IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

P. Stephen Lamont Direct Dial: 914-217-0038
Chief Exccutive Officer N Email:
Reply Address: 35 Locust Avenue

* Rye, N.Y. 10580

By Electronic and Overnight Mail

January 18, 2007

Sampak Garg

House Judiciary Commiittee

2138 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Re: Affirmed Follow-On to the September 29, 2006 Affirmed Statement Sent From
Rep. Nita M. Lowey to Chairman John D. Dingell (“Statement”), Attached as
Exhibit “A.”

Dear Mr. Garg:

By way of introduction, 1 am P, Stephen Lamont, CEQ of, as well as a significant
shareholder in, Iviewit Holdings, Inc. (“Iviewit”), and the constituent in question
regarding Rep. Nita M. Lowey’s November 28 letter to John D. Dingeli, Chairman of the
House Energy and Commerce Committee, attached as Exhnbnt “B” for your convenience.
Since Jonathan Cordone, the Deputy General Counsel of Chairman Dingell’s office,
among others, passed part and parcel of the allegations to the Judiciary Committee
(“Committee”), also attached as Exhibit “B,” I am writing to give the Committee a head
start by providing all prior and concurrent Federal, State, and Foreign Bodies that have
received similar information contained in the Statement, most times a great deal more,

including contact names and statys, attached as Exhibit “C”. Additionally, such bodies
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are also recipients of volumes of evidence pertaining to the allegations in my Statement.
Furthermore, in an attached Exhibit “D,” I include names and contact information for the
main alleged perpetrators that have engaged in the alleged patterns of crinunal sabotage,
fraud, and theft as described in my Statement, and not only against Iviewit shareholders,
but against the United States Patent and Trademark Office and the Department of

Commerce themselves.

Furthermore, I trust that you will give my Statement and this follow-on information the
consideration that it deserves, and should you have any further questions pertaining to the
issues in my Statement and/or this follow-on, feel free to call on me.

Brefly, to summarize Exhibit C, and first under Federal Bodies, it should be clear that
while [viewit has submitted volumes of incriminating information for the past number of
years, determinations are taking an inordinate amount of time to surface, and some
information, upon information and belief, is also protected by privacy laws, both factors
of which act as means to deny Iviewit process and jeopardizes intellectual property rights.
Moreover, and in light of where CFR §1.103 - Suspension of Actton by the Office, or any
other applicable section or any other provision in United States Code Title 35 — Patents,
contains insufficient time periods to investigate the allegation of sabotage, fraud, and
theft including the exhaustion of appeals to any decision, the current minimal time
periods of available patent application suspensions may lead to a loss of intellectual
property rights in diametric opposition to the protections afforded inventors under Article

1, Section 8, Clause 8 of the Constitution of the United States.
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Second, and under State Bodies, it should be clear that conflicts of interest and cover-up
attempts instituted by the main alleged perpetrators have run rampant, and equally deny
Iviewit process. Moreover, it is imperative to point out that, notwithstanding the patterns
of sabotage, fraud, and theft that run so wide and so deep that it tears at the very fabric of
what we call free commerce in this country, neither has there been one investigation that
has come to light (even though Court ordered, sece State Bodies of Exhibit “C” -
Appellate Division, First Department, New York), nor one witness called, nor one non-
conflicted statement called for and submitted, but only that the alleged main perpetrators
have escaped justice at lawyer controlled State bodies and by a billing dispute defauit
(see State Bodies of Exhibit “C” - 15th Judicial Circuit, Palm Beach County, Florida).
Third, under Foreign Bodies, overseas patent officials are frozen like “deers in a
headlight” at the aforementioned patterns of sabotage, fraud, and theft that runs so wide
and so deep that it tears at the very fabric of what we call free commerce in this country,
and equally denies Iviewit process. Moreover, and what began at the USPTO with the
filing of four sabotaged, core patent applications, has transcended into a cavalcade of
duplicate fraudulent filings instigated and committed by the main alleged perpetrators
and transmitted to and through as many as 30 foreign countries by means of the Patent
Cooperation Treaty. As such, this multiplicital intercourse of sabotage, fraud, and theft
has become so immense as to render foreign patent officials speechless, and from The
Hague, Neth. to Tokyo, Jap.

Lastly, I submit that the LaBarga billing dispute Court, the very Court that gave us our
437 President, was not a forum for justice, but a mockery of it, and in the fact that the

Supreme Court of the United States denied a petition to overturn a Florida Supreme Court
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decision raises a “catch-22” situation in where to bring charges against public officials
proven violating public offices in their blueprint of creating conflicts of interest and
cover-ups in an effort to cloak their PATTERNS OF SABOTAGE, FRAUD, AND
THEFT THAT RUN SO WIDE AND SO DEEP THAT IT TEARS AT THE VERY
FABRIC OF WHAT WE CALL FREE COMMERCE IN THIS COUNTRY,;
effectively, both have estopped Iviewit from secking any civil relief whatsoever.
Moreover, it is for all the above reasons, and especially the Affirmed Written Statement
attached as Exhibit “A,” as well as the denial of any process whatsoever depicted m
Exhibit “C,” that Iviewit requests an immediate investigation of the allegations contained

herein.

P/Stcphen L% t “'%

Cc:  Chairman John Conyers, House Judiciary Commnttee
Chairman John D. Dingell, House Energy and Commerce Commlttee
Rep. Nita M. Lowey, c/o Peter Feroe, District Representative (NY 18%
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CERTIFICATE OF AFFIRMATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER:

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared P. Stephen Lamont, who was

duly sworn ;% that the facts alleged in the foregoing and subsequent statements are

LUGIA P FERREIRA
No.01FEG130574
Notary Pubilic, Stz of New Yark
Quezlified in Wes!shester Coenty
Ny Commission Exires July 25, 2009
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Exhibit “A”
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IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

P. Stephen Lamont
Chief Executive OHTicer
Diirect Dial; 914-217-0438

By Overnight Mail

September 29, 2006

Representative Nita M. Lowey
United States Congress

2329 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515-3218

Re: Affirmed Request for Investization Regarding Article 1, Section 8, Clause 8 of
the Constitution of the United States as a Result of Denial of Due Process in the

Alleged Improprieties in the Filing of Patent Applications on hehalf of Iviewit

Holdings. Inc. and its Subsidiaries, Affiliates, and Related Parties and the Resulting
Cover-Ups Thereto.

