who, upon information and.
belief, resides n the Stateof linos. On information and belict, defcadant Docktcrman
has becn a prtucr in the defeadant law firm Wildman locsed at 225 West Wacker Drive,
Suite 3000, Chicago, IL 60606,

152, On information and belef, defendant HARRISON GOODARD FOOTE.
(hercinafir "Harrison") and,al ofits Partoee, Associates and Of Counsel from 1998 o
preseat, in their professional and individual capacitics, who al bave gaincd pecusiary
interests from the llgal actons of Harrison sucd herei, i & concern organized under the
laws of Great Bitin providing legal scrvices tothe public, located at 106 Micklegate,
York YOI 67X (GB).

153, On information and belef, defendant EUROPEAN PATENT OFFICE
(hercnaftes "EPO")is an intergovemmental organizaton that provides a usiform
spplication procedure for ndividual inventors and companies secking patent protection in
up 0 38 European countics, located at Postbus $818, 2280 HV Rijswilk, The Hague,
Netherlands.

154, On information and belief, defendant ALAIN POMPIDOU (hercimaficr
"Pompidou), sued herein in his oficial and individual capacitcs, who, upon information
and belic, esidesin Manich, Germany. On nformation and belef, defendant Pompidou
was President of defendant EPO located a Postbus S818, 2280 HV Rijswilk, The Hage,
Netherlands.

155, On information und beief, defendant WIM VAN DER EUK (hercinaficr
“Van Der Eijk) sued herein in bis offcil and individual capacities, who, upon
information and belif,rsides in Muich, Germany. On information and belief,
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[image: image38.jpg]defendant Van Der Eijk was Principal Director Intemnational Legal Affairs & Patcat Law,
European Pateat Office, Munich located at 80298 Munich, Germany.

156, On information and belief, defendant LISE DYBDAHL (heeinafer
“Dybdabl"), sucd bercin in hr offcal and individual capacities, who, upon information
and belie,resides in Manich, Germany. On information and belief, defendant Dybdsh!
‘was lead ofthe Legal Division, European Patent Office, located at 80298 Munich,
Gemany.

157, On information and belef, defeadant YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL.
'PATENT OFFICE (hercinaier "YIPO") und,al of its Partners, Associates and OF
Counsel from 1998 to present, in ther professional and inividual capaciies, who all
have gained pecuniary iferess fom the ilegal actions of YIPO sued berein s, upon
Information and belcf, an organization formed under the laws of Japan thatprovides ts
domesticand forcign clicnts withlega srvices with regird 10 inellectual propertes,
located at Shuwa Tameike Building 4-2, Nogato-Cho 2-Chome, Chiyoda-Ka Tokyo 100-
0014, Japan.

158. O information and belef, defendant MASAKI YAMAKAWA.
(hercinafier "Yamakawa®), sued herein in his offcial and individual capacities, who,
upon information and belic,rsides in Tokyo, Japan. On informaion and belie,
defendant Yamakawa was Preideat of defcadant YIPO, located at Shuwa Tameike
Building 4-2, Nagata-Cho 2-Chore, Chiyoda-Ka Tokyo 100-0014, Jspan.

159, On information and belef, defendant CROSSBOW VENTURES, INC.
(uercinafir "Crossbow?) sued heren, upon information and beief, is  domestic Florida
corporation and the holder of an equity interet through defendant Alpine Venture Capital
Parmners, L.P. in defendant Iviewit Companics, located at One North Clemmatis Stret,
Suite 510, West Palm Beach, FL 33401-5523.

160, On information and belif, defendant ALPINE VENTURE CAPITAL
'PARTNERS LP (bereinafler "Alpine") sued heren, upon informtion and belif is
domestc Small Business Investment Company program participant and the holder of an
equity teret in defendant yiewit Companics,as further,a Delaware corporaton
Tocated at One North Clemmats Steet, Suitc 510, West Palm Beach, FL 33401,




[image: image39.jpg]161, On information and belif,defendant STEPHEN J. WARNER (bercinafer
“Warner"), sud herein inhis professional and individual capacity is a venture capitais,
‘who, upon information and belicf, resides in the State of Floida. On information and
belief, defendant Warner has been a Managing Director of defendant Crossbow located at
‘One North Cleanats Street, Suite 510, West Palm Beach, FLL 33401,

162, O information and beief, defendant RENE P. EICHENBERGER
(hereinafier "Eichenberger"), sued heren n his professional andindividusl capacity s &
‘venture capitais, who, upon information and belef, residesin the State of Florida. On
information and belef, defendant Bichenberger has been a Managing Director of
defiadant Crossbow located a One North Clernats Sireet, Suite S10, West Palm Beach,
FL3340L.

163, On information and belict, defendant H. HICKMAN “HANK” POWELL
(hereinafier "Powel"), sucd heren in his profssional and individual capacityis 8 venture
capitalist, who, upon information and beie, residesin the Stateof Florida. On
information and belif, defeadant Powell was a Managing Director of defendant
Crossbow located at One North Clemats Siret, Suite 510, West Palm Boach, FL 33401.

164, On information and belicf, defendant MAURICE BUCHSBAUM.
(bercinafier "Buchsbaum"), sucd hercin i his professional and individual capacityisa
venture capitalist, who, upon information and belcf, resides in th State of Florida, On
information and belict, defeodant Buchsbaum was a Managing Director of defendant
‘Crossbow Jocated at One North Clematis Stret, Suite 510, West Palm Beach, FL33401.

165. O information and beief, defendant ERIC CHEN (bereinafler “Chen),
sucd herein i his professional and individual capaciy s a venture capitalist, Wb, upon
information and belicf, resides in the Stato of Forda. On information and belif,
defendant Buchsbaum was » Managing Direcor of defendant Crossbow located at One
‘North Clematis Sceet, Suite 510, West Palm Beach, FL 33401,

16, On information and belef, defendant AV HERSH (hercinafcr "Hersh"),
sued herein inhisprofessional and individual capacity i u venure capitais, who, upon
information and belif,rsides i the Stato of Forida. On information and belief,
defendant Hsh was # Managing Director of defendant Crossbow located st One North
Clematis Stree, Suite 510, West Py Beach, FL 33401,
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[image: image40.jpg]167, On information and belief, defendant MATTHEW SHAW (hereinafter
"Shaw?),sud hrein inhis professional and individual capaciy s a venture capitalist,

wh, upon information and belif,resides in the Sateof Florida. On information and

belie, defendant Shaw was a Managing Director of defendunt Crossbow located at One
‘North Clematis Stree, Suite 510, West Palm Beach, FL 33401

168, On information and belef, defendant BRUCE W. SHEWMAKER
(hercinafer *Showmake”),sued herein i ki professional and individual capaciy is 2
venture capitalist, who, upon information and belic, resides in the Staic of Florida. On
informtion and belcf, defdant Shewmake was & Managing Directorof defendant
Crossbow locatedat One North Clematis Stcet, Sute 510, West Palm Beach, FL 33401,

169, On information and belict, defendant RAVI M. UGALE (bereinafer
“Ugale"), sucd hrcin i his professional and individual capacity s a venture capitalist,
‘who, upon information and belie,resides i the State of lorida. On information uod
belef, defendant Usale was a Managing Directo of defendant Crossbo located at One
North Clematis Stret, Suite 510, West Palm Beac, FL 33401.

170, On information and belicf, defendant DIGITAL INTERACTIVE.
STREAMS, INC. (hercinafer"DiStream?) sued heren, upon information and belic,is &
domestic Delaware corporation locaed at 11265 Alummi Way #200, Jacksonvile, FL
32246-6685.

171, Oninformation and belicf, defendant ROYAL O'BRIEN (hereinafier
"0'Briea"), upon information and blief residos i the State of Florida. On information
and belie, defendant O"Brien has been Chief Exccutive Officer of DiStream located at
11265 Alumni Way # 200, Jacksanvill, FL 32246-6685.

172. O information and belief, defendant HUIZENGA HOLDINGS
INCORPORATED (hereinafter "Huizenga") sucd hercin, spon information and beli
a domestc Florida corporation und the holder of an gty nterest n defendant Iicwit
Companics,located at 450 T Las Olas Bivd Ste 1500, Fort Lauderdale, Fla.

173, On iformation and belicf, defendant TIEDEMANN INVESTMENT
‘GROUP (hereinafier "TIG"), upon information and belic, i @ domestio New York
corporation andthe holder of an oquity interet n defendant viewit Companies, located
1535 Madison Avenuc, New York, New York 10022.
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[image: image41.jpg]174, On information and belicf, defendant BRUCE T. PROLOW (hercinaficr
“Prolow?) sued herein in his professional and individual capacity is  venture capitalst,
‘who, upon information and belic, resides i tho State of New York. O information and
beli,defendant Prolow was an officer in defendant TIG located at 535 Madison
Avenue, New York, New York 10022.

175, On information und belicf, defendant CARL TIEDEMANN (hercinfier
“Ticdemann"), sued herein in his professional and individual capacity is  venture.
capitalist, who, upon information and belcf, esids i the Sate of New York. On
information and belicf, defendant Tiedemanm was an offcer in defendant TIG located at
535 Madison Avense, New York, New York 10022,

176, On information and belief, defendant ANDREW PHILIP CHESLER
(hereinafer "Chesie”), sucd ereinin bis professional and individul capaciy s
‘enture capitalist, who, upon information and belef, residesin the State of New York.
O information wod beie, defendant Cheslr was an officer in defendant TIG located at
535 Madison Avenne, New York, New York 10022,

177, On information and belicf, defendant CRAIG L. SMITH (bercinaflcr
"Smilh), sued hereinin his professional and individual capacty is a ventur capitalist,
whe, upon information and belic,rsides in the Siate of New York. On information and.
elict, defendant Smith was an officerin defendant TIG located at 535 Madison Aveae,
New York, New York 10022.

178, On information and belef, defendant HOUSTON & SHADY, P-A.
(hercinafier "SHT) and ts successors, and,all of it Partncr, Assocites und Of Counsel
from 1998 topresen, i thie professional and ndividual capacities, who al have gained
pocunisry inerests from the llegal actons of SH, and, it sharcholders who acted ulra
vires, sucd beren i @ domestic professional srviee asociation providing lgal sevices
1 the public, and former counsel 1 Utley, Hersch, Reale, nd Ryjo in s fivolous
involuntary bankruptcy suit aganstth Iviewit Companics,located in Florda.

179, On informaion and belief, defendant BART A. HOUSTON (hereinaficr
"Houston?),sued beren i b professional and individual capacites, and s a prtncrof
dofendantlaw firm HS, is . who, upon information and belicf, resides n the

4
7 ey 0,8 @304



[image: image42.jpg]State of Florida. On information and belif,defendant Houston has been a partner i the
defendantlaw firm HS located in Florida.

180, On information and belict, defendant FURR. & COHEN, P.A. (ercinafier
"ECT), and, ll ofits Pataes, Associates and Of Counsel from 1998 o present n their
professional s idividea capaciies, o all Bave gaied pecuniary interestsfrom the
illegal actions of FC, and, s sharcholders who acted uira vires sued herein, is 2
‘domestic professional service association providing logal service 10 the public, and
former counsel 0 the Iviwit Companies, located at 2255 Giades Road Suite 337W Boca
Raton, FL33431.

181, On information and belef, defendant BRADLEY S. SCHRAIBERG.
(hercinafer *Schraiberg”), sued herein i hisprofessional and individual capacites, und
8. partner of defendant lw firm FC, s an attoraey, who, upon information and belie,
resides inthe State of Florida. On information and belie, defendant Schraiberg has been
a partes in the defendant Jaw firm FC located at 2255 Glades Road Suite 337W Boca
Raton, FL 33431,

182, On information and belicf,defendant MOSKOWITZ, MANDELL,
SALIM & SIMOWITZ, P.A. (hercinaficr "MMSS"), and, ll ofis Partrs, Associates
0 OF Counsel rom 1998 to presen, inthei professional and individual capacities, who
all have gained pecuniary interests from th llgal actions of MMSS, and,its
sharchoiders who scted it vires sued herein, s domacstic professional service
association providing legal services o the public, located at 800 Corporate Drive Suite
500 Fort Lauderdale, FL 33334,

183, O information and belief, defendant WILLIAM G. SALIM (hercinafier
“Salin"),sued herein i his professional and individual capacities, and s a parter of
defendant law firm MMSS, i an attorey, wh, spon information and belief, resides in
he State of Florida. On information and belie, defcndant Salim has been & partar i the
defendant law firm MMSS located at 800 Corporate Drive Suite 500 Fort Lauderdale, FL
33334

184, On information und belicf, defendant SACHS SAXS & KLEIN, P.A.
(hercinafir "SSK?), and, all of its Partners, Associates and O Counsel rom 1995 o
present, i their professional and individual capacities, who all have gained pocuiary

&
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[image: image43.jpg]inecests rom the llegal actions of SSK, and, s shareholders who acted i vires sucd
herein, i  domestic professional service asociation providing legalseviees o he
public, and former counsel o the Ivicwit Compasics.

185, O information and belef, defendant BEN ZUCKERMAN (hercinaficr
“Zackerman'), sued herea i his professional nd individualcapacites, and s » prtcr
of defendant law fim SSK,is an atomey, who, sponinformation and belicf, eides i
b State of Florida. On iformation nd beief, defendant Zuckerman has been s prner
nhe defendantlaw frm SSK.

186, On information and belief, defendant SPENCER M. SAX (bercioaficr
"Sax),sucd Beren i his profesional and individaal capacitics, and as a partocr of
defendantlaw frm SSK, is n atomey, who, upon information and belif,esidesinthe
Stac ofFlorida. On information and beie,defendant Sux b been  partoer i the
defendant law firm SSK..

187, On information and belict, dfendaat SCHIFFRIN BARROWAY TOPAZ
& KESSLER, LLP (aka. Sciffin Barroway, Topaz & Kessler LLF) and all successors
(heeinafee*SB)and,all o it Parners, Associates and Of Counselfrom 1998 10
prescn, n her profesional and idividualcapacitics, who all bave gined pecuniary
itecestsfrom the llgal actions of SB sucd herci, is a domesti profesional sevice
limited lisbility partnership providing legal sevices 10 the public, and former strstegic
llince partnr, who invested in the Iviewit Companies through a binding Letir of
Understanding and forme lgal counsel 10 th Iviewit Companics, located st 280 King of
Prussia Road, Radoor, PA 19087,

188, On information and belic, defendant RICHARD SCHIFFRIN (hereinafice
*Schiffin), sued herin in bisprofesionaland individual capacites, nd as a prtc of
defendant law firm SB, i an atorney, who, upon information and belief, resides in the
Stat of ensylvania, O informtion and belif, defendant Schifrin has been a parner
in the defindant Jaw firm SB located st 280 King of Prussia Road, Radoar, PA 19087.

189, On information and belie, defendant ANDREW BARROWAY
(hecinafler "Barroway), sued bereininhis professiona and inividual capaciics, nd a5
 partner of defendant law fim SB, i an aomey, who, upon information and belief,
resides n the St of Peansyivaia. On information and beie,defendant Barroway has
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[image: image44.jpg]‘boca a partnce in the defendant law firm SB located at 280 King of Prssia Rosd, Radoor,
PA19087.

190, On information and belef, defendant KRISHNA NARINE (hercinafier
"Narine?), sued herein in his professional and individual capacitis, and as a purner of
defendant law fim B, is an attrney, who, upon information wnd belicf, resides in the
State of Peansylvasia. On information and belif,defendant Narine has been a partner in
e defimdant aw fim SB located at 280 King of Prussia Road, Radnor, PA 19087,

191, On information and belief, defendant CHRISTOPHER & WEISBERG,
P.A, (bereinafter "CW") and.al o its Parners, Associates and OF Counsel from 1998 to
present, n ther professional and individusl capacitcs, who allhave gained pecuniary
interests from theiliegal actions of CW sued herei, s domestic professiona service
association providing legalservice to the publi, and former IP counsel o the Iviewit
Cormpanis, ocaled st 200 East Las Olas Boulevard, Suite 2040, Fort Landerdale, Florida
33301,

192 On information and belicf, defendant ALAN M. WEISBERG (bercinafler
"Weisberg"), sued hercn in hisprofessional and individual capacities, is an atiomey,
Who, upon informatian and belict, and former IP counsel 1o the Iiewit Companics,
resides n the Stae of Florida. On information and belicf, defendant Weisberg s beca
shareholder in the defendant law firm CW located st 200 Esst Las Ol Boulevard, Suite
2040, Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301,

193, O information and belef, defendant ALBERTO GONZALES
(herinafter "Gonzales"), sued hereinin his official and individual capacites, is an
attorney, wha, upon information and belief, resides in the Distrit of Columbia. On
information and belif, defendant Gonzales was cmployed by the United States Justce
Department as Atiomey General ofthe United Sstes.

194, On information and blicf, defendant JOHNNIE E. FRAZIER (hercinafer
"Frazice”), sucd herin i hisofficial and individual capacitie, is an attorney, who, upon
information and belcf, esides In the Distrct of Columbia. On information wnd belief,
defendant Fraziee was employed by the Urited Sttes Department of Commerce a3
Inspector General a the U.S. Department of Commerse.




[image: image45.jpg]195, Oninformation and belief, defendant IVIEWIT, INC wpon information
and belict is a domestc Florda corporation (hereinafir “Iviewis nc. Florida'), locaed
at s ast known general counsel, Proskaner Rose LLP, c/o Christopher C. Wheeler 2255
Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla 33431,

196 On information and belief, defendant IVIEWIT, INC., upon information
and beief, is a domestic Delaware corporation (bereinafer “Iviewit,Inc, Delaware”),
Tocated atts st known general counsel, Proskaer Rose LLP, /o Clristopher C.
‘Whecler 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431.

197 On information and belef, defendant IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC, ([k.a.
Usiewcom, Inc.) upon information and belie, s s domestic Delavware corporation
(hereinafer Iviewit Holdings Delaware®), locatod at it last known general counsel,
Proskaver Rose LLP, c/o Christopher C. Wheeler 2255 Glades Road, Suitc 340 West,
Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

198, O information and belcf, defendant IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC,,
(£, Iviewit Holdings, Inc.) upon information and beie, is a domestc Delaware
corporation (ercinafcr"Ivicwit Technologies Delaware"),located at s last known
general counsel, Proskaucr Rose LLP, /o Clrisiopher C. Whesler 2255 Glades Road,
Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla 33431

199, O information and belef, defendant IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC., upor
information and belif, s s domestic Florida corporation (ereinafter “Iviewit Holdings
Florida®) located a it last known general counsel, Proskaer Rose LLP, clo Christophcr
C. Wheeler 2255 Glades Road, St 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

200 On information and belie, defendant IVIEWIT.COM, INC., upon
information and belif, i a domestic Florida corporation (hereinafer “Iviewit.com
Florida"), locaed a ts st known geaal counsel, Proskauer Rose LLP, clo Christophcr
C. Wheeler 2255 Gilades Road, Suitc 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,

201, On information and belief, defendant L., INC., upon information and
el is  dommestic Florida corporation (hereinaftes "LC, Florida?),located at s last
known general counse, Proskaver Rose LLP, o Cristopher C. Wheeler 2255 Glades
‘Rosd, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431,




[image: image46.jpg]202, On information and belief, defendant IVIEWIT.COM, INC, upon

~ information and belief, s a domestic Delaware corporation (hercinafter "Iviewit.com.

Delaware?), located at s lat known geoerl counsel, Proskaucr Rose LLP, c/o
Christopher C. Wheeler 2255 Glades Road, Sulte 340 West, Boca Raton, Fa. 33431
203, On information and belie, defendant IVIEWIT.COM LLC, upon
information and belif, i a domestic Delaware limited labilty company (bercinafer
*.com LLC Defaware"), locaed at s st known genal counsel, Proskauer Rose LLP,
o Christopher C. Whecler 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431

204, On information and belif,defendant IVIEWIT LLC, spon informaticn
and belie,is a domestic Delaware limited libilty company (hecinafer "LLC
Delaware?),located at its last known general counsel, Proskaucr Rose LLP, c/o
Clistopher C. Wheeler 2255 Glades Road, Suitc 340 West, Boca Raton, Fla. 33431

205, On information and belie, defeadant IVIEWIT CORPORATION, upon
information and belc, i a domestc Florida corporation (hereinafir Tviewit Forids®)
Tocstod a it last known general counse, Proskauer Rose LLP, cfo Christopher C.
‘Wheeler 2255 Glades Road, Suite 340 West, Boca Raton, Fls. 33431,

206, On information and belicf, defendant [BM CORPORATION an
information technology company (heeinafier“IBM"), located One New Orchard Rosd,
Armonk, New York 10504,

OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES
207, Other interested party, Glean Fine, i the Inspector General for the United.

States Department of Justice, where a complant has been fled by Plainifs and i under
208, Other nterested pary, H. Marshal Jars, i tho Chicf Counsel ofthe
Federal Bureau o Investigaton, Offce of Professonal Responsibiliy, and was referred.
by Glenn Fine o begininvestigation of Plintis’ missing filesat the Federal Bureau of
Investigaton and the United Sates Atiomey General’soffce conccrming It

‘Companies matters and  car bombing of Plaintiff Berstein's minivan.
209, Other intrested pary, Rick Lee, s the fir investigato for Boynion
Besch.




[image: image47.jpg]210, Otber interested paty, Harry 1. Moatz s the Diector of the Office and
Enrollment and Discipline for the USPTO, whercby & complant bas ben fled by
Plaitifs and bas Jed 0 8 formal nvestigation of up 1 i attomeys and law fims
complained ofherin including Proskaser, Rubenstein, Joso, Foley, Dick, Bochm and.
Bocker.

211, Other intrested pany, Jon W. Dudas, i Under Secretary of Commerce for
Inelcctual Property and Direstor ofthe USPTO, aflrinital investigation by Moatz,
Plaitifs weredirected by Moatz 0 fle a charge of fraud upon the USPTO by those
tormeys and law frms of the Federal Patent Bar;request of patcat suspezsion was
sranted pending ovtcome of Mostz and the USPTO investigatons.

212, Otber intrested pay, Eric M. Thorsen, Small Business Administration
Inspector General, a8  result of Phaintffs ongoing complaint.

213, Other interested party, Daniel O'Rourke,is Assistant o Small Business
Administaton Tnspector General, as a reult of Painil’ angoing complait,

214, Other infercsted paty, David Gouraia, i the Duty Agent, Treasury
Inspector General for Tax Administration, a5  realt of Plainiffs” ongoing complaint.

215, Other interested paty, George Pataki,is the former Governor ofthe State
ofNew York,as a esul o Plaintifs’ ngoing complaint.

216, Other interested pasty, Eio Spitze, i the govermar of th State of New.
York, 5  result of Plantiff’ ongoing compliat.

217, Other introsted puty, Andrew Coumo, is the Atiomey Genenal ofthe
State of New York, a  reslt of Painil ongoing complant.

218, Other interested party, Robert Morganihau, s the District Atiorney for
‘New York County, New York,as a resut of Plaintifs” angoing complaint.

215, Other inteested paty, Hillary R Clinio, is a Urited Sttes Senator from
New York, 2. resull of o1’ ongoing complant.

220, Other interested party, Chris P, Mercer, isthe Presideat ofthe Instittc of
Professionsl Representatives before the European Patcnt Offce, asa reslt of Plaintiffy
ongoing complaint whereby evidence of document tarmpering hs surficed with esponses
10 formal offce actons.

a7
Ny 9,308 g 20417130




[image: image48.jpg]221, Other nterested party, Monte Friedkin (*Fricdkin”), i a souh Florida
busincssman with information pertinent 0 the histoy of seveal of the defendans as it
elaes o P of his former company Diamond Turf Equipmest,Inc. (‘DTE).

222, Otherintersted party, Caroine Prochotska Rogers, Esq. (Rogens”) is an
linois attorney who has information regarding many ofthe events deseribed herein.

223, Other interested party, Goldman Sachs & Co. (*GS”) s an investment
banking fim, s managing diector of which saton the board of the Tiewit Companics
and introduced the Iviewit Companics 0. broad aray of potental licemsecs under
NDA's never caforced.

204, Other nteresed party, Jefrey Fricdsein (“Friedsiein”) s  Vice President
Client Services of GS, an Ivicwit Companics sharsholder and a co-inveator of the remote
control video patent ofthe Iviewit Companies.

225, Otherinteresied party, Donild Kane (*Kane”), was a Managing Director
oGS, an Iviewit Companies sharcholder and a board dircctor of the Iviewit Companies
and introduced theIvicwit Companics fo a broad array of potential licensees under
NDA's never enforcod.

226, Other intcrested party, Goldstcn Lewin & Co. (hereinafter "GL)is
domestic professional servicelimited lisbility company providing accounting scrviess o
the public located at 1900 NW Corporate Bive., Suite 300 East, Boca Raton, Florida
33431,

227, Otber nterested paty, DonaldJ. Goldstein (hereinafer"Goldsteia®), On
information and belif, defendant Goldstein was & cetified public accountant cmployed
by G located at 1900 NW Corporate Bivd., Suite 300 East, Boca Raton, Florida 33431

228, Other interested party, Gerald R. Lewin (hercinafer "Lewin®), On
information and belif, defendant Lewin was  certified public accountant employed by
GL located at 1900 NW Corporate Blvd., Suitc 300 East, Boca Raton, Florida 33431.

229, Otber inteested party, Erika Lewi, (heeinafier°E, Lewin®) On.
information and belicf,defendant E. Lewin was a certifid public accountant employed
by defendant GL locatedat 1900 NW Corporate Bivd., Suite 300 East, Boca Raton,
Florida 33431 and by the Iviewit Companies.




[image: image49.jpg]230, Otber interested party, JOSEPH WIGLEY (bereinafier "Wigley"), was
upoinformation and belie, a citizen of the United States, reiding in the Statc of
Florida. On information and belief, defendant Wigley was employed by the 1 DDC s
an investigator.

[EACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
CRIME ORGANIZATIONAL CHART - MAIN CONSPIRATORIAL ENTERPRISE.

231 Pl rpes andesligecach and every all gion conined
!@ Vst 1 g F o sy s o i,
232, hatthfolowin orsizatonal s were don n el 2008 and may

il o contain certain defendants described herein but serve o shorw the initial
‘onspirators and crimes then alleged o have been commitied.
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[image: image58.jpg]Goldstein Lewin & Co. - Gerald R. Lewin, C.P.A.
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233, That on information and belif, P attomeys and others defined herein

have vilatod tat, fodeal, intcrmational laws and gross violations of attomey cthics with
theintent of and succcssfully staling the client echnologics lcamed under
attorey/elicat confdentinl nd privleged information.

234, That on information and beic, P atomeys and othersalleged berein then
created IP pooling schemes and other I schemes defined hereia to monopolize on the
inventions ofthir clicnt and act o creat a barie to entry for the rue inventors by ying.
and bundling the inventions into elaborate icensing schemes and other products with
other culpable parics.

235, That on information and beief this is notth first time cerain defendans
have conspired to deprive others of ther IP.

236, Once th Iviewit Companiesdiscovered the P crimes,th Iviewit
‘Companies were no longer abl t raise capital as the fte of the P is oo uncertain from
that tme 10 proscat due o the actions of the IP lwyers nd others pamed hercin who
sidod und ubeted the defendantlawyers. Cansequenty,the Iviewit Companies Jostthe
abilty to conduct businesseatiely.

237, To protect heir flgally gotin gains the defendants embarked on
‘conspiracy that unfolded to block du process once complaints were iled by the Ivicwit
Companics and Paintiffs against the defcndants whe thecrimes were discovered. How
theblocking was effectuated and how public offices were violated,caims further
supported iath rlated Anderso, e l. . the State of New York, et al, (US. District
Court, SDN.Y,) (October 26, 2007) hercialte (“Anderson’). Tis criminal
organizaton infikuate thelegalsystem to protect the defemlants who are membersof the
Iegal community and some of the largestlaw fims i the world with enormous pofiical
clout.

238, That oninformation and belie, s blocking conspiracy,the “cover up”™
conspiracy, cotails ot only cimes against the Plaintfs bu diectly against various
agencics of the United Staes and forcign nations.

239, These defendants benefited themselves by using Plaintify oyales
against them to fund a massive crimipal caterprise which ha infiltrated government

e
&




[image: image70.jpg]agenciesto cover up thesecrimes and tortous intentional and contractual violations of
Plaintifs'rights. &

240, On or sbout 1997, Iviewit Companics foundcr, Plainiff Berstcin and
other inventorscreated inventions pertaining 10 whatindustey experts have hertofore
described as profound shiftsfrom traditional techniques in video and imaging unti then
overlooked in the annas of digital video and imaging technologies.

241, These technologies descibed herein have played a pivota part in
changing the Inlemet rom a text based medium o 8 medium flled with magificent
images and video, thought pior o be impossible o the limited bandwidth of the Interet.

242, The video technologyopened new markets thereforein both low
bandwidih video as s found on cell phones and the Inemmet (0 the other ead of the
spectrum to high end video such as HDDVD, etc. changing evea the way television was.
created, transenitid wnd viewsd,  hange from 10 the new Iviewit saling processes,
allowing cable companies 0 increase channel throughput by 75%+ The imaging
imventions are used o almost every digital camers and present seree display device and
other devices that utiliz the featureof *digital zoom.” The imaging technology provided
‘away to zoom almost infinitely on alow resolution file with larity, solving for pixilation
that was inherent i the prior techmology.

243, That on information and belie,if the inventions become the subject ofa
‘ourt ordered njuncton, while investigations into these matters arc ongoing, imagine it
could precude the use of the technologies while the Court resolves these matiers,similar
10 the rocent case almost brought n the RIM/Blackberry matter. Altbough dwarfedin
‘comparison, that injunction wold have shut Blackberry down fo uscs had the pxtics not
setled the matters, by way o tremendous pressure from that cout the court systcm
being on of th biggestusersof that techmology and the Iviewit Comparies technologies
kewise.

244, That Plaintifssate oninformation and belie, the markets or the
inventions arehighly conccntrated and the llegalacivitics of the defendaats have
substantially increased concentration. So miuch 0, o remove the product from the
‘market would have catastrophic effects on markets dependent on the Inventions. A short.
descripton of the satuation caused by defendants i necessary fo understand how.




[image: image71.jpg]absorbed into the markefplace inventors inventions have bec prolferaed. The
following applications would have 1o pay proper royalie 1 the proper inventors orcease
and desist using such applications for the following:
A. Digial Zoom - Applications such as digitl cameras, DVD', elevisions and other
screen zoom technologies would be limited to low resolution zo0m, making certain
applications such as digital zo0m on a digital camera severely limited. The impact on
the digital camers market or forced recall of such cameras would be historically
significant.
B. Scaled Video - Applications such s video over low bandwidth communications
networks such as the Iniemet and video cell phones would cease o exist
Applications such as HDDVD and other high bandswidih communications would take
 serious los in quality or not be achievable at ol
C. Cable. companics would have to. remove such technologies and. this would
decrease the amount of content that could b hroughput by & rmuckable 75+ and
‘would decrease programming channels and features respectively.
D. Vidco Players - Windows Media, Real Player, Quicktime and other companics
would be forced to remove such technologis from their products, rendering these
product markets crippled.
E. Websites - All websits using video cresicd by inventors inventions would have
10 cease and desist display of such video and etur 1o small postage stamp sized
Video at Tow frame rates and disharmonious, rendering it almost uscless. This was
compression technology such as MPEG technology before the inventors inventions
resolved these previously termed “Holy Grail® urdls.
F. Hosting and Serving Compasics - Would suffer from loss of vidco strcaming
rovenues, curratly the larges revenue driveefor these companics.
G. Telecommunications - Video cel phones would cease t0 exis atow bundwidi.
Digital zoom and pan images would be severely limited n resolution.
H. Chips - Almost all chips today use the iaveaiors’ mathematial scaling formulas
and recall would be devastating 1 these markets.




[image: image72.jpg]CERTAIN DEFENDANTS FOUND TO HAVE CONSPIRED TO STEAL IP.
PRIOR TOATTEVRTING EANE ON PLATIFS, BEGMNNG POSSBLYAT,

245, That on information and belif, several of the key defendans n the
present criminal cluster have aprior history together of atempied IP thef establishing
tha th criminal organization described herein appears to have a histoy of prios, Bascd
on satements made by Monte Friedkinof Florida (“Friedkin®), o Paintfs former
counsel, Carolne Prochotska Rogers, Esquire ("Rogens”), Friedkin reveals  similar
stempred theft of IP and frsud commitied upon i by several of the same original
Iiewit Companies conspirators descibed herein. The attempted theft against Ficdkin
‘was attempted mmediately pror 0 crtain of te defendants leaming of the Iviewit
‘Companics inveations and being retained and hired by the Iicwit Companics and
Pliniff Bemstein. An attempt 1o emove valuable bycro mechanical IP from Fridkin's
‘company, Diamond Turf Equipment, Inc. (*DTE) through similr flsc oaths to the
USPTO for IP applicaions,again consitutng fraud no only upon Friedkin but the
federaloffense of fling false patent oaths, committed by those entrusted and hired by,
Fricdkin to protect his properties!

246, That on information and belic, the Fridkinilustration demonstaacs that
ey members of the original conspiraorial ring against theIviewit Companics, consisting
‘of Wheeler* of Proskaser, Dick of Foley, and Utley former Presideat of the Iviewit

# Amestod in el Ray Beach, Flrdafo Drivig Under e nfiaencewith sury, Case No. FLO 500 400,
flony DUl requiing  warast o bis ace. Quodng from e Polce Rert“Adiionlly, he
ctendans wife, Deanos Wheelr,was fllwing ber busbund 5 0 e hat e husba had ke o
rom th ed Tight 1000 Souch Congres Ave at  igh e of spedfo ko resons s hd b
rinking, Moments e, b srck the vhicleabesd of . Sh then 14 e ht e bsbasd sbovida't
ive been rving e expressconcersfothe vicm sl taped i i ae”
e will ecome imporan for i Court 1t hae tht, o inotion and b, Congresona vcords
sttt Toeph Proskaues,  fosedingpartar f Proskacer snd Suprete Court s h Fist
sooge f 1P Morgan,n the 1934 coup 0 verthzow FDR and bave he
Ut Saesfoin free with Nez Germany Thecoup, know a the Busioss lo€” was cxpod s
fofled by Smodiey Daringron Buker, ane of e st deconed war vleans of i, her fo s rest
ation whom h aionons 70up i e ot the US iy aint e Poglesad supprss
any bellion hat might follow whh miary orce. Congresonal hearings were el no the maties and
mech o th plo wasconfirmd a aiod n Wikipedia“Tn 1934, Butercame forward s repored 1 the
U7S. Congress hat  roup of ey ro-Fascist sl had b plocing o averhrow he
govermment o Presiden FraakliaD. Roosel i  millary coup. Even though he congressocsl
avestipting comiitie coroboraed 0t o the specifics of i stisony, o ftbe action was aken™
Th cop wastwated, brough o thefgh by e MeCormack-Dicsten Hovse Comnits, bu
oo tror’ evaded ot [hst th el conprstora i ey begn b s s b
operting trough secet cls,iockding byt limited 1, Yale's Sl nd Booes, 0 et membes fn
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[image: image73.jpg]Companies, who was placed by Proskauer with a mateialy flse resume, was not
formed solely to deprive Plaintifs o royaltis deriving from it technologies, but was an
ongoing criminal cnerpric, perhaps bailing back to a criminal careltha sartedat the
IBM Corporation® (*IBM").

247, That on information and belie,involving IBM? That upon information
o belie,this same cast of characters worked togetber at IBM where Dick was IBM's
far easem IP counse in Boca Raton, FL (Boca”), Utley was GM of 3M Boca, Wheler
bandlod real-<sate traasactions through Proskaver for IBM Boca and upan information
and belief, J. Kaye was also an IBM exmployee in the logalaffirs departmen, he fime
and place of where and whes, and whether she had known Dick or Utly fils to appear
imbiographical information of J. Kaye whom provides a vricty of resum backgrounds.
some fisting 1BM and others not.

248, That on information and belie, the Frcdkin afa was wholly concealed
a5 these conspirators were brought in Iviewit Companies 0 aid the inventors nd
sharcholders f the Iviewit Companies sccurs their IP. The real purpose was nefarious;
inthatit was o sea the IPfrom the Iviewit Companies and Plintfls. Wheeler never
‘made mention of ks involvemeat with Utley in the settng up of the company where the
IP of Friedkin was attcmptod t be absconded with, unil s deposition i acivl billing
case, Uponrefering Utley to the viewit Companics,the Friedkin information was in
it flsificd by Wheeler and Uley in submiting s fruudulent resume o sharcholdersthat
‘ith scientercovers up, and n fact les about the ncidence at Friedkin'.

249, That oninformation and belief, DTE was immediately closed as Utley was
fired with cause for b attempted thet costing aseveral millon dolla los to Fiedkin.

promineot goverimes poss 1 agi plan & keover o he Uit Ssesgovernment. 1t showkd o be
ot s, nforeation and e s diretly o heie lct st o thee website, Proskasr
regreses bodh Y nd Yale Liw Schoal, Joseph Meyr Proskaucr wasfvolved i e coup hough e
American Libety Lesgue o which b was Advisory Couoclae on s Exccatve Commilee be wasalso
m exccuiv o the Asmricn Jwish Comitie which,duing 0 19305, cpposed sl by e Aercen
Sewish Congrss o promot  widesprea public beyeos of German proacts. A Jew who s s shes
el b ecmed Jdenele” i wikipodiaorgwikidearat 1t spplied o the Jews who
welcomed consetrion cep vicims o showersand veas, promisi i Hebrew war e s
gookic, n cxchange for Nz fvors, i th cxpense of e ol

FTBM ha ey becn inked 10 Nzl arciie n Edwia Black'sbook LB and h Holocass: T
‘Stegie Aliance Bewecn Naz Germny and Amrc's Most Powecfl Ceporation”. Por the M
‘websile 1 2007, TBM eciyed 3,125 U.S. ptts ot USPTO. This  he flethcomscutve year
{0t TBM b rceive more US patnts han sy terconpady  the workd" Ao

i wikipedis org wik History  role_ia_WWIL_snd_th_ lolocaust
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[image: image74.jpg]250, Whocler and Utley ofeing fo Iicwit Companies thei good fricod Dick.
from IBM, who st the time was with Folcy, again thei dity ltle sccret was ot disclosed
tothe Iicwit Companics sharcholders, board or managemen. Dick's involvement in
filing the IP of DTE for Utley to bis home, outside of DTE, into the Utley company
formed by Whoeler, all g was not disclosed with intcnt t conccalthis information
which would have caused Iviewit Companics to ot biro o etain any of themn.

251, That on information and belie, this ctablises that s ring has worked
together in the past and cxhibits a conspiratoril pttern showing intent 10 swindle e
Iviewit Companies and Plainiffs of teir [P rightsright from the start, almost idntical to
the rime effctuated against DTE. The prior crime at DTE and Wheeler, Uty and
Dick's part i tha critme were confirme n statements made by Utley and Wheeler under
swom depositons and Dick in  swor response {0 the Virginia Bar complaint led
against him.

PROSKAUER & MLG THE FIRST ON THE SCENE OF THE INVENTIONS

252, On or sbout 1998 through 2001, Plaindff Bemsten and Iviewit
(Companics etined Proskauer o review and procure P fora mumbe of inventions
pertaining (o digital video and imaging.

253, That oninformation and belie,the Plintiffs od the Tiowit Companics
since have fallen into troubl from a ot of local, stte federal and intermational critinal
actvities, all cmanating from the theftof the IP by Proskascr and its ageas,including but
notlmited to, thecstte of Stepben Kaye, Jaffe, Kafin, Rubensicin, Wheeler, Gortz,
Prozaski, Thompson, Coleman, George, Pincus, Reed, Gol, Ssperstcn, Healy, Kapp,
Storette, Wolf, Zammas, Baumgartcn, Cooper, O'Rourke, Weinsicin, Hast, Grossman,
Capraro, Shalek, Maskberg, Smith and other unknown Proskauer partncs, who Were o
procure for icwi Companicsthe P and st up comparies and who insiead commitied
‘memerous crimes 10 tealsuch. Al oads 1o the criminal conspiracy, no matte how
tangled they get emanate from Proskauer as the initial sourceof the couspiracy.

254 On orabout 1998, Plaintiff Bersien,through his personal accountat, G.
Lewin was referred to Proskaucr attorney Gortz, Lowin's good frcnd, who thea brosght
i his partner Wheeler. Gortz an estate planner and Wheeler a eal estate storncy.
‘Wheelerthen stated he would check with his main New York office to sec if they had IP
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[image: image75.jpg]‘counsel and came back scveral weeks later misteprescnting as partners of Proskauer,
Rubensicin and Jos0, climing they were on board o protest and securs the teshnologics
discovered by Plaintff Bernsein, Zakirul Shirsie, Jude Rosario, Jeffrey Friedstin,
Jumes F. Ammstrong and otbers.

255, After review and opinion by Rubenstein, Proskauer ook on the role of
socuring IP and bringing ofber firms to aid n that process, including but notlmited o,
‘patent, trudemark, trade-secret und copyright wark for the inventors with the inent of
forming a company o include various sharcholders and investors, including Proskauer to
conduct busines.

256, Rubensicin was acting as both lead retained IP counsel and late sat 0 the
oard of Directors whereby be was also reviewiag the technologicsto determine if
Proskacr would b a shreholder f 2.5% in viewit, Inc, th crginal company.

257, That on information und beief, Whecler staed Proskauer bad never taken
oquity bofore and elaimed that only afer Rubenstein's opinion could they have a paners
mesting fo voe f they could take an equity inerest inthe original company, Proskauer
afcrreceiving favorable opizion from Rubcastcin then purchased the founding sbares in
the company they then formed.

258, That upon information and beict, Rubensein was hired by Proskaver
after Whecler had taken certain o th inveations to him and aer Rubeastein and Joso,
had disclosures with inventors of cetain of th iventions, acting s Proskauer partoers st
tha ime. Both Rubenstein and Joso were actually at anotber firm a the time and wero
misrepresented to give the impresion that Proskauer bad a long standing TP department
in New York which s happened o bave what Wheeler deemed the guru of digital
imaging and IP law, Rubenstein.

259, That upon information and belief, Rubenstcin was and remains gtckecper
and counsel 1 MPEGLA LLC, one of, if notthe largest uscr o tho inveations. 1t was
Iate leamed that either Rubensein nor Joso were actually with Proskauer atth time
they were iniially represcoied as partners of the firm, aferclaims to seed nvestors by
‘Wheeler that Rubenstein was with Proskauer which induced many of the sced investors
toinvest. Wheeler had misrepresented Rubenstein and Joso Who were fctually found at
thetme t0 be with MLG instead.

7
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[image: image76.jpg]260, Tht oninformation and belef, aferconfroting Wheele with the
information discovered by certan investors hat Rubeastein was with another frm,
‘Wheelr then claimed that roskauer was in the mids of acquiring the MLG IP
department, including Joso and Rubensein.

MPEGLA, LLC.
261, With the aoquisition of Rubcnstin, Proskaer then obtaincd s clicat the

control of MPEGLA as Rubensten was senior counsel for MPEGLA. Overnight, fer
transfering for MLG, Rubeastein was made thelead paroet of the newly formed
Proskaucr TP departmcnt, Jogo on the other hand was et at MLG despteclaims he was
ransfring o Proskaucr when b fnished closing up the work for Rubeastein and
himselfat MLG. This action then forced Ivcwit Companics 0 eain now Proskauer and
additionally MLG, inciuding but not limited 0, Joso, Meltzer and Martnez, Proskasee
1old Iiewit Companicstha Proskauer throsgh partnr Rubenstein would be in contol of
the P with Joao asssting him at MLG until Jo2o could transfe o Proskaer,

262 That oninformation and belicf, MPEGLA LLC now bas bundled the
Iviewit Companies technologies o thei pool lcense in combination with an cadless
mumber of hadvwar, softwae, DVD, multimediaand chip technologies and Iviewit
‘Companies hat no rceived a dolarof royaly from the companies using them and where
Proskaucr inuresdirce bencfit from these P pools.

263, That on information and belif, Proskauer acting a reained Iead TP
counsel then brought into th Ivicwit Companics, IP counsel al underthe diretion of
Rabenstin in New York including patent counsel, rademark counse, copyright counsel,
rade-secret counse o begin handling IP maters for the companies.

264, That on information aod belief, Whecler brought in o headed
Proskauer's corporate counsl,immigration counsel, realstate counsel, secuities counsel
and other counselfo Iviewit Companies, al o further protect th inventions and form
a0d fund the corporate vehice t operae under.

265, That on information and belief, MPEGLA LLC stands as one of the main
busincss storefrons forthecriminal coterprise to coavert th technologics through s
‘menopolistc and anicompeitve P pool controlled by the sccused lawyers to monctze
solen P from Iviewit Companies,
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[image: image77.jpg]266.  That oninformation and belie,the pools chief counsel and one of the
originators, is Rubenstn, who is currcntly under investigation by the Unitcd Sates
Patent & Trademark for fraud upon the USPTO and under stae, foderal and iiermational
investigaion for his part i the alleged theft of intllectua properties and other crimes.

267, “That on information and belie, Proskaser, a former real estae frm since.
the 1800's, developed a sudden appetite for IP work and so formed an P department
immediaely afer meeting the inventors and earning of ther inventions.

268, That on information aad beie, Proskauer then instcad of filing fimely und
‘conrect IP for the inveators,rushed about and acquired Rubenstein for conrol of
MPEGLA, a5 pat of a complex: scheme 1o steal the IP from their reained clicnt and.
‘convert them and control the market for the technologies.

269, That on information and belief, Rubeastein,acting a Iviewit Companics
1P counsel lerned ofthe technolog from th Tavendors and then pplied it 0 4 bundied
MPEG license for MPEGLA, the pool he formed. Not only did Rubenstein bundle and
tiethe product 1 productsinthe pool, Proskauer attempted o stcal the TP with others
involved for possible ater inclusio into the pool tosharc royaltis.

270 That on information and belief, Rabeasicin brought in IP counsel MLG
Joso who, afler meeting the inventors, made application in his own name for ninety
patents sccording to his own account.

271 The Proskaer P department headed by Rubenstein was respansible for
il of the following with viewit Companies;

A. the oversight of the TP ilings by his former patner Joao, is former firm MLG
and its ageats, including but not limited 1o, Melzer and Martinez, and, Foley,
inciuding but not lmitd to its agents, Bochm, Becker, Dick, Norbitz, Sekel, Boer,
Grossman and Clark.

B. for the filing of numerous wrademarks, copyright protectons, tradc-scerts and
patent sssignments,

€. sccuring of investment from invesiors based on Proskauer IP opinions, directly
opining on the techaologiesfor investors, aw firms and investmeat banks

1. issuing IP opinion eters through partners such as Wheeler o nvestors,

7
1y 09,3008 @207



[image: image78.jpg]E. acting as an Iviewit Companies Board of Director and an Iyiewit Companies
stockholder,
F. securing non-competes and non-disclosure agreements,
. structuring licensing deals with companies,
H. seting up corporte formations 0 monetize the royalie, nd,
1. geting the [P ntothe pools for monetzation fo the investors.

272 That on information and belie,in  complex corporsto and I shell
scheme, descrbed frther heein, Proskauer setup unauthorized companics crated fo
stealthecore inventions.

273, That on information and belic, Proskauer setup the ilegiimate companies
using companies formed tobe identical or loselyresembling the Iviewit Companies in
various jurisdictions.

274, That on information and belief, with two sts of companic, Proskaur
iled erroncous TP forthe Iegitimate companics snd thetrue inventions to the ilegal
companics, achicved through fuse oaths xnd applications fo [P 1o the USPTO in other
imventors” pames.

275. By way of example, theinventors Plaitiff Bernsiein, Rosario, Shirajee
and Friedseinsigned the P applicatins, they were switched with meaningless and
incorrect patents flled with math ertos,incorrec inventors, missing the key aspects of
the inventions, wrong asignees and owners and certain to fil st the USPTO forany or
all of thesoreasons,some inventions replaced with bogus aplicaions ths losing
posible righis o the original invention.

INTEL CORP., REAL 3D, INC., LOCKHEED MARTIN, SILICON GRAPHICS.
ANDRYJO

276, That on information and befief, roskauer brought inoffcers to run the
company and investment partners including the frst lrge sced capital parter Wayne
uizenga and Wayne Huizeaga Jr. ol in s attempt 10 deail Iviewit Companies and
perfectthe P thefs,

277, “That oninformution and belief, Proskauer brought n 10p tectinology teams
o evaluate and opine on the effcacics and efficieacies of thetechnologies, including
Rea (2 consortium atth time composed of e, Siicon Graphics Inc. and Lockheed.




[image: image79.jpg]Martin,later wholy acquired by lntel) and their clicnts under NDA's, lcensing contacts
and other agrecments.

278, That Real was used 1o evaluate the technologies and formed a sirategic
aliance under NDA and then when Iate acquired by Intl, bogan to prolferate the
technologies legaly in various combinations of ther hardware and software
applications of their products, thercby circumveating Tvicwit Companics and ts
‘contractual agroements. Similar to MPEGLA, it is believed that el sought 10
‘monopolize th inventions through tying and bundling it into various prodacts 1o
maintain @ competitive advantage o th disadvantage of the Iviewit Companies.

279, That on information and belef, Real and its ageat, including but not
limited to, Hom, Stalcy, Bolton, Conoly, Bibona and Intcl's agent Palcy,allactodin
conspiraorialactivities o further the crimes of IP theft and contract iolations alleged.
berein.

280 That on informion and belief, Proskauer then attended almostcvery
mesting of the Iviewit Companics,selling the technologics i sales meings, opining (0
investors on the “novel” logal aspests of th fechmologies and was allthe whille
supposcaly acting 1 get the P fled and spproved with the sated intent 0 the Ivewit
Companics sharcholders tht they were to gt the IP placed into the MPEGLA TP pools
and bundled into various products of Real and the otber owners of Real

281, That on information und belef, Proskauer's newly created IP division then
formed newly created IP pools, 1o further prolificute the stolen technologies through
bundling and tying theinveations to tber produts in the pool through complex licensing
armangements, luding payment of oyaltesto the Iviewit Companies.

282, “The IP crimes have lod o the Commissioncr of the USPTO suspendin the
1P of Iviewit Companics, while charges of fraud upon the USPTO are under
investgation.

283, That on information and beief, aiomeys under investigation by the
'USPTO and the USPTO OED arethe former P attoreys for the Iviewit Companics
‘named herein. Charges fled of fraud on the USPTO by inventors and investor Crossbow,
‘were dirceted by Motz e discovering vidence of fraud by th atorneys, including TP




[image: image80.jpg]dockets with matcrialy falsc and mislcading information procurcd by the various law.
frms retained for the TP work.

284, These same fraudulent P dockets were teadered o the federally backed
SBA, securites fims (ncluding Goldman Sachs, Grunta & Co, Wachovia Sccurities
and all the Iviewit Companics sharcholders) to sccure the millions ofinvestmcat by the
Iviewit Companics.

285, That on nformation and belie, these fraudulent P documents used fo
sccurs investment capital s off another wave of erimes commitid violating hosts of
secariteslaws and crimes against the federally backed SBA and Ivicwit Companics.
investors.

286 That on information and belief, al that nceded to bo accomplished o
‘complete the crime was to remove the threat of the truc Inventors geting thir laventions
putcnted und ake over the original flings by rewrting them outthe backdoor, Once id
ofthe companies and inventors, the perptraors needed only o then place the stolen TP
o the pools to gencrat the lin's share of the reveaue splt for the TP holdersthat arc.
members of the pools.

287. That on information and belict Utley, when originally caught with
ovidence and documents showing his part i the scheme, flew ot to Califoria to
threaten Plaint{f Bernsiin tha if he did notshut up sbout what was discovercd (pateats
forthings like "Zoom and Pan on a Digital Camera* found in Utley's name und ot
assigned to the company) that he and lw frms would destroy him, bis family and his
companics.

288, That on information and belef every effrt ha been made by the sccused
to destroy the Iviewit Companies and destoy th life ofthe primary inveator,all fo et
the core P, The main inveator Plaintiff Bemscin'scar was blown up,in scenc that
Tooks like acar bombing out of Irq. Plaintiff Bermstei's wife and children were hours
‘away from picking the ar up from an auto body shop where ha this occurred with them
imtho ca, only hours laer, and these matters would have taken a horible .

289, The fire investigaor determined thatarson was the cause of the car
‘bombing, as sccclerants were found.




[image: image81.jpg]290, Thaton information and bele,trough the prolifeation of the
technologie, thes poos e ulrady becormethe dominunt foreeintho market of
defendants TP, with Proskaucr & Rubcnstcin controlling the IP spproval for the pools and
profiting from the success of the pools, while blocking the Iviewit Companics from
macket. The pools have infinged upon th Inyentors’ patent pending technologies by
blocking submissionof e nvenios patent pending aplications o the pools.

291, Thaton nformation and belef, the agents toeffctuate these crmes for
the enteprse wereplnted inthe company i accounting, mansgement oregalpostons
and this maissined controlover sl fces of the shemes prosesses o thatno
srsholders would cach on.

292, That on information and belief, once these prior steps were achicved, in
‘order to share revenue from the pools with the other IP holders in the pools, one would
need 1o have essential [P, This need for essential IP may answer the qustion as to why
{hessstorneys wtrmpid et the ctual dated TP ofthe viewit Companiestrough the
corporteand P el e and wriing he IPito othe et nventons”namcs.

293. “That on information and belief, Mashberg and Smith bave been added fo.
{his complint beforetis Court fo theieacting s counse o Proskauer inviation of
‘conflict laws, where both have vested interest in the outcome of these matters and where
Proskaucr has been sued and thus should hire outside counsel for representation. That
‘Maskiberg wnd Smith have been reported to the 1 DDC for investigation into their ilings
und actions in violation of ethics laws. That the NYAG has boen notified of their
‘complaints and where Plaintiffs swait an answer from the 1* DDC through NYAG's
offce

HUIZENGA HOLDINGS INCORPORATED
294, Thatin or sbout the summer of 1999, Huizenga under th direction of W.

Huizenga, Jr, and through referal by Goldstein, Wheeler and Proskaver, provided the
sccd funding of approximately Five Hundred Thousand Dolars ($500,000) in the Iviewit
Companies, wherein some time lter, the defendants, including but not limied o, W-
Hsizenga, W. Huizengs, Jr., Whecler, Proskauer, Utley and Cris Brandon (Huizenga’s
legal counscl), acted in ways that were not for the economic benefit 1o the shareholders of

81
iy 0,208 @ 204177



[image: image82.jpg]the Iviewit Companics, and constifutes yet another instance of patent sabotage, thet of
IP, and violations of stae and federallaw caims cited herein.

TIEDEMANN INVESTMENT GROUP
295, Thatin or about March 2001, TIG through defendants, including but not

limited t0, Polow, Ticdemann, Cheser, Smith, and through the doctrine of respondeat
superor, TIG iself provided an investment noe t the Iviewit Companiesin the
pproximate smount of Three Hundred and Forty Five Thousand Dollars (§345,000),
‘when shortlythercafte,former canployee affidavitssate that they witnessed a large
bricfease full of cash i the exccutive office of the Ivewit Companics which may have.
‘ecn  combinaion of fonds of Tiedemann and other investors, and whispersthat he
fnds may came from the new investor TIG, where Plaintiffs maintain that such cash
monies were absconded with and converte to the mnics of 8 to-be-formed distance
eaming company, run by Utley and Reale, counseled by Wheeler, and  rlated prty o
TIG that consttues yot anotherinstance of patent sabotage, thef of P, obbery, und
Violations of state and federallaw clam cited herein.

NDA & CONTRACTS

296, That on information and belict the technologies were 50 broad and truly
chnged everything to do with digtal imaging and video, as to cause a massive influx of
iterested paties o sign Noa-Disclosurc Agroements (“NDA”) and other business
contractsto ear how the processes were done and i many instances begin applying
them tothe products, many of these NDA clieats were refered i by Proskauer and.
‘weze Proskauer clicnisor Client referrals.

297, Wheeler and Proskaner controlled the signing and mainaining of the
'NDA's and other business contract documents and in many instances had them signed by
their lients, unbcknowast t the ime Proskauce represented both sides 1o these
transactons, in violation to thics, pechaps because of theirdual epresenation this may
be why they bave filed o enforce the violsied NDA's.

298, In certan instances of violatos of business coniracts and NDA'S whereby
infringement was llcged agains cetan of Proskauce'sclents bound by NDA, Proskauer
was to investigatc and prosccute f necessary, yet even afte leaming that such clients of




[image: image83.jpg]theirs were using the technologies they failed o take any steps to protect the Iviewit
Companies.

THE FIRST SIGNS OF IP FRAUD & CRIMES
299, That on information and belief, Pisintifs claim that Joso, almost

immedistly aficr being introduced and then rtaincd by Plaintiff Bernstein and the
Iviewit Companics began a scris of actionsthat caused immedia suspicion of both i
actions on behalof the nventors and the Iviewit Companies n the IP ilings he was
making, or worse, was oot making.

300, That on information and belief,shorly afer iscovering problems with
Joao's flings and possiblc non fiings,incuding that be may have beca filing inventions
forbirself s the inventor or ideas leamed through the inventors® isclosures, inventions
he was o be patenting for the inveators and Iviewit Companics, Proskaucr was notifid
and claimed they were investigting th actions of theirrefered and controlled counsel

301, That on information und belief, with days beforethe first provisional
putent iling noeding (o be filed as & pending application, Jo30 came 10 the Iviewit
‘Companics offces and met with inventors’ PainiT Bemstcin and Shirajee to finalize the
applications and afer aving the inveators ign the applications, e immediately ran next
door to Proskauce’s office and in that timo it was found tht he had used  computer ia
the Iviewit Companics officesto make changes tothe application, not pproved by the.
inveators,afer th inventors ad signed for them.

302 ‘That on nformation and belief Joso had sesied the application in an
ovemight packing but th inventors wanted it opened and whatthey found was tht the
application had becn materialy changed and hey forced Jouo to rewritethe application
‘nd correcta myriad of problems, oncsthey recived that, thy sealed the document ind
Plaitiff Bomstein, Jomnifer Kluge and E. Lowin to0k the package to the US Post Office
and sentit tothe USPTO.

303, Joao was then terminated for his malfeasance and misfeasence.

304, Proskaner was then charged with investgating theactions of Joso since he
‘vas referred by them and fdled 10 do o causing damages 1o the Iviewit Companies and
inveators.

R o
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[image: image84.jpg]305, Thatoninformtion and belicf te atr caming Joso had delayed
original flings, had not fled al the P he was supposed 1o snd pehaps changed much of
P lings fraudulenly, Proskauer claimed they werebringing i rplacement counsel to
1ixtheeorsof Joao, fiethe missing IP,correct the nventors and investigae Joao's
possble scaling of P through usificd patca ouhs o the USPTO und 0 the EPO), via
Patent Cooperation Treaty filings intigated a the USPTO.

306, Thaton information and belicf, Plaintil ate lsmmed that Jouo bad 90+
patnts i s owm name, which Painif foundin newsprin,a claim he ever old
anyone while retained with the Iviewit Companics,that many of these pateats encompass
the techmologies b leamed from and ol from Iiewit Companics,

FOLEY AND LARDNER
307, Joao was then terminated for cause as counsel and upon termination,

through both Wheler and Utly they recommended thei “good friend"” Dick from Foly,
‘whom brought in defendants Boehm and Becker also of Foey.

308, Foley was then retined tofist investigate and corroct wht appeared at
e time o be deficient work of Joao, later learned to b almost wholly frauduleat work.

309, That on information snd belief, Foley and Proskauer were (o be coniactng
the appropriate uthoriies rgarding the possiblecrimes commitied by Joao and fnally 1o
il to protect the IP worlduide wholly eplacing Joao and MLG's work.

310, That on information and belif,llofthis was explained by Wheelerto be
under the oversight of Rubenstein, who was directing the overal viewt Companics P of
the Iviewit Companies for patents, copyrighis, trademarks snd trade secrets and whereby
everyone was assured that everything could be fixed and no damages had occured.

311, Thaton information and belict, Plainifs later eamed that Foley
atomeys aced to futher the conspiacy, coninuing i Joao's criminal fooprin, with
nw flsc filng of patents through falsifed pateat applications and osths with the.
USPTO, a federal offcusc and a direet crimme against the United Sttes t00.

312, That oninformation and belicf, through the Patent Cooperaton Treaty
(“PCT"), similar patent fraue for flings in foreign nations violated interationa trade
trestscs with those paten offces, again these foreign filings done with fraudulent




[image: image85.jpg]imventors, owners and assigoces, inapposit of what the aiomeys claimed 1o be doing and
presenting o investors and th inventors.

