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INTRODUCTION

One of the last great issues related to paymemtistanding financial obligations
is that of the FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY (herefrea “"GERMANY”), and
DEFENDANTS, to the holders of certain GERMAN GOLIDRDS, (hereinafter
collectively referred to as “THE BONDS”) that weseld in and through the United States
from 1924 to 1930. The complaint relates to tktea@rdinary, negligent, careless,
reckless and/or otherwise fraudulent, wrongful miawful lengths to which the GERMAN
government and its agents, and the other DEFENDAN’ISgo to stop legitimate
bondholders from ever collecting upon a 70 yeardait, or otherwise using German gold
bearer bonds in any way they see fit, and for wieateommercial purposes they choose.

Historical Overview

After World War |, GERMANY was forced to make repaon payments, in order
to satisfy the debts incurred by waging World Wawith its resulting human and financial
losses. To help GERMANY deal with these obligasito pay debts, the UNITED
STATES and other allies agreed to sell certain GBRNMovernment backed and secured
gold bearer bonds including but not limited to, tBawes Bonds” (hamed after the US
Senator who devised the bond issue plan) soldrgjart 1924, and “Young Bonds”
(named after another US Senator) in 1930 (a yéer thfe great stock market crash).

The Dawes, Young, and Rhein Elbe Union bonds, amtf®r German bonds,
were sold to American citizens, and denominatddnited States Gold Dollars. More
than Eighty Five (85) issues, representing hundoé¢dsillions of US Gold Dollars, were
marketed, sold and/or promoted to US citizens dahdre through DEFENDANTS, and/or
through US or European, financial institutions, /andanks and/or others, including to
PLAINTIFF, and/or members of the PLAINTIFF CLAS$ydHor PLAINTIFF's/CLASS

MEMBERS’, predecessors, or SUCCESSOTS, Orf repabesy.
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When Hitler came to power in 1933, GERMANY ceasagrpents on the
BONDS, and the BONDS went into default and remainstil today. In fact,
GERMANY, and DEFENDANTS, had no intention of payifog the BONDS, according
to the terms of the bonds, and the conspiracy thestherein is perhaps the greatest
financial conspiracy against Americans and othersstory.

The conspiracy started in 1933, when GERMANY urterHitler Regime,
determined NOT to make any further payments orBBBIDS, which DEFENDANTS
had sold and flooded in the American financial nearklt is important to understand that
GERMANY would never have had the monies to fund M/@Yar 1l had it paid its
obligations under the BONDS. The monies that khbave gone to pay bondholders
were ultimately used against Americans and thedweHen Hitler diverted monies from
debt service to the building of his war machinen@8y put, GERMANY, and
DEFENDANTS, schemed to defraud bondholders, aneémietended to pay for the
BONDS of American bondholders, and others, sudRL#ENTIFF, and/or members of
the PLAINTIFF CLASS, and/or PLAINTIFF'S/CLASS MEMBES’, predecessors, or
successors, or representatives.

After World War 1l ended, GERMANY was called upangay its debt to the
world. In particular, GERMANY was called upongay for the BONDS. During the
1952/1953 London Debt Conference, GERMANY's offisiar agents or representatives,
again conspired and schemed to defraud bondhokler,as, PLAINTIFF, and/or
members of the PLAINTIFF CLASS, and/or PLAINTIFFG3/ASS MEMBERS’,
predecessors, or SUccessors, or representatives.

On the one hand, GERMANY stated officially thath#'y would take full
responsibility for all the pre-war debt owed, anold pay bondholders of German gold

bonds, including the debt to PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERelative to the German gold
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bonds. On the other hand, GERMANY and DEFENDANESigned and implemented a
scheme to defraud bondholders, and a scheme tohbiieair contractual obligations, and a
scheme to breach their fiduciary duties, in ordgureclude, diminish or disqualify claims
and evade their liabilities.

The Agreement on German External Debt 1953

The Agreement on German External Debt 1953 (comyn@fiérred to as the
“London Debt Accord 1953”) and “Validation” schemesere entered into between
GERMANY and the UNITED STATES (and other countriesyeduce Germany'’s debt.

The London Debt Accord 1953, was a government-spedssettiement proposal
relative to German external debt and was done wittiee consent of PLAINTIFF and/or
CLASS MEMBERS, and was done without the assertt®Rlaintiff/Class Members’
predecessors, or heirs, or assigns, or successimtglest.

The London Debt Accord 1953, Treaties, Agreemant8yalidation” scheme/s,
were contrary to the original payment terms ofttbads, and were in violation of the
German constitution, and were in violation of theitedd States constitutional rights held
by PLAINTIFF and/or CLASS MEMBERS.

GERMANY claimed that a “theft” or “looting” had onced by Russians of its
vaults in Berlin at the end of the war. Even thoggch claims were false and/or
unsubstantiated, the mere “possibility” of “theffés it is also possible that bonds were
“removed”, or “hidden”, by GERMANY, prior to the mal of the Russians), was one of
the reasons for the London Debt Accord 1953 andiegsValidation” schemes, so
GERMANY could supposedly engage a process to “asdittbonds.

One of the cornerstones to GERMANY’S scheme wadahgcation of withess
testimony, documents and/or evidence used at thddroDebt Conference 1952. These

were used in an attempt to evade liability by clagmthat bonds had been “stolen”, and
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that GERMANY had NO records from which it could eehine which of the BONDS
remained unpaid, and to whom GERMANY owed whatgdilons on the BONDS, and
thus GERMANY created a “need” for GERMANY'’S “valilan” scheme, to ascertain
which bonds “were or were not” in the “German vauih 1945, at the time of the Russian
invasion. As further part of the scheme to defrBoddholders, this involved
GERMANY’s claim that, whatever bonds as may be @mé=d post World War Il era,
could not be properly authenticated and validafBigerefore GERMANY and
DEFENDANTS offered to “validate” the bonds that w&xchanged pursuant to the
London Debt Accord 1953, through their own “validat scheme.

As further part of the scheme to defraud Bondhalded to prevent PLAINTIFF
or CLASS MEMBERS from making legitimate claims, GERNY and DEFENDANTS
determined they would fight bondholders who dediteaccept the “offer” to take
“pennies on the dollar” by giving up or exchangimg/her Bonds, as was provided under
the settlement terms offered in London Debt Acd®83.

The “Validation” Scheme

The “Validation” scheme is unconstitutional, and firocess of redemption or
“validation” of the bonds in Germany has been tdrimto a mock process, and is being
exploited or abused by DEFENDANTS to defraud PLAIRF/CLASS MEMBERS.

The “Validation” laws, schemes or procedures, apérary and capricious, highly
discriminatory, lack substantive or procedural guecess, and deny the Plaintiffs’ right to
JURY to fix damages. Further, the “Validation” saies contain unfair and unreasonable
criteria, and are a biased and/or include systemaatise of power, or abuse of discretion,
by GERMANY and DEFENDANTS.

The “Validation” scheme to defraud PLAINTIFF and &8S MEMBERS,

subjects them to unduly burdensome “validation'uiegments, with impossible “proofs”,
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and/or imposes unacceptable conditions, contratiydglain language of the bonds.

The DEFENDANTS’ scheme to defraud also includeskth@wving, negligent,
careless, reckless, and/or wrongful fabricatiowitfiess testimony, false documents
and/or false statements, or false evidence thratgbh GERMANY or DEFENDANTS
could attempt to evade paying their obligationpéosons such as PLAINTIFF, and
CLASS MEMBERS, or their predecessors, or successors

The DEFENDANTS were/are involved in malicious p@sg#n, wrongful
expropriation or taking of property, and confisoator mutilation of bonds, and
deprivation of Plaintiffs/Class Members’ rightsioterests, and wrongful forfeiture of
claims, denial of meaningful redemption of bonas] sefusal of obligations or payment.

Notably, evidence indicates that repurchased bwmdle in fact marked by
GERMANY, completely eliminating the “need” for “Midlation” scheme. For example, in
1956, Richard D. Kearney, assistant legal advis@drman Affairs in the Department of
State testified to that effect. Jacques J. Ramderector Office of German Affairs,
testified that bonds were perforated. Testimong giaen at the Hearings before the
Subcommittee to Investigate the Administrationhe internal Security Act and other
Internal Security laws of the Committee on the diadly, United States Senate"84
Congress, on Septembét 8956. Eugene Deter — Director of the Reichsbdunking the
1955 Validation Board Hearings, testified that ergsetax stamp was affixed to the
repurchased external bonds (a swastika placed timelggummed binding holding the
coupons together).

The PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, as bona fide pa#rs of bonds, or as
heirs, or successors, or representatives theneoérditled to pursue their claims because
the bonds are BEARER BONDS, financial instrumentgctv require no proof of

ownership going back t01945. And as PLAINTIFF/GAMEMBERS, own, and/or



Case 1:08-cv-06254 Document 42 Filed 02/04/09 Page 7 of 95

have possession of the bonds, which are valid alfiédhgthenticating, and/or can be
readily authenticated by independent experts’ eratian of the bonds and coupons, and
there is no necessity or obligation pursuant todathe terms of the BEARER bonds, to
meet arbitrary and capricious requirements impaseDEFENDANTS’ expedient or so-
called “validation” schemes.

The London Debt Accord 1953 — “Settlement Offer”

Under the London Debt Accord 1953, the PLAINTIFFASS MEMBERS, or
their predecessors, or successors, were propdsedtlament offer”, and as bondholders
had the right to choose, either: (a) to acceptdifer” and subscribe to the settlement
procedures of the London Debt Accord 1953 and ‘Q&tlon” scheme/s, or alternatively,
(b) to reject the settlement “offer”, and pressrtbavn claims for payment and redemption
of the bonds at the appropriate future time forfalue, and/or in a court of their
choosing, preferably the US Federal Court, as timeld were sold in the United States,
and were redeemable, payable, or collectible,eabfition of the Bearer, in time of peace
or war, among other places, in the United Statéh, wvarious responsible parties, such as
GERMANY, and its agencies, and with DEFENDANTS agslkees, Redemption or
Paying agents, Guarantors, Co-Obligors, and thd$wmere subject to American law.

Despite the option given to bondholders for redéompand/or payment of the
bonds pursuant to original terms, in the UnitedeStaor elsewhere, nevertheless,
GERMANY and DEFENDANTS fraudulently conspired tongoel the PLAINTIFF or
CLASS MEMBERS, to “accept” what they did “not actepnd against their will, to
yield to the DEFENDANTS’ settlement “offer” and itgalidation” scheme.

GERMANY and DEFENDANTS would cause bondholders wlitbnot accept the
“settlement offer” or “validation” schemes undee thondon Debt Accord 1953, persons

such as Plaintiff, and/or Members of Plaintiffsa€$, and/or Plaintiff/Class Members
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predecessors, or successors: (i) to forfeit tHaints or lose property rights, (ii) to be
subject to criminal investigations and/or prosemut{iii) to intimidation, (iv) to negligent
infliction of emotional distress and/or ultimate(y) to place them into a position where
they would be forced against their wish, or thetartual terms of the bonds, to yield,
concede, or subscribe to fraudulent schemes, ami/ok administrative process, or, (vi)
to abandon efforts to enforce their rights, ortapgheir legitimate claims on the BONDS.

Furthermore, an examination of correspondencegratits, or declarations of
PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS or bondholders who expeced the “validation”
process over the years with GERMANY or DEFENDAN&8¢d who submitted their
bonds for “validation” and redemption and paymémthe employees, agents or
representatives of GERMANY or DEFENDANTS, provid®snpelling evidence, THAT:

(a) GERMANY and DEFENDANTS endorse, promote andiaintain a
deceptive and spurious “Validation” scheme; and/or,

(b) GERMANY and DEFENDANTS are unwilling and/or eqzable to
“authenticate” or “validate” bonds for the benefitbondholders; and/or,

(c) GERMANY and DEFENDANTS will refuse to pay; Evérbonds are
authenticated by foremost experts in the field/and

(d) GERMANY and DEFENDANTS, in addition to refugalpay any bonds,
whether “validated” or not, often will mark bonds fnonpayment” or “void”, or will
perforate, or perform other such acts, renderiegtinds worthless, prior to returning to
their rightful owners; and/or

(e) GERMANY and DEFENDANTS misappropriate or cooéite the tendered
bonds, and do not return them to their rightful even

It is against this backdrop of facts, and thosem#dy discovered, that PLAINTIFF

brings this CLASS ACTION, on behalf of himself, asichilarly situated bondholders.
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DESCRIPTION OF PARTIES

1. PLAINTIFF, RICHARD BLEIER (hereinafter “PLAINTIFF” or
“BLEIER”) is a citizen and resident of the Uniteth&s, living in Chicago,
lllinois, in this judicial district and is the leband equitable owner of German
gold bond/s, and brings this lawsuit, Individuatiynd on behalf of the Class
Members and bondholders, similarly situated, amagsrthis lawsuit as a
CLASS ACTION.

2. DEFENDANT, BUNDESREPUBLIK DEUTSCHLAND , a/k/a, “FEDERAL
REPUBLIC OF GERMANY” (hereinafter “GERMANY”) hasstmain offices
in Berlin, Germany, and which is one of the trustegiarantors, obligors,
and/or redemption or paying agents on PLAINTIFF/G@SAMEMBERS’
BONDS, and has dealt with and/or was involved whith German gold bearer
bonds, and has documents related to Plaintiff ¥€Members’ German gold
bonds, and/or potential claims as they may retatsne or more Defendants.
BUNDESREPUBLIK DEUTSCHLAND, a/k/a Federal RepubdtGermany,
as guarantor, and/or successor, and/or co-obkguai/or trustee, and/or paying
and redemption agent, is liable for payment oflibeds.

3. DEFENDANT, BUNDESMINISTERIUM DER FINANZEN , a/k/a,
GERMAN FINANCE MINISTRY, hereinafter (“GERMAN FINAKE
MINISTRY?”) is an agency of the German governmernithvits main offices in
Berlin, Germany, and which is one of the guarantoustees, obligors, and/or
redemption or paying agents, on Plaintiff's/Classnwers’ Gold Bonds, and
which dealt with and or was involved with one ormmof the Defendants and
has documents related to German gold bonds andtifisiClass Members’

German gold bonds and or potential claims as they malate to one or more of
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the Defendants. BUNDESMINISTERIUM DER FINANZEN& German
Finance Ministry, as guarantor, and/or successay/oa trustee, and/or co-
obligor and/or as redemption and paying agenialdd for payment of the
bonds.

4. DEFENDANT, DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, a/k/a, “"GERMAN
NATIONAL BANK?”", hereinafter “GERMAN NATIONAL BANK”) is an
agency of the German government, with its mairce#iin Berlin and
Frankfurt, Germany, and which is one of the trustgearantors, obligors,
and/or successors, and/or redemption or payingtagenPlaintiff's/Class
Members’ Gold Bonds, which dealt with and or wasired with
Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German gold bonds anthwine or more of the
Defendants and or has documents which relate totfi&€lass Members
German gold bonds and/or potential claims as thay ralate to one or more of
the Defendants, and has offices in the United State499 Park Avenue, New
York, New York. DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, a/k/a Germéailational
Bank, as guarantor, and/or successor, and/or ¢ruastel/or co-obligor, and/or
paying and redemption agent, is liable for paynoénihe bonds.

5. DEFENDANT, COMMERZBANK AG (hereinafter “COMMERZBANK?”) is
a German bank which has its principal offices iarfikfurt, Germany, and
which also maintains offices in the United States] which is one of the
trustees, guarantors, obligors, and/or redemptigraging agents on
Plaintiffs/Class Members’ Gold Bonds, which hasievith and or was
involved with Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German dddonds, and has
documents in its possession related to Plaint@faés Members’ German gold

bonds and/or potential claims as they may relan&oor more of the

10
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Defendants. COMMERZBANK AG, as guarantor, andobligor, and/or
successor, and/or trustee, and/or as redemptiopaydg agent, is liable for
payment of the bonds.

6. DEFENDANT, COMMERZBANK AG (hereinafter “COMMERZBANK?”) is
a German bank which has its principal offices iarfkfurt Germany, and which
is one of the trustees, guarantors, obligors, |swrs, and/or redemption or
paying agents on Plaintiff's Gold Bonds, and whatto maintains offices and
conducts business in the United States, in vajiaisdictions, including this
jurisdiction, through DEFENDANTS, COMMERZBANK Chiga Branch,
COMMERZBANK Atlanta Branch, COMMERZBANK New York Binch,
COMMERZBANK Los Angeles Branch, as well as throughwholly owned
subdivisions or subsidiaries, or alter egos, sSscGDBEFENDANT,
COMMERZBANK CAPITAL MARKETS CORPORATION , a
subsidiary/division of COMMERZBANK AG (hereinaftt€CMC”)
DEFENDANT, COMMERZBANK SECURITIES , a subsidiary/division of
COMMERZBANK AG (hereinafter “SECURITIESDEFENDANT,
COMMERZBANK CORPORATES AND MARKETS , hereinafter
(“CBMC") a subsidiary/division of COMMERZBANK AG,

DEFENDANT EUROHYPO AG, division/subsidiary of COMMERZBANK
AG, and which have dealt with and or were involwath Plaintiff's/Class
Members German gold bonds, and have documentginphssession related
to Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German gold bonds/angotential claims as
they may relate to one or more of the Defendarf@OMMERZBANK, and its

related entities, as guarantors, and/or successudfyr trustees, and/or co-

11
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obligors, and/or as redemption and paying agerddjable for payment of the
bonds.

7. DEFENDANTS COMMERZBANK AG, COMMERZBANK, CCMC,
COMMERZBANK SECURITIES, CBMC and EUROHYPO AG are
foreign corporations, doing business in the Un¢ates through a myriad of
divisions, wholly owned, subsidiary, or alter egompanies, which are
integrated companies, and/or subsidiaries, andvgiohs, whose activities
and/or assets are controlled, dominated and/octdueby Defendant
COMMERZBANK AG, and/or its majority shareholdet€@OMMERZBANK,
and related entities, as guarantors, and/or a®ssors, to redemption or
paying agents, and/or as trustees, and/or as egeokland/or as alter egos,
and/or as redemption and paying agents, are joamnidl/or severally liable for
payment of the bonds.

8. DEFENDANT, DEUTSCHE BANK AG, (hereinafter “DEUTSCHE") is a
German bank which has its principal offices in Kfart, Germany and which
is one of the trustees, and/or guarantors, andogars, and/or successors,
and/or redemption or paying agents, on PLAINTIFFASIS MEMBERS Gold
Bonds; and which also maintains offices in the Ehibtates, and has dealt
with Plaintiffs/Class Members’ German gold bondsd/or was involved with
one or more of the Defendants and has documeittspossession related to
Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German gold bonds angtential claims as they
may relate to one or more of the Defendants helelBUTSCHE BANK AG
conducts or conducted business in the United Statéthe world through a
myriad of divisions, wholly-owned, subsidiary otealego companies, which

are integrated companies, and/or subsidiariespadd/isions, whose activities

12
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and/or assets and/or finances, are controlled, miated and/or directed by
DEUTSCHE BANK AG and/or its majority shareholdeBEUTSCHE BANK
AG, and its related entities, as guarantors, artdistees, and/or co-obligors,
and/or selling brokers, and/or alter egos, anddaedemption and paying
agents, or successors thereof, are jointly an@tarally liable for payment of
the bonds.

