Exhibit A

9 MR. ALTMAN: And well, Your Honor, they just

10| indicated to you that Japanese investors said that they expect
11|l not to get their money and where did they get the information
12|l from? From a newspaper? I mean that confirms what I‘ve said
13| to the Court, there are no complaints by foreign investors. -
14| There are no complaints made in writing, sworn to. There’s no
15]| investigation conducted by the federal authorities to confirm
16f that. 1It’s just rank hearsay which is a product of not

17|| understanding what these transactions are abé;t. There are no
18| defaults. There are no complainants. And yet we're hearing
19| this hyéteria that there’s a billion dollars missing. There'’s
20|l no question that the transactions were conducted through a

21| public bank. They can determine from an audit of Republic Bank

what was lost and where it went, but it didn’t go to him. He

S District Court, Trenton, New Jersey (98-5018) - 9/13/1999 - Page 15
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Exhibit B

MR. ARMSTRONG: Your Honor, the large problem that
exists here is that no specific list has been provided by the
receiver as to what is actually he is looking for. On the
testimony, your Honor, there is also menticn here about a Ming
vase. 1 fied, your Honor, that there is no receipt
for purchase of a Ming vase, that it was a simple souvenir

sed from a holiday and that 1 could never possibly
produce a Ming vase, I never purchased one in my life.

So there is ne way for me to purge myself of this

contempt of court until I have a specific and realistic list

t it is that ie actually being sought, your Honor.

MR. CCHEN: Judge, perhap ould address that. You
may recall Mr. England was here, a in connection with
Mr. England’s testimony we produced about, oh, I don’t know,
about a foot of paper that had ever receipt, and Mr. England
went through that and there were hundreds, according to him, I
think we put that into the record previously, of coins that
were missing and Mr. Armstzong had said he just ha
time to go looking through his envelopes for it.

I suggest that we can give Mr. Armstrong pictures of

all the coinsg that we have collected so far on that list and

027TSECH

he can tell us where the rest of them are.

THE COURT: I thought you did that?

MR. ARMSTRONG: Your Honor, I have received no
specific list as to what the receiver claims is missing or any
specific list of anything that says if I produce this then I
have been purged of the contempt of

For the first 15 days, your Honor, I was held in what
the inmates affecticonately call e hole. I was prevented

from even calling my attorneys. I put in several requesis to
‘ call my attorneys that were denied. No one could even get in
| touch with me, so I could not respond to this court for 15
days, your Honor. My family tried to come see me, they were

| turned away. I was finally allowed one phone call to my

family to let them know what happened to me after about six

days, your Honor. I have been unable to comply with your

court or¢

Before Judge Richard Owen, February 7th, 2000
(TR pages 14 - 15)
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Exhibit C

New York Courts Alter Court
Documents Routinely

176wWsecC 3
|
|
|

i

d

(Case called)

(In open court)

THE COURT: First order of business, Mr. Bernard

Transcript July 6th, zoo1 - Note it States Clearly "(in Open Court")

O4OASECH

-

THE COURT: Now, may I ask who is in the back? I

recognize Mr. Kalaria.

Transcript April 24th, 2000 - Court illegally closed Threw press out

Note how the Court Reporters Conspired with the Judge and just omitted any mention about in an open
court proceeding. I filed an appeal and the Second Circuit refused to even docket the appeal to avoid
ruling on this extradordinary act illegally throwing the press out in a closed court proceeding.

Jailed Market Guru To Defend Him',‘self

By NOELLE KNOX
& The Associaled Press |

NEW YORK (AP) - Famed markel forecasier Martin Armstront will bo nlfownd 1o delend himself against securies fraud
charges, a ruling that has some wondering If he can gel a faln trial -

In @ closed hearing Monday, U S, District Judge Richard ruled thal Armalrong, who has no formal legal tralning, will be
allovad (o represent himse¥ in court against accusations by ,s.reg.huahdh.ddm:dodJmmlnw:hlomdu

billion.
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Exhibit D

NEWS > Companies

Russian scandal widens

August 26, 1999: 7:39 p.m. ET

Manhattan D.A., Russian government
joins growing list of investigators

NEW YORK (CNNfn) - An investigation into @ &) SAVE THIS
alleged money laundering by a Russian crime

syndicate through two U.S. banks widened @2 EMAILTHIS
Thursday as Russian investigators and the (@ & PRINT THIS
Manhattan District Attorney's office joined a
growing list of legal and regulatory officials
seeking answers.

A week ago, allegations arose that a Russian crime syndicate
had laundered some $10 billion - possibly funds diverted from
International Monetary Fund payments - through accounts at the
Bank of New York (BK) and Republic National Bank (RNB).

G 5r MOST POPULAR
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— ADYERTISEMENT —

NEWS > International

Russia, U.S. talking fraud
September 14, 1393: 7:41 p.m. ET

ﬂ'\ Enforcement officials are meeting to
INVE 6 ATION discuss money-laundering scandal

MEW YORK (CMNFn) - Senior Russian law-
enforcement officials met with their U.5.
counterparts at the Justice Department
Tuesday to discuss the ongoing investigation
into how billions in illegal funds were
laundered through the Bank of Mew York and
other financial institutions.
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Exhibit E

AUSA ALEXANDER SOUTHWELL: So to be clear, in the event of a conviction, we
will request, your Honor, that there be an order of contribution reimbur-
sing ultimately HSBC, who basically made good and paid out these lésses
for whatever reasons that they did. They compensated the victims ... We
frankly think that there is money available, which is part of the reason
why Mr. Armstrong has been held in civil contempt..."