313, That on information and belief, cvidence wil show tha Foley upon
roviewing the Joao flingsfound a mulitude of problecnsthat they climed 0 Iiewit
‘Companics investors wdinventors that they were fxing, yet instead ofprotecting the
inventors and shareholders by fixiag the IP Foley intead conspired with Proskaver and
others o continue the P crimes by, including butnot Timied 10

A furthr wriing the P nto  series of llgitimate frandulent Iviewit Comparies set

up by Proskauce with smilrty and ideatically nsmed companics 10 the legitimate
Iviewit Companics,

B. filing fudulent spplcations for IP writtcn with Utley's name as the sole
inventor, for inventions as profound as “Zoom and Pan on a Digital Camera” where
Utley had mo ivolvemeat it such inveations, reminiscent 1 the DTE affsi where
these unknown flings were also being directed secrely 0 Utley’s home addres with
o asigaments to th Iviewit Companies,

C. in otherinstances, whero Utley never invented anythinig with the viewit
‘Companies iaveators, Utey s sccrely sdded on o other fnventors” nventions,
replacing original inventors with Utey on those pplicaions and creating  sccond set
of lmost dentical pateot, 00 with Utey as inventor and one without,

D. sabotaging the filings in substance through incorrot claims, including using
facrally incorrect math,

. failingto properly assign the properies o the rightful owners and assignces, and,
F. failing o correct th inventors o the true and corret invetors that Jouo had

initially failed t properly fle for and further falsifying them.

/%Lm_&.m



[image: image86.jpg]314, That on information and belief, Folcy was warking in conspiracy wih
Proskaucr and both were atiempting 1o cover Joao'stracks and preveat his exposarc and
‘onvince the Iviewit Companiessharcholders, management and the nventors thatthe P
‘was being corrcted and ilod properly, o worris.

315, That on information and belief, the work Foley did with the inveators that
was sigaed for by thoinventors was lte found to be completely changed in trasit 0 the
'USPTO and forcign TP offces from what the viewit Companies were old was being
e

316, Proskaner prepared,billed fo,reviewod and disscminated s Wachovia
Private Placement (‘PPM") for te Ivicwit Companics.

317 That on information and beic, this PM was distebuied to investors,
including the SBA with materially false information ssbmitted for the due diligence.

318, That oninformation and belief, Foley admited i taped conversationsthat
the assigaments they claimed to havo boen exccuted by th inventorsto Iviewit Holdings,
Inc. for the statements eled on for e Wachovia PPM and by otherinvestors, were
never actally fled.

319, That on information and belief, Norbitz and Sckel have beca added to this
complaint before this Court for thir acting as counsel to Folcy i violation of conflct
Iaws, where both have vestedintrest i the outeome of these matiers and whers Foley
has boen sued and thusshould hir outside counsel for representaion. That Norbitz snd
‘Sckel have been reporied o the 17 DDC for investigation into their filings und actions in
vilation of ethics aws. That the NYAG has becn notifed ofteir complants and where
Plainifs await an e from the 1 DDC through the NYAG's offce.

320, That Plintiffs remain confused a5 fo bow NYAG's office can investigate
those they represent, cspecally where Plaintill have requested that reinvestigation of
caicr complaints against cerain of th defendants NYAG now represent, that were
submitiedto NYAG's ofic prior to this action but were declined 1o b investigated or
‘whlly ignored, now b reopened based on the shocking rovelaions of Anderson. Based
on satements contained in Anderson rogrding public offie corruptions those prior
complaints will spparently require reinvestigation by tho NYAG offices, For his fiilure
torespond t the carfier complaints, former NYAG Eliot Spitcer and NYAG have also




[image: image87.jpg]been included hercin as defeadants making the need for them o get counsel in these
‘matters and making it more confusing for their continued representaton of any other
defendants than themselves. The Court's prior ruling o partilly decline the roquestfor
NYAG to recuse for possible conflic in representing the defendants was made prior o
Plaitif’ fling of the request or reinvestigaion based on Anderson and inclusion of
NYAG and Spitzer a defeadants, where thess ations now presumably cause conflct.

ARTHUR ANDERSEN (“AA”), AUDIT INSTIGATED BY CROSSBOW.
VENTURES ON BEHALF OF THEIR LOANS AND THE SBA LOANS THEY
SECURED, THAT EXPOSES EVEN MORE CRIMES BEING COMMITTED IN
THE IVIEWIT COMPANIES CORPORATE MATTERS

321, That on information and belief, on o about 2000, an sudit of the financial
reconds ofthe Iiewit Compasics by Artur Andersen LLP® was begum whercby while
conducing such audit fo the legitimate Iviewit Companics’ larges nvestor, Crossbow
g Alin (1 sde ca i fCrossbon’s e SEA fds inadion o i

ideatically named and other misleading corporateinformation and records, ncloding
‘missing sock for several entites.

322, That on nformation and belief, these sccounting and business.
discrpancics i the corporate records caused AA 10 requestfurther auditinformation
from,including bt notlmited o, Proskauer, Goldsein, Lewin and E- Lewin, CPA,
Hersch and other.

323, That on information and belief, E. Lewin was an Ivicwit Companics W2
cmploye for intcrmal sccounting a the Iviewit Companies whilealso working for the
firm Goldstein.

¥ ~On Jume 15,2002, Anderen was coavicted ofostcion o osic for shridin docements el 10
it it o Enon, rning i the Esrun sl Naoey Temple (Andercn Legal Dept) nd David
Dncen Lead P for e o acouat)wee i 35 e rspons i managers b s sl s hy
had giventh rder toshred relevat ocunect.Sice the U.S. Securis d Fxchange Commisson doct
ot llow convicted fkons 1 aucit publc companis th i agred o surender s lcenses snd s ight
1o peacticebefrethe SEC on Aupat 31,2002, efocively ading the compay'scpeaios.

The Andersen et o ot spotight o s Lauly s of oo compenic, ot aably
Susbearnsod WorldComs. The ubseques barkrupicy of WorldCom, which quicdy rpasied Eron s the
bzt bkouptey in bisory. ld 0 doin efct of ccounting and ke crpotae sl that
cominue o i Americas o pracices” Souse Wikpeda

e wkipedi orgwikyArs_A




[image: image88.jpg]324, Thaton information and belief, Goldstin, E. Lewin, Proskaser, Foley,
Hersch and others prepared and disscminated folse and misleading fnancial information ,
1o suditrs from AA regarding the IP nd corporate truture in attempts to mislead

investigaton ntotheir comptions.

THE FOLEY LARDNER FRAUDULENT IP APPLICATIONS
325, Inabizame instance, Utley was caught holding two sets of IP porfolios

creaed by Foley by Plainiff Bornstein and James Armstrong, where the legitimate
Iviewit Companies had only been aware of one prior.

326, Inthese two volumes Iviewit Companics found a et of IP where owner,
assignces and inveators al sppearcd fraudulently mistated when compared 0 the [P
dockets and other IP documentation given o Iviewit Companics investors and the
inventors.

327, That on information and belief, this sccond sct of P books was ncver.
shown or submiticd with investumcat documeats 10 thelegitimate Iviewit Companics
board, management, inventors and sharehalder, including the SBA.

328, That on information and belie, in esponse o this finding of two sets of
IP,furber damning and bizarr evidence came tofight n that the clims, including
mathematical claits made by Foley i the P in one of the Uty sets was mathematically
incorrect.

329, That oninformation and belicf,ate having the IP reviewed by several
other frms it was found tha the caims were wroag matecially, whly missing the
inveations, and, there were owners, asignments and inveators that were wrong.

330, Tupod mectings were hekd immeditely afer finding th frauduleat P 10
oot Foley, Proskaver and Uty with th evidence found aficr analyzing the ncwly
uncarthed TP ilings.

331, That oninformrion and belief, these fraudulent misstatements i the
fings were then supposcdly fo b corrected by Foley and Proskauer as stated repeatedly
over three days of mectings, ye many of the ey changes were never made.

332, That on information and belef, the meetings were ateaded by, including
butnotlimited o, Boehm, Beckes, Wheeler, Whecler on bebulf of Rubenstcin, Plaintifl
‘Bemsteia, Armstrong (aa niia inventor, ivestor nd senior manager),S. Bernstein a8




[image: image89.jpg]former Chimian of the Bosrd and defendant Buchsbaum as an offcerof vt
Companics and also a5 0 agent of Crossbor.

333, That on information and belief, the problems in the IP and the second set
of IP were discovered only days before filings were duc filings of critical importance and
‘where the inventors" had never scen copies of the IP filings found in violation of patcat
bar stomey rues.

334, That on information and belif,this uncertainty withthe P has caused the
Iviewit Companics to ceasethe ability o aise frthr capitslon good fith, s the fte o
the I s oo uncertain from thattime o present doe o the actions of he P lawyers
amed hrein and others who sded and abeted. That the devastating esult of the
findings of fraud and whispers of what suditors had appeared to have found led to a
smowballeffectofcaastrophic effect on all busines delings with the viewit
Companies.

335, That o information and belict, the P problems and assignments were
thought by the logitimate vicwit Companics bosrd, management, investors, and
inventor,to be correted by Foley before fling but it was lster eameed that they were
il fraudulenty without crical changes anywvay when compared to the filed
applicatons.

336.  That on information and belief, as of this date the problems in the IP have
ot beca corrcted s th IP incerain nstances has been suspended pending
invesigaton and where others may have been permanently lost.

THE DEATH THREAT ON PLAINTIFF BERNSTEIN FAMILY
337 Shortly aflr learniag of the second set of IP, Utley then came to the.

Iviewit Companies California offices unannounced and threatcned inveator Plaitiff
‘Bemstein that iffurther investigation or probing into the matters occurred and f he were
ot made CEO, with fullsigning suthoritis, Plaintiff Bernstein should watch his back
‘upon retuming to his family in Florida,as Proskaser and Foley would be watching and
wating, dircctly threatening the fives of Plaintff Bernstein and bis fumily.

338, Plaintff Bernstein i response called his wife, had her pack their kids and
‘belongings and flees Florida, exviag their home, to move into a hote forthe next several




[image: image90.jpg]‘monihs in California and Nevada with their children, i affect attemping cxortion on
Plaintiff Bemstcin through thrcat

339, This decision to move and leave al of teir persomal posscssions and
‘home behind, came aflr Plaintff Bernstein immediately called several of the Board of
Director members, sharebolders and others, and it was dotermined it was safest for
Plaintiff Berastein and his fimily no o retun o Florida unil the matters were prescatcd
o investigators.

340, That on information snd beief the ressom for these precautions
was lthough Utley did not know this at thetime, Plaitiff Berutein had siready began
notifying Iicwit Companics sharcholders,certain Board of Director members,cerain of
the management team, invostorsincluding Crossbow and Huizcnga, the federa patcnt
authoities and others of what had beca discovered.

341, That on information and beief, Phaintff Benstein had been in Califoria
seting up a satellte office, as  lcensing and operatng deal ad boea signcd for Tviewit
Companies with AOL LLC (*AOL”) and Wamer Bros. Entertainment nc. (“WB)
‘whercby the Ivicwit Companics IP processcs were being used for video producion for
AOL and WB websits.

342, Iviewit Companies had taken offices dirccly above AOL sod WB's video
encading operation and had taken over the encoding processes for AOL uad W at such
time.

343, Somy und up to four other eading studios were preparing 1o use the Iviewit
Companies processes to consumite a digital download and strcaming of movies Of ive
of the major stadios using the viewit Companies IP.

344, License deals and other business deals were being drafied by now Irel &
Msnella (“Irel") and then signed for such use of the IP, as Plainiff Bemstein, S.
‘Bemstein, Kane, Buchsbaum, Powell, members of the AOL and WB team and others
decided a new team of professionals and management would be instaatly found to
‘consummate and manag these und other deals, take over the legal, accounting and
‘management yacancies that would arise with these actons aiempring to protect the
Iviewit Companics from total loss.

%
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[image: image91.jpg]THE DISENGAGING OF IVIEWIT COMPANIES PROFESSIONALS AND.
MANAGEMENT

345.  That on information and blief, muny of thoseinvolved in the P und
corporate problcms, inluding but lmited o defendants Proskauer, Foloy, Wheeler,
Rubenstein, Dick, Bochm, Becker, Utley, Reale were then teminatidfor cause and new
‘counscl, accountants and management was then secured.

346 That on information and belief, it was detcrmined by the acting Board of
Dictors of the Tiewit Companie, that The Florida opersions were o be closed and the
corporate beadquarters moved fo Califonia afte terminating all thosc known at the time
tobe involved.

347, That upon termination i was found tha several of the membersof the
management o the Iviewit Companies were destroying documents as witnessed by
employees in attempts o destroy evidence against themn.

348, Plainiff Berstein then contacted friends and Iviewit Companies
sharcholdersat his former canployer, Rock It Cargo, USA Inc. o irmmediscly descead
upon the Boca offices and remove every sitch of corporate records not mainfained by the
accountants and attoreys, computers and all the office malerial 0 ship them 0 Los
Angeles o slvage and prevent further destruction.

349, When the items wero delivered o Californi, Plaatiff Berstein and
ofhcrs bogan toreview the remains and put together much of the evidence submitied 1o
investipaors over the next scveral years and o be presented before this Court.

STOLEN IP & STOLEN FUNDS ~ BOCA RATON POLICE DEPARTMENT
350, That on information and belief,evidence was surfacing on or about this

point 1o show further criminal activitesthathad aken place. Inventor Plaintf Bemstein
‘was called by Buchsbaum and other Iviewit Companies Florida employees, with.
allcgations that in preparing to move the offices, Utley and Reale were attempting to
ribe employees with a briefcaseof cash 10 siealproprietary information and jon them n
a new venture using the Iviewit Companies processes.

351, That on information und belief, according to a witness statement, Reale
‘claimed a bricfcase contained stolen cash from Iviewit Companies investors which may




[image: image92.jpg]have also containcd SBA finds and firther attempied o have such employees aid and
abetinstealing proprietary equipment and P processes using the money as incentive.

352 That on information and belief, employees were old by Reale and Uley
bt the viewit Companies were bing closed because ther was no money o pay them
and they werebeing fied. Further asing e cmployees if iy wantedfoleave and join
Uty und Reals i a new veature with investor Tiedemann (eferred by Proskaser) nd
they needed help 0 steal the processes and some equipment. They then took machines
they were told was opeatingthe processes wihout authorization and transporicd such
acrosssate ines. This cime alsoin violaion of cmployment agrecanents and fiduciary
responsibiies.

353, Thaton nformation and belief, Anthony Frenden an Iiewit Companies
employee, ina wrtten satement, stated that Utley and Reale had attcmptod to bibe him
‘ith brefease of cash t0 this ffec und this was als witnessed wnd confirmed by oher

employees, which then led 1 fled charges with Boca PD for th stolen cquipmment and.
embezziement.

354, That on information and befie,th stolen equipment was later returmed to
e company through police ntervention and formal charges were unbeknowns fo the
Tvicwit Companics, waived by Kasser, without company autharity o consent and
imapposie of what Kasser was supposed to do which was o scck prosccution. That the
stolen goods were transferred across statefines 10 Tiedemann owned company.

355, That later upon learning that Kasser had dropped charges instead of
pressing then,the Tviewit Companies asked Boca PD o re-open the charges inthe
embezzlement case and press new charges forthe P thefts and stolen investor funds,
including possibly those of the SBA, formal writen satcmments were submitted for
invesigaton and Flechaus assured Iiewit Companiestha investigations were now under.
way. Later it was leared that Flechaus had faled to investigae and in fact eported that
other agencies were joined inthe investigations whom upon contactng by the Iviewit
Companies had never heard o the case or had no records of such.

356, That on information and belie, the charges aro curratly NOT uader
investigation by the Boca PD and the matters have been escalated o Honorable Andrew
J.Scot, 1, Chief o Policeand ternal s, for possible internal corruption.




[image: image93.jpg]ENRON CREDITORS RECOVERY CORPORATION (FORMERLY ENRON.
CORPORATION) & BLOCKBUSTER INC.
357. That on information and beief, one of the unauthorized technology.

ransfecs that wers being aticmpied at that time was o & brand new Internet company,
Enron Broadband to monetiz the siolen technologics through an Internet movie delvery.
scheme, virwally impossible without the Tvicwit Companies technologies.

358, That on information and beicf, Earon booked enormous revenue through
ther division Enron Broadband without  single movie to distribute and at thetime no
technology to distribute them with,asthey were i discussions with the Tiewit
‘Companics but 5o deal was yet made 10 allow for such uccounting practces.

359, That on information xod beief, Uley was found proparing un
Enron/Blockbuster deal without suthorization.

360 That on information and belie, Huizenga may have been the conncction
between Enron and Blockbustcr, as Wayne Huizenga was the founder of Blockbuster and
forher discovery i necessary to explor this aspect of the allcgation.

361 That on information and belicf Earon was now caught with oveauc that
was never realized due 0 suddenly fosing the technologies they promised shareholdery
‘would deliver such VHS quaity movies ver the Inernct and asthe udit snd
investgations ofthe viewit Companies began fo dig decper, the Enron/Blockbuster deal
collapsed over night causing massive losses to Enron investars.

362, That on information and belief, Earon's broadband division may be found.
10 be one of the major reasons for Enron’s bankruptcy.

363, Thatthis Court should notfy Enron's federal investigators of the possble:
‘connections tothe Iviewit Companies and invite them into this action for further
discovery, where Plaintifs have airady tried to protect the Enron sharcholders by
contacting Enron investigaton und filed 1o bo beard by those suthoriics.

LEARNING OF ILLEGAL LEGAL ACTIONS - THE PROSKAUER CIVIL
BILLING LAWSUIT & INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY-

364, That oninformation and belicf, it was stated by Warner Bros. ("WB")
employee David Colter (“Colter”), asenior engineer, that AOL & W IP counsel had
found during due diligence that the P displayed to their P counsel forinvestment did not
‘match up with TP on file t the USPTO and that the Iviewit Companics may have more
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[image: image94.jpg]srious problems. Thatthis e o s continued declin i busness reltions with AOL and
WB and was the cause of the loss of a large pending investment.

365.  That on information and belicf, Colter also stated that AOL and WB duc
igence appeared o shov that there wasan involunary bankrptcy ation sgainstsa
Iviewit Companics company that had not been disclosed to them, this also interfered with
‘raising capital from them, actions no one in the companics was aware of prior.

366, Thatoninformation ad bele, olter s sated that AOL and WB duc
igenee s o sbov tat thers s vt whers It Companis companics
were being sued for several hundred thousand dollars that had not been disclosed to them,
thi lso ntrfred with rising capitl fom them acions no on n the compaais was
aware of prcr

367.  That on information and belief, it was found that Prosksuer cstablished all
of the following Iviewit Compunics and where other John Doe companics may still exist
and whre many of these were unsuthorized nd unksown o exit by the Ivewit
Companies prior o eviewing documentaton discovered from th Boca Raton office
aftertenmiation of many ofth employee involved nth crimes:
1. IVIEWIT, INC. A FLORIDA CORPORATION,

2. IVIEWIT, INC., A DELAWARE, CORPORATION,

3. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC. A DELAWARE CORPORATION (KA.
UVIEW.COM,INC)

4. UVIEW.COM,INC., A DELAWARE CORPORATION

S IVIEWIT TECHNOLOGIES, INC. A DELAWARE CORPORATION (KA.
IVIEWIT HOLDINGS. INC),

6. IVIEWIT HOLDINGS. INC, A FLORIDA CORPORATION,

7. IVIEWIT.COM. INC.. A FLORIDA CORPORATION,

8 LC.INC, A FLORIDA CORPORATION

9. IVIEWIT.COM, INC. A DELAWARE CORFORATION,

10, IVIEWIT.COMLLC, A DELAWARE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY,

Lo
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[image: image95.jpg]368, Plaintiff Bemstcin contacted  childhood friend, Rogers,fo investigaic as
mich of the possible rimes a5 was possble at that tme, o confirm what was going on in
the myriad of very scay events wnfolding with regardtotheIP crimes and claims of
corporate crimes

THE FRAUDULENT FEDERAL BANKRUPTCY FILED

369, “That oninformaion and belicf, Roger' found there existed a federal
involustury bunkruptcy action s the U.S, Bankruptey Court Southern Disrictof Flrida
(Case No. 01-33407-BKC-SHF (‘1B"), fled on or bt July 26, 2001, incorporated by
refercncs in it cairey herein, filed by Proskauer referred management and Proskauer
rferred strategic allisnce partnes, including but not it 10, tel, acting trough Real
(Real atthe time,  consortum of ntl 10%, Silicon Graphics Ic. 20% snd Lockbesd
Martn Corp. 70%, later wholly acquired by Iniel).

370, That oninformation and belief, afer signing a strategic alliance agreement
and while sructuing a iccasing deal with Real, Real was wholly acquired by tel, along
with the viewit Companies technologics, in vioation of Real's agrecments with un
Iviewit Companies company.

371, That o information and belie, Inte and Real acted alo through thir
subcontractor, defendant RYJO lnc, in the fraudalent foderal bankruptcy filing, intended
o sbscond with cetain of theIviewit Companics IP. RYJO Inc. wasalso found to have.
carieratempd 10 abscond with certain of the Iyiewit Companies inventions through an
unsuthorized technology transfer prepared by Proskaser, Utley and Reale, where they
had presumed that RYJO had 00 NDA so he could copy Iviewit Companies technologics
s s own and that Iviewit Companies would have to license back their own product.
‘That Plaintiff Bernstein then produccd a sigacd NDA for RYJO that they had thought did
ot oxist s they had destroyed their copics but Painiff Bernstcin had un extra copy i
hisoffice.

372 That oninformation and belief, Proskauer's management eferrals
defendants Utey, Hersch and Reale were pat of the fraudulent foderal bankrupicy
procesding designed to abscond with the Iviewit Comparics IP, along with ofber Jobn
Do defendants to be named upo futher iscovery.
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[image: image96.jpg]373, That oninformation and belief, nonc of the paties of the IB had contracts
with thclaimed debtors of the IB, vicwit Holdings Inc.,Ivicwit com Inc. and
Iviewitcom LLC, the Florida Iviewit companics they sued.

374, That o information and belef, Utey's employment contract was with
Iviewit com, LLC, a Delaware, ot Florida limited lsbility entity and any obligations
‘would bave becn with the Delaware Iviewit Companies company.

375, That oninformation and belie, Hersch's employment was with Iviewit
Holdings, In., a Forida corporation.

376 That on information and belief, Reales employment contract was with
iviewitcom, Inc. Furthe, Reale had terminated his employment voluntarly pior o the
1B filng and had never entered o anothe employment contract with the companies.
upon bis st time rotum, hus b had 0o contract with any company to sus under,

THE PROSKAUER CIVIL BILLING LAWSUIT

377, That oninformation and belief, Rogers found a billng it instgated by
Proskauer in Proskauer Rose LLP . Iiewit.com, In. et L. Case No. CA 01-04671 ABI0
(Proskauer Civil Biling Lawsuit®) (Cicuit Cour ofthe 15th Judical Circuit i and for
Palm Beach County, Florida), incorporated by reference in it enirey berein, defendant
Labarga was one ofthe presiding justies.

378, That oninformation and belie, Proskauer had  reainer, the authenticity
‘which remaias in question, with oaly one Iviewit Companics company, Iviewit LLC of
‘which was nota party o the Proskauer Cis g Lawsuit making the lawsuit frivolous
from the stat.

379, That on information and belicf, Roger's, afier finding that the two Illegal
egal actons were actually existnt,diected Plaitiff Bernstein and th Iviewic
‘Companics o retain new counsel and prior unasthorized counsel in the B and Proskaver
Civil Billing Lawsuit maters were terminacd.

380, That oninformation and belief, unauthorized counsel fo the Proskaucr
Civil Billing Case, defendants SSK, which was originally retained by unknown parics,

Pl camnot confirm o den tha Labarga wasthe orginatJodg handing te cas ottt case
oot e rovied v e i e, e vy e e e
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[image: image97.jpg]‘was terminated and the Iviewit Companies retained Steven Selz, Esq. (‘Selz”) to
represent the Tviewit companies being susd i the Proskaner Civil Biling Lawsait and to
il Motion to Amend Answer and Counter Complaint for Damages (*Counter.
Complaint").

THE LABARGA CIRCUS COURT & THE S8 BREACH OF THEIR
LOURETAINER

381, That o information and belcf rights were almost instanty denied ugainst
the viewit Companies by Labarga i the Proskauer institted and prior unknown
Proskauer Civil Billing Lawsuit, t new counsel Selz’s motions,the Counter Complaint
enied instantly by Labarga who was presiding on the cas, laiming that former counsel
who represented th Iviewit Companes without authority had basically waived the right
10 countersue and further that he was not going 10 allow the [P matiers and crimes allegod
‘commitied in the Counter Complaint as he was limiting the case o blling matters caly
a0 the crcus cour began.

382 That on information and belief, Labarga lsorefscd o disniss tho case
s on the fact that Proskauer had po roaincrs o any other contracts with the
‘companies thy sued, thir contracts were with a different Iviewit Companies company.

383, That on information and befef, atthetime of the Iviewit Companies
finding the Proskaucr Civil Billing Lavwsui it was not known that there were ilegitimate:
‘companics and tha those companics were dircctly involved in Hlegal legal acton of the
Proskauee Civi Billng Luwsuit,notthe lgitimate companies where Proskaver had its
retainer an that these corporate matiers were pat of the larger IP and corporse scheme.
‘s in orderto effectuatethe IP thefis.

384, That on information and belief, Selz ook depositions'! of Rubenstein,
‘Wheeler and Utly, hercby incorporated by reference in there enirey hrein, whercby
ot awyers from Proskaver fled deposition and refused 1 retum to further depositon

‘Deposiionsfr i Benscn, Lewin, Rabeastein, Wheler,Simon Bensici aod Uty rc
vl nthe case e o th Proskauer vl Biling Lawsul o this Coursrview e inorported by
efrence hrei and shold be sccarod by i Cout o presrs any e thining selar 0 what Anderso
lins currod t the Firs Deparmen. laoiffrequs tht 4 this Cour eceives such s ofay cows,
recads s copy Py o eview and determine f e tampering b occard, 2 Amdersonposc
vy relthrad o wide pweepin document detuction s lagerin.

T Iiewit Compisic complaiaed has o were bing desioped Ll el ad sve sudocic
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[image: image98.jpg]afic the first day. Rubeastcin bad alo fled his depositon refusing to answer questions
‘pertinet 1o the cas, inapposite Florida Ia = Z

385, That depositon was also taken of laitif Bernsein by Proskaer and
Whereby that deposition I incorporated by reference in s entirty herein.

36, “That oninformation and belief, Wheeler and Rubenstein were ordered
Iiter by Labarga o etum to finish theirdeposition, despit their pinming that they would
not,owing fothe fct that a th first depositon evidence surfaced contradictin their
deposition satements and previous writen satements made o the court and state bar
associations and disciplinary comitees, which constituted obvious perjury and other

387 That on information and belicf the Iviewit Companics companics sucd
thusreadied fortial amed with devastating evidence of pecfured writien statements,
perured depositions and perjured statemients o stte investighory authorites, ll cimes
i the state of Forida.

388, That on information and belief,the viewit Companics had also reained a
‘mcw e firm, whorm also was am equity investor,in addition o Selz,defeadants SB and
its ageats, including but not limited to, Schiffin, Barroway and Narinc..

389, That on information and belief, SB sigred a binding Letter of
Understanding ("LOU"), incorporated by refrence herein, and, which aso can be found
at the Iiewit Companies website wenwiviewitv on the bomepage, whereby the Uniform
Resource Locator (") wwwiviewity s herchy incorporaicd by referencein it
entirety herein,

390, Thatthe SB LOU can be found st the directurl

il 208 20 s i 3 el i
represcat the Iviowit Compsics inthe upcoming Proskaver Civl Billing Lawsuit sl
and a variey of collteal sis to folow aganst crtain of the defendants, s well 5,
investment document. That SB later breached such contract in presumed coondinated
conspiratorial activity with Proskater with siente.

391 “That on information and belief, afier thorough review and investigation of
the allegations, evidence and witnes satements SB entered ntothe binding LOU.
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[image: image99.jpg]392, That on information and belief,  denial of duc process and procedure
‘oceurred o the way t0the Proskauer Civi Billing Lawsuit ria, where the supposedly
‘powerful Proskaucr wasto enforce thei bogus billng casc against bogus companics that
they had no retiner ugreements with' and where evidence of criminal misconductin the
Proskauer Civil Biling Case was to be presented.

393, That on information and belif,oa the st day ofthe scheduled tria,
Plaintiff Bernstein and Selz showed up a the courtroom o find the ightsout and nobody
bome, the trial ad becn canceled by defendant Labarga the prior cvening without nofice
othe Ivicwit Companics o their coussel Selz or SB, another crime according to FBI
investigators o deny duc process rights of Plainifstrough legal kgl actions and
‘violtions of judicial and attomey conduct codes, as well s ofber criminal scts.

394, That on information and bele, it then became apparea that Labarga was
not nly par of the conspiracy but i the words ofthe Supreme Court Jutice, Sandra
Day O'Connor, n elaion to the Florida Suprorme Court cection recount n the Bush v,
Gore presidentil cloction that Labarga was cental foo, that b was “offon a trip of his
‘Pechaps refering o the Iviewit Companics matiers which were consuming.
him at the same time.

395, That on information and belef at the rescheduling bearing an even more:
bizarre court room fiasco unfolded. Firs, a the suggestion of new counsel SB, co-
counsel Selz e  motion t0 emove himself from the case bised 0n the uct that SB had
commitied o take over as ead counsel when they sgned their binding LOU to represent
the Iviewit Companies.

396, That oninformation and belief, SB requestd the remaval o Selz and.
Labarga then granted Selz’s motion which claimed SB was taking over as counsel fo the:
wal

397.  That on information and belif, Laberga, immediately after dismissing
Sl then hesnd a motion filed the same day us the Selz motion 1o withdraw, a surprise

= Afleravesiptionsaoconcludd r th corporateafeasance, e companies suod may cvea b
prove i b compsiesfrmed withos bt o th Boad of Dicetors o mantgerent sod.
ich comtined the comveied o s IP s fr whic e sbarehoiders o h Tgiumai companics
s ko bt ot lkly roskave:

1 Supreme Conflct~ The lnside Story of the Srugefor Conieo of e Usited St Suprene Covet
222 o Greenrg,Pengsi.




[image: image100.jpg]‘motion, submitted witbout moticeto the Iiewit Companics that SB had simultancously,
alongside Sclz fled to remove themsclves as counsel, stating Selz was going t be
counscl.

398, That o information and belif,fo make things sureal, Labarga granted.
the SB motion to withdraw as counsel, despit having copics of thir signed and binding
LOU and lgal etaner o represeat the Iviewit Companics in the matters before him and
Knowing he had just et go of counsel Setz where SB was to take over,
joicial cances.

399, That o information and belief,this led 10 a complete denial of e
process and procedure through legallegal trickery o prevent th viewit Companics
from going totria or even escheduling one to present the damning evidence at and
usurping the ights” ofthe Iiewit Companies and Plainifsto counsel

400, That on information and belict, Labarga uppeared happy i eling PlaintfT
Bemstein that he dismissed counse, whereby he then summoned Plaintiff Bemsein t0
thestand to represent the Iicwit Companics, despite Paintiff Bemsein climing tha he
‘was not an atomey and had conflcts i acting in that capacity.

401 Labarga thus renderod the Iviewit Comparics without counsel on the
proverbial“eve of the rial”.

402, That oninformation and belicf Labarga then gave th Iviewit Companies
 few days o retan new counsel in a complex case already ready for trail and which the
Iviewit Companies had speat thie remaining monies 1o get 00.

403, That oninformation and belief, SB never performed ullyon their binding
LOU and legal retainer and failed fo pt n their equired investment funds, sending over
approximately §7,000 dollars total, inluding a patialsalry of $1,000.00 for Plantiff
Beamstein and leaving the Iviewit Companics devastated fnancially with sciente i gross
Violaion of thei binding agreement.

404, Toat on information snd belic, he Iviewit Companies had turned away all
other interested investorsat the time in favar of the SB deal and B then violaed the
'LOU wich also acted as a legal etaner agreement, i violation of aw (breach of
contrac, e andthei ethic rules.

i violation of his
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[image: image101.jpg]405, That on information and belcf these scps by SB were infeational and
atempied o destroy what was lef of the legitimate Iviewit Companies and Plainti
Beamstein financially and making it virtually impossible (o sue B, Proskaser or anyone
clse. A well planned conspiracy o deay Plantiffs andthe Iviewit Companies their civil
Tegal rights through denying due process through coordinated conspiratorial efforts to
remove the right o fuir and impartial counsel.

406, That on information and belief, Plaind{f Bemstein’s family was forced 1o
immediately thereafler apply for food stamps and other relef to feed theirkids,
ovastaicd by the seies o events intended 10 era dae process and procedure and force
the Bemstein'sino further desttue.

407, That on information sd belicf, with days o find replacement counsel in
case that would take months,if nota yer,for & new legal team 0 investgate, digestand
prosent the information nccumulated by former counsel for il this seris of events
i due process and procedure.

408, That on information and belief, Labarga had granted ddiionaltine o
Sel when he ook the case from formerly illgally refained counsel Sax Sachs & Klein,
‘yet he was unwilling o budge thistime on an cxicasion to gt eplacement counsel
despitehisbizarrs rulings to usurp Plaintiff' rights 1o counsel.

409.  That on information and belef, Plaintiff Bemstein could not cven
represent the Iviewit Companics as demanded by Lubarga nitially upon rlicving
retained counsel, asthere was  law against Pro Se represcattion of corporations and.
Labarg late denied a formal request for Plaintiff o actin Pro Se capacity considering
e circumstances his rulings oreated.

410 That on informarion and belef,on or sbouttis imo in the Proskauer
Civil Billing Case, Plaintiffs filed a motion o have Labarga recuse himsclffrom the casc.
forthis bizame denial of due process and procedare and violations of the judicial canons,
of which he rled on the motion to have himself removed, in his own fivar, and 30 stayed
on. This rling spparcatly i violation of bis judicil canons.

411, That on information and belie, to furthr tp over the sculs of justice
against the Iviewit Companics, former counsel SB and Sclz refused 1 tmely reeise the
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[image: image102.jpg]case files o that Plaintiffs could cven attempt to secure new counsel or prepare for an
appeal.

412, That on information and belef, after weeks of atemping to contact S
and! S8 10 ry and gain counsel to prepare for tial, a the advice of Rogers, Plaintiff
Bemtein went to Selz's office where he was hiding from Plaintiff Bemstein and afier
heated conversation where Sez rid to preclude Plainiff Bernstein rom the records and
further conference caled SB in PA who through Narine stated that Selz should stand fast.
and hold all the documents,claiming that SB owned the files, Plaintiff Bernstcin
persisted to emove the fles.

413, That on information and belif, Plaintiff Bemstcin ignored th thrcas of
‘Selz and SB regarding th fls und removed approximately 15 banker boxes ofial
materials.

414, “That on information aod beief, this document iasco canie oo late o
secure counselor fie a timely appeal and Labarga instead of understanding what was
‘unfolding and the nced for more time to secure counse,ruled a default judgment against
the vicwit Companiesfor falure 10 retsn replacement counsel. Justice notserved.

415, That on information and belie, Labarga had evidence that Rubenstein of
Proskaucr had perjured himsef n deposition und in sworn writen satements 10 that
cour whercby Rubenstein claimed in depositon testimony and writen statements to
Labarg that b never beard of laintiff Beastein o the Iviewit Companies, in ict,
climing be was the arget of harassment and would not be deposed.

416.  That on information and belief, Labarga ordered Rubensteinto hisintal
deposiion and inthe deposition in diametric opposition o his niial deposition
statements, where he first denics knowing the Iviewit Companics and Plaintiff Bersicin,
Rubeasicin amidsta lary of evidence confrontin i contracting hi inital statements
im depositon, then breaks down and admits such knowledge of both the companies and
Plaintff Berustein.

417, That on information and belcf, Rubensten then flees the deposition
refusing 0 answer further questions, again inapposite f law as 50 nod in the deposition
ranscripts, Why it is csseatalthat Rubenstein feign that b ad no knowledge of the
Iviewit Companics,the inveatorsor the techmologies,is due 1o the fact that for
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[image: image103.jpg]Rubeastein o posses such knowledge of the Iviewit Companies IP, exposes the glaring
conflict of his MPEGLA LLC role as senior counsel and gackesper of the IP pools
(determining which submitied IP o include in the pool) and Rubensicin and Proskaver
simultancously acting 8 the Iviewit Companics IP counsel.

418, That on information and belief this dual representation in conflic creates
‘mormous violations of attomey ethics codes and fifed o protec the inveators from the
obvious conflict, whereby from this ethical vioation they successfully converted the
Iviewit Companics invetions, bundling and tying them in the anticompetitve liccnsing.
scheme sold by MPEGLA LLC which Proskaucr acts s counsel for.

419 That on information and belicf, what scared Rubeasten causing him ©
e his deposition,a his irmsinstgated Prosksver Civil Billing Lawsui, was that the
evidence presented at depositon and o Labarga showed that;

A. Rubenste opined an thetechnologies for WB and others,

B there were billng sttemeats with Rubcastein’s name al over them submitied by

Proskaucr st their billng case and others showing Rubenstein acing as counsel i the

Iviewit Companies files billing sttements which appcarcd to materall differcnt

from those Proskauer prescnied tothat court and this may further constitutelegal

biling fraud,

C. there were leters from Wheele showing entire P fles were sent to Rubensicin

forreview,

. there were business plans and the Wachovia PPM showing Rubeastein named as

lead “retained” P counsel and s a Board of Dirccor mermber (of not s that the

Wachovia Pivate placement was billed for, eviewed and diseminated by

Proskaes),

E. there wore leters from scmiortechmalogiss st W showing that Rubensein had

opioed on the P,

F..there werelettrs ffom Wheeler sent to numerous investors tating Proskaver nd

Rubenstein were acting as IPcounsel and where Rubeastein i the head of the
Proskauer P department formed immediately afe learning ofthe Iviewit Companies

inventions.




[image: image104.jpg]. there were leterssatng that Proskauer opned afer reviewing the technologies
favonaby, nd,
H. ther were techmalogy cvlustions conductod by Real whercby Wheele scnt
letters to investors again claiming the technology had been reviewed by their IP
counsel and technologists, and was “novel.
All clearly showing Rubcnstein's former statements to Labarga, and the 1 DDC were
s, contradictod in his deposition and making for multitudes of wholly perjurious
‘statements to authorities under oath.

420.  That on information and belict, this perjurious evidence was presented to
Labargaprortohis defultjudgment ruling,making he uling a highly suspectacton by
Labarga and a gross violaion of his Judical Canons to report the perjury and other
possible crimes of falsified information to authoritics to the proper authoritics.

421, That on information and belicf, the most nefiurious action of Labargs was.
‘his failure to report the perjurious statements to the proper authorities and more heinous
‘his failure to report to the proper authorities that qualified counsel Seiz had filed a
Counter Complaint tha had videnced tht ther was a major faud on the USFTO, the
Copyright Office,foreign P office and hostsof othe cimes commited by the
sttomey’s represcating themselves before him' in the Proskaver Civil Billing Lawsuit,
‘where the judicial canons mandate him to report such, especially where the charges were
filed by qualified counsel after months of review of the pertinent materials.

422, That on information and belief, prior to Labarga's granting the defiult
jodgment, Labarga was forced to rule that Rubenstein and Wheeler were to retur to
complete thei deposiionsthey walked out of efusing to answer more questions and they
were bt ordered f retu o answer the quesions they refusedat th frst. That the
depositions never were continued as the trial was thrown before they could be.

423, Thaton informtion an belef, th only way out for Rubenstein, Whesler,
ik, Foly, Uty and Proskaucr st thetme was to ave th cas fixed sad whollydeny
‘duc process and prevent the Iviewit Companies from gaining access to the courts. That

4TFD Complaints wer fled aaint Proskasee Parne Mtthe Triggs fr & hosof viltons of e
ot o ol M TFD i e s ot e 1D e o vy o
Complains i he e
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[image: image105.jpg]‘Labarga’s actions eflect that his actions were also part ofthe coordinated conspiracy
against the Ivicwit Companies. i

424, That this Court should sig the reconds of the Labarga court procecdings,
s incorporated by rference herea, which again should provide ample evidence 1o
substantine the Plainifs*claims herein, o course, iffil thinning has not occurred as
suggestcd in Anderson which may be happening i other venues such asthe court. That
the Plaintiffs based on Anderson’s claims requesttht the Court consider seizing for
safely immedintely, al lgal documents aad nvestigatory documents by all departments
referenced herein  protect from firther document destructions in et 10 cover up
‘wrongdoings.

CHRISTOPHER & WEISBERG, PA.,

425 Thaton or about May 2003, CW gained access, by acting as counsel o the
Iviewit Companies, 10 the propritary patent files of the Iviewit Companies with the
‘purpose of repairing wrong inveators, wrong assignments, and wrong subject matter in
the disclosure cmbodimeat and other IP services. CW filed 0 act i ccordance with
ther legal obigations, and therefor, i liabl for the damages that were suffered by the
Iviewit Companies and Plaintffs that resulid from the conspiratoial act of paent
sabotage, theft of P, and other state and federal law claims cited herein.

THE CONSPIRACY THAT ALMOST WAS - THE ALMOST PERFECTED IP.
AND CORPORATE SHELL CRIMES

426. That on information and belief information hercin should sufice tis
(Court for understanding why the case before Labarga and the U.S. Bankruptoy Court
‘were advanced in sccrecy and once discovered were ttempted to be instanly buried.
The bunkrupicy case was immediately dropped upon the legitimate Ivicwit Compasics
discovery o the case and replacing former unuthorized counsel reained by uaknown
partes with counse rtained by Rogers on behalf of the Iviewit Compaties.

427, That on information and blie, both the fraudulent US Bankrupicy acion
and the fraudulent Proskaver Civl Billing Lawsut were designed, when combined,fo
sieal core technologiesfrom the inveators and thus were lgal acions used for llegal
purposes n violation of
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[image: image106.jpg]428, That on information and belief, the Iviwit Companics that were fled on
in the fraudulent federal bankrupicy snd the Proskaue Civil Billing Lawsuit contained.
core technologiestha were not spposed o be n those companies consttting lrther
frd,

429, That on information and belief, PhaintifF shal ague that s the Arther
Anderson it began questioning the dual corporations d missn stock documents,
Proskauer instantly attempted 1o dispos of theirsham otiies wih the tolen technology.
before the legitimate Iviewit Companics sharcholders knew the betier and seize the.
llegally converted stolen techmology by inscting themselves asthe largest creditr of the
illgitmate Iviewit Companies through the sham Proskaver Civil Billing Case with the
illgallyset up llegitimate Iviewit Companics tha harbored the stolen technologies.

430, That on information and beie, the sham bankruptcy would have
‘completed the scam and was nocessary o gainthe assts (the stolen IP) buried i the
illegal companics.

431, That on informtion and beief, Proskauee had their referred management.
andreferred strategic allance partnersfile the fraudulent federal bankruptcy iling with
theintent of thei riends in tht action becoming the otherlargest bencfactors of the
sbam companicsin adiion o them being the largest creditor from their llegal billng
Javesuitund * bt i, it would have been all over i hocus pocas “New York
‘minute”, with Proskaver and their fricnds having gained control of the stolen asscts in the
bogus companies,effectively walking the backbane, enabling IP out the back door and
reaping the spols of their soom 0 be il-futed bungled crimes.

432, That on information and beie,itis presumed and willuke further
discovery to confirm but it sppears thatall Proskaucr would have had fo then do to
‘complete the scam was gt id of the legitimate Iviewit Companies and force them out of
business and intending tht ther scam would go unnoticedin the confusion, no ne ever
Knawing the sham companies and other 1P had ever existed,especially where Proskaser
04 Lowin controlled all the corporate rocords.

433, That on information xod beliet, one final lemeat that may have thea boca
‘onsidered afer this was 10 get rd ofth inventors, slowly and methodicall, o thatno.
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[image: image107.jpg]‘one would be able o make claims against th stolen IP,including perhaps murdering.
them, asthe car bombing atempt o Paintff Bemstein and his family may indicate.

434, That on informtion nd beief, the reason it was critcal for Proskauer to
stcalthe original inventions was that they nceded the inventions and ther oiginal ling
dates, to gain fiture royalics from the P once they wero converted and pat inthe IP
pools Proskauer now controls sad ofher ways of monetizing them.

435 That on information and beie, TP pool arc designed as  revenue share
amongst inveators of the poolthat make up a standard and tht the revenue share is ot
foratomeys who have invented nothing.

436, That on informion and belief these crimes were not commitid for only
the attomey e they were generating rom the proliferation of th techinologics through
the pools but fo  picce of the wholepic which would require controlof the criginal
imveations with the original dates.

437, That on information and beief, owning the stolea tochnologies would
have yiclded royaltcs, i the TP poolrevemue share whercby Proskauer ctal. would get
piece commensurate wih other inventors who make up the pool IP, despie the fact that
they invented notsing, unless of course you consider inventing the largest bunglod fraud
n the USPTO aa invention. Histoically P pools have been broke up by the Justice
Department as anccompetive.

438, That on information and belef the Joso and Utley IP ilcgally writca to
the names may be yet another vehice o share the royalies of the pools, whereby even.
ifthey wero worthless; with Rubeastein opiaing and controling pool inclusion it
mattered not what the Joao and Utley IP rally caimed, unless challenged n the future.

439, Thaton information and blief, fortunately for Plaintifs, employees at
‘WB stumble onto the fraudulent icgallegal actions and the fraudulent P filings, yc all
the while through the Proskaucr Civil Billing Lawsuit and the fraudulent federal
bankruptcy, ew counsel Selz and SB sppeared o have no idea tht the legtimate
Iviewit Companies they were defending were no the legitimate Iviewit Companics. No.
one appeared to know tht the illegally set p shell companics wero the oacs now being
represcated afer replacing counsel that appears to have fallen from the sky prior.
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[image: image108.jpg]440.. Thaton information and bele, Slz, SB and Labarga wereal further
reported fo thir actions o & variety of nvestigators including the Judicial Qualifications
Commission {0 be ro-opencd upon submission of the new evidence n the Anderson suit
nd othe information elating 0 the illegitimate companiesthat wererepresented), T,
'VSB and the Pennsylvania Bar,allinvestigatons which will have 1o be re-nstgated
especialy i light of Anderson’s cnims and other new cvidenco that bas surfaced. That
this court sbould also consider Oblaining the records o these bar actions to prevent any.
destruction.

441, That on information and beict it i ineresting 1o not that Anderson’s
assetions will cause a domino effec i the investigaory bouse of cards, o alow for
cause all priorinvestgations st in any way reled on informution fom the 1DDC o
bo einyestigated. There are a maltitde of derailed investigations that were relied upon
inpurt by information gained from the 1 DDC reviews that wil now bave 10 be
renstituted.

442, That on information and belicf, Plintifs futher stat tha the beginnings
of a conspiracy were cxposed with firstthe Joao investigations into bis part in stealing the
1P and other crimes, AA'sinital cxposure of the corporate crimes and missing stocks, the
o scts of IP dane by Foley with diffreat inveators, Foley fiing IP for Utley as a sole
inventor and now th illegal logalactons bat it has taken years for viewi Companies o
piece together the thousands of pieces of evidcnce und where new crimes are sll being
discovered and further commplaints will be filed ualess all matters are resolved here before
this Court,

HOUSTON & SHAHADY, P.A.,
443, Thatin or sbout Spring 2001, und through commissioning by Wheeler and

Proskauer, defendant B. Houston and, through the doctrine of respondeat superior, SH
itsef, abused process and filed  fivolous and fraudlent involuntary bankruptcy sut on
behalfof Utley, Reale, Hersch,Huisman, and Ryjo that constituted anotber nstance of

state and federallaw claimscited hercin that rsulted from pateat sabotage, theft of I,

robbery, and ofher sate and federal law clims cited berein.
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444 That n or about Spring 2001, and through commissioning by Whesler and
Proskaser, defendant Schraiber and, through the doctine of espondeat superior, FC
el conspired with Wheeler, Proskauer, B, Houston, SH, Utley, Reale, Hersch,
Huisman, and Ryjo to yield o those plaintis claims by abused process and the filing of
a frivolous and fraudulent involuntary bankrupicy suit on behalf of Utey, Reale, Hersch,
Huisman, and Ryjo that constitued another insance of statc and foderal law claims cited
bercin that esulied from paent sabotage, theftof P, obbery, and other state and federal
law claims cited erein.

'SAGHS SAXS & KLEIN, P.A,

45, Thatin o sbout Spring 2001, and throsgh commissioning by Whesler and
Proskaser, defendants Zuckerman, Saxs and, rough the doctrne of respondeat supeior,
SSK iself, conspired with Whecler and Proskauer, fo fle an answer o the billng dispute
‘complaint of Proskaucr that was fled fraudulcatly that constituted wnother fastance of
statc and federal I claimscited heren that esulod from it sabotage, thetof TP,
robbery, and other sate and federal law clams citd herein.

BSTZ UNCOVERING FURTHER FRAUD

46, That on information and belif including but ot limited 0, Powell, Kane,
S. Benstein, Buchsbaum, Epstein, Crossbaw and Hersch began o undertake a course of
actions fo eplace counsel, securerecords, trnsfer personne, refinguish employees, close
‘down officesto begin soting out what exacily bad been stumbled upon.

447 That on information and beief, Crossbow was fully cognizant of what was
transpiring und with Kane, worked o rid the company of Utley, Proskauer and others and
try and hold together the company under the duress and protectthe IP o 8 it sppeared at
the time.

448, That Crossbow convineed the Board tha not knowing what was going on
it would be safestfor all the sharcholders o allow them 10 secure the IP with more loans
o attempt to prevent possibic logal actons or otbcrwise dubious actons to cause loss.

449, That on information and belef, the company problems were revealed and
disclosed to AOL, WB snd Sony: ives nd it was determined thatsuch crimes
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[image: image110.jpg]being invostigatod would notcffcctcngoing deals, as Crossbow roprescatod atthetime 0
these clicnts that they stood behind the viewit Companics and were continuing funding
despitctho unfolding problems, yet this was notthe cas asthe dealsslowly dissolved on
the emerging information of the crimes and uncertalaty of the IP.

450, That on information and belef, Crossbow had Powell asscss the situation
and Powell worked with inveator Plaintff Bernstin and hired new legal counsel t0
valuse theprior P work and file charges if nocessay.

451, That on information and belcf, PlainiT Bemstein had an approximately
fifleen year business reationship with members of Irll and Manclla (*Irel") and it was.
determined they would roplacs Foley and Proskaue for IP work and licensing afler
mesting with Crossbow and Crossbow retaining them on bebalf of viewit Companics.

452, That on information wnd belet, futher lceasing and other business deals
continued fora short time by Irel who was retained to complete them but upon learning.
from counsel el secured that there large scal IP problems it was determined that it
‘would be impossible toliccnse the technology without certainty of who owned i

453, That on information and beief, upon revicwing ertain cvidence presentcd
o them rogarding the problems with the [P they were licnsing, rel referred BSTZ and
it agent,incuding bt not limited o, Coester, Abumini and Hoover o investigte the
ilings and correctthe problem found in th flngs,if possibl.

454, That on information and belief, Crossbow, acting as un ally a th tme,
‘continsed funding through the transition o new management und professionals und
retaincd for Iiewit Companies bothIrelland then BSTZ t investigat the work of
Foley, Proskauer and MLG and so began the uncarthing of a mass of cimes as will b
tisted i approximation furthr herein but whercby the muumber of crimes a violtion of
stat, federal, intemational and attorney chics approaches a thousind.

455, That on information and belict, Crossbow's Powell came 10 California
mcct with WB and Sony and evaluate the emerging relationships and assure them that
hey were unaware of the problems and would support Iviewit Companics. Powellmet
with representatves of W regarding a proposed funding and liccnsing deal formulsted
‘pon  mult-lyersd implementation of the viewit Companiestechnologies for five

‘studios digital libraries.
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[image: image111.jpg]456, AOL und WB had already begun 0 use the Iviewit Companics processes
under NDA and an encoding/licensing deal stractured by Iell and that a similar deal was
being prepared for Sony and others. That te resut of the crimes commited herein
damaged and derailed thes licensing srrangemets and the ability 1o exceato ther
causing massive damage to the Ivicwit Companics.

457, That on information and belief, Crossbow through Powell assured AOL,
‘W and Sony that Crossbow was not aware of these problems cither and would work to
rectify thelegal actions ifthey were found to b true. This was further rcason that
Crossbow stated they wanted to scuriizethe loans with the [P, © protect ll the
sharcholders.

458, That on information and belef, Powell assured WB and Sony that Uley
was being terminated, the offces were moving 10 Los Angeles and they would continue
funding of Iviewit Companics as prommised and agrecd to.

459, That on information und belicf, David Coller, u senor technologist for
‘WB and Douglas Chey, a former senior W seniortechnologist who transferred to Sony
Digita a senior technologit afierfeaming of the Iviewit Companies inventions, were
prescntat mectings with Powell in California nd disclosed the ste ww movieflycom
laterchanged to www movielink com tha was bing creatd using the Iviewit Companics
processes for  studio download of thei conieat.

460, That on information and belief, both advised Powellthey were using the
proccsses on their websites and in otber forms of video and image transmissions and were.
‘planning on using Iviewit Companies services whileliccusng the technologics.

461, That on information and blief, Coltcr explained 1o Powell he nd otber
Teading echologists at AOL, W and other stadios wanted to make sure Utley was fred
and that o further deal woulkd be possible with any of the major studios with Utley
imvolved, afer it was found that Utley waslying and his other dubioas actions.

462, ‘That on information and belef, Crossbow then begana sries of
discussions with lmited Board of Diector members,including but notlmited o, mainly
Kane (formely of Goldman Sachs signed under NDA and acing asan niial banking
em forthe Iviewit Companies), Buchsbaum and Powell regarding how fo protec the TP
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[image: image112.jpg]and the sharcholders and what xietly o do o investigate all of the matics fully and
roport the acions o the proper authoritics.

463, That on information and belief, Crossbow and th Iviewit Companies later
find afcr biring counsel BSTZ to audi the work of Foley, Proskaucr, MLG aad Joso, to
the amazement of Iviewit Commpanics sharcholders Utley had indocd beca patenting core
tochnologies into his name wih Foley's P tearm, spewheaded and over sighted by Dick.
atFoley. BSTZ then prepared an P docket showing two patents found whereby the
inventor was solly Utley and other inconsistencis in the P dockets with what was
audited on il a the patent ofices, inspposie ofthe Folcy and Proskauce IP dockets
constitting afurthr seics of crimes against Iiewit Companies and the United Ststes.

464, That on information and belct, Utley was found lsted s sole inventor on
two patent applications with no assigaments and this fictis complctely contradited by
Utley'sdirect deposition testimany whercby he staes no digital camers pacat
spplications, o any otber IP applications were filed in his sole name.

465, Thaton information and blief, Utley staed i his depositon i th civil
biling case that ifthere was any IP i his name it was assigned fothe Ivicwit Companics,
a materially false statement ater confirmed by the USPTO.

466. That on information and beie, the audit work performed by BSTZ Id 10
BSTZ being etained o fx such erorsand report such fruad and othercrimes f the
proper tribunals worldwide.

467, ‘That on information and belief, Iviewit Companis and Crossbow were
otberwise led o believe BSTZ was undertaking such tasksto fix the inventions und notify

12

468. That on information and belicf, BSTZ was late found o have farther
conspred with the former *defendants” to further the IP crimes by aiding and sbetting
through covering p the past crimes, while continuing the crimes and wholly fling to
notify anyone ofthe crimes they discovered resuling in fther damage 10 he Tviowit
Companies.

469 That on information and belef, BSTZ began to procure falsc snd
misleading Iviewit Companies IP docket o the Iviewit Companies that again were used
for the soliciation of investor funds which again unbeknownst o the Ivicwit Companics
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[image: image113.jpg]were again incorrct,thus consttating further fraud and legal malpractie,in the long.
traditon of viewit Companies legal counsel of malpractice and other crimes.

470, That on information and belef, conversations with the USPTO led to
evidence showing BSTZ's TP porfolios wers almostentirely fulsc when compared 0
‘what was actually on ile with the USFTO.

471, That on information and belef, BSTZ further misdirocts the Iviewit
Companies to think Uty i being removed from the IPin the US and forign filings and
thetrue and proper inventors arc being named, in fict BSTZ has the inveaiors sign
documents 1o exccute such changes (0 orret the nventions.

472, That on information and belef, ate review with the USPTO, the EPO
and JPO it was found that the changes BSTZ were making wero nover made.

473, Thaton infomation and belie, it was laer eamed that ven afier
discovering Utley had commitied fruud and was ong fied with cause, BSTZ, fled
‘additional IP applicationslsting Utley as an inventor and falsifying the IP dockets
cover it up o Iviewit Companies sharcholders, investors and potential imvestors.

474, That on information and belcf P atorncy complaints were then fled with
Moatz of the USPTO OED against BSTZs attorys for heir part i the conspiracy,
‘dding them o th lst oflaw firms and attomeys Moatz had alcady begun formal
investigations on.

475, That on information and belie, the complaiats iled with Motz also
involved IP and clicn il documeat destruction by BSTZ, further violations of their
thics and perhaps other rimes.

476, That on information and belief, BSTZ upon being uncovered as a possble
conspiatorthen dstroyed, hrough los,the IP e, inclding oiginal IP documentation
{ransferred o them from Foley, MLG and Proskauer ncluding original IP matcrias and
filings. Such loss by BSTZ comes e they are requested to contact Motz at OED and
transte the P fils.

477, That on information and beief, BSTZ was charged with notifying the
USPTO ofthe frauds on the USPTO and through foreign IP agents they retained they
‘were o 00ty the EPO and European investigators and tis was never done constituting
furthorchical violations and possible other rimes.
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[image: image114.jpg]478, That on information and belict upon spesking ith forciga TP counsel
defendant Molyneaux, brought in by BSTZ as EPO counsel, and through his firms
‘Wildan and Harriso, t was determined tha 1o correct the erors across the pond, the
PO would have 0 be notified o thefraud and that he was going to id Plantifs by
doing 5 in response 0 a formal offes action and other notico fo other intemational
authoriies Tiewit Companies had thought Molyneaux had faken this course since being
retained, as he was privy tothe information that fraud had occurred by al prior IP
counsel upon BSTZ being reained, constituting further aiommey malpractce and passible
other cimes,including conspiracy.

479, That on information sod belicf, corrective action was o have been taken
by Molyneasx to changs owners and inveatrs priorto answering EPO actions tht were
coming due in Earope and this was never done.

480, ‘That on information and belief, BSTZ was roquested to make such filing
of frud to the EPO and European investigators through Molyneaux, including a witien
statement by Plantiffs referencing Moatz’s OED actions and the Commissioner of
Patentssuspeasions pending investigaion of frad on the United States and the viewit
‘Companics and where per Molyncau,shortly before filing, BSTZ had filed o transmit
the documens to bim or WILDMAN contining the allcgations and asking the EPO fo
{ake actions to protet the P and isttute nvestiguions flthering the conspiracy.

481, That on information and belief, upon contacting WILDMAN diretly,
Plainiffs gave Molyneaux a copy of what BSTZ had filed o send notifying the EPO of
the alleged IP crimes fo filing with the EPO and it was presumed that ho had transmiticd
the enire document,lter it was learued that the document may have been altered in
transit constituting frther mail and wire frsud and furthring the conspiracy.

482, That on information and beief, Molyneaux volunteered o submit such.
s otification iththe Tviewit Compasies with the ofice nswer, based on unfoling
situation with BSTZ where it was being leamed of thei involvement i the conspiracy
with the othe defendants, where BSTZ was no responding t repested requests to file an
answer with  statemeat of fraud and the deadline fora fling oaly a few days away.

483, That oninformation and belie, it i ater found that the offco acion filed
with the EPO, sent o Plintiffs by Institte of Pofessional Represcntatives before the




[image: image115.jpg]‘Buropean Patent Offce (“IPR") s part of ther investigation of the atiorneys involved
that are licensed with the EPO based on formal complaints filed by Paintiffs, was
‘materially changed in transit to EPO and the document was wholly fraudalent and
missing much of what was filed. This has led to further requests of the IPR o contact
other investigators 1o examine al documeats on fle and call Europen investigaors (0
ke charges of fraud.

484, That oninformation and belief upon fling of th statement o frud upon
e EPO and fraud upon the Iviewit Companies, Plaintiffs made repeated requests t the
EPO forsuspension of allapplications pending investigation int the P faud i the US
and at foreign offces and these were refused sating Iviewit Companies needed
replacement counsl o effectuste any changes with the EPO despite ropestod complaints
statng tht ttomeys were causing the problems and thus Iviewit Companies could not
ey upon attoreys futher without fea of continued conspiacy. As the filings were due
slmost instantly this was nea impossible o retain new counsel. Further,the EPO
released Molyneaux as counsel with pending applications neoding instant filings;
inappsic the rules regulating tbe EPO and ths frther aided the conspiracy.