Dear Representative Lowey:

By way of introduction, 1 am P. Stephen Lamont, CEQ of, as well as a significant
shareholder in, Iviewit Holdings, Inc., a privately held Delaware corporation, and its
subsidiaries, affiliates and related parties (collectively “Iviewit”) with more than a fifteen
year track record as a multimedia technology and consumer electronics licensing
executive and holder of a J.D). in Intellectual Property Law, an M.B.A in Finance, and a
B.S. in Industrial Engineering, and I write in disgust at the denial of due process in the
pattern of frauds, deceits, and misrepresentations that run so wide and so deep that it tears

at the very fabric of what has become to be know as free commerce in this country, and,
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Representative Nita M. Lowey
September 29, 2006

Page 2

in the fact that it pertains to inventors rights, tears at the very fabric of the Constitution of

the United States more fully described below.

BACKGROUND

In mid 1998, Iviewit’s founder, Eliot I. Bemstein, among others
(“Inventors™), came upon inventions pertaining to what industry experts
have heretofore described as profound shifts from traditional techniques in
video and imaging then overlooked in the annals of video and imaging
technology. Factually, the technology is one of capturing a video frame at
a 320 by 240 frame size (roughly, ¥4 of a display device) at a {rame rate of
one (1) to infinity frames per second (“fps” and at the twenty four (24) to
thirty (30) range commonly referred to as “full frame rates” to those
skilled in the art). Moreover, once captured, and in its siimplest terms, the
scaled frames are then digitized (if necessary), filtered, encoded, and
delivered to an agnostic display device and zoomed to a full frame size of
1280 by 960 at the full frame raies of 24 to 30 fps. The resuit is, when
combined with other proprietary technologies, DVD quality video at
bandwidths of 700 or more Kbps to 6 Mbps per second, at a surprising
sevenly five percent (75%) savings in throughput (“bandwidth™) on any
digital delivery system such as digital terrestnal, cable, satellite,
multipoint-multichannel delivery system, or the Internet, and a similar
75% savings in storage on mediums such as digital video discs (“DVD’s™)
and the hard drives of many consumer electronic devices. Moreover, on
the imaging side, the Iviewit inventions are used on almost every digital
camera and present screen design and other devices that utilize the feature
of “digital zoom”. Furthermore, industry observers who benefited from
the Iviewit disclosures have gone on to c¢laim "you could have put 10,000

engineers in a room for 10,000 years and they would never have come up
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Representative Nita M. Lowey
September 29 2006
Page 3

with these ideas...”

Moreover, and while grant it T was not a participant during the alleged burying and
purported theft of the technologies, I found myself leading a company in the midst of a
cover up surrounding the foliowing depictions of frauds, deceits, and misrepresentations
that run so wide and so deep that it tears at the very fabric of what has become to be
know as free comimerce in this country, and, in the fact that it pertains to inventors rights,
tears at the very fabric of the Constitution of the United States.

Initially, and early in my tenure, rumors began swirling around the company with finger
pointing and all from Florida to Los Angeles wherein it caught the jet stream and arrived
very soon in New York of alleged breaches of confidentiality pertaining to Iviewtt
technology, transfers of trade secrets, and, even in certain circumstances, the knowing
and willful invention fraud by the outright switching of signature pages of patent filings
by early patent counsels. Additionally, during my tenure, I was in possession of an
executed patent application pertaiming to Iviewit’s core imaging technology with the
inventors of Bemnstein and Shirajee, when, out of thin air, and just prior to filing, such
patent application witnesses the addition of a one Brian G. Utley (“Utley™) as an inventor,
and an individual who could not have been farther from the heat of the inventive stage of
the imaging technology .

Still further, I submit that at the first disclosures of the inventions, patent counsel, who
had spent haif a lifetime procuring technologies for the transmission of full screen, full

frame rate video across a variety of transmission networks, and who during the Fviewit
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Representalive Nita M. Lowey
September 29, 2006
Page 4

disclosures have been known to state “[I] missed that,” and “[I] never thought of that,”
and “[This] changes everything,” or words to those effects, were so fearful that Iviewit
would partner with other proprietary technologies across the video value chain and wipe
the carefully crafted patent pools off the face of the map, therefore, the Iviewit inventions
HAD to be buried to preserve those pools.

That was the first step, with the second step, through the direct and indirect introductions
of Iviewit, with executed confidentiality agreements (“NDA’s”), to some five hundred
potential licensees by colleagues of patent counsel, being the proliferation of Iviewit
disclosures across a wide array of potential licensees and competitors.

Following along, we arrive at the point in the past when the Iviewit inventions had been
buried and that everyone had begun to use it, when past management in Iviewit and new
patent counsel may have thought “Hey, okay, great, but now what’s in it for us,” that
proceeded to a final step, and in addition to the intentional change of inventors with the
inclusion of Utley, the corporate shell game that involved multiple, unauthorized,
similarly named corporate formations and unauthorized stock swaps and unauthorized
asset transfers that resulted in the core patent applications assigned to an entity that may
have only one shareholder, the limited liability partnership of Proskauer Rose, the alleged
perpetrating patent counsel, perhaps, with a view towards resurrecting the backbone
technologies at some future point.

Moreover, in the above series of allegations, Iviewit is confident that your Office will
find a reasonable certainty that Messrs. Kenneth Rubenstein {“Rubenstein”), Raymond A.

Joao (“Joao”), William J. Dick (“Dick™), Steven Becker, and Douglas Boehm, all present
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Representative Nita M. Lowey
September 29, 2006
Page 5

or former members of the distinguished Bar of the United States Patent and Trademark
Office ("USPTO”), designed and executed, either for themselves or others similarly
situated, the deceptions, impropricties, and, even in certain circumstances, outright
misappropriation by the disingenuous redirection of the disclosed Iviewit techniques by:
(1) burying the critical elements of the inventions in patent applications; (ii} allowing the
unauthorized use of Iviewit’s inventions under NDA’s without enforcement of said
NDA’s; (IIT} filing patent applications of their own or others based on the Iviewit
mventions; (FV) submitting knowingly false statements and falsified documents done
with intent to commit fraud on the USPTO, Iviewit's sharcholders, and the Iviewit
nventors.

