IN THE GIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINTH JUDICIAL
CIRCUIT IN AND FOR ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA

FASHION ROCK, LLC
A Florida Umited lab/ity company

Case Nurnber: 48-2004-CA-4844-0
Plaindif, Division: 33

LA

FRAMK TORELLI, an individual:
WILLLAM ROSENBERGER, an individual:
MADELINE ROSENBERGER, an Indlvidual,
LES HENDER3ON, &n individual,
ROBERTO VILLASENOR, JR., an
Individual; STEPHEM HOWE, an individual;
MICHAEL L. POTTER, an individual:
WHOLS PRIVACY PROTECTION SERVICES,
INC, & Neveda carporation; SCOTT ALAN SALCRMON,
an individual; SCOTT ALAN SALOMON & ASSOCIATES,
P.A., a Florida professlonal agsocialion; EDMUND
BLOEROW, an individugl; NFrance Consell, a France
limiled fiability compamy; Consumerrsfundsnow.com, & legal
antity of unknown form; KLAAS DE WYRIES, JR., an individual;
JOHM DOES 4-100, unknown indlviduals; JANE DOES 1-100,
vnknown individuals; and ARG COMPANIES 4-50,
unknown legal entlties;
Defandants.
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SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT
COMES NOW, the Plainliff, FASHION ROCK, LLC, by and thraugh its counsel,
and, as its second amended complaint, alleges as follows;
NATURE OF THE ACTION
1. This iz an action Tor violetion of lhe Tedaral and Florida verslons of Lhe
Rachateering Influenced Corrupt Qrganizetion Acta, torlious interference with

buginess relalionships, defamation, false light invasion of privacy,



misappropriation of trade secrets and civll conspiracy and damagss resulting
therefrom by the Defendands.

THE PARTIES
Plaintff FASHION ROCK, LLC (hereinafler sometimes refemed 10 as “FR") is a
Flonds limlted liabllity company wilh iis principal place of business lacated al 127
Wesl Church Streel, Sulte 300, Orlando, Orange County, Florida.
Upan Informeétion and belief, Defendant FRANK. TORELLI akfa FRANE,
TERRELLI {hersinafier refemed to as "Torelli"), is an individual whose residence
|5 unknown, but believed to be in Florida, Arizona or Ontaro, Canada.
Upon infermatian and belief, Defandant WILLIAM ROSENBERGER afl/a
WiLL1AM ROSENBERGER, JR. (hersinafier refemed Lo as “William
Rozenberger), af all limes relevant hereto, has been a resident of Kansas and
previoualy of Celifomla,
Upon information and bellef, Defendant MADELINE ROSENBERGER,
(herelnafler referred to g6 “Madeling Posenbergar'), al all imes relevant herelo,
has been a reslden of Kansas.
Upen infarmation and belisf, Defendant LES HENDERSON {hereinafler refered
Iz a5 “Henderson™), at all times relevanl herelo, has been & rasidenl of Ontario,
Canarla,
Upon infarmation and belief, Defendant ROBERTO G, VILLASENGR, JR.

(hereinafter referred to as "Villasenor'), at sll imes relevant herela, has been a

resident of Caltfornia.



10,

11.

12,

13.

Upon information and beliel, Defendanl STEPHEN HOWE (hersinafier refamad
to as "Howe™), ol all imes relevant hareto, has bean a residenl of Florida,

Upon information and belief, Defendant MICHAEL L. POTTER (hereinafter
referred ip as "Pober"), al all fimes relevant hereto, hes been a residend of
California,

Upon infarmation and beligf, Defendanl WHOIS PRIVACY PROTECTION
SERVICES, INC., a Mevada corporabion, (hereinafter referred 1o as "Whois™, et
all imas relevant hereto with & principal place of business In Nevada and doing
bus|ness in other slates,

Upon information and belief, Defendan| SCOTT ALAN SALOMON (hersinafler
referred Lo a5 “Salaman™), al all imes relevant hareto, has been & reslden! of
Flanda, Defendant Selomaon was previously referred 1o In Plaintiff's initial
complaint as “John Do #1.7

Lpon informallon and belief, Defendanl SCOTT ALAN SALOMON &
ASSOCIATES, P& (hereinafier refetred 1o &g “Salomon, P.A™), al all limes
relevant hereto, is and hag been a Florida prefessional association doing
business in Flonda. Defendant Salormon, P.A, was previeusly referred (o in
Flainliff's initial complaint as “ABC Company #1."