485, That Molyneaux on requesting 1o be released as counsel filed a statement
forrelase that was materially frauduleat n that i faled o satethe true cause of his
roguest for temination or notify the EPO of the emerging crimes he was sware of,further
‘constitting violations of attorey sthics and othercrimes in continuing the Conspiacy.

486, That upon being noticed by Molyneau that WILDMAN had fild Ivewit
‘Companics response tothe offce action, BSTZ realized Molyneaux had let thecat out of
the bag and began  seies o scps toatiempt to cover up for their decits including
document destruction, in vioation of cthics laws atthe USPTO and statcof Califoria
and posible other crimes.

487, That on information and beliet, attorneys from BSTZ then intantly went
overscas on business tha precluded ther returning cals from Plaintff regarding the
PO sees o event. That the nasure of this ip(s) by mermbers of BSTZ willbe betier:
explored through th discoveey phasa but i blieved to have been to further protectthe
conspiracy from being revealed.
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[image: image116.jpg]488, That on information and belict, BSTZ then lostal o Iviewit Companies
P s, spawning five years threeprioe v frms, oiginal art dating the inventions,and
ll ecords that had been transferred 10 them from Proskaser, MLG and Foley.

489, That on information und belict i loss of fles was dono deliberaely to
cover up and atempt o detroy records ofthe Iviewit Companies cruial o securin the
3

490 That on information and belcf, BSTZ claimed t0 have transferred the files
o Plainiffs,acting with no authority o any record confirming the documents recipt by
the Tvicwit Companics and what documents were enclosed o received.

491, That upon submiting th IP dockets of Foley, Proskauer, MLG and now
'BSTZ to Mostz, s the USPTO OED, it was discovered much of the information tld to
he viewit Companies by Foley, Proskaver, MLG and BSTZ, was materiall falsc.

492, That on information wnd belie, he work BSTZ staed they were.
performing, i fac was never done. This leads one 0 believe somehow BSTZ became.
partof the cover up through some form of brbery which caused them t act i such
coondinated conspratrial manner.

493, That on information and belief, Plintis, in discussions with the USPTO
‘on orabout February 1, 2004, finds IPinformation diffrent from every IP docket
deliverd toth Iviewit Comparies by every retained IP counsel, a o inventor,
assignments, and,in psticular, two IP applications inthe name of Utley with no
assignment 0 the Iviewit Companies and not invented by the viewit Comparies
inventors constituting a s of conspiratorial cimes.

494, That on information and belef, according to the USPTO, th Iviewit
‘Companics prescatly hold 0o righs, s, or interestin cetain of the IP applications
fled by IP counsel on behalf of Ivewit Companies constituting  futher mass of
conspiratorial cimes.

495, That oninformation sad belif the IP ssues caused the Iviewit
‘Companics,in conjunction with t largestinvestor, Crossbow, a the dircction of Moz,
o flc complaints with the USPTO Comissioner of Patents, alleging chirges of Fraud
‘pon the USPTO and additionaly the viewit Compasics.




[image: image117.jpg]496, That on information wnd belicf, the Commissioner of Pateats afir roview:
of the inital information supplied suspended certain of the Iiewt Companics USS. patcat
spplicaions, while investgations are proceeding ntothe stfomey criminal stivity
alleged.

497, That on information and belie, the JPO provides new evidence of flings
in Utley' name but BSTZ atiempts 0 state they were filed in August of 2000 before they
‘were invalved which laer becomes leamed fo be flse.

498, That on information and beie, he JPO filng information state they were
filed by BSTZ, on or about, January of 2002, long after Utley was terminsted in carly.
2001 and afcr BSTZ was supposei o be cmoving Utley from IP not continuing
applications with bis name on them futher consttuing attomey malpractice and oher
crimes.

499, That on information and belie, te JPO information direcly contradits
the BSTZ portolio information.

500, That on information and beie the JPO evidence was submited to Moatz.
and s currentl under invesigaton as th orignal IP filings appearto have began inthe
US by US atiorncys.

501, That on information and belef, whcn onc Jooks a the JPO filings, o
sces submitid withthe application a document with a blacked out date samp o the
USPTO as past of the filing.

502 That on information and belie, the JPO reected and requested such
blacked out document from BSTZ and requesting additional information o support the

fling.
503, That on information and belif, sach document with blanked out datc was.

sentto Mostz forinvestgation and clrification, since the document was filed in the
United Sates originaly; imagine a fled patent confirmation document with th date
intentionally blacked out. Further t was found on another document submitted 10 the
USPTO by Joso that onthe document there were fx dates o the document withthe
dates 3/10/1900 und 3/10/2020 o thatthe document appesred to have falsified
signatures on the application constitting further crimes.




[image: image118.jpg]504, Tt oninformation s belict, such document i bing investigtod by the
USPTO andthe obviousblacking out ofthe document and erroneous dats suggests
further fraud on the USPTO and JPO.

505 That on information and belef, the JPO has becnadvised of the raud but
the JPO claimed that o such crime as fraud exsts in Japan and that they were looking
furher into bow 10 deal with the raud.

ROGERS HIRES GREENBERG TRAURIG TO CONDUCT AN IP AUDIT

506, That on informalion and belief, Rogers hired Greenberg Traurig PA to
it th Iyiewit Companies IP, power o atorney was granted by the inventor Plaitiff
Bernstcin and the resut of the audit was that futher fraudalent errors were discovered in
the P and contradicted in the IP dockets preparcd by former counsel BSTZ, Proskiser,
Foley and MLG, Where itis unknown atthis ime what Greenberg did once aware of the
‘possibie cimes against the United Sttes and foreign patent offces, f they noticed.
awihorites or concealed th information futherin the conspiracy.

507, That oninformtion aod belicf, BSTZ was aware ffom the moment they
‘were reained of many of the fraudulent carors and was atthe time supposed 0 be
‘correcting the errrs. BSTZ had taken Plsitiff Berustein, Rosario, Shirajes and.
Fricdstin's signatures for power of tiomey and falsely conveyed such powers were
being used to make the changes on both the USP'TO and forcign applications bt inscad
uscd such powers to advance the conspiacy.

508, That oninformalon and belef, once it was fully understood what BSTZ
had done, and not done, charges were filed with OED at the USPTO, notice was given to
federal, state and inernational authorites of BSTZ's involvement and soon to be fled
charges are forthcoming with the sate bar associaion of Califomia for BSTZ's
involvement in the conspiracy.

509, That oninformation and belicf, BSTZ for theirinvolvement and
furtherance of the crimes, was included in the filings of fraud upan the USPTO, iled
‘withthe USPTO that have led to suspension of Ivewit Companies IP.

510 That on information and belief, BSTZ for their involvement and
furtberunce of the crimes, was included in the filings of fraud upon the USPTO, iled
with the USPTO OED in formal complaints sill being investigated supposedly.
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[image: image119.jpg]USPTO OED INVESTIGATES AND MOVES TO SUSPEND IP BASED ON.
FINDING FRAUD IN PRIOR COUNSELS IP DOCKETS

511, That on information and belief, on anodher ront,aferthe Proskauer Civil
Billing Lawsuit aod the fraudulent foderal bankruptcy cnded, and upon presenting frther
cvidence to Montz,it was eammed that IP b bocn assignce o corporations that were
contrary to what th attorney IP dockets and documents from MLG, Proskauer, Foley and
BSTZ bad indicaed.

512, That on nformation and beief, Moatz noted thatthe P dockets had been
ransmitted o, including but not imited o the egiimate Iviewit Compasies
starcholders, investors (incuding the SBA), the USPTO, th sate bar autharities
investigating several of the accused aiomeys, leading Motz to immediately form 3
specialized USPTO team to handle th Iviewit Companics IP filings and get them
prepared (answering any outstanding offce actons, filig for change of iaventors based
on fraud, paying all foes,ei.) for suspension und began formal USPTO OED
imvestigations of sl those involved who were liceased with the USPTO OED named
hecein.

S13.  That on information and belief, Moatz instantly dirccted Plantifs to
remove ll prior counsel o the pending applications and not speak 1 any other USPTO
saffbut the newly appointed Motz feam. Motz then directed PIaini(T 0 file with the
Commissioner of Pateats a requestfor TP suspeasions based on allegtions of fraud
directly on the USPTO" (as the filing of false oaths an other frauds were rimes dircely
against the USPTO) aad not merely the Iegiimate viewit Companies and inventors.

514, That oninformation nd belif, Moatz aterbegan working with Luchessi
of the FBI regarding the fraud on the Uit Staes, foreign patent offces and other 1P
crmes.

515, That on information and belie, to add strong credibility 1 the fraud.
claims fothe Commissioner of Patents,th allegaions were similaly signed by the
Chaiman and CEO of Crossbow, Stepben J. Warmer (*Wamer”) who had spent

7 Thene chrgessone osld cass tis et ci svetigstoes i case b mose ity
prescutors who an reposent the Unid S n hecrimes aainthe Unied St s my US i
e goverment sgencies, of which Pro e ndigent Pl o possie fie P Hooo counal can
eenet. 1 he duty of his Coort 1o makosure e Peopie of e Unied St r rotcied o
e aint e Unied Stats and focig rons, ot Pt




[image: image120.jpg]enormous time reviewing the cvidenc, a 20 yea veteran investment banker from Merrill
Lynch Capital VenturesInc. i

516, That on information aad belicf, the Commissioner of Patcats thea
suspended certain of theIyiewit Companies IP and where those suspensions have
remained n efectoutsde the logal limitdefine inthe Pacat Act aod may lead to legal
procedent being etablished in rder 0 scure the inventorrights guaranteed under the
Constituion.

S17.  That oninformation and belie, he USPTO in fact, refused 10 release:
information regarding Utley's paents o Iviwit Companies because neither Iiewit
Companics,nor the inventors,ar found lised on cerain of the patents i any capacities,
in contradiction o attomey IP docketsfrom Joso, Foley, MLG, BSTZ and Proskaver.

518, That oninformation and belief, Dick i his esponse 103 VSB bar
complaint submits an 1P docket which shorws pateat spplications Foley supposedly filed
fortheIviewit Companis but when st to Moatz ot the USPTO, he sttes that the
information on the P dockietsis almost wholly incorrect and Moatz tates that the
USPTO canmot reease information on crtan ofthe filngs,as th Iviewit Comparies and.
the inveators were not lsted anywhere on them, contrary tothe [P dockets prepared by
‘counsel after counsel. Mostz the sties that torelcasethe informalion of those puits
Iiewit Companics would nced an act of congress, Moatz futher strongly sugsests o
Plintiff Bermstein that be should seck new counsel as these matters were fr 1o
‘complicated in law for i to handle, yet amother reason this Court should grant instant
Pro Bono counsel.

519, That on informaion and belicf, what PlainiifT had discovered and will
take futher discovery, hopefully by this Courts granting Pro Bono counsel i tandem
with federal, state and intcrmational invstigatos of the RICO and otber cimizal
alcgations contained berein, was the existence of two sets of IP applicatcas in what
appears an P shel game cretod as an artifceto deffaad. Combined with th two sets of
identically nd/or closely named corporations creaed inthe corporato shell game, thesc
w0 sams combincd then created an ilusion us 10 which IP applications had been
assigned to which companies and ndividuals and which unauthorized compunics




[image: image121.jpg]contained the frauduletly fled IP, a “bait and switch” scheme, eaving the logitimatc
Ivicwit Companics with IP certain 10 fil.

USPTO OED - FORMAL INVESTIGATIONS OF ATTORNEYS
520, That on information and belief, Moatz now investigates all of the

folloing licensed represcntaives before the USPTO OED, including but mot imited 05
'MLG, Joao, Foly, Dick, Bochm, Becker, Proskauer, Rubenstein and his department [P
professionals involved, BSTZ, Zafnan, Christopher and Weisberg for thei part in frud
on the USPTO and Iviewit Companies for th ethical violations of the foderal ptent bar
beis in charge of.

521, “That on information and belief, he Commissioner of Patents now
investigatesal o th following liccnsed roprescotaives before the USPTO OED,
including but not imitedto; MLG, Joso, Fley, Dick, Bochm, Becker, Proskauer,
Rubensicin and his department IP professionals involved, BSTZ, Zafiman, Chistopher
and Weisberg for their partin fraad 0n the USPTO and Iviewit Companies for the ethical
vilations of the Paent Act and USPTO.

SECOND CONSPIRACY BY IVIEWIT COMPANIES INVESTMENT BANKER
CROSSBOW VENTURES AND DISTREAM

522 Thaton information and belef  thcory will e advanced herein, that
Crossbow and s agents, including but ot limited o, Chen, Hersch, Ugale, Buchsbaum,
‘Wamer, Eichenberger, Shaw and Powell, once finding out about the scams that had taken
place by the attormcys and accountanis bogan another sempt 0 gain control of the TP
and 1 the sharcholders of their ownership t steal the grail techmologics trough gruss
violations of ecuritcs laws, violations of their scuriy agreements and other cimes.

523, That oninformation and belie, this conspiracy agan i inapposite the
interests of viewit Companics sbarcholders and the true and proper inventors and was
‘commiticd through a scics of yery disbolical transactions 1 try and sell the companics,
‘whichthey did not have controllng fterest i and rewrte the patents into others names.

524, Where investor Crossbow was rferred by Proskauerand at first appeared
to1be in the dark about the crimes going on and in factsiding with the Iviewit Companies
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[image: image122.jpg]onece information was uncovered through the audit of AA thatthey stated but now tarmed
on e Triewit Companiesin an atiempt o abscond with the P for ther self gain.

525, That oninformation and belie,the crimes committed inths instance may.
contitute  second conspiratorialring trying o usurp the first conspiratorial group of
theirrights through extorting them or finally joining the original conspiacy, futher
discoveey willid in determining exactly what happcned. The second conspiratorial ring.
s come under crutiny for their actions in attempt 0 steal th [P from the rightul
‘owners, th Iviewit Comparies sharcholders and inventors, which s at the heartof their
scheme.

526, That on information and beief, what makes the socond conspiracy
possible i tha those involved i the sccond attempt, became awaro of the first
conspirtoria ing and possessed evidence the Iviewit Companies shareholders
(ocluding themselves and the federally backed Small Business Aduministration who they
had secured investment funds from) had been scammed, as evidenced in teirsigaing the
charges filed with the USPTO, The sccond conspiratoral rng led now by Crossbow had.
intimate knowledge of the crimes s is videnced by the co-signing of the document.
accusing the aw firms of faud upon the USPTO filed with the Commissioner of Pateats.
‘This documeat Jed 1o the ongoing investigations a the USPTO and the [P being
suspended.

527, That on information and blie,instead of going  the authoritis and
revealing their knowledge,including the possibl theft of SBA finds, unti forced by the
fea of being included inthe chirges being filed with the USPTO which i why Warner
igned the USPTO fraud charges, Crossbow had begun  seies Ofseps unbeknownst 0
Plsintifsor any Tvicwit Companics sbarcholders 0 ake control of the IP for themselves
and further perpetuate fraud and ather cimes 0 achievethei goals.

528, “That on information and belie,the sccond conspiratoral ring, had taken
‘monies from the federally backed SBA, and on information and belicf filed 0 isclose:
10the SBA through proper accounting and disclosure, the true natue of the events
suounding the wriing off of thei lowns, In effect they atempied o sbscond with SBA|
‘monics,as well s the monies invested by the Iviewit Companics sharcholders and fither
ave the pie all for their own gains.




[image: image123.jpg]529, That on information and beief, becauseof thesecond conspiratorial ings
dirct tics to the first group, referred by members of Proskauer, what may appear scparaic
and distinct conspiracis, may be in fat be a good guy/bad guy facet of the first ing.

530, That oninformation and belicf, Crossbow, having gained valuable inside
information from thei investmeats in th Iviewit Companies, paticipation on the Board
of Directors and managemet placed inside the Iicwit Compunics, then used such
information o the detriment f th Iviewit Companies sharcholders i violation of heir
obligations s investors o the viewt Companies.

531, That on information wnd belif, Crossbow attempted fo deralth Iviewit
‘Companies through a sries of actons intended fo cause damage fo the busincss and at
he same time saddle the company with secured debt, immediaely afcr leaming of the
erimes commited by former counsel and accountants.

532 That on information aad belef, Crossbow, working with Board of Director
Kane, sold 0 the Bowrd  lan 10 secure the IP with Joans of one millon five hundred
thousand dolars (51,500,000.00). Such sccurtization o th investment was intended to
protec the Iiewit Companies sharehokles in the event actions were aken aganst the
‘company by ll of those terminated and being investigated, including but motlimited o,
Utley, Reale, Hersch, Proskaser, Foley and MLG. That has this money beea invested.
fully that Crossbow may have hed contollng intrests but that Crossbow faled to pay
the ful the amount.

$33. That oninformation and belief, Crossbow, aterfnding out rom WB,
‘Sony and otherstha the Iviewit Companies techaologies were 1o be used for & major ive
studio igita download project, and both companics were exploring hardware/software
Jicenses with the Iviewit Companics,they then began a seies of llgal actons,fo knock
out the viewst Companics sharcholders and fnish offthe companies through a sries of
mor llgal actions including: fraud on the SBA, frasdulet saleof he company,
frsudulent IP ssigments to DiStream, fraudulent oaths of IP applicaions 1o the USPTO
fornew IP hrough DISiream and possibly foreign patcat offices whereby  key executive
ofDistream, Royal O'Bricn was found wriing almost ideotical IP 10 the Iviewit
‘Compaics IPino his name on behalfof Disiresm.




[image: image124.jpg]534, That on information and beief, Crossbow made press releases that they.
had sold an Ivicwit Companics company to DiStrcam and then when called on fo explin
thei acions and complaintsthreatcned and then fled with the Sccuritis and Exchange
Commission (*SEC), were the forced toretractthei statemeat of sellng th Iviewit
‘Companies company 1o the press who published such retraction.

535, That on information and belief, conversations with Wamer afir leaving
‘Crossbow as CEO, reveals Crossbow may have been duped by Proskauer and Whecler
and invested inan iewit Companiesentity tha did ot hld the TP right o the corrct
setof IP. Wamer reveals to Plainti Bemsici the Crossbow dollars invested inthe
Iviewit Companics were composed of fedcrally backcd SBA loans and i faud was
‘committed upon Crossbo, i was commiticd upon the SBA-

536, That oninformation and belief, Plaintifs then notificd the inspector
cncral and others at the SBA of the crimes committed. The SBA Inspector General
Office has begun an audit into whero the SBA funds in the viewit Compaics weal,
along with ther rights inthe TP, s the sumbers provided by Wamer for the SBA loans
sccurcd would make them the largest ingle owner of th Iviewit Companies and its
assets i the cveatof liquidation.

537, That oninformation and belict, onthe one hand Crossborw claims they-
‘wrote off their investmeat and the SBA loans, while on the ther hand they arc offselling
ther oans to DiStrcam wnd taking ussignmeats oa the P, It appears they attempied o
getrid of the SBA louns yo transfee the P asscts 1 another company they are also
‘owners of, DiStream, i an attempt 0 get 1 of the Iviewit Companies sharehokders and
SBA, allowing them total cotrol of the IP through DiStream.

538, That on information and belief, since becorming aware of theatempis o
steal the IP, Crossbow kad no fear of being caughtinther alempt by prior counsel o
professionals, i fear tha te original conspiracy would be revealed, possibly extorting
Proskauer ot al. orjoining them in the overall conspiracy which further discovery wil sid
in determining.

539, That on information and belef, thi atempt by Crossbow to steal the
inventions from the proper owners scems strang together by, ncluding but notimited 10,
Mt Shaw and Rence Eicheaberger, who failed to addres Iviewit Companies.




[image: image125.jpg]sharcholdersto address questions o how thoy sold a company they did not own of have:
controlling interstin, how the West Pam Beach Post had claimed tht they sold an
Iviewit Companics company and then lter such press was rtracted and reprinted s an

40, That oninformation and belief, Crossbo filed  notify (even s whisper)
o the Iviewit Companics sharcholders they bad sold an Iviewit Companies entiy and.
taken the TP o the new company to begin aiempting 0 rewrite the [P in the owner of
DiStream’s e, and thus pepetrted another raud on the Iviewit Companies
sharcholders, including the federally backed SBA and the USPTO.

541, That on information snd beicf, Plaintiff Lamont sent & leier on behalfof
the vicwit Companies to Wamer tted Re: 10% Senior Secured Notes Dated, On or
About: May 14, 2001; June 8, 2001; July 9, 2001 and. September 17, 2001 (collectvely
“Noles) wherethe letersates, “on or about Decerber 31, 2002, Alpine Verturo
Capital Partners, L.P. transferred o otherwise assigned the Noies 10 & third prty.
Morcover, this It isto advise you that the Notes e unregistered, restrcted securties
a5 defined by the Securiies Act of 1933 (*Act”), generaly, and Regalation D of the Act,
specifically.

‘Morcover, unless benefiting from an excmpion afforded by Rulc 144, priorfo
any sale, offer for sale, pledge, o hypothecation of sid Notes, Ivcwit Hoklings, Inc.: (1)
st havethe benitof n effective registation statement;or, () must have an opinion
of counsel from Alpine Venture Capial Parters, L. easonably satisfctory 10 the
company that such ffectve registration statement i not required for any sale, offr for
sal, pledge, or hypothecation of said Notes. Furthermore, it ppears that you did nok
qualify for the exemption offered by Rale 144, ad, Gercore, Iviewit Holdings,Inc. does
ot recognize thetransfer of the Nolcs...s  rsult o the lck of communication with
respect tothis invalid transfer, and forthe benefit o shareholders of Iicwit Holings,
Inc, 132 clss,the company has fled s compliant with the Enforcement Division of the
Sccuritis and Exchange Commission.

542 That on information and belief,based on the above securiies vilations
and complaint iod, Iviwit Companies have not heard from the Enforcoment Division of
the Securities and Exchange Commission s o the ouicome of the complaint fled.
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[image: image126.jpg]543, ‘The Supreme Court said in an 1882 decision, United Sttes v. Lee, 106

US. 196,220, 15.C1. 240,261, 27 LE. 171, that:
“No man in this country s so high that he i above the law.
No officer of the aw may st thatlaw at defiance with
impunity. Al the offices of the government, from the.
highest o thelowest, are creatres of the law, and are bound
toobey.
Itis the only supreme power in our system of government,
and every man who by scccpting offce paricpates in ts
functions s oy the more siongly bound fo ubmit 0 that
supremacy, and to observe thelimitations which it imposcs
wpon the exervise of the authority which t gives.”

THE FLORIDA COVER UP CONSPIRACIES TFB AND THE FSC
544, That on information and belief, Plaintiffs filed a complaint with TFB that

aleges that Wheler and Proskauer were involved in all facets of the above sries of
veats and therefore violated professional ethics on numerous violaions of the Lawyers
Code of Professional Conduct s egulated by TFB.

45, That TFB on information and belif,and llof s agents involved,
including Bartmon, Hoffiman, Tumer, Marvin, Boggs and Beer, allacted in conspiracy to
deny dc processrights o complaints iled by Iviewit Companies and Painifs as
descrbed herein.

546, That oninformation and belicr, the complaint can be found at the ul;

f %2002%
and is hereby incorporated by herin.
547, That on information and belicf the lack of an adequate review, or any.

investigation, at TFB by Bar Counsel Lorraine Christne Hoffnan, Esq. (*Hoffman), in
July 2003, i evidenced wherein she dismissed the Wheeler Complaint as & result of the
ongoing Proskaver Civil Billing Lawsuit by and between Plaintiffs and Proskauer in
violation of the Rules Regulating the TFB.
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[image: image127.jpg]548, That on information and bele, the Hoffman’s response can be found at

thow;

hitg/iviewittv/Compiny Docs/200332007%2001%20F orida®%20Bart20hof 20
Responsc$20Wheeler$420Complaint i and i bercin incorporsted by reference. Where
it inteesting o note Hoffman's claim that o investigation was done and the complaint
was dismissed on ber eview.

549, That o information and belif,thecivil case was a billng disputc e,
limited specifically by Labarga o bllng issucs oly and Hoffman’s decision was a result
of b desire o see what indings that court would make in her termed “suficeatly
similar”allgations. Hoffman however knew at such ime that the case was whally
disimilarasthe Proskaver Civi Billing Lawsuitwas merely  billng dispat case that
contained a denicd motion 0 amcad and counterclam with the ther claims of crimes not
even allowed in by Labargs sad limited t a billing case,

550.  That o information and belief, with the broader IP theft and crimes
against the United States contained in the Counter Complaint and refused o b beard in
e Proskauer Civil Billing Lawsai, Hoffnan acted inapposite of TFB rulesas the
‘complaint fled with TFB contained the broader IP cimes Whecler and Proskaver had
coontinated. Since the allegations were notbeing heand by the civil court against
‘Wheeler, TFB had no bass o establish that the complaints were similar i virtually
aayway and thus delay investigation o even put it on bold i the conclusion of the
Proskauer Civil Billing Lawsuit. This action by Hoffinan allowed the conspiracy t0 bo
furher perpetrated by going uninvestigated or reported by official in possession of the
evidence of crimes.

51, That on information and beie,iti also believed tht tho Rulcs
Regulating TFB prohibit delaying cases without a board of TFB approval which Hoffman
fifed to follow.

552, ‘That on information and belicf, Hoffman's ctions created a caich 220
deny dueprocess and procedare of the broader and more serious crimes nappositc of the
Raules Regulating TFB; this is initally what caused Plaintffs o elevate Hoffinan's
decison. Furthr, Hoffman has bligaions that based o evidenc of attomey
‘misconduct,especially where the claims were conceming attorney crimes againstthe
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[image: image128.jpg]United Sttes and foreign nations was claimed and where evidence was submitied o her
o support such o roportthosc actons fo authritcs which she failed fo do.

553, That on information aad beli, once apprisd that th Proskauer Civil
Billng Lawsuit had ended due to s default by Plaintiffs t rtain eplacement counsel and
Plainifs’ equested renstatement of the Wheler complain, Hoffinas, scemingly 6id an
about face and claimed that the Whecler Complaint was a ivil dispute outide of the
Jurisdiction of TF. That this acton appearsin furtherance of the conspiracy und may.
indicate that Hoffinan was bribed o therwise induced to make such rulings inapposite
of tho rules.

$54.  That o information and belie, despite the multipliciy of professional
misconducts aleged and evidenced, including paticipating in a scheme in the
misappropriston and camyersion of Iviewit Compunics funds including funds of the
SBA, crimes againstthe United Statcs government and forcign nations, conflcts of
iterests and other thical misconduct regulated by TF, Hoffan appeared o be aiding
and abeting the activities of the accused Proskaser and lawyer Wheeler,

555, Thatthe Whoelor bar complaint respons, teadered by Triggs, e 10 be
leamed tendered acting in conflict and violations of his public ofice can be found st the
urt;
hitp/iviewittv/Company Docs/20035200432007%20-
%20Wheelert20Proskauer$i20Responset20i0%20Bark20Complaint pf

556, “That on information and belef, the Plaintifs ebuttal o the Whecler
response tendered by Triggs in conflctand violaion of public office can be found a the
url (ptience with this 40.69 Megabyte Adobe pdf fle;
hite/viewit av/CompanyDocs/2003%2004342030%20BermsteintresponseH20Florid
5%20Bar%20Wheeler® 20B00KMARKED. pdf and i hereby incorporated by refercnce.
herein.

557, That on information and belef, Hoffman was notificd by Plainifs that no.
il ase was pending that contained any of the charges in the complaint, being that the
TFB complant and other ttomey disciplinary actions werethe iststp in soverl tatcs
inatcmpting 10 bring these mattes o justice, asthe crimes were almost caircly
committed snd directed by lawyers and law firms.
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[image: image129.jpg]558, That on information and blie, clevating the Wheeler and Proskaucr bar
‘complaintsfor review of Hoffman's decisions, Eric Montel Tumer (*Turnee”), Chicf
Branch Discipline Counsel, was brought in. With no investigation into the complant,
“Tumer dismisses the Whecler and Proskauer complaints and further makes an incorrect
determination and cadorseuncat an bebalf of Proskauer und Wheeler in his respanse,
‘whereby b laimed that Proskauer did NO patent work o Platifs, despite the
Volumes of evidenee to the contrary contained in PliatfF rebutal nd intial complaint.
Tumer also siates that there was an “investigation”, o give the appearance that the
matters had been investigated when Hoffman's decision was to NOT iavestgate based on
review and no other “iavestigation” was done of Wheeler. This slight differentiation in
‘wonds is significant and where the Tumer lters form part of  quasi defense for
Whesler. The complain was dismissed on review by Hoffinan and no favestigation was
ever conducied, 00 witesses contacted, no evidence teted but Tumer'sltter attempts o
impart such on TF stationary,

559, Thatthe Tumer response can be found at the url;
hip:/fviewitv/CompanyDocs/ 2004%2001%2020%20F lorida®20Bar¥20Response.pdf
and i by incorporated by reference heren.

560, “That on information and belief this opinion and cadorsement violated The
Rules Regulating TFI wher i appears that without formal investigaton TFB cannot
make determinations in favor ofcther paty, nor make endorsements of cither side or
ther postions without fullinvestigtion. That these actions of Tumer are i violaion of
TF rules und aced o frther suppress th complaints and i futherance of the
conspiacy. That this acion may indicatetha Tumer was bribed or therwis induced o
‘make such rulings and the endorsing a position of pry, inappositc of the ruls.

561, That on information and belie, for his cadorscment inspposie the ruls, &
“TFB complaint was filed against Tumer and TFB chose to investigate the matter of the
‘cadorscment as a violation o the Rules Regalating TFB and Tumers TFB bar rules
regulaing professiona conductbut converiedthe complain o ainferal employee
maiterversus a formal bar complaint. That these actions a also in violation of TFB
ules and acted o frther suppress the complainis and i furtherance of the conspiracy.
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[image: image130.jpg]562, That on information and belicf, o formal docketng ofth Turnee TFB
bar complaint ook plac, napposis procdural ues,agan denying Plaiiffs due
process and procedure and sppearto aid nd sbet he conspiracy.

563, That oninformation and belif, Tumer had given the conspirators &
document o run around the country with to olher investigatos stating Proskaver had

patent work bscd oa ki review with o formal nvestigation, lbough baving
a falsificd document on TFB lettcshcad imparting that Wheeler was vindicated aftcr
imvetipation. Thatthis document semed torefite the lainsof the Ivewit Compasics
and dsmaged investigations naionwide, as it appeared an endorsement of Proskaver's
oasi i the Crslimcs i el e ot syt P wes 1 sl
patent counsel for Iiewit Companics.

564, That on information and belif, Tumer'sletier was tendered on TFB
stationary and alowed Proskauer and Wheler touing hei victory that they GidNO.
patent work. At thattime it was ot known that Wheelr and Proskauer had been
represented by Triggs,  Proskaver partner who was violating his TFB public offce rules
by representing his partners without TFB approval and thus made this TFB victory a
short lived victory and began a long nightmare to cover up the conllits tha were
weared.

565, That oninformation and belicf, aftr receiving the Tomer “dismissal”
without invesigaion leer, Plaiff conacted Turner to find out how o clevae the
‘Whsler and Proskauer TH complaints and his decision nd cndorsement t the niext
highestreview leve, whercby Tumer sated that b was the fnal review for TFB and
herefor the case was permanently closed and e was moving o destroy the file and
evidence.

566, Thaton information an belef, when quesioned further, Tumer staed
it Plaintiffs should cal the gencral mumber of TFB in Tallahassce and bung p. Upon
contactingthe Tallshsss offce, PhaistifTs spoke with Kenneth L. Marvin (*Marvie®),
Director OF Lawyer Regulation, who sated that Turer was fctually incoroct and that
the matcrcould be reviewed by the Chairpersonof the 15(¢) Grievance Committos
("Chi"). Marvin then directed Planiff o have Tumer follow procedurs and move the
case for review to the Chai.




[image: image131.jpg]567, That on information and belief, at tho requcstof Paintifs, Turer
presumably s the Wheeler and Proskauer complaints to the next higher level of
review at TFB, the Chuirperson of the 15(c) Gricvance Commitice,

568, Thaton information and belief, despite Plaitifs’ equests, Tumer refuscs
the sccommodation of the proof of delivery 1o the Chairperson, the name and contact
information for the Chairperson, and any ofher information sbout the Charperson.

569, That oninformation and belie, despite Turner's assurance tha the
Chairperson will respond to the complants in du course direetly to Plainifs, that
“Tumer then pens alttc in his own hand conveying a mossage,sccmingly and
unintellgibly from the Chiperson, thst merely regurgiaied on bebalf ofthe Chair,
Tumer's prior detcrmination that Whesler's firm, Proskaver Rose LLP (“Proskauer”) had
done NO patent work and the case was disissed again on eview. Another
detcrmination made as endorsement of Wheeler and Proskauer's position, again in
Violaion of the Rales Regulating TFB, without any formal investigation, whereby TFB
‘was procluded from endorsing eitherpartyin any way without an investigation, per Rules
Regulatng TFB. This ltter also served o establish false defense for Proskauer as it
again was peancd under the authority of TFB and would indicae t0 anyone reading i that
he determination was based on a formal procedural investigation which was not donc.
“Thislettr futher aids the conspiracy and may indicate frther bibery of public officrs
or infiltation by Proskauer agents of public offices 0 deral Iviewit Companies
‘complaints.

70.  That on information and belif,th Tumer and the Chairperson's
satement i patently wrong regarding Proskauer not doing patent work and from this
statementin blatant distogard to heir own ulcs;ability may arise 0 TFB and thei
actors.

571, That on information and beicf, TFB's decision and opinion was then used
by other attomeys in their defenses, citing Wheeler's parported innocence i the maters
and Proskauer'slack of culpabilty due to supposedly not doing patent work alfeting
those decisions.

572, That oninformation and belicf, TP refused 0 retracttheir statements or
o correct such false statements made in violaton of hei rles 0 other regulators, even
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[image: image132.jpg]afte notico that they were being cited by another defendant, William J. Dick, to the
Virginia State Bar in defense of bis actons,as if TFB offcials had created a legal
dofense for the defendants o further id the conspircy.

573, That on information and belief, Triggs  partner of the law fim Proskauer,
acted a attomey on behalf of Wheeler, his partner at Proskaver in TFB complant No.
2003-51, 109 (15C), hercin incorporated in entirty by reference, in February 2003,

ST4,  That oninformation and belief,in Trigg’s authored leter of March 21,
2003 10 TFB 10 act as counsel for his firm Proskauer and Whesler, Triggs knowingly,
willflly, and with inent violated The Rules Regulating TFB which precluded him from
representation o any party after being a Commitiee Member of TFB for a period of onc
year afer service.

575, That oninformation and belie, s action by Triggs, Proskaucr and
‘Wheeler was with an effort 1o create bias in the review of the Proskauer and Wheeler bar
complaints. Where Triggs was too recently a member of the Grievance Committee,
causing a violtion of his publc offce position i violation of e Rulcs Regulating TFB,
s he acted as counsc i a bar mattcr within a one ycar blackout period which precluded
him from representing anyone, especially bis partnr and fim.

576. “That on information and belief, Triggs lso had a vested interet in the
casc personally and professionally that would have conflcted and prechuded him from
represeating his partners and his firm inthe bar complaints.

577, That on information and belcf Triggs was also scting 3 Jad Proskaser
‘counsel in the concurrent Proskaver Civil Biling Lawsuit before Labarga, also in
violation of aiomey etics regulated by TFB and the Rules Rogulating the TFB.

578, That on informaion and belef, Triggs knowing and willful rprescntation
in violation of the Rules Regulating T on beblf of Whecler, as it relacs o his 00
recent Gricvance Commitice membership, and represeating his parner within such.
period of exclusion,imputcs  conflct ofinferest and an appearance of improprity i the
respomsc of Wheeler that should have negated that response n entirety and forced all
determinations of TE to beretacted and redacted, yet TFB stood fst and to0k o
actionsto enforcethe ules, precluding due process and procedure yet again.
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[image: image133.jpg]579, That on information and belie, the represcntaion of Wheeler by Triggs,
since the Wheeler Complainis filing on or about February 2003, whercby Triggs,an
ndividual 5o well known tothe Grievasce Corumittes and other branches of TFB, the
tentacles of which reach to placeslitte known o Plaitifs, bils s oas of the most
imprudent abuses of power and public offce, ne of the most conflicted examples of
inflaence podaling, and another il-advised instance of Trigg's, Wheelr's, and
Proskauer’s desperate attempts and continuous spinning of their wheel of fortune,their
eaps of aith, and their bands of hope tht th specific,factual allogations of the
incomprehensible profesional misconducts nd crimes ited in the Wheeler and
Proskaer bar complaints would 80 unheard and further not b investigated through such
Dagrant violtion ofethics rles and law.

580, “That on information and belief, based upon information supplicd by
Keaneth Marvin of TFB, and furthr confirmed in the Rules Regulating TFB, former
(Grievance Commiltee memberssre barred, for  period f one (1) year withoutfll
disclosure and board approval prior o acing as counse. I is clearfrom the Rules
Regulating TFB as staed below that Triggs clearly was in conflct:

3711 General Rale of Procedure (1) Disqualification a Tricr and Attormcy for
Respondent Duc fo Conflct. (3) Atiomeys Brecluded From Represeating Paties Other
Than TFB (E) A member of a grevance commitiee shall not represeat any party except
TFB whik a member of a grievance commitiee and shall not thereafle represent such
party fora period of 1 year withostthe express consea of the board"” showing that Triggs
violated his office position in rprescating Wheeler,

581, That on information aod belief, Triggs also acted a lead counselforthe
simaltancous litigationinthe Proskaver Civil Billing Lawsuit in concurrence with his
TFB officialterm and the handling of the Whecler and Proskaser bar complainis as lead
‘counsel. This conflct would allow Trigss acces o the Wheeler and Proskauer bar
complaiat fles and o information provided by Plainf o TFB through his acting as
counsel for Wheeler and Proskauer, then giving him the abiliy to us this information for
i representation of hisfrm and patoer i the Proskauer Civl Billng Lawsuit and vice
vers, again inapposite TFB ules.
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[image: image134.jpg]S82. That oninformation and belif,» complaint was filed st TFB against
“Triggs for a mass of conflict and violtions of his TFB Rulcs of Professional Conduct
and violations of the Rules Regulating T regarding his public offce position and TFB
filed o even formally docketor caer them into the systcm fo review, blocking both
due process rights gusranteed i the Consttution and the Florids Consttution and the
right of citizens to file against government oficial for violaions of office.

S83.That oninformation and belief, evidence was provided showing now
information that Whecler bad cormmited perjury to TFB when compared 1o his
‘staements under deposition n the Proskaer Civil Billing Lawsuit versus his prior
‘writin answer o the bar complaint and that cven aftr Whesler admits such n response,
“TFB ignored the perjurious statements and futher aided the conspiracy from being
revealed.

S84, That on information and belief, Wheeler laer admitted such pesury o
“TFB but tried to diffuse theimportance in s esponse (0 the clains of false and
‘misleading statements o TFB, hiding his admission of perjrious staement in a ootmote.

585. That on information and belief cvidcace showed cause forinvestigaion,
such as the perjored statements to TFB and conflcts found and yct TFB stll refuscd fo
investigate, furthering the conspiracy.

586, How high didthe conflcts clovate t TFB 10 b able 0 suppress the
Plaintfs"rghts o the logal bar complaint process? That on nformaion sad beict,
evidencc now shows conflcts and violations of office extending allthe way o the thea
Prcsident of TFB, defendant Kelly Overstret Johnson ("Jobmnson’).

587, “That on information aad belicf, Johnso, aflr being apprised and sent
information rgarding the Wheeler and Proskauer complant iolations,information
regarding the Triges conflics, nformation regarding the Turmers and the Chains actions
in vilation of the Rules Regalating TF and accepting Ittrs from Plandifl s ouad o
coincidently o be  drect repot 0 the brosher f the main protagonist Whesler, through
defendant James Wheele (J. Wheeler) i the Florida law firm of defendant Broad and
Cassel.

588, That oninformation and belie, tis conflctofinerest bocamo known

only aftcr Johnson received PlaintifTs complaiot information for months, with plcas for
e
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[image: image135.jpg]Johnson o intercede on behalfof Paintiff” efforts to force formal docketing and.
disposition of the complaints against Triggs, Proskaucs, Wheeler and Turncr and bogia
formal charges against hose involved n the aimed confits and sbuses of office. That
Joknson's fuilure o perform her duty to enforce the rules s not nly a violation of e
office position but stands as evidence of her paricipation inthe conspiracy to deny due
process.

589, That o information and belic, leas to Johason to have the Trigs
responses tendered in conflict voided from the Wheeler and Proskauer complant record,
o removestatements of endorsement by Tumer and the Chairperson that were procured.
inviolaton of the rules and to have allprior complaint revicws re-cvalusted i lght of
the conflcts and without thei prejuical influcnce, as woukdbe required by law and
procedare, all went wholly ignored by Johnson who continued o receive nformation
ecotrul 10 what was happeniag at TFB withoutever disclosing her conflict.

590, That on information and belie, although Johnson took the nformation
again and again, she faile to disclose the obvious conflctshe kad with Wheclcr’s
brother, unti of course she was confronted with th fact that Plaintifs had discovered her
incestuous conflictand asked for formal written disclosure o th reltionship.

591, That on information and belicf, Johnson efused o tender a response o
e conflcts and instead had TFB counsel call and stae tha she would no onger take
any submissions or speak with Plainif n rogad t the matiers. A bi .

592, That on information and beief, with nowhere 0 go it appeared at TFB due
o the top down corrupions and reaizing that futher complints were fivolous at TFB,
having cxhausted every level ofreview, finding that no matertheleve th s whero
eing wholly vioated, Plainifs then appealed the matters o the direct oversight of TFB,
as instiutedinthe Florida Constitution, defcadant Florida Supreme Court (‘FSC) and.
the defcadant jusices of that court.

593, FSC atonce ssued onders 1o alt  proposed desruction of the Proskauer,
‘Wheeler, Tumer, Triggs complaints filed with TFB which sppcared o violte the Florida
recordretention laws or such files that TFB was in hurry 10 desroy ahead of such record
reeation laws.




[image: image136.jpg]594, That on information and belie, TF3 ws planning to destroy thei files
priorto what record retention rules allowed and prior to the FSC review of the
misconduct & TFB of ts members inefforts 10 desroy relevant documents and frther
aid and abet the conspiracy and deay due process.

595, That on information aod belicf Plaintiff in response o th threatened
destruction contacted defendant Debarah Yarborough of FSC whom advised Pettioners
1o il a complaint with the FSC and Plainiffs filed such petition on or about October 07,
2004 with FSC becoming Case No. SCO4-1078 and whercby such case s hercby
incorparated by refercace berein in it catirty,

596. That on information and belic, FSC and s agent, incuding but not
limitedto Hall and Yarborough and those identified berein, did act conspiratorally to
deny Iviewit Companies and Plaintffs due process rights.

597, That oninformation and belief, onor about October 11, 2004, FSC
ondered TFB 0 respond o the peition ild by Pliniffs.

598, That oninformation and belief,the esponse from TFB was tendered on or
about October 22, 2004 to FSC, whereby the answer from TFB, which was barely
inteligible and teadercd by Turner, sdressed none of the substantiveissucs aised n the
petition filed and fell short of & proper response t o complaint by failing 10 address the
substantive issucs.

599, That oninformation und belief, Plaintf ileda response 1o the response.
f TFB, on or about November 15, 2004 that showed that TFB had filed o respond
properly fothe peiton and requesting a default judgment.

600, That on information aod belief, nsiead of granting Plainifs a victory for
TFBs default, s tho Tumer response failod to deal with any of the sobstantive issues,
FSC moved o close the case instead, filing 0 aford Plantifsthe opportunity of frther
due process and procedure,or thei ightsto challenge and charge public officers,all
Without explanation or basis in aw.

601 That this Courtwillse that ot oaly did F'SC errin adecision but their
actions were coordinaed o further usurp du process and procedre with th direct inent
of covering fo their brethren, TFB members and to further aid and abet the conspiracy.
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[image: image137.jpg]602, Thaton nformation and befif, TFB s an ofshoot of he FSC, tis
belcved thatthe members of TP are insured unde aminsurance poficy of the FSC,
iving the FSC s vested intret i the outcome of the maters end agan making it
impossiblefor FSC 1o be objctve when they mainainan nterest. Tha this confic was
completely ignored by FSC and I o furtber violtion of due proces ights.

603, Thaton information ad bele,th defendant justics of the FSC named
herein wero memmbersofthe appasing party TFB, and, thus b direct mermbersbip
st the TFB, constituing urtherconflic and impeding e bty o make e
and impatial rulings n the matters and where due (o tis thy should have found a one.
conflcied vemue o review the matters asrequesied.

604, That oninformation ad belef, unless Plastifsarc upawre that conflct
laws ol apply when tiormeys are conflicted with ofbersgad not when they ar ivlved
i barcass against otber aiormeys,judges o members of the disiplinary process, ten
he whole concept ofatorney selfregulation i marred in conflictcausng it o be scless
a5 conflct laws ar .

605, Thatoninformation and belef, th fctthat s atomey would be
normaly precluded from represcating any rgasization whersbe has direct membersip.
interest 1 avoidth Gbvious prjudics inhercnt in such rpreseniation, appears ot 10 be
the case when atiomeys arc attcmpting to regulate the actions of other attomoys, creating.
a conflcted processfrom the sart and oo whereal actions ca be questoncd a8 tho
etics and wherethis conflicted rocess instead cretes an attomey rotection agncy
‘versus any soet of relible disciplinary rocess.

606, Thaton information and belcf, th facua allogations gainst TFB and
FSC defendants canbe found in the following se o documents and ae bercby
incorporated through reference herei, inchding but ot limited t0;

A. Wheeler Bar Complant #1 FileNo: 2003-51 109 (150);

B.. Wheclerbar Complaint #2 ~ Pending Case No. ~ Case was never formally
‘docketedor disposed of pe duo process and procedure.

. Trigss bar Complint Pending Case No. ~ Case was never fomaly docketed or
disposed of per due process and procedure.
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[image: image138.jpg]. Tumer bar Complaint  Pending Case No. ~ Case was changed from Bar
Complaint to Employee matir inappositc due process and procedure inthe handling
of bar complaint.

E. FSC Case SCOH-1078

F. United States Supreme Court Case No, 05-6611 Eliot L Bernstinv. TFB -
(Cerioati of FSC Case SCO4-1078. That represcataive copiesof the compaint in
online form can be obtained at the urls;

i hitpAwwriviewit v/supremetk20court - a byperactive:

document ofthe Supreme Court iing chalk full of cvidence.

. bitp/wwwvicwi tv/CompanyDocs/oncoflbesedsysfindex i
containing s st of the foderal, stat, intermatonal snd civl aws
thathave been commitiedin the commissioning ofth alleged acts,
bups/fwww viewitisupremecourtexhibitgalley! - with
approximately close o 800 supporting documeats, and,
hitp/fwwwviewittv/Company Docs/rico/CRIMES200RGH20C.
HARTS%201 bim — A lst of crime organization charts for the
RICO element of this case as exhibited in tha case. Turn on
speakers.

%

STATE OF FLORIDA
607, That in or about Spring 2003 to Spring 2004, and through the actions of

‘defendants TFB, Boges, Marvin, Hoffiman, Tumer and, trough the doctrine of
respondeat superior, the Stat of Florida itself, and upon information and belicf, these
defindant conspircd with Wheeler, Triggs, and Proskauer, t “white wash” and
othcrwise “rubber stamp” the ttomey discipline complaiats against Wheeler, Trggs, and
Tumer thatconsttuted another instance of state and federallaw claims ited herein that
resalted from patent sabotage,thet of P, robbery, and otherstate and federal law clims
cied heein.

OFFICE OF THE STATE COURTS ADMINISTRATOR, FLORIDA
608, Thatin or sbout Spring 2004, and through the actions of defendants FSC,

Well, Anstead, Lewis, Quince sad Bel and through the docirineof respondeat superio,
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[image: image139.jpg](OSCA itsef, and upon information and belie these defendants conspired with Wheeler,
Trigas, and Proskaner, to “white wash” and otherwise “rubber stamp” the atorey
discipline complaints against Wheeler, Triggs, and Tumer that constituted another
instance of state and federal law claims cited herein that resulted from patent sabotage,
theftof P, robbery, and other state and federal law claims cited herein.

DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS AND PROFESSIONAL REGULATION
/609, That on or about November 4, 2008, Angela Potir of Florida's

Department of Business and Professional Regulation requested more information on a
raphical depiction of where Paintiffs position Gerald Lewin and Erika Lewin of
Goldsten Lewin & Co. Inc. i the alleged conspiracy and ot information, Whea
confronted with such information and other substantve information, DBPR denies
Plaitifs caims hat constituied anoter instance of denal of doe process and state and
federal law clims cited hercin that resuled from patcnt ssbotage, theft of P, obbery,
and otherstate and foderal I claims cited hercin.
THE NEW YORK COVER UP CONSPIRACIES
THE 1°7 DDC & THE FIRST DEPARTMENT COURT

610, That on information and belef,on or sbout May 20, 2004, it was brought
1o the atiention of Painfs that Proskaer patner Krane,actin as counsel by authoring
the formal responses of the Rubenstin and Proskaueratormey complaints fled with the
1 DDC had scted in conflict and violation of his publc offce positcns, This was oot
discovered untilthe complints bad becn stymicd and delayed against 1 DDC rules and
rogulatons and where Kranc's influnce was most lkely the cause of such delay to due
process and procedure afforded under the Constiuion and the New York Constituticn.

611, That on information and belef, all the while h acted as counsel for his
Proskaser patners, Krane bad undisciosed conflicts having positionsat boh the 1 DDC.
and the Now York Statc Bar Association ('NYSBA”), an organization that works in
conjunction with e 1* DDC in the ceation and enforcement o the Lawyer's Code of
Professional Responsibility (*Code”) and in each ofthe above roles cither scparately or
‘combined, such positions crated mulipl conflicts sad violations of public office:
positions for Krane.
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[image: image140.jpg]612, That on information and belicf, Pantiff allegetht th conflcied Krane.
esponses were promoted, cacouragod, and, peraps, n fac,orderd by Rubeastein and
Proskaser, as a means to have the complaint against Rubenstein, Proskauer and Joso
blocked through using Kran's influence o either unconscionsbly delay the complains
andlor quickly review and dsmissthem with no investigation, owing o Krane's poiton
a5 one of New York's disciplinary most influential members and his roles in the
disciplinary deparaments.

613, That on information and blie, and rlying an the integrity of Anderson’s
claims offil thinning, the documents rferenced hrcinin the attorey compliats can be
found s theIviewit Comparies homepage, wwwviewt v and the ollowing urisare
particulaly impartant for review;

A. Origioal Rubenstein fling a wl
hitp/viewit v/Company Docs/200392002342026%200riginal%20Rabcrsteint20Barts
20Actionpdf
B. Rubeosteinresponse to complint tendered in conflct by former NYSBA
President and Proskauer partner Steven Krane at url
hitp/viewitav/CompanyDocs 2003920045201 19620-
420Rubenstendi2Drepsonse20KRANEW20CONFLICT20AUTHOREDH2010%20
Nt
C. Wiewit Companies rebutal of Rubenstin rsponse (best viewed with Adobe
‘bookmarks on and patince i required s it s a 102 Megabte fl).
hip/iviewittv/Company Docs/2003%200792002%4201viewitH20RebulIN200%42
ORubenseint%20Rcsponsc20Final%20ALLY20.p47
D. Raymond Joao original bar complaint filed a the $* District Grievanco
Commitie butsomehow ges wansfered o the 1% DDC.
hip/iviewit tv/CompanyDocs 2003%2002562025%20)os0 K20903420istrict200r
igial®A20complaint pdl
E. Joso's response (o the bar complaint at ul
hitpiviewittv/Company Docs 2003%2004342008%20T00 K 20responsei2016%20
NYS620Barpdf




[image: image141.jpg]F. Tricwit Companies Rebutta 0 Jouo's respanse (best viewed with Adobe
bookmarks on and paticnce s required asitis 49,8 Megabte file)aturl —
hitpiviewit.tv/Company Docs/2003%42005%2026%20lviewitsi20Rebottal 201032
0loa0%20ResponseH20B00KMARKED pdf

G. 1 DDC Letier regarding complints t el

hitp/iviewittv/Company Docs/2003%2009%20New?420Y ork420Bartk20Response
20Jos0N20andH20Rabenstein pdf

H. Tvicwit Companics response to 1* DDC leter regarding complaints at ul
hitpfviewittv/CompanyDocs/2004%2001542009%20-

%20ResponsH 20K ACAHIINONEWH20York20Bark20Rubensicinté20Josath
20.pdf

L. Kranc bar comphaint for conflct and violaions of public office and request 0
strke theconflctd responses of Krane i the Rubensten and Proskaser complaints
atul

itp/fviewitv/Company Docs/2004342005%2019%20Kranc20Complaiat%20Sign
ed%20Lamont%20Bemsiein%20CakilLpdl

3. Krane response to Krane compaint fendered in conflict by Krane who represents
himselfaturl

itp/fviewi v/CompanyDoes/2004%2005%2021%20krane¥20response k200320
complaintpdf

K. Iviewit Compunios et o Cabill regarding Krane conflcs aturl
hitp/fiviewittv/Company Docs/Lamoni$420Docs/Sirike_Response_05242004_ Exccut
edpdf

L. Cahill Motion to move complaintsof Rubensicin sod Joao, filing t0 mention the
Krane complaint 0o aturl
ip/fiviewittv/Company Docs 2004%20063201 T20Cahill%i20Motionk2010%620
move320complainis¥20kranet20rubensiein.pdf

M. Iviewit Compasies complaint sgainst Casla ]

hip/viewit v/Company Docs 2004%200632023%20cahill%20complaink20fxth
20t0820curmantt20sccond¥20scodti20directpdf-

. Iviewit Companics Affirmed Mation to move complainisat 1 DDC at wl

i
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[image: image142.jpg]itp/iviewt v/CompanyDocs/2004%2007%2008%20CahilS20Motion%20Suprem
Hcout%20new20york320FINALS20BOOKMAR pdf
. First Department Court Order 10 move Krane complaint for conflictof interest
and the appearance of impropricty for immediate iavestigation at url
hitp/fviewittv/Company Docs 2004320083201 1%20newK20york 20 irst$420dcp.
srtment$20orders2investgationt 20K rnck20R ubcnstcinti20ono pdf
P. Fist Departmeat Court Order 10 move Rubeastein, Proskauer, Joao and MLG
‘complaints for conflic of inerest and the appearance of improprity for immediate
investigaton aturl
hit/iviewittv/Company Docs/2004342008%201 1%20S upreme20Court%20NYH2
Oroling20J0s0%20and%20Rubcastcin pdf.

614, That on information and belief,afte lesring ofsuch conflcts of Kranc,
the Plainiffs caled Cabil ad filod a formal writtn complant against Kranc for
Violation of the thics codes of NYSBA and the 1" DDC rules and regulations of its
members peraining o conflicts of ntcrst and the appearace of impropricty.

615, That on information and beie, on or abous, May 21, 2004, Krane
authored another esponse, incorporated by refercnce here, in o only Rubcnstcin sad
Proskancr’s defense but now in his own defcase, againstthe aiomey misconduct
‘complaint fled against him with defeodant Cakillat the 1 DDC in an effort to bave the
complaints fled against Rubenstin, Proskauer and himself dismissed without due
procss by denying he was conflcted or had conficting rols. That this false information
of Krane further acts as violations of hiscthics rles, department ules and other crimes
of the New York penal code s frther defined herin.

616, That on information and beicf, at that time th rules of the NYSBA did
notallow offcers o roprescat disciplinary actions for one year ate service and where.
Krane violtesthis rule i representing his firm Proskauer, Rubeastcin and himself.

617. That on informaion and belcf, the influence of Krune atthe 1 DDC,
because ofhis promincat oles and his name recogition, should have precluded Krane
from any involvement inthe complain process againsthis firm Proskauer, Rubenstin
and especially on bis own bebalf.




[image: image143.jpg]618, Any atempt 1 rprescat the complains wold bave requied full
disclosure first of such conlcts to void the appesrance of impropriety. Krane lso had
conflicinthe marers as Proskaver was named i th complaints and thus e had a vested
st in the outcome.

619, Thatoninformation and belcf, by acting s direct counsel for Rubenscin,
1 and the fim of roskauer, Krane knowingy violated and disegarded the.
conflcsinherent 302 o cause an overwhelming appesrance of impropriey at the 1%
DDC, forcing a metion by Cabil, afer Krane was exposed, o bave the maters moved
outof the 1* DDC aflersiteen manths ofvirtual insctvity, the conflct of Krane.
apparently worked well 1 suppres th complaotsfo that ane i denying Plaitifs due
‘process rights.

620, Thaton information and belef, upon frther investigaion by the
Plainifs, and when viewing the iography of Krane, Krane holds a muliplicity of
profesional ehics osition in New York and nationwide that prescat conficts which
‘would Bave precluded Krane from acing inany maters involving himself personally, is
i Proskaver, or any parter such as Rubenstci a the 1% DDC. Infact, Krane's roes
inthe disciplinary ar so broad and overwhelming througho the tae of New York and
the Unitd Stte, tha Krane would bebared for confictfrom representinghisfrm and
paciners in almost any disciplinary veaue st any of the NY courtdiscipinary
departments,especally wherehe haspersonaland professional vested interest inthe
matiers.

621, Thaton information and belef Painif called Caill egarding the
conflcsof Keune whereby Cabill fegned that b did notreally kno of Krane orany.
conflic s e did ot think he was a memiber of the 1% DDC in any way.

622, That on information and belef, Planifs caled the it Departncnt
(Cour, Clerk of the Court, defendant Catherino O'FHagan Wolfe (*Wolfe”), who informed
the Plaioiffs that  confict with Krane presealy exsted a the 1* DDC withhis offical
oles, making is responses ainid on behalf of Rubenstin, roskauer and bimself
Furthershowing tat Krane was lying and commiting pejary i a pubic complint
maserin vilaion o aw and ctics rues.
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[image: image144.jpg]623, That on information and belict, Wolf futher directed Plantiffs 0 scad a
motion o the justces of the Fist Department Cout forthe immediste transfe of the
Proskaer, Rubensein, Krane and Joso complaints 0ut of the 1 DDC and for
investigaton, 10 avoid futher undue iflucnce aready caused by the conflct in the
complaots fled by th Plaintits.

4, That on information and belie, the First Department Court aad it agents,
all actedin conspiratoral acivityto futher deny Ivicwit Companics and Plainifs duc
process rights.

625, That on information and belief, Cahil, after leaming of the Painifs call
1o Wolfe, suddenly recantshis prior statements to Plintifs regarding Krane having no
affition with the 1* DDC and sdmitsto Plaitifsthat Krane i appointed o the
positon ofreferce concerning atorney discipine matters a1 DDC, aserious conflct,
and at the very venue that is charged with th investigation of the complaints against
Proskauer, Rubensiin, Rubenstein's referrd underling Joao and now Krane.

626, That on information aud beief, on information and beief, Krune held
other morescaor roes at the First Department Court and 1* DDC in adition to hisroes
a8 referee that were calir atimpied fo be masked by the Cahil and Krane showing
these were not mere crors o misstatements but a coordinated effort 1o aid and sbet the
‘conspiracy through public office violations.

627, That on information and belicf, Plaintiffsalege that the conflict allowed
by Cahil with seienter and existing sinee Krane's Apeil 11, 2003 response t the
‘Rubenstcin complant and Krune’s May 21, 2004 respanse 0 the Krane complaint, was
the s of seiesof events that served 0 profect Poskauer, Rubenstein, Wheeler,
Krane, Joao, Foley and Dick, using the 1" DDC as a shicld and futher s a quasi defense
based on their dismissal of the case and lack of prosecution.

€28, That on information and beic, be 1 DDC's actions to stymie and delay
investigations und other documeats submitted by conflicted Krane, wers then used in
otberinvestgatory vemues t atempt o clam vindicaion by those complained of,
including VSB and TFB.

9. That on information and belicf, the 1 DDC leters and the Krane
responses were used futherinflucnce othcr investigatory bodies with false and
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[image: image145.jpg]‘misleading information tendered in conflc, tha all appear o fall from Krane's
‘conflicte responses and abusc of bis departmental power and public offies.

630 That on information and belef, Plaintifs, on or about January 9, 2004,
were seata et from the 1* DDC by Calilldated, on o sbout, September 2, 2003
(“Deferment Letter"), which was issued without knowledge of Plaintifs and missing for
months, s the Deferment Leter was conveaiently misaddressed and “ost” by the 1%
DDC and never received by the Plaintifs il January 2004,

631, Thaton information and belcf, 1 DDC's Deferment Lettr claims touse
the same basic argument that TFB had used fo delay and stymie the investigation o the
complaints, laming that dse t the Proskauer Civil Billing Lawsut, they were
dismissing th case inappositcthe 14 DDC rules, where the cases i these matiers were
‘wholly dissimila a the 1* DDC cormplints which contained allegatons that the
tomeys had violated hosts of state,federal and interationa laws against Plantift, the
United States and foeign nations and had nohing fo do with th claims in Proskaner
(vl Billing Lawsuit which was limited to biling issues by Labarga. Thatthis violation
of he 1 DDC appears o act o fther delay due process.