9. DEFENDANTS, DEUTSCHE BANK USA/BANKERS TRUST CO,,
(hereinafter “BANKERS TRUST”) is a United Stateslaor Trustee bank,
which has offices in Chicago, New York and manyeottities in the United
States, and which is one of the trustees, guasrgoccessors, co-obligors,
and/or redemption or paying agents, on PLAINTIFESASS MEMBERS'
Gold Bonds and which has dealt with Plaintiff's/€4aMembers’ German gold
bonds and/or was involved with one or more of tleéeddants and has
documents in its possession related to Plaint@fa$és Members German gold
bonds and/or potential claims as they may relam&or more of the
Defendants herein. DEUTSCHE BANK USA/BANKERS TRUSD.
conducts or conducted business through a myriaivisions, wholly-owned,
subsidiary or alter ego companies, which are irtegr companies, and/or
subsidiaries, and/or divisions, whose activitied/anassets and/or finances,
are controlled, dominated and/or directed by DEURE@GANK
USA/BANKERS TRUST CO., and/or its majority shareders. DEUTSCHE
BANK USA/BANKERS TRUST CO., and its related ent#j@s guarantors,
and/or as redemption and paying agents, and/ousigés, and/or as co-
obligors, and/or as selling brokers, and/or ag aly@s, and/or as successors

thereof, are jointly and/or severally liable forypgent of the bonds.
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10.DEFENDANT CITIBANK N.A. (hereinafter “CITIBANK”) is a United
States bank, and which is one of the trusteespagdarantors, and/or
obligors, and/or selling brokers, and/or redempto paying agents, or
successors thereof, and is responsible for payoreRLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS’ German Gold Bonds, and which has and naaistoffices in the
United States, and all over the world, and hastaetli Plaintiff's/Class
Members’ German gold bonds; and/or was involveth wite or more of the
Defendants, and has documents in its possessateddb Plaintiff's/Class
Members’ German gold bonds and/or potential claasithey may relate to one
or more of the Defendants herein. CITIBANK conduat conducted business
in the United States and the world through a myodivisions, wholly-
owned, subsidiary, or alter ego companies, whiehraegrated companies,
and/or subsidiaries, and/or divisions, whose attviand/or assets and/or
finances, are controlled, dominated and/or direbie@ITIBANK, and/or its
majority shareholders. CITIBANK, and its relatadiges, as guarantors,
and/or as trustees, and/or as selling brokerspaad/co-obligors, and/or as
alter egos, and/or as redemption and paying agedfor as successors thereof,
are jointly and/or severally liable for paymentioé bonds.

11.DEFENDANT JP MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., (hereinafter “JP
MORGAN CHASE”) is a United States bank, and on¢heftrustees, and/or
guarantors, and/or co-obligors, and/or selling brek and/or redemption and
paying agents, or successors thereof, on PLAINTSRELASS MEMBERS’
German Gold Bonds; and which has and maintaineexfin New York and
other cities, and has dealt with Plaintiff's/Cladembers German gold bonds;

and/or was involved with one or more of the Deferid@and has documents in
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its possession related to Plaintiffs/Class Memb&eyman gold bonds or
potential claims as they may relate to one or nebtbe Defendants herein.
Defendant JP MORGAN CHASE conducts or conductedhless, in the US
and/or the world, through a myriad of divisions,olrowned, subsidiary or
alter ego companies, which are integrated compaaresor subsidiaries,
and/or divisions, whose activities and/or asset#¥arfinances, are controlled,
dominated and/or directed by JP MORGAN CHASE antgomajority
shareholders. JP MORGAN CHASE, and its relatediesitas guarantors,
and/or as selling brokers, and/or as co-obligard/a as alter egos, and/or as
trustees, and/or as paying and redemption agerdgsicoessors thereof, are
jointly and/or severally liable for payment of thends.

12.DEFENDANT WARBURG DILLON READ , (hereinafter “WARBURG
DILLON”) is one of the redemption or paying agerdssuccessors thereof,
and/or guarantors, and/or selling brokers, andimtées, or co-obligors,
responsible for payment on PLAINTIFF'S/CLASS MEMBE&Rserman Gold
Bonds, and which has and maintains offices in thi#dd States, and has dealt
with Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German gold bonaslér was involved with
one or more of the Defendants and has documeitspossession related to
Plaintiff's/Class Members German gold bonds andg@iential claims as they
may relate to one or more of the Defendants heMd/ARBURG DILLON
conducts or conducted business through a myridivisions, wholly-owned,
subsidiary or alter ego companies, which are imtegr companies, and/or
subsidiaries, and/or divisions, whose activitied/anassets and/or finances,
are controlled, dominated and/or directed by WAREJBILLON and/or its

majority shareholders. WARBURG DILLON, and itsatsdd entities, as
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guarantors, and/or trustees, and/or co-obligod/caralter egos, and/or as
paying and redemption agents, and/or successaeothare jointly and/or
severally liable for payment of the bonds.

13. DEFENDANT SCHRODERS PLC, (hereinafter “'SCHRODERS”") has its
head offices in London, United Kingdom, and maimsanffices in New York,
New York, and which is one of the redemption angiragents on
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS German gold bonds, and&one of the
guarantors, and/or trustees, and/or co-obligo/ocarselling brokers, and/or
successors to the redemption and paying agentss aesponsible for payment
on PlaintifffClass Members’ German Gold Bonds. RRCHDERS PLC has
dealt with PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS German gold banand/or was
involved with one or more of the Defendants andd@siments in its
possession related to Plaintiff's/Class Memberar@ergold bonds, and/or
potential claims as they may relate to one or nebtbee Defendants herein.
SCHRODERS PLC, a foreign corporation, with assdtiamestment
management, trading, brokerage and/or other barddfigancial activities,
conducts or conducted business in the United Stdtated Kingdom, and the
world, through a myriad of divisions, wholly-ownesiibsidiary, or alter ego
companies, which are integrated companies, andhsidiaries, and/or
divisions, whose activities and/or assets andf@rites, are controlled,
dominated and/or directed by SCHRODERS PLC ant8anajority
shareholders. SCHRODERS PLC, and/or its relatéitlesn; as guarantors,
and/or trustees, and/or co-obligors, and/or alj@seand/or selling brokers,

and/or principal/agents, and/or as paying and rediemagents, and/or
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successors thereof, are jointly and/or severallylé for redemption and
payment of the Plaintiff/Class Members’ gold bonds.

14. DEFENDANT BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS ,
(hereinafter “BIS”) is a international financialsiitution with its main offices
in Basel, Switzerland and was established and agddustee and/or
Guarantor on the Young and Dawes loans, and i®btiee guarantors,
trustees, obligors, paying and/or redemption agemBLAINTIFF'S/CLASS
MEMBERS’ German Gold Bonds, and has dealt withrRifiis German gold
bonds and/or was involved with one or more of tledeiddants, held, opened,
and/or operated certain accounts related to PLARFIS/CLASS MEMBERS
German gold bonds, and has documents in its possassated to
Plaintiff's/Class Members’ German gold bonds, ang#atential claims as they
may relate to one or more of the Defendants hei®l®, as guarantor, and/or
as trustee, and/or as co-obligor, is unconditigriable for payment of the
bonds.

15.DEFENDANT UBS AG, hereinafter “UBS” is a Swiss bank with its main
offices in Basel and Zurich, Switzerland, and i offithe paying and/or
redemption agents, and/or guarantors, and/or gssénd/or co-obligors,
and/or successors thereof, responsible for payoreRLAINTIFF'S/CLASS
MEMBERS’ German Gold Bonds and which has and mestaffices and
agents in the United States and has dealt witmt#fa German gold bonds
and/or was involved with one or more of the Defaridaheld, opened, and/or
operated certain accounts related to Plaintiff sn&n gold bonds, and has
documents in its possession related to Plain@@&sman gold bonds and/or

potential claims as they may relate to one or nodtbe Defendants herein.
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UBS AG conducts or conducted business in the UrStates and the world,
through a myriad of divisions, wholly-owned, subarg or alter ego
companies, which are integrated companies, andlmidiaries, and/or
divisions, whose activities and/or assets andf@rites, are controlled,
dominated and/or directed by UBS AG and/or its mgjghareholders. UBS
AG, and its related entities, as guarantors, aradrustees, and/or as co-
obligors, and/or as alter ego, and/or as redempitahpaying agents, or
successors thereof, are jointly and/or severallylé for payment of the bonds.
16. DEFENDANT MIZUHO CORPORATE BANK , hereinafter “MIZUHQO” is
a Japanese bank with its head offices in Tokyoadagand which is one of the
paying and/or redemption agents, and/or guarardaypr trustees, and/or co-
obligors, and/or successors thereof, responsiblpdgment on PLAINTIFF'S
or CLASS MEMBERS’ German Gold Bonds; and which Aad maintains
offices and branches and agents in the United Stiateluding New York and
Chicago, and which has dealt with Plaintiff's/Clédsmbers German gold
bonds, and/or was involved with one or more ofleéendants, and/or held,
opened, and/or operated certain accounts relatetiotiff's/Class Members
German gold bonds, and has documents in its passassated to Plaintiff's
or Class Members’ German gold bonds and/or poteriians as they may
relate to one or more of the Defendants hereinZWHO conducts or
conducted business in the United States and thiel tbrough a myriad of
divisions, wholly-owned, subsidiary or alter egorgaanies, which are
integrated companies, and/or subsidiaries, andvgiahs, whose activities
and/or assets and/or finances, are controlled, mated and/or directed by

MIZUHO and/or its majority shareholders. MIZUHé&nd its related entities,
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as guarantors, and/or as trustees, and/or as @pahland/or as alter egos,
and/or as redemption and paying agents, and/oessots thereof, are jointly
and/or severally liable for payment of the bonds.

17.DEFENDANT SKANDINAVISKA ENSKILDA BANKEN AB , hereinafter
“SEB” is a Swedish bank, with its head offices tockhom, Sweden, and
which is one of the paying and/or redemption agemtd/or guarantors, and/or
trustees, and/or co-obligors, and/or successorsdheand is responsible for
payment on PLAINTIFF'S/CLASS MEMBERS’ German Golomils; and
which has and maintains offices and branches aadtagn the United States,
including New York, and which has dealt with Pléffg/Class Members
German gold bonds, and/or was involved with oneore of the Defendants,
and/or held, opened, and/or operated certain atsoelated to
Plaintiff's/Class Members German gold bonds, argld@uments in its
possession related to Plaintiff's/Class Membersv@ergold bonds and/or
potential claims as they may relate to one or nodtbe Defendants herein.
SEB conducts or conducted business in the UnitattStand the world,
through a myriad of divisions, wholly-owned, subarg or alter ego
companies, which are integrated companies, andlmidiaries, and/or
divisions, whose activities and/or assets andf@rites, are controlled,
dominated and/or directed by SEB and/or its majatitareholders. SEB, and
its related entities, as guarantors, and/or assegsand/or as co-obligors,
and/or as alter egos, and/or as redemption ana@agents, and/or successors
thereof, are jointly and/or severally liable forypgent of the bonds.

18.DEFENDANT CREDIT SUISSE GROUP AG, hereinafter “CREDIT

SUISSE” is a Swiss bank with its head offices imidu Switzerland, and
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which is one of the paying and/or redemption agemtd/or guarantors, and/or
trustees, and/or co-obligors, and/or successorsdhaesponsible for payment
on PLAINTIFF'S/CLASS MEMBERS’ German Gold Bonds;dawhich has
and maintains offices and branches and agent®ibtiited States, including
New York, and which has dealt with Plaintiff's/Céa8lembers German gold
bonds, and/or was involved with one or more ofleéendants, and/or held,
opened, and/or operated certain accounts relatethuotiff s/Class Members
German gold bonds, and has documents in its passassated to
Plaintiff's/Class Members German gold bonds andg@iential claims as they
may relate to one or more of the Defendants hel@REDIT SUISSE
conducts or conducted business in the United Steté$he world, through a
myriad of divisions, wholly-owned, subsidiary otealego companies, which
are integrated companies, and/or subsidiariespadd/isions, whose activities
and/or assets and/or finances, are controlled, mated and/or directed by
CREDIT SUISSE and/or its majority shareholders.EDRI SUISSE, and its
related entities, as guarantors, and/or as trusa@e#or as co-obligors, and/or
as alter egos, and/or as redemption and payingsgerd/or successors
thereof, are jointly and/or severally liable forypgent of the bonds.
19.DEFENDANT BANK OF NEW YORK MELLON , hereinafter (‘MELLON)
is a United States global financial services compuaiith its head offices in
New York, New York, and which is one of the redeimptand/or paying
agents, and/or guarantors, and/or trustees, aod/obligors, and/or successors
thereof, responsible for payment on PLAINTIFF'S/CRA MEMBERS’
German Gold Bonds; and which has and maintaineesffand branches and

agents in the United States, and other countmebsydnich has dealt with
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Plaintiffs/Class Members German gold bonds, andsas involved with one or
more of the Defendants, and/or held, opened, amferated certain accounts
related to Plaintiff's/Class Members German goldds) and has documents in
its possession related to Plaintiffs/Class Memli&esman gold bonds and/or
potential claims as they may relate to one or nebtee Defendants herein.
MELLON conducts or conducted business in the Un8&ates and the world,
through a myriad of divisions, wholly-owned, subarg or alter ego
companies, which are integrated companies, andlmidiaries, and/or
divisions, whose activities and/or assets andf@rices, are controlled,
dominated and/or directed by MELLON and/or its nigyoshareholders.
MELLON, and its related entities, as guarantorsl/anas trustees, and/or as
co-obligors, and/or as alter egos, and/or as relemand paying agents, or
successors thereof, are jointly and/or severallylé for payment of the
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS gold bonds.

20.The DEFENDANTS above mentioned, will be collectively referrecat®
“DEFENDANTS” or as “Defendants”; and the use of taam in the Complaint
is intended to include, any and/or all of the Delfems herein, which are named
in this complaint, and/or named in the bonds. PhAINTIFF or CLASS
MEMBERS'’ claims and allegations are in connectiathvand relate to all the
Defendants. When appropriate, Defendant/s wilé@ed separately, in
accordance with the claims or allegations thatedla the specific Defendant/s.

UNITED STATES COURT JURISDICTION

Over FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, and GERMAN
NATIONAL BANK and GERMAN FINANCE MINISTRY

21. Defendants, GERMAN FINANCE MINISTRY, BUNDESMISTERIUM

DER FINANZEN, and GERMAN NATIONAL BANK , DEUTSCHE
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BUNDESBANK, are agencies of Defendant, BUNDESREPUSL
DEUTSCHELAND, a/k/a FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, dras
such this Court would have jurisdiction over suefeddants pursuantto 28 U.S.C.
Sec. 1330 and 1605 et seq. (providing for commexe@eptions to the Foreign
Sovereign Immunities Act), in so far as the aataates to German Gold Bonds, i.e.
commercial instruments which were marketed in thedd States and for which
communications and other acts were performed aduiémted to persons, such as
PLAINTIFF, and CLASS MEMBERS, including by one oora DEFENDANTS
herein, in the United States, pursuant to theviatig precedent.

Over COMMERZBANK AG, and related entities, DEUTSCHE BANK AG,

DEUTSCHE BANK USA/BANKERS TRUST CO.,
BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS (“BIS”)

22. The Court has jurisdiction over Defendants COMMBRRIK AG and its related
branches in the United States and otherwise &fftdiaompanies, and subsidiaries and
divisions CCMC, CBMC, COMMERZBANK SECURITIES, namB&éfendants,
COMMERZBANK AG, and EUROHYPO AG, its various bramshand over
DEUTSCHE BANK AG, and DEUTSCHE BANK USA/BANKERS T¥ST CO.,
and BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS, (“BIS”) trough diversity of
citizenship, pursuant to 28 USC § 1332, and/oruseraaid Defendants (i) maintain or
maintained representatives, personnel, officesoamdsets within and/or (ii) conduct

or conducted regular continuous and systematicbssiwithin this judicial district.

Over SCHRODERS PLC, WARBURG DILLON, CITIBANK N.A.,
MIZUHO, JP MORGAN CHASE BANK N.A., UBS AG, BANK NEW_ YORK
MELLON, SKANDINAVISKA ENSKILDA BANKEN, CREDIT SUISS E

23.The Court has jurisdiction over Defendants, BANK N.A., JP MORGAN
CHASE BANK N.A., UBS AG, SCHRODERS PLC, WARBURG DIDN,

BANK NEW YORK MELLON, SKANDINAVISKA ENSKILDA BANKEN,
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CREDIT SUISSE, and MIZUHO, through diversity ofizénship, pursuant to 28

USC Sec.1332, and/or because said Defendantstlaee €nited States

corporations (i) or corporations that maintainedrdg, representatives, personnel,

offices and/or assets within and/or (i) conductsanducted regular, continuous and

systematic business within this judicial districthe Court has jurisdiction over all

non-governmental defendants by supplemental jutisahi , 28 U.S.C.Sec. 1367.
VENUE

24. VENUE is proper in this district insofar as ANAIFF RICHARD BLEIER

resides in Chicago, lllinois, in this judicial dist and/or;

25. DEFENDANTS maintain offices, personnel, arsetssand/or conduct or

conducted business within this district, or UniBdtes, or internationally, and/or

26. DEFENDANTS have engaged in acts, and/or oamissrelated to and/or

affecting PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS, within thdistrict, and/or related

to or affecting Plaintiff/Class Members’ propertjtinn this district, and/or

27. DEFENDANTS are subject to jurisdiction of tisurt.

28. VENUE is proper in this Court since Plain&$ides in this district and/or that

DEFENDANTS do business and/or may be found indissict within the

meaning of 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1391 and 28 U.S.C. $80. 1

29. In the event, the Court should determinebatie may be lacking this

Court, then pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1404, thet@oay transfer the action to

any other district which the case could have beeundht originally.

CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS

30. This action is brought and may be properlintamed as a Class Action pursuant to
the provisions of the Federal Rules of Civil Praged23, F.R.C.P. 23 (b) (1), (2) & (3).

This action satisfies the numerosity, commonatityicality, adequacy, predominance, and
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superiority requirements of the provisions.

31. Plaintiff, RICHARD BLEIER, brings this causaividually, and on behalf of all
members of the proposed CLASS, of similarly sitddtendholders.

32. The Class is defined as:

“All individuals and entities who currently own opossess German gold bonds,
(e.g. Dawes, Young, and/or Rheinelbe Union bondsther legitimate German gold
bonds) or their predecessors, heirs, successorsigas, or representatives of
owners or bondholders, and whose bonds have negenlbedeemed and/or for which
no payment has ever been made by Germany or Defatsda

Included in the Class are those bondholders whoadidccept the settlement “offer”
contained in the London Debt Agreement 1953 andatidubscribe to the “validation”
schemes of Defendants; and/or whose bonds wereaxe@anged, enfaced, redeemed,
or accepted for payment, and/or were never includaay contracts or agreements for
redemption or payment with any Defendants.

Also included in the Class are those bondholdecsagtually Submitted their bonds for
“validation”, and redemption and payment to Germandefendants; but whose bonds
were not validated or paid after submission, orsgl@nds were not returned by
Germany or Defendants, or whose bonds were migaqgueal after submission, or
whose bonds were returned after submission butiiesmetampered with by Germany or
Defendants and marked inappropriately renderingahes null and void.

33. Members of the Proposed Class are so numamndugeographically dispersed as to make

joinder of all Class Members in this action impicatile.
34. The estimated number of bondholders is bet&@&00 to 500,000.