 (SDNY 99-Cr—-997)(Tr; 6/24/05, pll-12)
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Exhibit F

THE WALL STREET JOURNAL.

English Edition ¥ | April7,2020 | PrintEdition | Video

Home World US. Politics Economy Business Tech Markets Opinion Life&Arts RealEstate WSJ. Magazine Search Q

Republic New York Pleads Guilty To Fraud, Agrees to Pay Restitution

By Mitchell Pacelle Staff Reporter of The Wall Street Journal

c.18,200112:01amET

S et pA Text

Republic New York Securities Corp. pleaded guilty to two felony counts of securities fraud
and agreed to pay $606 million in restitution to investors of financial adviser Martin
Armstrong, a one-time client who the bank’s lawyer asserted Monday had run a "huge
Ponzi scheme.”

16



Exhibit G

217gsecc 17

1 Losses that occurred in the Prudential period and at
2 the period at Republic prior to the first false NAB letter are
3 not embraced within the restitution by HSBC because obviously
4 they weren't in the predeposition period, they weren't

5 involved in it, and in the period before the false NAB there

6 is no as description of criminal liability. So that is a

7 || period of time as to which there are enormous losses that

8 obviously are shall we say uncompensated as of this moment.

9 That's one period of losses that are excluded.

(Transcript 1/7/02 SDNY: Alan Cohen admitting there is "no description of criminal liability"“ meaning
there was nothing just claiming there were losses before dealing with HSBC. However, the Net Asset
Value letters were issed by the bank to our firm so for their to have been a crime previously, some
other bank would have had to also issue false letters to our firm, which did not exist, no other firm
was ever charged, and at the end of the day they admitted | owed nothing; p17, LI-4)

17
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Exhibit H

MR. ARMSTRONG: I think the company comes under the
Civil Asset Forfeiture Act and I think it should be entitled
to counselor.

THE COURT: Okay.

On that issue I will deny that now, and it is not
under the Civil Forfeiture Act, and coungel, therefore, cannot

be appointed under that act. And in any event I notice you

TR 10-03-2000
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Exhibit I
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PrixcCTON ECONOMICS INTRRNATIONAL LTD,

Memorasdam of Agresment

amnng

A. MAanK HOMAN, DIPANEAR OHOSH AND JOsEPH CONND F U
As Joint Provisional Liquidaters of Prinestan Economics intematinnal Lid,
unter Order of the Suprems Cour, Providenclales, Turks and Caicos [slands

and

; ALAN M. CoHEN, -
Ax Recelver In reapect of Prnceton Economics Intemational Lid, and
Princeton Global Managersem Lid. under Ordar ai Ualled Staes
District Court m’ {ae Southern Districtof New Yerk

Daed: October 7, 1559
|
1. Deflnillony. Annex A to this MOA conuins a list of the defined Lerms used I

herein, {
2. [/5 Coses. On September 13, 1999, the SEC and the CFTC cammencsd !

1he U.5. Cases. Also on that date, HoN, LEwis A Kartan, U.S.D.1. signed the Firs!

TRO. On September 19, 1999, Hox, lucHarp Owen, US.DJ, signed the Sezand TRO.

|

3. TCICare. On Sepiember 17, 1999, PEL petitioned the TCI Court 1o appoint |
the JPLs and on thar date HON. DERRICK REDMAN signed an order appointing them. ‘

4. Jurlsdictional Dispute and Confllcting Ordery, Both Courts pwrpornt 1o have
jurisdiction over soma or tll of the Assets. Thers are disputes among tha Receiver and
JPL3 &3 to which has what dghits with respect 10 which Assets, Nathing eonlained herein
is intended to resolve such queationp of Jurisdiction or rights, and the panies reserve all

of thelr rights In respeet thereol. l

5. Princlples Underlylng This MOA, The Recziver and JPLs urgently desiez 0
resolve 1heir disputes consensus|ly with a view to addressing promptly-and effactively the
presving roed far <ficient and comfprehensive sdministration of the Ausets. The Receiver]
and the JPLs agree that ench of thern has duties 1o identify, recover, preserve and grotect
ihe Asizix in 3n efficient and sost<Teclive manser, and to maximize the recoveries of
creditors In respeet thercof, and agree that theft Tespeetive sctlons and declalons thall be

in Furtheranee of such dutjes,

YY) I LTS LM ST IO 11 ) e g
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Pascd n Ihe foregaing mutual ageeement, the Receiver and the JPLs believe they
will be able effectively to alloeats responsibllities for sdministration of PEL and other
— membery of Oroup betwaen them and, to that end, have agreed that cenain activitdes may
be undertaken by cazh of them In their individual dissretlon and thet, during the term of
the MDA, =i} their other activitey shall cither be muruaily agreed upon by Wriien
Authority or authorized by order of Bath Couns. :
6. Batlc Agracmens, From end afler the effective dale of this MOA and until
such time or times a1 the agrecment exprecsad In this MOA Is superseded or terminated
a3 provided herein, the Receiver and the TPLs agree as follows:

(8) Except ar expressly provided hereln and In Annex B hereto, the Recejver
and the JTLx shall take action in ratpect of the Cases and the Assetx if and only if such
=ctions are pursuant to the joint Weitlen Authority of the Re=civar and the JPLs. In the
event the Receiver and the JTLs disagres with respest to any course of setion proposed by
cither of them, such action shall be taken anly upon approval thereol by orders of Both
Courts, The Recelver and the JPLu exeh thll have the Hight o commence procezdings n
Both Courtz secking such a detarminatlon on reatanable nntice lo the other party and to
the SEC and tha CFTC,

(b) Any funds which at any lime rome under the centrol of the Receivar or the
IPLs shall be deposited Into appropritte, tegragsted 2acounts controlled by such party
and shall be Jnvested in « manner agreed by the Receiver and the JPLy, provided thar

(A) the Receiver shall pay, from funds in the Receiver's control (i) the
reasonahle [ees, cosly and oxpenses of the Receiver and its profeasionals upon
TU.5. Court appraynl thereof (a5 well as rexsonables retainers 1o any professionals
employed by the Receiver pending payment), (i) up 1o $1.0 miltlon in refpest of
reasnnable feey, costs and sxpenses of the JPLs ir prafassi \are
payable in aceardanc " and eustomary peactice in proceedings belore
the TCI Court, 1 the extent fitnds in the control of the JPLs from time 10 time are
insufficient therefor (a5 well a8 reasonable retalners to the JPLs and any
profetionals employed by them pending payment), and (111) yuch nther amounts

21 may be neceasary 1o camy out activitles permined under Anacx B hereofny

otherwiss perminted 1o be expended In accordanes wilh the procedures sci fonh in

paragraph 6(a] ibove, g — S

(B) the JPLs shall pay, from funds in the JPLa' conbl (i) the rensonable

| fees, costs and expenses of the JPLy and their professionals (including any
- appropriate rewiners 1o the JPLs and professionals employed by either of them

pending payrent), and (ii) such other amounts at may be Tiecesiary 1o cuTy oul

actvitles permiticd under Annex B hereof or otherwise permitied 1o be expended

in accordance with the procedures set forth In puagraph 6(a) abave.

VT I TEIRDOL IO M4 )T oy o
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(&) Upon prior consultation with the IPLs, the Receiver shzll be permined 1o
invesiigute, prosacuts sad/or settle claims and causes of action ugainet any third pany
arising undet the lawa of the United States (ineluding the common law thereof), -
regardless of whers such third party may be located, Tn the event the JPLs dlsagree with
any course afaction proposzd hy the Receiver with respect 1o any such investigation,
prasezution and/or scitlement, the JPLs shall have the tight o ohject 19 such aztion in the
LS. Court. whersupon such sctjon shall procced only if the U.S, Court datarmines that
it investigation, prosccution or settlément Ix in the best interests of credjtors. Suhjee
ta the preceding scntence, the JPLs shall take o]l raasonshla 1t4ps 10 cagperate 1o
facllitate such investigation, prosecution or settlement to the maximum extent permitted

by law,

(d) Upnn prinr zonsuttation with the Reesiyer, the JPLy shall be Permifted o
investigate, prosecute and/or settle claima and causes of sctjon sgainst any third party
arixing under the laws of eny jurisdiction other than the United States (including the
comman law of any such judsdiction), regardless of whare such thisd party may be
loeated. In the event the Rezeiver disagrees with any course of astion proposad by the
JPLs wilh retpect 1a any such Invastignlion, prosecution and/or settlerment, the Receiver
shall have the right 17 object to such action In the TCI Coun, whereupon such sction shall
procoed only if the TCI Court determines that such Investigation, prosecttion or
settlement i3 in the best fnverests of creditors, Subject to the preceding sentenee, the
Reesiver shall take sll cwasonable steps to enoperate to facilitace such investigation,
prosccution ot settlsment to the extont permined by law,

(=) Promplly upen execution of this MOA by the Recciver and the JPLg and its -
approval by Both Courts, the Raceiver and the JPLs shall mesl o discuss all actions 1aken
prior to that date with tespect Lo the idenllficalion, recovery, presecvation and protection
of the Assets, and all information resulting therefrom, The further purpase of this
meeting shall be e cansult regarding the development and implementition of the
strategic action plans of the Receiver and the JPLs. respectively, ThereaRer, the Receiver
and one or mare of the JPLs shall eanfer by phone at lexst weskly and shall mees in
person at [cast monthly, unless otherwise agreed by the Reeslver and the JPLs. The
Receiver and the JPLs shall endexvor 1o eansult with the SEC and the CFTC from 1ime
\Ime 1o determine whether elther #gency of bath have the ability er the willingness 1o
n33ist with computer serviees, analysls of markett and/or posiljon and investigalive or
other services. .