632, That on information and belief, Paintiffs rejected this delay of the
complaints bascd on the Proskauer Civl Biling Lawsuit formaly to the 1 DDC stating
that the Proskauer Civi Biling Lawsuit was civil mattered limited by Labarga o purely
biling matters and in fact, where Labarga had denicd the Counter Complaint stating be
Wwould not It the claims otherthan billing i, or words 10 that effect

633, That on information and belef, Plaintiffs ater notified Caill that the
Proskauer Givil Billing Lawsuit had ended and tha Plantiffssuffered a technical default
for filur to timely reain replacement counsel withot any trial and requested that Caill
begin immediate investigation of th attorncy complaints he had delayed for ixteen
moaths.

634, That on information sod belicf, PlaindfT see Cabill continuing the
deferment of the Rubeastein and Joao complaiats even aficr oamming the Proskatcr Civil
Lawsuit had ended and thattho matters contained in the complaints were entirely separate
and not similar s staed in Cabill's Deferment Lette.




[image: image146.jpg]635, That on information and belief pe follow up conversations with Cabill
with Plaintiff, afcr roceiving the Deferment Letir and cxplaining the disimilarity of
Proskauer Civil Billng Lawsuit nd the disciplinary complaiats, Caill stated be was
boginning an investigaion, one that b further would undertake personally.

636, That on information and belef, ater months of unanswered calls by
(Cabill, Plantif find Cahill futher culpable in iding and abeting the denil of e
process and procedure rights of Plainif, inthat be filed 0 take the investigatory teps
that he tated b was underaking, further iffusing doe process and procedare in the
maters.

637 Thaton information and beie, this influcnce of Krane and Cabll was:
used s a means to protect Rubenstein, Joso, Wheeler and Dick from ficiag
investigations nto IPcrimes, pechaps similar o llogations alleged i the RELATED
case Anderson, used us  mean 10 proiect Proskaser'scrimes tostalthe P and all ather
erimes committed. This all in violtion of  mass of eics laws, public office violaions
and violationsof the laws of the State of New York.

638, That on information and belicf asa result of the multiplicity of conflcts
allowed by Cabill,the complaint ageinst Rubensiein, Proskauer and Joao langished at 1%
DDC since i filing on o about February 25, 2003 through spproximatcly Junuary 2004.

639, That on information wnd belief, 0n o about February 1, 2004, Plaatift
e & complaint with the Commissioner of Paeots and Trademmarks (*Commissioner”),
atthe bequest of Harry L. Moatz (*Mostz"), the Direcor ofthe Office of Enrollment and
Discipine,for registered patent aitomeys, a it of the USPTO. Mostz had found
problems with inventors,assignments and awnership o the patcat applications fled by
Rubensiein and Joao for Plaintiffs, culminating in flcd complaints against Rubenstci,
Proskaser, MLG and Joao of frud upon the USPTO. Similary it s caimed that fraud.
has occurred against Plantifs s the Ivicwit Companies shareholdersthrough the same
sct offacs surrounding the fraudalent filings of declarations of ouths 10 the USPTO.

640, That on information and blief, Moatz nquired s o thestatusof the
Plainiffs" complaints at the 1* DDC against Rubcastein, Prosksuer, MLG and Joao, both
‘which languished at 1 DDC sincether iling 00 or sbout February 25, 2003 and
February 26,2003, respectivly.




[image: image147.jpg]641, That on information and belic, Plaintiffs, upon contacting Cahill with the
USPTO OED informrion and forwarding Moatz's reques o speak to Cabillregading.
the status of the 1* DDC investigations and further giving Cabill Moatz's telephonc
‘umber to contact, find that several months after the request from the USPTO to speak to
Cahill, that Cahill failed to contact the USPTO per his own admission.

642. That on information and belief, the Commissioner of Patents heard
Plsintiffs specfic, factualallogations of fraud upon the USPTO and based on such bas
granteda six (6 month suspeasion of four out of six paent applications, Plainis
xpects similarsuspensionsfo the rcaining paeot applications, sopping the
applications from further prosecution st the USPTO whil nvestigations were underway.

643, That on information and blie,th IPissuspended while maticrs
pertaining to the crimes committed against the UPSTO and foreign nations (through
‘violations of international trade treatiscs), by the attomeys and others can be further
investigated.

644, That on information and belief, Cahill's failurc to work with the USPTO.
poinis to Cahil's calpabilty and i furthr  sign that Caill was influnced by Krane 0
fther avoid i offic dutes to protect roskaver, Rubeasicn and Joao, alinviolaton
oftaw and thics and all siding and sbetting the conspiracy.

645, That on information and belief, Plaintiffs were confronted with time of the.
essence patent prosecution matters o epaie pateat upplication, if possible, the
‘detriments of which are at the nexus of the complaints against Rubenstein, Proskaver,
MLG and Joso and Cabill was made awae ofsuch petineat fling daes and other time
oftho cssence issue. Whereby, duetothe filure of Cahil 0 investigat, discipline, or
roview the Plaintiffs’ complaints frther damage to the Plaintifls IP portfolio occurred.

646.  That on information and belief, an affirmed motion titled

INTHE MATTER OF COMPLAINTS
AGAINST ATTORNEYS AND
COUNSELORS-AT-AAW;
KENNETH RUBENSTEIN - DOCKET
vy
RAYMOND JOAO - DOCKET 2003532

STEVEN C. KRANE - DOCKET PENDING
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[image: image148.jpg]REVIEW BY PAUL J. CURRAY, ESQ.
THOMAS J. CAHILL - DOCKET PENDING
REVIEW BY SPECIAL COUNSEL MARTIN
R.GOLD ON ADVISEMENT OF PAUL J.
CURRAN (SEPARATE MOTION ATTACHED)
AND THE LAW FIRM OF
PROSKAUER ROSE, LLF
‘was filed at First Department Court, on or abou, July 08, 2004.

647, That on information and belie, the motion resulted in a unanimous.
decision by that court 1o begin immediate nyestigation of Rubeastein, Proskauuer, Krane,
MLG and Joao which was lter t be wholly ignored by Sccond Department Court and
2% DDC as fther defined herein.

648 That on informatian and belicf, » complaint was filed by Plaintifs against
Cabil which remins under investigaion and where no determination has becn made yct,
in Special Inquiry No. 2004.1122, by reference herein incosporated inits entirety, which
‘was transferred according o 1* DDC rules o special investigator Martin Gold, from 1"
DDC Chairman for investigation of conflct and violations of public office.

'SECOND DEPARTMENT COURT & 2 DDC.

649, Thaton information and belicf th First Depariment Court ordered.
investigations werethen deriled by the 2 DDC wherethey were transerred for
investigaton and again we find 2* DDC membersactng as counseltothe ccused to
lismisstho complaints and deilth ordered invstigation.

650, That oninformation and belie, e attomeys ordered fo investigation did
ot cven have o provide  response 0 the complaints agains them, no witnesses were
called, o cvidence tesied andthe cour ordered investigation was atemped to be
dismissed on review on roview andskitformal and procedral investigaion, nohing but
a dismissal on review lcter which agan appears o ot o futherblock due process and
sid and sbet the conspiracy through obfuscations of public offcers dutie o follow
procedure,

651, Thaton information and belef, ormal writien complaints were iled
againgt 2 DDC members fo violating public offces and refusing t0 enforce a court
nder for investgations and those complaints wersrefused by those who they were fled
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[image: image149.jpg]against,with n0 legal or procedural basis, deying PlaintifF access again to the legal
system and complaint process in New York n violtion of the Constituion, the New
Yotk Constitation and other secton of the New York penal code.

652, That on information xad beief, the 2" DDC was trunsferrd the
‘complaints against Rubenstein, Joao and Krane to conduct the court odered
investgation. An order by five Justice ofthe First Department Court whom concurred
after "due-deliberstion” and ordered an “investigation” of Proskauer, Krane, Rubenstei,
MLG and Joao for conflict of inteest and the appearance of impropricty.

653, That on informalion and beief, upon reviewing the complaints,insiead of
‘addressing the First Department Court jusices that ondered the investigation, the 2%
'DDC wrote toinform Plainffs tht o investigation was being done atera review” was
done of the materals. That th lttercan be found at the wl
Hipe/viewitv/CompanyDocs 2004%2010%200%20Supreame20Court20NY 5205
‘cond%20Dep%20K earse 20K raneH20Re pdf.

654, That on informalion and beict, a “review” tha faled 0 account for the
fac that the complains were alrcady revicwed by five justicesof the First Department
Court and based on thorough review Ordered for “investigation” based on information
supplied inthe Motion filed at the Fist Department Court.

655, That on information and belef,  “Foview” that again had ot tested &
single picce of vidence nd filed to call  single witaesstha was presented in the New
York matcrs. A “oview” that gnored the fac that the USPTO and the USPTO OED,
had begun formal investigation of wo of th three attomeys ordered forinvestigation. A
review that ignored the conficts and violations of pubic offccs cafiely.

656, That on information and belcf, a “Foview” tht ignored the fact that the
¥ had taken these matters o the Urited States Attorney for further disposition and
i 2

657, That on information and belie, the *review” aso filed to take into
account that the IP was suspeaded by the USPTO Commissione of Patcats dircely duc
1o charges of fraud upon the USPTO by two of three attorneys.

149
iy Ay 5,350 204170



[image: image150.jpg]658, That on information and belief, meambers of 2 DDC, not cven egally
involved in the complaint proces ried an attenpt 0 istiss allthe cases and allow
formal complaints and orders for investigations to be evaded.

659, That on information and belet, the 2 DDC immeditely became suspect
Wit thir fulure o follow the courtordered “investigaion” in favor of “review”,

660, That on information and belicf, upon confronting the reviewer Chief
‘Counscl, Dian Maxfield Kearse ("Kearse?), on # call with Plsintiff Lamont and aiorney.
Marc Garbes, Esq, to address e dismissal om “review” leter, unbelievably firther
conflicts werediscovered and affirmed by th roviewes, whercby she claimed she had
conflicts with Krane and J, Kaye. Plaintiffs had recenly leamed that J. Kaye was
masried  a Proskauer pastoer, S. Kaye and where Krane was Kaye's former Jaw cleck.

661, That on information and belief, Kearse having admitted baving
professional and persanal rlations with Krane then stacd that if PlintiFs wanicd &
Sormal disclosure of her confitst0 put the roquest in writing.

62. That on information and belie, once caughtin conflct and falure to
follow a court ordered nvestigation, Kearse then faled to cven respond o the It she
requested,sca by Plantiff requesting her t expose further herconflicts. Supporting
such is a leter to Kearse to reveal more about her stated conflcts with Krane and o the
‘move thc bar complaiats 0 a non conflcted reviewerat url;
it/ fiviewitav/Company Docs/20043%201 %2026 %20Kearse 20K ranc20Leticri20
NY%20SUPREME%20COURTH20SECONDS20DEP pdf.

663 That on information and belicf, Kearse continid to handlec the mattcrs
personally despte acknowledging her conflcts with Krane and Kaye as evideaced in ber
response, incorporated by refercnce erein, which cam b found at the url;
hipe/iviewittv/ComprnyDocs 20043201 1%2009%20-

‘%420New?420Y ork%:2020d%20Department%20L etier¥20K earse. pdf

664, That on information and belief, when no response was tendered by Keane,
510 her conflics, complaints were filed against Kearse it the 2* DDC of which
Kearse refused to docket the complaintagainst ber, again blocking the rght of ctizens 1o
‘complain against publc officials caught vioating public ofies.
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[image: image151.jpg]665.  That on information and belief, Kearsesil perised in maintaning ber
decision to“review” and not investgat, stating that sh was not under the jurisdiction of
the First Department Court, nd thus not obligaed fo “investigate” s ordered by that
court.

1666, That on information and belicf, the matier was cscalaed to the Chairman,
Lawrence DiGiovanna ("DiGiovaana®) of the 2 DDC and forhis refusal to docket the
‘complaints aganst Kesrse and faiure o force hr to publicly disclose the conflics she
had admiticd having,  complaint was fled against DiGiovanna that similarly Kearse
e o formally docket according to proper procedure.

67. That on information and belicf, whero Krane and Kaye's influence and
conflicts with the investigntor were obvious at 2% DDC now, Plandiff called defendant
Pelacr, Clek of the Second Department Court o find out what the nextsicp was in
clvating the maters.

668. That on information and belief, Plaintffs demanded to have the 2 DDC
‘move the complants due o conflicts nd filure to docke formal writen complaints
‘against 2! DDC members and to the force the “investigation ordered by First.
"Deartment Court by non confliced third pary invesigators.

669, That on information and belief, Pelzcr took ke materto Chicf Justice of
the Second Department Court, defendant Prodeati, who made  grandstand effrt 10 uso
her positon ofinflence, similarto what Boggs had done in Florida 0 exculpate Triggs
‘on disciplinary letterhead, 10 act as counsel for everyone involved from the 2% DDC and
ll the Prosksuer patocrs and deny due process and procedure o Plaintifs and contiuc
ognorethe First Department Court Order for “nvestigaton”,

670, That on infomation and blief, Prodeati attempted tojustifythe actions of
the sccused, applaad teir work,sate that a rview s kind of like aninvestigation and
attempted o get the complaints out of her court s having been resolved.

671, Thaton information and blie, Plaintifspriortotheseactions by Pelzer
‘and Prodentibad formally requested that prior 1o thei involvement, which had no basis
in law or formal procedure inthe disciplinary procss, that they formally and publicly
discloseany conflcts they might bave, which they fuiled to do before aking actons to
dismiss th complaints, agin atcmpin o disis thecourt e for “nvestigaton” by
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[image: image152.jpg]‘confronting the Plaitifs it the actons and not th First Department Court that
ordered the investigations.

672 That on information and belicf, it wasleamed prior 1 their involvement
that Prodenti and Pelzer had conflct with Krane & Kaye and whereby theie refusal 1o
affirm or deay o formal writien disclosure requeststating if they were conflicted with any
ofthe partiesprior to having iavolvement, i taken by Plaintif thatthe source
information regarding the conflics is corroct and they t00 acted in conflict and violated
public offices o id and abet the conspiracy.

673, That on information and belie, the reason this disclosure of any conflicts
‘was so important prior 0 action inthe court ordered “investigations” was that Plainifls
‘were now weary of Pelzcr who had tumed the complaints over t Prodenti, a5 Plaindifs
o Pelzer had prior discusse the need for conflct waivers rom allparics due to
positions of prominence in the disciplinary department of those being accused and where.
Pelzer had assured Plantifs that he would make cerain everyone disclosed any conflics
in advance of any determinative actions.

674, That on information and belief, Plaintiffs called Pelccr staing that Kearse
had admitted conflictwith Krane and Kaye and Plaindiffs had thought he had screened for
‘onflctpror to turnin the matters over o an investgator and that rom his filure 1 do
50 he was the direct cause of two formerlyinnoceat peopl, Kearse and DiGiovamns, now
having complaints filed against them.

675, That on information aad beief, Peizer then assured PlaintfF that he
‘would alk 1 Prudenti 0 find out f Plaitifs should petition the First Department Court:
10 enforce the “investigation” ordered or if Plantill should ptiion the Second
Department Court for enforcement o the court order.

676. That on information and beie, instead o Pelzer checking where tofile o
caforce the court ordes, Plaintiffs eccived a eter from Prodeati authored by Pelzer,
attcmpting o dismisscverything, o claim that “ivestigation" had been donc,dircetly
contradicting the former writien sateaeat i the Kearse determination leter which
explicily stated o investigation was donc n leu of & “review”.

677, That on information and blie,this aicmpt o clatnthata “review” was
‘oqual to. forma investigaion attempted o put aspin on the word investigation like
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[image: image153.jpg]never bfors, claiming roview cqualed investigation and atempting to claim they now
‘complicd,ahovgh Kearse had statcd cxplicily that no investigation was done and no
investigation had becn done since her written sttement ofsuch.

678, That on information and beicf what the Second Department Courtad 2°
DDC attempted to do was ge out of the court ordered nvestigations by ellng Plainifls
this nosense thatdismissed on review was tantamount o a formal investigation,
dircting thir nonscnse o Plaitifs, when trly they should have had to sold such story
10 the First Departmeat Court justices who ordered the “investigation”,

679, That on information and beie, for Pelzer and Prudenti's acts 0 aid and
abet there will be forthcoming complaints against them fr their involvement and misuse
of public office. Yetit s useles to file complaints when they control the department and
refus to process complaints against members of their department,until such controlsare
removed, hopefully by this Court.

THE KAYE CONNECTION TO THE ENTIRE NEW YORK COURT AND NEW
YORK DISCIPLINARY

680, That on information s beief, one asks how this incestuous sercs of
confict could be happening, crimes ignored and violations of echics 0 grotesque ignored
at, crimes against the United Statesand foreign mations overlooked by members imvolved
imtho disciplinay processes, and, investigations of their mermbers wholly deailed despitc
confirmed violations of pubic offces.

681, That on information od beicf, the answers were unknown until where
again through undisclosed third pates, information regarding how such blockage
‘occurred surfaced, rovealing that contrls were s high upin the process, s t block
"Painffs from access o the courts nd disciplinary processesinthe eatirestac of New
York, especiallyif it involved the law firm of Proskauer and especially Kranc and S.
Kaye who bad become an IP partncr in the nowly formed, flr fearning of the Iiewit
‘Companies inventions IP department.

682 That on information and blie, this Jed to wncovering in New York,
conflict that permestes direcly from Krae, to J. Kaye whom Krane ot only formerly
clerked for but who is married o a Proskauer partoer, S. Kaye, also strangely a meber
ofthe Proskauer newly formed IP department.




[image: image154.jpg]683, That on information and belcf, J. Kaye has vesied interest in Plantifs
Iviewit Companics as  holder of founding shares o stock and  major conflct with the
Proskauer fim vis a vis her mariage nterests.

684, That on information end belcf  rester conflic i the fctthat if
PlaintfT ae successfalin securing fui und impartal due process amywhere, including in
New York, that S. Kaye, Krane and Proskaser, will facelengthy federal prison sentences
and foss of property that would bave directimpact financially on allof them and J. Kaye.

685, That on information and belie, there i also conflic in that Kaye is the
‘most powerful figure in bt the courts of New York and it disciplinary departmeats and
‘whercin a published article she stats tha Prosksuer i the “in irm* 1 work forin New
York.

686 That on information and belief, afir discovery of theiniial Krane
conflicts, Plantifs had contacted the court of appeals and J. Kaye's chambers, t gain
Kaye' intervention as Chicf Judge, not knowing at the ime her marital iteress in the
‘matteror reftion to Krane and Proskaver and she filed o intervene and futher directed
s back to conflcted First Department Cour,al the while filing to disclose ber conflicts
ith maters.

STATE OF NEW YORK COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION,

687, That Plintiffs wrote, eferencing ther leter of August 9, 2007, o request
the CON's and for areviiting of the Iviewit Companics formal complaint of July 23,
2007, advising the COI of the pattem of 1 DDC and 2* DDC to “white wash” and
otherwise“rubber stamp” the ttorny discipline complaints against incuding but not
limited o, Rubeastein, Joao, Krane, Proskaer, MLG, Joso, DiGiovamn, Cakill and
Kearse,and when inthe words of Anthony Cartusciclo, Deputy Commissioner/Clict
Counsel to word smith that i a matte of “an alleged thef by an] atormey,” or words to
these cfects a3 spesfied in COP's Augast 9, 2007 leter tht,through the docting of
respondeat superir,the COT iscf comspired with ,including bt notlimited o,
Rubenstcin, J0so, Krane, Proskaver, MLG, J0ao, DiGiovanua, Cahilland Kearse, and
{his constituts another instance of state and federallaw claims cited hrein that resaltcd
from patent subolage, thef o IP, robbery, and otherstate and federal law claims cited
berein. 4
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YORK

688, Thatin or about Spring 2003 when Plantifs carbon copicd LFCP and
il a form for relef a part o theattomey discipline complaints against Rubenstei,
Proskacr, MLG and Jouo, requesting elef fo the damages Plantifs have sufferedas 3
result ofthe actions of, among otbers, Rubenstein and Joso, LFPC ncver responds and
Plaintifs allogo that LFPC conspired with, inclding but notlmited to, Rubeastein, Joso,
'MLG and Proskaser that consttues another insance of sate and federal law caims cted
herein that resultd from patent sabotage, theft ofIP, robbery, and other state and federal
aw claims cited hercin.

FORMER ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK & FORMER
GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK ELIOT SPITZER & OFFICE OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

/689, That in or bout Spring 2004 when Plaitifs forwarded Spitzer and
NYAG's office the attorey discipline complaints and the problems uncovered at the
various ethics departments and New York court,including but not limited o, conficts
and violations o public ofices, aganst, ncluding but ot imited t, Proskaner,
Rubensicin, MLG, Krane,J. Kaye, Cahill and Joao requesting investigaion, Spitzer
never responds inhis capaciy as the Attomey General of NYAG and i or about the
summer of 2007 when Plaintifs bring simila claims on the advice of COL, Spitzernever.
responds i his capacity as Govemor of the Statc of New York, wherein Plaindfls allege
that Spitzer conspired with, including but not limited 10, Rubenstin, Proskaer, MLG,
Jouo, Broskauer, Krane, DiGiovanna, J. Kaye, Cahill and Kearse that consitues another
instance of violations o state an federal law claims cited hereinthat resuld in pteat
sabotage, theft of I, robbery, and other state and foderal law claimscited beren. 1t of
ote, that on information and belicf, Spitzer’s law firn s none other than Proskauer and
tha this may have beca the reason for his ailues o investigate.

STATE OF NEW YORK
690, That trough the actions of public offiers,including but not limited o,

(Cahill Krane, Wigley, DiGiovanna, Kearse, Pradenti, Curran, Gold, Wolf, Mazzarcli,
‘Andrias, Saxe, Friedman, Gonzale, Peltzer, and J. Kaye, snd, through the doctrine of
respondeat superior, the NY'S tsel, and upon information and belief conspired with,
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[image: image156.jpg]‘including but not imited to, Cabill, Krane, Wigley, DiGiovanna, Kearsc, Prudenti,
Curran, Gold, Wolfe, Mazzarelli, Andriss, Saxe, Friedman, Gonzales, Peltzer, and J.
Kaye to"White wash” and otherwise “rubber stsmp" the atiorey discipline complaints
‘and other violations of publi offices against, including but not limited t, Rubenstein,
Joso, Krane, Proskaucr, MLG, DiGiovanna, and Kears that constiuted snother instance
o violations ofstate and fideral law claims cited herein that resulted in patent sabotage,
theft f TP, robbery, und other satc and foderal law claims cited hercin.

THE OFFICE OF COURT ADMINISTRATION OF THE UNIFIED COURT
SYSTEM

691, That through the actions of public officers,including but notlimitcd o,
‘Wolfe, Mazzarell, Andrias, Saxe, Friedmn, Gonzales, Petzer, and 1. Kaye, and, through
the doctrine of respondeat superior e OCAiself, and upon information sad beict,
‘conspired with,including but notlimitcd to, Prodent, Wolfe, Mazzarell, Andrias, Saxc,
Fricduman, Gonzales, Pelzer, Cahll and J. Kaye to “white wash and otherwise “rubber
stamp” the atomey discipline complants and violtions of public offces against,
including but not limitd to, Rubensten, Joao, Krane, Proskaucr, MLG, DiGiovanoa,
(Cahill and Kearse that consttuted another instance of violations of statc and federal law
clims cited berein tha reulied in patent sabotage, e of P, robbery, and otber sate
and foderl law claims cied herein.

THE VIRGINIA BAR CONSPIRACY.

692 That on information and blic, he VSB refused to acknowledge that Dick
s provided facwally incorrect, false and misleading information i his response t0 8
e bar complaint against him and o investgate andlor reinvestigat the original bar
‘complaint fled against Dick.

693, That on information sod beiet, VSB took an adversarial postion toward
Plaitifs almost from thestar,leading one 10 question f similar o New York and.
Florida conflicts and contros existed there that at th time which have not yet becn
discovered bat firthe discovery in this case may reveal.

694, That on information and beief, agan, since Krane has ntionl
recogaition and influcnce innational thics, VSB may already have confles with Krane
which arc unknown.
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[image: image157.jpg]655, That on informtion and belief, Phaindffs filed a complain against Dick,
for his part i thef of the IP and other cthical and crimina odes with the VSB. VSB
Docket No. 04-052-1366 ("Dick Complaint), hereby incorporated by reference in ts
entrcty hercin,

696.That on information and belict based on recent calls with the State of
Virginia Attomey General rpreseating the VB defendant, it was earmed that the files
were destroyed and that the AG did not know ifrecord retention laws were followed in
destroying such documents. The orginal Dick Complaint can therefore also be found at
the Iviewit Companics homepage or tthe dircct url;
hup:/viewittv/CompanyDocs/200332009%2023%20 VIR GINIAY20BAR20COMPL
AINTH20WILLIAMY20DICK pdf
and Dicks response at the wr;
hip:/viewitv/CompanyDocs2003_10_30_Virginis¥20Response, Versiontk20s_Final
Exocudpdf
and viewit Companies response to Dick's esponse containing over  thousand pages of
information and evidence (best viewed with Adobe bookmarks on and be patiat as the
adobe document s 53 Mogabytcs)atthe wl:
hipe/iviewittv/CompanyDocs/200432003%4201 29420 Wilia %20Dick %20 Virginia 2
0Bar¥&20Complaint%420Responsc)20BOOKM pdf

697, That on information and belief, Plintiffs statcthis mattrs outcome was
tainted by the New York and Florida attorney ethics complaints that were found fraught
with conflics ofiterest

698, That on information and belif, fals and misleading information
regarding TFB, the Proskaser Civil Billing Lawsuit and the 1* DDC outcomes was
teadered 0 VSB by Dick in his defense, violating hisethics rles and possibly Virginia
‘penal code regarding flse satements made 10 investgatory bodics.

699, ‘That on information and belie, furthe flsc statcmats were also
submitid contained on a Foley IP porfolio submitted o the VSB in Dick's rebutalto
his complaint as Moatz has now instigated formal investigation based partally on the
fraudulent information in the IP docketsubmitied 10 VSB by Dick. This information

regarding Dick’s false and misleading statements and evidence was transmitted to VSB.
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[image: image158.jpg]‘who wholly ignored these facts aad refused to reopen the Dick complaiats closed on
review.

700, That on information sod belicf, VSB filed to investigate proof of falsc:
sttements 0. ribunal by Dick which at minimum warranied investigation of the bar
complaint they had dismisscd.

701, That on information and belief, VSB filed o investigate this new
information that would have required insant investigation by beginning a patier of
‘vasion of Plainif tha further denied due process and procedure 1 the Iviewit
‘Companics bar complaint against Dick and Folcy.

702, That oninformation and belicf, this new information regarding the 1P
docket i 10 small matirs s the IP docket had misleading information on IP,including
bt not limited 0, the Utley putcnt upplication for “Zoom and Pan on s Digital Camera”
andthe core imaging IP application “Zoom and Pan Inaging Design Tool", which arc the
core technologies of bow digital z00m on a digial imaging devices works.

SUMMARY OF STATE BAR ACTIONS AND DISCIPLINARY ACTIONS
703, That on information and belie, this Court must find reason to itercede on

bekalf of Plintifs s the legal systemsinvolvement in causng such loss from corrpted
IP stormeys, o corrupted bar members acting in violation of public offics, o denialof
Plainif ights 1o il complaints against membersof the legal communiy actng as an
obstruction o ustic by jusice e compellng i that they reprosentthesingle largest
threat tothe instituton of aw this country as ever witessed. These factors make it
impossible fo Plaatifs o sser laims, in any venu, o protect th intllectval
‘propertics and the consittionalrights granted 0 inventors, asfong a5 a every level they
areblocked through confict aftr conlict and violtion of public offce aftcr violtion of
public office.

704, That on information and blief, whie the bad gays continue 10 control the
courts and disciplinary processcs, they appear bulle proof even whea caught. Neither
Triges nor Krune has been forced 0 respond 0 violtions of public officesthey have
een found violaing and respond to the formal filed complaints against them for acting in
conflc,they have evaded court ordered investgations nd that takes some heavy
controls coming from bigh places.




[image: image159.jpg]705. That on information and beief, not only do the accuscd atiomneys not have.
10 respond, we find thediscplinary agencies responding and defending them as f they
were counsel for them. Plaintiffs thus comes before this Court baticred and abuscd by the
Tegal system, denied all ofrghts 0 the logal system and having no safe harbor o pres
claimsfree o conflictsof interst and looks 0 this Court o elegate fair and impartal
due process in hearing these matersfrom Pro S¢ counsel, whereallfunds for counsel
have been sucked dry by having to defend ones rights o thelegal process instead of ones
rights s assurod by the Constituion.

706, That o information and belief, Planifs asert that now that they are:
forced o take on the New York, Florida and Virginia court, the diciplinary bodics in
those staes andthe 1p actors in the cours,and they are almost assaredly neyer going to
find representation willng 0 take o theirbrethren at this lovel without fear of losing.
their licenseto practice v, acing usyet another barie 0 due process and procedure,
“That vl such ime thatcriminal invesgators ear down the wals of comruption s the
Jegal system,starting top down, the Plaintifcivilrights have no chance, a the only rule
i the rle thatallows all th ules o be broken t0 deny Plantiffs due process and
procedure to further deny their rights entirly, including thir rights fo their IP.

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

707, That through the actions of public officers Goodman, Seagel, Martlino,
‘nd Miller, and,through th doctrine of respondeat superir, the Commonwealth of
Virginiaitsclf, and upon information and belicf, conspired with,including but not limited
10,C Goodman, Sengl, Martelino, and Miler, and Foley to “whitc wash” and otherwise
“rublber tamp” th attomey discipline complaint against Dick that constituted another
instance ofsate and federallawe clim cited erein that esulicd from patent sabotage,
theft of IP, robbery, and other stae and foderal aw claims cited herein.

BOCA RATON POLICE DEPARTMENT

708, That through the actions of Flechaus and Scott, nd, through the doctine.
of espondest superior, the Boca PD el and upon information and belie, conspired to
ismiss formal complaints Slcd and ntfers wth investigaions inapposie his public
office daties, ncluding but o limited 10, making fase sstemeats rogarding




[image: image160.jpg]investigations and others involved in such investigations, 1 deny du process and
procedure to forml complaints submitted to Boca PD by Ivicwit Companies and.
T

CITY OF BOCA RATON FLORIDA
709, That throug the actions of the Boca PD and s agents, and,through the

doctrine of respondeat superior, the City of itslf i responsible and lisble for the actions
of the Boca PD.

EPO
710, 1thas been found simila to the fraud on the USPTO the scheme involved.

applying for IP, where flse and mislading information was perpetrated 1o the EPO.
Fraud again was committed by licensed represenatives of the EPO, including but not
timited to, Pompidou, Eik and Dybdahl, working in conjunction with the law fims n the
United Stats and abroad, an those attorneys involved inthe EPO flings and sided and.
abetied in the iling of the applications with flse inventor oaths,fase information and
‘wrong conteat and then covering up for the fraud once it was exposed. It appears again,
a5 with the USPTO, th inteat was 10 create two sets of P, one or inclusion ino the
Jegitimate Iviewit companies and one for nclusion toth ilegitimate viewi companics
o patcats falified forother TP schemes defincd herein, wih fraudulent inventors' names,
frauduleat owners and with fruudulent assigaments.

YAMAKAWA
711, Thatin or sbout Spring 2004 when Plaintifs advised MASAKI

'YAMAKAWA of fraud egarding the JPO paten ilings of the Iviewit Companies,
Vamkawa traverses o tll ales of o proces o relcf s found in Jepancse patent Iaws
reganing fraud,therefor, e will not pursse nvestigations an fail o respond fo
Plainifsfurthes communicaion, wherein Plainifsallegethat Yamakawa conspired
with Utly, Dick, Bochm, Becker, Grcbe, and Foley, among others that constitues
anotherinstance o denialof due processand interntional aw and paten reaty claims
hat resalied from patent sabatage, thftof P, robbery,and oher state, federa and
international law claims cited herein and any others that may apply.




[image: image161.jpg]712, YAMAKAWA INTERNATIONAL PATENT OFFICE. That through e
‘actions of Yamakawa and, through the doctrine of respondeat superior, YIPO itself, and
wpon information and belict, conspired with Utlcy, Dick, Boehm, Becker, Grebe, and.
Foley, among others that constitutes another instance of denial of due process and
international law and patent treaty claims that resulted from patent sabotage, theft of IP,
obbery, and ot s, s and nertonl e climsctd herein and oters tht
may sppy.

HOW HIGH DOES IT GO? THE POSSIBLE CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT
TREASON AGAINST THE UNITED STATES - PATENTGATE

713, On information und belief defendant Frazicr fiiled to perform his duties
a8 Inspector General of the U.S. Department of Commerce, when noified of corruptions
atthe USPTO by faling to respond to Plaintiffs requcsts for ntervcation.

PETITION 1& 2 FEINSTEIN
714, That the Hon. Senator Dianne Feinsein (D-CA) has been petitioned 1o 1id

vt Companics and Plaintiffs and on information and belief her oficesare condcting
an ongoing investigaton ino the mters.

NITA LOWEY TO JOHN DINGELL TO JUDICIARY COMMITTEE
715, Thatthe Regrescataive Nita M. Lowey (D-NY 1818) was forwarded

information rogarding the Tviowt Companies and forwarded that information to the Hon.
Reproscatative Jobm D. Dingel (D-MI 15th) in bis oficial apacity 83 Chairman of the
Encrgy and Commeree Commities aod whercby be forwanded the information o the
House Judiciary Commites,chaired by the Hon. John Coners Jr. (D-MI 141h) whose
commitiee members have met and spoken with Plaintiff Lamont and spoken with
Plaintiff Bemmtcin regarding thir ongoing investigativ eflorts.

'DOJ OIG, FBI, FBI OPR AND THE CASE OF THE MISSING FILES AND
INVESTIGATORS

716, Thatthe DOY OIG, headed by Fine is currcatly investigating the Iviewit
Companies matters and was refered the matters by the FBI and US Attorncy of Florida
after it was learmed that the FBI and US Attomey files were missing and the case
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[image: image162.jpg]investgators were missing aficr several years of ongoing investigations and with no
information scnt o Plaintifs a a esut of the ongoing investigations.

717, That Finc's office refered Plaintifsto contact the FB's Offce of
‘Professional Conduct which is curcatly reviewing the Iviewit Companics matcrs and
Whercby through the feview process, PIintfls bavo now sent requests o Atiomey
General Michael Mukasey's office and the Program Analyst who is handling the maties,
forfurher review and o evaluate if mattes such asthe terorist tyled car bombing of
"PlaintiT's Bemstein mirivan have gooe uninvestigated duc 1 the loss of case files and
the i investigator, Stepben Lucchesi. That Plintifls await both a etarn phone call
rom the Program Analyst charged with the matters and now Michael Mukasey as o the
response o thei niial review leter but where these matters include matirs ofife and
death,this Court should soek o compel immcdiate unswers from those involved in he
maters.

718, That on information and blie,the missing casefles und investigator, ut
the FBI and the missing case fles and investigatos at the US Attorney General's of
were lost while those agencics were being directed by the former US Attomey General,
defendant Gonzales. For th falurcsinthe agencics dircely under his contol Gonzales
has bocm charged as a defendantin these mattrsfor faling 10 cnsure the due process
rights of Plaintiffs nd possibly intcrcring with investgations.

Vi
719, That o cifcctuateall of the above alleged acts, Plintiffsstac o

information and belief defeadants both known and unknown, did knowingly, unlawlly,
‘nd intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree togsther with each other o act
together or in separai scts, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known
and unknown, o partcipate in a conspiracy to stealthe Tviowit Companics TP and/or
deay due process rights and in so doing they all ogether through their various scts
‘combined and/orseparate did violat, including but not limited o, allof the following.
foderal state and intermational laws.

FEDERAL LAWS VIOLATED
720, That Paintiffs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowiagly,

unlawfully, and ntentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with

43




[image: image163.jpg]each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both knawn and unknown,
perticipate in a conspircy to violte multple federal laws in commiting IP thefts. That
Plaitifs ta on informution und blic,defendants bave violted constituionally
protectedinventorrights under - Article 1, Section 8, Clause 8 of the United States
Consitation n s0 doing.
A, Acts,including but ot limitedto;patent thef, copyright thet, fraudulent paeat
applications,fraudulent trademark applications,intermational patent fraud, violations
of fedcral patcat bax laws, violations of patat law, forgery, ntitust violaions,
‘monopoly vioations and other crimes described herein and any other crimes known
and unknown in the commissioning of the patentermes.
B. Main participants, including but not lmited t, Proskaer, Joso, MLG, Foley,
Dick, Boehm, Becker, BSTZ, Zafian, Weisberg, CW, Rubenstein, Uley, DiStream,
O'Brien and any other defendants described herca and any other patiipants both
Known and unknown who sided and abeted n any way i the commissioning of the
‘patent crimes and o be futher eamed with discovery.
C. That Planiffs sateon information and belie, defendant, did knowingy,
‘unlawfully, and ntentionall combine, confederate, conspire and agree togeher with
cach other, nd with o co-conspirators whose names e both known and
uaknows, puticipae n  consprscy und as sn aditonal st inthe coordinated
conspiracy of the defendants, nclading but ot limited o, Proskauer, Foley, MLG,
Rubenstcin, Wheele, Utley, Joao, Dick, Bochm, Becker and BSTZ, with such iteat,
they dircted thatcertain patt rights be put n the name of Utley andior Joso aod
other paicat rights were modified o negligently pursued on behalf of the Iviewit
Companics, 50 8 1o ause them 10 fil to provide protection of the Iviewit Companies
P to the triment o the Iviewit Companics. Filing 1 secure proper ownership of
the inventions for the investors of viewit Companics, esuling n thesbilty of
defendants to make use of suchtechnologies without being lsble 10 viewit
‘Companics fo royalies which normally aris from such use..
721, That Plainiffs sate o information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
lawully, and intentionally combine, confiderate conspire and agree ogether with
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[image: image164.jpg]each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
‘participatc in 4 conspiracy 0 viokaie 1S US.C.
A- Acts, including but ot limited to; patent thef, copyright thel fraudulent patent
applications, fraudulent trademark applications, inermational patent frud, violaions
of federalpaten barlaws,violations of paent law, forgery, antitrust violaions,
‘monopoly violations and othercrimes described herein and any other crimes known
and unknown inthe commissioning ofthe patent cires,
B, Main partcipants, ncluding but not limited to, Proskaucr, Joao, MLG, Foley,
Dick, Bochm, Becker BSTZ, Zafiman, Cocster, Weisberg, CW, Rubcastein, Utley
and any other defendants described herin and any other participants both known and
unknown who aded and sbeted in ny wayin the commissioning of the antirust
crimes and 1o be further leamed with discovery.

722, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree togsther with
‘cach o, and with olher co-Conspirators whose naunes ae both known and unknows,
participate in & conspiracy 0 violate 15 USS.C. Section 1 & 2.

723, That Plaintifis sate o information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
‘unlawiully, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspireand agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names arc both known and unknown,
pasticipate in & conspiracy o violte Autitrust Procedures and Penalies Act ("Tunney
Act), 15 US.C. 16 and the Sherman and Clayion Acts under 15 U.S.C Sections 1 fo
Section and 15 US.C. Sections 121027,

724, That Plaintifssate oninformation aod belie, the IP pools deseribed
ercin actas an anticompetitive mechanism to block viewit Companies inventions fom
‘market o allow the further proliferaion of the 1P pools patents 10 the detrment of
Plainifs, Ivewit Companies sharcholders and inveators by cuting them out of the
market throvgh bundling with othe patents i the pools while delaying their pateats and
sabotaging the 0 kecp them from market, n classic ntitrustpatien.

725, That Paintifssate on information and belef, Rubenstein, MLG, Joso
and Proskauer has conflct ofiterest i ropresentation of MPEGLA LLG, otber pools,
'NDA violator, other inventors sad other contract violators with thir epresentation of




[image: image165.jpg]Iviewit Companics. Inventors' nveations represcated a competitivethrea o the TP pools
and that defendants conspiredto stea Iviewit Companics techmologics while
simultancously prlifeating and monopolizing them trough the patenting pooling
scheme designed for their benefit,a form of anti-compeditive behavior 1 the detriment of
Iviewit Companies and inventors.
A. Under Walker Process Equip. nc. v. FMC Corp., 382 US. 172 (1965) there s an
antirustchaim for fraud on the USPTO), analogous o the Tviewit Companics
allegations of raud as evidenced herein.
B. Under City of Columbia v. Omai Outdoor Advertsing Inc, 499 US. 365 (1991)
and California Motor Transportv. Trucking Unlimited, 404 US. 508 (1972), the
‘courtupbeld the "sham” exception to Noerr-Pennington immanity, when the
dofendants nctivitics were a dircet cffrtfo impair  competito's activity in the
masketplace through the use of government processes as opposed o the outcome of
the process, analogous to Iiewit Companies allegatins of impairmeat of e
inventions chances of success o the markefplace as described herein.
C. Under PrimeTimo 24 Joiat Vesture v. National Broadcasting Co., 219 .34 92 (24

Cir. 2000), the court upheld allegations of anitrust lisbility under “sham” exception to

‘Nocrr-Peaningion immunity where the defendants' flings were fivolous and
intended soely to impose expense and delay on the enry of an emergent compettor,
anlogous to the Iviewit Companies allegations of intentions to impose cxpease and
delay on the inventions delaying catry to marketas cvidenced herein 1 deprive.
inventor theirinventions while defcndants instcad profited from them.

726 That Plaintifs state o information und belie, defendants, did knowingly,
ualawlly, nd intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names are both known and unknown,
participat ina conspiracy to restrain competition, according (0 the llegations described
berein. Competition was retraed by conspiratorial activity under 15 U.S.C. Sheman
Astirust Act Section 1 snd in which monopoly power was sought in an aiempt ©
‘monopolize and conspire to monopolize under 15 U.S.C. Sherman Antitrst Act Secion
2, and sought to achieve monopolization under 15 U.S.C. Sherman Antitrust Act Section
2




[image: image166.jpg]727, That Plintifis sate on information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawhully, and intentionally combinc, confederate, conspir and agree together with
‘each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
participato in a canspiracy to iolato Section 2 of the Sherman Act; through 8 course of
antcompetitive conductthat mainained patent 1P pools and other schemes o effectate a
monopolization of markets for the stoln IP.
A That lantiffssate on information and belie,this case involves the appication
of familar and fundamcntal tcncs o anirust aw. Defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, end intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arboth known and
‘unknown, participatein  conspiracy recognizing tha Ivewit Companies valdated
technologies posed athrea to patent pools created and overseen by Rubenstin and
Proskaver and concluded that competition on the merits would not defeat tha thrcat.
Defendants then mouricd a campsig to maintan s monopoly povee through
anticomperitve means described berein and in fac tcal icwit Companics
technologies in an claboratescheme of controlling the inveations of the Tiewit
‘Comparies inventors and then blocking the inventors' inventions from the inclusion
10 the P pools they controlld. These pools combined with other schemes and
atifics 0 defraudtheinventions, now unlavwully maintain  mosopoly in violation
of the Sheman Act, 15 U.S.C. 2 of the markets nveators nveations apply 0.
728, That Plaintifssate on information and belc defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intcationaly combine, coufederate, conspire and agree together with
cach ofhe, and with olher c0-conspirstors whose namesare both knos and unknow,
pastcipate in  conspiracy violate the Offense of Monopolization. The offense of
‘monopolization is;
(1) the wilfol acquisition or maintcnance of mosopoly power
2) by the use of aticompetitve conduc "o foreclose competiion, o gain
competiive advaniage, or to destroy  competitr* Eastman Kodak Co. . Imago
Technical Serv. e, 504 UsS. 451, 482-83 (1992), quoting United Stats v.
Griffith, 334 U.S. 100, 107 (1948);see also United States v. Alcos, 148 F.24 416,
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[image: image167.jpg]432 (24 Cir, 1945). Such conduct i labeled "exclusionary” or “predatory.” Aspea
Sking Co. v. Aspen Highlands Skiing Corp., 472 U.S. 585, 602 (1985).

(3) 'The Supreme Court has described exclusionary conduct as conductthat “not only (1)
tends toimpair the opportunitie of ivals,butalo (2) ithe docs not further
‘competiton onthe mcris o o 50 in an unnecessarily restictive way. " Aspes,
A72US. at 605 032, quoting 3 Philip Arceda & Donald . Tumer, Antitrust Law
6260, 8178 (1978). If “vald business reasons” do no justify conduct that ends fo
impair the oppartanities of a monopolists rival, that conduct i exclusionary, See
Eastman Kodak, 504 U, at 483; Aspen, 472 US. at 605, The courtsassessthe
legalityof the defendants conductinlight of, among other things,the defendants”
proffered justifications, and the conistency o thos fustifications wit the
defendants' actons and assertions, and th suffciency of those justifications to
‘explin the full extentof conduct. Eastman Kodak, 504 US. at 483-85.

729, That Plaintifssate oninformation and blie, defendants, did knowiagly,
‘unlawfully, o intentionally combine, confiderte, conspire and agres together with
each other, and with ofher co-conspirators whose names arc both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy to use tactcs which involves aggression against business ivals
through th use of business prctices that would notbe considered profit maximizing
except forthe expectation that (1) actual rivals willbe driven from the market,or the
entry of poeatil rivals locked or delayed, 5o hat the predator will gai or reain a
masket share suffcint to command moiopoly proft, o (2) ivals will be chastened
sulficiently to abandon competitive behaviorthe predator finds threatening o its
realization of monopoly profits.

A. Neumann v. Reinforced Earth Co., 786 F:2d 424, 427 (D.C. Cir, 1986) (Bork, 1);
accord Robert H. Bork, The Antirust Paradox 14445 (1993) (noting that in any.
realistictheory of predtion, the predator views is coss of predation as "an.
investment i future monopoly profits"). Pedatory conduct s, of course,
exclusionary. Such conduct, by definition as wella by natue,lacks procompetitive
business motivation.” CL at 38 (JA 2418).

B. The Supreme Coursdecisionsin Eastman Kodak and Aspen, and this Courts
decision in Neurnann, siate sexled aatitrus aw. Cours routinely define exclusionary
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[image: image168.jpg]or predatory conduct s conduc that would not make economic sense unless t
climinated or softened competition and thus permitted the costs of the conduct fo be
recouped through higher profits resuling from the lack of competiton.

730, “That Plaindffs sate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspi and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatoin s conspiracy to cngage In A Multfaceted Campaign Of Exclusionary
‘Conduct That Maintained s Monopoly Power and violated Secion 1 of the Sherman Act
by Bundling through the anticompetitive P pools and other schemes,the result that
Ivicwit Companies IP i sold i combination orin multitude with ther products.

A. That Plantiffs state on information and belief, defeadant, id knowiagly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and
unknown, prticipate in  conspiracy, ncluding but no limited to, Proskauer,
Rubcastein, MPEGLA, Intel, Real, RYJO, Foley, MLG, BSTZ, Dick, Joao, Boch,
‘Coester, Becker, NDA violator, ofher contract violators and anyiall IP poois related
o amy of the defendants, are liable under The Supreme Courts Tying and Bundling
Decisions. For purposes oftying analysis, the Supreme Court has consistetly rled
et the answer Lo the question whether one or two products isinvolved turas not on
the functonal relation between them, bu rather on tho character ofthe demand for
the two ftms.” Jeffrson Parish, 466 US. t 19, The Court has focused on whether
thre s separate demand for the wo items because the prohibition on tying is
concemmod with foeclosure of competiton on the merits i th ied product, which
can occur onlyifthere can be such compeition separate from competition n th tying
product Id.at 12-14, 19-22. The Supremme Cout has accordingly condemned tying
armangements that link distinet markets that are "distingishable ia the cyes of
buyers."Id. at 19, citing Times-Picayunc Publg Co. v, United Staes, 345 US. 594
9s3).

B, The JeTerson Parish test inquires whether “there is a sufiient demand for the
purchase o [the tod product] separat from [th tying product] o dentify adisioct
product marke in which it i effcient o offe” the two products *separately.” 466

e
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[image: image169.jpg]USS. 8¢21-22; sccord Eastman Kodak, 504 US. at 462 ('sufficient consumer demand
50 thatitis cffcicnt for a firm to provide” them scparacly). This st requires the
court 0 ask whcther a supplicr in a competitive market would povidethe products
scparately, thus distinguishing situations in which the refusal 0 supply them
separately i effcieat from sitaaions in which the refusal might be profiable only
because ofits adverse effect on competition. See, .8, Eastman Kodak, 504 US. at
462-63;Jeffeson Parish, 466 U.S. ot 21-22.

C. First, the Jefferson Parishtes reflctsthe Supreme Court’s sutbortative guidnce
o bow 0 apply Secton 10 tying arungements, The Supreme Courtspoke clealy in
Jefferson Parish, an the district cour “was bound o follow its guidance,” CLat S1
(JA2431), unless and until that Court concludes thata ifferent standard i more.
appropriste in paticular circumstances. S, .5, Rodrigucz do Quijas v.
‘Shearson/American Express,Inc, 490 U.S, 477, 484 (1989). This Cour, sting en
banc,i also obligated to follow Jeffrson Parish, but it s not obligated o follow
Microsoft I, See, e, LaShawn v. Barry, §7 F.3d 1389, 1395 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (en
banc).

731, That Pliotifsstatc oninformation and belic, defendants Tying snd

‘Bundling Had Significant Competitive Cansequences
A. Standard-Seiting Activities - Ina elated area issues may arise in connection with
standard:-settng activities by members of an industry, Standard-seting issues are
virtally inherent n o-business, snce Internet commurication 8 impossible unless
participacts have agreed o follow # universal s of protocols. Because the standards-
stting process may be abused 0 povide a competiive advantage t0a subset of
competitors i the industry,standardseting should be ndertake in  structured
‘manner tha (2) ensares all key industry constitucncy groups an opportunity for
‘meaningful participation, and (b) relics on objective daa. Problems may also arise
‘where,inthe course of standard-seting procecdings, one pticipant fils o disclose
o the standard-secing body I rights held by the partcipant that may be infinged by
a proposed standard. By failing o disclose IPrights relating 1o the standard, the
participant may set thestage fo infringement claims againstal o th fims that
design to the standard following s adoption.
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[image: image170.jpg]'B. That Phintfs statc oninformaton and belicf defendants, 0id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intetionally combine, confederate conspire and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-consprators whose names are both known and.
waknown, partcipse n # conspiracy to maintain Exclusionary Agreements and
control ofthe TP poos to block Iviewi Companiesteckmologies from being
monetized by Iviewit Companics and thse agreements instead nured money to
defendants dirctly orindirecty to furthr the ciminalactivitis and cover up crimes
ofthecriminal enerprises, descibed herein further.

732, That Plaintifs statc o information and belict, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly,and itentionally combine, confedecse, conspire and agieetogether with.
each other, and withother co-conspiators whase names e both known and unknows,
pacticipateina conspiracy o violate RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT
ORGANIZATIONS (RICO).

A. Acts, ncluding but ot limited t; pacnt thef, copyright thel raudulent patent
spplications,fraudulent rademark spplications, intemational ptent fraud, violations
of federalpatent bar laws, violtions of paten law, forgry, ntitrust violations,
extorton through treat, conspiracy, monopoly vilations, extortion trough treats
and desruction of ersonal propery,robbery, conspiracy, embezzlement,arson, and
other crimes described herein and any other crimes known and unknown n the
‘commissioning of th crminal enterprise, as furthr described berein, crimes und
covecup crmes.

B Main paticipant, including but not limitd to, Proskaver,Joso, MLG, Foley,
Dick, Bochm, Becker, BSTZ, Zafman, Weisberg, CW, Rubenstcin and Utley and all
otber defendants described herein, in that al acts combined and scparatc constiuic
the actions of the criminal enerprises Prosksver and Foley,asfurther defincd berein,
who direcid the actviies ofth defendants i variouscriminal cts, and any ofber
‘partcipants both known and unknown who sided and sbetid i the commissioning of
any criminal acts to further the conspiratorial enfrpriscs, o be urthe learoed with
further discovery who directed and conirolled what actons ofthe defeadants and
‘which defendants paricipated i th various acts ofthe criminal cterpriscs.
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[image: image171.jpg]C. That Platifs statc on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confedera, conspire and agres together with
cach other, and with olher co-conspicators whose names ae both known and
unknown, partcipatein  conspiracy and that s an additionl step i the coordinated
conspiracy of the defendants, ncluding but not limited o, Proskauer, Foley,
Rubenstein, Wheele, Utley,Joao, Dick, Bochim, Becker, BSTZ undertook a knowing
and willulseres ofintroductions of the inveations 1 prolferate the nyentions to
potenia icensces of the viewit Companies inventions, ncluding but not limited to;
Inte, Real, Silicon Gruphics,Inc, Lockbeed Marin, MPEGLA, AOL, WB, SONY
Corporation, Metro-Goldseyn- Mayer Inc., Paramount Pictures, Deatsche Telecom,
‘Compaq Computer Corporation, Eastman Kodak, Universal Pctures, Hewltt
Packard, and bundreds of others under non-disclosure agreements ("NDA'S") and
other straegic alliances and icense agreements. That a list of NDA vioators can be
found a the urls;

. bitp/iviewittv/CompanyDocs/Patcnts/Confidentialiies 20010612
420-420B00k%2000e
. Bpfiviewitv/CompanyDocs Patents/Confidentialites’20010612
420-520Bo0k%20Two.tif
i bitp/fiviewit tviCompanyDocsPatcats/Confidentialitics 20010702
420-9420Book¥20Three.if and
v, biip/viewittv/CompanyDocs/Patents/Confidentialtes’20010612
H20H20ListH2005%
and whercby such NDA's are further incorporated herein by reference. Once the IP
‘was proliferated by defendantsin defiance ofsuch agreements, defendantsthen
avoidod caforcement of said NDA's and profits were directly realized by defendnts
and not Iviewit Comparies through this scheme and anifice to efiaud thus funding
the criminal aterprises criminal acivitis.
733, “That Plintifs sate definitions are met for RICO under TITLE 18 PARTT

(CH 96 Sec 1961 RACKETEER INFLUENCED AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS

("RICO"). Definitions ae met and a clasic RICO complaint meeting all crtera of

ongunized crime nterprise have been fulfled, and, that defendants met th definitions
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[image: image172.jpg]‘whercby the racketcring activitcs have involved acts and treets involving robbery and

extorion, and further bave involved the following acts which ar indictable under the

following provisioas of Tile 18:
A, That laintifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘snlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
cach other, and withotber co-<onspirators whose pames are both known und.
unknown, puticipac in & conspirecy vioatesecton 1341 (reating 0 mail frsud).
“That defendant, ncluding but not fimited 0, Proskauer, Foley, Rabeasein, Whesler,
Utley, Joso, Dick, Bochm, Becker, BSTZ Folcy, Proskaucr, MLG, Joao, and BSTZ,
and others whosided snd sbetted i the commissioning o these ermes, commitied
‘mail violations tha effetuated all of the following crimcs, bk frsud, frud on the
'USPTO, fuud on foeig nations through trade reatiss,fraud on a Bankrupicy
‘Cour,fraud on securiies firms, fraudulent sae corporate transactions involving.
securites and other mail rauds known and uaknown, where further discovery will
eeded to evaluate the multfudes of mail fraud thataided and abeted the crmes.
B, That Plainffs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlwully, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose rames ar both known and
‘unknown, parcipat in a conspiracy o violte secton 1343 (relating o wie fruud).
“That defendants, ncluding butnot limited t, Proskaver, Foley, Rubenstei, Whesier,
Utley, Joso, Dick, Bohm, Becker, BSTZ Foly, Proskaser, MLG, Jox, and BSTZ,
and others who aided and abeied inthe commissioning of thesc crimes, commitied
wire violsions tha efectuated allof the following, bank fraud, fraud on the USPTO,
faud o forign nationsthrough trde treatiscs, fraud on # Bankruptcy Court, fraud
on securitics firms,fraudulent ta corporat transaction involving securites and
other wire frauds known and unknown, where further discovery will necded 1o
evaluate the multitades of wire frud that aided and abetted
C. That Plaintifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intenionally combine, confoderatc conspie and agree ogether with
cach other, and withother co-conspiators whose names are both known and.
amknown, paticipate in a conspiracy to violate section 1503 (rclting o obstruction




[image: image173.jpg]of justice). That defendant, incluing but notlimited o, Poskauer, Labarga, TFB,
Foley, Dick, FSC, 1 DDC, 2% DDC, Krane, Triggs, Flehaus, VSB, Johnson, Cabill,
Dick, Tumer and Hoffinan conspired to obstruct justice in muliple yemues of law and
justie i order deny due process and procedurerights t Plaintff. That Anderson
further suppors the charge ofabstrction of justice.

D, That Plainfs st on information and belef,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confoderate, conspire and agres ogher with
‘cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose mames ar both known and
unknown, participae in a conspiracy o violat secton 1510 rlating 1o bstruction
of criminal investigations)as further defined bercin.

E. That laintifs state on information sad belet defendant, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and inteationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, und with other co-conspirators whose names areboth known and
unknown, participa in a conspiracy, including but not limited to, Proskatcr, Foley,
Dick, Labarga, TFB, FSC, 1* DDC, 2 DDC, Krane, Triges, Flechaus, VS8,
Johnson, Cabil, Dick, Tumer, Kearse and Hofliman to obstrct justce in multiple
veaues of faw and jusicein order deny due process and procedure rights o Plaintifs,
a5 described heren. That Anderson futher supportsthe charge of bstruction of
crminal investgations.

¥, That lainiffs stae on information and belcf, defindants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intctionall combine, confoderat, conspire and agree ogether with
cach other, and withother c0-conspiators whose names are both known and.
unkoown, participae in a conspracy o vioatesecton 1511 rclting o the
obstructon of State arlocal lw caforcement). Tt defendants, including but not
limited to, Proskauer, Labargs, Foley, TFB, FSC, 1* DDC, 2 DDC, Krane, Trigss,
Flechaus, VSB, Johson, Cabill, Dick, Turner, Kearse and Hoffman, obstructed tatc
and local law enforcemeat inseveral states as defincd berein,

G, That Plaintf stat on information and belief,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, andinteationally combine, confederate, conspire and gree topeher wth
cach other, and with otber co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘unknow, paticipat ina conspiracy fo violatesection 1951 (elting o intefercace
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[image: image174.jpg]‘with commerce, robbery, or extortion). That Plaitifs state an information and belif,
dofendants have intefered with commeree, committed robbery and commitied
extortion as described herein.

H. That Plantifs statc on information and beief, defeadant, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confoderate, conspire and agres togthe with
‘each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names are both known and
unkaown, paricipate in a conspiracy 1o, inclading but ot limited t, Utley, Reale and
Tiedemann commit robbery as defined further ercin.

L. That Plainifs sate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and ntentionally combine, confederate, conspirc and agree togeher with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
unknown, partcipate ina conspiacy to violate section 1952 (reatiag to
racketeering), ses Racketecring charges herein.

3. That Plaintifs state on information and belcf, all defendants, did knowingly,
anlawfully, and inteationally combine, confoderatc, conspire and agre together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and
‘nknown, partcipate in  conspiacy to violat section 1957 (rclating to cgaging in
‘monetary transactions in property derved from specified unlawfulactivty). That
Plantifsstate on information and belief, defendants defined hercin engaged in
‘monetary transations in propery derived from specified unlawhl activty, a defined
bercin.

K. That Plainiff stae on information and belcf,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confoderate, conspir and agres ogther wih
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names ae both known and
‘unknown, participate in a conspiracy o violate 2315 (reating o intersate
ransportation of stolen property). That defendants, incuding but notimited 10,
Utky, Reale and Tiedemann violatedintrstate transpartation o solea propesty in
taking stolen equipment over satelincs o cffectuae partof the conspiracy 1o stesl
P, That defendants transported tolen P and othes propertc, ncluding but not
Jimited 10, highly proprietry computers acrossstte borders and international
borders.




[image: image175.jpg]L. That Plaintfls stae on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combiac, confederate, conspire and agree ogether with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
unknown, paticipat ina conspiracy to violte section 2318 (elating 1o traffcking in
‘counterfitlabels for phonarecords, COmpUIEE PTOgFAMS OF COmpUer Program
‘documenttion or packaging and copies of motion picturs or ther wudiovisual
works).