35. The claims of the named Plaintiff RICHARD BER, are typical of the claims of the
proposed Class, in so far as Plaintiff and Classies, were damaged by the same wrongful
conduct of the DEFENDANTS alleged herein. Furtiee the factual bases of Defendants’
misconduct is common to all Class Members, anésepis a common thread of fraudulent,
deliberate, and/or negligent misconduct, resuitireggonomic harm, and injury to all members of

the proposed Class.

36. Defendants have acted and/or refused tonagbonds generally applicable to the Proposed
Class, making injunctive relief, and/or correspandieclaratory relief, and /or other just relief,
appropriate with respect to the Class as a wholeat DEFENDANTS have been:
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a. unjustly enriched;

b. refused meaningful redemption or paymentebtinds to the proposed Class Members;
c. refused to provide full and complete accogrdind disclosure of the aforesaid actions;

d. refused access to information critical torfifis and Class Members claims;

37. AClass Action pursuant to the Federal Rofi€ivil Procedure 23 is superior to the other
available methods of fair, just and efficient adjation of the controversy. Individual litigation
would be unduly burdensome to the courts whermtirefold individual litigations would
proceed. This Class Action will allow a singleiddo provide the benefits of unitary
adjudication, judicial economy, and the fair anditadple handling of all Plaintiffs/Class
Members’ claims in a single forum. The conduthisfaction as a Class Action conserves
judicial resources of the parties and of the jatlgystem, and preserves the rights of each class
member. Furthermore, a Class Action is for ralass members the only feasible method that

allows them an opportunity for legal redress astige.

38. The named PLAINTIFF will fairly and adequgietotect the interests of the proposed Class.
Plaintiff has no conflict of interest with membefghe proposed Class. Named Plaintiff and
consenting members of the Class will be represéngteadeam of local and international lawyers

who are experienced and competent.

39. Common questions of fact and law predomindtes claims of all Class Members including
the named Plaintiff. These claims depend on stgthiat Defendants are liable for payment of
the German gold bearer bonds, pursuant to the tdritng bonds, and the Defendants’ acts and
omissions based on common facts. Named PlairaiftsClass Members’ evidentiary showing
will be based on common documents and testimoatjeto the German gold bearer bonds and
Defendants actions or omissions.

40. There are questions of fact and law commadingdLAINTIFF and CLASS
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MEMBERS including, but not limited to, WHETHER, tbefendants have:

a) Been unjustly enriched by their acts;

b) Refused meaningful redemption or payment of thel§ion

C) Refused to provide full and complete disclosure;

d) Provided false or misleading statements relatilegiavorth (or lack

thereof) of the bonds and/or false or misleadiatgstents regarding the
validity (or lack thereof) of the bondholders’ ats and/or provided false
or misleading statements regarding the “validatgatiemes for
redemption or payment of the bonds, all to therdenital reliance and
damage of bondholders;

e) Faliled to institute necessary or reasonabteqls or instructions to the
various bondholders’ or redemption institution&igrmany, US and world, &
failed to make payment to the bondholders accotditige terms of the bonds;

f) Failed to take steps to prevent and/or ptdéaintiff/Class Members,

bondholders, from conspiracies, fraudulent andfongful acts related to the

German Gold Bonds, which conspiracies, frauduletos other wrongful acts were

known to one of more Defendants;

0) Knowingly, carelessly, recklessly andiegligently participated in a

conspiracy designed to frustrate and/or interfatte Rlaintiffs/Class Members,

bondholders, ability to redeem the German Gold Bpadd knowingly,
carelessly, recklessly and/or negligently partteipan a conspiracy to cause
economic or emotional damage to Plaintiff/Class Mers, and bondholders, and/or
those who sought to redeem and obtain paymeritddgérman Gold Bonds;

h)  Engaged in commission of fraud and/or poasy to commit fraud

and/or deprived Plaintiff/Class Members of themstdutional rights, and/or
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engaged in wrongful or unlawful actions to circuriieethe Plaintiff and Class

Members rights to pursue claims and receive payfoetite German gold

bearer bonds in the United States or elsewhere;

i)  Engaged in racketeering activities and/aevand mail fraud,

J)  Transported and sold securities and/or censral instruments in the US
and/or which caused direct affect in the US, ination of 28 U.S.C. section

1605 (a) (2); participated and/or profited from w@®ngful

expropriation/taking in violation of Internationiahw of property belonging to

bondholders which property was located in the U& @lsewhere, in
violation of 28U.S.C.A.1605 (a) (3);

k) Caused economic loss/damage to Plaintiff /Cldsmbers which
property was located in the US and elsewhere dlation of 28
U.S.C.A. 1605 (a);

[)  Violated the Holocaust Victims Redress At1998, and Defendants

violated the National Stolen Property Act of 1984d Violated the 1899

and 1907 Hague Convention and Other Treaties &agens;

m) Violated the European Convention on Human ®Ridtrticle

1, Protocol 1;

n) Engaged in deception, fraudulent statemsnteme to

defraud the plaintiff/class members, bondholdetd@rthe market

place, and engaged in spoliation of evidence tedlto the

BONDS, including, but not limited, THE BLACK LIST.

STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS

41. PLAINTIF, RICHARD BLEIER, is a United Stategizen, residing in Chicago,

lllinois, and PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, are ows®r holders of German gold
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bond/s, who have never been paid for their Gerro&thlgpnd/s, by Defendants, and seek
redemption and payment for their German gold béemeds, and full payment according to the
payment terms of the bonds.
42. There are many bondholders; such as Plaamtiff,Class Members, (and/or their
predecessors, heirs, successors, assigns androepinesentatives); who own or possess bonds,
certain German Gold Bearer Bonds, known as Dawas¢yand/or Rheinelbe Union bonds, or
such other legitimate German gold bonds; whoseddaaek never been redeemed and/or for
which no payment has been made by Defendantspanthith Plaintiff and Class Members, in
general, seek redemption and payment of their berwtsding to the express payment terms of
the bonds.
a. There exists many bondholders; such as Plani#ass Members,
(and/or their predecessors, heirs, successorgnassr representatives of
owners), who own or possess bearer bonds, ceamaa Gold Bonds, known
as Dawes, Young and/or Rheinelbe Union bondsher tggitimate bonds, who
DID NOT ACCEPT the settlement “offer” as contaimethe London Debt
Accord 1953, and/or who did not exchange or conkeit bonds, and/or who did
not subscribe to the Defendants’ “validation” sceenind PLAINTIFF did not
accept, and CLASS MEMBERS did not accept, theegattht “offer’ contained
in the London Debt Accord 1953, and did not exchadhgir bonds or did not
subscribe to the Defendants’ “validation” scherAasl PLAINTIFF or CLASS
MEMBERS or their predecessors, decided to wagdeem their bonds when
they could obtain full payment according to theneof the bonds. Plaintiff/Class
Members were not represented properly by Bondtotdeuncils or other
Creditors Representatives, and were not represeyteeir own counsel, during

the London Debt Accord 1953.
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b. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS were never part ofgrayment or
settlement agreement with GERMANY or DEFENDANT SJ/anthey never
agreed to reduction of the debt owed to them, patga the bonds, which is their
private right; and Plaintiff or Class Members neagreed to altered, or modified,
or changed, payment terms for the bonds; and teeymever part of any
settlement with GERMANY or any German agencieth@bDefendants; and
Plaintiff or Class Members were never part of ahgioagreement or other contract
for payment with any DEFENDANTS, and/or repredams of the Defendants.
C. PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS were never part of aryi@ns or
other contracts and/or other agreements which fbthreebasis of other legal
actions by Ronnie D. Fulwood, Eugene Thomason, d&nzard, German
Gold Bondholders Redemption Group, LLC, Edward lRagad/or others,
who were part of the transactions upon which tipessons or entities based
their claims against one or more of these defesdant
43. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS have discowkeertain information or evidence
which indicates that from the period from 1945He present, certain officials or
representatives of the DEFENDANTS, and/or defen@G&RMANY, or its agencies,
and/or former representatives of certain Germaemorent, financial, or banking
institutions and/or agencies, including but nottéehto, DEFENDANTS GERMANY,
DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, GERMAN FINANCE MINISTRY, COMMRZBANK
AG, and DEUTSCHE BANK AG,; and as well as the obEFENDANTS, including but
not limited to, WARBURG DILLON, SCHRODERS, DEUTSCHEANK
USA/BANKERS TRUST, UBS AG, JP MORGAN CHASE, MIZUHBIELLON, SEB,
CITIBANK, CREDIT SUISSE, and BANK FOR INTERNATIONASETTLEMENTS,

who were trustees, and/or agents for the trusted)r guarantors, and/or co-obligors, and/or
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alter egos, and/or redemption and paying ager&rasuccessors thereof, named herein as
Defendants, were engaged in a conspiracy and Sdioebedraud, Plaintiff, Class
Members, and/or bondholders in general, and a@glibently and/or fraudulently, in
connection with the bonds, and acted with bad &aiitivor breached their fiduciary duties,
and/or failed, or without justification, refusedrezleem or pay the bonds, to the detriment
and economic harm of bondholders herein.

44. DEFENDANTS, HAVE, including but not limitéo, among other things:

a) Been unjustly enriched by their acts;

b) Refused meaningful redemption or paymerit@bonds;

C) Refused to provide full and complete disales

d) Provided false or misleading statementsivelto the worth (or lack

thereof) of the bonds and/or false or misleadiatgstents regarding the
validity (or lack thereof) of the bondholders’ aa and/or provided false or
misleading statements regarding the “validationtpss or redemption or
payment of the bonds, all to the detrimental retieend emotional and
economic damage of bondholders;

e) Failed to institute necessaryraadonable protocols and/or instructions
to the various bondholders and redemption ingtitstin Germany, the US
and worldwide;

f) Failed to take steps to prevent and/orgutd®laintiffs/Class Members,

bondholders, from conspiracies, fraudulent andfongful acts related to the

German Gold Bonds, which conspiracies, frauduletos other wrongful acts were

known to one of more defendants;

0) Knowingly, carelessly, recklessly anahegligently participated in a

conspiracy designed to frustrate and/or interfette Rlaintif/ Class Members,
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bondholders’ ability to redeem the German Gold Bormahd knowingly,

carelessly, recklessly and/or negligently partteipan a conspiracy to cause

economic or emotional damage to Plaintiff/Class Mers and those who sought to

redeem and obtain payment for the German Gold Bonds

h) Engaged in commission of fraud and/or goasy to commit fraud

and/or deprived Plaintiff/Class members of themrstitutional rights, and/or engaged

in actions to circumscribe, cause forfeiture, defithe Plaintiff and Class Members

rights to pursue claims and receive payment foGesenan gold bearer bonds in the

United States or elsewhere;

i) Engaged in racketeering activities and/oevand mail fraud;

Transported and sold securities and/or commersatuments in the
US and/or which caused direct affect in the USsiahation of 28
U.S.C. section 1605 (a) (2);

)] Participated and/or profited from the wronlgéxpropriation/taking

in violation of US laws and International Law obperty belonging to

bondholders which property was located in the U8 @lsewhere, in

violation of 28U.S.C.A.1605 (a) (3);

(k) Caused economic loss/damage to Plaintiig€ Members which
property was located in the US and elsewhere dlation of 28
U.S.C.A. 1605 (a);

() Defendants violated the Holocaust Victims RessrAct of 1998
and Defendants violated the National Stolen Prgp&et of 1994;
and Violated the 1899 and 1907 Hague ConventionQther

Treaties & Jus Cogens;

m) Defendants violated the European ConventioRloman
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Rights Article 1, Protocol 1;
(n) Engaged in deception, fraudulent statemactseme to

defraud the Plaintiff/Class Members, bondholded/@n

the market place, and engaged in spoliation ofexad -

related to the BONDS, including, but not limitedHE

BLACK LIST.
45. Subsequent to World War |, Germany was foroedake certain reparation payments.
In an effort to assist Germany to deal with the busdeand issues wittoupons were created
called the "Dawes Bonds" (named after Senator Dasesdevised the bond issue plan).
Bonds were sold to American citizens and denondnat&old US dollars.
46. More than eighty five (85) issues, represgrtiindreds of millions of gold US dollars,
were marketed, sold and/or targeted to US Citiaadsthers, during the years of 1924 and 1930.
One final issue of bonds was called the "Young Bb(rthmed after a US Senator Young, in
1930 a year after the great stock market crasls) d@signed to assist GERMANY repayment
of the Dawes bonds. When Hitler came to poweBBBlthe payments on the German Gold
Bonds hereinafter went into default and remaithat status until today.
47. In addition to the Dawes & Young Bonds, theuRdip of GERMANY, and/or its
related agencies, also issued, or Guaranteedswreth and/or were Responsible for payment of
the Rheinelbe Union Bonds, and other legitimater@ergold bearer bonds.
48. GERMANY, the UNITED STATES and DEFENDANT®&uaranteed, Insured, or
Succeeded to redemption and paying agents, oranelEustees, responsible for payment of
the bonds in the event of default, and/or werd?aggng and Redemption agents, responsible for
payment, and DEFENDANTS are jointly and/or severasponsible for redemption and
payment of the Young, Dawes and Rheinelbe Uniord&and other legitimate German gold

bearer bonds of the PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS..
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49. The Dawes, Young, and Rhein Elbe Union bomus$ the other legitimate
bonds, (hereinafter collectively “German Gold Bdnds “BONDS”) were/are tied to the
United States Gold Dollar, and Defendants are resiple for payment accordingly.

50. The bonds were sold via the Defendantsk&an financial institutions, in the United
States, or otherwise, and via the DEFENDANTS, #u¢d as/were/are Trustees, or
Selling Brokers, or Authenticating, Collection,Redemption and/or Paying Agents,
and/or Guarantors, and/or alter egos of each odimelfor successors thereof, and
Defendants are co-obligors, and DEFENDANTS aretlpsnd/or severally responsible
for redemption and payment of Plaintiff and ClassnMbers’ German Gold Bonds.

51. In 1952, seven years after the close of Watar 11, a series of meetings were held
in London to determine how GERMANY's pre war andtpear debt, including the
German Gold Bonds held by Plaintiffs and Class Memlvould be paid. GERMANY,
and its German officials, including but not limitex] the German CHANCELLOR
KONRAD ADENAUER; and GERMANY’S public and privatenaincial institutions,
STATED, CONFIRMED, ACCEPTED that GERMANY would takell responsibility

for all of the prewar debt, including the debthe holders of the German Gold Bonds
such as Plaintiff or Class Members, and other bolu#rs.

52. The Agreement was formally known as Theeggnent on German External Debt
1953, or is more commonly known as, the London Dedabrd 1953. Through the London
Debt Accord 1953, the DEFENDANTS, and/or GERMANMd#r the debtors and obligors,
sought to reduce, or limit the size of their deld &educe the obligations to pay
bondholders for the German Gold Bonds. The Loridebt Accord 1953 resulted in a
significant reduction of GERMAN external debt (apgximately a 70% reduction of
German debt). HOWEVER it did not result in a coatplelimination of German debt, as

the PLAINTIFF and/or CLASS MEMBERS had not beerdpand DEFENDANTS
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remain jointly and/or severally liable, for full y@ent of the outstanding bonds, to the
Plaintiff or Class Members.

53. The London Debt Accord 1953, also affordétRMANY or DEFENDANTS the
opportunity to postpone debt repayment, and Germapyblic and private financial
institutions, issued a MORATORIUM on the repaymeéntbond holders of German gold
Bonds such as Plaintiff or Class Members, and ffecewas POSTPONING payment
for at least (40) forty years to bondholders susPBAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS.
54. Pursuant to the settlement procedures for tindseaccepted the “validation”
scheme, new bonds in exchange for the old bonds issued, and these conversion
bonds had to be paid first; and therefore PLAINTS&#ELASS MEMBERS’ bonds, could
NOT be presented for redemption or payment in GERMAr the UNITED STATES, or
at the DEFENDANTS’ designated financial and/or bagknstitutions until APRIL 1994,
and thereafter, when the SECURITIES EXCHANGE COMBIISN in the United States
declared that bondholders such as Plaintiff/Classblers could press their claims for
payment on their outstanding German gold bonds.

55. During the London Debt Conference, and yeasetifter, GERMANY, and its
agents or officials, and/or DEFENDANTS, implemengscheme to defraud bondholders,
such as Plaintiff, members of the Plaintiff clemsd/or their predecessors, heirs, assigns,
successors, or representatives. As part of thenseho defraud bondholders, GERMANY
deceptively declared at the London Debt Conferd®&2, that its vaults in Berlin which
contained certain gold bonds had been “looted”thatithe bonds were removed on May
8" 1945 by invading Russians.

56. However, trading on the bonds was ongoing dumany years after the end of the
war, in particular in SWITZERLAND, where tradingves stopped on the bonds, and the

trading of the German gold bonds occurred durirag time, so the alleged “thieves” had
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(8) eight years to liquidate their bonds priortte enactment of the “validation” schemes.
Bondholders such as, PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS oldought the bonds from
recognized stock exchanges, were being expecteangpelled to forfeit their investments,
or accept “pennies on the dollar”.

57.  The alleged “theft” of the bonds was a meresjpdty. This was indicated in the
Agreement between the UNITED STATES and GERMANYarelgng Certain Matters
Arising from the Validation of German Dollar Bondsich states: “Whereas the United
States and Germany have agreed that it in theiniesest to provide for the
determination of the validity of German dollar bendin view of the possibility... that a
large number bonds may have been unlawfully acduteing hostilities in Germany or
soon thereafter.”

58. The Securities Act of May 27, 1933, underphovisions of Subchapters 1 and 2,
Domestic Securities, held that the “Act will appdysecurities offered by foreign issuers
including foreign governments.” 15 U.S.C. 77b nbfepage 41. For example, Defendants
JP MORGAN, BANKERS TRUST, CITIBANK, served as th&Merican Trustees” and
Fiduciaries for the Dawes, Young, or Rheinelbe Wrimnds.

59.  The United States became the “Country of Qffgrunder the so called
“validation” agreements, and the United Statehus ta Secondary Guarantor and Co-
Obligor on the bonds, and has obligations to paybibnds in the event of default. The
United States, being bound by virtue of its corp@naracter, its sovereignty is not
involved.

60. Substantial amounts of money of innocent bolu#e, such as
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS went into and/or remaintime coffers of
DEFENDANTS, by means of fraud, to which DEFENDAN#&& their agents, or

successors, participated and/or acquiesced andoeaveunjustly enriched. Such money
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is being illegally withheld by the DEFENDANTS, agat the legitimate claims of the

wronged and injured bondholders for payment ofrthends, including payment of

principal and interest.

61. Defendants’ are jointly and/or severally liafde payment of the bonds, based

upon, including, but not limited to: the BONDS thegtves, and notably, the bonds name

and identify the DEFENDANTS (or predecessors oceasors thereof) as responsible for
payment of the bonds and the terms and conditibpayyment. DEFENDANTS are also
named therein as the Trustees and/or RedemptidordPaying agents and/or Fiduciaries
responsible for payment of the bonds (or predecsssasuccessors thereof). Defendants
are also liable based on the Express contractuiglations, and the Implied contracts and
duties of good faith, and the Fiduciary duties antlie equitable justifications, in order to
prevent fraud and injustice, and to prevent theeDag&nts’ unjust enrichment, and to
prevent substantial harm to Plaintiffs/Class Meraber

62. PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS, bondholders were ngpresented by counsel at
the London Debt Accord 1953, and their best intsre®gre not properly represented
by the Bondholders Protective Councils during theference.