Lipon information and belief, Defendant EDMUND BLOEDCWY (hereinafter
referred (o as “Bloedow"), al all times relevant heteto, has been a residanl of
Ontarle, Canade. Defendant Bloedow was previously refarmed (g In Plaintiffs

inltlal complaird aa “John Doe #2."
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16,

17,

18,

19,

Upon information and beliet, Defendani NFRANCE CONSEIL (hereinafter
refered 1o as "NFrance®}, Is & France limited liability company, Defendani
MFrance was praviously referred 10 In Plaintiff's complaint a3 "ABC Campany
#e."

Upan information and belief, Defendant CONSUMERREFUNDSNOW.COM
thersinafter refemed ta as “CRN"}, is a legal entity of unknawn form. Defendant
CRN was previously referred to in Plaintiffs complaint as “ABC Company #3.°
Upon information and belief, Dafendar KLAAS DIE VRIES, JR. (hereinafier
referred to as "de Vries"), at all imes relevanl hereto, has been a resident of the
Melhedands. Defendant de Vies was previously referred to in Plalindiff's initizl
complaird as "John Doa #3."

Upon infermation and belief, Ine Defendanta JOHN DOES 4-100, names
undknowvh, were and still are Individuals Lhat participated In the aclions set forth
herain, bl have actively taken sleps Lo hide their true idenlity.

Upon informetion and belief, the Defendanis JANE DOES 1-100, names
unknown, were and afill are Individuals that parleipated in the aclions set forlh
herein, bul have aclively laken sleps Lo hide their truz dandily.

Upon informalion and belief, the Defendants ABC COMPANIES 4-50, names
unknewn, wera and still ere legzl eniilles thal participated |n the actions sed forlh

herein, but have aclively taken steps ta hide Lheir frue [dentity,
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21,

22,

2,

JURISDICTION AND YENUE
This Cour has subject matler jurizdicilon as the Defendant's toHlous acts have
resultad in injury lo Plainiiff in Florlda and e amount [n conlroversy exceeds
Fifteen Thousand Dollars {5 135 000.00).

Wanue is proper In this judicial districl,

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintff eflectively began its busineas, in {ems of dealing with Lhe public, on
Movember 1, 2003, Plainkfl's primary businees is that of srgantzing and hosling
a humber of evenls In Odandg, Florida each year. At lhese events, some 1,000
lo 2,000 aspining and experenced models, actors, vocalists and dancers come
for Informaitonal workshops, talenl competitions, networking opporunilies and to
appear before talent and modeling agents, casting directors, record comprany
execullves and olher enterlainment indualry professionals in order la oblain
“calloacks” for later discussions bebween event particlpams and the Induslry
prafessionals regarding posshile representalion or employmeant opportuniliss.
The fee for the evend inciudes all of the items sat farth In Lhe preceding semence,
along wilh all holel acecommodalions, meals and entersinment.

Plaintdf also mainlains &8 number of inlernel-based posting services for various
meodels, actors, yocalists, dancers and other enleriainers, both aspiring and
experienced. Then: posfing services are searchable by Indusity profsssionals

who have registered wilh Plaintiff lo utlilize such services,



24,

25,

26,

27.

Flainliff iz not, and has hever held itself out as, or acted as a lalen| or
employmenl agancy.

Upon imormalioh and bellef, seyeral of tha Defendants hald Ihemseives oul to
the public 28 "invesligallve reporkers” or “consumer advorates.” Such claims
have been made by Defendants Torelli, William Rasenberger, Henderson,
Yhlasenor and de Vries.

Lipan information and balief, Defendants Fotler and YWHOIS, in conjunction with
Defendanis Henderson and Bloedow, own and operate a websila wilh 1he
domaln name; www.ezbe com and refamed to a3 “Easy Background Check,” Up
untll June 28, 2004, Defendant WIHOIE wag fhe person wha was listed 28 the
person who was Lhe registranl, and the administralive, billing and technical
contag] (of wwyy Bzbe com, and Delendanl Potter i & conlrel person of
Cefendant YWHOLS. As of June 28, 2004, Defendant Bloedow has bean listed as

the person whao was |he registrent, and lhe administmlive, bllkng and lechnical

contacl for www erbe com. Defendant NFrance has assisted In the suppor of

www.azbec.com.