M. That Plaintifs statc on information and belicf defeadants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and inteotionally combinc, confederaic, conspire and agree ogether with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
snknown, putcipae n  conspirscy o vilat section 2319 (relatng 1o crminal
infringement of a copyright). That defendant, ncluding but not limited to,
Proskaucr, Rubenstein, Jouo, Fley, Dick, BSTZ, MLG, Weisberg, Boehim and
‘Becker failed 1o fle copyright protections fo source codes and other IP. Where.
Proskaucr biled for Copyright protections but filed to seek protecion.

N, That Plainifs stae on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
anlawfully, and intentionally combine, confoderate, conspir and agres togther with
each other, and with ofher co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘unknown, participse i & conspiracy to commit arson with the probable fneat of
‘murder when analyzed in elation fothe threats made on Plaintff Bernsten by Utley
o commit murder,

O, That Plainiffs stat on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and ntentionaly commbinc, confiderte, conspire and agres oether with
each other, and with otber co-conspiators whose pames areboth known and
unknown, partcipat in  conspiracy to commit embezzlement as described hercn.
That defendants Utley and Reale were charged with cmbezzlemeat with the Boca PD
and where equipicat nd ofher propertis were recovered, a further described
herein.

. That Plaitifs state on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentioally combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and




[image: image176.jpg]uaknown, participae in  conspirscy o commit malipl acs of faud,including but
not limited to, raud against; the Ivicwit Companics and inveaiors, sgencics of the
United States,statc agencics,discplinary ageacics,a federal bankruptcy cour, satc
courts, the SBA, investment banks,investors aad international agencies in vioation
of trade reatises and intermational laws, s described herein.
Q. That Plaintifs stte on information and belcf defendants, did knowingly,
snlawfuly, and inteationaly combine, confederatc conspire and agree ogether with
cach other, and with olher co-conspirators whose names ae both known and
mknown, patcipate in  conspiracy to commit bankruptcy fraud as described herein.
R. That Plainiffs stte on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawiully, and intcationaly combine, confoderate, conspie and agree ogether with
‘each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘unknown, participate i & conspracy o comnmit secuitiesfraud s defined herein.
. That Plainiff stae on information and belicf,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intestionally combine, confederate, conspire and agres ogssher with
cach other and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘unknown, paticipat ina conspiracy to comnmit Mirder-for-Hire a described heein.
“T. That Plaintiffs stat on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, and inteaionally commbins, confiderate, conspire and sgree together with
each other, and with otber co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘unknows, participate in # conspiracy o commit xtortion s described herein.
V. That Plaintifl state on information and belif, dofendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and inteatioally combine, confoderate conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and
‘nknown, partcipate in  conspiracy to commit blsckmail as described heren.
734, That Plintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
ualawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
paricipatein conspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec 1962 s) - RICO
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[image: image177.jpg]A. That Plaintifs statc on information and beief, prohibited activites have faken
place and defendants have recived income derived, dirctly and/or indircely, from a
pattem of racketcering activity in which such defendants have paricipated as
principals to use and invest directy and or indirecty any part of such income and
procecds of such of ncome in acquisition of any nterest n,or the establishment and
operation of,caterprise which s cagaged in and the activiics which offct, nterstate
and forcign commerce, and defendants patten of acketesriog acivity acquired aod
‘mainained, dirctly snd indirectly, an iferes i and control of enterprises engaged
i and the activities of which effectinerstate and foreign commerce, and defendants.
are employed by and associated with enteprises cngaged inand the activiics which
affect interstate and forcig, and have conducied and participaed, directly and
indirctly in be conduct of such eterpris's affis through a paie of racketering
a8 descrbed herein.

735, That Plaintffs sate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agres together with
cach otber, and it other o-<onspiators whase names are both known and unknown,
partcipatcin s conspiracy 0 violate TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 SEC 1962 (8) RICO, That
defndants have used and invested the procecds of income derived from  pattem of
rcketeering, in which they participated s  pincipal, 0 establish, operat or scqire any
interest i any enteprise cngaged inor ffcting intestate commerce.

A. That Plainiffs st on information wnd belef defendants did knowingly,
unlavully, and intntionally cormbine, confederate, conspire and agree ogether with
ach other, and with co-conspirators and others whose names are both known and
‘unknown, fo bencfit and use procceds from defendants patiem of racketeering acivity
for the futherance of th legitimat aspects of the organizations, s stockbolder
dividends, cmployes and exceative salries,bonuses and operaing expenses, to
‘purchasc and sequice goods and services, direc the proceeds of the racketecring
actvity oo the general funds ofthese defendant rginizations, heir employees, heir
‘executives, their stockholders, theirsubcontractors and others.

B. This vioation was n concert with ax and/or corrupt regalatory and faw
enforcement agencies and offcias, constiuting an association i fat or the purpose
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[image: image178.jpg]of rackctecring activity. Aftr being apprized of theilcgal activitics by Ivicwit
Companies, none of these eglatory and aw enforcement agencies orindividuals
made adequate,if any,effot 1o nvestigat,report o remedy the llega activiies,
although they are lgally obligated by staute and Siduciary duty to doso.

736, That That Plaitifs state on information and belicf defendants, Gid
Knowingly, unlawfully, and intenionally combine, confederat conspire and agree.
together with each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known
and unknown, participate in a conspiracy o violate TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 SEC 1962
(B) RICO. Acquiring anintcrst in o controlof an cnerpriscthrough a pttem of
racketeering aciviy.

A, That Plaintifs statc on information and belcf defendants did Knowingly,
unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agres togsther with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar boh known and
‘unknown,participate in  conspiracy to soqire and 10 maintain markess i the Tviwit
‘Companics techmologics markets trough  frauduleat sries of events 0 acquire
‘ownership interest andlor controlof inventors inventions, companies and other
business enterpriscs; o unfarly compete with ohr veadors through the IP pools and
violatons of coatrats, including but notlmited to, NDA's and other schemes 10 gain
‘market advantage throvgh a patte of racketeering aciviy; and o affect interstatc
and forcign commerce through & atem of racketeering actviy.

B. This violation wasin concert with corrupt andor incpt regulatory and law
enforcement officials, constituting an associaton i fac fr the purpose of
racketeering actvity. Afer being apprized of the llogal activiics by Ivewit
‘Companics,these persons in rogulatory and law enforcement made lice, ifany, effort
1o investigal report o remedy th llgal activitie,aithough they are legally
obligated by satutc and iduciary duty 0 do 30 8 described hercin.

737, That Plaintiffs satc o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederatc, coaspire and agre together with
each other, an with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
partcipatein  conspiracy o vioate TITLE 18 PARTT CH 96 SEC 1962 (C) RICO.
‘Conducting the affair of an catcrprisc through  pattem of racketeering.
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[image: image179.jpg]A, That laintiff sate on information and belif,defendants in concert with all ther
defendants and cach of them, did knowingly, unlawfully and inteationally combis,
‘confoderate, conspir, and agree togsther with each othr, with named co-conspirators
nd with others whose names are both known and unknown, 0 conduct th affirs of
an eaterpris through a pattem of racketeering activity to promote the affais ofthe
enterprise.

B. This violation wasin concert with corrupt and/or incp regulatory officers or law
cnforcement who aflr being apprized of the ilegal activites by Iiewit Companies,
none of the defendants who hold regulatory or law enforcement ies made
reasonable effort o investigate report o remedy th illegal activiics, thercfore
condoning the activtio as descibed herein.

738, That Plaintiffs satc on information und belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiraiors whose names e both Known and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy to violte TITLE 18 PARTI CH 19 SEC 1962 (D) RICO.
Unlawl forany person o conspire o violte Sections 1962 (), 1962 (b), and 1962 (0.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belef,defendants in concert with all other
defendants nd each of them, did knowingly, unlawully and inteationally combine,
confederate, conspire, and agree together with each ofher, with named co-conspirators
and with others whose names aro both known and unknown, commitvioltions ofthe
Racketeer Influcnced and Corrupt Organizations A, and to prevent the conspiracy
from becoming known o the public.

B. This violation wasin concert wih corrupt and/or inep regulatory agents and law
enforcement who afier being apprized of the illegal activites by Iiewit Companies,
one ofthe defendants who bold regulatory orlaw enforcement posiions made
reasonsble effort 1o investigat reportor emedy the legal activitcy,thrcforo
engaging in a conspracy by condoning the activities trough thir nactons.

RICO STATEMENT FORM QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
739, That Plintifs state on nformation and belief,this case contains a Civil

'RICO i, il in this Court pursuant 0 18 U.S.C. Scctions 1961-1968. The Order
designed 1o establish 8 uniform and. lure for deciding RICO cases. The
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[image: image180.jpg]Plainiffs are filing within 20 days of the entry of thisorder, by incorporating a RICO
case statemeat within this Amended Complaint (an orginal and ame (1) copy) atached.
“The statcment includes the fcts Plainif ely upon t nitiate this RICO complaintas
result of the *reasonable inguiry” required by Federal Rule of Civil Procedare 11 In
particula, the tatement s in a form which both uss the mumbers and feies st forth
below, and it also iled as part of an amended and retated complaint in which the
llcgations of the smended and rstaled complaint reasonably follow the organization set
out below in the form and whercby Plaintifsstate in detail and with specificity the
following information for the numbered form:

RICO STATEMENT FORM
i, State whether the alleged unlawful conduct i in violation of 18 US.C. Sections

1962(), (b), (), andor (d). 1f you allege violations of more that on Section 1962

subsections, treat each s a separste RICO claim.

Answer: Violations of 18 U.S.C. Sections 1962(s), b), (¢, snd/or (¢)us defined
hercin

il List each defendant and stae the alleged miscondict and basis of libility of cach

defendant.

Answer:  Defined herein.

i, Listthe alleged wrongdoers, and sate the alleged misconduct of each wrongdoer.
Answer:  Defined bercin.

v, Listthe alleged vietims and sate how each victim allegedly was injored.
Answer: _Iviewit Companics sharcholders, Patcut Interest Holders and Plsntifs.
Each was injured by the thefl of P by the cuterprise and its agents described herein.
‘Economi are estimated if all IP were lost dve t0 the actions of the Enterprise at One
Trilion Dollas.

. Described in detil the patier of racketeering activiy or collecion of an unlawful

et alleged for each RICO claim. A description of the pttern of racketeering activiey

shallinclude the following information:
Answer:  Defined herein.

Vi, List the alleged predicate acts and the specific satutes allegedly violated;

Amswer:  Defined herein.
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[image: image181.jpg]Vi Provido the dates of the pedicateacts, the participantsinthe predicate acts and
description of the facts surrounding each predicate act;
Answer:  Defined hercin,
i, Ifthe RICO claim s based upon the predicated offenses of wire faud, mail fraud,
frauin the sale of scurites, o fraud in connection with a case under ULS.C. Title Il the
circumstances constiing fraud or mistake shall be state with particulrity,” Fed. R
Civ. P. (b). Tdontiy th time, place und contents of the alleged misrepresentation or
omissions, and the identity of prsons fo whom and by whorm the slleged
mistepresentations or missions were made;
Answer: - Defined berein.
x. Describe whether the allcged predicae acs relat 1 the cnterprise s partof a
common plan. 1o, describe in detail.
Amswer: The predicate cts of the enterprise were part ofa common plan o commit
theft of P und deny due process t evade prosecetion for the crimes committed by the
enterprise andal of it agents defined berein.
. Describein detalth alloged enteprise for each RICO claim. A deseription of the
eaterprie shall include the following information:
Answer:  The enterprise for cach RICO claim s presumed to be through thelaw
fims of Proskauer and Foley. That ll agents of Proskauer and Foley that were
‘commissioned to commit any of the ol criminal and civil violations are assumed to
be through th diretion of itherfor Proskauer and/or Foly.
Xi. Stue the names of theindividuals, partaeships,corporations, associatons orother
entties allegedly constituting the enterprise;
Answer:  The names of te individuals who are known to bave partcipated are
defined berin and acted through the commissioning ofthe catcrprises Proskauer and
Foley. Thesc other enites would include, bt are not fmited 0, the pamed.
dcfenduntsinthir catiretyasal ogether they have aced o furher the crimes for the
‘main entrpriscs of Proskaucr and Foley.
xil. Describe the structure, pupose, roles,function and course of conduct of the

...




[image: image182.jpg]Auswer: The siuctreofthe enerpries i mainly lw firms s thei egal.
scumen 10 commit raud pam inventors and he USPTO to enable P thefl v
violationsofstorsey clent privileges” o ober methods. Described erenis he
function und course of conduct of the enterpriscs. The enterprise also is capable of
miummwmmmwmmnymmmu
legal and judicial systems to deny due process to its victims.
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cnterpise;

Answer:  Cerain defendantsar directcmployees, offces, dirctors, parers,fegal
counsel o th alleged caterpiss.

xiv.. smwhammyddm“—u.dmmnmmmmuu

bow,
Answer.  Described hercin.

xv. State whother you allege that the defendunts are individuals or entities scpurate

form the alleged caterprise, or that the defendants are the enterprisc itself, or members of

thocnerprise;
Answer: - Deseribod hrein.

Xvi. 18 you allge any defendants o be the enterprise el o mermbersofthe

enterpis,explain whethersuchdefendants ar pepetaors, passive instrumens,or

‘victims of the alleged racketcering activity.

Answer. It is believed that the enterprises members described hercin are.
porperator.

‘State whether you allege and describe in detail how the pattem of racketeering.

activity an th cnerpris aresepartcorhave merged nfo ne ity
Auswer: Thatth catepriseshave emained separte sthough sharing commen
o,

xviil.  Describe the alleged relationship between the activities of the enterprise and the

‘pattern of racketecring activity. Discuss how the racketcring activity differs from the

‘usual and daily activitics of the enterprise, if at all.

Answer:  The racketccring element of the enterprises differs from their day to day
busines inthattheir day 0 day busines i theoffring of egal srviecs o proect
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[image: image183.jpg]client nterests. The racketecring clemeat is i theactivitis of thelaw firms o
insicad of protecting clients, vioating thei legal ights.
xix.  Describe what beneft,ifany, th allegod enterpise eceives from the alleged
potter of racketeering activity.
Answer:  The bencfits eccived are rights (0 P poperty of inveators* inventions and
royalties.
xx. Describe the effect of the activitics of the enterpise on nterstate of forcign
Answer:  Described herein.
. Ifthe complaint allcgs a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 1962(s),provide the
following information:
il State who receved the income derived form th patien of rackelcring activty
or through the collecton of an unlawful debt; and,
Answer: e income was received by various agents of the enterprise, including but
ot imied to the catcprises Proskauer and Foley, and,al of the defendants named
herein and possbly other unknowns ot this time.
il Describe the we of investment o such income.
Answer:  The use of investment o th illegally gained royaltes is not wholly known
although parts ofthe ncome are belicved to grow the caferpriscs named herein and 1o
furthe cffoctuate more TP crimes and to bribe cover up paticipais,
“Thatfurther, the ncome s used 1o futher monopolize markets gained from the stolea
1P in hosts ofotherincome producing schermes.
xxiv.  Ifthe complaint alloges # violaion of 18 U.S.C. Section 1962(0), provide the
following information:
1. Describe in detilthe acquisiton or maintcance of any interst in or control of
the alleged enterprise and,
Answer:  Usknown a thi time and rthr discovery would provide more
information regarding eny scquisiton or maistensace of any inteest i or control of
the alloged enterprises Foley and Proskauer and their agents who aided and abetted fn
the criminal acvites of the cterpriscs.




[image: image184.jpg]2. State whether the same entity i boththe lsble “person” and the "enterprise”
‘nder Scction 1962(b). - =

Answer: - Yes,the same enity i b the lisble “persons” and the “enterprses” and

ulnrmmmm-ﬂumnuwmmﬁmm
XXV, Hmwmlll!p--vialuilnolllU.SC.Se:(ImIDQ(:).nmvidaﬁc
Tolowing information:

1. State who is employed by or sssociated with the entrpric;

Answer: - The enerprises cmploy and associate with sl of the named defendants
hereina direst cmployees o partners, . o s agents who ided and abeted inthe
ctiminalactivitiesofthe entrprise s fther described herin.

2. State whetherthe same cotity i both the lible "person and the *caterprise”
under Section 1962(0).

Answer: - Described herein and above.

xxvi.  Ifthe complaint alleges a violation of 18 U.S.C. Section 1962(d), describe in
deail e llegod conspiracy;

1. Descrbe the alloged infury to usinessor property;

Answer:  Described hercin and abore.

2. Describe therelationship between the llogod injury and violaion of the RICO
satte.

3. Listthe damages sustained by reason of the violation of Section 1962, indicating
the amount for which each defendant allogedly is liable.

Answer.  The entepriss and alofth defendants together are Habe for
approximately One Trilion Dollars i the IP rights have boca whlly lost, napposite the
Constitution reganding inventors” rights.

4. Listall other foderal causes of action, if any, and provide the relevant statute

umbers.
Answer: Described hercin.
5. Listall pendant state claims, if any.




[image: image185.jpg]Amswer.  Descrbed heren orthe stats of Flrida, New York and Delaware, Other
statecrimes may bave been commited in various other stats o effectuate th ermes und
‘il take further discovery to cortoctly ases such.

6. Provide any additonal information you feel would be helpfl o the Court i
processing your RICO claim.

Answer:  Plintfsfel that due o the complexity of the RICO charges federally
and i th sates of Florida and New York this case would be beter prosecued by
criminal invesigatos and prosecutors. Plinifsfeltht this Courtshould grant
immediate Pro Counsel stdied inall genvesof complx civiland crimiallaw tht the
RICO and aher foderal, st and inemational las violaed will eqire.

‘This onder was adopted by the court en bane atits meeting of June 3, 1987. The court has
flrther directed it bo cotercd in cach RICO case at the time of iling.
End of generic RICO statement.

740, LIST OF DAMAGES SUSTAINED: BY REASON OF THE
'VIOLATION OF 1962, INDICATING THE AMOUNT FOR WHICH EACH
DEFENDANT IS ALLEGEDLY LIABLE.

A. That Plainifssateon information and belie, Iviewit Companics shows damages

already a  minimum value t be estimated st alow estimate 0 dae ofseveral

‘hundred billin dollrs plus ten years of uncamed royaltcs due o the conversions by

the caterpriscs to n estimat of on tillon dolar  date and over the twenty year

1if o the TP, ilons of doliars,

. That linifssate on information and belc, th aforcssid outrageous condct

by defendants, s cach ofthem, conspiratorially, was done intetionally for the

puapose of depriving Iviewit Companiesof their oyt

741, DESCRIPTION OF THE DIRECT CAUSAL RELATIONSHIP

BETWEEN THE ALLEGED INJURY AND THE VIOLATION OF THE RICO
STATUTE.

A That Plainifssta oninformation snd bele, defendants, did knowingly,
confederate, consire and agree together with

/s
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[image: image186.jpg]cach other, and it other co-conspirators whose namcs a both known and.
unknown, pticipse in a conspiracy which caused loss of P rights o the Iiewit
‘Companies un inventors d was done by two of more parties commiting  host of
the predicate acs RICO defies.

742, DESCRIPTION OF THE ALLEGED INJURY TO BUSINESS OR

PROPERTY
A. That Plainifs state o information and belcf, s  diect and proximae reslt of
defeadants o al of them, nclusve, tha the Iviewit Companies and shareholders
have suffere toal los ofrights o thei LP for almost 10 years and other damages 1o
e busicss descrbed berein.
B, That Painifsstate on information and belict, viewit Compnies has ncured
expenscs o investigae and ltigatefraudulentactions against frauduleat companies,
frudulen foderal Bankruptcies, faud on the USPTO, the EPO, the JPO and bar
complaints and ethics complints i several states where violations of thics and bur
agencies rules and procedures were 50 grossly violated by public oficers, so much 50
a5 to cause Plaintiff Bernscin peronl loss s cxtreme as o force his amily into
destitutc and fnancialy impoverished and causcd financallos o all shareholders,
C. That Plaintifssat on information and belie, defendants, and all of then, snd
ach of thern, by ther extreme and outrageos conduct ntended to causesevere
‘emotiona distress to snobes,tho possibiltyof bodily harm resuling us u esult of
thrats nd a car bombing ofthe main inventor, s 2 means o slence Ivewit
‘Companies from disclosing information abo defendants legal and comupt conduct
. That Plaintils sat on information and blie, defendants knew, or should bave
Known beingattomeys a law (hereshold futher be o excuse of ignorance and o
relicfin penalty), that their intentional conduct as described heren s utrageos,
illegaland beyond all bounds of decency and civilized bekavior, uterly inolerable in
a civilized community, uncosscionsble, extremely malicious and would catse
Plaintif Bernsiein o suffer the highest evels of emotiona distress,shock, Boror,
fea,gref, anger, mental humilistion, disres of mind, alarm, dissppointment,
despair, worry, physicalinjury and lless, Defendants were well aware tha their
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[image: image187.jpg]conduct would cause disiess 50 sever and of such a nature hat 0 easonable person
ol be expected to cadure it and,it i asserted herein that his was all withscinter.
E. That Plintifs stic on information and belief, emotional distress was &
foresecable and direct result of the defendants' acts and were meant 1o cause:
intentional infliction of emotional distess on inventor Plaintiff Bermstein and others.
F. Thatthe Tvicwit Companies have been destroyed and forced o struggle with
Iviewit Companics investors worred about stolen and lost mosics and theirrights to
1P they investcd in. Defendants actions have caused alack of ability o raise capial
based on the patent suspensions and other investor worries,rightfully so, s the
‘ownership of the US and foreign patents s uncerain.

‘G. That Plainifs stae on information and belif, Kranc and Triggs through
conflicted responses o Florida and New York Supreme Court Statc Bar Associations
tried o cast aspell of insanity on inventor Plaintiff Bemstein, 50 3 o createa false:
belie that Paintiff Bernstein was a conspiracy theorist, a person looking for someone
1o blame for  filed dot com and tha their clints knew nothing and handied nothing
o do with P. Yet concealed was th fact that these responscs by both Krane and
Triggs wero done ainted n conflict of interests and in violation of their public office
positions with the stae bars and sae disciplinary agenciesinvestigating the maters
againstthir partners. The anly way to cover up such crimes and hide from the
volumes of damning evidence was 10 se the influence of the most conflicted patners
at Proskaver and buy and/or deril ustice and usurp Plaintifslegal options through
deial of due process.

. Oncerocruitd, Krane and Triggs violated thei tate bax offce positons and
prepared a smear campaign of ridicule against Plaintiff Berustein, while denying duc
process of the complainis gaint their partnrs. This happened almost identiclly in
wo sate bar associations indicating no coincidence and conveying an appearance of
impropriety in all maters relaed. Evidenco that thee are real actionsof defendants
‘d not paranoia of inventor Plantiff Bemstein are flrther corroborated i the filing
of the fraud upon the USPTO chirges signed by Crossborw CEO Wamer supporting
the claims herein. The fact hat pstent applications are being suspended and
information prelminarily obtained indicates fraud both on the USPTO and Iviewit
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[image: image188.jpg]‘Companis, also gives causeto believe tht theinverior is not mad and it i those
wha atiempied 0 steal such nveations that are mad. Intheir desperation defendans
have atempied 0 cover up and have n fact become delusional i thei atempts to
lterthe truth and the timeline of history aticmpting o crasethe truth to the
inventionsfromhistory. I addition, Iviewit Compunies has a multitade of wiaesses
thit confound defendans” sarrealistc phantasmagoricl account of history. Inventor
Plsintiff Bermstcin most has suffered in the denial of e, discovering and preparing
forthis action and delays of time caused by denial of due process through conflics in
the abiliy to love his wife and scehisthrce children, ages six, four and one grow, and
the pain and suffering i has brought o thei lives.

743.  DESCRIPTION OF THE FACTS SHOWING THE EXISTENCE OF

THE ALLEGED CONSPIRACY IN VIOLATION OF U.S.C. 1962(d) defendants,in

‘oncert with all ther defendants und each of them, did knowingly, ualawfully and

intentionally combine, confederate, conspire, and agree together with each other, with

amed co-conspirators and with othes whose names are bt know and unknown,

‘commitvioltions of the Racketer Ifluenced and Corrupt Organizations Act, and to

preveat the conspiracy fom becoming known 0 the public violated Bosis of public

offies all deseibed further bercin.
A. Afer being apprized of th illegal actvities by Iviewit Companics,nooe of the
defendants i public offce positions charged with investigaing as defined herein
made reasonable effort o investgate report o remedy the illegal activiic, therefore
engaging in s conspiracy by condoning the actviies trough their inacions.
744, STATEMENT OF WHO IS EMPLOYED BY OR ASSOCIATED WITH

THE ALLEGED ENTERPRISE, AND WHETHER THE SAME ENTITY 1S BOTH

THE LIABLE PERSON AND THE ENTERPRISE UNDER US.C. 1962(c)

A. That Plaintiffs state on information and belef defendanis, in concert with all
ot defendants and each of them, did knowingly, unlawully and intctionally
‘ombine, confedcratc, conspire, nd agree together with each other, with named co-
‘onspirators and with others whose names are both known and uaknown, to conduct
the affsis of an enterpise through a patern of racketesring ativiy o promote the
afficsof the enterpises. That Proskauer and Foley arethe main enterprises and have




[image: image189.jpg]through afflision with many of those mamed herin conspire together through IP
‘pools and violtions of ther contracts with the Iviewit Companie, forthe benefit of
Various agents of the enterpris t profit fom th stolca IP. The same entite are the
same lisble “persons” and the “cnterpise”.
745, DESCRIPTION OF THE ACQUISITION OR MAINTENANCE OF
ANY INTEREST IN OR CONTROL OF THE ALLEGED ENTERPRISE IN
'VIOLATION OF US.C. 196205)
A- That Plainifssate on information and belic defcndants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, ad intentionally combine, confederatc, conspie and agree togsther with
each other, and it other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and.
unknown, paticipae n & conspiracy to maintain and scquire markets o gain market
advantage through a patten o racketering activty; and afectedintestate and
forign commerce through a patier of acketeeing acivity.
. This violtion was inconcert with corrupt andor inept, and st tmes wnd n certan
instances sucocssful at manipulating regulatory and Jaw enforcement offcials fo deny
due process o Iviewit Companic, constiuting an association in fac or the purpose
of acketeerng activity. Aferbeing apprized of the llcgal acivities by Iiewit
Companics,these persons made lisle, ifany,effort 0 investigac report o remedy the
illgalactiviis,athough thy are lgally obigaied by statute and iduciry duty to
doso.
C. That the main coterpise Proskauer has gained an interestin the MPEGLA TP
‘ool through their representation f them nd tha the profits deived from the egal
actvitiosae thought o be fumneled through the Proskaver TP departmentto partners
of that group that was formed immedisely aflr eaming of theinveations and that
e may be other ways interests ae acquiredfor other defindantsthat are unknown
and where furher discovery vl eveal such.
746, DESCRIPTION OF BENEFITS, THE ALLEGED ENTERPRISE
RECEIVES FROM THE ALLEGED PATTERN OF RACKETEERING
A That Plainifssate on information wnd beliet, defendants’ motives wasatall
times fnancial. Tviwit Companies blieves through the discovery process and the

production of documents a 7"., of evidence to support this allegation will
189
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[image: image190.jpg]be presented 10 this Court. Defendants bencfited financialy from the inventions
stolen from Iviewit Companies and benefit inancially from not paying Ivicwit
Companics royalics in 3 varicty of llegal schemes to conver th technologies and
royaltics for themselves.

747.  DESCRIPTION OF ALLEGED RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE
ACTIVITIES OF THE ENTERPRISE AND THE PATTERN OF RACKETEERING
AcTIvITY.

A. That Plaintifs state o information and belief, defeadanis' schemes are
‘multitudinous. Vicwod from an “outsider's” perspecive, they may sppear rndom but
Viewed from an *insider’s” perspecive and withinsider knowledge and expericace
‘with many simila caims handled by thesc defendant catcrpriscs, an obvious and
prodictable pttern cmerges: That Plaintfl stat on information and belic,there was
collusion amang the defendant, the purpose of which i t increase their profits
through exclusion of Iiewit Companies (0 the inventions by means of thefls, frauds,
relatless economic and psyshological barassment including threats and  car
bombing; deceptions, ielays, and falsifcation of documents, forcing claimants o
8ive up, accept e, o sue; and then futher using the logal system to evade:
prosccution foxther crimes through denying due process through conflcts and
violatons of public officcs

B. The schemes and tacticsinvolve lies, violtions ofattomey clien privileges',
frad, disortions, delays, decet, and misreprescatations, among other things; the end
resul being extortion,including extortion by color of offcial right, of money,
property and benefisrightflly owed the Plaintif.

748, STATEMENT AND DESCRIPTION OF WHETHER IVIEWIT
‘COMPANIES IS ALLEGING THAT THE PATTERN OF RACKETEERING
ACTIVITY AND THE ENTERPRISE ARE SEPARATE OR HAVE MERGED INTO
ONEENTITY.

A. That Plaitifs state on information and beief, that Proskauer and Foley are the
main caterpriss and have commissioned other agents to faclitate various acts o
‘bemefit the main cnterprises and themselves, in aiding and sbetting with th various
SRS
0!
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[image: image191.jpg]749, DESCRIPTION OF THE ALLEGED "ENTERPRISE".
‘A. That Plainiffs stac on information and belef, a al times materal to this
‘complaint, defendants Proskauer and Foloy aro the main “caterprises,” asthat tem is
defined in Tile 18, U.. Code, Secton 1961 (4), which enterprises were engaged in,
and the aciviies of which affected nterstate and foreign commerce. These
“caterprises” conducttheir afais againt legitimate Plaintiffs and the Iviewit
Companics by fraud, deceit, violaions of aniirust laws, thef, arsan, deception,
harassment, delays, itimidation, implicit and cxplicit threats, violations of du
‘processrightsthrough violations of public office; the goal of which s t induc fear,
despai, and economic hardship in Plintiffsso they will drop theirclaims to their IP
o scttle for lessthan they are ighifully owed. There s cvery indication these:
“enterprises” will continue idefnitely, and continue 0 spread 1 other compunics
through merger, cquisitions, und comupt influence,

B. That Plaintiffs state on information and belief, these “enterprises” fll under the
definiion of  RICO “enterprise” as a group of persons associated together for a
‘ommon purpose of engaging in a cours of condct, and as an ongoing organizaton,
formal ornformal [wih] ... various associates function{ing] as a continuing unit.
“Thatthe enterprise, i fims, operat o seal invention from inveators and create
anticompetiive manopolistc P pools o menetize such inventions as their own and
they also operate together to infiltae govemment agencics to commit crmes or
deral justice 0 protect from prosecution if caught,in classc RICO crganizational
‘ebavir. IP pools have raditonally been broken up by Justice as being
anticompettive.
C. The enterprises may condact other forms of legal crimes n other genres of aw
thatare anknown at this time.

750, That Paintifssate on information and belct defendants have violsted:

TITLE 18 PART I CH 19 CONSPIRACY.

751, That Plaintifl tatc o information and belif,defendants have violsied:

Sec371 CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT OFFENSE OR TO DEFRAUD UNITED

STATES.
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[image: image192.jpg]A. That Paintiffsstate on information and belief In sdditon, dcfendants have.
‘commitied offenses to defraud Usited States in s mulitude of acts against the

following agencies, including but not limited to:
i. usPTO

ii. UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT OFFICES
i, FEDERALLY BACKED SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION
iv. FEDERAL BANKRUPTCY COURT
V. STATE SUPREME COURTS
vi. FLORIDA - THETFB
vil. FLORIDA SUPREME COURT
vil. NEW YORK - First Departmest Courl, Sccond Department Court,
1*DDCDDC & 2% DDC
ix. VIRGINIA STATE BAR
. PENNSYLVANIA BAR
. FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
SECRETARY OF STATES IN FLORIDA AND DELAWARE.
FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF Corporations
xiv. DELAWARE DEPARTMENT Corporstions
xv. INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE.

752, That Paintfs sta on information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
ualawfally, and inentionaly combine, confederat, conspie and agree ogether with
cach other, and with ofber co-coaspirators whose names are both knawn and unknown,
‘pasticipate in & conspiracy and fwo or more defendants have conspired and further
conspi to comit offcnses agaist the Uited States, and to defraud the United States,
and agencies thereof in manner sad purpose, and on or morc of such persons did acts fo
effect the object of the conspiracy.

‘A That Plaintf state on information and belf,defendants have violaied Sec.
2071, - Concealment, removal, or mutiation generally.
B. That Plaintis state on information and belict defeadants have violated Sec.
2073. - Falsecatries and roports of moneys or scuritcs.
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[image: image193.jpg]C. That Plaintifs state on information and belicf, defendants have violaed Sec.
2112. - Personal property of United Sttes.
. Thas Plaitifs stte on information and beict, defendants have violated Sec.
2114.- Mall, money, o othe property of Urited Sttes.

() Reccipt, Possession, Conccalment, o Disposal of Property.
E. “That Plaintifssateon information and beie, defendants have violated Sec.
2314, - Transparation ofstolen goods, secritics, moneys, fraudulent State tax
stamps, o articles wsed i countereiing.
F. ‘That Plaitifs state on information and beief defeadants have violted See.
2319. - Criminal infringement ofa copyright

753, That Plintifls state on information wnd blief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawfully, and inentionally combine, confederatc conspire and agree together with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose nammcs ar both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte RACKETEERING.

754, That Plaintifs satc oninformation and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
walawially, and intetionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree fogether with
‘cach other, and with olher co-couspiratars whose names ae both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o viokte; TITLE 18 PART [ CH 95 RACKETEERING Sce
1951 - INTERFERENCE WITH COMMERCE BY THREATS OR VIOLENCE.

‘A. That Plainifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agre togsther with
ach otber, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and
‘unknown, paricipae i a conspiracy with defendan Uley 0 threaten the ife of
Plaintff Bernsicin and his family using the Proskauer and Foley law firms as the
source offea forthethrea. That unknown defendant or John Doe's through arson
alsoplaced a car bomb in Plaintiff Bernsiein's family mirnivan tht blew up three cars:
djacent to Plaintiff Bernscin's minivan in what sppears n attempted contracted
murder pio.

B. That Plaiatiffssate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agres together with
cach otber, and with other igators whose names are both known and
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[image: image194.jpg]‘unknown, patcipat i a conspiacy fo interfere with commerce by threats and
obsiructed, defayod, nd affcted commerce and he movement of articls and
‘commodity in commerce, by robbery and extortion and further conspired 0 to do,
and commitied and threstencd physical violence to Paindff Bemstin in furtherance
o plan with the intended purpose to iolatethis secion.

C. That Plaieissate o information and belic, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, od intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspire and agee together with
each other, and it ofber o-consprators whose names are both known and.
‘unknown, participate in a conspiracy to commit robbery in the unlawful taking and
obisining of personal property and P from inventors and Iviewit Compunics.

D, That Plaiatiffs sateon information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, snd intcatonally combine, confederate, conspire and sgree together with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and.
unknow, puticipate in conspiracy to commit extorion i the obtaning of property
from another, with bis consca,induced by wrongful e of actual ortreatened force,
‘violence,orfear,or under color of officialright. Conspiacy fvolves commerce
‘within the istict of Columbia and Territoies and Posscssions of the Urited States;
involving commerce between poins in a Stae, Teritery, Posscssion, o the Distrct
f Columbia and points outside thereof; and commerce between poiats within the
same State through any place outside such State;und other commerce over which the
United Stats hasfrisiction.

755, That Plaintifs tae on information wnd belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawully, and intrtionally combine, confederatc, conspie and agree together with
each other, and withother co-conspiators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy 0 viokte; TITLE 18 PART [ CH 95 RACKETEERING SEC
1952 Interstate and foreign trvel or transportation i aid of racketeering enterprises

A That Plainifssate on information and belict, defcndunts, did knowingly,
unlawfilly, an intentionally combine, confederat, conspire and agree togetber with
each otber, and it otber o-conspirators whose names are both known and.
unknown, paicipated in 8 conspiacy through Interstate ad forcign raveland
transportation in #id of i ises. Conspirators have through interstate




[image: image195.jpg]and freign commerce used the mail facilies in
mtent; istributing the proceeds of unlawfulactiviie; and atherwise promated,
managed, esablished, cary on, fcltiethe promotion, management, csabishment,
or carying on, unlawfl actvies.

756, That Plaintiffs state on information and belif,defendants, id knowisgly,
‘nlawfully,and intentionlly combine, confedeate, conspire and agres together Wi
cach otber, and with ofber co-coaspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
pariipat in a conspiracy t paricipae in conspracy o violte d comit unlawl
acivites inbusines enerpise involving cxtortion and bibery i violation of e laws
ofthe Statesin which commited and the Federal Code, andacts which ar indictable
e subchapter I of chaper 3 of e 31, United Staes Code, o under section 1956 or
1957 oftis e,

757 That Plainifs sta oninformation nd bele, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, andinentionally combine, confderat, conspive wnd agre togsther with
esch oter, and with ot co-comspraors whose names ars both known and unknown,
participat i a conspiracy o vioate; TFTLE 18 PART | Cl1 95 RACKETEERING SEC
1956 Laundering of monctary instruments.

758, That Plainifs sse o information ad belc, defendants, did knovingly,
unlawfly, andintentionally combine, onfederat, conspire nd agee together with
each oher,and with cthr co-conspiraors whose namesare both known aad unknown,
pactiipat in s conspircy o violate; TFTLE 18 PART | CH 95 RACKETEERING SEC
1957 Engaging n monetary trnsacionsin property derved from specified unlawful
acivityas described berein and 0 e frthe learmed through discovery.

759, That Plainifs stae oninformation and bele, defendants, did knowingly,
nlawfully, and inentonally combine, confodeat, conspire and agre togeber with
each oer,and with other co-consprators whose names s both known aad ko,
partiipat in aconspiacy o vilae; TFTLE 18 PART [ CHAPTER 103 SEC 2112~
Personal property of United St

A That Plainifs sae o information and belic, defendants have robbed and
attempted t0 1o pesonal propertyof Usited Sttesfrom th Iviewit Companies and
mmmwmvm‘gﬁh “That Plaintiffs state on information and
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[image: image196.jpg]belief, SBA Morics were secured through frsud and misrepresentation and then
stolen. SBA loans were collsteralized wih the paicnts which gives the Urited Sates
a vested interestin the IP. Plaintiffs believe th Iviewit patnt, copyrights and
Trademark rights' 10 lso be property ofthe United Statesus well as the SBA funds.

760, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confideate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiraors whose names e both known and unknow,
panicipte in  conspiracy to violstc COMMERCE AND TRADE, That Paintifs state
on information and belie defendants have violaed every contract, combination i the
form of trus our atherwisc, have conspred, i the retraint of tade and commerce smong
the States and with forcign nations, and defendants bave further monopolized, and
‘combined to conspire with s multitude of persons, to monopolize trade of the commerce
‘among the States and foreign nations which s therefore declared o be llgal.

761, That Plaintiffs sate n information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlswly, and intentionaly combine, confederatc, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose narmcs are both known and unknown,
paricipate in  conspiracy o violate; TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 RELATING TO,
'MONOPOLIES AND COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE Sec. 1 - Truss,
et in estaint of tradeilegaly.

‘A. That Plaintiff state o0 information and belif,defendants have used Trusts, e,
inthe restraint of trade; and penalty that every coniract, combination n th form of
trustand otherwise bas boen used i conspiracy, i restraint o trde snd commerce:
among the several States, and it forcign nations, and defendants made coniracts
nd or cogaged in combinations and conspiracy declared o be ilegal

762 That Plaintiffs sstc o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlswflly, and inentionally combine, confederst, conspire wnd agree together with
‘ach other, and with olher co-conspirstors whose names ae both known and unknown,
pasticipatein s conspiracy o violte TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 6 - Forfeiture of
property in ansit

A. That Plaitifs state on information and belicf, concering the forfiture of
property in transit. Property owned under contrac and/or by any combination, and




[image: image197.jpg]pursuant o conspiracy (and being the subject thercof) meationed insection 1 of this
ik, and s the course oftransportation from one State to another,and to foeiga
countries, shal be forfited o the Uited States, and may be seized and condemncd
by like procesdings as hose provided by law forth foreitre, seizare, and.
condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary to law.

763, That Plaintifs stae on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and infetionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and withother co-conspiators whose names are both knawn and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violate; TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 14- Sal, e, an
agreement not o use goods of competitor

764, That Plainiffs sate o information and belie, defendants,did knowingly,
ualawfally, and intenionally combine, confederat, conspire wnd ugree together with
cach other, nd with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unkniown,
panticipatein  conspiracy to violatc; TITLE 15 CHAPTER 1 Sec. 18 - Acquisiion by
e corporation o stock of another, s described herein.

765.  That Paintifs state on information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc, conspire and agree fogether with
cach other, and with othe co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in & conspiracy o violae; TITLE 15 CH 1 Sec 19 Interlocking directaracs
and officers,as described herein.

A. That Plainifs state on information and belic he following defendants, ncluding
butnot limited o, Proskauer, Hersch, Crossbow, Utley, Wheelcr, Rubcnstein, Foly,
Kunc i order o perfot the corporate schemes and artifice 0 defraud violatcd Ttle
15CH 1 5ec19.

B. ‘That Plantiffs state on information and belicf, dcfcndants have violated as a
criminal enterprise the penal provisions of the antitust laws, and such violation is
docmed o be also of the individualdirestors, offcers, and agens of such ciminal
enterprise described herein, who shall have authorized, ordered, and done any of the
acts consitting in Whole o in part such violtion.

766, That Plaintiffs satc on information and belic, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine; confederatc, conspie and agre together with
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[image: image198.jpg]ach other, and with ober co-conspirsiors whose names are both known and unknow,
participatein cospiracy to violate; VIOLATIONS OF FEDERAL TRADE
COMMISSION; VIOLATION OF PROMOTION OF EXPORT TRADE AND UNFAIR
METHODS OF COMPETITION.

767, That Plaindf5s stat on information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederatc, conspire and agree together with
‘ach other, and with ober co-conspiraors whose names are both known and unknown,
‘prticipato n s coaspirscy o violate; TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCIH Il SEC 62 ~ Exporttrade
and anirust egisaton.

768, That Plaintifssatc on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and inentionaly combine, confederat, conspie und agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspiratos whose niemes e both known and unknown,
participae n a conspracy o vioate; TITLE 15 CH 2 SUBCH I Ses 64 - Ui
‘methods of competiion n cxpor rade.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belief, defendants acted i the pursuit of
‘unfair methods of competition i cxport rade The probibiton against “unfair methods
of competition” and the remedies provided for caforcing ssid prokibition confained in
the Federal Trade Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq) stal be construcd s
extending to unfu methods of competition used in export trade against compettors
engaged in export tade, oven though th acts consifuting such uafur methods are
done without the teritoral jridiction of the Uit States

769, That Phaintiffs sate o information and belie, efendans, did knowingly,
nlawfully, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
cach other, and with ofber co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
pasticipatc in  couspiracy o violtc VIOLATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
COMMERCE, as described hereo.

770, That Plaintffs sate on information und belief, defendants, id knowingly,
nlawfally, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
ach otber, and with otber co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
paricipat in  conspiracy o violae; TETLE 17 CHS Sco 501 Infringement of copyright




[image: image199.jpg]771, That Plaintiffs state on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and intentionally combine, confederte, conspir s agres togther with
each other, and with otherco-conspiraors whose natmes e both known and unknown,
panticipatein  conspiracy o commitfraud upon the USPTO and the Unied Stacs
Copyright Offices as defined herein.
772..That Plaintfs state on information and belicf,defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confierte, conspire and agres togethe with
esch other, and with otherco-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatcina conspiracy fo violate; TITLE 35 PART | CH 2 Sec 25 Declaration inficu
of oath.
‘A. That Plainifs stae on information and belicf, in flsifying eclarations in licu of
oaths such writen declarations were used frsudulently and defeodants made willul
e statemeats to the USPTO, and smilarly The World IP Organization ("WIPO"),
the European Pateat Offic, the Japanese Patent Office andthe Korcan Patent Office.
773, That Plintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose narmes e both known and unknown,
pasticipatc in  couspiracy o vioate; TITLE 35 PART Il CH 11 Sec 115 Oath of
applicant.
A That Painifssate cn information and belef, defendants have violated
Regding Onths of spplicants. The applicants made flsc aths on paent
applications, ntentionaly claiming the wrong individuals o be the original and first
inventors of Iviewit Companics processes, before a diplomatic or consular officer of
the Unitcd States autharized to administr osths and before offcers having an offcial
scal and suthorized o admiriste caths in the forcign country in which the applicant
may be, or apostille of an offcal designated by a foreign country which, by teaty or
convention,acconds ke effct 10 apostllsof designated offcals i the United
States, and such oath s nvalid s it does not comply with th laws ofth state and
country where made. For purposes of thissection, a consular officer shallinclude any
United State citizen serving overseas, authorized o perform notarial fanctions
pursuant o sction 1750 of the Revised Staates, as amended (22 U S.C. 4221)




[image: image200.jpg]774, That Plaintiffs satc on information and belic, defendants,did knowingly,

mlawhly, nd intcationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with

each other, and with other o-consprators whose names are both known and unknown,

pasticipstoin  conspiracy to violate; TITLE 35 PART 11 CH 11 Scc 116 Iayentors.
‘A That Plaiatffs state on information and belief, and the laws reganding proper
Inventor. Inventions were made by two or more persaas jiatly, and they did not
apply for the patat jontly and each did not make the equired oaths, duc o
intcational actons caused by defendants.

775. That Plaintifsstate oninformation and blief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, an intentionally combine, confoderate, conspire and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose namcs are both known and unknown,
‘participate in s conspiracy o violte; TITLE 35 PART 11l CH 261 Ownership;
sssignment.

A. That lainifs sttc on information and beief, regarding ownersbip and
assignments of patents and since inventors arc wrong, ssigameats and ownerships
arealo incorrct and have caused damages 0 Iviewit Companics. Loss of ighs
invested n the paeats o investors, and in somo fastances possible lossof patent
righs ctielyininventions. Pateats have llthe atributes of pesonal property.

776.  That Plaintiffs sste on information and belif, defendants, did knowiagly,
unlawfully, and intenionally combine, confoderate conspie und agree together with
each other, nd with other o-consprators whose names e both known und uaknown,
panicipatein s conspiracy o violate; TITLE 35 PART IV PATENT COOPERATION
TREATY CH 35 Sec 351.

777 That Plaintiffs state on information and beicf, defendants, id knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and intentionally combine, canfedeaic, conspire and agre together with
ach other, and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
partcipatoin  conspiracy to violate snd caused damage uader; TITLE 35 PARTIV.CH
3760373 Improper spplicant.

‘A, That Plaintfs state oo information and belif, by improper application for
international paent applications. An international application designating the United
‘States, shall notbe accepted by the Patent aod Trademark Offce for the national




[image: image201.jpg]stage it was filed by anyone not quliied uader chapir 11 of this il tobe .
applicant for the purpose of filinga national application in the Urited Sttcs.

778, That Plainifl satc on information und belie, defendants, maioly those
Jicensed with the USITO OED did knowingly, unlawfully, and intentiopally combise,
confederate, conspire and agree together with cach other, and with other co-conspirators
‘whose names ae both known and unknows, paticipae in # conspirsey o violate; 156
Duty o disclose information material o patentability.

‘That Painiffs sate on information snd belie, defendants with liccase o practce before
the USPTO bave failed 10 include all mateial pectncat to inveator iaventions and this
was done knowingly, with malice and intcat.

779, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
walwflly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together With
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose namies are both known and uaknawn,
‘participate in & conspiracy 10 violte; 1,63 regarding Oaths and declaations.

‘A. That Plainifs tae on information and belict, whercby, (s) An oath or
doclarstion iled under § 1.51() (2) s 2 part ofa on-provisional application must:
(1) Be exccuted ., igned,in sccordance with cither §1.66 or §1.68. There is no
‘minimum age fora person o be qualified to sign, but the person must be competent
103ign, ., understand the documcat the person i sigaing.

780, That Plainiffs sate o information wnd belie, defendants, did knowingly,
walawally, and intenionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
‘ach o, and with olber co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
pasticipatc in # couspiray to violate; CONSOLIDATED PATENT RULES § 1.63.

A, That Plainifs tae on information and belif, by knowingly and with ifeat and
malice failng to;

(2) dentify cach inventor by full name;

(3) dentify the country of citizenship of each nventor; and

by knowingly und with intcot and malice falsely stating:

(4)th person making the oath or declaration believes the named inveator or
inventors o be theoriginal and firt inventor or inventors of the subject matter which
i claimed and for which a patent i sought.

201
A, o0 20617



[image: image202.jpg]By knowingly and with intat and malice failing o;
(6)In additon to mesting the requirements of paragraph (2) ofthis section, the oath
or declaation must also:

(1) Identify the spplication t which it s direeied;

by knowingly and withintent and malice flsely statiog:

(2)he person making the oath or declaration has reviewed and understands the
‘contentsof the appliction, including th claims,as amended by any amendment
specifically referre 10 inthe oath o declaraion; and by failing in thei duties a5
attomey ageoss o the Iviewit Companies an fuilig f discose perinent informaticn.
10 the poicnt applications t a tibunal under sction;

(3) Statethatthe person making the ath or declaation acknowledges the duty fo disclose

10the Offceal information known 10 the persan o be material to patentability as

definedin § 156.

(©) Unless such information is supplied on an applicaion dat sheet i aecordance with §

176, e oath or declaration mustalo identify:

(1) Tho mailing addres, and the residenceif aninventor lives o  location which is

Giffernt from where the inventor customarily eceives mail, of each inventor; and by

filng o sccuro new oaths and declaations tha were proper and corect with corrected

information upon filng of nanprovisional pplications atthe onc ycar filing from
provisional statusto nonprovisional, even afer being fully apprised of the corrections

‘nocessary, and further continuing said fraud upon USPTO and Iviewit Companics, s new

oaths and declarations were required by section;

(@)(1) A newely executed oath or declaration is ot required under § 1.51(6) (2) and §

1:53(9)in a continuation or ivisional application, provided that:

(@) The prior nonprovisionalapplication conained an oathor declaraton as prescribed by

paragraphs (s) through (c) of this secton;

() The continuation or divisional application was filed by al or by fewer than all of the

inventors named i the pior appliation;

(i) The specification and drawings file inthe continuation o divisional pplication

contain o matte that would have becn new matier in theprior pplication; and




[image: image203.jpg](3) Where the executed oath o declaation of which a copy s submitied for a
continuation or ivisiona application was oiginally filedin  pior sppication accorded
status uader § 147, the copy of the executed osth or declaration for such prior pplicaion
mastbe accompanied by:

(@) A copy ofthedecision granting petiton o accord § .47 staus o the prior
spplication, unlcs ll iveators o lgal representatives havefiled an oth or declartion
1o,join in m spplication accorded status under § 1.47 of which the ontinuation or
divisionalapplication clits  bencfitunder 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c); and

(5) A newly executed oath or dclaration mastbe filed in  contimuation or divisional
spplication naming an inveator not named in the prioe applicaton.

(©) A mowly exceutod osth o declaraion mast be iled in ay continsation-in-part
spplication, which spplication may name all, more,or fewer than all of the inveators
‘amed in the prior upplication.

781, That Plaindiffs sate on information und belie, defendants,did knowingly,
slawfuly, o intcationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agres together with
cach other, and with ofher o-conspirators whose names are both known and uaknwn,
paricipatein’ conspiracy to violate; 1,64 regarding person making falsc oaths and
Declarations

A. That laintifs state on information and belicf, the actual inventors were not
included in applications or inventions they created and were substiuted knowingly,
with malice and ntent with ale iveators who took false oth und without consent
or knowledg of theactual inventors and Iviewit Companies.

(@) The oath o declaraion (5 1.63), including any supplemmental ath or declaration (§
1,67), must be made by allofthe actual inventors except as provided for in § 142,
143,147, or § 167,

() I the person making the osth o declaraion or any supplemeatal osth or
decaruion s ot the nventor (§ 142,143, 147, o § 1.67) the oathor declaraton
shall tatethe elationship of the personto theinventor, and, upon informaton and.
elief, the acts which th inventor s equired 0 stte.

782.  That Plaintifs stae on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, and intentionally combins, confederatc conspi and agree ogetber vith
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[image: image204.jpg]eachoter, nd with ther co-conspitors whase names s both known snd unkoov,
participte i conspiracy fovilate § 171 regarding detaled description and
spcifcaton of the nventon.
A That Plioifs sxte on nformation and belc, defendants knowingly aod with
maliceand et flled o inchude an adequste witendescription of e iavrtion o
discovery and of the mamer nd proces of making and using the same,and it was
notin ful, cea,coneise, i cxact e, s 8 0 casbleany person skilled i he
at o scenceto which the nventon or discovery sppectins, or with which it i most
nealy connected, o make andus the same.
() Tho speciistion did ot set foththe recise nvenon fo which a patent s
solcted,in such manne st isioguish it rom otber nveatons nd rom what s
Ol st descibe completly  speifc embodiment o the process, machine,
manufacure,composiion of mate o cprovenet inverted,uod must cxplain the
mode of operstion o penciple whenever spplicable, Thebest mods contemplated by
e nventor of camyingout s ivenion st be st foth.
(€10 the case of sn improvemen, thespifcation st particalary poin ot the
partor prts ofthe proces,machioe, manufcture, o composition of matier o which
the improverment elate,andthe description shouldbe confinedto the specific
improvement and 0 such parts s eccssarily ooperate with t o s may be
necesaryto s completc undertanding or desription of .
5. Ivewit Companie has had o peiion the Commissioner d o defendants”
actions under; § 1,137 for Reival of sbandonedsppliction, trminsiod
recxaminationproceeding, or lapsedpatnt.
. The Commissioner s evived abandoned ptens 0 the plce them nf0 8 s
‘month suspenson peding he outcome of cetan investigationsitothe peoblens
crestd by defendats.

783, Tha Plinifs s o informaton s bele,defndaats, i knowiagly,
walawlly,and inenonaly combine,confederie, conspir and agre together with
esch osher, s with otberco-conspirtors whose s s bt knovwn snd unkiren,
pariciateina conspiacy fovioae; LAWS NOT IN TITLE 35, UNITED STATES
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[image: image205.jpg]A. That Plaintiffssate on information and blief,through satements and enries
‘generally, patent atoreys fo th Ivicwit Companics, acting a lcensed patent
attomeys before the USPTO whom may quaify a part of the judicial branch of
‘govemmentand have falsified, concealed and cover up by rick, scheme und dovice,
‘mtcria fcts and have made materially false, fictitious and fraudulent statements and
representations. Further, defendaots have made and uscd false wriings and
docaments knawing the same to contain materially fls, ictitons, and fraudulent
statements and entries.

784, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlswly, and intcutionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agre ogether with
each othe, and with other co-conspirators whase names ae both known and unknow,
panicipate in conspiracy to vioate; LAWS NOT IN TITLE 35, UNITED STATES
CODE 18 US.C.2071,

A. That Plantifs state on information and beie, through Concealment,removal, or
‘mutilation geocraly. I i allgd certain patent applications,signed by the inyentors
and sent 0 the USPTO direetly, were intercepted or removed from the patent ofice,
ithe by defendants,or defendants working with USPTO personncl to remove such
rocords. A records searchfor the missing documents bas been formally requested by
Iviewt Companiesto OED Director, Moatz and requests for the File Wrappers of the
potent filings, trudemark flings nd PCT filings have gone ignored by the USPTO),

‘perhaps outside the law in o flflling such requests.

785, That Plaintifssate on information and bele, defendants, 6d knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, an intentionally combine,confederate, conspir and agree ogetber with
cach other, and with ofhr co-couspirators whose names are both knawn and unknown,
participai in & conspiracy fo violate Scction 10 of; Ttle 37 - Code of Federal
Regulations Patcats, Trademarks, and Copyrights - MANUAL OF PATENT
EXAMINING PROCEDURE PATENT RULES Part 10 - PRACTICE BEFORE THE
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE PART 10 - REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS
'BEFORE THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK

A. That Plainifs stae on information und belif,defendants have violated 10,18
Signature and cetificatefor correspondence fled inthe Paeat aod Trademark Offce

205
04,2008 @ 20647



[image: image206.jpg]B. That Plaintiffs stac on information and belef,defendants filed i the USPTO in
patent, trademark, and other non-patent matiers correspondaces filed by Iviewit
‘Companies practtioners n the Patent and Trademark Office which contained false
certifications that;

(1) Al statements made theein of the party's own knowledge were true, all
satements made therein on information and belief were believed o be true, and all
sttements made therein were made with the knowledge that whoever, n any matier
‘within the jursdiction ofth Patcnt and Trademark Office, knowingly and willfully
alsifis,conceals o covers up by any tick, scheme, o device s materialfct, or
makes uny fale, icitious or frandaleat tatements or representations,of makes o
uses any fuls witng or document knowing the same to contain any fale,fctitous
or fraudulentsatement o enry,shall be subjec o the penalties s forth under 18
US.C. 1001, and that volatons of this paragrsph may jeopardize th valdity of the
application o documest, or the valdity or enforceabiltyof any patent, rademck
registration, o certificat reultng therefrom; and (2) To the bestofthe party's
Knowledge, information and belict, ormed aier an inquiry reasonable under the
circumstances, ha (1) The paper is ot being prescnted for any improper purpose,
such s 10 haras someone or o cause umnecessary dlay or ncedless ncrease In the
cost of prosecution beforethe Office; (i) The claims and othr legal conteatons
therein are warrand by exsting law or by a nonfivolous argument or te extcasion,
‘modificaion, or reversal o cxisting lw or the cstablishment of new law; (i) The
llegations and otber factual contentions have evidentiry support or, if specifically so
idntifed, are kel o have evidentary support afier a easonable opportunity for
furthe investigation or iscovery: and iv) The denialsof factual contentions are
‘wasranted on the evidence,orif spcifcally s identifed,are reasonably based cn
lack of information or belif.(c) Violations of paragraphs (bX(1)of this secion by a
pracitoner o nom-practitioner may jeopardizethe validityof the application o
documeat, o the yaidity orcaforcsabliy of any patcns, trademark egisration, or
certificate resuling therefrom. Violations of any of paragraphs (b)2)G) through (v)
of thi section arc, aflr ntice and reasonable opporturity o respond,subject o such
sanctions as decmed appropriate by the Commissioner, o the Commissioner's
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[image: image207.jpg]designee, which may include, but ae no imited 0, any combination of (1) Hokling
certain fcts o have been esablished; 2) Returming papers; () Precluding a pary
from filng a paper,or preseating or contesting an issue; (4 Imposing a monctary.
sanction; (5) Requiring  terminal disclaimer for the period of the delay; or (6)
Terminating the procecdings in the Patent and Trademark Office. (6) Any pracitonee
Violaing the povisions of this section may also be subject o disciplinary action. See
§1023() (15).

786.  That Plaintiffs state on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-consprators whase names are both known and uaknown,
participate in  conspiracy o violate § 10.20 Capons and Disciplinary Ralcs

787, That Plainifs sate n information and bele, defendantslicensed 1o
practice before the USPTO have failed inther duties and violaied; § 1021 Canon 1

A. That Plantifsstte on information and belie, defendant attorey practitoners
il to asist n maintaning the ntegriy and competence of the legal profession,
and infact have s0 abused such priviges s0 2 0 cause  poteatal lpsc n fith of
the pateat office by the general public, which jeopardizes the very fabric of our
democracy and country.

788, That Plaintfls state on information and belif, defendants iccnsed o
practice before the USPTO have filed intheir dties and violted; § 1023 Misconduct

A. That Plaitifs state on information and beict and bave engaged in disreputable
‘and gross misconduct, They have violated a multiplcity of Disciplinacy Rules;
Circumveated Disciplinary Rules through acions of another; engaged in illegal
‘conduct involving moral turpitude; cngaged in conduct involving disboncsty, fraud,
decet,or misrepresentation; engaged in conduct that i prejudical to the
adminisation of jusice; engaged in offer conduct that adversly rflects o the
practitioners ftness to practice beforethe USPTO; engaged in conduct which
‘onstitues b violaton of puragruphs (s) nd (b) of this section including, but not
limited 0: (2) Knowingly giving flse or misleading information o knowingly
participating in a material way i giving false or misleading information, 1: i) A
eliat in connection with any immediats, prospectiv, or pending business beforsthe




[image: image208.jpg]Office. i) The Office or any cmployes of the Office. (4) Directy or indirectly
improperly influcncing, sitempting to improperly influence, offering or agreeing to
impropery influence, or ttempting o offc ar agre to improperlyinfluence an
offcial action of any employee of the Office by: () Use of treat, flse accusations,
dures, o cocrcion, (i) An offr of any special inducement or promise of dvantage,
or i) Improperly bestowing of any git favor, o thing of value. (7) Knowingly
‘witbholding from the Office information idenifying a paten or patent application of
another from which one or more laims have beca copicd. See § 1.604(5) and
11607(c)ofthis subhapter 8) Filng o inform aclent or former clica o fling o
timely noifythe Office of an nability 0 noifya clint o formes licat of
comespondence received fom the Offce o the clients or former client’ opponcat in
an nter partes proceeding before § 10.23 the Office when the comespondence (i)
could have asignificant effect on a mater pending before the Offce, (i) is received.
by the practtone oo bebalf of a client or former client an (i) is comespondence of
Which a reasonable practitioncr would believe under th circumstances the clent or
former clieat should be noified. (9) Knowingly misusing a Certificate of Mailing or
“Transmission under § 1.8 of this chapicr. (10) Knowingly violating or causing tobe
violated the requirements of § 1.56 o § 1555 of this subehapier. (11) Exccpt as
‘pemitted by § 1.52(0) of this chapter, knowingly fling or causing to be fled an
application contaning uny materia alteration made in the application papers afie the
sigaing of the accompanying outh or declaration without identifying the alteation st
e time of fling the application papers. (13) Knowingly preparing of prosecuting or
providing assstance inthe preparation o prosecution o a patent application i
violation of an underiaking signed under § 10.10(b). (14) Knowingly failing o sdvise:
the Directorin writng of any change which would preclude continued registraton
‘under § 10.6.(15) Signing a paper filed n the Offic in violation of the provisions of
§10.18 or making scandalous orindecen statement in a paper fled in the Office.
(16) Willfully rofusing o reveal o report knowledge or evidence o the Director
contrary to § 1024 or paragraph () of § 10.31.