63.  Senator Hiram Johnson had campaigned to exclualeStfeet bankers from any
role in the Bond holders Protective organizati@ssin his view they had “perpetuated
the wrong”, and had violated “elementary busingsgg’ in selling of the bonds, and
the Council was influenced by the law firm of Swdln and Cromwell, which in the
1930’s, represented bondholders, and contemporahedierman defaulting firm/s.

64. GERMANY, and the GERMAN government and its ageadierein, formally
stated their intentions, and accepted and agrepdytdor the bonds, and formally
recognized their contractual obligations to paydbbts on the defaulted bonds, and

for that principal purpose entered the AgreemenBerman External Debt 1953,
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which states in the preamble: “CONSIDERING that,dbout twenty years, payments
on German external debts have not, in generalpcord to the contractual terntisat
from 1939 to 1945 the existence of a state of wavented any payments from being
made with respect to many of such debts, that sifdé such payments have been
generally suspended, and that the Federal RepafilBermany desires to put an end to
this situation.”

65. The Agreement on German External Debt 1953 aatidation” laws or schemes,
were unconstitutional acts of Congress in the Wdn8tates, and unconstitutional acts
in Germany; and ratification of the agreementsheylWnited States and Germany were
unconstitutional, to the Extent the agreements wisdative of Plaintiffs’ and Class
Members’ constitutional rights guaranteed in tfle®', and 14' Amendments of the
United States Constitution, and to the extent tege violative of the Takings Clause.

66. The Agreement on German External Debt 1953 afadidation” schemes, were in
violation of the United States constitutional gudegs, including, but not limited to,
those found in the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendmenitsch state: “No person shall be
deprived of life, liberty or property, without dpeocess of law”, and in violation of
the constitutional guarantees “against impairméprivate contracts”, under Article I,
Section X, which states, in part, that, “No Stdtellsenter into any Treaty or Alliance
or Confederation... or Law Impairing the Obligatiaf<Contracts..”

67. The Agreement on German External Debt 1953 dimer oelated “validation”
schemes, were also in violation of the PLAINTIFEISCLASS MEMBERS
constitutional right to “Trial by Jury”, pursuamt the Seventh Amendment prescribing
that damage claims be fixed by JURY.

68. The US and German agreements relative to the B®)NDpaired the obligations

of contract vis-a-vis the Plaintiff or Class MemberFurther, they constituted an
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abuse of power to the extent of being a governmeefaivation of bondholders’
rights, or taking of property, of Plaintiff or C#embers, without just compensation,
and without due process of law.

69. The obligations of DEFENDANTS to pay PLAINTIFF/@5S MEMBERS for the
bonds remain intact pursuant to the contractuaigesf the BONDS. Furthermore,
the DEFENDANTS, by their express or implied agreetseand stated or implied
intentions, are liable to pay for the bonds.

70.  Even ifthe Agreement on German External D&531(or the London Debt Accord
1953), is deemed a valid, it is basically a proptmasettlement agreement — as
indicated by one of the heading “Approval of Setiat Terms and Procedures”
relative to the German gold bonds and German Eat&abt, and as such, the
“validation” schemes, are not binding on PLAINTIBFCLASS MEMBERS.

71. The Agreement on German External Debt1953, itseff, does not modify the
terms of the bonds. There is nothing which prestUBLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS from obtaining payments for the bonds W@ Eederal Courts, given:

(a) the rights of the PlaintifffClass Members tdeem the bonds, and (b) the refusal
by Defendants to honor their obligations pay f@ fonds, and (c) the law which
recognizes Bearer Bonds as enforceable, and (dquwhevhich recognizes the validity
of the payment Gold Clauses expressed in the basdspforceable definite contracts,
( by statute, US law and public policy), and lomgl approved use in the United States.

72.  The original contracts, and bonds, and the siatedtions of the parties, govern
the instant agreements, contracts and/or bond&INFLFF/CLASS MEMBERS are
entitled to bring suit directly in the United Stater appropriate forum of their choice,
and to state their claims against DEFENDANTS fer blad faith, fraud, default, and

the refusal to pay the bonds pursuant to the tefrtiee bonds, because the
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DEFENDANTS have breached their pecuniary, contaauad fiduciary obligations.

73.  The PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS did not accept trettement “offer” in
1953, the London Debt Accord and did not subsaied@EFENDANTS’ “validation”
schemes. PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS had/have thetriglpayment pursuant to
the terms of the debts, and Defendants are joamtti/severally liable for payment of
the bonds.

74.  The Plain language of the Agreement is thgbjliad to those creditors that
accepted the settlement of the London Debt Acc&Blinder “ARTICLE 15,
ACCEPTANCE BY CREDITORS”, which sets forth the madis of acceptance of the
settlement terms by a creditor who must voluntailipmit the old bonds and/or
coupons — for exchange or enfacement or “validapamsuant to settlement offer.
The “Acceptance” by the creditor of the offer wasoadition precedent to the
exchange and submission of his/her bonds to thedatan” scheme.

75. Inthe absence of the voluntary submission binkthor Class Members, or
bondholders, to the settlement “offer” and “validat scheme for reduction of debt,
the DEFENDANTS are obligated to honor the origipayment terms of the bonds.

76. The PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS rights were m@aied in the international
convention that formulated the London Debt Acca®83, and therefore it did not
hinder the legal rights of American bondholderprtoceed with their claims in court in
the event of refusal of payment of the bonds by BEBANTS.

77. The Agreement on German External Debt 1953, Aningtated that: AGREED
RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE SETTLEMENT OF MEDIUM AND LRG
TERM DEBTS RESULTING FROM PRIVATE CAPITAL TRANSACTNS —
Article 1 — Introductory “This Agreement establisiterms and procedures which are

to govern the settlement of the debts describédtinle Il below. The Agreement
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does not in itself modify the terms of the debtstth it applies.Rather it is
contemplated that new contracts will be entered lr@ttween each debtor and his
creditors pursuant to the provisions of this Agreant

78.  Given the existing rights of PLAINTIFF or CLASSEWMBERS to redeem their
bonds, it is unlawful, and unenforceable, and @mtro public policy or the
international agreements, and contrary the terntiseoflebts and bonds, and contrary
to the stated intentions of the parties and deptoesfiduciary duties, or guarantees of
the parties or debtors, for GERMANY or DEFENDANT& deny their obligations to
pay for the bonds and debts.

79. Further, it is unlawful, unenforceable and cantrto public policy and the
international agreements, and/or contrary to latherterms of the debts or bonds, for
GERMANY and DEFENDANTS to attempt to compel Pldintir Class Members to
yield, or capitulate, or accept, or to subscrib&aadulent “validation” schemes in
Germany, or elsewhere, as a prerequisite to redempt payment, and these
conditions are not part of the terms of the debts® bearer bonds..

80.  Further itis unlawful or unenforceable and/onttary to public policy or the
international agreements, and/or contrary to latherterms of the debts or bonds, or
the stated intentions of the Defendants, fiducthriies, or guarantees, for
DEFENDANTS to violate, or cause violation, of theANTIFF'S and CLASS
MEMBERS constitutional rights under the United 8sa€Constitution and
Amendments.

81. GERMANY and/or DEFENDANTS have taken unfair adtzge of the
“validation” schemes in order to destroy or iIm@irAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS
private contract rights.

82. The “validation” schemes have been used by DHBPENTS as a deceptive device
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to illegitimately alter or eliminate their paymeotiligations and minimize their
liabilities. The deceptive practice is designedraistrate bondholders and cause
forfeiture of their claims. As such the Defendafualidation” schemes are not
compulsory upon Plaintiff or Class Members. DEFERNNI S seek to impose
unilateral changes in the terms of payment of t&d&BS, to the detriment of the
rights and interests of Plaintiff or Class Members.

83.  Further, not all countries signed or ratified Agreement on German External
Debt 1953, and accordingly, those countries, amdlbolders thereof, are not bound
by its settlement procedures.

84. Asto American bondholders, the UNITED STATES@mment has express or
implied obligations to protect the private propertierests and investments of
American citizens.

85. In addition, GERMANY, has, fraudulently or unfay, attempted to settle all
claims by executive fiat. For example in 1961eneng to “Second Agreement
Regarding certain matters Arising from the Validatof German Dollar Bonds”;
where GERMANY was seeking to compel registratiobarids, and resolution of
claims no later by September 1, 1964. This wasilateral act by GERMANY to
breach the Treaty, and numerous agreements, athst was unlawful and invalid.
GERMANY has prejudiced, distorted or impaired tladidity of its own agreement,
and thus the Agreement on German External Debt,1f888 to impose the
“validation” schemes on Plaintiff, Class Memberdondholders.

86. The Agreement or “validation” laws, have nilexft on the encashment or
collectability of the bonds. Moreover, for PLAINAF or CLASS MEMBERS, or
their predecessors, Tax reasons existed for n@mntss to the London Debt

Agreement 1953, because bondholders assenting ieshance of new securities in
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exchange for old, became liable for certain incéaxdiabilities.

87. The effect of the London Debt Accord 1953 andlitlation” schemes was to
cause prejudice and damages to Plaintiff and Q\essbers, because they changed
the payment, redemption, and other material tefrireed3onds, without consent of the
bondholders, who chose NOT to exchange their Getaadoh Bonds, and PLAINTIFF
and CLASS MEMBERS, have h&olwait, approximately 40 YEARS, before they could
engage in the process to redeem and obtain payoneheir bonds.

88.  The result for PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS or lutitolders was disastrous.
Many of the bondholders, as well as their predecesBied, before they could redeem
the Bonds, or collect, and to others, the bondicates were lost and/or damaged.

89.  The German Gold Bonds were BEARER BONDS and passed from generation to
generation, and or sold from one individual, oitgrtb another.

90. Based on the agreements contained in the LddebhAccord 1953, the Non-Assenting
Bondholders — in the United States, or elsewheot, as PLAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS, had/have the legal right and power to detmademption and payment on
original terms and conditions stated in the bondse DEFENDANTS' pre war debts, are
due almost entirely to private persons or entitind,accordingly, settlements and payments
are based on voluntary arrangements between dahtbeseditors, and the settlement takes
place when the individual creditor accepts thedehthe settlement made by the debtors.

91.  The actions and/or failures outlined above wieggned to UNJUSTLY ENRICH and
benefit the DEFENDANTS, such as GERMAN private pablic institutions, and to
unjustly enrich or benefit the trustees, or red@npir paying agents, or guarantors, such as
DEFENDANTS’ banks and/or financial institutions, signply NOT PAYING Plaintiff
and/or Class Members.

92. DEFENDANTS have never paid for the full valudteir obligation, to Plaintiff and
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Class Members and bondholders, for their Germath Ewids.

93.  OnAPRIL 18' 1994, the United States SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION cleared the way for PLAINTIFF and CLASBEMBERS, the bondholders,
to start the process of redemption of the Germdd Bands. Plaintiff and Class Members,
could state their claims and demand payment frbhalale DEFENDANTS named herein,
or other entities not known or named herein, inolgidbanks, financial institutions,
guarantors, successors, selling brokers, redemgridior paying agents, and governments
and govermnmental agencies.

94. The GERMAN and UNITED STATES government agreepky bondholders for their
bonds. American securities dealers, such as DEAERNI3, or their predecessors, or
including but not limited to, JP MORGAN, CITIBANKBANKERS TRUST and other
DEFENDANTS, acted as “American Trustees”, andftudiary agents for the bonds
offered by issuers from GERMANY; and the GERMAN nuipal and corporate issuers
were nationalized, and became the direct obligattdGGERMAN government. Prior and
subsequent to nationalization, the UNITED STATEHed treaties, which obligated its
protection of the private property interests ofdiwwiders in general.

95. The 78 U.S. Congress, Session 1, Chapter 38, on May3®38, hdopted a
mechanism to protect bondholders called the Caiparaf Foreign Securities Holders
Act of May 27, 1933. Said Corporation was autleatjzdelegated power, and ordered,
to wit: (a) to function as Fiscal and Paying Agehthe defaulted obligations, (b) to
negotiate and assist resumption of payment dueirtert bondholders, (c) to adopt
corrective measures for the protection, vindicati@servation of the Bondholders
Contractual International Judicial Rights, (d) totpct the rights as Paying Agent, and as
a national interest in acting as Trustee for thedholders. These statutory provisions

are in the Codes 15 U.S.C. 77bb-77mm; 48 Stat592-9
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96. The United States, through the Corporation of lgaréecurities Holders
Act May 27, 1933, as fiduciary trustee, was chargeth the protection of the
bondholders’ property interests to wit: “Agreemtemttransfer of bonds to Bondholders
committee held to create express trust to conseaxegge, and adjust investment; hence
Federal court had jurisdiction of action by Comewitt

97. The United States Department of State acknowledggidthese German
gold bonds are valid instruments and obligatiohsf have been approved by the
Department of State. This was accomplished bybthads being published in the
Addendum of Additional Bonds to the MARSHALL PLAIENd by the United States
Department of State, specifically requesting thefeBdants, such as, JP MORGAN sell
the Dawes bonds in the United States.

98. The bonds contain a GOLD CLAUSE. The Gold Clauseiges that the
BEARER is entitled to payment based upon the Galtient of the Dollar existing at that
time, and the legal content of the dollar at tmaetwas 25.8 grains of gold, nine tenths
fine, as was defined by CONGRESS.

99. The estimated and present value of the German lgedder bonds is
staggering. Example:

a. The present value of a single Dawes bond, or Ybong, or Rhienelbe Union
bond, a Twenty Year 7% Sinking Fund Mortgage Galdd with an original face value of
One Thousand ($1,000.00) US Gold Dollars, is irMHeLIONS OF DOLLARS, being
actual present value is calculated at 25.8 grdigeld for each dollar, for a $1,000 gold bond
the quantity of gold is 25,800 grains divided bQ 4&quivalent in troy ounces) and brought to
present value of gold as of Februafy; 2009 was $903.35/ounce [25,800 divided by 480
multiplied Price of Gold $903.35/ounce = $48,55542@ value of single bond], and then the

applicable interest rates in Gold including, commband/or default interest, dating back,
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over 60 years must be applied; and the price af Gad increased tremendously as has the
value of the German gold bonds. Ron Campbelljledragent of the United States Treasury
Department, designated no. 10845, has confirmedduoyated the use of this formula.

100. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS, have equitablgde and/or beneficial
rights, control and interests in the German Goldr&eBonds, including but not limited to,
YOUNG, DAWES, & RHEINELBE UNION bonds, and othegittmate German Gold Bearer
Bonds, such as FREE STATE OF BAVARIA, or UNITED HIEWORKS
CORPORATION.

101. DEFENDANTS never paid for the German Golddrdaonds, of PLAINTIFF

and CLASS MEMBERS, who have sought redemption aydent of the bonds, and yet

the obligations are still unpaid, and remain ow@d. October 3, 1990, EAST

GERMANY and WEST GERMANY were REUNITED, requiringgtt the provisions of

the 1953 London Debt Agreement be implementedilatdddditional Payments be

made to Plaintiff/Class Members or bondholders.

102. PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS and Bondholders, engral, have been given

the “Run Around” by DEFENDANT Sor the past sixty years, and since 1994, as they

sought to redeem and obtain payment for their Gef@wdd Bonds.

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS and/or EQUITABLE TOLLING

103. The applicable statutes of limitations foritigtant claims on securities or
bonds has not expired.

104. Assumingrguendahat defendants attempt to assert a defense based o
statute of limitations - as was asserted by otleem@n governmental obligors and upheld
the German Supreme Court on October 25, 2005 indke of an American
Bondholder against the City of Dresden - the Rl@ntauses of action are tolled

because the acts complained of have no statuteitations, or which could or were only
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recently discovered and/or ongoing acts and/oiraaing wrongs, and/or the applicable
statutes of limitations are tolled because of Dgdets’ concealments or denials of the
facts alleged herein. Further Defendants ar@gstbirom relying on any statute of
limitations because of their concealment of thedtdent nature of their schemes.

105.  PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS have recently digeced the
DEFENDANTS'’ conspiracy and Scheme to Defraud Rfiésrand as well as the
wrongful seizure, expropriation, concealment, vatimg and/or retention and/or
tampering with THE BONDS, and/or refusal to pay ETBONDS of bondholders,

Facts related to The Scheme to Defraud Plaintifts@ass Members and
bondholders have only recently come to Plaintiffsgession and knowledge, that show
some of the ways how GERMANY and DEFENDANTS exedtitee Scheme to
Defraud Plaintiff and/or CLASS MEMBERS, out of THEONDS, or out of

payments thereof.

COUNT |
CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD
CONSPIRACY TO BREACH CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATIONS
CONSPIRACY TO BREACH GOQOD FAITH & FIDUCIARY DUTIES
AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

106. PLAINTIFFS, RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS, regtereallege, and
incorporate each and every one of the allegatitmsvare contained in the preceding
paragraphs 1 to 105, as if the same were setfidithand at length herein.

107. DEFENDANTS agreed, directly or indirectly, drydconcerted action, conspired to
defraud, Plaintiff/Class Members, and bondholders.

108. DEFENDANTS, preconceived a plan, for an unkhpdirpose, and conspired or
agreed, to do unlawful acts, by unlawful meanswssions, and to commit actual fraud or
constructive fraud, upon bondholders, Plaintifi§SIkembers.

109. DEFENDANTS, by acquiescence or active padiiop, also engaged in a
conspiracy to breach contractual obligations, armiéach their fiduciary duties, and

Defendants did breach their contractual and fidyahbligations and duties of fair dealing
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and defaulted on payment of the bonds.

110. DEFENDANTS by support and/or request ana/tataration, collectively
promoted, aided and abetted, ratified or endoheetthitentional or negligent
misrepresentations or omissions or fraud or cartsteufraud against Plaintiff/Class
Members, and conspired to defer, deter, diministieny the legitimate bondholders claims
for redemption and payment of the bonds.

111. DEFENDANTS conspiracy caused forfeiture dftsgpr claims or bonds, and/or
caused misappropriation of bonds, and a deprivafi@b AINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS
property interests, and vested rights, and Defesdaiused proper redemption or payment
on the bonds, and caused economic harm and iojegintiff/Class Members, and
bondholders.

112.  In furtherance of the conspiracy, the DEFENDANMnowingly made, or continue
to make, false and/or misleading statements, acoiftinue to make fraudulent
misrepresentations, or make omissions of objefetots, in connection with the bonds, as to
the lack of value or validity of the bonds, (fatsenisleading statements such as, among
others, the bonds or claims are “worthless” orficdubbe paid”), all the acts, statements, or
omissions, were to the detrimental reliance oPlatiff/Class Members, bondholders, and
DEFENDANTS have caused economic harm to Plaing§€Members.