Furthermore, as a result of the series of allegations enclosed, and although it 1s clear to
Iviewit that the role of Congress is to make law not to enforce law, Iviewit finds 1t
reasonable that your Office: (i} shall find the requisite merit to initiate Congressional
mvestigations; (ii) shall pass these allegations to a Congressional staff attorney in the
House Committee on Energy and Commerce, or other appropnate committee, for further
mvestigation; (1) shall instruct said staff attorney to institute a formal Congressional
investigation, including questioning, requests for records, and other information from all
parties involved; (iv) shall refer said attorney’s findings back to you as a Representative
in the Congress of the United States; (v) shall present such findings to the House
Committee on Energy and Commerce, or other appropriate committee, for determinative

review; and finally (vi) shall witness said Congressional committee to urge disciplinary
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Representative Nita M. Lowey
September 29, 2006
Page 6

action against the alleged offending attomeys by the U.S. Attorney’s Office or other
organization, agency, or court of appropriate jurisdiction.

Lastly, Iviewit often asks itself, among other things, “Why did the Hon. Jorge LaBarga
of the Circuit Court of the Fifieenth Judicial District, Florida deny Iviewit’s Motion for
Leave to Amend Answer to Assert Counterclaim for Damages (concerning the
aforementioned allegations)” and “Why did The Florida Bar (‘“TFB’) dismiss the
complaint against Christopher C. Wheeler, Esq. (*Wheeler’ and, a non-patent attorney, a
main protagonist of the above referenced allegations) despite overwhelming evidence to
the contrary” and “Why did the Supreme Court of Florida deny Iviewit’s Petition to begin
the immediate investigation of the Wheeler complaint (when TFB admitted in wnting
that the answer to the Wheeler complaint was authored by an attorney in flagrant
violation of his public office obligations)” and “Why did the First Department
Departmental Disciplinary Committee of New York stall Iviewit’s complaint against
Rubenstein and Joao despite overwhelming evidence to the contrary” and “Why, despite
the New York State Supreme Court Appellate Division First Department’s order to begin
the immediate investigation of Rubenstein and Joao, did the Second Department
Departmental Disciplinary Committee of New York dismiss the Rubenstein and Joao
complaints and stating that they were ‘not under the junsdiction® of the First Department
Court” and “Why did the Virginia Bar Association dismiss the Dick complaint despite
overwhelming evidence to the contrary” and “Why did the Supreme Court of the United
States decline to hear Iviewit’s Petition for Writ of Certiorari to the Florida Supreme

Court to overturn the Florida Court’s decision” and “why did John Doll, Commissioner
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Represeniative Nita M, Lowey
Seplember 29, 2006
Page 7

of Patents at the USPTOQ, fail to correct the inventors, and refuses to take or retum
Iviewit’s call, in a petition filed more than three years ago” and Iviewit finds itself
answering “[TIHAT IT IS ALL PART AND PARCEL OF THE TOTAIL DENIAL
OF DUE PROCESS IN THE PATTERN OF FRAUDS, DECEITS, AND
MISREPRESENTATIONS THAT RUN SO WIDE AND SO DEEP THAT IT
TEARS AT THE VERY FABRIC OF WHAT HAS BECOME TO BE KNOW AS
FREE COMMERCE IN THIS COUNTRY, AND, IN THE FACT THAT IT
PERTAINS TO INVENTORS RIGHTS, TEARS AT THE VERY FABRIC OF

THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES.”

Very truly yours,

IVIEWIT HOLDINGS, INC.

By:
Chief Executive Officer

Please copy replies to:

P. Stephen Lamont
35 Locust Avenue
Rye, N.Y. 10580
(914) 217-0038
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CERTIFICATE OF AFFIRMATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF WESTCHESTER:

Before me, the undersigned authority, personally appeared P. Stephen Lamont, who was
duly sworn and says that the facts alleged in the foregoing statement are true.

P. Stephen Lamont

Swom to and subscribed to me on this 15th day of September 2006.

Notary Public
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Exhibit “B”
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November 28, 2006

Mr. P. Stephen Lamont
35 Lotust Avenue
Rye, New York 10580

Desr Mr. Lamont:

[ received your letter requesting that the Energy and Commerce Committes investigate
the allegations you have made regarding the theft of patents from Iviewit Technologies, Inc.
Sinoe I do ot sit on the Energy and Commerce Committee, 1 forwarded your letter to the
incoming Chairman of the House Energy and Commerce Committee, M. John Dingell.
Enclosed is a copy of that letter for your records, I trust that Mr. Dingell will give this matter the
consideration that it deserves,

Nita M., Lowey
Member of Congress
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Hon. John D. Dingell
Incoming Chairman
Energy and Comnmerce Committee
2322 Rayburn House Cffice Building
U 5 House Of Representatives
e e Washinpton, D.C. 20518, o— — o o L o el e e e
Dear Mr. Chairmean.

I am writing at the request of my constituent, Mr. P, Stephen Lamont, CEQ of Tviewit
Technologies, Inc. Mr. Lamont wrots to me requesting that the Energy and Comuerce
Committes investigate the alleged theft of several patents belonging to Iviewit and its founders,
Enclosed is a copy of the letter sent to me by Mr. Lemont.

1 trust that you will give this the consideration it deserves.
Sincerely, -
— fow
Jet A
Nita M, Lowey
i Member of Congress
NML:pf
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RE: Affirmed Written Statement to Representative Lowey Page 1 of 2

P. Stephen Lamont

From: Vogel, David [David.\Vogel@mail.house.gov)

Sent:  Wednesday, January 10, 2007 1:58 PM

To: ‘pstephen.Jamont@verizan.net’; '‘Sam.Garg@mail.house.gov'

Ce: Caroline P. Rogers Esq.; Andrew Distz; Eliot 1. Bernstein, Feroe, Peater
Subject: RE; Affirmed Written Statement to Representative Lowey

Mr. Lamont,

‘Thank you for sending your Affirmed Written Statement as well as Ms. Lowey's
correspondence with Chalrman Dingell. After consulting with Mr. Cordone as well as others
I am forwarding you along to Sam Garg of the Judiciary Committee.

Thank you,
David Vogel

-—-—Original Messagg-——

From: P. Stephen Lamont [ 1
Sent: Monday, January 08, 2007 2:24 PM
To:  Vogel, David
Car Carofine P. Rogers Esq.; Andrew Dietz; Bliot 1. Bernstein; Feroe, Peter
Stubject: Affirmed Written Statement to Representative Lowey
Importance: High

Mr. Vagel,

Thank you for your time on the phone earlier, and attached is my original Affirmed Written Statement to
Rep. Lowey and her cover letter to Chairman Dingell concemning same.