Defencant Bloedow |2 5lso lisied as the pereon who was 1he registrant, and the
adminisirative, billing and technical contaet for www. modelinglhdystoy.org, lo
which InteTnel traflic going to www.ezbe.som is re-directed, and on which sim|lar
informetlon |s found. Since the filing of the Firsl Amended Complaint, Intermet
traflic directed 0 www erbe com is re-direclad (o

wiww. easybackgroundcheck. sar, which retained much of the content fermerly

found on www.erbe oo,



28

29,

30.

Upcn information and bellef, Defandant Patter, on December 31, 2003,
organized or caused i be crganized, Defendant WHOIS under the laws of the
state of Nevada for the purpose of acling ae registranl of domain names on the
Internet. Defendant Potter has hetd the offices of president, secretary and
ireasurer from the date of inoorporation unlil the present ime. Defendani Fotier,
ac \he alter ega of Defendant WHOLS, is, and has been, conducling, managing
and controlling the effeirs of Defendant WHOIS since its incorporalion, and has
used Defendant WHOIS for the pumpose of defrauding Plainliff. Defendanl
WHOIS has nevear had, and does ngt now [ave, eny genuine or separate
eorporale existence, bul was set up deliberalely lo dafraud and mislead oredilors
and poleniial creditors, such as Plainliff,

Upen information and belief, Defendant Howe wes an employee of a company
(Optlans Talent, Inc.) from which the Pleintifi purchasad several operafional
assels {in sxchange lor the assumplion of zeveral milliang of dollars of dei and
the payment of cash) or an aflilatle of hel compeny.

Lipon information and belief, Defendants Wiliam Rosenberger, Madeline
Rosanbergar, Toralli, Hendarson, Bloadow, Potler, WHOQIS, Salomon, Salomeon,
P_A. and de Vrles are or did, in the pasi at times relevant 1o this complaint,
operale andf/or suppor a number of websiles Lhal purpor (o provide “consumer
informalion” of businesees they proalaim lo be "scams.” These websitee operale
of formerly operated under names such as “traneconscam.com, ezbc.com,

modelinginduslry.org, modalingscams.com, pearimanliligalion.com,
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32,

33.

easybackgroundcheck. com, spam.web-log.nl and klaasdevriesjr.nl (hareinafier

referred lo as the "Websileg™).

Upon information and befef, ihe Wabsites and the Defendanis named in
paragraph 30 were supparted in thalr actions which are tha subject of this
Complaint by Defendant Madeline Rosenbergsr and by numerous unknovwn
individuals and companies, some only known by email addresses such as
meiix7 @earhlink.net worm 06; modelingfraudif@usa net,
245053566{@use net modelingscams@usa.net, end pacificblue? 7 @earhlink.net.

Upon infermation and belief, Defendant Blosdow appears to be the person

previeusly knoaw only by the email address mogdelingscams@usa.nel.

Upon informatlan and belisf, several of the Defendants (Tarelli, William
Rosenkerger, Hendersan, Bloedow, Villasenar, Potler, WHOLS and de Yries, as
well a2 cerlain of the John Does, Jane Does and ABC Companies) acting as
consumer advocales or reporters would purporl Lo "investigate” Individuals and
businesz=s |hal ihey view 1o be “scams.” Upon identifying such “scam™
individuals and busineszes, lhese Defendants (hen creale and publish on the
Waebsites "Reports” conlaining negative and ofien false and defamalorny
informellan aboul the character, background, and praclices of such persons,
Upon information and belief, the Defendants [dentified in paragraph 22, wauld fils
reporis and clalms with various governmental agendes, news media and othet
websiles. Sueh reporis would contain knowingly false, misleading and

defamalory materlals regarding Plainliff and its afillates.
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35.

35,

7.

30.

Upon information end belief, Dafendants Howe, ciwimed to have access o
nonpublic and propristary infarmalion and trade secrets, which he shared or
offered Lo share ta the other Defendants lor the specific purpose of aaslsting
those Gefendants” campalgn of false and defamatory elalements.