113. The conspiracy to defraud, and conspiracygadh contractual obligations, and
conspiracy to breach good faith or fiduciary dutig © EFENDANTS is ongoing, and it is
systematically being committed against the Pl&iGtdss Members, and bondholders, in
that: GERMANY and DEFENDANTS, by one, or more, bboéthe participants, in the
conspiracy, actively or by compliance, have engagetbne, or do the following, but
not limited to:

(@) Continue to conceal their wrongful acts, from antbp
(b) Continue to misrepresent their obligations for payhof bonds; from and/or to;
(c) Continue to misrepresent material facts or cortheakal worth or value of the

bonds pursuant to the Gold Clause payment teroms,and/or to;
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(d) Continue to falsely and misleadingly assert thetfiéor “validation” scheme
before payment, from and/or to;

(e) Continue to use “validation” scheme with spuricggirements as an
instrumentality of fraud, or constructive fraudpnaer to thwart bondholder’s
rights, or confiscate or misappropriate or tamp#r laonds and/or to cause
forfeiture or deny claims, from and/or to;

() Continue to operate with bad faith, from and/or to;

(g) Continue to breach their contractual obligatiompress or implied), and continue
to breach their fiduciary duties, from and/or to;

(h) Continue to misrepresent or conceal material fetasive to the procedures for
redemption or payment of the bonds, from and/@rtmng others, the Plaintiff,
and the Class Members, and bondholders, and oitten¥ Representatives,
Lawyers, Politicians, Courts, Historians, and Iedéxd parties to whom
DEFENDANTS, are and have been, under an obligdiipto pay for BONDS
and property of bondholders, and (ii) to truthfidiyd fully disclose the
existence of the real value, and/or records, anallamation, and/or legitimate
redemption procedures, relative to THE BONDS.

114. The acts of one or more of the conspiratosshere the acts of all the
DEFENDANTS within the conspiracy, who are jointtydsseverally liable for the economic
harm and damages sustained by Plaintiff/Class Mesmbe

115. As adirect and proximate result of DEFENDANIdBispiracy to defraud,
conspiracy to breach contractual obligations andgitacy to breach good faith and
conspiracy to breach fiduciary duties, PLAINTIFFARS MEMBERS have suffered
economic harm.

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha jury
trial, damages and judgment against Defendantdyand/or severally for (i)

compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictictalirements of this court, of which
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the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave to the aeteation of the ultimate trier of fact

which should be permitted to award Plaintiff and<sl members MILLIONS of dollars

and (i) interest, and attorney fees, exemplaryurtitive damages, costs of action.
COUNT Il

NEGLIGENT MISREPRESENTATION
AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

116. PLAINTIFFS, RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repigeeallege, and
incorporate each and every one of the allegat®usratained in the above referenced
paragraphs 1-115, as if the same were set forfjhdnld at length herein.

117. DEFENDANTS, as Trustees, and/or Obligors,ar@/arantors, and/or
Redemption and Paying Agents, or Successors theretife PLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS’ BONDS, had, and have legal and/or equetdbties, and special and/or
fiduciary relationships, and have duties owing talsd@laintiff or Class Members, as
legitimate bondholders seeking redemption and palyof¢he bonds.

118. DEFENDANTS owe a duty to communicate propdraacurate information to
the PlaintifffClass Members, bondholders seekirrgdeem and obtain payment of their
bonds, upon which they could reasonably rely irctdreuct of their affairs relative to the
bonds, and DEFENDANTS had/have a duty NOT to cdmeeaippress information,
relative to redemption and/or payment of the baiadshich they had exclusive
possession of, and enjoyed a superior positionridholders, Plaintiff/Class Members.
119. DEFENDANTS breached their duties, and actgtigeatly, recklessly, and/or
fraudulently.

120. Throughout the years, in particular since 188#n the SEC declared that
bondholders could press their claims for paymetite@bonds, the DEFENDANTS have
received multiple inquiries from bondholders segkedemption of their bonds. For
example, on or about March 2006, PLAINTIFF or CLASSEMBERS, by themselves or
through their representatives, contacted the DERENILS, and made inquiries (verbally

by telephone, or in writing by letter or fax, ordayail) about “where” and “how” and
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“with whom” to redeem the bonds and how to obtampgayments due on the bonds.

121. DEFENDANTS, through their employees, workmgheir offices, acting within
the scope of employment or authority for their eesige Defendants’, consistently failed,
or refused to give adequate responses to thea@pugsind/or misrepresented they “did not
have” or “did not know” about redemption or paymermtcedures on German gold bonds.
122. DEFENDANTS failed to disclose the prap@rmation, when they had/have a
duty to disclose such, and/or failed to provide rmeyaningful procedure for redemption
and payment of the bonds to the bondholders, whetivately or publicly.

123. Defendants either acted intentionally to mlevalse or misleading information, or
were negligent in ascertaining the truth of thieitesnents, and Defendants failed to verify,
disclose, or institute proper and fair procedusesddemption and payment of the bonds,
while knowing they had a legal or contractual adilans, and/or fiduciary or equitable
duties to provide the information, and to redeethy for the bonds.

124. These acts, failures and/or omissions, andfligent misrepresentations, were in
direct violation of the DEFENDANTS’ duties, whickisted by virtue of the special or
fiduciary relationships, and by virtue of the spgdegal and equitable obligations, and/or
fiduciary duties, between the parties, and unaecitlcumstances, the Defendants’ acts,
negligent misrepresentations, failures and omissiso amounted to constructive fraud,
and were to the detrimental reliance of PLAINTIHEASS MEMBERS, who were

injured by the Defendants’ misrepresentations aneéee injured by Defendants’ failure
to provide proper information or redemption proceduand as a direct and proximate
result of such misconduct, PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERSfered economic harm.
125. As afurther direct and proximate resuDBFENDANTS’ breach of duty, and
misconduct, Plaintiff/Class Members were not abletieem their bonds pursuant to their
legal rights, and were not able to obtain payment Defendants according to the terms
of the bonds, and PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS had tddi claims, and suffered
economic damages.

126. As a further direct and proximate result efttleaches and omissions,
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DEFENDANTS have gained an Unconscionable Advantager,the Plaintiffs/Class
Members, and have evaded their redemption and payribiyations, and have been
Unjustly Enriched, by withholding adequate infonmatand preventing meaningful
redemption of the bonds, and by refusing paymetmeoPLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS bonds, for which paymentis due and owing.

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha
jury trial, damages and judgment against Defendairly and/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictigalirements of this court, of
which the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave te determination of the ultimate
trier of fact which should be permitted to awardiftiff and Class Members
MILLIONS of dollars and (ii) interest, and attorn&es, exemplary or punitive
damages, costs of action.

COUNT Hi
CONSTRUCTIVE FRAUD
AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

127. PLAINTIFFS, RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repgeeallege, and
incorporate each and every one of the allegat®usratained in the above referenced
paragraphs 1-126, as if the same were set forfjhdnld at length herein.

128. DEFENDANTS, as Trustees, and/or Obligors, an@Uarantors, and/or
Redemption and Paying Agents, and/or Successaexthen the PLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS’ BONDS, have legal, and/or equitable dytaasd have special and/or
fiduciary relationships or obligations, and oweiesitowards Plaintiff/Class Members
seeking redemption and payment of the bonds.

129. DEFENDANTS had/have duties to maintairppraedemption and payment
procedures for the PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS'’ bondsd Defendants had/have a
duty to communicate accurate information to thenfifiClass Members and bondholders

seeking to redeem and/or obtain payment of theidbpupon which they could
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reasonably rely in the conduct of their affairatefe to the bonds, and DEFENDANTS
have a duty NOT to conceal or suppress informatod, Defendants have duty to act with
GOOD FAITH, and not to act in ways adverse or detntal to the PLAINTIFFS’ rights.
130. DEFENDANTS received questions and inquiriesnfbondholders, Plaintiff/Class
Members, concerning the redemption and paymetedf bonds. Specifically
Defendants received questions as to “how” the baonddd be redeemed and “where” and
with “whom” and “how” payment could be obtained.

131. When Defendants received the requests andigsgjithe DEFENDANTS knew
and realized, in light of their equitable, legafiduciary duties or obligations, or in light

of the confidential or special relationships betw#e parties, that they had/have duties to
PLAINTIFFS/CLASS MEMBERS, and to provide adequatd aneaningful responses.
The Defendants’ answers to the Plaintiffs’ questj@and/or their responses relative to
redemption and payment procedures, lacked transparand were negligently, or
intentionally, deceptive or ambiguous and/or untarisated.

132. DEFENDANTS further realized that bonds fromARLTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS
were still unpaid and/or in default, and that Ri#fsi claims were in good faith and
forthcoming, and DEFENDANTS had/have a duty torbegparent, and open, and fair,
and reasonably prompt and efficient, in dealindhite Plaintiff/Class Members’ claims,
and to pay according to the terms of the bonds DEEEENDANT S had/have a duty NOT
to impose unreasonable, or arbitrary and capriciousxtracurricular, requirements (such
as proof of ownership in 1945), which was not witthie plain language and ambit or
terms of the Bearer bonds.

133. Defendants failed to do the necessary dasiesas required pursuant to the special
and fiduciary relationships with Plaintiff/Class Mbers, and DEFENDANTS breached

their legal and/or equitable duties and/or fidugcialbligations.

52



Case 1:08-cv-06254 Document 42 Filed 02/04/09 Page 53 of 95

134. DEFENDANTS knew that bonds were in defaultl #rat bondholders, such as
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS would, sooner or later, dand payment of their bonds,
and Defendants had/have a duty to institute proggigmption mechanisms, and
Defendants had/have a duty to make payment acgptdithe terms of the bonds, and
had/have a duty to maintain proper information iamglement fair and proper procedures
for redemption and payment of the bonds.

135. Further DEFENDANTS had/have a duty to malat sademption information,

and to make fair procedures for redemption and gaymaf bonds according to the terms
of the bonds, AVAILABLE to Plaintiffs, in order tsafeguard PLAINTIFFS/CLASS
MEMBERS’ investments or monies held in trust by EENDANTS. And Defendants
had/have a duty to provide the bondholders a reddermpportunity to redeem their bonds
and obtain just payment.

136. DEFENDANTS negligently or intentionally failéd fulfill their fiduciary
obligations, and failed to meet their duties ofypding adequate information, and failed to
meet their obligations to provide meaningful redéorpand payment of the bonds to
Plaintiffs/Class Members, all of which operatecaamnstructive fraud.

137. DEFENDANTS did not provide proper informati@nd reasonable redemption and
just payment to Plaintiffs/Class Members. Furthiee, DEFENDANTS adopted contrary
measures, completely adverse to Plaintiffs’ rigintd interests, in that DEFENDANTS,
directly or indirectly, endorsed, approved, acqeeelsto, participated in, or conducted an
improper, or unlawful “validation” scheme, whicmfttioned as a ruse, and by definition
and operation was constructive fraud.

138. The deception was designed to deprive PlHRI#Ess Members of their rights,
and/or claims, and/or bonds and/or monies, alllottvwas in direct breach of the

Defendants’ special relationships and/or equitablegal duties or fiduciary obligations,

53



Case 1:08-cv-06254 Document 42 Filed 02/04/09 Page 54 of 95

and all of which, operated as a constructive frdoidwhich DEFENDANTS are
accountable, and liable for the damages causekhittif/Class Members.

139. DEFENDANTS breached and violated their dutsl/or acted negligently or
recklessly, by failing to provide meaningful redeimp procedures for payment of the
bonds, and/or by failing to provide adequate infation, and/or, by concealing
redemption or payment information or promoting getive standards (such as
concealments relative to the validity and valuéhefbonds under the Gold Clauses
payment terms), or by providing false or misleadirfgrmation or statements, such as the
bonds are “worthless” or “cannot be paid”, all be detrimental reliance of Plaintiff/Class
Members, who suffered economic harm and injury eesalt of the Defendants’ acts or
omissions, which amount to positive or construcfreeid, and have detrimental effect
upon Plaintiff/Class Members and upon private angitblic interests.

140. The acts or omissions, false statements aeprssentations, of Defendants’
relative to the bonds, had/have a systematic psifyeio deceive bondholders and the
public, and had/have a systematic tendency torcamtel further, and operate as a fraud
upon Plaintiff/Class Members, and bondholdersspeetive of the moral guilt of the
wrongdoers, or intent to deceive or actual dishgnes

141. DEFENDANTS solicited the Plaintiff/Class Mems&ianonies, and Defendants
solicited investment in the bonds, under circunstarwhere these monies or investments
from Plaintiff/Class Members, were not gifts, arailtl not be considered as gifts; and
DEFENDANTS solicited trust and confidence, by hofgithemselves out as reliable,
creditworthy, trustworthy, and expert financialtingions, and by holding themselves out
as reputable, Trustees, or Obligors, or SellingkBrs, or Redemption and Paying Agents,
and/or Guarantors, or successors thereof, and ldyniggchemselves out as dependable

entities, for repayment of the bonds, to the dedntal reliance and injury of Plaintiffs.

54



Case 1:08-cv-06254 Document 42 Filed 02/04/09 Page 55 of 95

142. As such, DEFENDANTS established equitableglleny fiduciary duties and/or
special or confidential or fiduciary relationshipgh Plaintiff/Class Members,
bondholders, and thereafter, DEFENDANTS breachent kagal, equitable or fiduciary
duties and/or obligations causing harm to Plait@itiss Members.

143. As adirect and proximate result of DEFENNDA’ constructive fraud, and breach
of legal, equitable, or fiduciary duties, Plaintffass Members suffered monetary
damages and were not able redeem their bonds aredweable to obtain payment
according to the terms of the bonds.

144. And as a direct and proximate result of sédstFENDANTS’ constructive fraud,
the DEFENDANTS have gained an undue and Unconsolerfadvantage and have been
unjustly enriched by withholding proper informationredemption and by refusing
payment of the bonds, and by keeping all the boadies due to PLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS, of principal and interest, which are dne awing to the Plaintiffs, and
DEFENDANTS’ have unjustifiably evaded payment of tionds.

WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha jury
trial, damages and judgment against Defendantdyand/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictictalirements of this court, of which
the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave to the aeteation of the ultimate trier of fact
which should be permitted to award Plaintiff an@<sl Members MILLIONS of dollars
and (i) interest, and attorney fees, exemplaryuritive damages, costs of action.

COUNT IV - FRAUD

AGAINST COMMERZBANK AG & DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK
AND DEFENDANTS

145. PLAINTIFFS, RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repgeeallege, and
incorporate each and every one of the allegat®usratained in the above referenced
paragraphs 1-144, as if the same were set forfjhdnld at length herein.
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146. On or about, February 2006, Plaintiffs, byrtbelves, or through their
representatives, made inquiries with BAFIN, thedfaldFinancial Supervisory Authority
in Bonn, Germany, relative to redemption and paym&ihe German gold bonds, such as
the Rheinelbe Union, and were informed by one®gtinployees who works at BAFIN,
Mr. Stephan Neuburg, and he indicated and confilmii official capacity and/or
within the scope of his employment, and/or ageaigi/or authority for BAFIN, that he
personally spoke with DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, and tieepfirmed to him that the
DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK was an appropriate partneréolemption and payment of
the bonds, and the thing to do was to send the &egaid bonds to the DEUTSCHE
BUNDESBANK for applicable redemption and payment.

FRAUD ALLEGATIONS AS TO DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK

147.  On or about, February/March 2006, DEUTSGHERIDESBANK in Frankfurt,
Germany, was contacted by Plaintiffs, by themsetuethirough their representatives, in
order to get the German gold bonds redeemed, sugawes, Young, or Rhein Elbe
Union, or other legitimate bonds, and to obtaimpant for the gold bearer bonds.
148.  On or about February/March 2006, officialspleryees and/or representatives of
the DEUTSCH BUNDESBANK, namely Dr. Schmidt and/or. K8ierenstein, acting
within the scope of employment and/or agency aradfthority for the DEUTSCHE
BUNDESBANK, with malice aforethought made intenbmisrepresentations of
material fact, verbally and/or in writing, by péetter, fax or email, and stated falsely,
and/or misleadingly, and/or misrepresented asAsliand to the effect - THAT:
A) The Bonds are “WORTHLESS PAPER” and they ‘ilsegoint in
discussing the matter” of redemption of the boadd;
(B) “Germany”’ and “Deutsche Bundesbank” have “N€pansibility for
payment of the bonds”, and;
© “COMMERZBANK AG” was the entity that dealt witclaims in
connection with the bonds through a domestic “CONTAFFICE” in Frankfurt,

but the office was “CLOSED” for redemption and paytrof the Plaintiff or Class
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Members gold bonds, and that DEUTSCHE BUNDESBAN#dfore “COULD

NOT PROVIDE FURTHER INFORMATION OR NAME OF A CONTALC

PERSON?”, for redemption or payment of the bonds.
149. The employees/officers/directors/agents otéobe Bundesbank knew the falsity
and/or misleading nature of their above-referestatédments.
150. The officials, employees or representativelrectors of DEUTSCHE
BUNDESBANK, Dr. Schmidt and/or Mr. Gierenstein, vihalice aforethought, acting
within their scope of employment, agency and/dnaity for the Deutsche Bundesbank,
made the false, and/or misleading, and/or decegitatements, knowingly, intending to
mislead by misrepresentations of material faanaissions thereof, when (a) they KNEW
that GERMANY had responsibility for the pre war tdatin the bonds and wanted to hide
their liability; and (b) they KNEW that GERMANY hastcepted its obligations for
payment of the bonds; (c) and they KNEW that GERMAABId its relevant agency
GERMAN DEFENDANTS, such as the DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANiK{act dealt with
claims in connection with redemption of bonds aad/lnave the responsibility to give
accurate information and obligations to pay foriéigtimate bonds, (d) and they KNEW
that COMMERZBANK had an office for redemption arayment of bonds, that was still
open but withheld the information from the outéetand they KNEW with whom, and
where, and how the PlaintifffClass Members, coatttact the right person at the
COMMERZBANK to get bonds redeemed or paid, but tmesfeadingly, deceptively, or
intentionally, failed to provide the accurate imfiation.
151. Further on or about February/March 2006, tieads, employees or
representatives or directors of DEUTSCHE BUNDESBAINK Schmidt and
Gierenstein, with malice aforethought, acting witthieir scope of employment, agency
and/or authority for the Deutsche Bundesbank, rfadsie, and/or misleading statements,
and/or omissions, knowingly, negligently, or intenally misrepresented to the effect that
the bonds have no value due to “INSUFFICIENT PR@BFOWNERSHIP".

152. The employees of Deutsche Bundesbank, knddhNEW, of the Falsity or
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Misleading nature of their misrepresentations,taayg know, or KNEW, the German gold
bonds are BEARER BONDS, payable upon demand fostheer, (regardless of “proof of
ownership” or irrespective of location of the “bend 1945”), and they know, or KNEW,
of the terms of the bearer bonds, required no @bof/nership.

153. The employees of Deutsche Bundesbank, knddhNEW, of the Falsity or
Misleading nature of their misrepresentations,thag know, or KNEW the bonds
contain GOLD CLAUSE payment terms of the bondsclvrender them highly
valuable. And they knew that the gold clausesalemsly set forth and was consistent
with the stated intentions expressed by all thiégsao the bonds, and/or participating in
the bonds contracts.

154. The misrepresentations or false and misleatitgments or omissions made by
GERMANY, and/or its agent, DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, &mcany of its
employees, were maliciously designed to deceieguteand/or deprive the
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS of their rights to paymeahd to deny the bondholders
of any meaningful opportunity to present theirtiegate claims.

155.  Further, the false statements or misrepragergdy Deutsche Bundesbank
and/or its employees, were intended to deceisaan effect of deceiving, the
bondholders, into deeming their bonds were “WORTHSE or into believing that the
bonds are worth less than what they actually arthwad he misleading statements were
designed to discourage or prevent legitimate claims

156. The false or misleading statements or misseptations by DEUTSCHE
BUNDESBANK were to the detrimental reliance andmjof PLAINTIFFS, and/or
caused forfeiture of PlaintifffClass Members’ clajrand caused economic harm and
damages to Plaintiff or Class Members.