Moreover, to summarize our discussion, you will be discussing the Affirmed Written Statement with your
committee’s Assistant General Counsel, Jonathan Cordone, to determine whether your House committee
has jurisdiction, and you offered to apprise me either way,

Furthermore, should your House Committee not have jurisdiction, you offered to forward my Affirmed
Written Statement to the appropriate committee and copy me on your transmission.

Finally, should you or Mr. Cordone have any further questions, feel free to contact me.

<< File: 2006 11 28 Nita Lowey to John Dingell letter.pdf >> << File: Representative Nita M.
Lowey_Affirmed Written Statement.pdf >>

Best regards,

P, Stephen Lamont

Chief Executive Officer
iviewit Technologies, Inc.
39 Little Avenue

Red BIuff, Cal, 96080

1/18/2007



RE: Affirmed Written Statement to Representative Lowey

Tef: 914-217-0038

Page 2 of 2

Email: psi@iviewit.tv; pstephenlamont@verizon.net; pstephenlamont@mycingular.blackberry.net

URL: www.iviewit.tv

1/18/2007




Exhibit “C”
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Iviewlt Denial af Due Process Chart

Departmant Fijed With Complaint Fliad With

Determination

NOTES
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& Commerce Comm:ittes Commitiee by The
forwards Ivlewit former CEQ, Honoratle John Dingell
P. Stephen Lamont
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Judkciary Comenittes, Sam

Garg

Houge, Judlciary
Committee
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fwentor Semgtein under {i]
Ariels 1, Snction 8, Clause 8
Invantor protactions (il Due
Procers & Procedure {ii)
Civll Right to Lifs and (v}

The Honorable Senator
Dianre Feinstaln
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Federal Eureali of Wiittan Statemen! wih Speciat Agent - Stephen
Investigatlon evidence and withasees, Loshestl - West Palm
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{. Barnstein & P. Stephen Management and
Lameont Sherehciders
FHI/Boyntan Beach Car Bomb planted in inventor FBI, Spectal Agent ~
Fire Cept & The Florlda Elet |. Bemsteln's family minl-Stephen Lucheest &
Fire Marshall ¥an Boynton Beach Fire
Inveetigator Rick Les/The
Flarida Fire Marshall
LS. Attorney, Case brought by FBI, Special
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Florida

Intraducad January 2007

2006

Farmal Investigatian -
Onigaing Sirce 2000

Fonmmal Investigation -
Ongoing Sinee 2005 - Images
£ wwwiviewit by

Format Investigation -
Ongelng singe 2004

Praparer by Nigwit 4182007

+ P, Stephen Lament, former Iviewit CEQ, filas complaint with Nita Loway regarding his persoral interesis in the Mewit
corrpanies and Informs her of crimes agalnst the United Slates Patent & Trademark Office, other United States agencies and
internatianal crimes againet fenzign nations.

* Lowey pasees the informatior to John Cingell, House Energy and Commarce Committas

« Dingelt forwards complaint to Sam Garg, House Judleiary Cammittes

« Inventer Ellot | Bernsteln petillone Hon, Senatat Dianne Fainstein of the Senate Judiciary Committee on behalt of inventor
pratectians under Articie 1, Sec. 8, Clausa 8

~ Waiting for respense from office concerning the beel places to take the complalnt filkd within Congreen.

+ Petition to Felnsteit aska for Gevernment oversight ae climinais have violaled putlic oflces of a muttiplizity of government
agencias in attempts 1o defraud inventors’ of Invantions.

« Call far govetnment to be accountabile fot all investigations that have been found fraught with conftists.

+ Call for Corgress lo enact legislation that suspends patents indafinltely while investigations eve orgoing lo protest patents
from logs In cpposite af the Constiiution.

+ Call for Corgress to enact protections for Invariors and othars Tves, after cas bombing.

« Alert of potential Fatantgate

» 2005 Luchessi canfirms contact with Moatz to formally Investigate federa! erimes against the USPETO and Commercs
Department.

» 2005 Luchessi staten he has taken samplaints ta US Attarnay for Southarn District of Florida for formal investigations.

« 2000 F&l initialiy notifled in tha Long Beach, Califernia offices, that death threats had besn made agalnst Inverior Bamshzin
and that Harry Moalz of ihe palent affice had been apprised of possible fraud against the USPTO. Forrnal complaints of the
death threats was filed with the Rancho Palos Verdee locai offices.

+ Sintus of investigation unknown.

+ Mo protectians instiiuted for frventor Barmeteln or his family, despile tha attempl and thieats on thals lves.

» Betnstein's foreed to fles egain for thelt fives from Florida, the first time after Brian G. Utley threatened the life on inventor
Bernstein in 2000 il he sxpogsed the crimas Initially exposed by Arthur Andersen and others

Unknown staius of investigation
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Iviewit Denlal of Due Process Chart

Gepartmrant Flled With Complaint Flied Vith Deiermination NOTES
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* Moatz advices inventora to call upon Congrese to Intsreade where Inventars, ewnats and sesignees ¢n intallectual propearties
have baen falsiflad, te pursus having the intellsctual propeties cortected and returned toa the true and proper inventars

+ The inventars are unable {o make changee of gain information whera thoy re not listad on the patents under current law

* Commisslaner of Patents apprised of OED formal investigations with 8|

* At the direcion of Moatz, Stephen Warner of Crossbow Venturea, (two-thinds federal Smalt Business Adminkstration funde) sig

T Unlied States Patent 8 Formal complaints fiked with Director, Harty | Maatz by Farmal invesligation - « Formal investigation of law firms and patant atlorneys

Yrademark Office - evidance and witnesses Eliot |. BExrngtaln & P, Qngolng Sircs 16893 ¢ Proskauer Rose (Kenneth Rubenstein, Raymond Joae athars)
Cffice af Etwollment & provided. Formal Stephen Lamant o Foley & Lardnes (Wiiliam J. Dick, Steven Becker & Douglas Bohem
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fraud on the USPTO by ¢ Meltzer Lippe Goldstein Wolfe & Schiissel (Raymond Jsao, athars)
reglstered mambers of the o Sichiffrin & Barroway [Andrew Barroway, Krishna Narine, ofhers)
federal Fatent Bar + Per Moatz, he hae begun formal investigation with Speclasl Agent Staphen Luchess! af the FE) concarring the laderl ctimes

committed againet the USPTO and Unitad Statas by tha a'orementioned law fitms and lawyers