(1) I the absence ofinformation sufficient f csablisha essonable belif that faud.
orineqitable conduct has occurred, lleging before  tribunal that anyone bas




[image: image209.jpg]‘commitied  fraud on the Office or engaged in incquitable conduct in a prococding
‘before the Office. (20) Knowing practice by a Govemment employee contrary to
‘applicable Federal conflict of interest laws, or regulations of the Department, agency,
‘or commission cmploying said individual. () A practitioner who acts with reckless
indifference to whether a representation is truc or falsc is chargeable with knowledge
of its falsity. Deceitful statements of half-truths o concealment of material facts shall
‘be deemed acmal fraud within the meaning of this part.
‘B. That Plaintiffs state on information and belief, defendants licensed with the.
USPTO OFD haveall ko conspivd o case decet sp the USFTO by
knowingly and with malice and intent, failing to disclose improper behavior by other
pracicees,hrongh s of 1 o the USPTO aod Iiwit Cpanis
Certain defendants, had full knowledge of the frasd being committed and in fct were
charged with correcting such fraud, and although such changes were conveyed to
Iviewit Companies, such changes were knowingly and with malice and intent
‘withhld fomthe USPTO,
. That Pl st oniformaiona bl deendants repestingIiewi
Companie befre the USPTO hav i o provide egl counsel i cse of
Brosknur, MLG, Foey, Wesberg,Dick, Boehn, Bockr, Joao, Rabensici and
BSTZ, its alleged with malice and intent counsel has been usurped at crifical times
‘essential to patent prosecution before the USPTO with the intent of causing the
patents to lapse or go abandoned. The attomey defendants were retained through
binding contractual logal obligations to provide legal representation before the
USPTO forviewit Compasie s with atics s ot v il 1 pcom
under the binding agreements, including the SB LOU, which serves also as a logal
retainer for services before the USPTO. This sabotaging of patcnt counscl, led to
D Dot i o e o s et ST L
e e e e
Iviewit Companies sought to retain new counsel, which under the SB binding LOU
‘was 10 be provided upon signing of the LOU and which had a lcading patent law firm,
Greenberg Traurig, P.A.'s September 22, 2002 Patent Evaluation as & basis for SB
faing s cououe basad@niscovey oftholiogd patet iy o which
g0



[image: image210.jpg]fuilure t0 perform by SB upon signing, long with breaches on cvery other contract
clause damagiog the Iviewi Companics into the illons of dolars ofloss and
opportunities, has caused permaneat and ftal damages o Ivewit Companies on
patcat rights to inventions with snnual royatis estimated into the trillions of dolars.
Iviewit Companics has demmanded specific peformances and/or damages from SB by
serving upon them an August 13, 2003 SB Demand Lt

789, That Plaintifsstate o information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether with
cach other, and with other o-conspirators whse names ae both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy o vilate section; § 1025 - 1029 [Reserved] § 1030 Canon 2

A. That Plaitifs state on information and belef, defendant pratitoners shoukd
have asisted the legal profession in fulfiling its duty to make legal counselavailable
to Tviewit and n fac actedin diametic opposition n an atiempt to deny counsel.

790, That Plaintiffs satc o information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentonslly combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
cach ofbr, and with ol co-couspirstors whose names ac both known and unknown,
participatcin  conspiracy to violatc; § 1031 Communications concerning a pracitoner’s

‘A Whereby: () No practitoner sball with espect to sy prospestive businessbefore
the Offic, by word,circular,eter, or advertising, with intent (o defaud in any
masner, deceive, mislead, or threaten any prospective applicant o other person
having immediatc o prospective business before the Office.

791, That Paintiffs stat on information and belicf,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agres together with
each other, and with othe co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknos,
panticipateina conspiracy to violate; § 10.33 Direct contact with prospective clents

A. That laintifssate on information and beie, a practitioner may not slict
professional employment rom  prospestive client with whom the practitioner bas no
familyor prior pofessionalrelatioaship, by mail,in-person, o otherwise, when a
significant motive for the practitioner's doing 50 is the practitione’s pecuriary gin.
‘under circumstancs cvidencing undu influence, ntimidation, o overreaching. The
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[image: image211.jpg]term “solicit” includes contact in person, by telephone ortelegraph, by leter or other-
writing, or by oher commurication dircted foa specific ecipint.

792 That Plindfls st on information and belic, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfully, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and ugree together with
esch othr, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and waknows,
participatsin a conspiacy to iolatesection; § 10.40 Withdrawal from employment.

A. That Plaitifsstate on information and belie, viewit practitoners witbdrew
from employment in aproceeding before the Office without permission, or
‘emmission gained on false information relating to theirrlcase from the Offic (see §
1:36.and 2.19 ofthis subchapter) and in any cveat,Ivicwit Companics practitioners.
‘withdrew from employment without taking reasonable stcps to avoid forcsceable
prejudice 1 the rghts of the viewit Companies,including filing to give due notice
1o Iviewit Companies 0 allow time for employment of snother racitioner, faiing o
deliver o Iviewit Companies all pspers and propesty to which viewit Companies is
entied, and filng to contply with applicable Jaws and rles, i fact i regards 0
BSTZ it alleged that a coordinate effort was made by BSTZ 1o destoy Tviewit
‘Companics patcat records, including records forwarded directly to them by
Proskauer, Foley, aod MLG to BSTZ, whercby BSTZ upon lcarning Moatz and
foreign patcat offices kad been noified of fraud began to obstruct justice through
document destruction and loss.

793, That Plintiffs sate o information and belief, efendants, id knowingly,
unlawully, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
each othe, and with ofher co-conspiators whose names e both known and uaknow,
pacticipatein  couspiracy to violato section; § 10.50 - 10.55 [Reserved] § 10.56 Canon &

A. That Plainif stae on information and belief, Iviewit Companics” praciitioncrs
filed 0 preserve the confidences and secrets of Iiewit Companies, leading 10 a mass
‘proliferation of viewit Companies" inventions by defendant, whereby Iviewit
Compunics! attoraeys have prolifeated such inveations o thir advantage o the
detrimeat of Iviewit Companics o inventors.

794, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
nlawfuly, and inteationally combipe,  conspire and agree together with
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[image: image212.jpg]cach other, and with other o-consprators whose names are both known and waknown,
pasticipato in s conspiracy 0 violat; § 10.57 Preservation of confidences and secrets of 2
clent
A. That Plaintify sate on information and blief, where “Confidence’ refes to
information protected by the ttomey-clien or agent-<licn privilege under applicable.
law, “Secret” refers 10 other information gained in the professional reltionship that
the client has requested be held inviolat orthe disclosure of which would be
embarrassing or would be ikely o be derimental o the clien and defendant
‘practiioners knowingly:
i (1) Revealed confidences and secrets of Ivcwit Companies and.
inventors.
i, (2) Used confidences and secets of viewit Companics o the
disadvantage of th Iviewit Companies and inventors,
i (3) Used confidences and serets of viewit Companies and
inventors for the advantage of the practitoncr and of thid parties
‘without client conseat o even disclosre. Defendantsin fact
violsied maltiple conflics of interest whereby Iviewit Companies
patent counsel charged with the confidentality of cerain patent
inveations of Iviewit Companics mainfained conflicts with,
including but notlimited 1o, P pools and NDA Holders they were
direct counselfo, transcending atorney-clicnt privileges and
‘confidences to thousands o patent pool members and NDA
infringers who now all utilie Tviowit Companies inventions duc to
the failure to maintain such confidences with malice and itent and
10 inare profits for the enterprise cormuption scheme.

795, That Paintifs state o information and belef defendants, dd knowisgly,
unlawfally, and insenionally corsbine, confederate conspire and agree together with
esch other, nd with other o-cospirators whose names e both known and unknown,
panicipae i a conspiracy o vilat § 10.8 - 1060 [Reserved] §10,61 Canon 5

A. That Plaintifs stateon information and belic,Iviewit Companics patent
pracitoners filed 0 exerise it professional judgment on betalfof
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[image: image213.jpg]clent and insead had personal financilinerests motivating theiractons inapposite
o thci clicats.
B. That laintifs stac on information and belicf, defendant Rubenstcin and
Proskauer accepted stock in patent companics which sccording 10 statcments under
depositon of Proskauer partnes, the acquisition was  gift, and not ted o fees or
services inappositeto sction;

796, That Plintiffs satc o information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
walawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc, conspire and agreo together with
‘ach e, and with other co-conspiraiors whose names e both known and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy o vioate § 10.64 Avoiding acquistion of iterest n igation
o procecding before the Office.

‘A. That Plainifs stac on information and belcf, Ivicwit Companics patent
‘practitioners acquired a proprietary interest in the subject matter of a proceeding
before the Office which the pracitoner was conducting for a clieat, It was not
acquired as alien granted by law t0 secure the practitoner fee or expenses; o by
contract with  client for a reasonable contingent fec; and further it i alleged the
interest was dircetly i the patent. Purthr, such stock was accepted afer thorough
rovicw and analyss by Rubenstcin on behalfof Proskaucr, while acting s patent
‘ounsel for Iiewit Companies with promises of royaliesfrom the patcnts being
adopted by Rubenstein's P pools he was counsel for,sated as Proskauer's motive for
taking such siock for considertion.
B. Proskauer opined in a Proskauer Opinion to Hassan Miah, again n opinion to H.
‘Wayne Huizeaga,J.the seed investor in Iviewit Companies and other investors, i,
including b notlimited 0, a Proskauer Opinion Letier Dated, on or abou, July 23,
1999, where such documents can be found a the urls;
. bupiviewit v/CompanyDocs/I999%:2004%2026%20 Whseleri2
OLetter¥2010%20Rosmanti20re%420R ubensicin®0opinion pdf
i, Bup/viewitv/CompanyDocs/1999%200S%2030%20Miak %201
exter20ASKINGH20TO%20EMAILS20RUBENSTEIN pdf-
i bipiviewit/CompanyDoc/ 1999200632001 420HASSAN
SK20LETTERY20FORWARDED%20TO%20RUBENSTEIN.pdf
28
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[image: image214.jpg]v, hup:/viewit v/CompanyDocs1999%200692009%20-

SH20Epcinth20leticr¥20i0%20Wheelerth20confiminth20PRY

Oreviewsk20otpdf

V.. hitpi/fviewitay/CompanyDocs/Real%203D%20and%20Huizenga
R2info pdf-
i, itp:/fviowittv/CompanyDocs/199%200752023%20 Wheclerdi2

OBrandenk200pinion?%200n%20technology$420Huizeng. pdf
ANl documentsat the s sbove are hereby incorporated hrein by refercnco i their
catircty. That these documents were used by Iviewit Companies for investment. Based
‘om thesc opinions of o novel aspects ofthe inveations by Proskaer, investments were
made an i a seies of swom statements, investors and prior board membersstest o
Proskaser and Rubensten 35  pivotalfacor in their investment. That the shareholder
statements can be found at the el
hitp/fiviewitsy/CompanyDocs/SHAREHOLDERY:20STATEMENTS420BOOKMAR
'KED pdf and are incorporated by reference herein i their ctirety. Such documents.
illestrated sbove were transmited by Proskaucr o prospectve investors, investors
including the Federal Small Business Administration loan documents whereby the SBA.
has financialintest in viewit Companies and the IP through investment generated by
‘Crossbon. In contrast 0 all currnt deialsof Proskauer and Rabenstein regarding
aving 0o involvement with the patents,investment documents were transmitied naming
Rubenstein and his 1P department as patent counsel fo Iviewit Companies in
mansgement section and Bosrd o Direcor listng in  Wacbovis Sccurites Private
Placement Memorandum. The Wachovia PPM information can be found a the ul;
ite/viewitv/CompanyDocs/Rubenstcin?20bi0%20ia320 Wachoviah20PPM¥20and
420a534201viewi420Counsel pdf
and,
hitp:/fviewittv/CompunyDocs/Wachovia20Private20Placement$h20Memorundum¥%
20:9%20with¥20bookmarksH20i420c0l
and are ncorporated i entiety by eference herein.
“The Wachovia PPM was & document reviewed, billed for and disseminated by Proskaucr




[image: image215.jpg]‘Small Business Admisistation Form for securing such Federal funds. 1f Proskauer's
‘cuarent claims of non-involvement hold tru than these documents contain materially
flsc and mishading information to Wachovia Sccuritics and the SBA, as well as, many
other investors, constirating additiona cimes as futher descrbed hercin.
(C. That laintiffs stae on information and belef, Proskauer took stock and such
stock taken by Proskauer was fo further to postpone payment o fees until such
royaltics were realized o investment funds were aised.
'D. That Plainifs stac on information and belic, Rubensten, Proskauer and Joso
have entered into busines transactions with Iviewit Companies while having
‘mulitudes of conflicting personal and professional conflcts ofinerest and none of
these were ever waived or disclosed. Rubensein and Proskauer now claim 10 control
IP pools throvgh representation and have created such IP pools, which al stand with
diret diffeing interests. Further Jouo in writtn statements 10 ribunal, the 1 DDC
sate, Iviewit Companies i infrnging upon hisinveations and Joao bas taken a
Series of pateats, approximately 80 per his own admissions, all i violation of section;
§ 10.65 Limiting business relations with a client
E. That Plaintifs stae on information and belif,Iviewit Companies patent
proctitioners cofered ino busincss transactoas with Iviewt Companics while they.
had diffeing inereststhrcin and Iviewit Companics never conscnted and defendants
failed to disclose such conflicts or seck waiver T fuc, t i unclear by citherthe
deposition of Wheeler or Rubensteinifa conflicts check was ever done before.
accepting Iviewit Companics and inventors s clicats and Rubeastin and Whecler
have provided no evidence of such check ever being performed or any waivers
sccurcd in fict, Wheeler and Rubcastcin sta a conflctcheck may never have been

done in depositon.
¥. ‘That Plantifsstate on information and blie, this failure to secure protection of
Iviewit Companics and inventors and coupled with Proskauer now pecjured

stacancats rogarding their nos-involvement with the vicwit Companies patcnt work,
in opposition to masses of evidence contrary and sworm statements by multitudes of
Witnesses to the contray, which s an tiempt 0 deny culpability as 0 how IP pools
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[image: image216.jpg]now controlled by a former real-cstate frm, are al in vilation of vicwit Companies.
IPrights.
G. That Plaintifs sateon information and belief, whether Proskauer now attcmpts to
distance themselves in their defense from pant work, despite evidence o the
conirary,fil  deal with the fct Proskauer and the P department of Proskaver
prefomed all the Trademark and Copyright work or the company and billed
‘excessivelyfor such services. These services provided Proskauer and Rubenstcin
‘who oversights such department entir source codcs for the Tvicwit Companies
inveations and all dsclosures of al atent materials and inventions for the
prosecution ofthese mtcrs and still Rubensiein has no distance between himself and
Iviewit Companics. In fac,as evidenced by a ineroffice corespondence that fumed
upin the Proskauer Civil Billing Lawsuit moaths after production and atcr
Rubenstein's deposition, it s clesr Rubenstein was directly in receiptof the entre
putent portoli as llustrated in an August 25,2000 Wheeler leter whercby he is
found transfering the catire P binders o Rubenstein thatsuch document may be
found a the rl
Bitp/fiviewit v/Company Does/200042008%2025%20Wheelerk 20t 20Rubeasici
‘n%20PATENTY20BINDER pdf and is hercby by refcrence berein.

797, That Plaintiff tate on information and belief, Rubensicin n representing
both Iviewit Companics and the TP pool violated section; §10.66 Refusing to sccept or
continue employment i the interests of anather clent may impaie the independent
professional judgment of the practiioncr

‘A. That Plaintifs state on information and belif,Tvicwit Companics patent
pracitoners, ncluding but ot limited, MLG, Joao, Rubcastcin and Proskaer should.
have doclined proffered employment where the excrise of independent professional
udgment on bealf o Iiewit Companies was likely o be adversely affectod by the
scceptance of the proffered cmploymat,and were i lkely involved the practitionee
in represeating differin interests.

. That Plainifs state on information end belief, ncluding but no limited fo,
Raubenstcin, MLG, Joso and Proskauer should nok have continued multiple
employments sincsthe exercise of the practitioner’ independent professional
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[image: image217.jpg]Judgment on behlf of Iiewit Companies was adversely affcted by the pracitoners”
represcatations othe cieats, the IP pools, NDA infringers and others, and it clearly
involved the pracitonerinreprescnting diffeing nterests.

C. That Painifs state on informtion and belet, 10 Joao's possible 90+ patnts in

s name Joao stood wholly conflcted with Iiewi Companies s thei attomey in the

‘ossost way i violation of all practitioner codes defined herein and other possibly.

798, That Plainiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘nlavwally, and intentionally combine, confederat, conspi and agree ogether with
each other, an withother co-conspirators whose names a both known and nknown,
participae in a conspiracy o vilate; §10.68 Avoiding influcnce by othcrsthan the licnt.

A Whercby: s) Except with the consent of the practitonee’s clien afer ful
disclosure, a pracitoner shall not (1) Accept compensaion from one other tham the
pracitoner'sclient fo the practitoners lgal service o arfo the client. (2) Accept
from one other than the procitionee clieat any thing of valus elaed to the
pracitioner's epreseatation of or th practiioner's employment by the clcnt. (b) A
pracitoncr stallnot it a erson who recommends, cmploys,or pays the
procttioner 10 renderlegal servieesfor another, to diect or rgulate the practiioner's
professional judgment n rendering such logal scrvices. () A practitioncr shall sot
practice with or in the form of a profssional corporation or association authorized fo
practice aw for a profit, f a non-practiioner has the right o director control the
professional judgment of  practitioner.

799, That Plaintifssate oninformation and belie, defendants licensed to
practice befors the USPTO, all fiiled thir dutics to proteet clicat IPunder soction; §
10.69-10.75 [Reserved] § 10.76 Canon 6.

A- That Plainifs stae on information and belef, each and every patent counselor
forthe iewit Companies fuiled o represent viewit Companies and inventors
competeatly.

800, That Plaintiffs satc o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘nlawully, andintenionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
panicipat in s conspiracy o violat; §10.77 Falingto ct competently



[image: image218.jpg]‘A. That Plaintifs state on informaion and belef, Iiewit Companies patent counsel
neglcted legal matters entrusted to them by Iviewit Companics and inventors.

801, That Plaintifs tsi on information and belif, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspre and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy to violate; § 10.78 Limiting lablity o clent.

A. That Plaintifsstate on information and beicf  practitioner shall not ttempt o
exonerate himsef or erself from, orfimithis or her liabilty 10, aclieat fo his or her
personal malpractice which attomey defendants lcensed withthe USPTO did.

802 “That Plaindff sate o information and belie, defendants licensed 1o
practice before the USPTO, all filed their dutes o protec lient P under section;
§10.79-10.82 [Rescrved] §10.83 Canon 7.

A. That Plaitifs state on information and beief, Iiewit Companies IP counsel
filed 0 represeat Iviewit Companies and inveators as  client zelously and within
the bounds of the law.

803, That Phaintiffs satc o information and belie, defendants licensed to
practice befors the USPTO, allfiled their dutics to protee clicat P under section; §
10.84 Representing aclent zealously.

A. That Plainifs state on information and belef, with malice and intent &id the
Iviewit Companies patent pactiioners fuil 10 seck the lawful objectves of Iviewit
‘Companics and inventors through reasonable available mesns pemiticd by law and
the Disciplinary Rales. They have filed o cary out  contracts of employment
entered nto with Iviewit Companics fo professional services, They have prejudiced
and damaged Iviowit Companics during the cours of the professional relaionships.

804, That Phintiffssatc ominformation and belief, defendants licensed 10
practice before the USPTO, allfild their dutis to protect clicat IP under section;,
§10.85 Representing a clicat within the bounds of the aw.

A. That Plantifsstate on information and belief, defeadants, 0id Knowingly,
‘unlawfully, aod intentionally corsbine, confiderte, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known aod
‘unknown, participate in a conspiracy to delay proccedings on bebalfof Iiewit

218
v 38 @ 200174




[image: image219.jpg]‘Companies and inventors psteat sppications befre the Office and fook other actions
o behalfof the Iviewit Companics, whe the practitioners knew and itis now.
obvious such actions served mercly to harass and maliciously injure Iviewit
‘Companics w inventor. Iviewt Companies patent prctitioners concealed and
Knowingly failed 1o disclose that which the pracitoner is equired by law o reveal.
B, That Plaitif state on information and beief Iiewit Companies paicnt
pracitioners knowingly used perjared testimony and false evidence 10 tribunals such
a5 the USPTO, USPTO OED and the US Supreme Court Bar Assosiations and.
Knowingly made falsc sstements of aw and fact. Iviewit Companics patcat
‘practitioners paticipated inthe creation and prescrvation of vidence when the
pracitoners knew the evideac was flse and presented such flse evidence o ot
only the USPTO but numerous other private and public agencies as discussed hrcin.
(C. “That Plaintifs stat on information and beli, viewit Companies patent
practitioncrs knowingly engaged in othr llegal conduct and conduct conirary to
‘many disciplinary rulesas well s a varity of state,foderal and intermational crimes.
Further, Tviwit Companics subsequent paien practitioners received information
cleary cstablishing other attorncys had perpetrated a fraud upon tribunals and failed
10 reveal such frands o the tribunals. Rubcastcin was o corrct Joao errors and then
Dick came in o fle and fix and 6id nothing bt further the fraud, and when
discovered BSTZ was browght 1o orrect and fix the patents and fled o carry out
these tasks and furher filed 0 report the fsud. Even afer BSTZ informed Ivewit
‘Companies they had made corrections and notification they then further falsified
docaments and patent portolios with materially flse and isleading information.

805, That Plaintiff sate o information and belie, the conspirstoral and

‘oondinated effort atboth using the legal systen o atmpt thef of pateats, which

codangers constitutonally protectedrights by the very institution created by congress o

uphold such rightsforth ciizens as ARTICLE 1, SECTION 8, CLAUSE 8 OF THE.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA CONSTITUTION provides and which the USPTO

acts s the agency 1o provide such ights, has been wholly violsted to usurp Plaatifts

rights to the IP,
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[image: image220.jpg]806, That Plaintfl st on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree togsthes with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
panticipateina conspiracy o violate; §10.94 - 10.99 [Reserved] §10.100 Canon .
A. That Plantifs state on information and belef, Iviewit Companies pateat
pracitioners ave faild 10 ssistin improving the logal system and pechups may hive
catastrophiclly created harm 0 the general public’s confidence i such system which
ould lead 10 a fuilare o trustpatent attonys, a furtherharm to egal profesion.

807, That Plainifl sstc o information and belie, e actions of viewit
(Companies patent praciitioners tsken alonc o together ar of such high crmes against
the USPTO, Iviewit Companies and other govemment agecies described herein, as to
consitute lrther  violation of section; §10.104 - 10.109 [Reserved] §10.110 Canon 9.

A. That Plaintif state on information and beief, Ivewit Companies patent
pracitioners have not avoided even the appearance of professional impropriety and
have in fict commitied multitudes of professional improprictes in the commission of
such crimes as deseribed herin.

808, That Plintiffs sate oninformation and belie, defendants liccased to
practice before the USPTO, all fild thir duics o prote lieat Iviewit Companies and
inventors P under section; §10.112 Preserving identity of funds and propery of cliext.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belif, Fviewit Companics pateat
pracitoners file to maintain the P ilesof the Company which al prir pateat
pracitioners claim thatal original materils were transferred to BSTZ and BSTZ
upon learning OED and intermational agencies had becn alrted o the crimes,
attempied 1o claim a transfer of the patent material o Iiewit Companies with 10
accountingforsuch climed trnsfer, There were 10 proper or formal writen
requests o transfer such filcs and there was 5o writica eceiptfo transfer of such
propertcs. Records were lost whercby such properties have not been identified and
beled properly and the practiionersfiled to maintai complet records ofall
‘propertes of Ivewit Companies coming into the possession o the practtioncr and
there was no accounting to the clent egarding the propertis and now BSTZ claims
0 bave no accouting for all such propertis. Iviewit Companies had requested BSTZ
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[image: image221.jpg]o promptly delvertoseveral investigatoy ageacis the nccessary fils for
investigation and BSTZ then suddeny claimed they had transferred such proprictary
‘and hghly confideatial and pertncnt patent document o Iviewit Companics with no
notice o receiptof such transferand such parcels never were transferred.

809. That Plintifl satc o information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘nlawfally, and intenionally combine, confoderatc conspie and agree ogether with
csch ot and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
panticipateina conspiracy to violate; PATENT RULES PART 10 INDEX - PART 15,

810, That Paintiffs stateon information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and ntentionally cormbine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether with
‘cach other, and with other co-conspirators whosc names ar both known and unknown,
‘participato in & coaspiracy o violate muliplicity of rules i the CONSOLIDATED.
'PATENT RULES Titl 37 Code of Federa Regultions Patcts, Trademarks, and
‘Copyrights and Title 35.

811, That Plintifs satc on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawhly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agree ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy o commit VIOLATIONS OF PROTECTION OF TRADE
SECRETS.

812 That Plintiff sate o information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawhuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names ae both known and usknown,
panticipatein  conspiracy to violatc; TITLE 18 PART I CH 90 Se 1831 Economic
espionage.

A. That Plaintifs statc on information and belie, defendants have commiticd
‘economic espionage inending and knowing the offenses will benefta orcign sgent
and knowingly stoe, and without authorization sppropristed, took, carried away, and
‘oncealed, and by fruud, rtifice, and deception obtained trade secrets; further and
‘without suthorizaton copicd, duplicated, sketchcd, drew, photographed, downloaded,
uploaded, shtered, desioyed, photocopid, eplicated,runsmited, delivred, seat,
mailed, communicaed, and conveyed trade secets; and received, bought and possess




[image: image222.jpg]rade secrets, Knowing th ssm to have been stolen and appropristed, blaincd, and.
‘onverted without suthorzation; and aiempted to commit offeuses described in
parmgraphs (1) through (3); and (5) and conspired with one or more other persoes and.
commitied offenses described in paragraphs (1) tirough (3), and ane o more of such
persons did acts o effect th object of the conspiracy.

813, That Plaintffs sateon information and belif, defendunts,did knowingly,
unlawfally, nd inentionally combine, confederat, conspie und ugree together with
each other, and with oher co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte; TITLE 18 PART T CH 90 Sec 1832 Theftof trade
searts.

A. That laintifs stae on information and beli,defendants have committed thefl of
rade secrtswith ntent to convert trade secrets, elaed 10 and inluded i prodacts
produced for and placed in interstate and foreign commerce, 10 the cconomic bencfit
of others than the owner thercof, and intended and knowing the ofteases would,
injure the owners of trade sectets, knowingly steal, and without authorization
appropristed, ook, carred away, and concealed, and/or by fraud, atifice, and
deception obtsined such information; and without utborization copicd, duplicated,
sketched, drew, photographod, downloaded, uploaded, altered, destroyed,
photocopicd, replicatd, ransmitied, delivered, snt, maled, communicated, and
conveyed such information; and received, bought,possesses such information,
Knowing the same t have been solen and appropriated, obtained, o converted
without suthorizaion; and attempted to commit offenses described in paragraphs (1)
through (3); or (5) and conspired with one o more other persons to commit any
offense described in paragraphs (1) through (3), an one o more ofsuch persons in
act o cffet the objoct of the conspiracy.:

814, That Plaintifs statc on information and belict, defcodants, id knowingly,
unlally, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspiand sgree ogether with
cach o, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
participae ia 8 conspracy to commit FRAUD UPON THE UNITED STATES
COPYRIGHT OFFICES.




[image: image223.jpg]815, That Plaintifs satc on information and belie, defendant, did knowingly,
‘nlawfully, nd istentionally combine, confedenic, conspirc and agre together with
esch other, and with other co-conspiators whese names ar both known and nknown,
participate in  conspiracy o commit fraud upo the United States Copyright Offices by
filing 0 secure copyright protection and other scts under,including but not limited
TITLE 17~ COPYRIGHTS.

816, That Plainifs state o information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfilly, and intenionaly combine, confoderatc conspire and agree ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
pactcipa in & conspiacy t violte VIOLATIONS OF FEDERAL BANKRUPTCY
LAW.

817 That Plintifs statc on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
nlawhlly, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether it
‘ach other, snd withother co-conspirators whose rames ae both known and wnknown,
participatein 8 conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART | CHAPTER 9 BANKRUPTCY.
Sec. 152 CONCEALMENT OF ASSETS; FALSE OATHS AND CLAIMS; BRIBERY.

‘A. That lainifs stte on information and belief, by Definition and Se.152
defendants have concealed asets and falsificd aths and claims and further caused
embezzlement against etate and under Sc. § 154 defendants had adverse interests
nd conduct unbecoming officers and uader Sec. §155 Fec agreemcais in cases under
tie 11 and rceiverships and under Sec. § 156 had knowing disregard of bankruptcy.
Iaw o rule and underSec. § 157 bave commited bankrupcy fraud and defendants
concealed assets and made fase oaths and chaims and who knowingly and
frmudulcatly concealed rom s custodian,trustee, marshal,or ofher officer o the court
charged with the control or castody of property, or, in comnection with  case under
e 11, from creditorsor the United Staes Truste, properties belonging o thecsate
of adebtor; knowingly s fraudalently made fase osths or accounts in and in
rolation f0a case under e 11; knowingly sad faudulently made flse declaratons,
centficaes, vrifcatons, nd statemcats under penaly of prjury under section 1746
oftite 28, in and inreaton fo  case under e 11; knowingly and fraudulently
presenied fulss claims for proof agginst the estate ofa debtor, and uses any such clsim




[image: image224.jpg]i case under itk 11, in  personal capacity o a or through an aget, proxy, oF
attorey; knowingly and fraudulently received any material amount of property from
 debtor afle the filing of a case under e 11, with intent fo defcat th provisions of
it 11; knowingly and fraudaleatly gave,offeed, received, and atemped o obtain
any money o propeny, remuncration, compensation, reward, dvantage, or promise
thereof by acting and forbearing 10 act in » casc under tille 1 ina personal capacity
or as an agent or officr of a person and corporaton, n contemplation of & case under
title 11 by or against the person or any other persom o corporation, o with nfent o
defeat the provisions oftile 11 knowingly and fraudulently transferred and
‘oncealed property or the property of such olher prson o corperation; afier the filing
of a case under title 11 and in contemplation thereof, knowingly and frauduleatly
conccaled, destroyed, mutlaed, fasified, and made false entres in recorded
information (including books, documents, records, and papers) relating t0 the
property or inancial affirs f a debtor; or i the filng of  case under ite 11,
Knowingly and fraudulently withbolds fom a custodian,trustee, marshal, ot other
officcr o the court or a United States Trusteeentiled o it possession, any recorded
information (including books, document, records, and paper) relatng (0 the
property or financial affirsof a debtor.

818, That Plintiffs tatc on information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawhuly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participato in  conspiracy o vioate; TITLE 18 PART [ CHAPTER 9 Sec 156 -
Knowing disrogard of bankrupicy law or rule and TITLE 18 PART I CHAPTER 9 Sec:
157 - Bankrupcy fraud.

A That Plaintifs sate on information and belie, efendant, id knowingly,
unlawaly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and sgree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirsiors whose names are both known and
unksown, paricipate in & conspiracy to violstc S, 157 and through bankruptey
fraud defendants described herein devised und intcndedto devise  scheme and
antifice 0 defraud and forthe purpose of executing and concealng such a scheme and
arifice and aemping o do s0 and fld a petition under e 11;and iled documeats
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[image: image225.jpg]ina proceeding under e 11; and makes  false or fraudulent represnation, caim,
or promise conceming or in relation {0 a proceeding under e 11, at any time beforc
or afte the filing of the petiton, or in elation fo  proceeding flsely assrted tbe
pending under such title.

819, That Plaintifs sate n information and belef defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intntionally combine, confederat, conspire und ugree fogether with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose narmes are both known and unknow,
participalein a conspiracy to violate COUNTERFEITING AND FORGERY.

$20. That Plaintifs sate on information and blicf, defcodants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederal, conspre and agree fogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
‘participato in » conspiracy o violte; TITLE 18 PART { CH 25 SEC 470
'COUNTERFEITING AND FORGERY courterfet acts committed outside the United
Sates.

‘A That Plainif state on information and belef, by committng counterfeitacts
‘committed outside the United; and Sec. 471, in regard to obligations and securites
‘of United States defendants, with intent to defraud, falsely made, forged,
‘ounterfited, and altered an obligation or ther securiy of the United States.

821, That Plintfs state on information and belef, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionlly combine, confederate, conspie and agree ogether with
esch other, and with other co-conspirwios whose names e both known and uaknown,
participato in  conspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART | CH 25 Sec 473 - Dealing in
‘ounterfeit obligations or sccuriics.

A. That Plantifs stte on information and beicf by dealing in counterfeit
obligations o securties and defendants boughtbuy, soldel,recsivedireceive, and
\delivered\deliver false forged, counterfeited, and altered obligations and ober
securitcsof the Uied States, with the fteat thatthe same be passed, published, or
used s true and geuine.

822 That Plaintfs sat on information und belif,defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, andintenionally combine,confederatc conspir and agree ogsther with
esch othr, and with other co-conspiraiges whose narmes e both known and unknown,
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[image: image226.jpg]‘participate in a conspiracy 0 violac; TITLE 18 PART CH 25 Sec 494 - Contractors’

bonds, bids, and publicrecords i regard to Contractors bands, bids, and public records.
A That Plaintifssate on information and beie, deendants flscly made,alered,
forged, and countefeited securiy, public record, afidavit, o Other writing fortho
purpose of defrauding the Unitod States; and defendants utered and poblished as troe
and possessed with inten 0 uter o publis s true, fls, forged, ltered, snd
‘counterfeted writing, knowing the same o be fals, forged, alered,or counterfeted:
and defendants transimitied 10, s prescrted at offices and offices of the United
‘States, false, forged, altered, o counterfeited writing, knowing the same 10 be false,
forged, altered, o countrfeited.

823, That Plaintfl statcon information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and inicntionaly combine, confederatc conspire und agrco together with
each other, and with other co-conspirsors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiacy to violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 25 Sec 495 - Contracts,
decds, and powers ofattomey in rogards to contracts, decds, nd powers of attorney and.
falscly made, licred, forged, and counterfited decds, power of ttomeys, orders,
cetifcate, receipts, contracts, and other writings,fo the purpose of obiaining and.
recsiving, and of enabling other persons,dirccly and/or indiretly, i obiaining and
recsving from the United States andior offcers and agentsthereof, any sum of money;
defendants have utired and published as true fase, forged, altered, or counterfited
‘writings, with ntent t0 defraud the United States, knowing the same to be false, altred,
forged, o countefeitod; und defendants have transmited o, aod presented a offces and
officers of the United Stats, wrtingsin support of and in relation 10, any account or
clim, with intent to defraud the United States, knowing the same o be fase,alered,
forged, or counterfeited.

824 That Plaintiffs statcon information and belicf,defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intentionaly combinc, confoderate, Gonspire and sgroe ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy to violate Sec, 513, - Securites of the States and private
enttics.




[image: image227.jpg]825, That Plaintffs state on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intcationally combine, confederate, conspirc and agree fogether with
ach other, and with otherco-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknow,
participate in  conspircy to violate Sec. 14,  Fititious obligations.

826, That Plaintf stae on information and belicf, defeodunts, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknow,
‘participate in & conspiracy o violste FRAUD AND FALSE STATEMENTS, I the
commission of cetain crimes againstthe USPTO and sta corporaie laws, documents
‘were flsified for; patent applications,corporate formation and other corporae.
documents;billing statcments, foreign patent applications,investment documents and
other documeats cureatly under investigations s outlined hereia.

827, That Plaintfs stat on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc, conspire wn g together with
esch other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participate in a couspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART 1 CH 47 FRAUD AND FALSE
STATEMENTS Scc 1001,

A. That Plaitifs state on information and belie, defendants made statemets or
cntrics gencrally and in matters within the jrisdiction of the cxecutive legislaive, or
Judicial branch of the Government of the Uited States, knowingly and willfully
falsified,concealed, and covered up by trick,scheme, and device materia fcts; and.
made materially falso, fctitous, and fraudulent statements and epresentatons; and
made and used alse wriings and documents knowing the same fo contain materially
flse, ficitious, nd fraudulent satemeats and cntrics.

828, That Paintiffs state n information and belif,defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agres together with
each other, and with other co-conspiraors whose names are both known and unknown,
pasticipatoin  conspiracy to violatc; TITLE 18 PART I CH 47 Sec 1031 - Major fraud
against the United States.

A. That Plaintifs state on information and beief, defendants have commitied major

fraud againstthe United States and knowingly executed, and atempied to execat,




[image: image228.jpg]schemes and arifices with the inent o defraud the United State; and obiained.
‘moncy and property by means offalse and fraudulent pretcascs, representations, and
promises in the procurement o property and services a a pime contractor with the.
Usited States or s  subcontractoror supplir on a contract in which there i a prime.
contrac with the United Staes,

829, That Plaitifssato o information and belie, defendant, did knowingly,
walawlly, and intcationally combine, confederatc conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspiraors whose names are both known and unknow,
participate in a conspiracy to violate MALICIOUS MISCHIEF VIOLATION.

830, That Plantifssate oninformation and belief, defendants have violated;
TITLE 18 PART CH 65 Scc 1361 - Govemment property or contacts.

A. That Plaitifsstte on information and beief, defendants, 6id knowingly,
wnlawlly,and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names areboth known and
‘unknown, participatein a conspiracy o vilate Government property and contracts
‘and that defemdants willulyinjred and commitid depredation agains propertes of
the United State, and deparmentsand agencies threof, and property which has beca
o is being manufactured or construced for the United Sates, or any deparument or
agency thereof, and aiempied o commit the forcgoing offeases.

831, That Plaindfs stae on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
walawully, nd intcntionally combine, confederatc, conspire and agr together with
each other, and with otherco-conspirators whose names are both known and unknow,
pasticipa i & conspiscy o violte ROBBERY AND BURGLARY.

832 That Paintffs sate on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree fogether with
cach ofber, and with other co-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknown,
‘partiipate in & conspiracy 10 violae; TITLE 18 PART I CH 103 Se 2112 - Personal
property of United States.

A That Plaatifs state on information and beief, defendants have robbed and
atempted o rob Iviewit Companics of propestics belonging 1 the United States.
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[image: image229.jpg]833, That Plintifs sate on information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
‘nlawfully, and intentionally combinc, confedeate, conspir and agre together with
cach other, and with ofher co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
perticipate in # conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 103 Sec 2114 Mail, moncy,
or other propety of United States.
A. That Plainifs stae on information and belef,defendants through mail, moncy,
and other property of United States and re i receipt, possession, concealmen, and
disposalof Propery. Defendants ave received, possess, conceal, and dispose of
‘money and other property Obtained i violation of this section, knowing the same (o
have been unlawfully obained.

834, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belief, defendans, id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agres togsther with
‘cach other, and with other co-canspirators whose nauncs are both known and unknows,
participate in a conspiracy o violate STOLEN PROPERTY.

835, That Plaindfs stte oninformation and belef,defendants,did knowingly,
wnlawfully, and intentionally combine, confedeate, conspire and agres ogether with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participate in @ conspiracy 0 viokte; TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 STOLEN PROPERTY
S 2311,

A. That Plainifssate on information and belef, through ilegal acions and defind,
“Money” means the legal tender of the United Statesor of any foreign country, or any
‘ounterfitthercof;"Socurites" inchudes any note,stock certificats, bond, debenture,
check, draft, warrant, travelee's check, leter of crdit, warehouse receip, negotiable.
bill of ading, evidence of indebledncss, cetficate ofinerestor participation i any.
profit sharing agreement, collteral-trut cerifcate, preorganization cerificae or
cenificae of nterest i propesty, tangible o intangibe;intrument or document or
witng evidencing ownership of goods, wares, and merchandise, o transfering of
assigning any right, tte, orinerest i or o goods, wares, and merchandise; or, in
general, any instrument commonly known s a “securiy’, or any cerificae of inerest
or paticipaion n,temporary o interm certificatefor, oceipt for, wammant, o rightfo
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[image: image230.jpg]subscribe to o purchase any of the foregoing, or any forged, countrieited, o
sporious rpresentation of any of the forcgoing; "Tax stamp" includes any tx stamp,
tax ken,tax mete imprin,or any other form of evidence of an obligaton running
0 State, or evidence of the discharge thercof, "Value” means the face, par, or
masket value, whichover s the greatet, and the aggregate value of all goods, wares,
nd merchandise, securites, snd moncy referred o in asingl indictment shall
constitute the value thereof.

836, That Plaindffs state on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentonalty combine, confederate, conspirc and agree fogether with
each other, and with othe co-couspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy o violat; TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2314 -
Transporttion of stolen g00ds,securics, moneys, fraudulent State ax samps, o acles
wsed in counterfeiting.

A. That Plaitifssateon information and beie, dofendants have paticipatedin the
transportaion of solen goods, scuriie, maneys, or rices used in counterfeiing
and defeadants have ranspored, transmited, aod made transfers n interstate and.
foreign commerce of goods, wares, merchandis, securities of money, of the value of
$5,000 or more, knowing the same t0 have been solen, converted and taken by fraud;
and having devised and intended to devise schemes and atifices 1o defiaud, and for
obiaining money or property by means of flsc o frudulent pretenses,
representations, and prommises, ransported and caused 10 be transported, nd induccd
persons o travel i, and o be transported in interstate and foreign commerce i the
exccution and concealment of schemes and arifces fo defraud that person of hose
persons of money or property having a value of $5,000 or more; and, with unlawful
or fraudulentintent,transportd in interstat and forcign commerce flsely made,
forged,alered, and countefeitod securiics, knowing thessme 1o have bee flsely
made, forged, atered, and countereited; and, with unlawful and frauduleat intent.

837 That Plainifssato o information and belief, defcndants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc, conspire and agree together With
ach other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names ar both known and unknows,



[image: image231.jpg]participatein a conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2315 - Sale or
roceipt of stoken goods, sccuritis, mancys, or fraudulat Statctax stamps.

838, That Plaintiffs satc oninformation and belicf, defendants, 0 knowingly,
unlawfuly, nd inteationaly combine, confederate, conspie and agre together with
ach other, and it otber o-conspiators whose names e both known and unknown,
pasticipatein s conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 113 Sec 2318 - Trafficking
in counterfitlbels fo phonarccords, copis of computer programs of computer program
docamentaion or packaging, and copes of motion pctures or oiher audio visual works,
and trafficking in countefeit computer program documentation o packaging.

A. That Painifssatc on information and belef, while traffcking in counerfec
el for phonorccords, copics of computer programs or computer program
documeniation or packaging, and copics of motion pictures or ofber audio visusl
‘wWorks,and traffcking in counerfeit computer program documentation or packging.
and knowingly taffic in counterfet abel affixed or designed o be affxed to
phonorecord, or a copy of a computer program or documentation o packaging for &
computer program, o a copy of a mion pictare o Otber audiovisual work, and
‘whoever, in any of the ircumstances described in subsesion (¢ of thi secion,
Knowingly raffics in countereit documentation o packging for & computer
progaam.

839, That Plintifs sate oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, s inteationaly combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
ach oher, and with other co-conspirators whose narmcs e both known and unknown,
participate in & coaspiracy 10 violte; TITLE 18 PART 1 CH 113 Scc 2319 - Criminal
infringement of a copyright.

840, That Plaintifs sate oninformation and belief, defendant, did knowingly,
unlawuly, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and urknown,
participae n s conspirscy o vioate; TITLE 18 PARTT CH 113 Sec 2320 - Traficking
in counterfit goods or secvices.

841, That Plaintifssatc oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawaly, and intentionlly combine, confideate, conspie and agre together with




[image: image232.jpg]each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy 0 violate SECURITIES LAWS of Tile 15 Chap 2. That
Paintiffs ta on information and belif,satc defendants violaied muliple scuritcs
Taws through fruud o achieve the P thets and corporate formations.
A. That Plainiffs st on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confislerte, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and
‘unknown, partcipate in a conspiray to violate BRIBERY, GRAFT, AND
‘CONFLICTS OF INTEREST.

$42. ‘That Plaintiffs sate oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawlly, and intenionally combine, confederat, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participato in s coaspiracy o violte; TITLE 18 PART I CH 11 Sec. 201, Bebery of
‘public offcials and witesses.

43, That Plaintiffssate on information and belief, defendants, 0 knowingly,
unlawfally, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agres together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and urknown,
participatc in a couspiracy o vioate Scc. 225, - Continuing financialcrimes caterpise.

844, That Plaintiffs state oninformation nd blief, defendants, 0id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederst, conspire und ngree together with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose naumcs ar both known and unknows,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte Sec, 205, - Activities of officers and employees n
claims against and other maters affecing the Government.

845, That Plaintifs satc oninformation and belief, defendants, id knowingly.
walawflly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and sgree togetber with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose narmes ar both known and unknown,
‘participate in s conspiracy o violte Sec. 208, - Acts affecting  personal financial
interest.

46, That Plaintifs sate oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with



[image: image233.jpg]cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknown,
partcipate in a conspiracy o violate Scc. 210, - Offe to procure appointive public offce.

847, That Plaintfis state on information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspirand agre together with
cach other, and with ohr co-conspirators whose names are both known #nd unknow,
participate ina conspiracy to violate PERIURY.

$48.  That Plaintifssate oninformation and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly cormbine, confederate, couspir and agres togtber with
each other, and with ot co-conspiraors whose names e both known and unknows,
paricipate in  conspiracy o violat; TITLE 18 PART 1 CH 79 Sec 1621 - Perury.
genenlly.

A That Plaintiff sate on information and belief, By committng scts of pesjury
‘goncrally snd irther having taken an osth before & compeleat tibunal, officer, o
‘person, in cuss i which laws of the Urited States authorize oaths o be admiristered,
that defendantstetiy, dechre, depose, and cetify truly, tht writen estimonies,
declarations, depositions, and cerificats subscribed, istru, and defenduats wilflly
and contrary to such ostssted and subscribed material maters which they did not
belicve 1o be true; and in declarations, crtificates, verifications, and statements under
penaly of perury as permitied under scction 1746 of i 28, United States Code,
‘wilflly subscribed astrue material maties which they do not believe to b tru; and
i therefore gaity of perjury.

849, That Plaintiffs state o information and belif, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfuly, aod intentionaly combine, confederate, conspre and agre together with
each other, and with other o-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART | CH 79 Sec 1622 by subormation
of perjury.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, sod intentionaly combinc, confiderate, conspie and agree ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirutors whose names are both known and
unknown, partcipate in  conspiracy to procure othersfo commit perjary and
therefore re gl of ssbommation of per




[image: image234.jpg]850, That Plaintiffssate o information and belief, defendant, did knowingly,
uniawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agre together with
cach other, and with olher co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
pastcipate in a conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART [ CH 79 Sec 1623 - False:
declarations before grand jury or court.
A. That Plaitifs stae on information and belcf, defendants have made falso
declrations before  court and under oath (aod i declaration, cetficates,
Verifications, and satements under penalty of perjury as permitted under section 1746
oftitle 28, United Sttes Code) in proceedings before orancilay to any court of the
United States and knowingly made flse mateial declarations and made and use ther
information, including books, papers, documeats, ecords, ecordings, nd other
‘mtrials, knowing the same to contan false material declaations.

851, That Plaiatifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly,and intentonally combine, confederate, Gonspire and agree together with
each other, and with oher co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatcin  conspiracy 10 violate pejury in depositions 0 tate supreme court
ageacies, tate supremme courts, civilcourt and a federal bankrupcy court.

852, That Plaintff tateon information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiratos whose names e both known and unknown,
pastiipato in a conspiracy  violate; TITLE 1§ PART I CH 63 Sec 1341 - Frauds and
swindies.

‘A That Painiffs sate on information and belif, defendants have devised and
intended to devise schemes and arifices to dfraud, and for obtaining moncy and
property by means of flse nd fraudulent pretenses, epresentaions, and promises,
andlor 1o sell, dispose of loan, exchunge, e, give away, istribute, supply, fumish
andor procure for unlawful uses countereit or sparious obligation, securiy, and
other articles, and represented to be and infimated and held out fo be counterfet o
spurious artice,forthe purpose of executing such schemes and artifices and
ttcmpting 8010 do, places in any postoffceor suthorized depositoryfor mail matier,
‘maticr or things sent and delvered by th Postal Service, and deposited and caused

L



[image: image235.jpg]o be deposited matcrs and things to be sent and deivered by private and commercial
intertae carier, an ook and received therefrom, such mattrs and things, and
Knowingly caused to be delivered by mail and such carrier acconding 10 the direction
thereon, and a theplace at which it i drected o be delivered by the person to whom
it addressed, any such matter or things.

853, That Plaintfs stat on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confiderte, conspire and agree ogeiher with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknow,
participate in a couspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART 1 CH 63 Sec 1342 Fictitious name
or address.

A. That Plaintifs satc on information and belief, Inthe s of ficitous names and
ddresses, defendants for the purpose of conducting, promoting, and carrying 0a by
means of the Postal Servie, schemes and dovices meationed in sction 1341 of this
i and otherunlawul business, used sod assumed, and requested to be addressed
by, any fictitiou, false, or assumed tle name, and address and name other tha his
own proper name, o takes or receive from any postoffce o authorized deposiory
‘of mail matter, any letier, postal card, package, and other mail mafter addressed to.

any such fcitous, e, or sssumed i, name, address, name otherthan bis own

proper name.

854, That Plintiff satc o information and belie, defendaats, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confiderate, conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein 2 conspiracy to vioate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Seo 1343 - Frud by wire,
radio, o telovision.

A. That Plaiifs st on information and belicf, defeodants, did knowingly,
ulawully, and intenionallycombine, confederaie, conspire and agree together with
each other, and withother co-conspiators whose sames are both known snd
unknown, paticipate in a conspiracy o commit fraud by wire, adio, of television nd
defendants have devisod and intended to devise schemes und atiices 10 defraud, and
for obtaining money and property by mesas of falseor fraudulent pretenses,
representations, and promises, and caused to be transmitied by means of




[image: image236.jpg]i, adio, o television commurication n inersate o foreign commerce, wrtings,
signs, signals, pictures, and sounds for the purpose of executing such schemes and
antifices.

855, “That Plaintiffs sate o information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intcationaly combine, confedcrate, conspire und agre together with
ach other, and with other o-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
paricipate in 2 conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1344 - Bank fraud.

A, That Planiifs state on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intcationally combine, confoderat, conspire and agre together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirulors whose names ae both known and
unknown, paicipate in  conspiracy to commit bank fraud by knowingly executing,
and attempting to execute, schemes and artifices to defraud a financial institation; and
10 obtain any of the maney, funds, credit, asses,securiic, o other property owned
by, o under the cusiody or ontrol of, a financial insitation, by means of false or
fraudulent pretenses, rprescaiations,or promiscs.

856 That Plintifsstaic on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiratars whose names ac both known sad unknown,
‘participate in & conspiracy o violate; TITL 18 PART I CH 63 Sec 1346 - Defintion of
“scheme or atifice t defraud".

A, That lainif state on information and belef,defendants meet the definition of
“scheme or aifice t defraud® inciuding schemes and artifices o deprive another of
the intangibleright o honest services.

857, That That laintifs stte on information and belef, defendants, did
Knowingly, unlawfally, and inicnionally combine, confederate, conspire snd agree
together with each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known
and unknown, paricipate in 3 conspiracy 0 violste VIOLATIONS OF POSTAL
SERVICE.

858, That Plaintfs state on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawully, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,



[image: image237.jpg]participate in  conspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART [ CH 83 Sec 1701 - Obstructon of
mails gencrally.
A. That Plaitifs stte on information and belef, defendants have obstructed mails
enenally, knowingly and willflly obstrcting and retading the passage o the mai,
and carier and conveyance carrying the mail.

859, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach ofher, and with ofber co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
pasticipatc in  conspiracy o violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH §3 Sec 1702 - Obstruction of
comespondence.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belef, defendants have obstructed.
comespondences und tken leters, postal card, and packages outof  post office and
a authorized depository for mail matters, and fom any eter o mail carier oF which
s becn i any post office or authorized depository, or i the custody of any leter or
‘mail carrer, before it has beca delivered o the person to whom it was directed, bad
designs to obstruct the correspandences, and o pry nto the businesses and secrets of
others, and opened,secreted, cmbezzled, and destroyed the same.

860, That Plaintffs stac on information und belif, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederatc, conspire nd agree togeber with
each other, and with othr co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy 1 violte numerous codes of the INTERNAL REVENUE
SERVICE CODE by actions described hercin.

A. That Plantifsstatc on information and beicf defeadants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and ineationaly combine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspiratos whose names arc both known and
‘unknown, participst in a conspiracy to violatc numerous federal and state tax codes
including: TITLE 26 INTERNAL REVENUE CODE.

B That Plaintiffs statc on information and belief, defendants engaged i illgal
activitesin eporting taxes and preparing satements.

861, That Plaintiffs satc o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
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[image: image238.jpg]<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy to violaic EMBEZZLEMENT AND THEFT.

862, That Plaintilsstatc on information and belief, defendants, did knowinly,
unlawflly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with oher co-conspiratons whose names e both known and unknows,
participateina conspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 31 Sec 641 - Public money,
property or rcords.

A. That Plaintifsstate on information and belef, in regard o public moncy, property
o records, defendants have embezled, solen, puloined, und knowingly converted to
their use andthe uscs of others, and without authoity, sl convey and disposed of
records, vouchers, moncys, and thiags of value of the United States o of any
department or agency thereof, and in property made and being made under contract
forthe United States o any department or agency thereof, and defendants bave.
received, concealed, and retained the samo with infent 0 convert it 1 their use and
gain, knowing it o have becn cmbezzled, solen, purloined or comverted.

863, That Plainfs state oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawilly, and intentionally combinc, confederatc, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whosc names e both known and unknown,
‘pasticipate in a conspiracy o violate Sec 654 - Offceror cmployee of Usited States
converting property of snotber.

864, That Plantifs state on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc conspire and agree together with
each other, and with othe co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein 2 conspiracy fo violate TITLE 15 CH 22 SUBCH IV SUBCHAPTER IV -
THE MADRID PROTOCOL.

865, That Plaintffs sste on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
cach otber, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
participate in a conspiracy o violste CONTEMPT.




[image: image239.jpg]866, That Phintiffssate on information and belief, defendants bave volated
the following i the abuse of including but not limited o, Supreme Courtdisciplinary
agencics and a Florida civilcircuit court.

867 That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants have violated.
Sec. 401. - Power of court.

868, That Plaintiffs state o information and belie, defendants have violated
See. 201. - Bribery of public offcals snd witnesses.

869, That Plaintiffssate oninformation and belief, defendants have violated.
Sec. 205. - Activities of officers and employees in claims against and other maticrs
affcting the Government.

70, That Plaiotiffsstate oninformation and belie, defendants have violated
Sec. 208, - Acts afecting a personal financal interest.

71, That Plaiotiffs sate oninformation and belie, defendants have violated.
Sec. 210.- Offrto procure sppointive public ofice.

872, That Planiffs statc oninformation and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names re both known and unknown,
participatcin’ conspiacy to violtc OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE.

873, That Plaintf5 tate on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawlly, and intcationally combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both Known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy to violate; TITLE 18 PART I CH 73 Sec 1511 - Obstruction of
Statc or local law enforcement.

NEW YORK STATE CRIMES.

874, That Plaindffs sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionlly combine, confederatc, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other o-conspiators whose names ae both known and nknown,
participatcin s conspiracy 0 violate New York Conspirucy laws. ‘That Plaintiff sate on
information and belie, defeadants, did knowingly, unlawfuly, snd ntentionally
‘ombine, confederate, conspire and agree together with each other, and with other co-
conspirators whose names e both knowh and uaknown, paricipai i § Conspiracy o
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[image: image240.jpg]‘commit a conspiracy within th state of New York and under; New York Stte
Consolidated Laws Penal ARTICLE 105 CONSPIRACY as described herein.

875, That Plaindffs state on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
each other, nd with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
paricpatein  conspiriey o violae: Secion 105.00 Conspiracy i the sixth degree.

876, That Paintiffs sate on information and belic, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederae, conspir ad agres together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and usknown,
participatein  conspiracy to vilato 105,05 Conspiracy i the fifth degree.

877, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie und agre together ith
each other, and with otber co-conspirstors whose namcs e both known and unknows,
participatein  conspiracy 0 violte 105,10 Conspiracy inthe fourth degree.

S78.  That Phaints stte oninformation and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, an intentionally combine, confederatc, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspiratars whose names ar both known and unknown,
participatcin a conspiracy o vilate 105,13 Conspiracy i the third degree.

879, That Plaiatiffsstate oninformation and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, an intentionaly combine, confederatc, conspir and agres together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are ot known and unknows,
participat in a conspiracy to violate 105,15 Conspiracy in the second degree.

850 That That Plainifs stte on information and belef, defendants, did
knowingly, unlawfuly, and intentonally combine, confederatc, conspir and agrce
together with each other, and with other co-conspiraors whose namesare both known
and unknown, participate in a conspiracy o violate 105,17 Conspiracy inthe firt degee.

881, “That Plaintffs sate on information und belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawully, and intcntionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy o vilate 105,20 Conspiracy; pleading and proof; ecesity of

overtact. 1
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[image: image241.jpg]882, That Plintifsstatc on information and blicf, defcndants, did knowingly,
‘unlawally, and intenionally combine, confoderatc, conspire and agree togther with
cach other,and with ofher co-conspirsiors whose names are both kniown and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violate 105.30 Conspiracy; no defease.

883, That Plaintifs state on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
cach otbe, and with other o-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
panicipatein’ conspiracy to violat 05 35 Conspiracy; enterpise comuption:
applicabilty.

884, That Plaintffs sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, snd with other co-conspirators whose names e both known snd unknown,
participate in  conspirscy o violat § 105,00 Conspiacy i th sixth degree.

885, That That Plaintifssate n information and belief, defendants, did
knowingly, nlawflly, and intenionally combine, confederate conspire and agree
together with each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names are both known
and unknown, participatc i a conspirscy to violsic VIOLATIONS OF PUBLIC
‘OFFICES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO, First Department Court, 1*DDC,
‘Sccond Department Court, 2 DDC.

886, That Plantifs state on information and blief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and inentionally combine, confederat, conspire and agree together with
cach othe, and with otber co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknow,
participatcin  conspiracy to violate; New York Stte Consolidated Laws Penal
ARTICLE 200 BRIBERY INVOLVING PUBLIC SERVANTS AND RELATED
(OFFENSES, and these claims ar furtherendorsed by the statements in Anderson.

887, That Plaintffs ssic on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfly, and intcntionally combine, confoderate, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
paricipae in a conspiracy o violate; § 200,03 Beibey inthe sccond degrec.

A. That Plainifs stae on information and belief, defendantsare guiky of bribery in
the socond degres they e




[image: image242.jpg]xcess of ten thousand dollars upon a public servant upon an agreement or
‘understanding that such public scrvant’s e, opinion, judgment, action, decision or
exercise of discreion as a public servant willthereby be influenced. Bribery i the
second degroe s a class C felony.

888, That Plaatifts state oninformation and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionall combine, confederate, conspire and agres togeher with
each other, and with ofhr co-conspiraors whose names re both known and unknown,
participatc in  conspiracy 10 violate; § 200.04 Bribery in th frst degree.

A. That Plaintifs state on information and belif, defendants are guilty of ribery in
the first degree when they confered, o offered o agreed 10 confer any beaeit spon
2 public scrvast upon a agreemeat or understanding that such public servants vote,
‘opinion, judgment, action, decision or excrcise of discretion as a public servant will
hereby be influcnced inthe investigation, ares, detention, prosecution or
incarceration of any person for the commission or alleged commission of & class A
elony defined i articl two hundred tweaty o the penal |aw or an atiempt to commit
any such class A felony. Brbery inthe fist degree is a class B felony.