157. And such false and misleading statementsal&yemade for the benefit or unjust
enrichment of GERMANY and DEFENDANTS, and to seamainconscionable
advantage for Germany and Defendants, and to daiaéff or Class Members or

bondholders to forfeit their claims and/or denynata And GERMANY and/or
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DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK are vicariously liable for therts or misrepresentations or
fraud or misleading statements or omissions efiiployees or representatives or agents
acting within the scope of employment and/or agamcior authority for the
DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK and GERMANY.

FRAUD ALLEGATIONS AS TO COMMERZBANK AG

158.  On or about March 2006, COMMERZBANK AG irafkfurt, Germany, was
contacted by Plaintiff or Class Members, by theweselor through their representatives,
or agents, relative to redemption of the bondgpaydhent of cash for the bonds.
159.  On or about March 2006, COMMERZBANK AG in Atant Am Main, by its
representatives and/or employees and/or agergpressentative departments, including,
but not limited to, Zentraler Service Bereich Teat®n Banking, or the Zentraler Stab
Recht, confirmed they function as an “Examining Atyéor the redemption and payment
of the Plaintiff and/or Class Members gold bortisis was indicated or confirmed by
Herman Stahl and/or Julius Kimmle who are emplogé€ommerzbank, acting within
the scope of employment, and/or authority, andjeney for COMMERZBANK AG.
160. False or misleading or deceptive statemeittsmalice aforethought, were made
by defendant COMMERZBANK AG, through its employaesl/or representatives,
responsible for redemption and payment of the havials negligently, or recklessly, or
intentionally, misled Plaintiff and Class Membeusgd who made misrepresentations of
material facts, or omissions thereof, verballynawriting, by fax, letter, or email, relative
to the redemption or “validation” scheme, as fo#oand to the effect THAT:

A “BONDS are “INVALID”, and;

B. There is ““NO CHANCE” to get the bonds redeemetialidated” and

“NO CHANCE” to receive payment, “EXCEPT", if youea"JEWISH”,
and prove “Where the bonds were in 1945” outsiden@ey.

161. These misleading and/or false or deceptitenséants were made by Julius
Kimmle and/or Herman Stahl, in the scope of emplayinor authority for

COMMERZBANK AG, when they KNEW, the falsity or mesiding nature of their
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statements, and/or knew they were misrepresergationaterial fact, and they KNEW
the BEARER BONDS did NOT require the Bearer or Baider to be “JEWISH”, and
they KNEW the terms of the BEARER BONDS themsehaz NO requirement
whatsoever, that MANDATED the Bearer of the bordgdtove the bond’s location in
1945”, outside Germany, or to demonstrate a “obidustody to 1945”.

162. COMMERZBANK AG is vicariously liable for therts or intentional
misrepresentations or misleading statements ait ohifis employees or representatives or
agents, acting within the scope of employmentuthaaity, or agency for Commerzbank.
In addition COMMERZBANK AG is responsible for thetians or omissions of its
designated department for German gold bonds, arE#amining Agents”, making
fraudulent or misleading statements.

163. The deceptive and false and misleading statsrng COMMERZBANK AG

were to the detrimental reliance and injury to R\AIFF and/or CLASS MEMBERS,
and/or bondholders, and caused economic lossitdifP&nd/or Class Members or
bondholders, and such fraud, misleading stateraadtsisrepresentation of material fact
was perpetrated by COMMERZBANK AG, for its benefid that of its co-conspirators,
DEFENDANTS, in order to diminish claims, or detardeprive bondholders’ rights, or
prevent, or deny, or cause forfeiture of the PLAIRH or CLASS MEMBERS or
bondholders’ claims; and/or to impermissibly gitayment conditions of the bonds, on an
arbitrary and/or capricious basis, so as NOT TO BAYhe bonds to bondholders, and/or
to unjustly enrich Defendants, and to secure fen@erzbank and Defendants an
unconscionable advantage.

164. Based on the statements by DEUTSCHE BUNDBSB3 representatives or
employees or officials; and the statements by CORMIBANK AG employees,

officials, or representatives; and based on thiaidgions of bondholders, or CLASS
MEMBERS’, who submitted bonds for “validation”jstevident that GERMANY, and

the GERMAN redemption and/or paying agents, su@uaslesbank or Commerzbank,

had/have NO intention to pay for the Plaintiffs&Sl&lembers’ bonds.
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165. The “validation” scheme and redemption ananesy process employed by
GERMANY and COMMERZBANK AG, provides no sourcethfe process, and no
source of fairness in treating the claims, andooice of legal relief, and no chance for
payment for Plaintiffs or legitimate bondholdersosubmit claims, due to the unreliable
and fraudulent nature of the “validation” schem&ERMANY, which can change at any
moment, according to the “Examiner” whim or capricghat:

a. GERMANY and/or COMMERZBANK AG, as redemption gral/ing
agent for the bonds, have included and/or use tealgnption or payment criteria which
have absolutely nothing to do with the payment $asifrihe original Bearer Bonds sold
and payable in the United States; the BONDS reqgaifroof of Ownership”, or
“location of the bonds in 1945”, or being “JEWISH".

b. Some PLAINTIFFS or CLASS MEMBERS or bondholdars, in fact
JEWISH, and such legitimate JEWISH bondholdergatided to redemption and
payment of their bonds by GERMANY, COMMERZBANK tetobligor
DEFENDANTS. Similarly, some Plaintiffs/Class Member bondholders, are in fact
NON-JEWISH, and have their own sets of beliefs,sarat legitimate NON-JEWISH
bondholders, are also entitled to redemption aghpat of their bonds by GERMANY,
or the paying agents, COMMERZBANK AG, and/or othieigor DEFENDANTS, in
accordance with the terms of the bonds.

C. The religious background, or beliefs of a botd#m as one of the
purported factors employed by DEFENDANTS, or GERMAbI the redemption and
paying agents, such as DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, or CBMMBANK AG, for
redemption and payment of the bonds, is a religandgor ethnic and/or cultural factor,
and is an unconstitutional and/or unlawful factoutilize in the redemption or payment of
the German gold bonds, and it is not a relevatericnn, nor a condition precedent, for
payment of the bonds, which are Bearer Bonds.

166. GERMANY, DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK, COMMERZBANK and

DEFENDANTS have taken the position that they wilNpay on the bonds, even if
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bonds are legitimate and authenticated by exaertsthey will never honor the Plaintiffs
or Class Members'’ rights, or comply with their legguitable, fiduciary obligations, or

the redemption and payment terms of the bondsssirdedered to do so by Court.

167. PLAINTIFF attaches the Declaration of Ms.iEtfe Korber, a bondholder, who
has hundreds of German gold dollar bonds, YoungeBaRhienelbe, and others, and is a
prospective CLASS MEMBER, who experienced the tatlon process” in GERMANY
and was falsely told her bonds would be redeemeisslze authenticated her bonds via
expert, and she deposited her bonds at COMMERZB#NBusseldorf, according to the
instructions given to her by German government@gehe DEUTSCHE

BUNDESBANK.

168. There was a Mr. Herlinger, with whom Ms. Kenvas communicating, and she
did what was requested of her to satisfy the “reguents” for “validation”, and she was
told that money would be paid to her, or her ber@f’'s account in Commerzbank
Dusseldorf. But no monies were paid. The statésmaade to her were false and they
strung her along, and ultimately, the German gawent, and Commerzbank, for no
legitimate reason, reneged on their statemengsparises, or agreements or obligations to
redeem and pay her bonds, and she had no optitmdbernand the return of her bonds.

FRAUD ALLEGATIONS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

169. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS, by themselvesttoough their
representatives, successors, agents, or assigasiéraanded redemption with
DEFENDANTS, the redemption and paying agents, ataistees, and/or guarantors,
and/or selling brokers, and/or successors in stteaad/or parent or subsidiary companies,
or principals or agents of the Defendants. Pftsritave demanded payment from these
parties responsible for payment of the bonds, leterizlants have refused to redeem or to
pay cash for the bonds.

170. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS have stated frauthwparticularity as to the
DEFENDANTS, such as DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK and COMMBRINK, and

while the general rule is that fraud must be pled particularity as to each Defendant in
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a multi-defendant case, under the circumstancéise @onspiracy to Defraud by
DEFENDANTS, which is ongoing for many years, arelriature of this Class Action,
the PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS respectfully requiee Court to recognize the
exceptions to the general rule, in that the apmica@f the Rule, prior to discovery, may
permit sophisticated defrauders to successfullgealrthe details of their fraud.

171. Furthermore, to require Plaintiff or Class Nbens, to describe in the complaint,
the countless or untold instances of fraud or @siey statements with particularity, that
occurred relative to the myriad of bondholders Whaee contacted the Defendants, over
the years, would be an overwhelming task, giveretigee number of Bondholders in
America and worldwide, and the large number of CEASEMBERS, and the number
of DEFENDANTS, in the ongoing conspiracy to defréathdholders, and would
require extensive and appropriate discovery.

172.  Accordingly, PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS, respadly request the Court,

to the extent applicable and justifiable, to retexnormally rigorous particularity rule
relative to fraud, as the documents, evidences fetwithin the DEFENDANTS
exclusive knowledge and control; and DEFENDANT Siase@lers, and/or collaborators,
or co-conspirators, or affiliated, or subsidianeparent companies, or alter egos, or
related entities, involved in the massive fraudanse economic loss to Plaintiffs and
which has caused economic loss to PlaintifffClasmblers, and other victims, and the
breach of contracts, refusal to pay the bondspadédprivation of rights, of the hundreds
and thousands of bondholders at issue.

173. DEFENDANTS, acted to commit the wrongs, argligence, and fraud, and the
breaches of contractual and fiduciary obligatiams@ained of, and took part in the
conspiracy to defraud bondholders.

174. DEFENDANTS' patrticipation in the scheme tardedl, was done with active
involvement, and/or the knowledge of the fraudustsiiements, actions or omissions of
the co-conspirators.

175. DEFENDANTS acquiesced to, or aided and ahettedraud of their co-
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Defendants, and have been unjustly enriched, aathetd an unconscionable advantage,
by their acquiescence, and/or purposeful condndtdafault, or refusal to pay the bonds.
176. As adirect and proximate result of COMMERZB®&S and DEUTSCHE
BUNDESBANK'’S, and DEFENDANTS’, fraud, or false otisieading statements or
omissions of fact, were all to the detrimentabmdie and injury and economic harm of
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, who have suffered ntangand other damages.
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha
jury trial, damages and judgment against Defendaily and/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictigalirements of this court, of
which the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave te determination of the ultimate
trier of fact which should be permitted to awardiftiff and Class Members
MILLIONS of dollars and (ii) interest, and attorn&es, exemplary or punitive
damages, costs of action.

COUNT V

PIERCING THE CORPORATE VEIL/ALTER EGO
RESPONDEAT SUPERIOR OR PRINCIPAL/AGENT LIABILITY
AS TO ALL DEFENDANTS

177. PLAINTIFFS, RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repgeeallege, and
incorporate each and every one of the allegat®usratained in the above referenced
paragraphs 1-176, as if the same were set foghdad at length herein.

178. DEFENDANTS on their own, or jointly, acteddahgh their alter egos, or
subsidiaries, wholly owned, or affiliates, or diiss, or employees, or representatives, or
agents or agencies, or other entities, which vesgonsible for redemption or payment

of the bonds; AND which subsidiaries, affiliatesjgions, agencies or agents,
employees, or entities that DEFENDANTS controlét)/or dominated and/or had unity
of interest, and/or had common ownership, or commaone, or common directors or
officers, or commingling of funds and assets, efthrious entities, and/or were alter

egos of each other; and/or were the DEFENDANT Serskells, conduits or
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Instrumentalities, and/or that separate persaestiid not really exist; through which
DEFENDANTS acted to commit various torts, wrongdyreaches of fiduciary duty or
breaches of contract, or bad faith and/or defauligayment of the bonds.

179. These were entities through which DEFENDANG@8dto effect the fraudulent
schemes and conspiracy, AND entities through WREERENDANTS implemented
deceit and/or caused harm and/or caused econasitloictims, PLAINTIFF/CLASS
MEMBERS, and bondholders, and it would inequitablpermit DEFENDANTS to
avoid liability and effect fraud by use of conduitstrumentalities, or fictitious forms.
180. Under established agency law, and/or Respb8dearior, and/or Piercing the
Corporate Veil, and/or other appropriate legalgyples of liability, or law, or public
policy, the DEFENDANTS, and their subsidiaries,/andffiliates, and/or divisions,
and/or agents and/or principals, and/or parente®asabsidiaries, and/or other
combinations of DEFENDANTS are jointly and/or seligtiable for the acts and
omissions complained of, and for aiding and alp#ch other, and PLAINTIFF and
CLASS MEMBERS request the Court to apply equitabeedies where appropriate
under the circumstances to prevent fraud and iogust

181. These wrongs, torts, frauds, misrepresensatimmspiracies, scheme to defraud,
breaches of fiduciary duty, breaches of contradgiture to pay the bonds, which caused
economic loss and other harm to PLAINTIFF/CLASS MBIBRS, was done and
executed at the direction of the DEFENDANTS, anthfeir Related entities, and/or
Defendants’ majority shareholders, and accordiraiilgre responsible for payment of
the bonds, in order to prevent injustice, and év@nmt fraud against the Plaintiff/Class
Members, bondholders, and/or to prevent unjustiement of Defendants.

182. DEFENDANTS employed manipulative and/or deeeptevices in a scheme to
defraud PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS, and/or engagedgats which operate/d as a
fraud, and/or made untrue statements of matedtlead/or omitted statements of
material fact so as make the statements not misggan connection with the bonds,

relative to validity and/or value and/or redempfwocedure and/or payment criteria of
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the bonds, and did so by negligent or unlawful reesana/or by the use of any means or
instrumentality of interstate commerce, or the smailfacilities of the national exchange
in violation of the common laws and/or US Secugilavs or international laws.
183. To the extentthat DEFENDANTS may try to lithiir liability by means of
fictitious forms, or ambiguous corporate structurnesonfigurations, or other agents or
entities, and to the extent that DEFENDANTS cotedbthe wrongdoers, the
DEFENDANTS have control person liability, or vieass liability, as they willfully and
culpably participated in the fraudulent scheme,@mdrolled the primary violators,
and/or acted in bad faith, and/or aided or abditiedraud or breaches, and/or acted to
induce the fraud or breaches, whether directipdirectly, and/or had knowledge of the
fraud or breaches, and did not prevent the wronggoi
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha
jury trial, damages and judgment against Defendairly and/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictigtalirements of this court, of
which the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave te determination of the ultimate
trier of fact which should be permitted to awarditiff and Class members
MILLIONS of dollars and (ii) interest, and attorn&es, exemplary or punitive
damages, costs of action.

COUNT VI

WRONGFUL EXPROPRIATION/TAKING OF PROPERTY
AGAINST All DEFENDANTS

184. Plaintiffs, RICHARDBLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeggallege, and incorporate
each and every one o f the allegations as conttaeaabove referenced paragraphs 1-183, as
if the same were set forth fully and at length rere

185. The aforesaid described conspiracy, unlawfdl feaudulent acts and/or omissions of
DEFENDANTS and GERMANY constituted a wrongful expmiation and/or taking of
Plaintifs RICHARD BLEIER, CLASS MEMBERS', rights)terests, property, and specifically
THE BONDS, or their rights to payments for the BOBJWvhich are the subject of this claim.
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186. The aforementioned conspiracy, fraudulest@aimissions and wrongful expropriation
and/or takings involved GERMANY's and/or DEFENDANTS

a. transportation, shipment, confiscation, taking andther acts related
to THE BONDS in the United States, or other actioh&h had an
effect on Plaintiff and Class Members rights angdfoperty inthe US,
or the securities market in the US, or took otle&oas which had a
direct effect on similar rights and/or commerciarket in the US as
those are defined by 28S.C.A8 1605 (a) (2 );

b. deprivation and/or adversely affecting PlaintiffBER and the
Members of the Plaintiff Class', property amghts inthe BONDS
and/or property that had been exchanged for pojpette US, all of
which were taken related to the commercial seearitiarket and
activities related, those are defined byl2BCAS 1605 (a) (3);

c. wrongful expropriation and/or taking Plaintiffstbe Class Members of
the Plaintiff Class' property in the US and elsawlie the world, THE
BONDS, which is/are in the custody, possessiortyaland/or
are/were being stored in DEFENDANTS’ possessiath adlrof which
is and was in violation of international law asgb@cts are defined by
28 USCA8 1605 (a) (3);and

d. damage to and/or loss of Plaintiff or Class Mempawperty or rights
in the US, and these damages and/or losses weseddayibreaches or
tortious and/or wrongful act(s) or omission(s) HENDANTS, and/or
ministry officials, employees, agents and or repretives of
DEFENDANTS and/or one of its ministries, departtegorgans and/or

agencies and while they were acting witthia scope of their office or
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employment as those are defined by28. C.A. Sec.1605 (a) (5).
187. As adirect result of GERMANY/DEFENDANE®resaid conspiracy, wrongful
acts, omissions and/or wrongful expropriations@rtdkings, Plaintiff and Class Members have
suffered monetary and other damages.
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha jury
trial, damages and judgment against Defendantdyand/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictictalirements of this court, of which
the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave to the aeteation of the ultimate trier of fact
which should be permitted to award Plaintiff and<sl Members MILLIONS of dollars

and (ii) interest, and attorney fees, exemplamyuonitive damages, and costs of this action.

COUNT VII
CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD

Against All Defendants
188. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER and CLASS MEMERS repeat, reallege and

incorporate each and every one of the allegatidniseoforegoing paragraphs herein, 1
through 187, as if the same were set forth fulhy at length, herein.
189. The aforesaid acts or omissions DEFENDANVESe part of a
scheme to defraud and conspiracy designed to dispesand deprive the
rightful owners or bearers of bonds, including Ri&Class Members of their
property, their bonds, and the rights and interib&eein; and to cause the
prevention, diminution, deferral, denial and/orféoure of legitimate bondholders’
claims, and to deprive Plaintiff/Class Members aympent for their bonds.
190. The aforesaid fraud and other acts diceat Plaintiffs and bondholders
and class members were motivated by DEFENDANTSGERMANY's desire
to avoid its multi-billion US dollar obligation, fgpayment to bondholders.

191. The aforesaid conspiracy, fraud and othesrlaz DEFENDANTS and
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GERMANY were wrongful. The aforesaid conspiraapud and other acts were
in violation of applicable laws and regulations gaving DEFENDANTS’ and
GERMANY's conduct, actions and obligations relat&laintiffs and bondholders
property and rights, THE BONDS and marketable sgear
192.  As adirect and proximate result of DEFENND/A and GERMANY's
aforesaid conspiracy, fraud and other wrongful defeintiffs and Class Members
have suffered monetary and other damages.
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, dentha jury
trial, damages and judgment against Defendanttya@nd/or severally for (i)
compensatory damages, which meet the jurisdictictalirements of this court, of which
the Plaintiff/Class Members shall leave to the aeteation of the ultimate trier of fact
which should be permitted to award Plaintiff and<sl Members MILLIONS of dollars
and (ii) interest, and attorney fees, exemplamyuonitive damages, and costs of this action.
COUNT VI

NEGLIGENCE and/or NEGLIGENT SUPERVISION

Adainst All Defendants

193. Plaintifs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeaeallege, and incorporate
each and every one of the allegations of the fanggparagraphs 1 through 192, as if the
same were fully set forth and at length herein.

194. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS had an obligatiorekercise diligence with regard

to identification, validation, redemption and/oypeent for Plaintiff RICHARD BLEIER and

the CLASS MEMBERS, bondholders, of the Plaintifd€3 Members' property, THE
BONDS.

195. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS had an obligatiorstipervise their agents, employees,

representatives and/or all persons acting withem #ictual and/or apparent authority or scope of
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employment so as to insure that such persons,@cperly, and lawfully, and with due
diligence, so as not to allow them to make the apgr statements and/or commit unlawful or
fraudulent acts as alleged herein, with regarclidation, redemption and/or payment for
Plaintiffs and the Class Members bondholders, ffifiHass Members’ property, the BONDS.
196. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS were negligenttireir obligation to honor the
aforesaid duties.

197.  Asadirect and proximate result of GERM's and DEFENDANTS negligence

and/or failure to properly control and/or supertiseindividuals, persons and/or entities for
redemption or payment of the bonds; and as a dinelproximate result of GERMANY's and
DEFENDANTS negligence and/or failure to properbtitate and administer fair and lawful
procedures for redemption and payment of the boifekintiff and Class Members,
bondholders, Plaintiff and the members of the Bteitiass and bondholders have suffered
monetary and other damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, demand g juiial, damages

and judgment against DEFENDANTS, jointly and/oresaly for (i) compensatory damages
which meet jurisdictional requirements of this ¢p@and plaintiff shall leave to the
determination of the ultimate trier of fact whidtosld be permitted to award plaintiff and class
members in the MILLIONS OF DOLLAR&nNd (ii) interest, attorneys' fees, punitive and/or
exemplary damages, and costs of this action.

COUNT IX
UNJUST ENRICHMENT

Against All Defendants

198. Plaintiffs, RICHARD BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, repereallege and
incorporate each and every one of the allegatidtiseoforegoing paragraphs 1

through 197, as if the same were set forth faftg at length herein.
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199. By the aforesaid acts, inactions, negligent, fréerduwrongful, unlawful,
and/or other improper acts, GERMANY and DEFENDANTfve been and/or are
being unjustly enriched by seizure, expropriatiaking, retention, withholding and/or

failing to pay Plaintiffs and Class Members for THENDS.

200. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS have been unjustly enricliean
revenues, profits, and/or other benefits, includingnot limited to, retention of
bondholders monies or property, preferred intenasts and/or ratings for securities
sold in the US and which revenues, profits andéoebts are directly related to or the
result of GERMANY or DEFENDANTS’ increased markapdalization and assets
predicated upon GERMANY' and DEFENDANTS’ failureptay Plaintiff/Class
Members and bondholders, and DEFENDANTS' failunetteem the bonds and failure
to provide the cash payments to the Plaintiff alrd<OMembers of the Plaintiff Class,

and bondholders, for their property, THE BONDS.

201. DEFENDANTS' received monies as a result of PLAINFIE and CLASS
MEMBERS'’ purchases of the BONDS, and DEFENDANT Sngfolly accepted
and retained these benefits to the detriment ofIRCAF and CLASS

MEMBERS.

202. DEFENDANTS’ enrichment at the expense of PLAINT i&fd CLASS

MEMBERS was unjust.

203. As a direct and proximate result of GERMANY'S anBRENDANTS’ wrongful
conduct and aforesaid unjust enrichment, Class Mestéind Plaintiffs property rights
and interests, have been adversely affected, amctifland Class Members and

have suffered monetary and other damages.

204. As a result of DEFENDANTS’ wrongful conduct, PLAINAF and CLASS
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MEMBERS are entitled to restitution from and ingtibn of a constructive trust,

disgorging all profits, benefits, and other com@tios obtained by

DEFENDANTS.
WHEREFORE Plaintiffs BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, demand gjtrial, damages
and judgment against DEFENDANTS jointly and/or salyefor (i) compensatory damages
which meet jurisdictional requirements of this ¢pand which the plaintiff and class members
shall leave to the determination of the ultimagr wf fact which should be permitted to award
Plaintiff/Class Members in the MILLIONS OF DOLLARSd (ii) restitution from and
institution of a constructive trust, disgorging @lbfits, benefits, and other compensation
obtained by Defendants, attorney’s fees, integgstnplary damages, and costs of this action.

COUNT X_

EQUITABLE DISGORGEMENT
Adainst All Defendants

205. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERSpeat, reallege and
incorporate each and every one of the allegatibitsedforegoing paragraphs 1 through
204, as if same were fully set fodhd at length herein.

206. The aforesaid actions and/or inactions of BERY and

DEFENDANTS was unjust, improper, wrongful, negligend/or in violation of
applicable laws, treaties, conventions, custorgsijagons and standards.

207. GERMANY'S and DEFENDANTS’ unjust ennaént from the aforesaid
actions, inactions, breaches, fraud and conspisaggjust, improper, inequitable,
wrongful, negligent and/or unlawful.

208. As adirect and proximate result of GERMAN&fisl DEFENDANTS’

unlawful acts or omissions, and unjust enrichneaintiff's and/or Class Members’
property, rights to payment, and/or intereststiveldo the BONDS have been adversely

affected, and Plaintiff and Class Members haverdfmonetary and other damages.
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209. As a direct and proximate result of DEIBRANTS’ misconduct,
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS are entitled to rediibe from and institution
of a constructive trust, disgorging all profitsnleéits, and other compensation
obtained by DEFENDANTS.
WHEREFORE ,PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jury trial, addmages
and judgment against defendants jointly and/orrsdlyefor (i) compensatory
damages which meet the jurisdictional requiremefitisis Court, and which the
Plaintiffs/Class Members shall leave to the deteation of the ultimate trier of fact,
which should be permitted to award Plaintiffs /Gl&&embers in the MILLIONS OF
DOLLARS, equal to their unjust enrichment, andr@titution from and institution
of a constructive trust, disgorging all profitsnleéits, other compensation obtained
by Defendants, and (iii) interest, attorneys' fegemplary or punitive damages, and
costs of this action.

COUNT XI

IMPOSITION OF CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST
Against All Defendants

210. Plaintifs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS refeand reallege and incorporate
every one of the allegations of the foregoing paatgs 1 through 209, as if the same were set
forth fully and at length herein.

211. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS knew and/or had rewdue basis to

conclude that they were NOT permitted to engadbkerabove transactions.

212. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS seized, took, expraedareceived, stored,

deprived of payment, and/or otherwise took actaganst Plaintiffs/Class Members’

Property, including THE BONDS.

213. As aresult of The Schente Defraud GERMANY and DEFENDANTS

acquired actual and/or constructive possessiootitt# to Plaintiff or Class Members
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monies’, or property, THE BONDS.

214. The estimated and/or approximate real \a&daintiff/Class Members property
and/or monies, and THE BONDS, that GERMANY and DEBRANTS seized, took,
expropriated, received, froze and/or refused rediempr payment of, and/or adversely
affected, is in MILLIONS OF DOLLARS.

215. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS knew, should have wnaand/or could have
through the exercise of reasonable diligence deteadrthat the Plaintiffs and Class
Members as bondholders had superior rights, titteiaterest in THE BONDS and that
GERMANY and DEFENDANTS could not take, or acquinemn, or deny them without

paying for same.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, the bondheid,

demand a jury trial, judgment and damages agawestiefendants jointly and/or severally
and/or in the alternative for: (i) the impositiohsoconstructive trust upon and/or
concerning an amount of DEFENDANTS assets in théednStates, or worldwide, equbk
value of the PLAINTIFFS/CLASS MEMBERS, propertyetBONDS, the value of which
Plaintiff and Class Members leave to the deternanatdf the ultimate trier of fact, which should
be permitted to award Plaintiffs/Class membergctillely MILLIONS OF DOLLARS and (ii)
restitution, and disgorging all profits, benefdisd compensation received by Defendants, (iii)

interest, attorneys' fees, and exemplary or panitamages, and/or costs of this action.

COUNT XlIlI

CONVERSION
Against All Defendants

216. Plaintiffs BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat, tegk, and incorporate each and every
one of the allegations of the foregoing paragrdptisough 215, as if same were set forth fully

and at length herein.
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217. DEFENDANTS schemed to defraud, Plaintifis BERIand Class Members, out of
monies, and/or property, specifically the BONDSgd/an money payments for the bonds.
Defendants conversion of Plaintiffs/Class Membgrsperty, THE BONDS, was wrongful, and
in violation of international and all applicablevia
218. As a direct and proximate result of GERMASYAnd DEFENDANTS
conversion of the bonds/property, Plaintiff ands€IMembers, suffered substantial and
ongoing monetary damages.
WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS demand jury trial, damagend judgment
against defendants jointly and/or severally focdiinpensatory damages, which meet the
jurisdictional requirements of this Court and which plaintiffs/class members shall leave to the
determination of the ultimate trier of fact, whitould be permitted to award plaintiff or class
members MILLIONS OF DOLLARS, and (i) interest, exglary damages, attorneys' fees,
and costs of this action.

COUNT XlII_

ACCOUNTING
Against All Defendants

219. Plaintiffs BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat, lege and incorporate each of
the allegations of the foregoing paragraphs 1-2%8fthe same were set forth fully and at

lengthherein.

220. Through the Scheme, Defendants convertdtbaparticipated in the conversion
of the Plaintiffs and Class Members property, sipsstly THE BONDS.

222. DEFENDANTS conversion of PLAINTIFF and@tASS MEMBERS'’ property,
THE BONDS, was wrongful, in violation of internatial and all applicable laws.

223.  As adirect and proximate result of DEEEENTS conversion of property,
Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, suffered subgial and ongoing monetary

and other damages.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jarial and
damages and judgment against defendants jointlgraselerally for: (i) an Accounting by
Defendants, of all the profits they made and/oetasand/or monies they retained of
Plaintiff/Class Members, or bondholders, and (iterest, attorneys' fees, exemplary
damages, and costs of this action.

COUNT X1V

SPOLIATION OF EVIDENCE

Against All Defendants

224.  Plaintiff BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeatatlege, and incorporate each
and every one of the allegations of the foregoimggraphs 1 through 223 as if the

same were set forth fully and at length herein.

225. DEFENDANTS concealed and/or withheld/andestroyed documents that could
show obligations to PLAINTIFF BLEIER and CLASS MEMHERS, related to

THE BONDS.

226. DEFENDANTS desire to destroy, concadfa withhold such documents, and
this is primarily designed to protect their intésed fees, and the DEFENDANTS also wish

to keep secret their liability, involvement and profiteering from THE BONDS.

227. DEFENDANTS also wish to frustrate PIdiBLEIER and CLASS
MEMBERS, ability to ever pursue DEFENDANT SarlJnited States Court.
DEFENDANTS have received unfair advantage becdubke destruction, concealment
and/or withholding of documents.

228. As a direct and proximate result of ERBPANTS' aforesaid actions to destroy,
conceal and/or withhold documents, Plaintiff BLEIBRI CLASS MEMBERS, suffered
monetary and other damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jtrigl,
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damages and judgment against Defendants jointfpiselverally for (i) compensatory
damage which the Plaintiff/Class Members leavedaletermination of the ultimate trier
of fact, which should be permitted to award PLAIRFICLASS MEMBERS, in the
MILLIONS of DOLLARS and (ii) interest, attorney®ds, exemplary and punitive
damages, and costs of tlastion.

COUNT XV

PRESERVATION | PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Against All DEFENDANTS

229. Plaintifts BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat, regk, and incorporate
each and every one of the allegations of the fanggmaragraphs 1 through 228 as if the
same were set forth fully and at length herein.

230. Plaintifs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS&Je causes of action against
GERMANY and DEFENDANTS, and/or others for (i) ddfaand failure to pay the agreed
upon amount for THE BONDS pursuant to the ternte@bonds, (ii) conspiracy to defraud
plaintiff and class members and bondholders, cetatd HE BONDS and (iii) other possible
actions, breaches of contracts or breaches ofdiguduties, damages and/or injuries to them

involving THE BONDS.

231. Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS and boaoldlers believe that each
of the DEFENDANTS is irpossession of documents related to the aforesandsl
232. Plaintiffs BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS and bondiexs
believes that each of the DEFENDANTS, in the norowairse of their
respective business should maintain documentscktatthe aforesaid
claims.
233. Plaintiff BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS and bondholders lest that in the

normal course of business DEFENDANTS should mamtacuments during the
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relevant period to THE BONDS, including but notilied to:

a. "THE BLACK LIST” of black listed bonds, and all dowents related
to its creation, modifications, amendments, updated/or decisions
by Defendants NOT to allow THE BLACK LIST to bedpoed in the
United States or the Federal court&hich is/are the basis upon
which DEFENDANTS committed all or part of the Scheeta
Defraud;

b. "THE CORE LOAN DOCUMENTSthich formed the entire
obligations, terms and conditions of THE GENERALICIRACT,
and obligations, terms and conditions of the BOND8luding but
not limited to:

l. THE INDENTURE/S

I. THE MORTGAGE/S

Il THE TRUSTEE AGREEMENT/S

c. ACCOUNTING OF ALL PAYMENTS FOR BONDS PURCHASED

UP TO AND INCLUDING 1945;

d. PAYMENTS FOR BONDS ALLEGEDLY EXCHANGED after the

London Debt Agreement 1953;

e. DEFENDANTS, or other entities, NOTIFICATIONS TO
INTERNATIONAL POLICE, LAW ENFORCEMENT, SECURITIES
AUTHORITIES that they should NOT permit the redeimpbdf ANY
BONDS that were NOT exchangedaocordance the London Debt
Agreement 1953 and should consider all personsatiteg to redeem
bonds, or trade, collateralize, use bonds to elaaslance sheets, and/or

otherwise to use such Bonds as illicit or prohtbdeagainst the law.
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f.  DOCUMENTS related to DEFENDANTS involvement withyan

investigation, prosecutions, litigations, lawsuitsarceration and/or

seizure of any Gold Bonds, related to:

1

10.

11.

Giulio Bissiri - in Germany, Luxembourg, or [tall990's &
2000's;
Richard Carson - in London or California ie #990’s

Ronnie Fulwood - in Florida or South Carolindghe 1990s;

Hans-Georg Glassman - in Germany in the 2000’s

The Integrated Equities Case - in New Jersthei 1990's;

Stephan Kaiser - in Germany in the 2000'’s;

James W. Korth - in Miamitime 1990's;

Ron Stockdale - in Canada in the 1980’s;

The TEPLIN Case — Miami or New York and/or
Maryland in the 1980’s/1990’s;

Jeffrey Weston - in New Jersey in the 1990s

James Grizzard, Edward Fagan, German Goidtlders
Redemption Group LLC, in Florida or New York ceai2006

Any other cases, dates, persons, in USWpddwide

234. The Plaintiff and Class Members enumedtaalocuments above because

they are necessary to establish, among other thi&)gsho or which additional

parties should be named as defendants, and/or B ether causes of action are

applicable, and/or C) what are the relevant Fedsalites, if any, upon which

additional claims may be based, and/or D) whapdieable statute of limitations
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for causes of actions, and/or E) what includingpipiil exemplary, treble and/or

punitive damages, and what injunctive relief if amay be requested.

235. DEFENDANTS are, should be, were and/or khbave been in possession
of the documents enumerated above, and PlaintiflSlBR/CLASS MEMBERS will
certainly involve one or more of the instant DEFENNDT'S, and other parties whose
identities are not presently known, to PlaintifisSEBER and CLASS MEMBERS, and
bondholders, and which/who can only be discovenealigh access to the requested
documents and/or other documents within the possessustody or control of
DEFENDANTS.

236. Plaintiff BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS have reasobelieve that
Defendants have the requested and necessary ddsumigeir possession, custody
and/or control. DEFENDANTS are obligated by lavraintain the documents that
will support Plaintiff BLEIER’s and CLASS MEMBERSaims, related to bonds.

237. By virtue of possession of THE BONDS, Plaist#LEIER/CLASS

MEMBERS believe that potential claimants and/ordsaiders may also have been
the victim of fraud, conspiracy or other wrongfoisainvolving and affecting
interstate and/or foreign commerce and may not khow

238. Plaintiffs BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS believe that DERDANTS are

wrongfully, improperly and/or negligently destrogjrconcealing and/or
withholding the documents enumerated above, spragitmize their individual and
collective exposure for actions, including but hwited to Fraud and/or

Conspiracy to commit fraud, including but not liedtto:

a. Wrongful Conversion and/or Misappropriation;

b. Racketeering;

c. Mail and wire fraud;

d. Transportation and sales of securities and/or camialeinstruments,
which commercial activity occurred in the US andised direct affect
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in the United States, in violation of 28S.C.§ 1605 (a) (2);

e. Wrongful expropriation/taking in violation of ternational Law of
property or bonds belonging to PLAINTIFF and CLAMEMBERS
and bondholders, and/or Plaintiff's and Class Mersibgredecessors or
successors in interest, or representatives, whighepty was located in

the US and elsewhere, in violation of @8.CA 8 1605 (a) (3);

f. Causing loss/damage to property belonging to arRl&intiffs' and/or
class members’ Predecessor's in interest, whichgptp was located in
the US and elsewhere, in violationad US. CA.8 1605 (a) (5);
g. Violation of National Stolen Property Act of 19%hd
h. Violations of the 1899 and1907 Hague Conventi@amgl the European
Convention on Human Rights, Other Treaties, &u&lCogens.
239. Plaintiff BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS believeattithe damage claims -
based on reliable third party estimates of the mmobboutstanding bonds and their face
value runs into the MILLIONS OF DOLLARS.
240. Plaintiff BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS and/or theimmesentatives,
predecessors, and/or other bondholders, with siBBdad claims, have made demands for
the documents from Defendants.
241. Prior demands by others for the documents ftefandants were rejected.
242. Without production of the documentsiriiifband Class Members believe that
claims will beadversely prejudiced relative to required spetyfieind especially those required
when pleading fraud, conspiracy, racketeeringirges violations, violations of the National
Stolen Property Act, and/or other similar claims.
WHEREFORE, Plaintif's BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand jurigl

and damages and judgment against DEFENDANTS joartty/or severally, and
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request (i) Production of Documents and Preservafi®ocuments, and (i) all applicable
damages, interest, attorneys' fees, and costssad¢hion.
COUNT XVI
DAMAGES FROM REFUSAL, DELAY and/or

INTERFERENCE WITH PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Against All Defendants

243. PLAINTIFF BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS repeat,liege, and incorporate each
and every one of the allegations of the foregpmmggraphs 1 through 242 as if the same were
set forth fully and at length herein.
244. PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS have made requéstsedemption and payment
of bonds, and demands for information and documantsproper redemption procedures.
244, PLAINTIFF or CLASS MEMBERS were unable to sedimeproduction of
documents or appropriate information from Deferglant
245. PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS reasonably believe thva or more
DEFENDANTS will continue to delay, refuse and/or object to theywtan of
documents, which are needed to properly make, jd@adprove the claims related to
the bonds. Each and every delay, refusal andjectbn to the production of the
enumerated documents is designed to cause PlantfiClass Members to suffer,
incur and/or sustain further damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs BLEIER, and CLASS MEMBERS, demand and
prays for judgment be entered against such of gfer2lants, jointly and/or
severally, who delay, refuse and/or interfere i production of the necessary
documents, for damages, actual and/or punitiveyedisas the imposition of

attorney’s fees and costs.
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COUNT XVIIL

BREACH OF CONTRACT
BREACH OF EXPRESS CONTRACT AND
BREACH OF IMPLIED CONTRACT
Against All Defendants

246. PLAINTIFFS, Richard Bleier and Class Members, reaea reallege and
incorporate the preceding allegations and prioagraphs 1 to 245, as if fully set
forth and integrated herein.