 Moatz deslgne patert office team to get imventiane sutpended at USPTD and diracts invantors 1o file frand upon the US2TO
* Moatz advices inventors to seek congressional ntarvantion reparding & variety of patent Issuss

+ Patents ate found in former managemant Srian Ltley's name, the patents anding vp in fraudulent companles

* Patents, 90 patents, are fownd in former patent counes! Raymand Joao's name, many of therm baing vintten while hs was
retpined counsel for lvlewit and taken from Iviswit

g Unlted Slates Supreme Case Ho, 056511 Elict I, » Justicas Denled. ARthough Unitad » Court denled haaring of case. preciuding Iviewit shareholders from advancing claims againet attarney's caught violating
Gaurt Bemsteln v. The Florida Bar- o7 States Solicitor Generat vas  Suprerna Court of Florida publls offices.
Certiorarn of Florida Supreme o Invited to undertake the » Denying the case seta "Catch 22° whereby ciilzens were precluded rights o have formal docketing of complaints against
Cuourt Case SC-1G78 a9 crimes atlaged apainst the public officials and with no stat: or fedeial forum ko Kle.
o7 United States, no respons=to «
u? caurt or Bernetein was ever
o7 tandered in eepe e priot to

the Supreme Court denying
hearing The caso.
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Iviewit Denlal of Due Process Chart

Departmant Filed With

Complaint

Filad With Determination

NOTES

B United States
Bankmuply Court
Southern District of
Florida

1T AICPA

11 Boea Raton, Florlda
Palice Complaint 1

12 Boca Raton, Florida
Police Gomplaint 1

13 Boca Raten, Florikda
Police Complalnt 2

1 Bgca Raton Polics
intemal Affalrs
Invextigation

15 Mew York Supreme
Court Aprpellate
Diviston First
Department -
Departmental
Disclplinany

Crsa No. 01-33407-BKC-
SHF- Intel (RYJO), Brian
Utlay, Rayrnang Hetsh and

Michael Reale file Invoiuntary

bankeuptey against
Iviewiteom LUC

Case No, THS 2004-035 -
Whitten Stalement with
evidence and witnesges that
Gurald Lewin had violatad
ethical codas of conduct

Case No. 2001-054580
EmbazzlamentTheft of
Froprietary Equipment

Case # Stolan SBA and
Corporate Funds over
$1,000,000 inciuding SBA
funds

Casa # ~ Stelen Fatents and
GCrimes Agninet the USPTO
& 58A

Cuse #linknaovm

Petition for tnvestigation of
Steven Krane, Kenneth
Rubenstein and Raymond
Joas for conflict of Intenast,
appoaranca of Impropriety
ard crimes againat the
Unitad Statas

Cana drppad upan viewlt
retaining counsel to replace
coumeel that wae prior
unknown, acting on tha
companies behall. Case will
te oppealed based upon
startiing new evidence, ance
dus process can be assursd
In 2 conflict free forum.

Elizabeth Boltz, GPA

originally started Dapernment of Professioral

investigation. Mew Regulstion after twa years

investigator replaced her whereby invastigation was

and dismicsed the case  underwsy and then naw

due to too busyT investigator atetad the
department did not hava the
regources to investigate
furthar.

Daferred lo Flarida

J. Ulka by William Kasser 8202001 Brian 5. Utley &
Michael Real found in
possession of stolen

froprietary equipment and
farced to return stalen
propeity by Baca PD.
Detoctive Robert Cngaing
Flechaus - Removed fram
cass for Intarnal affalm
Teview
Detactive Robart Ongeing
Flachaus - Ramoved from
case for inernal affairs
reyviaw.
Chief Andrew Seott Ongoing
First Dept Justices:

Angela M, Mazzarelli, & Disposaition of Conflicts and
Rlehard T. Andrias, David Appearanca of Impropriely -

- Iviawit wos notilied by investors in 20071 white daing a Private Platement with Wachovia that Ihay wera in & law sult with
Proskaver Ruse and an Involuntary bankrupley with Intel end former managemant.

« lviewit retaimed legjal counsel b investigate how thess legal actiors could be instigated without sharebalder or management
consent, It was later learned that stolen intellecttal properlies were being funnaled irto companles sat up by farmar counsel
wheraby they were tho sharchaldere of the similar and identically named companias lo the vlewdt companiae. A sophisticated
shall game of corporations and Intellectisal properties in altempt ta defratkd the United States, the invenlors and shareholders.
In 8o designing thiz artifice to defraud, a2pplications in false wentors names for tha lviewit inventions was then Gad
frauduiently in viclation of federal code and finally further prosecuted in over thitty countties in violation of intamnetiona)
trealises.

* The AICPA wae apprised that crimes had bean committed agsing: the faderal Small Business Adminlsratian and other
United Staten departments and stared an investigation.

+ A hew inventigator teok cyer the case und stated tha AICPA was to busy o further investigats and fo contac! Florida State
avthorites?

« Despite averwhelming evidence that the accountant, Serald Lewin and hiz daughter Erika wers part of misleading Arthur
Andersen atHlitors and warte involved in cfimae againgt the United States and were under investigation, the claim was that they
had no resqurces to investigate.

Upon requesle to ra-openthe caee due ‘o further evidence submissions entailing mote criminal activities, Including fravd on
the United Sfates, Detective Robert Flechaus stated ha began new investigations with the SEC. The $SC danled ever being
frwoived, information forwarded to FEI

Case is urder investigatian ard internal review by Chiaf Andrew Scott of the Boca Raton PD

Cage s undar investigatien and [ntermal reviaw by Chiaf Andgrew Scott of tha Boca Raten PD

Case s undar inveetigation and Intemal reviaw by Chief Andraw Scott of the Buea Raton PD

Order for Formal investigetion Court order for Investigation never complated, Waiting for new foruim that Is confiict free to g for anforcement of court order.