(f) The terms set farth In Annex B ara incarparated by reTerefize herein, and the
Receiver and the JPLa shail be permined 1o take 0y aztion permitted under Annex B

without furthey tonsent o cowt order,

7. Efficiency and Minimizalion of Redundent Work. The Receiver and the
JPLs desirs as mpidly as possible 1o dlvide 1s between themsclves the work of

) 132U NIGCTS NI oy gt
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2dministering The Cascy, to the extent not specifically set forth in parsgraph 8 of this
MOA, in tuotf mannar a1 will minimize duplicative work, expedite xdministratinn,
cantrol cost and accomplish the speedy and efTiciant conclusion thereof, To thntend,
they intend [n good Taith, acting callegially, 1a divide such work zmdn}fil hemselves in
such manner 23 will accomplizh the [oregoing objectives, As and when they agres to do
39 they will document their understandings, which upon execution thereof by Writen
Autharity of each and the obtaining of any necessary eourt orders, will operate to
supplement, amend ar modify, zs applicable, prragraph 6 hereof 1o the cxtent provided
therain. Without limiting ihe generality of the faregalng, the HRecelver and the JPLx shall
cocgerale in good faith lo maximize the net realization In respect of causes of xeting af
mainbers of the Group agninst third parties. The Receiver and the JPLs will endeavor 1o
keep the SEC and the CFTC reasonably spprised of thelr actlvitiex 1o the extent auch
activities could have a material affect on the Assets (including, 13 necessary, providing
Sopica of applicsble Written Authorities), provided, that the Racelver and (he JPLx sl
not he raquired fo teke any actlon that could result In the walver of any privilege of sny

Oroup eality or otherwiss adversely affest any Group entity or lts ereditors.

8. Dispures Amang the Fartles, The Recelver and the JPLs will work tagether
in goodd fxith = avald or minimiz= disagreoments amongs themselves and to resalva
expeditlously and [airly any disputes which may aris=. In the svent that the foregeing
procedures result in impasse, except 1o the extent specifically provided in paragraph € of
this MOA, they will promp!ly submit the dispula 1 Both Courts, snd the dispute shall be
resnlved in such manner a3 shall be approved by Both Couns. 1f Beth Couns fail to
teach a camman resalution, then the Impasse shall centinue, subject 1o termination of the
MOA pursuant to paragraph 12 below.

9. MNecessary Court Approvalr, As and when appllcable law requires any
malter 1 he submilted to Either Court for approval, it skall be qubmited by the Recciver
or the JT'Ly, a3 applieable, upen prior rexsonable wrinen nntics to the other and 1o the
SEC and the CFTC, and the nonsubmitting party shall be authorized 1o appear and be
ficard with respeet to any syuch request far approval. Prior 1o submitting any matter 1o
Either Court for approval, the Receiver of the JPLs (whichever intends to seek such
approval) shall contact the other t determine whether the approval of Baoth Courts is
required, If the Receiver and the JPLs agree that the approval of Both Courts is reqaired,
the Recefver und the JPLy shall wke such actions as may be necessary or appropriate tn
request that Both Cowrts praside joindy over the request for approval. or to have Dotly
Couns coordinate any hearings as may be required in such a jnanner as o pramote the
timely and efflejent review of sueh request by Both Courta. In making i1 determination,
each of the U.S, Court and the TCI Court may take into account the vidwa, il 2ny, af
<reditors end of regulatory agencles that may he prezented 1o sush courts,

10. TROs, mmediaizly afer axseulion hersof by each panty, the Recelver ond
the JPLs will jointly request the U.S. Count to modify the Fist TRO and the Second TRO
to the extent necessary to authorize and permit the JPLs end the Reeeiver 10 enter into anu

ANV ITRA R IR WAL prv ol
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aet in accordance with the MOA. and request the TCI Court lo snter aiy arder authorizing
and permitting the JPL.s lo enter into and act in accordance with te MOA, Should such
orders be ablalned and not be xtayed, boll the Receiver ind the JPLs will procesd

expaditiously to Implement the actiony described herein and in Adnex B hareta. == 0

V1. Exiwing Orders; Effecrive Date of Thix Agreement. Bxcept a3 provided in
the following sentence, the Plrst TRO, the Sccand TRO and the TCI Order shall remain
in effect. This MDA shall become effective at such time 33 (i) Bath Courts shall have
npproved identieal versions of this MOA, (1i) the First TRO and the Second TRO shall
have besn amendrd 1o the extont nesessary in permit the JPT .5 and 1lte Recelver to enler
inte end ezl in ncenrdonce with the MOA, and (ili) the TCI Court shall haye eniersd an
order sutherizing and permitting the JPLA to enler hito and acl [n aeeordance witly the
MOA. Prior ta efTectiveness of this MOA, the JPLs and the Recelver shall endeavor 1o
comply with it in all matcrial respects to the maximum cXtent they determine they are

permitted to do 3o by applicable law 2nd court ordenan o7 f«:ﬁ &% l‘f & Pﬁf Q.J Upaf)

\2. Termination of thit MOA. (1) This MOA shail terminale on the sarliser of
the follawing (i) whenever Both Courts &0 nrder hnd tuch orders have become Final
Orders ar (il) this MOA shall not have bacome eifective oy provided in paragraph 11
tbove by Octaber 15, 1999 or ({ii) Alan M. Coher| ot one of his partners at O'Me|veny &
My<ra LLP 22 hix wiiecessor a5 the Recelvey shall deace 1o be [ncumbens in sueh capacity
or (iv} all of A, MARK HOMaN, DIPANKAR GHOSH 3nd JoserH ConnoLLy and their
partnery at PricowaterhousaConpers A8 thelr successbrs a3 JPLs shall cease ta e D‘( a "V‘.
incumbent in such capacity or (v) Elther Courr, uporiprier notlee to the partizs and afieg
Sensintmnwith thd-other €awn, arders that the MOA should be terminated.

