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Usited "*‘me:s, mz:@gswr pursuant to
the u"s“h station of the Pmies 4]
Asi“)f‘"i*iﬁé?*ﬁ of Permanent Rocziver
and Qrder theveon dated July 17,
1994 in the United Sintes Pedersl
District Court, Central District,
California
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\/ Elalntift
AND SOMMERERT LIMTTED, =&
company incorposaied pursuant to
the Interpsticnsl Companies Act
195182
AND
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registzved pursuant to the provigions
of the International Trust Act 1984
Second Defendeat
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ND TRAVIS V. COOPER  of

Sacramenio, Califorsia, United
States
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business there sod elsewhere 88 o
trusies, including as Trustes of the

e



mailto:F@.et~~1

o

@E’i‘i‘;}'

.
»
fﬂ‘

,
&l

]

h“‘ 1 LJR Vﬂi&

ed States

i
|1

AMD Villa Park,
i Manarangd for the Plainti
Br Arnold for the Fifh Delendant .

Dite of Hearing © Internations! Confirence Call 20 Pecember (NZ tima)
Dute of Decision : 20 Deterber (Wew Zealzad tme)

JUBLKENT OF R LOT
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A Mareva Injunction hes already been granted to the Plaintiff sgainst the eight defendants.

This is an application for the replacement of Trust Net (Cook Islands Limited) and the Fifth
Defendant by a new Trustes, Resolution Limited.

The original Trust was established by Mr and Mrs Cooeper - the Seventh and Eighth Defendants
respoctively. Under that Trust the Fifth Defindant was the duly eppointed Trustee.

45 o remult of eriminal procesdings In the United Stetes, guiity pless were admitied by the Seventh
Diefendant to mail and wire Geud, theft snd embozelament of pension funds, as well a¢ interstate
end foreign transperiation of stolen proparty end property telien by fisud. A ples bargsining
apreemant followed wherehy the Sevemh Defendant was to provide &lf details of the Trust

.

which, it is alleged by the Flalnti, was the reciplent of the criming] zotivities elraedy referved to.

Ths Seventh Defendant hes instructed the Fifth Defendznt (0 make availzbls o the Plaintiff full
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separate fonds in the Trust belong
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hgmng difficulty securing sdeguais instrugtions Gom the Fighth Defendsnt,

| ATRLICATION

The spplication is for the reploremont ¢ é m Tifth Defendant by the sppointment of the new

Trustee, Resclution L;m,m It fa ol poiot thig new Trustee and that
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&pplication fuilows the provigiens of Boction 43 of the Trustes Act 1956 witich provides for the
sppointmnent and dischargz o
My Arnold sppeared for the Filth Defendant who ev;:ss‘\:é the spplication. He confirmed the
difficulties already referred to of identifving e propert ty claitaed by the Bighth Defendant. The
affidevit in support of the applisation slleges that the whole of the Trust property results from the
crirdnal gotivities of the Seventh Defemdant, However the Plaintif cengiot conlirm by independent

3!

exnmination of the Trust records whether either the legations of the Seventh Defendant or of
the Eighth Defendant are correct or pardy so in relztion to their respective claims that they make
to ths Trust property. This is becsuse of the Fifth Defondant's refirsz] to permit the Plaintiff an

inspection of the Trust recordy even though directed by the Seventh Defendant,

It may very well be thot the Elghth Defendant hes some assets in the Trust quite independent of
the assets resulting from the eriminal sctivities of the Seventh Defendunt, Clearly therefore the
Fifth Defendent should mesmtine remain ag Trustes in order to protect tha interests of the Eighth
Pefandan. Thare is a clear confict ofinterest which the Filth Defndens i3 unable to cope with,
The Seventh Deft ﬁ"*&:*f, ora of the setlors of the Trust, has directed tha Fifth Defendant to make
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For that reason the chlection by the Fifth Defeadart is disallowed; Rogolution Limited is

sppoirted 8 new e iac‘ﬁacm Frustes pursuant to {the proviecns Of S6¢iion 3
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Act 1856,

Tred

Thiz zddit » now Trustes 1o exnming the Tiust property ead 0

éwul appointment will engl

(

peerit thhe Plaimtii i proossd with 00 enforceman of the plea bergaining sorzement, It will also

peomit the Fifth Defindant te oo cing for the Eighth Defondant since it hes &;*;Em:}w}edged

that & iy no longer acting for tho Bgverth Defendunt dus (o its non-complinnge with the specific
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instructiong that were provided o the Fifth Defendant snd which have not been mmpixed with.

Whils this Ovder will enable the two Tragtecs to act separately, one for the Soventh Defendant
| eonfiint In the event that the
wreningtion haes been

and the other for the Bighth Dol
Trustess cannot agres on the identifcytion m«m& Trust &
arvied out. If for that resson er ey o othier reason th ere i3 not unadiedly briween the Trustess

w

then legve s granted to sy patly 16 tiake gpplicstion to the Court SHr directions.
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Costs on the application are mzerved.

Lillon J. /
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