B. Saxe. David Friedman Unpublished Ordera M3138 -
& Lewis A. Gonzalez Krane / 2820 Rubsretiin
and M3212
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{viewit Denial of Due Process Chart

Departmant Fiied With Complaint Fllad With Determiration NOTES

16 Mew York Supreme Camplairt Na, 2004 4883  Thamas Cahill, removed  Suprara Court of New York -« Caees transferred for formsl investigaton, aftar review and deliberation of onfiicls hnd appearance of impropilety by fiva
Court Appeliate Steven C. Krane, Esq, - from case forconflict & Appeliate Division First justices of the Mew York First Departmen!
Divialan First Froskauer Rose LLF appsarance of Deparitment - Justices Order  « Cage originally dlemissed Upen review withou investigation due to conflicts found In Staven Krane hanrdling of complaints in
Department - Intellactual Propesly Partner - imprapriety, under spacial Invastigation for Conflicie and victation of public office almast bwa years after it had begun.
Departmental Former President N'YSBA &  inguiry Inveetipation the Appearance of + Themas Cahlll, Chief Caunsal, Firt Depattrent now under epectal inquity investigation for his parl in akding and abetting
Disclplinary Mamber First Dapt Imprapriety. Unanimous Wole Krane, Rubsnstein & Joao

+ Cahill upen request of Maatz of the USPTC-OED to contact him would not contact Maatz to enjoin investigations and prior ta
the federal SED Investigation being campleted triad to dismise the cases without any formad investigetion. At that Ume it was
unknown that Krane wae a leading disciplinary committee member with multipls reles at the Firet Dapt. ‘white handling
complairts against his partnera and then himself

* Krana writes Istter ragponse 12 hie complaint denyinp roles at the Firet Dept. iviewit then cantacted First Dapt Clerk of the
Court Catherine ©'Hagan Walls to verify Krane's statemant and she etated Krane was a member and that she personally sat al

17 Hew York Supreme Cuse No. T-1685-04 Steven Dianre Kearse, Chief Failed to complete Fitet Dapt. + Furthar conflicts and viclatians af publis atfices were found and the Court Ordared Investigalions by the Firet Dapartment

Court Appeliate . Krane, Esa. - Prosksuer Counsel - CONFLICTS  court ardesed investigation.  were naver formally complated

Divigian Second Rase LLF Intelestual ADMITTED WITH Waiting for conflict free forum  « Chief Coungel, Bianne Kearsn, Second Oapt DDC, writes Iviewit that cases were dismisaed without investigation. Mo
Department - Froperty Fartner - Former  ACCUSED STEVEN to prasa for full investigation  witnesses pravided were called, no evidence tested and she claima she s not under ihe Jurisdlction of the First Dept and
{epartmental Fresident NYSBA & Member KRAME ag ardered, therefore does not have ta irvestigate under the court order

Dizciplinary Firat Dept + Kearse Tails to respond to the Firet Dept with her declsions and fnntead attempts o dismiss the case Through contaeting

Iviewit who did not arczr the Invesiigation

* Kearae admits conflizts with both ¥Xran2 and Chief Judge of New York, Judith Kaye.

« Kearse falls to disclope conflicts priar by handling the complaints

+ Kearse efuses to dockat farmally complaints against herself and Lawrence DiGiavanni, Ghaiman of ihe Secors Dept 0DC

+ Glork of the Courl, Petzer (with na authority under the Disciplinary Dept,, attempts {o write tetier stating that Kearse was
wiong and that they did do an investigation but dismissed at tha reviaw stags

+ No witnassas provided were contacled, ne evidance tastad and Krane, Rubensteln and Joao, despie ceurt orders for Invastiy
+ Due fo the fact that Krane and Chief Justice Judith Kays are the twa most influential mambers of the Gourts and Blsclplinary
» Krane is & Froskaver paner of the Intellectus! Property group under investigation and Yaye was manied to Stephen Kaye a |
= Afler distovering that conflicts In New fork whele inhetent at any disciplinary body in New York due to Krane and Kaye havin

18 Mew York Supreme Cuse Mo, 2003,0%31 Kennath Suprems Court of New York - See Nates for Krane First Dapt investigation
Court Appellate Rubenstein & Proskauer Appaliate Divislon First
Division Flrat Rose [P Department - Juslices Order
Department - Inveetigation for Conflicts and
Departmental the Appaarance of
Dlseiplinary. Thomas Impropriety. Unanimous Vate

Cahill, removed from
case far conflict &
wpprarance of
lnpropriety, under
apecial lnguiry
Investigatian

Srapared by iswid 11872007 Page 4
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Iviewit Dendal of Dye Process Chart

Department Fllad With Camplaint “Filed With Determination NOTES

MNew York Supreme Cuse No. T-18858-04 - New York Suprema Court Fafied to complate First Dapt. See Motes for Krane Secaond Dept Investigation

Court Appellate Kenneth Rubenatein & Appeliate Division court orderad Imvestigation.

Blvislon Second Praskauer Rose LLP Second Departmant - Waling far conftict free forum

Department - Deparmenital Dieciplinary. to prass for full investigation

Bepartmental as ordeled.

Disciplinary

Hew York Supreme Case Na, Unknown Number - New ‘York Suprame Cour Initlaly filad with Secand Capt but cane mysterously transfers to First Dapt with Rubenstein, Then the caee is retransferrad
Court Appeliate Reymand Joeq, Proskauer & Appeliate Division again to Second Dept with Rubanstein and Krane: after discovery of conflicts and viatations of New York Supreme Court - Flrst
Divislon Second MLGWS Secord Departmeant - Bept. - Disciplinary Dept.

Department - Dapartmental Disciplinary.

Deparimental

Disciplinary

Mew York Suprems Caza Mo, 20030352 - New York Supreme Court Suprema Court of New York - “Tranaferred back to Second Department for conflict and appesrance of {mpropriety, See Krane Firet Dapl notes
Gourt Appeliate Raymand Joao, Proskauer 8 Appeilate Dlvision Fitst  Appallate Divislon Firet

Divislan First MLGWS Department - Department - Juetices Crder

Department - Departmental Daciplinary. Investigation for Conflicls and

Departmental Thamas Cahill, removed  the Appoarance of

Disciplinary. Thomas from caee forconfict & imprapriety. Unanlmous Vaote

Cahill, removed flom appearance of

case tor confllct & impropristy, under special

appearance ot tnquiry Inveetigation

impropriety, under
speclal inquiry

nvestigation

MNew York Suprema Case No. T-1680-04 - New York Supreme Court Failed to complete First Dept. See Notas for Krane Second Dept investigation
Court Appellate Raymond Joso, Proskauer & Appellate Divislon court ordarad invastigation.