889, That Plaindff sate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfely, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, nd with other co-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatcin  conspiracy o vioate; § 200.10 Bribe receving in the third degree.

A, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, a public servant i guily of bribe
receiving inthe third degree when h solicit, accepts or agrees 1o accept any benefit
from anather person upon an agreement o understanding tht his Vot opiaion,
judgment, acton, decision or exercise of iscretion as a public scrvant wil thercby be
influenced. Bribe recciving in the third degree s  clss D felony.

890, That Plaintifs sate o information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawially, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and uaknows,
‘participate in @ conspiracy o violate; § 200,11 Bribe receiving in the second degree.

A. That Plaintf stae on information and belief,a public servant is guily of bibe
receiving i the second degree when they solicit, accept or agree o accept any bencft

G



[image: image243.jpg]Valued in exces often thousand dollars from another person upon an agreementor
‘understanding that his votc, opinion, judgmest,action, decision o cxcreise of
discreion as a public servant will thercby be influenced. Bribe receiving i the
socond degree s class C fclony.

891, That Paintifssate on information und belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and inentionaly combine, confederate conspie und ugree together with
cach othe, nd with otber co-conspiraiors whose names are both known and unknown,
‘paticipae n a conspiacy 1 violaie;§ 200.12 Bribe eceiving in the fist degree.

A. That Phintiffs state oninformation and belief, a pubic servant is guikty of bribe
recciving i the firt degree when e solicits, cccpts o agree (o cccpt any benclit
from anothr person upon an agreement o understanding that his vote, opiaion,
judgmeat, action, decision orexercise of dicretion as a public servant will thercby be
influenced in the investgation, amest,detention, rosecution o ncarceraton of sy
person for the commission or lleged commission of aclass A felony defined in
articl two hundred twenty of the penal a or an afiempt to commit any such cass A
felony. Bribe receiving inthe first degree is a class B felony.

892 That Plintfs state oninformation and belief,defendants,did knowingly,
ualawully, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and withother co-conspirators whose uumes are both known snd unknown,
pasticipat in  conspiracy 10 violat; § 200.20 Rewarding official misconduc i the
second degres.

A That Plainiffs stat on information and beli, dofendants ar guilty of rewarding
official misconduct in the second degree when he knowingly confers, o offers o
agrees o confer, any beacfit upon  ublic servant for having violated his daty as 2
public scrvant. Rewarding offcial misconduct in the second degree i a class E
feloay.

893, That Plaintffs stste on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intetionally combine, confoderate, conspie and agree ogether with
each other, and with other o-conspiators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy 0 vioat; § 200.22 Revwarding oficial miscondct i the first
degree.
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[image: image244.jpg]A. That Plintiffs sate o information and belie, defendans are guilty of rewanding
officia misconduct n the fist degree when they knowingly confered,or offered or
agreed to confer, any benefit wpon a public scvant for baving vilated bis dty a5
public servant inthe investigation, arest, detention, prosecation, or ncarceration of
any person forthe commission o alleged commission of a lass A felony defined in
anice two hundred twenty of the penal aw o the attcmpt to comnit any such class A
felony. Rewarding offcal misconduct inthe firstdogree i a class C flony.

594, That Plaintfs state o informaton and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participae n a conspiracy o violat; § 200.28 Receiving reward for official misconduct
in the second degree,

A, That Plainif stae on information and belef,a public servant is gailty of
receiving rewand for offcial misconduct in the second degree when he solicit,
accepts o agrees to acocpt any beaefitfrom anotber person for having violated bis
duty as  public servant. Receiving reward for offcal misconduct in the second.
degres s class E felony.

895, That Plantiffs state on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with oher co-couspiraors whose pames we both known und unknow,
‘participate in & conspiracy 0 violae; § 20027 Receiving reward for official misconduct
inthe first degree.

A. That Plaitifsstate on information and beief, a pubic scrvant s guity of
reseiving reward for offcial misconduct n the firs degrec whe be soicits, acocpts
or agrees 1 accept any beacfit from another prson for haviag violated his duty =5
‘public servant in the nvestigation,ares,detention, prosecution,or incarcertion of
any person forthe commission o alleged commission of a lass A felony defincd in
article two hundred twenty of the penal aw orthe atiempt o comnit any such class A
felony. Receiving reward for offcial misconduct in the first degres s  class C
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[image: image245.jpg]596, That Phintiffs statc oninformtion and belicf, defendants,did knowingly,
untawlly, and inteationally combine, confoderate, conspire and agree together with
cach ofber, and with other o-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy o vilate; § 200.30 Giving unlawfl grauiies.
A. That Plaitiffs state on information and belef, defendants are guiky of giving
unlawful gratities when they knowingly conferred, oroffered or agreed to confe,
any bencfit upon @ public servant for having engaged in offcal conduct which he
‘was required or authorized to perform, and for which be was not cafiled o any.
special or additonal compensation. Giving unlawl gratuities is a class A
misdemeanor.

897, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawully, and inentionally combine, confedecate conspire wnd agro together with
each other, and withotber co-conspiators whose umes ae both known and unknown,
participate in @ conspiracy o vioate; § 200.35 Receiving ualawl gratuitics.

A. That Plainiffs stae on information and belif,a public servant is guilty of
receiving unlawul gratuities whea h solicits, accopts or agrees fo accept any beacfit
for having engaged in ofcil conduct which he was requiredor authorized to
‘perform, and for which he was ot enided t0 any specialor additinal compensation.
Receiving unlawful grauitesis a cass A misdemeanor.

898, That Plaintffs stat on information and belif, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
esch other, and with other co-conspirators whose ames ae both known and unknown,
particpate in  conspiracy to violae; § 200,45 Brbe giving for public ofice.

'A. That Plainiff state on information and belif,defendants are guiky of bribe
iving for public office when he confers, o offrs or agres o confer, any money or
other property upon a publc scrvant or a party offcer upon an agreement o
understanding that some person willor may b sppoiined 10 & public offce or
designated or nominated as a candidate for poblic offce. Beibe giving for public
offce is aclas D felony.

899, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,




[image: image246.jpg]cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy o violie; ARTICLE 175 OFFENSES INVOLVING FALSE
WRITTEN STATEMENTS.

900, That Plaiatifs sate on information and blief defendants, did knowingly,
waliwflly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with ot co-conspirsors whose names e both known und unknown,
pasticipate in & couspiracy 0 violte; § 175.05 Falsifying business records i the second
degree.

‘A, That Plaintiffs state on information and belif,defendants ar guilty of falsifying
business ecords in the sccond dogree when, with intcat to deiaud, they:
1. Makes or causes & flse cory i the business ecords of an entrprise or

2. Aliers, eraes, obliterats, delete, removes o destroys a tre entry in the

business records of an enteprise; or

3. Omits to makea ruc catry inthe business rcords of an enterpise in violation

ofa duty 1o do 50 which be knows o be imposed upon him by law or by the

‘maure o his postion; or

4 Prevents the making of 2 tra entry o causes the omission thercof i the

business records of an enteprise. Falsfying business records in the sccond

dogreeis a class A misdemeanor,

901, That Plaintfs state o information and belief, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawuly, and intentionally combine, confiderate, conspie and agre together with
each otber, and it other co-conspiators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy o vioate; § 175.10 Falifying business rocords i the fist
degree.

A. That Plaintfs stae on information and belief,defendants are guily of fulsifying
business records i the irst degree whea he commits th crime of flsfying business
roconds inthe second degree, and when his intent 1o defrsud ncludes anintent o
‘commit another cine o 1 4k or conceal the commission thereof. Falsifying
busines record i the first degree is & lass F felony.

902, That Plaiatiffs sate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
ualawfully, and inentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with




[image: image247.jpg]cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,

participae n a conspiracy o vioate; § 175,20 Tampering with public records inthe

second degree.
A. That laindfs stae on information and belif,defiadants are guily of tampering
‘it public records in the second degree whea, knowing thathe does not have the
sutbority of anyone entited o grant t, be knowingly removes, mutiltes, destroys,
conceals, makes a falc entry inor falsly alers any record o otber writcn
msrument fled with, deposite in, o ofherwise constifating a record ofa bl
office or publicservant. Tampering with publc rcords i the second degree s
Class A misdemeanor.

903, That Plaintifs stte on information and belict defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, sod intentionally combine, confiderae, conspire and agree tgether with
each other, and with othr co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy to violate § 17525 Tampering with public recordsinthe irst
degre.

A. That Plaintifsstate on information snd belef, defendants are guiky of ampering
‘with public reconds in th first degree when, knowing that b does not ave the.
sutbority of anyone entited o grant i, and with inent 0 defrud, he knowingly
removes, mutilates, desroys, conceals, makes  falsc caty in or falscly altrs any
record or other writien instrument iled with, deposited in, or otherwise consituting a
recond ofa public offce o publicservant. Tampering with public records i the irst
dogreois a class D felony.

904, That Plantifsstate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederatc conspire and agree together with
each other, and withofher co-conspiators whose names ar both known and unknown,
‘participac in & conspracy o violate;§ 175.30 Offring  fale istrumeat for iling i the
second degres.

A That Plaintffs sate on information and belif, dofendunts ar guilty of offering «
false instrument fo iling inthe sccand dogree when, knowing thata written

instrumeat coniain a false statement orflse information, b offes o presents t 108
public offic o publcseragtwith the Knowledge or bttt will b id wit,
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[image: image248.jpg]repistered or recorded in or otherwise become a part of the records ofsuch public
office or public scrvant. Offcing s fals instrument for iling in the second dogree is
a class A misdemeanor.

905, That Plantifsstte on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspi and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknows,
participate in  couspiracy to violate; § 17535 Offcing a fase instrument or fiing in the
fist dogree.

A. That Plainifs state o information and belef, defeadants are gty of offcing s
false instrument for filin inthe fistdegree when, knowing tha a writen instrument
containsa fulsc statement o flseinformation, und with intent 10 defraud the state or
any politcal subdivision, public authority o public benefi corporation of the e, he
offersor peseats t 1o public office, publc servant, public suthority o public
benefit corporaion with the knowledg or belef that it will be filed with, registered
o recorded in o otherwise become a part of the reconds of such public office, public
scrvant, public authority or public benefit corporation. Offering a falc instramcat for
Slingin the first degree i aclass E felony.

906, That Plaintifsstate on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combinc, confidratc conspie and agrestogether with
each other, and with otber co-consprators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatoin  conspiracy to violate; § 175.40 Isuing a false certificate.

A, That Plaitifssate on information and belic, defendsnts sre gy ofssuing o
false certificate when, being 2 public servant authorized by law to make or issue
official cetificate or other offical written instruments, and with intentto defraud,
deceive o inure another person, be issucs such an instrument, or makes the same
it inteo tht it be issued, knowing tht it contaias  falsestatement orfulse
information. Issuing a falsc ertificate i aclass E folony,

907 That Plaintifs state on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawflly, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
each other, and with oher co-conspiraors whose names ae both known and unknown,
porticipate in a conspiracy o violte; § 75 45 Issuing false fnancial satement.
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[image: image249.jpg]A. That Plaintifs stae on information and belif,defendants are guily of issuing a
false financial statemcnt whea, with inteat to defraud:
1. He knowingly makes or uttes & writtn instrument which purports  describe the
financial condition o ability 0 pay of some person and which i inaceurse i some.
‘matrialrespect; or
2. He represents in witing thata writen instrumest purporting (o describe & person's
financial condition o ability 10 ay as ofa pior date s accurste with espect t0 uch
person's curret financial condition or ability 0 pay, whereas he knows i is
‘materially inaceurate in that respect. Issing a flse financialstatement is a class A-
‘misdemeasor.

908, That Plaitifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire und agre together with
cach otber, and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy to violate; NY Consttution ARTICLE XIII Public Officers
Section 1. Members of th legislaure, andalloficers, executive and judical, except such
inerior offices as shallbe by law exemped, shall,beforethey cater on the dutics of their
respective offces,take and subscribe the following osthor ffirmation: " do slerualy
swear (oraffrm) that I will support the Constituion of the Uniied States, snd the
Consttuion of the Stac of New York, and tha  wil athfully discharge the duties of
5 OFFcE Of ..., acconding 1 the best of my abilty* and have in mutitude violated
such outh und o fuithfuly discharge dutis.

909, That Plintifssate on information and belie, defendanis, 0id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally cormbine, confoderte, conspire and agres ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy 0 violte Public Officers - Public Officers ARTICLE 1 S2.

910, That Plaitifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowisgly,
unlawlly, and intentonally combine, confederate conspire and agree ogether with
each other, nd with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein  coaspiracy to violate; ARTICLE 2 Appointment and Qualificaton of
Public Offcer - ARTICLE 15 ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS.




[image: image250.jpg]911, That Plaitifsstatc on information and belicf, defendants, did knowngly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with otber co-conspirators whose narmcs ar both known and unknows,
pusticipats in # conspiracy o violate S 476-a. Action for nlawrul practce of the law.
A. Whersby:
1. The attomey-general may maintain an acion upon his own information or upon the
complaint ofa privatc person o of  bar association organized and cxising under the
Iaws of this stae against any person, parnership, corporation, or associaion, and any.
eamployee, ageat, director,or officr thereof who commits any actor engages in any.
conduct prbibited by aw asconstituting the unlawful pracics of the aw.
2. Such an action may also be maintained by a bar ssociation organized und existing
‘under thelaws o th sate of New York, upon an spplication o the sspreme court of
the state of New York, orajusice thereof,for leave to bring the same by such bar
association on good cause shown therefor and proof that a writicn roguest was made
upon the attormey-general to bring such an action and that more than twenty diys
Bave clapsed since the making of such request and he hasflled o refused (0 bring
such an ation.

912, That Plaintifs state on information and belicf defendants, Gid knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspre und agre together with
each other, and with ofber co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein s conspiracy o violate;  487. Misconduct by atomeys.

A Whereby:

“That Painifs state o informtion and belief ttomeys and counselors:

1. are guilty of decet and colusion, and conscatod to deceit and collusion, with it
o deceive the court orany party; or,

2, and have willfully delayed his clents sult with a view to his own gain. And in
addition 0 the punishmeat prescribed therefore by the penal law, ho forfets to the
partyinjured treble damages, o be recovered ina civil acton.

913, That Phinifls stte oninformation and belif,defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawully, and intntionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree fogther with
each othcr, and withoher co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknow,




[image: image251.jpg]participate in & conspiracy o violte Public Officers Law §73 Restritions on the
Activites OF Current and Former Statc Officers and Exuployees. Section 73, Business or
professional activiies by statc officers ad cmployees and party ofices.

914, That linffs statc oninformation and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and inentionally combine, confederat, conspir and agree together with
cach other, and with otherco-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,

partcipate in  conspiracy to violate; Publc Offcers Law §74 Code of Ehics Scc. 74.
Code of ethics.

2. Rulewith respec o conflicts ofnerest, No offce or employee of a stae agency,
‘member of theIegislatureor legislative employee showld have any interest, financial or
otherwise, direct o indircct, or cagage in any business ortransaction or professional
activity orincur any obligaton of sny nature, which i i substantial conflct with the
‘proper discharge of his dutiesinthe public inerest.

3. Sundards.

2. No officer or employee of astate agency, member ofthe egilature ot egislative
employe should accept other employment which willimpai his independence of
judgment in the exercise of his official dtics.

. No offcer or cmployce ofastate agency, member of thelegislatue orlegisative
employee should accept cmploymeat or engage n any business or professional activity
‘which will require himto disclose confidential information which he has gaincd by
reason of his offcial position or uthority.

. No offier or cmploye of & stae agency, member of the legislature o lgisltive
employee should disclose confidential information acquired by him in the course of his
officil dutics or usesuch information o urther his personal inercss.

& No offcer or employee of  tate agency, member of the lgislature orlegislative
cmploye should use or atiempt to usehis official positon 10 secure unwarranted
privileges or exemptions for himselfor others.

. No officer or employes ofa state ageacy, member of the legislature or legislative
employee should engage in any transaction as epresentatve or agent ofth state with
any business ity in which be has  direct o indiect inancial interes tht might
reasonably tend o conflict with the proper discharge of his official duties.
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[image: image252.jpg]. An officer or employes ofa staie agency, member o the legislatureor legislative
employee should not by bis conduct gve reasonable bass forthe impression that any
person can improperty influcnce him or unduly enjoy is favo i the performance of ks
official duties,or that e i afected by the Kinship, rank, position or influcaco of any.
party or person.

& Anofficer or employee of a stat agency should abstan from making personal
investmentsin enterprises which b has reason 1o believe may be direcly involved in
ecisionsfo be made by him or which will otherwise crate substntial confit between
his dutyin the public interest and his private interest

h. An officer or cmploye ofastafe agcacy, member of the legisature o legisltive
‘employee should endeavor to pursue  course of conduct which will ot risc suspicion
among the pubic that h i lkely to be cngaged inactsthat arc in violation o his trust.
J-Mfany offceror employee of a state agency shall bave u financialineres, direct or
indirct, having @ value of ten thousand dollas or more in any acivity which is subject o
thejursdiction o aregulatory ageacy, b should file with the secreary of state & writin
staement that b has such a fnancial inerest i such activity which statement sall be
open to public inspection.

4. Violatons. n additon to any penalty contained in any ofher provision of aw any such
offcer, member or cmployee who shall knowingly andinteaionally violate any of the
provisions of his scction may be fincd, suspended of removed from office or
employmentinthe manner provided by law.

915, That Plantifssate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, andintentionally combine, confoderate, conspire and agree togeher with
cach other, and with otber co-conspirators whose rames are both known and unkow,
participate in & conspiracy 10 violate NEW YORK STATE CONSOLIDATED LAWS
TITLE X ORGANIZED CRIME CONTROL ACT ARTICLE 460 ENTERPRISE
CORRUPTION.

916, That Plaintiffs statc on information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and it other o-conspiators whose names re both known and unknown,
partcipatefn a conspiracy o vilate; § 460.20 Enterpeise comption.




[image: image253.jpg]A. Whereby:
1. That Plaintfs stae on information and belicf, defendants re guily of enterprise
corruption when, having knowledge of the existence of a criminal enterprise and the
‘mature of s actvites, and being cmployed by or associaed with such enterpise, be:
(o) itentionally conducts or participates in the affirs of an enerprise by participating
ina patem of crminal activi
(@ intentionlly acquires of maintins my inteest i or conrolof an enteprise by
participating in a patier of ciminal actvity;oF
(©)paricipatesina patten of criminal acivityand knowingly invests any proceeds
derived from that conduct, or any proceeds derived from the investment o use of
those proceeds,in an enterprise.

2. For purposes of thisscction, a peson partiipates in a patiee of criminal activity
‘when, with ntent to participatein or advance the affis of the criminal caerprisc B0
‘engagos in conduct constitutng, o, i criminally lsble for pursuant 10 sction 20.00
of this chapte, atleast three of th criminal acts included inthe patten, provided.
that.

(@) Two of his atsare felonies other than conspiracy;

(5) Two of s acts, one of which i a felony, occurred within five years of the
commencement of the criminal action; and

(c) Esch of is acts oecurred within three years of a pior act

1. For purposes ofthis section, the aterprise cormupted in violation of subdivision
‘e o this section necd notbe the criminal caterprise by which the person is
camployed or with which he is assocated, and may be a egitimate enterprise.
Enterprise coruption s a class B fefony.

917, That Plaintiffssatc o information and belicf, defeadants, 6 knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspir and agree togther with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ac both known aod unknows,
participate in a conspiracy o violic; § 460.30 Enterprise commuption.

918, That Plaintifsstate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
nlwfull,adinetionaly conine confederate,conspireandsgre ogether with




[image: image254.jpg]cach other, and with ofber co-conspirsors whose names are both known and unknown,
‘partcipate in 2 conspiracy to violated; S 460.40 Enterprise corruption; jurisdiction.
A. Whereby:
That Plaitifsstatc on information and belicf # prson may be prosecuted for
enterpris cormuption:
1.in any county in which the principal place of busioes,if ny, of the enterprise was
ocated at the time of the offense, and, i the enterpise had a principal place o
businesslocated in more than e county, thea in any such county in which any
condct occurred constituting or requsit o the completian of the offense of
enterprisc corruption; ar
2.inany countyin which any actincluded in the patier of criminal actvity could
bave been prosecuted pursuant o aicle twenty of the criminal procedure aw;
provided, however, that such person may ot be prosccuted for cntrprise comuption
in uch county based on this subdivision i the juisdition of such county is based
solely on sction 20.60 of theeriminal procedure law; or
3. any county in which be:
(a) conducts or participatesin the affais o the enterpris in violation of subdivision
‘onc of sction 46020 ofthisartile, (b) acquirs or maintains an nteestin o
cantrol of the caterpris in violation of subdivision one of section 46020 of this
artice, (c)invests proceeds inan enterprise n violation of subdivision onc of sction
460.20 of this artice; or
4.in uny county in which the conduct of the acor had or waslikely to have a
particular effect upon such county or  political subdivision or partthereof, and was
performed with int that it would, ot with knowledge that it was lkely 0, bave such
particular effect therin.
919, That Plintfs cite oninformation and belic; § 460,50 Enteprise
‘corruption; prosecution.
A Whereby:
1. Subject o the provisions of scction 460,60 of this urtilc, & charge of enerprise
corruption may be prosecuted by (a)th disrict attorney of any county with
juridiction over the offense pursuant to section 460.40 of this artice; (b)the depaty
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[image: image255.jpg]attomey general in charge of the statewide organized crime task force when

suthorized by subdivision seven of setion seventy-a of the executive Jaw; or (c) the
attomey general whe he is therwise authorized by law t0 prosecute each of the
criminal actsspecifically included in the patien of riminal activity allogod i the
caterprise cormption charge.

2. For purposes of paragraph (c) of subdivision one of this section, & criminal actor
an offense s speifically included in a patter of criminal activty whe the count of
the accusatory nstrument charging a person with enterprise corruption alloges &
pattcm of criminal ctivity and the act s alleged to b a criminal act within the
pattcm of ciminal activity.

920, That Plintiffs cite oninformation and belief § 460.60 Enterprise
comupion; consent to prosccuts.

A. Whereby:

1. For purposes of his setion, whena grand jury proconding concerns  possible

charge of caterprise corruption,or when an accusatory nstrument nclades & count

charging a person with entrprise cormuption, the affocted disrict attomeys ae the

disrict attomeys otherwise empowered to prosccuic any of the underlying act of

crminal activity in a county it jurisdiction over te offense of enerprise comption
pursuant o secton 460 40 oftis article.

921, That Pliatfs state on information and belif, defendant have violted
State of New York Trademark Laws.

A. That Plainiff stat on information and belif, defidants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree ogether with
‘<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose pames are both known and
‘unknown, partcipate in 2 conspiacy to violate New York laws; General Busincss.
Article 24 - TRADE-MARKS, SERVICE-MARKS AND BUSINESS
REPUTATION.

922, That Plintiffssate o information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire nd agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspiraors whose names are both known and unknows,
participste ina conspiracy to violate;




[image: image256.jpg]A. That Plaintifs state on information and belef, whereby, any person who shal for
himselfor berself, o on behalfof any other person, procar th fling or regisrtion
of any mark in the offic of th secreary under the provisions hereof, by knowingly
making any fale or raudulent representation or declaration, orally or in writing, o
by any other fraudulent means,shall be lsble t pay all damages sustained in
‘consequence of such iling or registration, to b recovered by or on bebalf of the party
injured thereby in any court of competent jurisdiction.

923, That Plaintiffs state on information and belie, defendants have violated; §
360-k. Infringement.

924, That Plaintiffs statcon information and belif, defendants havo violated; §
360-L Injry to business reputation; dilution.

A. That Plaintifs state on information and belief, whereby, likelibood of infury o
usiness reputation or of dilution of the ditineive quality of a mark or rade name
shall b a ground for njunctive elif in cases of infringement of  mark registered or
‘ot registered or in cass of unfai competition, notwithstanding the bsence of
‘competition between the partis or the absence of confision a1 the source of goods
o senvies.

925, That Plaindffs state on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawuly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspic and agre together with
each other, and with othee co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknows,
participatein s conspiracy o violte; NEW YORK STATE CONSOLIDATED LAWS
ARTICLE 210 - PERJURY AND RELATED OFFENSES.

926, That Phainf state on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,

‘unlawfully, and intentionally combinc, confederatc, conspir and agree together with

each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,

participate in 2 conspiracy to violate; § 210,05 Perjuryin the third degree.
A That Paintifssatc on information and belef, defendantsare gilty of pejury in
the third degree when he swears falsely, Perjury i the third degree s a class A
‘misdemeanor.

927, That Plaintifs sate oninformation and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘uniawfully, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspir and agres together wih

s



[image: image257.jpg]each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and unknown,

participatc in  conspiracy to violsie; § 210.10 Perjury inthe sccond degree.
A. That Plaintifs state on information and belef,defendantsare guiky of prjury in
the second degree when he swears falsely and when his fulsc statement is (s) made in
a subscribed wrtteninstrumeat for which an oath s required by law, aod (b) made
‘with intea 0 mislcad  public servant i the performance of his oficial functions,
and () materia 0 the action,proceeding or mater involved. Pecjury inthe second
degrecisa class E flony.

928, That Plaintiffs satc o information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
‘untawfuly, and intcationaly combinc, confederate, conspie and agre together with
each otber, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participae n a conspiracy o vioate; $210.15 Pesjury in the firstdegree.

A. That lainifs stac on information and belcf,defenduats we guily of pejury in
the fist dogroe when he swoars flsely and when bis false staemeat (¢ consists of
testimony, and (b) s mateia o thesction, procceding or mater in which t i made,
Perjuryin the first degreeis a clas D felony.

929, That Plantifsstate on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ac both known and unknown,
participato in a conspiracy o violaie; $ 21020 Perjury; pleading and proof
Whercinconsistent statements involved.

A. That Plaintifssateon information and belef, wherea person has made two
statements under oath which ar inconsistent o th degree tht one ofthem is
necessarily fale, whero the circumstances are such that cach statemeat, if flsc, s
perjuriously s, snd where cach statement was made within the urisdiction of this
state and within the period of the tatute oflimitations for the crime charged, the
inability of the people to cstablish specifically which of the two statements s the false
onc docs not preclude a prosecution or perjury, and such prosecution may be
conducted as follows:

1. The indictment orinformation may set forh the two statements and, without
designating cithr, charge that one




[image: image258.jpg]2 The falsityof onc o the ofher of the two statements may be cstablished by proof or
2 showing of theirireconcilable inconsistency.
3. The highest degree of pejury of which the defendant may be convicted is
determined by hypotheticaly assuming cach statement t be fase and perjurious. 1f
‘under such circumstances perury of the same degree would be estabished by the
‘making of cach satement, the defendant may be convicted of that dogree at most. I
perjury of diffeent degrees would be established by the making of the two
statcments, the defendunt may be convicted of the lesser deggee st most.

930, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, defendants,did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspir and agre togther with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a couspiracy o violte; § 210.35 Making an spparcatly sworm fls
statement in the second degree.

A. That Plainiifs state on information and beief, defendants are guilty of making an
apparcatly swomn flsc statement in the second degree when (s) be subscribes a
‘writen instrument knowing that it contains a statement wich s in fut falsc and
‘which he docs not belicve o be truc, and (b) be intends or belcves that such
instrumeat will be utered or delivered with & jura affixed threto, and () such
instrument is wttred or dlivered with a jura afixed thereto. Making an sppareatly
swom faise satement inthe second degree s aclass A misdemeanor.

931, That Plaatifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and unknown,
participatein' conspiracy to violatc; § 210,40 Making an spparcatly swom flse
statement in the first degres.

A. That Plainif state on information and belef, defendants are guily of making an
spparently swoen alsostatement in the irst dogree when ho comumitsthe crime of
‘making an apparcatly sworn flse statement in the second degroe, and when (s)the
‘writteninstrument involved is onefor which an oath i required by law, and (b) the
flse statement contained thereinis made with ineat t0 mislead a public servant inthe
performance of his offcial functions, and (<) such false statement is materia o the
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[image: image259.jpg]action procceding or matcr involved. Making an spparenily swom false statement in
the firstdegree s aclas E felony.
932, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agres together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknows,
participaie in a conspiracy o violte; § 210,45 Makinga punishable false writen
staement.
A. That Plainifs statc on information and belief, defendants re guilty of making a
‘punishabic false writtn satcment when b knowingly makes  flse tatemeat, which
he does not believe o be true, ina writen instrment bearing a legally authorized.
form noticeto the cffect thatfals statements made therein are pusishable, Making a
‘punishable flsc writin statcanent i  class A misdemeanor.

FLORIDA STATE CRIMES

933, That Plaitifs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly,snd inteationally combine, confiderate conspire and agree together with
each other, nd with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
participatein  conspiracy o violte FLORIDA CONSPIRACY.

934, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawly, and intentionlly combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose namcs arc both known and unknows,
partcipate in a conspiracy to vilste inventors' constitutional rights under; TITLE XLIV -
(CIVIL RIGHTS Ch 760-765-760.01 the Flrida Civi Rights Act of 1992.

935, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederst, conspre and agreetogether with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and usknows,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violate; 760.51 Violation of constittional rights, civil
action by the Attomey Genera; civl penalty.

A. Wherehy,

(1) Whenever any person, whether o not acting under color of law, nterfres by
threats, itimidation, or oercion, or atempts o interfere by thrcats,inimidation, or
‘oercion, with the exerise or gfoyment by any other person of rights secured by the
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[image: image260.jpg]Statc Constituion or laws of tis stic,the Afiormey Geacral may bring a civil or
administrative scion for damages, and for injunctive o other approprists relieffor
violations of therights sccurcd. Any damages recovered under this sccton shall
accrueto the injurcd person. The civilacion shall be broughtin the name of the sate
and may be brought n behalf ofthe injored person. The Atiomey General i entitied
0 an award of reasonable attomney's focs and costsifthe Department of Legal Affirs
prevailsin an action brought under thissection.

(2) Any person who interfercs by threat,inimidation, or coercion, ot attempts 10
interfre by threats, itimidtion, o cocrcion, withthe cxcrcisc o cajoymeat by any
other person of rights sccurcd by the Statc Constitution or laws ofthis stae s lisble
forcivil penalty of not more than $10,000 for each violation. This penalty may be
recovered in any action brought under tis scction by the Attorney General. A civil
‘penalty 5o collcted shallsccrue 10 the sate and shal be deposited a reccived i
the General Revenue Fund unllocated.

936, That Plaitifs sate on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and infenionally combine, confederat, conspire and agre together with
each other, and with o co-conspirstos whose names are both known and unknows,
partcipatein  conspiracy to violate; Title XLV - TORTS - Ch 772 CIVIL REMEDIES
FOR CRIMINAL PRACTICES,

937, That Plaintifl sate on information and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agre togsther with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy to vilate 772,103 Probibited activiics

A. Whereby:

2 Ttis unlawful for any person:

(1) Who bas with crimina intent received any proceeds derived, directly or indiretly,
from u patice of criminal activity o through the colletion of an unlawul debt 0 use
or invest, whether direcly or indirectly, any part of such procceds, orthe proceeds

derived from the investment o use therc,inthe scquisiton of any i o, or any.

righ,inerest, or equity i, eal propery o in the establishment or operation of any

caterprie.
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[image: image261.jpg](2) Through  paticm of crimina activiy or hrough the collection of am unlawil
deb, to acquire or mainain, dircely o indircctly, any interes n or coutrol of any
enterprise ot real property.

(@) Employed by, or ssociated with, any entepriseto conduct o paricipste, direcly
or indireetly, insuch cnterprise through a pattem of crminal activity orthe collection
of an unlawfl debt.

(4) To consp or endeavor o violse any of the provisions of subsection (1),
subsection 2), o subsection (3). History.~5. 3, ch. 86277,

938, That Plaintiffs satc oninformation and belief, defendants, id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, o inteationaly combinc, comfideate, conspir and agre ogether with
cach e, and with other co-conspiratars whose names re both known and unknows,
paricipae in s conspracy o violate; Tile XLV TORTS.

939, That Plaintify statc on information and belief, defendant, did knowingly,

‘unlawfully, aod intentionaly combine, confiderte, conspireand agres together with

ach other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknows,

participatcina conspiracy to violated FLORIDA RICO (RACKETEER INFLUENCED

AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATION) ACT.

A. Pasthistory of crimes Utley, Dick & Wheeler
B.. Prior patent misappropriations

940, That Plaintiffs stateon information and belie, defeadants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, nd intationally combine, confoderate conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy to violate; CH §95 - OFFENSES CONCERNING
RACKETEERING AND ILLEGAL DEBTS 895.01 “Florida RICO (Racketecr
influenced and Corrupt Organization) Act.

A. ATTEMPTING TO BRIBE Employees TO STEAL EQUIPMENT AND THEN
STEALING EQUIPMENT.

941, That Plaintiffs state on information and belie, defendant, did knowingly,

unlawilly, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with

each other, and withother co-conspirators whose umes ae both known and unknown,
participate in s conspiracy 0 violte; Setion 414.39, relating o public asistance fraud.




[image: image262.jpg]942, That Plaintffs sate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspir and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknown,
panicpate in s conspiracy to violate Chapter 317, elting to sale f scurites ad
investor proetion.

943, That Plaint s state o information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine,confederate conspire and agree ogether with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
‘paricipae in s conspiracy o vilatc Section 810.0202)), rlaing o specificd burglary
of s dwelling orsiructure.

944, That Plainiffsstate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
ualawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
‘ach other, and with other co-conspirstors whose namcs ar both known and unknows,
purticipae n & conspiracy o vilate Chapter $12,relating 0 theft, robbery, and related
crimes.

945, That Plaotiffssate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfully, and inentionaly combine, confederat, conspir and agree together with
cach othcr, and with ofber co-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknows,
participae n & conspracy o violate Chapier 815, relating to computerelated crmes.

946, That Plaitifs state on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and inteationaly combine, confiderate, conspire and agre together with
each othe, and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy to violate Chapter 817, relating o frauduleat pracicss, filsc
pretenscs, fraud generally, and credit card crimes.

947, That Plaintffs statc on information and belief, defendaats, id knowingly,
unlawuly, aad inteationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known snd unknows,
participatein  conspiracy to violte Chapter 831, relating o forgery and counterfitng.

948, That Plaintiff satc o information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawlly, nd intentionaly combine, confierte, conspire and agres together with
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[image: image263.jpg]cach o, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
participate in 2 conspiracy to violate Section $36.05, elating fo extortion.

949, That Plainifssatc on information and belicf, defendants, &id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, o inteationaly cormbine, confederate, conspir and agree together with
‘cach other, und with otber co-conspirators whosc nammes e both known and unknows,
‘participate in & conspiracy o violate Chapter 837, relting to pejoy.

950, That Plaintifsstate oninformation and belie, defeadants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and infentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with ofber co-conspirsiors whose names are both known and unknown,

participate in  conspiracy to violate Chapter 838, rlating to bribery and misuse of public
office.

951, T That Phintifs statc on information und blie, defendant, did
knowingly, unlawfully, andinentionaly combine, confederat, conspie and agree
together with cach other, and with other co-conspiators whose names are both known
and unknown, paticipate in a conspiracy o violae Chapter 843, elating fo obsiruction
of justice.

952 That Plaintiffs statc on information and belic§, defendants, did knowiagly,
‘unlawfully, and intentically combine, confederats, conspi and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violate; Chapter 896, elaing to offenses related o financial
trnsactions.

953, That Plintiffssatc o information and belief, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawully, and intentonally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
‘cach other and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known aad unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte Sections 918.12 and 918.13, relating o tampering.
With jurors and evidence.

(6) conduct defined as racketeering actvity" under 18 US.C. 5. 1961(1).

954, That laatifs state on information and belif,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, snd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and with olher co-conspirators whose names are both knovwn and unknown,
participstcin  conspiracy 0 violate; 895,03 Probibited activitis and defense

1
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[image: image264.jpg]‘A Whercby, Plaintiffssatc oninformation and belicf,
(1) That Plantifs state on informaion and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with o co-conspirators whose names e both knows and
unknown, paticipae in & conspiracy to with criminal ntent rceived proceeds
derivd, dieely o indireel, rom a patien of racketeeing activiy o through the
collection of an unlawful b 1 use orinvest, whether directy or indirecly, any part
of such procecds, ar the proceeds derived from the investment or e thercof in the
acquisition o any itk o, o any right, nteret, or equity in, el property orin the
establshment or operation of any entrprise.
2) That Plainiffssate on information and belief, defendant, did knowingly,
wnlawfully, and inteationaly combine, confedeatc, conspire and agree together with
each other, xnd with olber co-conspirstors whose names are both known and
‘nknown, paticipate in a conspiracy 1o, through a pattem of rcketeerng activity or
through thecollection of an unlawful e, fo acquire or mainain, directy or
indirectly, any interet in o control of any eaterprise or real property.
(3 That Plaintifs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intcationaly combinc, confoderate, conspir and agree ogether with
each other,and with other co-conspirators whose pames arboth known and
unknown, participat in & conspiracy and were employed by, and associated with,
enterprise to conductor participate, diectly or indirecly, i such entcprise through
 patien of racketecring aciviy orthe collection of an unlawful debt.
(4) s unlawal for any person o conspire or endcavor o violate any of the
provisions of subscction (1), subscction (2, or subscction (3.

955, That Plaintfsstate on information and belef, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawhuly, and intcationally combinc, confodoate, conspirc and sgree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names a both known and unknows,
participate in  conspiracy to vilste; CH 896 - OFFENSES RELATED TO FINANCIAL
TRANSACTIONS 896.101 FLORIDA MONEY LAUNDERING ACT.
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[image: image265.jpg]956, That Plaintifsstatc on information and belief, defeadanis have viohted;
896.102 Currency more than $10,000 eceived in trade or business; report required;
‘noncomplince penaltics.

957, That Plantiffssate on information and belie, defendants have violated;
896.103 Transaction which constitutes separatc offense.

A. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, for puposes of this secion and ss.
496,101 and 896.102, each individual curency transaction exceeding $10,000 which
s made in vioation ofthe provisions of . 896.102(1)or cach financial ransaction in
‘violation of the provisions of . 896.101(3) which involves the movement of funds in
xcess o $10,000 shallconstitute a separse, punishable offense.

958, That Plaintffs sate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, coaspire und agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknows,
participatein & conspiracy o vioate; §96.104 Structuring ransactions o evade reporting
or registation requirements prohibited

959, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confederatc, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with ofber co-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknows,
partcipse n s conspirscy o vilate; VIOLATION OF PUBLIC OFFICES FLORIDA.

A. TFB COMPLAINTS AGAINST TRIGGS, Whesler AND TURNER

960, That Plaintifs state o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionaly combine, confoderate, conspire nd agres ogether with
cach other, and with otber co-<onspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
partcipatcin conspiacy (0 violate; PART IIl - CODE OF ETHICS FOR PUBLIC
OFFICERS AND Employess.

A. TRIGGS, Wheeler, TURNER, JOHNSON & HOFFMAN

B. TRIGGS CONFLICTS

. TRIGGS CONFLICTS OVERLOOKED.

D. FAILURE TO FILE COMPLAINTS AGAINST TURNER, TRIGGS, Whesle Il
E. SUPREME COURT FAILURE TO PROSECUTE OR ADMIT COMPLAINTS

PROVING CONFLICT - FIVE




[image: image266.jpg]F. Whersby:

(1) R essentialto the proper conduct and operation of govemment that public.
officials be independent and imparial und that public ffice not be used for private
gain other than the remuneration provided by law. The public inteest, therefore,
require tha the law protect against any conflic ofinerest and establish standards for
tho conduct o clcted offcials and govermment cmployees insitutions where
conficts may exist

(2) It also essentil that govermment atrac those citizens best qualified toserve.
Thus,the faw against conlict ofinerest must be so designed as not o impede:
‘nreasonably or unnecessaily the recuitment and retntion by government of those:
best qualified to seve. Public officials sbould notbe denied the opportanity, avalable:
10l othe ctizens, o acquire and retain private economio inerests except when
conflicts with the responsibilty of such offcials to the public cannot be avoided.
(5)Itis bereby doclared o be the policy ofthe stte that 0o offcer o cmployee of s
state agency or of a county,city, o othe political subdivision of he statc, nd o
‘member of the Legistaturs orlegsttive employee,shall bave any interst, foancial
or otherwise, director indirect; engage in any business transaction or professional
actviey; orincur any obligation o any nare which s in substantial conflct with the
propes discharge ofhis o herdutis in the publc nterest. To implemeat this policy.
and strengthen the fuith und confidence of the people of the statein thei government,
thereis cnactod  code of etbics scting forth standands of conductrequired of stte,
‘ounty, and city officers and employes, and of officers and employees of oher
‘politcal subdivisions of the state, i the performance of their oficial dutie. It s the
intent o the Legisiature that this code shall scrve not only 2 a guide for the official
conductof public scrvantsin this sat, bt also s  basisfor discipline of hose who
violae the provisions of this part.

()1t declarcd to b the policy of the sate that public offcers and employees, state
‘and local,are agents of the people and hold thei positions for the benefitof the
‘public. They are bound o upbold the Constitution ofthe United States and the State
Consitution and to perform efficiently and fuihfully ther dutis under the laws of
thofoderal, stac, and ocal govermments. Such offcers and employees are bound fo




[image: image267.jpg]obscrve,inthei offcial acts, he highest standards of chics consistct with this codo
and the advisory opinions rendered with respect bercto regardless of personal
consideraions, ecognizing that promoting the public interest and maintaining the
respect o the people in their government must be of forcanost concern.

961, That Plaintiff sate o information and belict, defendants bave
Violated;112.313 Standards of conduct fo public ofices, employecs of agencies, nd
Tocal government atomeys

A. Flechaus and Boca PD - Flechaus misleads Iviewit with SEC and ofher nonscasc:
and derails investgation - Can Boca PD investigatc or are they now conflcied? Have
they instituted an intcmal affirs invesigation?

B. ‘That Plaitifs statc on information and beict whercby they have cagaged inthe:
(6) MISUSE OF PUBLIC POSITION No public officer, employe of an agenicy, o
Jocal govermment ttomey shall comuptly useor siemps o use hisor her offical
position or any property o resource which niay be within his or e trust, o perform
his o her official duties, 10 secure & special priviles, benefi, or exemption for
himself berself, o othrs. This sectionshall notbe construed to conflic with .
10431

(7) CONFLICTING EMPLOYMENT OR CONTRACTUAL RELATIONSHIP

(8) No public offcer or cmployee of an agency shall have or bold any employment or
contractul eltionship with any business ity or any agency which s subject o the
regulation of,or i doing business with, an agency of which he orshe i an offcer o
employes, excluding those organizations and their officers who, when ating i thir
official capacites, ente nto or negotiate acollective bargaining contract with the.
state or any municipality,county, orother politcal sbdivision of the sate; nor shall
an offcer or cmployee of an agency have o hold any employment or contractual
relationship thatwill create a continuing of frequently recuring conlict betweca his
o herprivate inerests and the performance of his o her publc dutiesor that would
impede the full and fuithful discharge ofhis or e public dutes.

(¥ DISCLOSURE OR USE OF CERTAIN INFORMATION

No public officer, employee of an agency, or local government tiomey shal disclose
or use information not available of the gencral public and gained by
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[image: image268.jpg]reason of ki or he offcial position for his or ber personal gain or bencfit or for he
‘personal gain or benefitof any other person or busincss catity.

(V1) Any person having the power normally conferred upon the positions refercnced
in this sub-subparagraph.

b."Appoiated state offcer” means any member of an appoitiv board, commission,
‘commites, councl,or authority of the exccutive of legislative branch of sta
governmeat whose powers, juridiction, and sutharity are notsolely advisory und.
nclude the final detemination or adjudication of any personal or popety rights,
daties, o obligations, ofher than those reative o s intermal opcrations.

. "Statc agency” means an entity o th legislative, exceutive, orjudical branch of
state government over which the Legislture exercises plenary budgeary and
statutory control

3. No member of the Legislature, appolnted state oficer,or statowide lected officet
shall personally repesent another person o entity for compensation before the
govemment body or agency of which th individual was an offier or member fora
period of 2 years folowing vacation ofoffice. No member of the Legislature shall
‘personaly epresent another person or cnityfor compeasation during is o herten
of offce before any statc ageacy other thanjudicil trbusalsor in setlcment
negotiations afice th fling of & lawsuit

4 No agency camployes shall personaly seprescnt another person or atiy for
‘compensation before the agency with which be orshe was employed for  period of 2
yeurs following vacation o position, unss employed by another agency of sate
govemment.

5. Any pecson violaing this paragraph shall be subjest 10 the penaltis provided in's.
112317 and a cvil peaalty of an amount equal to the compeasation which the person
roceives for theprobibited conduct

(16) LOCAL GOVERNMENT ATTORNEYS

(©)No local government atormey o law frm in which the local government aiorney.
s a member,partner, o employee shall represeata private individual or ity before.
th unit oflocal government o which thelocal government atiomey provides legal
services. A local govemment attorpey whose contract with the uit o local
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[image: image269.jpg]‘govemment docs notinclude provisions that authorize or mandate the we of the law
rm of the local govemment attomey o completelegal servicesfor the unitof focal
‘ovemment shall not ecommend or otherwise referlegal work to that atorney's law
fiem 0 be completed for the wit of ocal govemment.

962, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, nd intentionaly combine, confiderate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy to violate; 112.3173 Felonics involving breach of public trust
and other specified offenses by public offcers and employees; forfciture of rtircment
beacfits.

3. That Plintiffs sate oninformation and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘nlawfully, nd intentionaly combine, confiderate, conspire snd agres togtber with
cach other, and with ather co-conspirators whose names ars both known and
‘unknown, participatein  conspracy to violate Bribery in connection with the
employment ofa publc offcer o employee;

4. That Plaintifsstatc on information and beicf, defcadants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspirc and agree togeher with
‘each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and
‘unknown, paticipat i & conspiacy t violtefelony specified in chapie §38, except
55, 83815 a0d £38.16;

5. That That Plantifs state on nformation and beief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and
‘unknow, participat ina conspiracy to violte the commiting of an impeachable
offense; 2ad

6. That That Plaintifs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawfully, and inteationaly combine, confoderate, conspire and agrestogether with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and
wakoown, paticipae i a conspiracy o violate the commitiog of any felony by a
public offcer or mployee wh, wilfully and with intent o defraud the public of the
public agency for which th public ffcer or employee acts orin which he o she s
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[image: image270.jpg]‘employed of the ight to receive the fathful performance ofhis or hr daty as a poblic
office or employes, ralizes or obtain, o atcmps o ralize o obtain, a profi, gain,
o advantage for himself o herslfor for some other person through the use o
attempted use of the power, rights, privileges, duties, or osition of his or her public
office or employment positon.

963, That Plaintifsstte on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and ntentionaly cormbine, confoderate, conspire and agree geiher with
each other, and with othe co-conspirators whose rames are both known and unknown,
partcipatein s conspiracy to violate; Title X PUBLIC OFFICERS, Employces, AND
RECORDS.

964, That Plaintiffs sttc n information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlewfuly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknows,
partcipate in 2 conspiracy o vioate; Ch 112 PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES
GENERAL PROVISIONS.

965, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
‘unlawfuly, and intentionally combinc, confederatc, conspir and agres togeher with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and usknows,
participatein a conspiracy o violate; CH 838 - BRIBERY; MISUSE OF PUBLIC
OFFICE.

966, That Plaintifsstate o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawflly,and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree fogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte; sec 838,022 Offcial misconduct.

‘A TRIGGS - Wheeler - Proskaucr

B. Whereby: X

(1) I unlawal fora publc servant, with corrupt inent 10 obtain a beneft for aay
person o o cause ham to another,

() Falify, or cause anotber person fo falsify,wy offcial record o offcial
document;
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[image: image271.jpg](b) Conceal, cover up, destroy, mutiate, o ater any official record or official
‘document o causc amother person to perform such an act; o
(©) Obstruct, dlay, o preveat the communication of information elting (0 the
commission of a felony tha directly involves or affects the pablc agency or public
entityserved by thepablic servant.

967, That Plaintiffs satc n information and belie, efendans, did knowingly,
snlawully, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
cach other, and with other o-<onspirators whose names arc both known and unknows,
partcipatein 2 conspiracy to volaie; CH 839 - OFFENSES BY PUBLIC OFFICERS
AND Employees.

968, That Plaintifs sate o information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confiderate, conspir and agree togsther with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose namcs ar both known and unknown,
participae in & conspiacy 0 vilat; sec 839,13 Falsfying records.

969, That Plantifssate on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawilly, aodintentionally combine,confederate, conspire and agree ogther with
‘<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whosc names arc b known and urknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violse;§39.26 Misuse of confidential information.

970, That Plaintffs sa on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confiderue, conspire nd agree together with
each othe, it other o-conspiators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy o violat; itle XLVI Ch 777 PRINCIPAL; ACCESSORY;
ATTEMPT; SOLICITATION; CONSPIRACY.

971, That Plaiotiffs sate oninformation and belief, defendants, &id knowiagly,
‘unlawully, o intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agres together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whosc namcs arc both known and unknows,
participae n a conspirscy o vioat; seo 77011 Principal i first degree.

A. Whercby, whoever commits any criminal offense agains the sat, whether feony
o misdemeanor, or sids, abets, counsels,hirs, or otherwise procures such offense to
e committed, and such offense is committed o s attempted to be commited, is
principal inthe first dogree and may be charged, conviced, and punished as such,
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[image: image272.jpg]‘whether he o she is o is not actually or constuctively presca atthe commission of
such offense.

972, That Plaintffs sate on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawlly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
pastiipate in a conspiracy 1 violae; Ttle XLVI Ch 777 sco 777.03 Accessory afet the
fact

A, Wherehy:

(1)(2) Any person not standing in the elation of husband or wife, parent ar
erandparct, child or grandehild, brothe or siste, by consanguinity or affny to the
offender, who maintsin or asssts the principal or ccessory before the act,or gves
the offender any other id, knowing that the offender had commitied a felony or been
accessory thereto befors the fict, with intent that the offender avoids or scapes
dotection, arest, tialor punishment, s accessory afle the fact.

Ifthe felony offense commitied s a capital feony, th offense of accessory afer the
factis a felony of thefirstdogree, punishable as provided in's. 775.082, 5. 775.083, ar
5.775.084. (6) Ifth felony offense commitiedis alife felony or a felomy of the first
degree, th offensc of accessory afcr the fact i  felomy of the sccond degree,
punishable as provided in . 775,082, 5, 75,083, 0 . 775.084. () I th felony
offense commitied isa felony of the second degree o a felony of the tind degree.
runkedinlevel3,4,5, 6,7, 8,9, or 10 under s 921,002 or . 921.0023,th offense
of accessory afer the facis a elony of the third degree, punishable as provided in's.
775,082, . 775.083, ar 5. 775.084. (d) I the felony offeuse commitiedi a felomy of
tho thid degree rnked infevel 1 orevel 2 under 5. 921.0022 or 5. 921.0023, the.
offcase of accessory aferthe fact i a misdemeanor of the first degre, punishable as
provided ins. 775,082, 5. 775.083, or . 775,084, (3) Exceptas otherwise provided in
5.921.0022, fo purposes ofsentencing under chapter 921 and detemmining incentive
gain-time cliibility under chapter 944, the offense of accessory after the fac s
ranked two levels below the ranking under . 921.0022 or 5. 921.0023 of the felony
offcase committed. Attempts, soicitaion, and conspiracy.

m
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[image: image273.jpg](1) A person who atempls 10 commit a offense prohibited by law and in such
attempt docs any act oward the commission of such offense, but fils i the
‘perpetration o s intercepted or prevened n the exccution thercof, commitsthe
offensc of criminal ttempt,ranked for purposes of sentencing as provided in
subsecton (4).

(2) A person who solicits another 10 commit a offense probibited by law and i the
course of such solictation commands, encourages, ki, or requests snather person
10 cagage i specific conduct which would constitate such offense or an attempt 0
commit such offease commits the offenseof criminal solicitation, ranked for purposes
of scatcncing as provided in subsection (4).

@) A person who agrees, conspires, combines, o confederstes with snothcr person
o persons to commit any offense commitsthe offeaso of criminal conspiracy, ranked
for purposes of sentencing as provided in subscction (4).

(8)() Excoptasotherwise provided inss. 104.091(2), 370,121, 828.125(2),
£19:25(4), 893.135(5), 0d 921,002, the offense of crimina attcmpt,criminal
soliiation,or criminal conspiracy is anked for purposcs of snfcacing under chapler
921 and determining inceative gain-time eligibility undcr chapter 944 one level below
the ranking under . 921,002 or 5. 921.0023 ofthe offcuse attempied, solicited, or
‘conspired o, Ifthe ciminal atcmpt, criminal sliitation, o criminal conspiracy s of
an offensc ranked in evel 1 or level 2 under . 921.0022 or 5. 921.0023, such offense
s misdemeanor of the first degree, punishable as povided n . 775,082 or .
715083,

(©) Excopt as obrwise provided in s, 893.135(5),if the offense atempted,solicited,
or conspired toi a life felony or  felony of th firs degree,the offense of crminal
attempt, criminal solicitation, or criminal conspiracy i5 a felony ofthe second degree,
‘punishable as provided in . 775,082, 5. 775,083, o . 775.084.

(@ Except as othrwise provided ims. 104.091(2), 5. 370.12(1), 5. 828.125(2), o 5.
£49.25(4),f the offense stiempted, slicited, o conspired o a:

1. Felony of the second degree;

2. Burglary that s  felony ofth third degree; or




[image: image274.jpg]3. Felony of thethird degree ranked in level 3,4, 5, 6,7, 8,9, or 10 under s
921,002 or 5. 921.0023,the offense of ciminal attempt, ciminal solicitation, or
criminal conspiracy is  felony of th thid degree, punishable a provided ins.
775,082, 5. 775.083, or . 775.084.
(6) Except as otherwise provided in s, 104.091(2), 5. 370.12(1), & $49.25(4), or
paragraph (d), if the offense atemped, solicted, or onspired o i a felony of the
{hird degre, the offense ofcriminalatempt,ciminal soicitation,or criminal

i misdemeanar of the fist degre, punishable as provided in 5. 775062

(D) Except as otherwise provided ins. 104.0912),if the offease atempied, solicted,
ox conspired to i & misdemeanor of the fistor second degree, the of fense of criminal
atcampt, riminal solicitation, or criminal conspiracy is a misdemeanor of the second
degres, punishable as povided n 5. 775,082 or 5. 775,083,

(5) Ttis a defimsc 1o charge of criminal attemp, riminal soliitation,or ciminal
‘conspiracy that, under circumstances manifesting & complete and voluntary.
renunciation of his or her criminal purpose, the defendant:

(a) Abandaned his or her attempt to ommitth offenseor oherwise preveated its
‘commission;

(6) Afer solcitng another person to comit an offense, persuaded such otber person
0110 do s or otherwise preveated comimission of the offease; oF

(©) Aftor conspiing with onc or more persons 0 commit an offense, persuaded such
‘persons 5ot to do 80 o olherwise preveated commission of the offense.

973, That Plaintf state on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘nlawuly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspre and agree together with
cach other, and with other c-conspirators whose names are both knovn and unknown,
participate in 2 conspiracy to violsc FLORIDA TRADE SECRETS ACT.

974 That Plaintiffs satc o information and belief, defendant, did knowi
‘unlawfuly, and intentionaly combinc, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, nd withotber co-conspiators whose names ae both known and unknown,
partcipate in  conspiracy to vilate; Title COMMERCIAL RELATIONS Ch

Iy,




[image: image275.jpg]975, That Plinifs ste on informtion and befe, defendants,did knovwingly.
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with-
‘each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy to violate; FLORIDA TITLE XXXIIT REGULATION OF
'TRADE, COMMERCE, INVESTMENTS, AND SOLICITATIONS.

976, That Plaitiffs sate on informaton and bele,defendans, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with.
esch ther, and with other co-conspirsorswhose s ar bt known snd unknow,
paricipteina conspiacy tovioae; Ch 495 REGISTRATION OF TRADEMARKS
AND SERVICE MARKS.

977. That Plaintiffs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with-
‘cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
paricipate ina conspiracy to vilac s 495,121 Fraudulntrgistrtion.

978.  That Plaintiffs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly,wd inentonaly ombine, confelerte, conspie and agre togther with
esch othe, and with tberco-conspirators wWhose ames are both knownand unkawn,
‘participate in a conspiracy to violate ; Title XXXIII Ch 495.

979.  That Plaintiffs state on information and belicf, defendants, did
knowingly, unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree.
together withexch other, and with oberco-conspirators whose ames s both known
‘and unknown, participate in a conspiracy to violate; sec 495.131 Infringement

950, That Plinifs sate on information and belcf, defendant,did knovingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with.
csch tber, and with ober co-conspirstors whose s ar bt known nd unknow,
paricpate i aconspiracyto vitates Title XXXII Ch 495 so 495,151 Injry to business
reputation; dilution.

‘A. Whereby, every person, association, or union of workers adopting and using a
murk, trade name, label or form of advertisement may proceed by suit, and all courts.
‘having jurisdiction thereof shall grant injunctions, to enjoin subsequent usc by
snother of the same o any simlar mark.rads mame,lbel o form ofsdvertisement i
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[image: image276.jpg]it appears tothe cour that there cxists a likelbood ofinjury 0 business eputaton or
of ditation of the distinctve quality of the mark, trade name, label o form of
advertiscment of th prior uscr, notwithstanding the sbscace of competiion between
the partiesor of confsion a 10 the sourcs of goods or sevices.

981, That laitifs state on information and blief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each ather, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known o unknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violte; Title XXXII Ch 495 sec 495.161 Common-law
ights
Nothing hercin shall dverscly affct o diminish the ights or the enforcement of ights
i marks acquired in good fuith at any time at common law.

982, That Plaintifl satc on information and belie,cites; $59.791 False
swearing on application; penaltics

A. Any licenseissucd by the Department of Business and Professional Reglation
‘which is issued or enewed in response o an applicaion upon which the person
signing under oath o affirmation has fasely sworn t  mateialstatemen, includiag,
but not limited o, the names and adirsses of the owners or managers of the licensee
or applicant, shall be subjec to dial of the pplication o suspension or evotion
of the license, nd the person falscly swearing shal be subjoct t any other peaaltics
provided by law.

983, That Plindfls state oninformation and belf, defendants,did knowingly,
unlawfully, nd inentionally combine, confederst, conspire and agree together with
‘cachother and with otber co-conspirators whose names areboth known and unknowr,
participate n a conspiracy o violae; FLORIDA PROTECTION OF TRADE SECRETS.

984, That Plaintiffs satc on information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederui, conspire and agree together with
each other, und with other co-conspirutors whose names e both known and unknown,
purticipate in s conspiracy to violate sec $12.081 Trade secrets; thef, cmbezloment;
unlawiul Copying; defiitions; peaalty

985, That Plaintifl state o information and belie, defendans, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, aod inteationally confederate,conspire and agre together with
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[image: image277.jpg]each other, and with ohe co-conspirators whose names are both known and urknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violae; 812.13 Robbery.

(1) "Robbery” means the taking of moncy or ofber property which may b the

subjict of larceny from the person or cusiody of another, with inent o ither

permaneatly or temporarily deprive the person o the owner of he mancy or other
property, when in the course of thetaking there i the us of force, violenee,
assault,or puting n far,

986, That Plaints state o information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whase names are both known and unkoown,
participatein a conspiracy o violate sec 812,155 Hiring, Icasing, or obtaining personal
property or cquipmeat with the intcnt o defraud; ling o retun hired o leased personal
property or equipment.

987, That Plintifssate oninformation and belie, defendants, 6id knowingly,
unlawully, andintentionally combine,confederate, conspire and agree togeher with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknows,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violte (1) OBTAINING BY TRICK, FALSE
'REPRESENTATION, ETC.

988, That Plaintifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawlly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and sgree ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known aad unknown,
participste in  conspiracy to violate; CH §15 - COMPUTER-RELATED CRIMES.

989, That Plaintiff statc on information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederac, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participae in'a conspiracy o violat; sec $15.01 “Florida Computer Crimes Act™

990, That Plaintiffs sate o information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree togetber with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknown,
paricipat n  conspircy o vilae;sec 81504 Offenses aganst ntelectal propery.

i
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[image: image278.jpg]991, That Plainiffs sate on information and belie, efendans, &id knowingly,
‘unlawuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agres togeiher with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknows,
participate in @ conspiracy o violate scc 815,045 Trade socret information.

992, That Plintifs satc on information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawfully, o intentionally combine, confiderate, conspir and agres togther with
each other, and withother co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unkoown,
participate in 2 conspiracy o violte;sec 815,06 Offenses against computer uscrs.