247. The German gold bonds are BEARER instruments, BOMNiaSentitle the
holders to payment upon demand.

248. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS had/have EXPRESS contractual
obligations; and liability to redeem and pay foe thonds, and Defendants
had/have express contractual obligations to pathigold bearer bonds to the
Bearers or holders of the bonds, such as PLAINHR# CLASS MEMBERS,
for the bonds. DEFENDANTS are obligated to payRiteantiffs, in times of war
or peace, pursuant to the express terms of thenatigonds.

249. The General bond contracts, and the Terms of tel&aand the Actions
and Intentions of Defendants, and conduct or mtatiips between the parties,
created special duties and relationships, and iy duties, and obligations of
trust, good faith, and fair dealing, and DEFENDANdSSTrustees, as Obligors,
or Guarantors, or Selling Brokers, or RedemptioRaying Agents, on the bonds,
or successors thereof, had/have fiduciary dutidsCEBEFENDANTS were
entrusted with PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS’ monies, says, or
investments, and Defendants are obligated to re@deehpay bondholders.

250. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS also had/have IMPLIED cortrzal
obligations to pay bondholders; and the expressraptied contracts also create

IMPLIED duties of Good Faith and Fair Dealing, asdablish liability on
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Defendants to redeem and pay for the gold bearedstw the holders of the
bonds, such as PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, whicrevissued and sold
in the United States, or elsewhere, to Plaintiffla4S Members, and who as
investors and/or buyers of bonds, reasonably eggdexteturn on their financial
investments and patience. DEFENDANTS benefittdastantially from the sale
of the bonds, and from monies received from PlfGlass Members’ purchases,
funds or finance, and for which DEFENDANTS are gated to redeem and pay
the Plaintiff/Class Members’ bonds, pursuant totérens of the bonds.

251. Further DEFENDANTS have contractual obligations halility to pay for
the bonds, pursuant to the Core Loan Documentgoadistee Agreements,
and/or Indentures, and/or Mortgages, and/or otleauinents relative to the issue
of the bonds, and/or DEFENDANTS’ express, or imghli&uarantees for
payment for the bonds.

252. Further DEFENDANTS are obligated to pay for the dmrpursuant to the
BONDS and their Express Contracts, and terms andittons, and pursuant to
the Defendants’ Express Conduct, or DefendantsiésgpAgreements and
Defendants’ Express Stated intentions, such as GER¥S stated intention to
pay for the bonds and desire to “end the statukefault”.

253. DEFENDANTS are also liable for payment of the bopdssuant to the
Defendants’ Assumed or Stated Intentions, and/ecigpor fiduciary
Relationships, and/or the application of Equitydenthe basis of Implied
Contracts - where Defendants have knowingly acdepémefits or monies from
PlaintifffClass Members, bondholders and accepgtednvestments and monies,
under circumstances where the monies paid andtmea$s made by

PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS cannot be consideragifa and having
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accepted the benefits, DEFENDANTS are liable to ena&yment on the bonds,
of principal and interest, as “quasi contract”, #mel payment is accordingly due
and owing to Plaintiff/Class Members

254, DEFENDANTS are liable for the outstanding and udgaincipal and
interest under the PLAINTIFFS and CLASS MEMBERS'M8s.

255. DEFENDANTS have breached their contractual oblayegi(both express
and/or implied) and have not redeemed and havpaidtfor the bonds upon
maturity and/or upon demand for redemption and pantroy Plaintiff/Class
members, bondholders, and DEFENDANTS continuefitssesto pay to
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS and bondholders, for thenbls, according to
the terms and conditions of the bonds.

256. DEFENDANTS offered the bonds for sale in the Amaniecnarket, and
accepted their duties and obligations to pay whew sold the bonds and
received monies and benefits from the sale of tdmelb to the American
investors, and by failing to pay for the bonds whdae and owing, have gained
undue and unconscionable advantages, and havaibgestly enriched and kept
monies and benefits at the expense of the PLAINTGERSS MEMBERS and
bondholders.

257. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS have also Guaranteed an8llarceeded
and/or Assumed and/or Agreed to pay for the BONd&»S/or DEFENDANTS
are Trustees, and/or Redemption and Paying Agiemgsayment of the
outstanding unpaid obligations under the bonds/caradte DEFENDANTS are
bound by the original terms of the bonds and obbga under the bonds.

258. The bonds had a 20 year term (e.g. Rheinelbe Umiod)nterest coupons

providing for interest at the rate of 7% per anmumJune and December from
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January 1926 to 1946. Both principal and intgpastable United States.

259. The bonds had different interest rates, ExampthesYioung Bonds had
5.5% interest rate (Issued 1930 due 1965) and #veeB Bond had 7% interest
rate (issued 1924 due 1949), and United Steel $/Gkporation had 6.5%
interest rate (issued 1927 due 1947), and Frde St&8avaria had 6.5% interest
(issued 1925 due 1945).

260. The bonds have not been cancelled, perforatedesipm otherwise
modified, and are genuine. Each bond has a $¥a@@0value amount, under the
Gold Clause in each bond, represents the equivaddme in gold coin of the
United States existing at the time. Interest ant®are payable in the equivalent
value in gold coin of the United States existinghattime.

261. The total outstanding and unpaid principal anditerest is currently
estimated for each bond is $2,000,000 USD (TwoienilUSD), and continues to
increase with the price of gold, and the calcutattbcompound interest, and
default interest, and the gold clause payment tamdsother relevant factors.

262. Through its actions and agreements, GERMANY and ENEBANTS,
have repeatedly tolled and revived the applicatalite of limitations for
enforcing the bonds. These actions and agreenmetsle but not limited to
DEFENDANTS’ statements as recently as 1994, ackadgihg and confirming
the DEFENDANTS payment obligations renewing the fityg/ear statute of
limitations at least till 2014.

263. The DEFENDANTS have breached their contractualgalions (express
and/or implied) by failing to pay the PLAINTIFF al@lL.ASS MEMBERS
according to the original terms of the bonds, wlach due and unpaid, and are in

breach and default, and Defendants have refusgaytopon demand.
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264. Pursuant to the UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE, a boneefigurchaser
in good faith, or successor thereof, may take dejiof a BEARER instrument
and enforce his/her rights and obtain redemptiahpsyment of the bonds
(irrespective of where the bond was located in 1®4®ligious background of
the bondholder). And the DEFENDANTS are requietdnor the payment
obligations pursuant to the terms of the bearedb@md intentions of the parties.

265. As a direct and proximate cause of the DEFENDANGi®ach of contract
(both express contract and/or implied contract) RBRFENDANTS’ breach of
the express or implied covenants of good faithfairdiealing, and the
DEFENDANTS'’ the failure to pay for the bonds, ahéd DEFENDANTS
continuing default, PLAINTIFF AND CLASS MEMBERS hawsuffered
monetary and other damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff and Class Members, demand jury triameges, and judgment
against Defendants, jointly and/or severally fpic@mpensatory damage which the
plaintiff and class members shall 1eave to deteation of the trier of fact which should be
permitted to award PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS in thdIMIONS of DOLLARS
and (ii) interest, attorneys' fees, exemplary amuitive damages, and costs of action.

COUNT XVIiI

BREACH OF FIDICIARY DUTY AND
BREACH OF IMPLIED COVENANTS OF
GOOD FAITH AND FAIR DEALING
Against All Defendants

266. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat anehllege and
incorporate the prior paragraphs 1 to 265, adlif &et forth herein. The German
gold bonds are BEARER instruments, BONDS that lerttite holder to payment

upon demand.

267. DEFENDANTS had a fiduciary relationship, and fidaryi duty towards

87



Case 1:08-cv-06254 Document 42 Filed 02/04/09 Page 88 of 95

PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS and bondholders, who rembs®ist and
confidence in DEFENDANTS who had superior knowledgd skill in these
affairs, and PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS relied in go&alth on
DEFENDANTS to do all that is necessary at all tirteeprotect the rights and
interests and investments as bondholders.

268. DEFENDANTS breached their fiduciary duties and wdd act in the best
interests of bondholders and failed to honor thbligations and failed to honor
the contractual terms of the bonds.

269. DEFENDANTS further had an express or implied oldlaof good faith
and fair dealing relative to the bondholders andIRITIFF/CLASS MEMBERS,
and to do the utmost to be fair and to redeem émel$ promptly and fairly and to
pay bondholders according to the express termsedbonds.

270. DEFENDANTS breached their express or implied oliiayes of good faith
and fair dealing and did not provide any fair astjar meaningful redemption
process and/or did not provide any payment of thredb of Plaintiff/Class
Members or Bondholders.

271. As a direct and proximate cause of the DEFENDANB&ach of
Fiduciary Duties and Breach of Covenants of GoathFend Fair Dealing, and
DEFENDANTS’ failure to redeem and pay for the bgratsd the
DEFENDANTS ongoing bad faith, and scheme to defr&UdAINTIFF/CLASS

MEMBERS, and bondholders, have suffered monetadycdhner damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff BLEIER and Class Members, demand a {u&), damages and
judgment against defendants jointly severally andfividually for (i) compensatory
damage which the plaintiff and class members &kale to determination of the trier of

fact which should be permitted to award PLAINTIFEASS MEMBERS, in the
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MILLIONS of DOLLARS and (ii) interest, attorney®ds, exemplary and punitive
damages, and costs of action.
COUNT XIX
CLAIM FOR DAMAGES DUE TO DEFENDANTS DEFAULT AND

FAILURE TO PAY THE BONDS
Against All Defendants

272. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat anghllege and
incorporate the prior paragraphs 1 to 271, adlif &et forth herein. The German
gold bonds are BEARER instruments, BONDS that lerttite holder to payment
upon demand.

273. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS have pecuniary obligatioasd
contractual obligations, to pay Plaintiff and Cladsmbers, and/or bondholders,
pursuant to the express terms of the original bosd DEFENDANTS have
pecuniary obligations, and contractual obligatidagedeem and pay for the gold
bonds held by PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS, which wessiied and sold in
the United States, pursuant to the terms of thel®an the United States.

274. Further DEFENDANTS have pecuniary obligations, aadtractual
obligations, pursuant to the Core Loan documemid/cat Trustee agreements
and/or Mortgage, or Indentures, and/or implied @ots, and/or equity, and/or as
Guarantors, and/or as Trustees, and/or as Co-@bJignd/or as Selling Brokers,
and/or Redemption or Paying Agents, for paymenthefoonds, to the full extent
of law, principal and interest, to Plaintiff/Clageembers and/or the bondholders.

275. DEFENDANTS are liable for the outstanding and udgaincipal and
interest under the Plaintiff's and Class Membemds.

276. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS offered the bonds for sald¢he

American market and accepted their obligationsaypwhen they sold the bonds
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and received valuable consideration and signifieambunts of monies and
benefits from the sale of the bonds to the Amerioaastors.

277. GERMANY and DEFENDANTS have explicitly and contnaally agreed
to pay the bonds and debts, and/or guaranteedraswloeeded and/or assumed
the outstanding unpaid obligations under the boawld/or are bound by the
original terms of the bonds and obligations untierionds.

278. The bonds had a 20 year term and interest couponglmg for interest at
the rate of 7% per annum on June and DecemberJemumary 1926 to 1946.
Both principal and interest payable in the Unit¢até&s.

279. The bonds have not been cancelled, perforatedesipm otherwise
modified and are genuine. Each bond has a $1d@value amount, under the
gold clause in each bond, represents the equivaddue in gold coin of the
United States existing at the time. Interest ant®are payable in the equivalent
value in gold coin of the United States existinghattime.

280. The total outstanding and unpaid principal is auttyeestimated for each
bond at $2,000,000 (Two million USD per Bond) andtmnues to increase with
the price of gold.

281. Through their actions and agreements, GERMANY aB&#FBENDANTS,
have repeatedly tolled and revived the applicatalite of limitations for
enforcing the bonds. These actions and agreenmetsle but not limited to
statements as recently as 1994, acknowledging@mitrming Defendants
payment obligations, renewing Twenty year stat@iterotations at least till 2014.

282. The DEFENDANTS have breached their contractualgaiions by failing

to pay the Plaintiff and Class Members and bond#rsldccording to the original
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terms of the bonds, which are due and unpaid amlare in breach and default
and Defendants have refused to pay upon demand.

283. As a direct and proximate cause of the DEFENDAN3&ieme to defraud,
breaches of contract and breaches of fiduciaryeduind DEFENDANTS'’ failure
to redeem and pay for the bonds, and the DEFENDAN&T&ult, the
PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS have suffered monetaingl other damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jtnigl,
damages and judgment against defendants joingyalvand/or individually for (i)
compensatory damage which the PLAINTIFF and CLASSMBERS, shall leave to
determination of the ultimate trier of fact, whalould be permitted to award Plaintiff
/Class Members MILLIONS DOLLARS and (ii) intereatforneys' fees, exemplary or
punitive damages, and/or costs of this action.

COUNT XX

PROMISSORY and/or EQUITABLE ESTOPPEL
Against All Defendants

284. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat anehllege and
incorporate the prior paragraphs 1 to 283, adlif ket forth herein.

285. The GERMAN government, and DEFENDANTS, promisedstdeem and
pay for the gold bonds to the BEARERS OF THE BON&®] DEFENDANTS
promised to hold the funds of the Plaintiff/Classrbers’ in Trust, verbally,
and/or in writing, and/or in the bonds languagéil smch time that Plaintiff
and/or Class Members made their demand for redemptid payment of the
bonds, and GERMANY further promised additional payts to bondholders,
verbally, and/or in writing, and/or in the agreensempon the reunification of
Germany, and also promised payments of the bonels1#94, all which entitled

the Plaintiffs to payment upon demand accordintpéoterms of the bonds.
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286. PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS reasonably relied on themise of
redemption and payment of the Bonds by DEFENDANAI#! it was also
foreseeable and expected, that the non-assentimthblulers (those who did not
accept the settlement “offer” under the London D&datord 1953) would
reasonably rely on the promises of redemption ayinent from the GERMAN
and DEFENDANTS Obligors, and Plaintiff/Class Mengieeasonably relied on
the guarantees of the Defendants, Trustees, ahddgSBtokers, and/or
Redemption and Paying Agents, or successors themedftherefore
Plaintiff/Class Members were induced into subsgfitirbearance to their
detriment, and had to forego redemption/paymert veait for 40 years or more,
in order to be able to redeem their bonds, accgrttirihe full terms of the bonds.

287. DEFENDANTS should be equitably stopped from renggin their
obligations, and/or promise of redemption, andfonpses or obligations of
payment of the bonds, and it would be unconsci@abt unjust for
DEFENDANTS to deny redemption or to deny paymeridodholders, and
Plaintiff/Class Members who have suffered as altesuhe breaches of trust and
fiduciary obligations, and the failure of DEFENDARSTo fulfill their obligations
or promises of redemption and payment of the bonds.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jury
trial, damages and judgment against defendanttyjegverally and/or
individually for (i) compensatory damage which FIAINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS, shall leave to determination of the ultiengier of fact, which
should be permitted to award Plaintiff /Class MemidILLIONS

DOLLARS and (i) interest, attorneys' fees, exempt@ punitive damages,

and/or costs of this action.
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COUNT XXI

RESTITUTION
Against All Defendants

288. Plaintiffs RICHARD BLEIER/CLASS MEMBERS repeat anghllege and

incorporate the prior paragraphs 1 to 287, adlif ket forth herein.

289. DEFENDANTS' received monies as a result of PLAINF'S and CLASS
MEMBERS'’ purchases of the BONDS, and DEFENDANT Sngfolly accepted
and/or retained these benefits or monies, to thramtent of PLAINTIFF and

CLASS MEMBERS.

290. DEFENDANTS’ enrichment at the expense of PLAINFland CLASS
MEMBERS was unjust.

291. As a direct and proximate result of GERMANY'SIADEFENDANTS’ wrongful
conduct and aforesaid unjust enrichment, Class Meshaind Plaintiff's property rights
and interests, have been adversely affected, amdtifland Class Members and

have suffered monetary and other damages.

292. As a result of DEFENDANTS’ wrongful conduct, RINTIFF and CLASS
MEMBERS are entitled to restitution from and ingtibn of a constructive trust,
disgorging all profits, benefits, and other comios obtained by
DEFENDANTS.

293. As a direct and proximate result of DEFENDANTS @t or omissions,
wrongs, breaches of fiduciary duty or bad faithg/an unjust enrichment, the
PLAINTIFF/CLASS MEMBERS have suffered monetary antder damages.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff BLEIER and CLASS MEMBERS, demand a jtnigl,

damages and judgment against defendants jointyadvand/or individually for (i)

damages which the PLAINTIFF and CLASS MEMBERS, Idbalve to determination of
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the ultimate trier of fact, which should be peredtto award Plaintiff /Class Members
MILLIONS DOLLARS and (ii) restitution from , and stitution of a constructive trust,
disgorging all profits, benefits, and other com@gios obtained by Defendants,
interest, attorneys' fees, exemplary or punitiveaiges, and/or costs of this action.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF AND JUDGMENT

WHEREFORE Plaintiff RICHARD BLEIER, on behalf of himself, drall others
similarly situated, and CLASS MEMBERS, pray forieélnd demand judgment against
DEFENDANTS as follows:

a) An order certifying the proposed plaintiff Clasgs@ynating Plaintiff as named

representative of the Class, and designating tdersigned as Class Counsel;

b) A judgment for the full amount of all outstandingdaunpaid principal and
interest, including but not limited to compounceirgst, due on the bonds in
equivalent value of gold coin of the United Statethe MILLIONS of
DOLLARS, estimated at $2,000, 000 (Two Million USpyr bond, and/or
greater amount, to be proven at trial,

c) An award of pre-judgment and post judgment integbrneys’ fees, and costs
of this action;

d) Punitive, exemplary, and/or treble damages;

e) An order enjoining Defendants from further decepivactices with respect to
redemption or payment of the bonds and declardianDefendants provide
suitable redemption and payment procedures fon#ffaiand bondholders;

f) A declaration that Defendants must disgorge, fertinefit of the class, all or
part of the ill gotten financial gains, or profiteey received from the selling of
the bonds, or from the denial of payment of thedsor to make full restitution

to Plaintiffs and Class Members;
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9)

h)

An award to Plaintiff and the Class of compensasorg exemplary damages
and/or statutory damages, and interest thereon.

A declaration that Defendants institute propergadée, meaningful and
efficient redemption and payment procedures fos€Members and that
Defendants are financially responsible for notifyall Class Members of this
action and the availability of proper redemption gayment procedures for
their bonds.

Such further relief as the Court deems just anggio

Dated: February'2, 2009

Respectfully submitted,
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF RICHARD BLEIER
And Proposed Class Members

/s/ Hassan A. Abbas

Hassan A. Abbas

Attorney and Counsellor at Law
lllinois A.R.D.C. No. 6206474
Hoveniersstraat 2,Suite 232-Box 344
Antwerp 2018 Belgium

Tel. 323 233 3910 Fax 323 233 9767
Emailhassanabbas@telenet.be
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