Division Second MLGWS Second Departmeant - Watting for conflli:t frae forum

Department - Dapaitmentz] Ditciplinary. to press for full investigation

Departmental a3 ordered,

Bisciplinary

Mew York Supreme Case No. 20041122 - Cngolng - Traneferred te Ongairyg Formal investigation Cngoing. Cahill sharged with aiding and abatting Krane, Rukanstain & Joag and attempting fo cover up cenflicts and vinlations
Court Appellate Thomas Cahill, Chiaf special investigaler Martin of pubrlic office with Krans,

Division Firat Launsel Firet Qapt. Geld fram Flrst Dept. for

Dapariment - confliet

Deparimental

Digelplinary, Thomas
Cahill, removed fiom
case far contlict &
appearance of
improptiety, undet
apeclal inqulry

investigation

Hew York Supreme Complaint Refused Wew ‘York Supreme Court  Waiting to have complaint *Kaarae refused docketing a lormal wiitten camplaint egainst herself fled with her at her reqrest for failure to faflow & court
Court Appellate Duocketing - D, Kearse, Chief Appellate Division filed and docketed accarding order and confllets - Kearas haadled this hersalf and with such complaint filed, centinued 1o acl withaut disclosurs despite
Divisian Second Ceuneel Second Dapatimeant - {o law in a non-conflicled third admitted conficte and a complaint filed sgainet har

Department - Departmental Risclplinary. pary vanue

Departmental

Diseipfinary
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Ivlewit Denial of Due Pracess Chart

Tepartmant Filed With Complaint Filed With Detormination NOTES
28 Mew York Supreme Complaint Refused Kew York Suprarne Court Enﬂ_..n to have complaind “Kearse refused docketing a formal wiitan complalnt against DiGlevanna sent o her at her request &r fallure to obay a court
Court Appellate Dackeling - Chaimman, Appallate Dhvision filed ard docketod according order
Divisien Second Lawranca DiGkvanna Second Depadment - o law [n a narconflictad third
Department - Dapastments DHsclplinary, party venue
Departmental
Dieclplinary
6 Florida Supreme Goutt Case No. SC04-1078 Elot  « Justices Penled * Fletida Bar and Flarida Supreme Court refuse fTormal ancl procediral docketing of complaints against officers with aifirmed
Bernsteln v. The Fintida Bar - o Wells vislations of public office, Inaprosite af the Florlda pnd Lirted States constitutions
Petition fo investigate Florida o Arstead + Despite pubdic office viokations eonfirmed by The Florida Bar against officers, Florlds Supreme Court rafuses fo prosecute apd
Bar complaints due ta o Lewis moves to dectroy de opposite Flofida racord ratantian laws, attempts to destrey avidence of the canflicts and pubfie offica
canflicte of Interest and o Quince vialations
public offics: violatons of o Bell + Conflicts dincavered elevate to Florida Bar President, Xelly Overstreet Johnson, found handling conaplalnts against
Supreme Court Flarida Bar o ) Christopher . Wheelar {canvicted of a Felony DUI with injury} whila working as a lawyer urder James ‘Wheeler at a Florida
Qfficars taw firm, vethout prior disclosure.
* Fiorida Bar Gounsal, John Anthany Bojgs, atteinpts ta dismiss atlomey conflicts and viclation of public offices by citing
fegislation he wae proposing, insterd of the faw.
27 Florida Supreme Geurt Case No, 2003-51 108 158 - Florida Supreme Gourt - Gonficts and Agpearsnce of Dismiased upon raview without investigation and then re-opaned and moved to the Florida Supreme Court upon dlacovery of
« The Florida Bar Chrtstapher C. Whaaler The Flotida Bar Improptiaty Discovered. Case conflicts of inferest and appearance of impragiey in Matthew Triggs violation of public affice In handiing Wheeler cormplaint
elavated o the Florida whilz in a blackouw period precluding handling any matiers for the Florida Bar. Without disclosure Triggs handlod compaints for

Supreme Court 2nd then the  Fraskauer partner Wheslar while in such blackout pariod,
United States Supreme Gourt -
Wheeler gate arrested for
flony DU w/f Injury

28 Florida Supreme Sourt Christopher C. Vihecler #2 - Florida Supreme Court - *Flabar and FSC refuse docket this formal written compfaint whare the charges were separate from Wheasler's firat complaint
~» The Florlda Bar Complaint Refusad Formal  Tha Flotida Bar and far additionajl canflicts, conflicts again onfirmed by Flabar inwriting
Docketing and Dispasition,
after conficts and pubfic
ofiice viokaliona were
discovered in Wheeler #17

24 Flotida Supreme Court Complaint Relusen Flrida Supreme Caurt - *Flabar ard FSG refuse docketing formal writte n complaint sven Ihough they cenfirm conflicts with Petitlaner and violatizne
- The Flarida Bar Dockating by Bar despite The Florlda Bar of he public affice pasltion with Flabar. Elevated to the Fiodda Suprame Court which dended hearing the case. That decision
confirmed conflicts - Matthew elevated to Lnited States Supreme Caourt which also denled hearing the casa, leaving the ivlevdit shareholders with no Court to
Trigge hear complaints against pubiic officers violating their public offices.
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Ivlewit Depial of Due Frocess Chart

aot_-asw:ﬂmma With

Complaint Filed With

Determination

NOTES

30 Fifesnth Judlcal
Clstrict, Flarida -

Froskauer . Miewit Civll
Case No. CA 01-04671 AR

Defaut Judgament againet
Ivlewit for faliure to retaln

* Diomlssed upon mviaw with no lormal vestigation
+ Labarga refuzes to allow a counter cornplaint filad by cornpetent counael for iviswit showing that sttorneys in the bifling caze