(b) [n 1he event of termination of the MDA 251 consequence of an cvent raferred
to in clause (1ii) or (iv) of paragraph 12(a) abave, any suzcessor 1o the party whese
ineumbency has terminsted may 2esume the dutics undet the MDA of the terminated
Party and tevive the MOA with the written consent of the other party lo the MDA
However, notwithstanding any such revival, the party whase incumbeney ha rerminated
.::1:" ha'v;“l}u ::lie:nh;reundcranu such lermination Is effective, nor any liabllity or

ponsibility hereunder fo y'
inc'-!mbency{:mu' iy for any action ar fallure 10 gt that ceewy aller such pany's

5 l_J. Informatlan. (2) The Reeelver and the JPLs each hareby agre ;
an unlimited basis, xy amangst them, all infermation regarding the G:nug; a:’d':h’eh::x::
which may coma under their poasesslon oz contml 2nd whish they may lawtally :h::;:
and 1a keep each other fully abreast of their sctivitles and ol developments known 1o
theyn, The nuam.mg he JPL s will ask Both Courts 10.4lgn appropriate orders 1o the

m;J all other privileges recognized under any applicable law. n addition, the Recejver
and the JPLy sha'H ERIeT Ino a common interest or Joint defonse agreement in 2 form
acceplable 1o their raspective countel with the objective of prateating any such privilege.

R NRLIEE 33717 S TPTY p—
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In the event #ilher the Receiver or the JPLs arc advised by countel that sharing any
information eduld result in & waiver or relinquishment of any such privilege, they will
" contulr with the ather party in order to determine hew to procced consistent with their

respective duties, "W TS S0 S50 SRR PHTNIND WE SRR . L .

(b) The Receiver and the JPLs acknowledge and agres that thay shall not and
they shal| direct their respective agents and representatives not 1o provide any non-public
information regarding Group or ifs Assels to Mnrtin Annstrong, Manin Armateang, Jr.,
Viciaria Armatrong, any persan or entity known to be under their direct or indirect
conlrol or scting in concert with any of them, any other farmer nfficer, director or A
employen of PE] or PGM, unless the provision of such Information is either (2) agreed to
hy the Receiver and the. JPLs, (b) requited by applicabla law, or () rzquired by nrder of

Either Court,

14, Credliors' Committae. The 1PLs and the Recelver will use thelr rzasonakle
e{Tons 1o support the formation of a creditors’ committee in the TCl Case and to try 10
obtain permission for the SEC and the CFTC to attend meetings and panleipate in
deliberntions, but not to vote. The Receiver and the TPLs acknowledge and wgren that
they will take such steps as may be reasonably available 1 them as & marter of law to
prechude Martin Armstrong, Martin Armstrong, Jr,, Viciona Amulrong and any parson ar
enlity under their direct or indircet control, or seting in concert with any of them, prany
other farmer director, officer ar employee of PET ar PGM from bacoming a valing or =x
officio member of such creditars’ committes.

15. Appearances. Rach of the JPLs 2nd the Recsiver will nolify the other in
advanes of all netivities in lts Count and each shall hav= the right 1o appear and be heard
in Both Caurty without appesition from [he dther.

) 6. To the extent such actions would rot violale Ay duties of the JPLs or the
Receiver, respectively, under applicable law (A) the JPLs and the Receiver shall each
taka n)lt'm:o?l;b:;:l:e?s to coaperate with the CETC, the SEC and the USAO in
connection wi investigation and prosecution of civil, 2dmini v Jmi
Mmatlers relating 1o hf:nin A. Armstrong, PEI, PGM and tny of lhc;::ﬁﬂ:;:r?ummml
z:nglhxu, officers, directors or employees, and (B) the JPLy and the Raceiver sha'll .
z:d::::é: &mwdc the CFTC, Ehe SEC and the USAD with reasonsblc neeeses 10 hooks
o thin thelr posu.ufun, sustody or control, to the extant parmitted by Jaw,

rever sftusted, wh:!hgr within the United States or outtide the United Stares.

7. Notleer, Any natices or other communieations requi i
" i 3 required or permitted
.?uc’unfller shall be sullicjently givan If sant by overnight courier, powgfjarcpajd. orby
Acsimile (and confirmed by elephone with the zecipiznt) addressed a5 followa:

if1o the Receiver, to:

@n vny'wlﬁtmm.",,.“

Qi:e8C aro oury

I e
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' - Alan M. Coben, Bsq.
~"t/a O’Melveny & Myers, LLP

153 Enst 431d Strect
New York, New Yark 10022

Fax: 2]12-326-2061

[ . with pcepy to:

O Molveny & Mycrs, LLP
153 Bast $30d Strect

New York, New York 10022
Attn: Manin Glenn

Fax: 212-326-2061

if to the JPLy, to!