In emails provided lo PlaintifT by the Florlds Atlorney General's Offioe in
reapones 1o a requesl pursuant to Flonida Slatules Chapter 119, the Defendants
(other than Defendanls Madeline Rosenberger, Salomon, Salomon, PA_
NFrance, CHN and de Vries) are shown digeussing on numerous occasions their
access o nonpublic and proprietary imlarmation belonglng to Plaintiff and oflen
brag aboul Lheir abilily lo oblaln further information wilhoul the knowledge or
permnission of Plaint|ff,

Upon information and bellef, the Defendanis {olher than Defendants Madeline
Rogenberger, Salomeon, Salomoen, P.A., NFrance, CRN and de Vries) have, on
lhousands of necaslons. communicalad with the Flanda Attorney Generals
Office for the specific purpose of making false claims and praviding false or
miglead|ng information to Lhet affice [n an attempl 1o damage the business of
Plaintiff.

Upon information and belled, Defendants Satomon and Salomeon, PLA. created »
websibz known ae “pearmanlitigation.com” (hereinafter the “Salomon YWebsite",
# copy of the texl Lhal appeared on such website is attachad herelo as Exhibit
“A'. Altached as Exhibil "B” is a copy of the soutce ¢ode Lhal generated the

graphica and texl thal appeared a5 the Saloman Welisite. The sourae code
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44,

41,

flsc/nses that the text was prepared by, and gl rights {including copyrights, cne
wollkd assume) were resarved to, the Salemon Law Center,

Aocording to lhe records of The Florida Bar, Defendant Salomon is the sole
member of the “Salomon Law Cenler," which is Lhe ficlitious name for Defendant
Salomon, P.A.

Upon information and belisf, Dafendart CRN, purchezed sdverising space cr
sphsored lnks oh Inteme! search engines auch as Goagle which are degigned
o appear In close proximity 1o advartizements purchase by Plaindlf on such
Intemel search engines. Upan infarmation and belief, such &ds are designed
solely o confluze consumers or otherwise interfere wilh the business of Plaintiff,
and are part of lhe aclions of ona or more of the Defandants o damages Plaintif
and its business.

Upon information and belief, Defendants have created and published statements
that Plalnilfl | one of a numbser of (i) scamsters, (i) who are using deceplive and
unfair business practices, (i} whose officers and employees wiil be going lo
priscn and {lv) generally claiming thal Plaintiff is a criminal enlerprise.
Defendants further crealed and published statemenis thal @ number of the
members of the sleff and executive team of Fiwindff, when acling la such
tapacities, wera scamslers who also committed ariminal acts in 1he funherance

ef the Plaintiff's businese. All euch stalements are lalse and defamatory.

COUNT |

RICO Ac118 U.5.C, §51%61-1268 wnd F.5. Chapter 772

10
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43

45,

Plaintlfl realleges and agzeris lhe allagations sel forth in paragmaphs 1 through 41
and ingorporates them hermin by this relarence.

This count is an aclion 10 scover damagas fo injures by reason of violation of
lhe Rackeleering Influenced and Carrupl Crganization Act, 18 U.S.C. 1961 e,
s@1. and the Florida Civil Remedies for Criminal Practices Acl (known colloquially
as lhe Civil Racketeering Influenced and Corrupl Organization Act), F.5. Chapter
772 In excess of $15,000.00, exclusive of atlomey fees, costs and interesl.

Al all imes relevant, Defendants have logelher constituted an enterprise {Lhe
"Rackeleering Enlerprise”) aa defined in 18 U.S.C. § 1981(8)and F. S, §
TT2.102(3); lhal is a group of indlviduaks mesociated in facl.

Defendants assockated wilh each other as the Raaketeering Enlerprise 1o
generale profits and to promais the mutual wronglul economic interest of each
membet of |he antarprise.

Defendants assoclalzd in lhe Rackeleering Enterprise and conducted or
participated, direclly or indfrectly in such enterprise (hrough a pattam of
racketeering aclivity consisling of & scheme and arlifice 1o defraud, lure, chtaln
monies by means of fraud, misrepresentation, pretenses, snd maleral ormissions
through false and misleading praglices, and to delame end violate the legal righls
of Flaintiff {hrough a pattern of ¢riminal aclivity or a patiem of racketeering
activity ineluding 1he use of telecommunications, mall, wire communicalions as
prescribed by 18 U.5.C. §5 1241 end 1243, 1B U.5.C. §1962, and F. 5. §

772.102(1) which cause injury and |rreparable harm (o tha Plainiff.