Judge Josge Labarga (At time of iewit discovering taplacemant couneel have commitied crimes agains! the Unftad States Patent & Tradamatk Office
this law suit that * Labarga dismiseas Iviewit law firms after cancelling a trial date wilh no nothze to Iviewit ar either of bvo law fims handiing the
managamant and casn for Iviewit.
shareholders wers unaware * Labarga Immediately rules agalnat ivlew! for faflure to retain replscemant eounsel, afer dismissing two law Arms only days
of, it was not known that befere.
these were fraudulent + Proskausr v. IWawit will be appealad whan due process and procedure can be Insured basad on new avldenca.
companise sat up by o | 'was unkrown at the initind laweuit, that the companles involved in the lawsuit, althouph sitilazly named to Ivinwlt, warn st
Proskauer to stoal up fraudulently by fermer counse! to barbor stolen intellectual properties thal were 2lmost identical to ths (viewH inteflectual
Intellecteal proparty. proparties
o it appears the combiration of the bagus involuntary bankruptey and the bagus lawsuit, were designed to take the klolen
palenta by institubing & laweuit againet these phony compsatves, whereby Proskauer would be the largest creditor in the bogus
31 Judiecis! Qualitications Case Docks! No. 03352 Judiclal Quaiifications
Coammissloh Commisslan and where
tha entire casa will ba
appenied upon assurance
of dun procesk in a verua
cenflict free. Astaunishing
new evidence shows the
law suite were filed In
fraud by Proskatisy
32 Florida Departrentof Gase Noe. 2004-053428 & Angella Potter Under raview by nepector General Office
Business and 2004053434 & 2004-053889
Frofessional
Regulation
3 Inspector Ganeral - Inspector Ganeral - Carl
Florlda Department of Cogk & Ron Russe
Business and
Professicnal
Regulation
34 Pennaybvaniz Bar Na dackat # - Krishna Natlne Pennaytvania Bar Dismissad without
investigation
35 Pennsylvania Bar No dacket # Andrew Pannsyivania Bar Dismissed without
Barroway rvestgation
Prepared by bvlewit 1182007 Page 7




Iviewit Denial of Due Pracess Chart

Departmant Filed With Complalnt Filad With Determination NOTES
35 Virginia State Bar Casa Dockat Mo, 04-288-  Virginia Bar Cismissed without investigation  “Whara Virginla Bar refuses ta advance tha complaints in accorgance with well established

4004 ~William J. Dlek & the
law firm Foley & Lardenr

3 Institute of
Protessional
Representatlves
Befpre the Eurcpuean
Patent Otfice
38 Eurcpean Palent Ciflce Martyn Malyneaws & the law
firm of

38 Japanese Patent Office

Ongeing Formal Investigetion

Ongiolng

Onjathy

Prapared by hebwit /182007

rules or retura phone calls regarding this matter. Even aftar being notified of the canflicts in Flaride &and New York and perjured
slabernant mide Dick ta that irfbhunal and the Unlted States Patent Office in he respones. I the kiswlt rebuttat o the
respanse, evidence of tha perjurlas were pressnted. Alzo based an an intellectual propery docket submitted by Dick on behalf
of Foley & Lardner 1o that tribunal, upen review of the IP docket, Muoatz of the USPTCO-GED noted that certaln Information
regarding 1ne owners of those patents wea false. This led to suspension of certaln of tha iewlt intellectual properties Bt the
UsSPTO,

Comgplaitts on file with the institute of Professions! Reprasentatives Safore the European Patant Offite. Reguests far
irveatigation of Chris M - Presiden! although investigation has been formally Segun by that office

Camglainfs on fite with the European Patent Oftics & Againat Patert Atlorney'a Licensed with 1hat Institution, Campleints on
file againet Malyneaur and all culpahbie law firma invelved I fling the fraudulent spphcations in Eurspe. Reguesta for oversight
at EFC.

Complaints an file against

Page &




Exhibit “D”
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Main Alleged Name Manager Acts Complained

Perpetrators’ Contact
Information
Proskauer Rose, LLP Kenneth Rubenstein, Esq. 212.969.3030 Conspiracy; Sabatage of Patetit
1585 Broadway prosecution; Breuch of
New York, NY 10036-8299 attormey/client privilege.
Robert J, Kafin, Esq. 212.969.3030 Conspiracy.
Allan S. Jaffe, Bsq. 212.969.3030 Conspiracy.
Christopher C. Wheeler, Esq. | 212.969.3030 Conspiracy; Misappropriation and
conversion of intellectual properiy.
Steven C. Krane 212.969.3030 Counspiracy.
Meltzer Lippe Goldstein & Lewis S. Mclizer, Esq. 516-747-0300 Comspiracy.
Schiissel, LLP x144
190 Willis Avenue
Mineola NY 11501
Raymond A, Joao, Esq. 516-747-0300 Conspiracy; Sabotage of Patent
144 prosecution; Breach of

attorney/client privilege; Fraudulent
document submissions to USPTO.

Foley Lardoer LLP William J. Dick, Esq. 414.297.5609 Coasplracy; Sabatage of Patent
777 East Wisconsin Avenue prosecution; Breach of
Milwaukee, WI 53202 attorney/chent privilege; Fraudulent
d t submisslons t¢ USPTO.
Douglas A. Bochm, Esq. 414.297.5609 Conspiracy; Sabotage of Patent

prosecution; Breach of
attorneyfelient privilege; Fraudulent
dat t submisslons ¢ USPTO.

Steven C. Becker, Esq. 414.297.5609 Conspiracy; Sabotage of Patent
prosecution; Breach of
attorney/client privilepe; Frandulent
document submissions to USFTO.

Blakely SokolofT Taylor & Norman Zafman, Esq. (310) 207-3800 Conspirncy; Sabotage of Pateat

Zafman LLP prosecution; Breach of

12406 Wilshire Blvd., 7" Floor attorney/client privilege; Fraudulent

Los Angeles, Cal. 925-1030 doc t submissions to USPTO.
Thomas Coester, Esq. (310} 207-3800 Conspiracy; Sabatage of Patent

prosecution; Breach of
attorney/client privilege; Fraudulent
doc t submissions to USPTO.

Farzad Amini, Esq. {310) 207-3800 Coaspiracy; Subotage of Patent
prosecution; Breach of
attorney/cliest privilege; Fraudulent
document submissions to USFTO.

Crogsbow Ventures, Inc. H. Hickman Powell ITI {561) 838-9005 Conspiracy: Breach of Fiduciary
duties as Director
Rene Eichenberger (561) 838-9005 Conspiracy
Past Iviewit Management Brian G. Utley, Pres & COQ | Forthcoming Conspiracy; Grand Thelt; Breach of

fiduciary duties as Officer;
Submission of fraudulent documents

te USPTO

Ruymond Hirsch, VP Fortheaming Conspiracy; Grand Theft; Breach of
fiduciary duties as Officer

Michael A. Reale, VP Ferthcoming Conspiracy; Grand Theft; Breach of
fiducinry duties as Qificer

' Not an exhaustive list,

39 Little Avenue, Red Bluff, Cal. 26080 * T (530) 526-5750 ®* www.iviewit.ty