A

Mr. A. Mark Homan
PricewaterhoureConpary
Plumtree Court
l.ondon EC4A 4HT
England
Fax: 44 (0) 171 222 4552

and

Mr. Dipankar Ghash

P dﬂlwﬂcd)ouseCoopcu
- Plumtres Court

T.ondon EC4A ¢HT

England

Fax: 44 (0) 171 822 4652

and

Mr. Joseph P. Connolly

PricewsizrhouseC

Abscus Jouse

Providencieles

Turks & Caicos Islands 2
Britich Wesl Indieq

Fax: 849-945.4392

with & copy to:

mm mllﬂ»ﬂmun..,.,.

B2 miee are soasy
11728701 WEIX 167102 [TX/RXY NO 73281
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Davis Polk & Wardwall
430 Lexington Avenus
- New Yark, New York 10021 USRS
~ Altn: Stephen H. Casa
Fax; 112-450.4%00°

or such other address as shall be furnished in writing by such party, and any such
communicetion shall k= desmed Eiven 13 of the Hme when sush =ommunieation is

received,

8. Amendments. This Agresment may be mended in writing by agreement of
the panties, provided thal na such amendment shal] become sffective unill approved by
v Both Courts,

15." Limited Capacity. The Recelver and the JPLs exacuts this MOA solely in
thelr capazities a5 Receivera2d JPLarespectively, end not in theirindividual capaeliley,
and their respeerive dudes, obligations and liabllides hereunder nre limired accordingly,

-

&

A anoum, as Joint
gﬁ Liquldater or PE]
D N ~'\s.__;2_~__o

DIPANKAR GHOSH, as Jolnt
Provisional Liquidster of PEI

JOSEPH CONNOLLY, 3 Jalnt
Provisional Liquidator of PET

" ALANM. COHEN, as Recriver
SIPLE] and POM =

Q@Z a».,‘f?q : /QM. .'

m™n m'ﬁmmml |7;|'_'-

53'd vt s23 BT S ED:LT EEST-TD-rrw

*% TOTAL PRGE. |5 %1
L1/28/01 WED 16:11 - [TX/RX NO 7528)
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stuck in a dash.

ofdissue on substance is February 22, 2002.
an

Exhibit |

THE COURT: I don't disagree with any of that. But I
don't remember ever making any change to a transcript of any
substance whatever. I may have stuck in a comma.

MR. ARMSTRONG: Your Honor, I believe the

I may have

But I don't remember ever changing anything
of substance. Now, if you want to tell me, you say

primary one

It goes to pages 9

]udge Richard Owen - September 23, 2003 - Page 22
Admitting Publicly to Altering Transcripts

98

From Casetext: Smarter Legal Research

U.S. v. Zichettello
Opinion

Nos. 98-1376(L), 98-1377, 98-1378, 98-1379, 98-1380.
Argued: June 8, 1999.

Decided: March 30, 2000.

5) SDNY Practice

The problem in the instant case has led lawyers on both sides to highlight a
problematic practice in the Southern District of New York and has
prompted one of them to ask this court to order that the practice be
eliminated. See Leiwant Decl. at 2. According to lawyers for both the
government and defense, as well as Bologna, the “standard practice” in the
Southern District is for a court reporter to submit the transcript of jury
instructions to the district court before releasing it to the parties. See {d.;
Pomerantz Affirm. 9 11; Bologna 4/99 Aff. 9 3. The district court is free to
alter the transcript, and any changes are incorporated in the "official”
transcript without disclosing such changes to the parties. See Bologna 4/99
Aff. 9 3. According to counsel, the Southern District is somewhat unique in

this practice. See Leiwant Decl. at 2.

Courts do not have power to alter transcripts in camera and to conceal the
alterations from the parties."” Given ot the issues that arose in this case as a
direct result of this practice, there appears to be little justification for
continuing the practice in its present form. To be sure, a procedure that
corrects obvious mistakes in transmission is useful, and the parties have
little interest in closely monitoring such a procedure so long as the
alterations are cosmetic. Monitoring by the parties, however, provides some
assurance that only cosmetic changes will be made or, if not, that changes
will correctly reflect what transpired in the particular proceeding. Moreover,
there is little cost in informing the parties of cosmetic changes or at least of
directing court reporters to give parties access to the original transcript

when they request it.
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Exhibit M

1071 Dougai Cr.
F I B Grest Falls, VA 22066
: g Phone:  (703) 757-7673
- Call:  (703) 2174051

Financial Corporate Logal Advisors, lntl., Inc.