1



17,

4R,

49

L

.

62,

Beginnlng [n 2003, Defendanls engeged in a scheme to deprive others of money,
lamglble propery and inlangible righis by the publicalion of defamatoty
Irformation about Plalniff on lhe various webeiles and medla oulles, as well as
letters, emails and telephone ¢alls ko numerous govemment and law
enfarcemnent officlals,

| furtherance of the schema, ihe Rackeleering Enlerprise transmited or
obiained advances, payment of expenses, and other monetary or pecuniary
gains lhrough the U.8. Mail in violelion of 18 U.8.C. §1341 and F. 5. §
Tr2.102(1),

In furherence of the scheme, the Racketeering Enterprize transmitted demands,
promizes, defamalary stelements and clher documenis or demands by wire in
viotation of 18 U.S.C. § 1242 and F. 5. § T72.102(1),

Beginning in 2003, in furlherance of the scheme, lhe Racketeeting Enterprize
used the U.S. Mail and wire 10 coordinate, conlrol and execute the racketesaring
aclivity In various ways, including, bud not limlted to:

A, Published & serles of defamalory slalemenls about Plaintf in arder to
damage the businesas and reputalion of Plaindiff

L} Made a series of talze reports o varlous law enforcament or invesiigative
sgencies regarding PlaindifT,

Each incident In connaction with lhe scheme conelilutes a separata victation of
16 LE.C 55 1341, 1341, 18 LLS.C. §1982 and F. 5. § 772.102(1),

The Recketeering Enierprise’s repealed violations of federal and Florlda lsw over

an extended period of time and to several victims, involve numerous separals,

12
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5G,

Independen| and distingt unlewful acts. These acls were neilher sporadic nor
coincidental, bul the planned regular and repeated violations of law 1o
accomplish the Rackebsering Enterprise’s desired end ih tha course and the
continued aclivilies of the enterprise. The acls have simllar Infents, results,
accompllees, viclime or methods of commissgion or are otherwise interrelated and
are not [eolated svents or incidents o as lo constitute a “petlern of recketeering
activity” wlthin the meaning of 18 L1.5.C. §1861(5) and a “patlern af eririnal
aclivity” within the meaning of F. 5. § 772.102{4). The continued activities of the
Rackeleering Enterprise and ils violefions of fedeml and Florida laws have
¢aused and continue to cause Plaintifl {o suffer substantial economic injury.
Plaintifl is entilled 1o recover ihreefold {(Ireble) damages sustained as a direct and
proximate result by reazon of the various and numerous viclations by Lhe
Defendants pursuant o 18 U.S.C. §1984(c) and F. 5. § 772.104; as well as
altarney's fees and the costs of this aclion.
COUNT ||

Intentlonel Interferance with Busineas Ralationshlps
Plaintiff realleges and assers Ihe allegations set forth in paragraphs 1 lhrough 53
and incorporates tham herein by this reference.
This iz an action for intenlion inferference with business relationships againg the
Defendanle for damages in excess of $15,000.00, exclusive of allorney fees,
casts and interest.
Pleintlfl has established angolng business relalionships with consumers of ils

praducts and services from around the world. This includes agpiring and

13
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34,

esiablished talerl in the areas of madeling, acting, singlng amd dancing.
Plaintiffs business relationships also include talent and modeling agenls, casling
direciors, lakent manegers and other professionals [n a varlety of entertainmeant
tields that ulitize lhe praducts and services of Plaintif. Further, Plaintifl has
eslablished ongoing relalionships with vendors and suppliers. A.II of lhese
business ratalionships are valyable o Plaintif.

Datendanis were well aware of ihega relalionships, including without limilation,
the nalure and value of lhese relationships,

Delandanls, acling both In concerl and individually, intendlonally and without
jusiificatlon lock steps to interfere with Lhese business relationships, Delendants’
actions Incuded, bul were not limited ta;

A, Qbtaining the emeil addresses of Plaintils customears {withoul permission
or aulhority) in order {o contael such cuslomers and make false, defamatory and
deragatory slatements regarding Plaintifl and its business wilh [he exprass
intention of having those cuslomers caneal thelr relalionship with Plalntifl, make
falze reports 1o credit card izsuers and financial institutions and 1o law
enforcement or requlatory agencies, and ta spread such false information onlo
olhar cusiomers.