993, “That Plainiiffs satc o information and belie, defeadants, &d knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and inteationally combine, confiderte, conspire and agree togeher with
‘each other and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
‘participate in » conspirucy o violte;sec $15.07.

994, That Plaintffs state on information and belie, defeadants, did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, and inteationally combine, confederte, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with otber o-conspiraiors whose nanes are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy o vilate sec 831,03 Forging or counterfeiting private labes;
possession of reproduction material.

995, That Plaintiffs sate on information and belief, defcndants, 6id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combinc, confederatc, conspie and agree ogether with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose mames are both Known and unknown,
purticipate in & conspiracy o violte; sec §31.04 Penalty for changing ot forging certan
instruments of witing.

996, That Plaitis statc on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, aodinteaionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree togetr with
each othe, nd with otber co-<onspiators whose names are both known and unknows,
partcipatcin  conspiracy o vilate sec $31.04 Penaltyfor changing or forging certin
instruments of writing.

997, That Plintfl sate on information and belie, defendants, &id knowingly,
unlawfully, and intctionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree ogether with
each other, ad with other -conspiators whose names e both known and unknows,
purticipaie in a conspiracy o violae FLORIDA ~ FORGERY.
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[image: image279.jpg]998, That Plaintifssatc on information and blief, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawully, and inteationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
<ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and unknown,
participate in  conspiracy to violat; scc 831.01 Forgery.

A. FORGED PATENT DOCUMENTS

B. FORGED INSURANCE DOCUMENTS AIG & GENRE

C. FORGED BOOKS TO SEC OF STATE OF FLORIDA & DELAWARE

. FORGED TRANSACTION DOCUMENTS FOR INVESTMENT MONIES.

E. FORGED SIGNATURES

999, That Plaintiffs state o information and belie, defendanss, &id knowingly,
unlawuly, and inteationaly combine, confederate, conspir and sgros together with.
each other, and withother co-conspiators whase names ae both knows and unkoown,
participate in & conspiracy 0 violate; sec $31.02 Utiring forged instruments.

1000, That Plantifsstate on information snd beliet defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionall combine, confiderate, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names arc both known and unknows,
partcipatcin s conspiracy to violate; sec $31.03 Forging or counterfeiting private labels;
posscssion of reproduction materals.

001, That Plaitifsstate on information and beict, defendaats, did knowingly,
‘anlawly, and intcationally combine, confederate, conspie and agree ogether with
each other, and with other o-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein  conspiracy to violate sce 831.06 Fictitioussignatare of officer of
corporaion,

Including but ot limiled 1 in the execution of;
A. INVESTMENT DOCUMENTS
B. INSURANCE APPLICATIONS
C. FINANCIAL DOCUMENTS, INCLUDING INCOME STATEMENTS
D. CORPORATE SHELLS

1002, That Plaitifsstate on information and beief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and ntentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each othe, nd it other o-conspiatays whose names are both known und unkaown,
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[image: image280.jpg]participatein  conspiracy to violate; FLORIDA CH 17 - FRAUDULENT PRACTICES
- PART I FALSE PRETENSES AND FRAUDS.

1003, That That Plaintifs stat on information and belif, defendants, id
Knowingly, unlswfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree
together with each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names arc both known
and unknown, paticipate in a conspiracy o violae; CHAPTER 817 - SEC 817.02
Obiaining propety by flsc personation.

1004, Tt Plainifs sate on information and belie, defendants, Gid knowingly,
nlawuly, od inteationaly combine, confiderate, conspie and agres togther with
cach other, and withother co-conspiators whase names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy to violate; 817.025 Home or private busincss invasion by falsc
personation.

1005, “That Plaintis sate on iformation and bele, defendants, did knowingly,
unlavully, wdintetionally cormbine, confiderate conspireand agree togeher with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violte;scs 817.03 Making flse satemeat 10 0btain

property or crdit,
A. FRAUDULENT INCOME STATEMENTS AND OTHER INVESTMENT

DOCUMENTS
B. FALSE STATEMENTS AND RESUMES TO INVESTORS AND WACHOVIA
AND SHAREHOLDERS.
C. FRAUDULENT BUSINESS PLANS AND RECORDS TRANSMITTED TO
SBATO SECURE FUNDS AND COMPLIANCE
D. ALL INVESTORS WERE GIVEN FALSE STATEMENTS REGARDING
RUBENSTEIN WHICH CAUSED INVESTMENT BASED ON SUCH FALSE.
STATEMENTS. TRANSFERRED FALSE INFORMATION TO ALL
INVESTORS, SBA AND FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS TO SCORE CREDIT AND
FINANCE.

1006, That Plaitifs cito on information sad belic, scc $17.031 Making false:
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[image: image281.jpg]1007, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, defendaats, did knowngly,
unlawuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names rc both known and unknown,
pasticipatein  conspiracy o violate; sec $17.034 Florida Communlcations Fraud Act.

1008. That Plainifs stte on information and belief, defendaats, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspiators whose names e both known and uaknown,
paricipate in: conspiracy to violate;sec §17.05 False satements o merchants s (0
fnancial condition.

1009, That Plaintifsstate on information and belef, defendaats, did knowingly,
‘unlawolly, and intentionally combine, confderte, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with otherco-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknown,
participatoin  coaspiacy to violate; scc $17.06 Misleading advertisemeats probibited.

1010, That Plaintifsstate on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
wlawuly, ad intcationally combine, confederatc, conspire and agee together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknown,
panicipatein a conspiracy o violate; sec 817,061 Misleading solicitation of payments
probibited.

1011, That Plainifs stte on information and belcf, defendaats, did knowingly,
walawully, and intcationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
partiipate in a conspiracy o violte;sec 817.15 Making fase entries, tc., on books of
corporation.

A. Lewin - Proskaucr - Utey - Reale - Hersch - E. Lewin - Kasser -

1012. That Plaintifsstatc on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intentonally combine, confederatc, conspirc and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unkriown,
participate in  cospiracy to violate sec 817,155 Matters within jurisdiction of
Department of State; fale, fcitious, o frudulent acts, statement, nd representaions
probibited; penaly; statute of limitations.
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[image: image282.jpg]1013, That Plaindffs sste o information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
R e e G bt
cach ofber, and with ot co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatc in  cospiracy 1o violat scc 817,19 Fraudulnt issuc of cetificate of stock
of corporation.

1014, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawully, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agreetogether with
each other, nd with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatein 8 conspiracy 10 violat; scc 817,20 Issuing stock or obligation of
corporation beyond authorized amount.

1015, That Plaitifs it on information and belief,sec $17.21 Books 0 be
evidence in such cases.

A O the ia of any person unde s. $17.19 and $17.20 th books of any
corparation o which such person has access o the right of scces shall bo admissible
in evidence

1016. That Plantifsstate on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, and intenionally combine,confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with tber co-conspirsiors whose names ac both known and unknown,
panicipae n a conspiracy o violate s 817.234 False and fraudulent insurance claims.

1017, That Plaitifsstate on information and belef, defendants, did knowngly,
‘unlawlly, an intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with oher co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
participato in s couspiracy o violate; sec $17.562 Fraud involving a securit interest.

‘A. CROSSBOW & DISTREAM - SECURED CREDIT - ATTEMPTED
TRANSFER.

B. TRANSACTIONS WITH IVIEWIT COMPANIES

C. TRANSACTIONS WITH THE SBA

1018. That Plaatifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowiagy,
walawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are bots known and unknown,
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[image: image283.jpg]participae in a conspiracy o vilst; sec 817,566 Misrepresentation of asociation with,
o scademic standing f, post sccondary educational instituion.

1019, That Plaintiffs tae on information and belief, defendants, &id knowingly,
walawlly, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and usknown,
participatein a conspiracy o viokate sec 817.567 Making fale clims of academic
Gegreeortite.

1020. That Plaintifs state on information and beie, defendants, did knowingly,
ulawally, and intenionally combine, confederate conspir and agree together with
cach otber, and with ofber co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participate in s conspiracy o vilate; FLORIDA PERJURY. CHAPTER £37 -
PERJURY.

1021, That Plantifs sateon nformation and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfilly, s intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree togetber With
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a couspiracy 0 vioate; scc 837.02 Pegjury inofficial proccedings.

In Florida the following perjuics bave occurred, ncluding but ot imited o,
A. Labarga court depositions
B. Rubenstein depositon perjury & Rubenstein Swom Statements o Judge Jorge
Labarga, conlict and coustitate peury.
€. Wheeler perjured deposition sodor perjured satcmets to the TFB that
contradicts swom statements 0 the TFB.
. Triggs pecjured statemeats made on bebalf and in defonse of Whecle to the TFB -
Conflictof ineres - Aiding and abeting Wheeler.
E. Utley Perjury & Contradictins of oher testimony of Wheeler and Dick.
F. Lewin - Borderine pecjory - “erasing memory” comment by Lewin in deposition
s remarkable.

1022. That Plainifs st on information wnd belcf, defendaats, did knowingly,
unlawluly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
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[image: image284.jpg]A. Whesler, Rubenstein & Utley varcty of statemmentsin deposition are all false and.
contradictory 1 evidence. For example Utley deposition contradics s own resume.
submitted to financia insttuions, Wheeler sad Triges adumit contradiction of
statementsin respoasc fo bar inquiry. Rubenstein has serlous problems. The
Rubensteindeposition was conducted via telcphone in  FL court proceeding with
him in NY. Tapes avaiable upon request.

1023, That laintifs stae on information and belicf, defendaats, did knowingly,
lawally, and intentionally combine, confoderatc conspie and agree ogether with
each otber, and with other co-conspiratars whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy 0 vioate; sec 837,05 False reports o law caforcement
authorites.

1024, That Plainifs stae on information and belef, defendaats, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatein a conspiracy o vilate scc 837,06 Falsc offcial satcments

A. Triggs & Wheeler make flse statcments o the TFB

B. Rubenstein makes flse satemeats to Labarga and 1 DDC

C. SB make flsc statement with Selz regarding representation of Iviewit Companics
n Labarga court.

D. Falsostatemcnts aro tendered 1o Labarga with intent o suing shadow compaics.
E. Utly, Reale, IneVR3D, Hersch - Make flsc sttements to Forida Bankruptcy
Court.

1025, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfally, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and uaknow,
participuic in  conspiacy to violatc; FLORIDA STATE TAX LAW.

1026. That Plsintifsstate on nformation and belct defendaats, did knowingly,
‘unlawlly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire nd agree fogether with
each othr, nd with other o-conspitators whose names e both known and uaknow,
‘participato in a conspiracy o violats; CHAPTER 220 - INCOME TAX CODE.

A. Falsificd tax records,
284
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[image: image285.jpg]B Lost tax records,
C. Hijacked records,
D. Transaction in sialing investment funds and monies s believed to not have been
reporied properly.

1027, That Plainif stte on information and belief defendants, did knowingly,
unlawuly, and inteationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach otber, and with ofber co-coaspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participatcin. conspiracy to violatc; 220,21 Refums and records; regulations.

1028, That Plaintifsstte on information and beict defendants, did knowingly,
unlawlly, and intcationally combinc, confederate, conspire and agres together with
cach ofher, and with ohr co-conspirstors whose names ae both known and unknown,
‘pasticipatein & conspiracy o violate 220,211 Pealties incomplete retun.

1029, That Plaitifs stato on information and beief, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentonally combine, confederatc conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other o-conspirators whose names are both known and uaknown,
‘paticipac n a conspracy o violate; 22022 Retums; fling requirement.

1030, That Plaitifs tat on information and belie, defendant, id knowingly,
unlawlly, and intcationally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, nd with othr co-conspirsiors whose names e both known and unknown,
paricpatein s conspiracy to violats 220.221 Returns; igning snd verification.

1031, That Plaintifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawhlly, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree togehes with
cach other, and with ofber co-couspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy to violate; 220.23 Federal returns.

1032, That Plaintifssttc on nformation and belict defendants, did knowingly,
ualawlly, snd intentonally combine, confoderatc conspirc and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names are both known and unknown,
participatcin s conspiacy to iolate; PART X TAX CRIMES 220.901 Willful and.
Srauduleat acs.

A Any taxpayer who is subject o the provisions of this chapter and who willfully
il 10 fle resum or ecp requirg books and records, iles & fraudulnt retum,




[image: image286.jpg]wilfully violates any rle orregulation of the departmeat, or wilfully atemps i any
other manner o cvade or defeat uny tx imposed by this chaptcr o the payment
thereof, i in additon to ther penaltes, guilty of & misdemesnor ofthe frs degree,
punishable as provided in 5. 775,082 or . 775.083.

1033, That Plainifs stae on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participste in conspiracy o violate;sec 220.905 Aiding and abeting.

A Any person who aids, sbets, counsels, o conspis 1 comumitany of the cts
described in . 220.901 o 5. 220.903 sall be subject o fine ot imprisonment o the
same extentus the perpetrtor ofsuch act.

1034, That Plaintifs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
ualawflly, and inentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and uaknow,
participac in s coaspiracy o violate; THEFT, ROBBERY AND MISAPPROPRIATION
AND CONVERSION OF FUNDS.

1035, That Plaintifs state on information and belict defendants, did knowingly,
ualawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
participatcin  couspiracy to violate; FLORIDA LAW SEC 812081 TRADE SECRETS;
‘THEFT, EMBEZZLEMENT; UNLAWFUL COPYING; DEFINITIONS; PENALTY.

1036, That Plainifsstate on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
ualawlly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree fogether with
‘ach other, and withother co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknown,
‘participatcin s couspiracy to violate 812.172 Inent.

1037, That Plaintfs st on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawlly,und intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each othr, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknown,
panicipatein  conspiracy 0 violate; 12,175 Enforcemeat; civil ine.

1038, That Plaintifs sstcon information and belie, defendants, id knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, conspire and agree together with




[image: image287.jpg]each otber, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unknown,
‘participatein s conspirscy o violte; 812.014 Theft.

1039, That Plaintilsstte on information and belicf, defendants, did knowiagly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspie and agre (ogether with
ach otber, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and usknown,
participatein s conspiracy to violate; §12.016 Possession of alered property.

1040. That laintifs stae on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfully, and intenionally combine, confederate, conspie and agree ogsther with
cach other, and with ofber co-conspirators whose names are both known and aknown,
participstcin  conspiracy to vioatc; 812,019 Dealing in solen property.

1041, That Plaintifs state on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfally, and intenionally combine, confederatc conspire und agree togsther with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and unkniown,
participate in s conspiracy to violate; FRAUD.

1042, That Plsiotiffs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
walawflly, and intentonally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirsors whose names are both known and unknown,
partcipae in s conspracy o vioate; FLORIDA LAW - Title XXXVI BUSINESS.
ORGANIZATIONS.

1043, That Plaatifsstate on information and belict, defendants bave violaed.
Ch 607 Corporations sec 607.0129 Penalty for sigaing fase document.

1044, That Plaatifs state on information snd belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose nammcs ar both known and unknown,
paricipae in s conspiracy o vilate; 607.1402 Dissoluion by board of dirctors and
shareholders; dissolution by writicn comsent of sharcholders.

A, Bowd of Directors Implicated: including but ot limited fo, Proskaver, Wheele,
Rubensicin, Joao, MLG, Dick, Foley, Boehm, Becker, Lewin, Kane, Powell,
Buchsbeum, Warner, Shaw, Utley, Mile, Prolow, & Shewmaker.

B. Notimplicated Board members: tein, Plainti{f Bernstein, S. Becustein,
Anderson, Coler, and Thagacd,
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[image: image288.jpg]1045. That Plainifs stac on information and belcf,defendants, did knowingly.

unlawfuly, sod intentionally combine, confederate, conspirc and agre togsther with

each oher, and with other co-canspirstars whose narmcs e both known and usknown,

ipate in conspinicy 1o violte;sec 607.0129 Penuly for igning flse document.
A A person whosigns  document she or be knows is fase in sny materal espect
‘withintcn that the document be delivered to the Department of Stte fo filng is
personaly lsbleto any person who to ber orhis detriment reasonably relied on the
documeat or information contained therein and s guity of a misdemeanor of the
second degree, punishable as provided n s 775,083,

1046. That Plainifs stte on information and belcf,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agree together with
ach o, aad with otber co-conspirstors whose names ae both known and unknown,
panticipatein  conspiracy 10 violte scc 607,830 General standards for directors.

1047, That Plaintifs sate on information and belie, defeadants, 0id knowingly,
unlawflly, s inentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with ofher co-conspirators whose names are both known and usknown,
paricpate in conspiracy to violae;sec 607,830 Diector confits ofinerest.

1048, That laintifs stte on information and belcf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawly, ad intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agre togsther with
cach other, and with other o-conspiators whose names e both known and unknown,
panicipte in  conspiracy o violat; sec 607.0834 Lisblity for unliwl distibutions.

1049, That Plaintifs state on information and beie, defendants, &id koowingly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionally combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names e both known and unknown,
participstein 8 conspiracy to violstc scc 607.0841 Duties of officers.

A. Whereby, each oficer has the sutharity o shall perform the duticsset forth in
tho bylaws or, 1o the cateat coasistent with the bylaws, the duies prescibed by the
‘ourd of directors ar by direction of any officer authorized by the bylaws orthe board
of dirctorsto prscribe the daties of other offcers.

1050, That Plaintifs state on information and beli

‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine,




[image: image289.jpg]ach other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and uaknows,
participatein a conspiracy to violae; sec 607.0901 Affliated transactions.

DELAWARE STATE CRIMES
1051, That Plaintiffs state on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,

‘unlawfuly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with
cach ofber, and with other co-conspirstors whose namcs arc both known and usknows,
participatein s conspiracy o violte; DELAWARE §521 CONSPIRACY.

1052, That Plainifs stae on information and belief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfaly, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspie and agre togsther with
ach otber, and with other co-conspirators whose names ar both known and unknows,
participatein  conspiracy o vioate; CH 5 SPECIFIC OFFENSES Subéh I choste
(Crimes §521 Conspiracy § 531 Atiempt 10 commit & cime.

1053, That Plainifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawully, and intentionally combine, confederate conspir and agree ogether with
‘ach other, aad with other co-conspirators whose naumes ar both known and usknown,
participae in  conspiracy 0 violat; § 71 Falsifying business ecords.

1054, That Plaintfs stae on information wnd belicf, defendants, did knowiny
unlawialy, and intentionally combine, confilerte, conspie and agree together it
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names are both known and unknown,
participatcin  conspiracy to violate; §891 Defrauding sccured croditors.

1055, Tht Plaintiffs sttc on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and inteationaly combine, confiderate, conspir snd agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names ac both known and unknown,
participate in a conspiracy o vilate; 909 Securing execution of documents by deception.

1056, That Plaintifsstte on information and belie, defendants, did knowingly,
unawully, and intenionall combine, confederate conspire and agree ogether with
cach other, and with other co-conspiratars whose names arc both known and usknown,
participae na conspiracy to IOLATIONS OF DELAWARE CORPORATE
LAWS

1057, That lainifs stae on information and belief, defendants, did knowisgly,

unlawflly, snd ntentionally combin, ,conspire and agree together with
Z/;’“
o 20T




[image: image290.jpg]cach other, and with other co-conspirstors whosc names are both known and unknown,

participatcin  conspiacy to vilate; 102. Contents of certificate of incorporation §

Amcndment effective Aug. 1,2004,included; sce 74 Del. Laws, . 32.

1088, That Plainifs stae on information and belef, ites; 24, Form of records

A. Any records maintained by a corporation inthe regula course of it business,
including itsstoek ledger, books of account,and minute books, may be kept on, or by
‘means of, orbe i the form of,any information storage device, or method provided
it therevords 50 kept can be converted o clealy logible paper form withina
reasonable time. Any corporation shal 5o convert any records 50 kept upon the
request of any person entitld foinspect such records pursuant to any provision o this
chapter. When rocords are kept in such maner, a cleary legible paper form produced
from or by means of the information storage device or metbod shall be admissible in
evidence, and accepied forall other purposcs, o the same extent a un oiginal papcr
record of the same nformation would have been, provided the paper form sccurately
portmys therecord. (8 Del. C. 1953, § 224; 56 Del. Laws, . S0; 57 Del. Laws, c. 148,
§15;72Del. Laws, . 343, § 14)

1059. That lainifsstte on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, and intentionally combine, confoderatc, conspir and agre together with
each other, and with other co-conspirstors whose names arc both known and usknown,
paricipate in a conspiracy o vilate; Mergcr or consolidtion of domestic corporations
and limited Habiliy company,

1060. That Plainifs state on information and belef, defendaats, did knowingly,
unlawfuly, nd intentionaly combine, confederate, conspire and agre together with
ach other, and with other c0-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
panticipatein  conspiracy o vilate; 253, Merger of parent corporation and subsidiary or
subsidiaris.

1061, That Plsintifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
wnlawuly, and intcationaly combine, confederate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other o-conspirators whose names e both known and unknown,
‘participate in a conspiracy o violate; 257 Merger or consolidation of domestc stock and
nonstock corporatons.
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[image: image291.jpg]1062. That Plainifs st on information and belicf, defendants, did knowingly,
unlawally, a intentionally combinc, confederat, conspire and agree together with
cach other, and with other co-conspirators whose namcs arc both known and usknown,
participate in & conspiracy 0 violate; 372 Additional requirements in case of change of
name, changs of business purpose or merger o consolidation

INTERNATIONAL CRIMES

1063, That Plainifs stae on information and belef,defendants, did knowingly,
unlawally, and intentonally combine, confderate, conspire and agree together with
each other, and with other co-conspirators whose names ae both known and usknown,
participate in a conspiracy o violate international laws and trade treatise i the
‘commisioning of the P crimes.

1064, That Plaintifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfally, and intentionaly combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with
‘ach othe, and with other co-conspirators whose naumes ar both known and unknows,
participato in # conspiracy 0 violte; FRAUD UPON THE JAPANESE PATENT
OFFICES (1P0).

106S. That Plaintifs stae on information and belef, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, and intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agre together with
cach other, and with other co-conspiratars whose names e both known and usknown,
participatcin a conspiracy to violate; FRAUD UPON THE EUROPEAN PATENT
‘OFFICES (EPO).

1066. That Plaatifsstte on information and beief, defendants, did knowingly,
‘unlawfully, o intentionally combine, confederate, conspir and agree together with
ach other, and with other co-conspiratars whose names ar both known and unknown,
posticipatc in & couspiracy 0 violate; ECONOMIC ESPIONAGE ACT TITLE 18 -
'PARTI- CHAPTER 90 § 1831 Economic cspionage.

COUNT ONE

'CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES
1067 This is an action for violations of Constitutionalrights within the

Jurisdiction ofthis Court
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[image: image292.jpg]1068, Plsintifs speat nd ellge each andevery allgation contined in
1 trosgh "\ S pough uly et orth b,

1069, The conspiraora ctions o hedefendants i sbotaging P applicatons
{hrough frad an thet,andthe ensuing whits washing of stormey complaints by the
defendants an ot culpsble pariesboth knoren and unknow withsciener hercby.
coninsing he vioation of Planily nventive ights s conrry o e invenor clause o
the Constituion ofthe United Sttes a tated in Artice 1, Section , Clause ,and the
e proces clausesofthe Fifth Amendmert o the Constination ofthe United Sxte, and
Fourteenth Amendment o the Constttion of the United Sstes. These acts also were
done nclding but o Lt 0, asilaststed inthe lin of s fdral
inermsonsl pten oths andsand scrimes aginst th Uil St nd s agencies
including the USPTO s cimes against foeignpateat ofces through ioations of
rade restiss.

1070, Asareult of th defendans acs, Plaoiffs ow safer and willcontioue
030l reparabi nry and aneary dumages, et Pl s cailed o
damages sustained o date and conining n exces f a east ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS (5,000,000,000,000) as well s pritve damges, costs andstomey’ .

CouNT TWO

ISUSCA.S81AND2

1071, “This s n action for vilatons of anttrust faws within the jurisdiction of
this Court.

1072. P epeat o el each and every llegaion contined in
Paragraph "1 through * ", as though fuly se forth heren.

1073, The conspiatorial actions ofthe defendant i sabotaging TP upplications
through fraud, and the casuing white washing of attorney complaints by defendants and
other culpable parties both known and unknown with sciter,thercby continuing the
violation of Plaintiffs proprictry TP rights createsan llegal manopoly and resraint of
rade in the market for video and imaging cacoding, compression, transmission, and.
decoding by, including but notlimited to, the I pools of MPEGLA LLC, upon.
information and belef, a Colorado limited lability company and sponsor of multimedia
1P pools,Intel, NDA, other contract




[image: image293.jpg]1074, As a result of the defendants’acts, Plantiffs now suffer and will continuc

10 suffer irreparable injury and monetary damages, and that Plaintiff are entited to

damages sustaincd to dato and continuing in excess of t east ONE TRILLION

'DOLLARS ($1,000,000,000,000) as well a punitive damages, costs and attomey's fees.
COUNT THREE

TITLE V11 OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 (AS AMENDED)
1075, This s am action fo violations of civil ihis wihin the jurisdiction of his

1076. Plaintiffs repeat and realloge each and every allegation contained in
7 sraph "1 trough 109 bough fully st ot herein.
1077 Tho conmpicncial actions f e deemints i mboiaging TP spplications

through fraud, denying property rights of the IP, the ensuing white washing of attomey
complaints bythe defendants and otherculpabl parties bth known and unknown with
scienter, ereating #n illegal monopoly and restraint of trade, thercby denics Plaintiffs’the
opportunity to make snd enfrce contrcts, 0 5, be partis, give evidence, nd the
‘cntitlement to the full and equal benefit of all laws and proceedings for the sccurity of
‘persans violates Title VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (as amended).

1078, As a result oftho defendant’acts, Plantiffs now suffer and wil coninue
o sufe reparabl injury and monctary damages, and tht Plaintiff are atitled 10
damages sustined o date and coninsing inexcess of at Jsst ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000)as well s pusitive damags, costsand ttormey’s fecs.

COUNT FOUR

BACKETEERING AND CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS ACT
18

1079 This 2 s v of o o ook
Organizations Act within th jurisdiction of this Cour.

1080. Plintiffs epeat s reslege cach und every llegation contained in

1 throagh O%2 tough iy st ot herein.

1081, The conspiratorial actions of th defendants in sabotaging IP applications
through fraud, the ensuing white washing ofattomey complaints by defendants and other
culpable parties with sccater, allowing an llegal monopoly and restraint of rade, and
cnying Plaotf5’ tho opportunity to make and eaforce contracs, o sue be prtcs, give
evidence, und 0 the full and equal bengfit of ol laws and proceedings for the scurity of
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[image: image294.jpg]persons, the ctions o defendants constitte  crminal enterprise comprisng various
combinations that provided for the reccipt of unwarranted income from this patten of
rackoteering, perhaps the collection of an unlawful debt n this patter of racketecring,
and that the defendants and other culpable parics both known snd unknown conspired o
do so with scienter.

1082. As a result of tho defendants’ acts, Plaintiffs now suffer and will continue
o sufferimeparable inury and monetary damages, and that Plaintifsare entitled to
damages sustaincd to datc and continuing in cxcess of at least ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000)as well as pusitve damages,costs and arorney’s fees.

COUNT FIVE

LEGAL MALPRACTICE & NEGLIGENCE

1083, “his s 2 sopplemental acton for other civil claims pursant legal
maiprcice and negligence o the stte laws of New York, Florids, snd Delaware and
otber regions unkoown at i time.

1084 Phini et o e xch vyl ood

1 through K2 & though fuly et forth herein.

1085, The conspiratora actons of defendantsand oter culpablepartesbots
Ko and nknown that s lcense  practie v and scted s lawyers o fims
forth Tiewit Compariesfo prposcs of epresenting Iviewit Companissor lainifs
named bercn e through the crimes commited herein caused massve lisbiltes o
Iiewit Compurics snd Plantif.

1086, “Tha pursuant  sh employment, hedefendantsand tberculpable
pantes bt known nd unkaown who arelcnsed topractc lworfw fims cwed
i tocnsure thttherghts o st f Pl wer protected.

1087, The defendants ad oberculpsble pari both known and unkoown
neglected tht s ity of cars i the performnceoflgal sevices and
accounting service with sieter n thatthey,including but ot lmited t:

A Failod to ko reasonablescps o nsar that th I of Phintis was protected;
and,
B. Filed tocompleto work rgantin copyrights and trademarks nd,




[image: image295.jpg]. Engaged in unnscessary and duplicte corporste and other work resulting in
billng for unncccssary legal and sccounting services beleved to be in excess of One
Millon Dolars (51,000,000.00); ad,

D. By redacting information from th billing statements regarding services provided
5010 8510 give the appearance tht the services provided by defendants in general and
Proskaue in particular were limited in nature, whenin fact thoy iavolved various
aspects of [P protetion; and,
K. By knowingly roprescating sad sigeing o scoept epreseniaton of lictt i
‘conflct with th interests of Planiffs with scienier, without either consent or waiver
by Paintiffs.
F. By engaging in a series of crimes that vioated local, stae, federal and
intcrational aw, as well s, n almost enticty ofciical violations of thir espective
professions tosuccced in convertng theirclicats propertics o the bencfit of
themselves and los o client Plaintifl.
G. Thatthe neglgent actions of defendants an other culpable parties with senter
rosuliedin, and was, the proximate cause of loss 0 Plaitifs.

1088.  Asa rsultof the defondantsacts, Plaintiffs now suffer and will continue

o suffer irrcparsble injury and monclary damages, nd that Plaintffs ar catiicd to

damages sustained to date and contining i excess of at east ONETRILLION

'DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000) s well a pusitive damages, coss and attomey's fees.

COUNTSIX

1085 Ti i st s o oot G i o b of s
pursuant 1o the state laws of New York, Florida, and Delaware and other regions
unknown at this time.

1090.  Painifs repea nd rallge cach and every llegtion conained in

/ y M“I'WWIEJ_ ‘though fully set forth berein.

¥ 103, T deendt nd i cpabl i movn v wit
scente brached ther cotrcts with Painif,by fling 10 upbold thei contacts and
‘other binding agreements, including but not limited to, NDA's, legal retainers, contracts,
sccounting srvice arangemment, e of undersiandings, investmest documents and oy
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[image: image296.jpg]other form of binding contract by and between defendants and Iviewit Companies both
Known and unknown that have damaged the Iviewit Companics and Plaintifs.

1092. That such action on the part of the defendaats and otber culpable parics
scienter constitute beaches o coniracts by and betweca Plaintffs and the defendunts
and other culpable partes both known and usknown.

1093, Thatas a diect and proximate resut of such conduct on the part of the
defendants and other culpable parties both known and unknown with scieater, Plaintiffy
have been damaged by defendants and other culpsble partics both known and nknown
filare 10 perform the contracted for services.

1094, Asa reslt of the defendants acts, Plaintiffs now e and will continuc
o suffer ircparable injury and moneary damages, and that Plaintiffs are entiled to
damages sustained to date and continuing i excess of at east ONE TRILLION
DOLLARS ($1,000,000,000,000) s well s punitve damages, costs snd stormcy’s fecs.

COUNT SEVEN
TORTUOUS CE ADVANTA

1095 The i o ol s o o e of Tt e
Advantageous Business Relatinships pusuant (o e statc laws of New York,
Florida,and Delaware and othee regions unknown u thi time.

1096.  Plintiffrepeat and rallcge cach and cvery allcgation contained in

gt "1 trosgh XS thongh il e ot hersin.

1097, That asa diect and proximate result of such conspiatorial conduct on the
partof the defendants and other calpable parties both known and unknown with scinter,
Plaintiffs who were cngagod n technology licensing and other business contracts when
the above mentioned events describedin the Factual Allgation section causcd a foial
oss of businessrelationships both with current and prospective investors and clints and
all those other business contracts of Plaintifs, as without knowledge 2 o the fue of the
1Pt became impossibl to lcense o secureinvestment based on the IP, damaging
Iviewit Companics and Plainiff.

1098. s resut of the defendants’ ats, Paintifs now suffer and wil continue
1o suffe irrcparable injury and monclary damages, and that Plaintiffs are entitled o

wi
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[image: image297.jpg]damages sustained to date and continuing in cxcess ofa cast ONE TRILLION.
DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000) s well s punitive damages, cots and atormey's fees.
COUNT EIGHT

T L e et s
interference with contractualrights pursuant to the state aws of New York, Florids, and
‘Delaware and other regions unkaown st this time.

1100, Plainiffs repeat and realege cach and every allegation conained in

1 trough SN tongh il e ot herein.

1101, Asa result of the defendants’conspiratorial acts, Painifs now suffer and
il continue 0 suferireparabl injury and monecary damages, due fo Negligent
Inerference with Coniractual Rights s that Plaintifs ae cntiled 0 damages sustained
o date and continuing inexcess ofa east ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51.000,000,000,000) a5 wel s punitive damages, costs and ttomey's fecs.

COUNT NINE

1102, This is an action for frand within the jurisdiction of this Court This is
also a supplemental acton for other civl caims of fraud pursuant to the stae laws of
New York, Florids, and Delaware and oher regions unknown at this time.

1103, Plsitifsrepeat and reallege each and every alegation contained in
paragraph 1 through *_, 2 though fullysetfoth berein

1104, The defendants and othr culpable pares both known and unknown with
scicater commiticd fraud on Plaintifs, by particpating in fraud 0 steal Ivewit
Companics IP, damaging bothIviewit Companics and Plaintiffs.

1105, Thstthe defendants and other culpable partis with scienter committed
faud ot only Plaintfs buton local, feders, stateand iternatonal autherites i their
scheme 0 stcal Plaintiffs technologics nd deprive the viewit Companicssharcholders of
theie royalies nd sock ineress.

1106, That such conspratorial action and many other conspiratorial actions.
cnactod i thecfforts o steal haintfs TP, on thepart of th defendants nd ofber
culpabe partes both known and unknown with cienter constitute fraud defendants and

7
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[image: image298.jpg]other clpable partis both known and uaknown  deprive sharebolders and inventors of
theirrighs

1107. Thatasa direct and proximate result of such conducton the pat of the
defendants and other culpable parties both known and unknown with scieater, Plintffy
have bocn damaged by massive frsud committod by the conspirstorial actions o the
defendants and other culpable paties.

1108, That,similary, Plaintiffs have executed NDA's, referenced herein through
s, with some five hundred (500) persons and strategic alliance partcrs who bencfited
from disclosuresof Plaiatifs P including disclosurcs of how to maks, usc, and yead
such IP,all of whom now conduct the unsuthorized use of such IP i violaion of the
NDA's and or the confidentiality clauses of their stategic alance contracts and other
binding contracts, damaging the Plaintfs and Iviewit Companics.

1109, Asi rosult of the defendantsacts, Phaintiffs now sufferand will coninue
10 suffer rreparable njury and monetary damages, an that Plaintiffs are entiled 0
damages sustained to date and contimuing in excess of at east ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS ($1,000,000,000,000) as wel as punitive darmages, costs and attorncy's fecs.

ND OFFICI
of breach of fiduciary
duics as dircetors and officers pursuant to the statc laws of New York, Florids, and
‘Delaware and othcr egions unknown a this time.

1111, Plaintifsrepest and rellege cach sad every allegaion contained in

17 tvosgh {042 o iy e fort e

1112, Defendantsthat served aseither Dircctors andor Offcersof the Iviewit
Companies have violated, ncluding but ot imited o, the folowing state laws:
Delavare, Florida and Califoria n their oblgations as Directors and Offiers of viewit
Companics and bave damage the Iviewit Companies and Plaintiffs from such actions.

1113, That defendants, including but notimited fo, Uley, Whecler, Rubeasicin,
Joso, Hersch, Buchsbaum, Miller, Kasser, Warner, Powell, Prolow, and Proskauer,
conspired to deprive,and in fact did deprive,Iviewit Companies and Plainisof their
ights o the technologies developed by Iviewit Companics as described hecein sbove.




[image: image299.jpg]1114, Plsitifs allege through the conspiratoral actons of defendantsthat were
Officers andor Diretors bt known and unknown, mistpproprisied and converted
funds and propertesof others forthemselves asdescribed heren and damaging the
Iicwit Companics ad Plantifls.

1115, Plaintifs llege troughthe conspratoral acions of dfendants that were
Officrs andor Diectors both known and usknown, concocted s disingenuous scheme 1o
nflae Iviewit Companis revenues, ouside the bounds ofgencraly accepted accouting
priciple, andin an effort o defraud Iviewit Companis investors and Plantifs.

1116, As a esut of the defendants' acs, Plintfs now suffer and will contnus.
o suffer ireparsble infury and monetary damages, and that Plaintfs are entited o
damages sussined o date and continsing in excess of at Jeast ONE TRILLION

'DOLLARS (S1,000,000,000,000)as well a pitve damages, costs ad stomey’s fss,

117 T i S e Jor o S s o th
Javes of New York, Florida, and Delaware and ofher rogions unknown at this fme.

T Plainifs pest and rslege cach ad everyalleaton consind i

g1 toagh |6 thoughs ully s ot b,

1119, Certain defendants described herein were cmployed by Iviewit Companics
for purposes of representing Iviewit Companies to obtain multple patens and oversee
foreign filings for the inventions including the provisional filings for the technologies as
described herein and failed inteationall causing damagss to viewit Companics and.
Plantiffs.

1120, Defendants owed a duty under the stste laws of New York, Florids, and
‘Delaware o ensure that the rights and interess of Iviewit Companies and inveators were.
protected, and protected o the extent that such expertsin the field would undertake such
engagement according tothe requisite standard of care n th states of New York, Florida,
‘nd Delawass and further ot the USPTO,

1121, Defendants filed 10 take reasonsble sips 10 easure that the inventions of
Iviewit Companies and inventors were proecied damaging the Iviewit Companies and
Paintiffs.




[image: image300.jpg]1122, Defendants knowingly and wilfully faled to complete work regarding
copyrights, patents, trade secrets and. trademarks causing damage o the  Iviewit
Companics and Plainiff.

1123, Defendants engaged in unnccessary and duplicate corporate and other
work resultng in biling for unnecessary Jegal services believed to be in excess of Four
Hundred Thousand Dolars ($400,000.00).

1124, Defendants, including but not limited to, Proskauer, Rubenstein, Joao,
Foley, Dick, Bockam, Becker and MLG by redacting and replacing information from the.
billing statements regarding services provided, giving the appearance that the services
provided by Proskauer, Foley, BSTZ, MLG were limited in nature, when in fact they
involved various aspects of inveation protection.

1125, Defendaats, including but not limited to, Proskaucr, Rubcnstein, Jouo,
Foley, Dick, Bochm, Becker and MLG by knowingly representing and agreeing t0 sccept.
representation of clients in conflict with the inerests of Iviewit Companies and inventors,
without either cousent o waiver by Iiewit Companics o inveators.

1126. The nogligent actions of defendants respecively resulied in the proximate
causc of loss o Plaintiffs through loss of Iviewit Companies and inveations and
subsequent royales.

1127, As  resul of the defendant’acts, Plaintiffs now suffer and will continue
1o suffer imeparable ifury and monetary damages, and that Plaintiffs are entited to
damages sustained to date and cotinuing in excess of at last ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000)ss wellas puritive darmages, costs and storney’s fcs.

COUNT TWELVE
ROPRIATION ERSION O]

1128, This is & supplemental action for missppropriation and comversion of
Iviewit Companies funds i violaton 10 the state lews of Florda, Delaware and New.
ork.

1129, Plaintifs repea and rellg each and every allogaion contained in
 trough PO though iy sct ot erein

1130, That through the actions of defendants, investment funds were absconded
with and othr s due, such s royaltes for the inventions which have sl been
misappropristed and converted as descrjbed heren.
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[image: image301.jpg]1131 Asa resuit o the defendants’act, Plainiffs now suffer and will continue
10 suffer imeparable injury and monetary damages, and that Plaintiffs are entited 1o
damages sustined to date and continuig in excess of at least ONE TRILLION
'DOLLARS (51,000,000,000,000) s well as punitve damages, costs and attormey's fecs.

WHEREFORS, i s ogmsily o ot e Coet gt
an Onder:

L First Cause of Action: Atleast ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) a5 el as punitive damages, costs and atomey'sfees; Interest and
prejudgment nteret on the amount described above, calculated a the provailing ate; nd

L Second Cause of Action: At lesst ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) as wel as punitive damages, coss and atiomey's fees;Interest nd
prejudgment nterest on the amount described above, calculated a the prevailing ate; and.

L. Third Case of Acion: At east ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) 2 wel as punitive damges, costs and attomey's fecs; Inicret and
prejudgment intcret om th smount escribed sbove, calculated a the prevailing ate; und

IV. Fourth Cause of Acton: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) as well as punitive damages, costs and atiomey's fees; Intrest and
prejudgment nteest o the amount descibed above,calculated at the provailingre; and

V. Fifth Cause of Action: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) as well as punitive damages, costs and atiomey's fecs; nterest and
prejodgment nteest on the amount descibed sbove,calcuated at the prvailing atc; and

VI Sixth Cause of Action: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) a5 el s puniive damages, coss and tiorey's fees; Interet and
prejudgment nterest on the amount described above, calculted at the prevailing rate;

VIL  Soveath Cause of Action; Atleast ONE TRILLION DOLLARS.
(51,000,000,000,000) as wel a puniive damages, coss and ttomeys fees; Interest and
prejudgment nteret o the smount described sbove,calculated at the prevailing rae; and

VL Eighth Causc of Action: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) s wel s punitive damages, costs and siomey's fecs;Inerest and
Prejudgment nterest on the amount desribed sbove, calculated at th prevailing ate; and
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[image: image302.jpg]IX. Ninth Cause of Action: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) as el a punitive damages, coss nd ttorey's fecs; Interes and
prejudgment interest on the amouat described sbove, calculated a th prevailing ate; and
X, Tenth Cause of Action: At least ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) as wel a paniive damages, costs and atomey's fees; Iterest and
prejudgment nteres on the smount described above, calculted at the prevailing rate; und
X1, Eleventh Cause of Action: At east ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000)as wel s punitive damages, costs and atomey'sfees; Interestand
prejudgment interst o the smoun described sbove,calculted at the prevaling s and
XIL  Tweifth Cause of Action: At east ONE TRILLION DOLLARS
(51,000,000,000,000) s wel s punitive damages, costs and atorncy's fecs; ntrest and
prejudgment inteest on the amoust described sbave, calculated a the prevailing rate.

OTHER RELIEFS

XIL  Plaiiffs pray for injunctive rlief to prevent the unsuthorized use of the
Video scaling techniques snd image scaling techniques as depicted in the graphical
description submitted according to proof at rial,the image overlay system as depiced in
the graphical description submitied according 10 proof at ria,the combination of video.
g and image overlay system as depicted in the graphical description submitied
sccording (o proof at trial, and the remote control of vidco cameras. through
communications ncworks as depcted in the graphical description submitied sccording to
proof a ral by all those, including but not limited to () decoding and disply devices
including but not limited to decoders, chipscts, and microprocessors; (i) trnsmission
networks, including but not limited 1o cablo head-ends, satelite bead-ends, and PTV
head-cods; and (i) cacoding schemes, or, akiematively, an assigament of all such
contracts and license agreements by the offending partics o Plaintifs, To summarize,
Plaintiffs advise the Court thatthe granting of ths prayer for relicf, effctively, hals the
trsmmisson of and viewing of video as we know it or aliematively, assign all such
contracts 0 Painifs

XIV.  Painiffs pray for this Court to appoint a federal monitor o oversee the
day-to-day operations of the 1 DDC, 2™ DDC, TFB, USPTO, FBL USS. Attomey, etc.




[image: image303.jpg]XV.  Plaintifs pray for attomey's e and costs, pursuant 10 42 U.S.C. § 1988
a0d 42 U.S.C.2000c-5; and

XVL  Plintifs pray for a declaraory judgment stating that defendants willully
Violated Plaintiffsrights with scienter secured by federal, state laws, and inemational
treatis asalleged herein; and

XVIL  Plaintiffs pray for farher injunctive an injunction requiring
defendants to corect all prescnt and past violations of federal and statc law s alleged
herein; to allow the Plaintifs to continue in the positon from which the defendans,
including Cover Up Partiipants and other culpable parties legally white washed their
‘complaints with scientr; 0 enjoin the defendants from continuing 10 actin violation of
federaland state law as alleged herly; and 1 order such other injunctive eliefas may be
appropriate 1o provent any fiture violaions of sei fideral und state aws; and awarding.
Plaintifs damages in the amount o all royalties, professional services revenues, and any.
and all other compensation denied or lost fo Paintiffs by reason of the foregoing; and.

XVIIL Plantffs pay for an Order granting such other legal and equiable elief
as the Court decms just and proper that ncludcs, but s not limited o an Order to bring.
roprescntaton for the U.S. Federal agencics inclading but not limited 10 the USPTO, the.
SBA; mandamus for the aforementioned Federal sgencis 1o joi this complaint.

XIX.  That Plaintifs' pay for civil remedies and requests this Court 10 request
the Atomey General o institute proceedings under the RICO caims. In th inteirs, and.
pending final determination thereof, Plaintifs pray that this Coust may at any time enter
such restsining, orders or prokibiions, or take such. other actions, including. the.
acceptance of safisfactory performance bonds, as it shall deem proper.  Plaintiff,
sharcholders and pateat inferest hokders of Iviewit Companies have been injured in
business and property by reason of a violaion of section 18 US.C. 1962 and prays for
recovery ofteble damages, costs o th suit, and reasonable attomey's fes.

XX Plintifi pray this Cout grant maximum relicf under Scc. 1966 10
expedite actions in th civil ation istituted heren in the United State i this Court, und
asks the Attomey General o fle with the cleck of this Court a cetficate sating tht in
his opinion the case is of general public importance. A copy of that certificatc be
fumishd immedtoly by sch lk o the i e or i bis ssence o th presing
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[image: image304.jpg]disrict judge of th distict in which such action s pending. Further, upon receipt ofsuch.
copy, such judge shall designate immediately  judge of that istict o hear and
determine action.

XXL  That Phaintiffs pray for relief under TITLE 1§ PART T CH 96 Sec 1968
RICO CIVIL INVESTIGATIVE DEMAND, WHEREFORE, under Scc 1968, Pluntifs
pray for this Court to begin civil investigative demand whereby asking the Atomey
General 10 see eason o believe defendants are in possession, custody, or control of
documentary materials relevant to, this racketeering investigation, and.prior o the
instituion of a civil or criminal procecding thercon, issuc in writing, and cause 1o be.
served upon all such defendants  civi investigaive demand requiring al such persons
and eniites produce such materals for cxamination staing the nature of the conduct
constituting the alleged racketecring violation which is under investigation and the
provision of law applicable therto; and describing the class o classes of documeatary
mleril produced thereunder with such definteness and cerainty as 10 permit such
mateial 10 be furly identifid; and state that the demand is recumable forthwith or
prescribe a retum date which will provide a reasonable period of time within which the
‘materil 50 demanded may be assembled and made available for inspecton and copying
or reproduction; and identify the custodian to whom such matcral shall be made
available; require the production of anyiall documentary evidence which would be
priviloged from dislosure if demanded by a subpens duces tecum ssucd by 8 coust of

the United States in id of & grand jury investigation of such alleged racketcering
violation.

XXIL  Paintiffs pray fo this Court o further provent and resrsin violtions of
Iyiewit Companics and Plaintiffs inveations of 18 U.S.C. 1962 by issuing appropriatc
immediate orders including but not lmited to ordering any person fo divest himself of
any interet, direcly and indirecly in any coterprisc, imposing reasonable restritions on
the future acivities of o inerests of any persons, ncluding but notlimited o probibitng
any person from cagaging in the same type of cadeavor asthe enterprise cagaged i the
actvites of which effct interstate and foreig commerce and ordering dissolation and.
reorganization of any caterprise making the provision fo the rights of inoccnt persoas.
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[image: image305.jpg]XXIIL Plaintifs pray for maximum relief under TITLE 18 PART I CH 96 Sec
1964 RICO Civil remedics.

XXIV.  Plintifis pray for the Need for Preliminary Relicf. In the sbscoce of
preliminary rlicf, consumers il be deprived of their choice of technologies and
consumers and the public will be deprived of the benefits of competiion daring the
pendency of this action. Relief a the conclusion of this case camnot remedy the damage
done to consumers and the public during the nferim.  Tn addition, tho damage o
‘competitors and competition during the pendency of this case that would oceur i the
abscnce of prliminary rlief camot practically be roversed lter.

XXV, Plaintifs pray for claim for reli: Unlawful Exclusive Dealing and Other
Exclusionary Agrecments in Violation of §1 of the Sherman Act.

XXVL  Plaintiffs pray for claim for relief: Unlawful Tying and Bundling in
Violation of § 1 of the Sherman Act Third Claim for Relicf: Mosopolizaton of the Pools.

XXVIL  Plaitifs pray for elief for Systems Market in Violation of § 2 of the
Sherman Act. Claim for Relicf: Atiempied Monopolization of the video and imaging.
technologies of Ivicwit Companics.

XXVIIL - Paintiffs pray for maxiomum relicf from this Court under TITLE 15 CH 1
Sec 26 INJUNCTIVE RELIEF FOR PRIVATE PARTIES.

XXIX.  Plainiffs pray of this Court for maximum relief under TITLE 17 CH $
SEC 503 Remedies for infrngement:Impounding and dispositon ofifringing articks.

XXX.  Plaintiffs pray of this Courtfor maximum relief under Title 17 CH 5 Sec
504 Remedies for infringement.

XXXL  Plaintifs pray of this Courtfor maximum reief under Titke 17 CH 5 Sec
505 Remedicsfor infringemen.

XKXIL  Plsintifls pray this Court for maximum civil remedies and criminal
pesalics which uader this section Laws not in Title 35, United States Code 18 US.C.
1001,

XXXIUL Plaatifs pray oftis Court for maximm relief under Tide 17 CH 13 Sec
1329 Relation o design patent law.

XXXIV. Plaitiffs pray of this Court for maimum relief under Title 17 CH 13 Sec
130 Common law and other rights ypalTecicd.

o sz



[image: image306.jpg]XXXV, Plintifs pray of this Court for maximum civil remedics and criminal
peaaltics, which under this section Laws not i Tile 35, United States Code 18 US.C.
27,

XXXVL  Plaintiffs pray o this Courtfor maximun relicf in addition undes Title 18
PART I CH 90 Sec 1837 Applicabiity o conduct outside the United Sttes.

XXXVIL Plintifs pray o this Court for maximum civilrelief and additional
under Title 15 CH 22 Trademarks Sec 1116 Injunctive relif:

XXXVIIL Plintifs pray of his Court for maximum relicf under TITLE 15 CH 22
SUBCH Il Sec 1117 - Recovery for volation o ights.

XOKXIX.  Plaintis pray of this Court for maximum reliel under Tidle 15 CH 22
SGbCH 11 Sec 1120 Civi Lisbliy for False or Fraudalent Regisration.

XL Plaintffs pray this Court grant maximun relicf under Tile 15 CH 22
SubCH I Sec 1125 Falsc Designations of Origin, False Descriptions, and Diltion.
Forbidden.

XLL  Plaitiffs pray of this Cout for maximum reief under Tile 15 CH 22
SubCH 1l Sec 1126 False designations of origin, falsc descriptions, and dilation
forbidden.

XU Plaintiffs pray this Court grant maximum relicf under Title 18 Part I CH
63 Sec 1345 - Injunctions agains faud.

XUIL  Plaioifis pray this Court grant wn expedited bearing due 10 the delays.
causcd by conflicts and the urgency required in the matirs before the USPTO and that
is Court issue injunctions or other equitable relef to prevent further los of IP rights
imapposit the constiutional potecton afforded inventors.

XLIV.  Plaintiffs pray for this Court to award Plaiatiffs, sharcholders and paicat
iteret bolders of Ivcwit Companics moneary damages.

XLV.  Plainiffs pray for this Court to award Plaitifs, sharehoiders and patent
interes bolders attomney fees and other iigaton costs,

XLVI.  Plintiffs pray for this Court 10 award Plaintff, sharchoiders and patcat
interes holders puniive damages.

XLVIL  Plaintiffs pray forthis Court 0 granta jury ral for issues s triabl inthis
Court.
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[image: image307.jpg]XLVIL  Paintiffs pray for this Court to grant compensatory damages from the
defendants.

XUIX.  Plaintiff pray for this Court 0 gant permancnt injunctive relef baring
the unauthorized wsc by any thind parties of the Iviewit Companies inventions or,
allematively, asign all such contacts to Plantifs, until all criminal investigations have
‘concluded and frecze any actions on all viewit Companics inveations both n the Uited
States and abroad through intermational teatis fo prevent further violation of Article 1,
Section 8, Clause 8 of The Constitution of the United Statcs and any other sate, federal
and intcrmational laws.

STATE PRAYERS FOR RELIEF
L. Plaintifs pray this Court grant maximum relief under § 460.70 Provisional

remedics.

L. Plantiffs pray this Court grant maximum reicf under S 460.80 Court ordered
disclosure.

LIL  Plaintifis pray this Court grant maximum relief under Ch 772 Civil
Remedies for Crminal Practices 772,104 Civil cause of action.

LI Plaintifs pray this Court grant maxizmum reicf under Title XLV Torts -
Ch772 Civil Remedies for Criminal Practices 772.11.

LIV.  Plaintiffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under Tite XLV Torts -
(Ch 772 Civil Remedics o Criminal Practces - T72.185 Attornys feestaxed as costs.

LV.  Phintiffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under 89505 Civil
remedics Florda.

LVL  Plsintifis pray this Cour grant maximum rolcf under 89506 Civil
investigaive subpoenas.

LVIL  Paintifs pray this Court grant maximum relef under 895,07 RICO lien
notice Florida.

LVIL  Plintifs pray this Court grant maximum reief under 895,08 Term of
RICO lien notce.

LIX.  Plaindiffs pray this Court onder injuncive relif under; Title XXXIX
‘Commercal Relations Ch 688 Usiform Trade Secrets Ack 688,003 Injunciiverelief.

LX.  Plaintiffs pray thiyCout grant maimum rlicf under Tile XXXIX.
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[image: image308.jpg]IXL  Plaintiffs pray this Court grunt maximum relief under Commercial
Relations Ch 688 Uniform Trade Sccrets Act 688,004 Damages.

LXIL  Plaintiffs pray this Court grant maximam relcf under sec 812.035 Civil
remedies.

LXIIL  Plaintiffs pray this Court order specific performance of SB under their
‘breached binding LOU which acted s a egal service agreemeat, 50 s 1o provent frther
‘damages from occurring from theso breaches, whercby all partics involved, including
representatve insurance cariers and state ageaics affecied may all suffer increased
damages without such patcut counsel services and pechaps the costs for representation
before this Court, a5 SB should bave provided such counsel as necessary o prosecate or
provided such legal service funds under their LOU, Whereby tis relef can be instituted
immedistely saving th Plainiffs and this Court attomey costs. Further, his Cour the
EPO, the JPO, the USPTO, Mostz aad the Commissionee of Pateats would be greatly
served by patent counsel beng insittedin lace of the current inventorsactng as ProSe
putent counsel, where Moatz has urged Plintiff Berstein to atmpt to secur counsel,
belore such highly specialized tribunal whercby Enventors are ot knowledgeable or
proficicatly versed in such law 50 as (0 adequatly represent Tviewit Companics and
ientors, perhaps addiiona reason for Pro Boso cousel by this Court o 10 cnforee the
SBLOU.

LXIV.  Plantifs pray for this Court (0 Order defendants that have professional
titks in any capacity 1o follow srct adberence 0 insurance reporting laws,including but
ot limited o, malpracice reporting and liability and contingeat iability reportng. That
these matters have tremendous iabiliy if proven true and insurance fraud would oaly.
endaner the Plaintifs and the public at Jargo i lsblities and compliance in insurance.
Jaws are not adhered too by defendants.

LXV.  Plainifs pay this Court grant maximum relief under Title 18 Part 1 CH
90 Sce 1834 Criminal forfeitare.

LXVL  Plintiffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under Tide 18 Part 1 Cit
79 Sec 1623 - False declarations before grand jury o court.

LXVIL  Plaiotiffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under Tite 17 CH S Sec
508, 3
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[image: image309.jpg]LXVIIL  Plintifs pray this Court grant maximum relcf under Titl 17 CH $ Sc
509 Seizure and forfeiure.

LXIX.  Plaintifis pray this Court grant maximum relif under Title 17 CH 5 Scc
512 Limitations on labliy relating to material online.

XX Plaintifs pray this Cout grant maximum relif under Title 18 Part I CH
95 Racketeering SEC 1956 Laundering of monetary instruments Plaitifs pray for
‘maximuliabilty for civil peaalies.

LXXL  Plaintffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under Tile 15 Chapter 1
‘Sec 6a - Conduct nvolving trade or commerce with foreign nations.

LXXIL  Plaintffs pay this Court grant maximum refief under Tide 15 Chapter 1
Sec. 14 -Sale, tc. on agreement not 1 use go0ds of compettor.

LXXIIL  Plaintiffs pay this Court grant maximum elicf under § 468, Clicnts®
sccurity fund ofthe state of New York.

LXXIV.  Plainiffs pray this Court grant maximum relief under New York's § 476-
b. Injunction o restrain defendant rom unlawful practie of the law.

LXXV.  Plaintiffs ray this Court grant maxinuum refcf under 360-m. Rescdics.

LXXVL Phaintifs pray this Court grant maximum relicf wnder Florida Title
XXXIII Ch 495 sec 495.141 Remedics.

JURY TRIAL IS DEMANDED

Plaintiffs demand a tial by jury on al claims so triable.
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[image: image313.jpg]AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

1 hereby certify that 2 true and correct copy of the forcgoing vill be served per this
‘Courts Order by the United States Marshallin due course by delivery of the forsgoing to
Pro Se desk of this Cour, o the aforementioned defendas.
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[image: image315.jpg]APPENDIX A - IP INTEREST HOLDERS

Sharcholder/Patent Interest Holder Patent Unit
Interests

Eliot L and Candice Bernstein and Children
Caroline Prochoiska Rogers, Esq. and
Geoffrey Rogers and Children

Silent Owners

Simon L. and Skirley Bernstein

Kenneth Anderson

Fridpl (e

Joshua Ennio Zander Bernstein formely.

The Joshua Bemstcin 1999 Trust

Jacob Noah Archic Berustein formerly The Jacob Bemstein
1999 Trast

Daniel Eljsha Abe Ottomo Bermstein

Michell Welsch
Joan Stark
Jeffiey and Lisa Friedstein and Children
Bt Howard

Anthony Frenden
‘Anthony Giordano
Jack Scanlan
Misty Morgen
Ginger Stanger
Joc Gonsalves
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Thaddeus und Judy Gonsalves and Children
Betiie Sanger

Robert Feigeabuum

Joseph Fischman

‘Sherr Fruzier & Children

Loma and Chistopher Grote

Molly and Todd Hale:

Rafea Hollywood

Karen & Kovin Kiloy

Beth and Frederick Klein

Amanda Leavitt

Daicl Preston

‘David aad Pamela Simon and Children

‘Theodore Bemstein and Children

Matthew Simpson

Crystal and Lucas Simpson

‘William and Michelle Saby

Michacl and Nikki Stomp

Juoe Valence

Robertand Kari Veneer and Chikdren

Dorothy Winiers

Mitch Zamarin

Rocket Corgo Employee Pool

Air Apparent Employee Pool

‘Anderson Howard Employee Pool

Mk W. Gallicy, Esg.

James Jackoway, Esq. and Michele Malrooney Jackoway, Esq. and Children
Richard Rosma, Esq.

Anthony Lewinter, Esq.
David Colter

Kevin Lockwood

Alan Young

Tidal 4

Tidal 4

Tidal 4

Tidal 4

Steve Skiar

‘Alanis Morissctie:

Happy Feet Living Trust
Mitchell Welsch
Milchell Welsch

Heche Trust

Laaren Lloyd Living Trust
Scott Welch

Spencer and Dana Rogers and Chil
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Dana Stanger

Jeffey and Kimmberly Stanger and Chidren
Rose Palermo and Tony Castro and Children
Debbic Waskington

Lisa Deleo

Gina Moss

Stacey Ells

Tuvia School

Douglas Chey

Jobn & Rebecea Calkins

o Terri

Corri Perkis

Bran Fritc.

Paal Miller

Robert Roberman

Frank Burnbam

Lyle McCullough
Cristne & James Goldstein

Carolyn Newman
Iviewit Chariable Giving Fund (Thought Journal) 0.5897%
Charles Chavez

Charies Michacl Moore:
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[image: image318.jpg]Clris & Cori Ditmer
s Smith

(st Music Modia Minsgement
Dale Grimes
Diversafest LLC [DFEST]
Doc MeGee

Don Peake

dward Garber

‘Eric Nixon

Evolution Promotions
Flecktones Tours LLC
Frank & Rence Gonzales
Fucled By Ramen Inc.
Gailet

Gary Nathanson

Gary Niclsen

Gy Petus & 3 Doors Down
Hard Head Management
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