B. Making falze reports lo law enforsernent and regulatory agencies In order
te Injura e business ralationships of Plaintiff.

€.  Making false, defamalory and derogaiory statements 1o news media in

order o have such news media repeal such false statements in order Lo injure

ihe business relalionships of Plaintif.

14



39,

B0,

61,

Gd.

63,

L. Making false, defamatory and deragetary statements 1o credil cand issuers
and merchents assodalions, check prooessors, banks and ofher financial
Institutions In order Lo injure ha business relationships of Plainllff.
E. Making falze, defamatory and derogalory statements 10 hotels coniracling
wilh Plainliff in connection with itz buglness in order lo injure the business
relalionships of Plaintiff.
As a direcl and proximate result of thesa actions, Defendanis have caused and
canlinue ko causa Plaintiff to suffer substantial economic injury and Plainliff is
entitled 10 recover damages resulting from Defendants Intenfional inlerersnce
wilh Plaintiff's business relatlonships; az well as atlorney’s fezs and tha costs of
Lhis action.
COUNT Il

Defamation
Flaintiff realleges and assers the allegalions sel fth in paragraphs 1 lhrough 58
and incorporates them hersin by this reference.
This is an aclion for defamalion against the Defendants for damages In excese of
£13,000.00, exclusive of atiorney fees, costs and inieresL
Defendants knowingly, with the Intent lo deceive and lo defame, have made
numercus false and defamalory siaternents ooncerning Plalntiff to media,
government officials and the public concerning Lthe business praclices of the
P laintifT
Defendanis have published or ¢aused to have published slatements regarding

the business practices of the Plainliff, including without limitetion slatements that
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&6,

B7.

G4,

Plaintift has violaled ¢riminal laws, which statements Defendants knew or should
have known to b false and were made wilh the intent thal the publication of
such stalements would cause imeparable damags lo the business repulation,
goodwill, geod mames and siatune of the Plainlif.
Ag & direct and proximate resuli of these agilons, Defendants have caused aclual
damages to Plaintiff, its ongoing businesses and |ts busingss reputallon, and
Flaintiff iz entilled to recover damages, including puniive damages, resulting
from Defendants inlentional, melicious, knowing and purposeful actions of the
Dalendanls in defaming \he Plainliff; as wel as attomey's fees and lthe costs of
this action.
By reason of the foregoing, Plaintif i3 also entilled 1o a2 permanent injunctlon,
preceded by a preliminary injunction, restraining Lhe Defendanta from meaking
defamatory slatements regarding Plaintiff.
COUNT IV

False Light Invaslon of Privacy
[lainGif reallegas and asserts Lhe allegations sel forth in paregraphs 1 thraugh &5
and [ncorporales them harsin by this reference,
This is an action for false llghl Invaslon of privacy egalnst the Defendanis far
darnages in excass of 51500000, exclusive of attornay fees, cosls and interest.
Defendanis knowingly, with the intent (o vielale the right of privacy by placing
Blaintiff in & false light before the eyes of Plaintdfs customers, vendors,

associales, and Lhe public, made numerous statements concerning Plaintlff to

16
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Gh.

.

71

72

medr, gaovemment officials and the public concerning tha business pmclices of
the Plalnliff designed 1o give a falze Impregsion thel Plaintiff was:

A Violaling criming| |aws.

E. About Lo 1ail financlally,

G, Was ihe subjedt of governmental investigaticns.

Defendants have published or caused 1o have published such slalemenis with
lhe inleni thal the publicailon of such stalements woulkd eause irreparable
damage {o Lhe business rsputation, goodwill, good names end stature of the
Plaintiff.

As adireet end proximale resull of theae actlons, Defendanls have caused aclual
damages lo Plaintiff, lia ongoing businesses and its business repuiation, and
Plaintiff is entitled to recover damages, including punitive damages, resulling
from Defendants intentional, maticlous, knowing and purposeful actions of the
Defendants in defarmning the Plainfiff; as well as attorney's {ees and the costs of
{his aclion.

By reason of the foregeing, Plaintiff Is also antilad to a permanent injunction,

preceded by a preliminary injuncticn, restrining the Defendants from making

defamatory siatemenls regarding Plaintiff.

COUNTV
Misappropriation of Trade Secrats — F.§. Chapter €68
Flaintiff realleges and asserts the allegalions set forlh in paragraphs 1 through 71

and [ncorporaies them herein by this reference,

17
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T4,

7o

76,

77

This count is an acllon Lo recaver damages for injuries and for injunctive rellef
due by reason of violation of the Florida Lln.iﬁ:lrm Trade Secrets Acl, F.5. Chaptar
680 in excess of §15,000.00, exclusive of atlorney fees, costs and inerssl,
At all mes releverd, Defendants associaled wilth each ather to misappropriate,
acquire and use trade secrats of Plaintiff, including without [Imitation, the set-up,
desian and funclion of Plaintiffa websites, inlernal emalil; email subject ta the
attornery-client privilege, customer |lst, a Ikt of indusiry professionals tllizing Lhe
products and 2arvices of Plaintlff and Plaintifl's business plans regarding present
and fulure businasses,
Defendants willfully and maliciously misappropriated and {hen published such
trade zecrats on websites established and controlled by certaln of he
Defendants, by websiles contralled by (hird parlies, to news media and to
governmental and reguiatory agencles knowirg that Cefendants were withold
authority to have or publish such rade secreta,
As a direct and prokimate result of these aclions, Defendants have caused and
conlinue to cause Plaintiff to suffer eubstanlial economic injury and Plalndif is
enlilled Lo recover damages resuliing from Defendanis intenlional inlerference
with Plaintiffs business relationships; as well as attorney's fees and the costs of
this action.
COUNT IY

CiNl Conspiracy

Pla/ntiff realleges and asserts he allegalions =et forh in paragraphs 1 through 76

and incorporales them herein by this reference.
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74,

78,

a0,

E1,

82.

This e an action (or civil conepiracy against the Defendants far damages in
axcaas of $15,000.00, exclusive of attorney Tees, costs and interast.

Defendants acling In agreemeni, combination and conspiracy with ane enother,
aided, abetted, encouraged, facilitaled and concealed their publicalion of
defamatory statements aboul Plaindilf, iheir inlentional inlederencze with lhe
business relationshlps of Plalntiff, their mlsapproprialion of Plainlifi's trade
secrels and their intent ta viclate the right of privacy of Plaintifl by placing Plaintift

in a false light, all wilh the Intent 1o cause Plaintifl senous aconomic harm, as well

as harmn o ils businese reputation.
Defendanls afirmatively acled in pursuance of the conapiracy by Intentionally
mainfaining varniaus websiles, including without limilation, Lhe Wabsies, and

publishing the defamatary statemanls on such websites and lhrough olher

‘means, and by providing financlal, leqal, accounting or lechhical assistance to

sach other

As a direcl and proximala resull of these aclions, Defendanis have caused actual
damages io Plainiiff, its ongolng businesses and its business repulation, and
Plainiifl is enlitled to recover damages, including speaial, exemplary and punilive
damages, resulting from Defendants intentional, malicious, knowing and
purposeful acllons of {he Defandants (o conspire against Plaintiff, s well as

atlarney’s fees and lhe cosls of Hhis aclion,

JURY DEMAND

Flairdiff hereby demands a lial by jury on all Issues friable befors a jury.



YWHEREFORE, Plzinliff prays for relief as follows:

A
B.
C.

0.

Thal Plainliff be awarded compensatory, specal and exemplary damages:

That Flalniiff be awarded punilive damages;
That Plalnliff recover the atterney's fees and costs of Lhis action; and

Thal Flalntiff be granted such olher and furthar refief as the Court desms just and

proper.

DATED this ,{'Ij E day of September, 2004,

ca R hamberiain, Esquire
127 West Chureh Streel, Suile 300
Orlanda, Florida 32801
FBN: 0832464
Telephone 407-244-3400, axt 2350
Facaimile: 407-244-3332
Attomey lor Plaindif

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a frue copy of the foregoing hes been furnished to Les

Henderson, P. . Box éﬁiz 072 Fire Roule 0, Azikda, Onlario, Canada
Slales Mail thls ./ E dﬁy ol Seplembsr, 2004. T
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