February 27, 2007
Y (212 2562
David Cooper, Esqg.
401 Broadway Avenuc
Suite 2508

New York, NY 10013

Re:

Dear Mr. Cooper:

Iunwriﬁ.ngyouwouﬁncourprdiminmyﬁndingslﬁarwicwofthckaoeive{s
wortpapasthdmproducedtomappmxinuxdyoncmomhngo. I also want 10 express
myd.isgusxatrlrfactt}mt,aftasixy:arsofworldngonthismc,wchaveydlomdvctbc
disoovuyfmwﬁchwehnvcnndgmpmqu\m.mfmwhidxmmmmﬂy
no substantive response.

*  Our limited review of the accounts inqucsﬁonhmalwayscamedushcanbum as the
number of trades, cancelled trades and other information about Republic Bank of
NY's intemal controls —or lack thereof — as well as findings in other ancillary
proceedings suggest that Republic or its agents were defrauding the Princeton
accounts.
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Exhibit N

t

Supreme Court of the United States

MARTIN A. ARMSTRONG,

Petitioner,

I0SEPH R. GUCCIONE, UNITED STATES MARSHALI
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK:
MARVIN D. MORRISON, WARDEN, METROPOLITAN
CORRECTIONAL CENTER; and ALAN M. COHEN,

Respondents
ON PeTimion For A Wit OF CERTIORARI TO THE
UnNiTER STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SECOND CIRCUIT

PETITION

ARI

HOMAS V. S1o3L0M
Counsel of Record

i D, Harris

JAMIN J( OGLETRE}

ProsKaver Rose LLP

1001 Pennsyivainia Avenue
Suite 400 South
Washington, D.C. 20004

{202) 416-6800

Counsel for P
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Exhibit O

NYM2B 540*23 * SENTENCE MONITCRING l 23~
001 - COMPUTATION DATA :
A8 OF 09-23-200S8

PAGE

REGNO..: 12518-050 NAME: ARMSTRONG, MARTIN ARTHUR

EB N .— S et * alar 2
BRSY ..o v viaia sasiaeoi NYM/A-HLD
7], 3 L \GONR R o s e A T QUARTERS .. ...: KO05-140L
DETAINERS. . i« +-- : NO ’ NOTIFICATIONS: NO

NG SENTENCE DATA IS FOR THE |INMATE'S CURRENT COMMITMENT.
ED FOR RELEASE: 41-01-20068 VIA CIV CNTMPT

FEESLAAL P PSP BIRPH I 13—

71 3
~
z O
|
9
=

NMATE IS8 PROJECT

------------------ CURRENT JUDGMENT /WARRANT NO-
COURT OF JURISDICTION..........,.: NEW ’%’OPK, SOUTHERN DISTRICT
DOCKET NUMBER. .. ... varaiaaaea..z 99-CV-9667:3669(RQ)

TODGR: e o s i 2oz s OWEN |

DATE SENTENCEDR/PROBATION IMPOSED: 07-08-2001
DATE WARRANT ISSUED.....ie000s0a N/Aa

DATE WARRANT EXECUTED. ........0. : N/A

DATE COMMITTED.- . ...t ccanvvsansvans :

HOW COMMITTED. . ... .c.iiceioavnseas
PROBATION IMPOSED :
SPECIAL PAROLE T

07-02-2004
COMMIT FOR CIVIL CONTEMPT
NOo |

NO AMOUNT : S00.00

NC SERVIC

CURRENT GB;TG%T:ON NQ: 01l wsormmrrwrmcsmmm=a
]
CIVIL CONTEMPT

SENTENCE PROCED 401 QIVI
'ENCE IMPOSED/TIME TO 1g
P RETFENSER - a6 fiaraieara s e o : 09-~13
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Exhibit P

Transcrip 10/03/2000 - Page 52
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Exhibit Q

UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20549

OFFICE OF THE
GENERAL COUMSEL

April 4, 2003

BY FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Martin Armstrong

Metropolitan Corrections Center 2
# 12518050

150 Park Row

New York City, NY 10007

Dear Mr. Armstrong: : -

1 apologize for having taken so long to Tespond to your request, and as you probably
already recognize this is an incomplete response. The problem is that the SEC’s files for the case
were destroyed when our offices at Seven World Trade Center collapsed on 9/11. Iwas able to
obtain the Memorandum of Law in Support of the Application from O’Melveney & Myers, but
" ot the Application itself or the supporting Affidavit. We had sent the Memorandum to
O’Melveney, but apparently not the Application and Affidavit. Also, as far as I have been able to
ascertain, there was no transcript made of the hearing.

Sincerely,

(e a e

Katharine B. Gresh
Assistant General Counsel

enclosure
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Exhibit R

09/29/2000 15:57 FAX 212 748 8029 US Securities & Ex. @oot

UNITED STATES
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
NORTHEASTREGIONAL OFFICE
7 WORLD TRADE CENTER WRITER'S DIRECT DIAL NUNBER
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10048 212) 748-3213

September 29, 2000

Honorable Richard Owen

United States District Judge £
United States Courthouse

40 Centre Street

New York, New York 10007

Re: SEC'. Princeton Economics International LTD., Princeton Global Management
LTD., and Martin A. Armstrong, 99 Civ. 9967 (RO) (SD.NY)

Dear Judge Owen:

This letter concerns the Temporary Receiver’s motion for an order authorizing him to wind
up the operations of Princeton Economic Institute, Inc., a Texas corporation, which is subject to
the receivership in this action by the Commission. In accordance with the direction to counsel
for the Commission set forth in SEC v. American Board of Trade, Inc., 830 F.2d 431, 436 (2d
Cir. 1987), we are hereby advising the Court of the possible application of that case and the cases
cited therein to the actions proposed by the Receiver. In American Board of Trade, the Second
Circuit Court of Appeals disapproved “using a receivershipas a substitute for bankruptcy,” and
indicated that receivers appointed in SEC litigation should not embark upon liquidations when
bankruptcy court is the appropriate forum. See also Lankenau v. Coggeshall & Hicks, 350 F.2d
61, 63 (2d Cir. 1965) (“receiverships ancillary to SEC actions against brokers or broker-dealers
should not be continued, in a case involving insolvency, beyond the point necessary to get the
estate into the proper forum for liquidation -- the bankruptcy court™) and Esbitt v. Dutch-
American Mercantile Corp., 335 F.2d 141, 143 (2d Cir. 1964).

The actions proposed by the Temporary Receiver with respect to the Institute do not
appear to implicate the concerns expressed in these cases, in which receivers were in the process
of liquidating insolvent companies and apportioning assets among creditors. Here, the
Temporary Receiver is simply seeking to stanch the hemorrhaging of estate assets by terminating
the operations of an unprofitable business.

Very truly yours,

% l
orothy Heyl

Securities and Exchange Commission
CC:  Alan Cohen, Esq.
Bernard Kleinman, Esq.
Vincent McGonagle. Esq.
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Exhibit S

2 MR. RRMSTRONG: Your Honor, I see no reason to
3 || basically keep Tenzer Greemblatt in the case. I would

1 || probably be better served going forward pro se at this point.
5 || 1 don’t think that -- you know, I don’t see really what

6 [l purpose they can serve for me at this stage in the game.

7 With respect to the confusion over whether or not

6 || tapes -- the t our Honor, are predominantly

9 [ tapes that were made after September 3rd in my effort to

10 || gather evidence for my own defense after I was dismissed by

11 || the receiver from the offices, so I do not see where they are

12 | corporate re

cords of any nature. They certainly have nothing

to do with a

thing as far as assets are concerned or anything

ature

15 The other tapes, your Honor, were made as a

wher of p

banks

17 || monitored a significant effort by a number of investm

18 || and fund managers who acrempt to organize together in

19 | manipulating markets. I wrote extensively about several
20 [ on that, and I made tapes to back up myself in support of

21 || thac.

22 These are tapes that are, again, I do not see where

23 |[ they are particularly relevant to this ‘particular case,

for a number of

24 || Honor. They hav iticant implication:

sig

25 || well known players and investment banks on the street that
027TSECH 5

1 probably do reveal criminal behavior, but that does not

2 || nocessarily involve this case. They were things that I wrote

3 |[ about. It is well documented that I was exposing the silver

4 || manipulations that were -- went by a number of firms including

5 “ Republic Bank. The CFIC even contacted me personally for

6 i information in that investigation and as well as that led to

7 || the Bank of England gett lved into the investigation

8 i Those tapes are Unger turned over have to

9 |[ do with those issues, your Homor. I do not gee, again, where
10 || they are corporate records. I do mot see where they are
11 [ relevant to the receiver’s request to look for assets. They

12 | certainly nave

othing to do with the Japanese. So I don’t
13 || see where they are relevant to this case and they should be

14 || returned

3 THE COURT: November 15, audiotapes that you had in

1 just a few days ago. You forgot

ion were giwe

7 || your possess

8 || about. That’s what I am told by Mr. Burns, you just forgot

9 || you had them, Thar kind of a laissez-faire, laid back
10 || attitude towards all of this dces not commend itself to the

court as semebody who is really doing what they ought to be

12 || doing to the best of their ability.

3 MR. ARMSTRONG: Your Homor, may I address the court

IS

for a second? I gave the tapes to Mr. Unger because I had

received death threats and I had also received a bullet that

o

6 || someone left in my mailbox which I also turned over to

7 |[mr. Unger. 1 gave him those tapes that had nothing to do with
8 || this case for safe keeping.

[ MR. ARMSTRONG: Your Honor --

7 THE COURT: Okay. Enough said. I am not going to

8 || eay any more on this subject

TR 2-7-2000
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WHO WEARE WHATWEDO OUR THINKINGCAREERS INVESTOR RELATIONS MEDIA RELATIONS WORLDWIDE LOGIN = VIDEO

ALAN M. COHEN < >

Executive Vice President and Head
of Global Compliance GREGORY K. PALM JOHN F. W. ROGERS

Alan Cohen has been an Executive Vice President of Goldman
Sachs and our Head of Global Compliance since February 2004.
He is a member of the Management Committee, the Firmwide
Client and Business Standards Committee, the Firmwide
Investment Policy Committee and the Firmwide Reputational Risk

Committee. From 1991 until January 2004, he was a partner in BUSINESS PRINCIPLES AND STANDARDS
the law firm of O'Melveny & Myers LLP. He is affiiated with a Eb’ﬂﬂ?ﬁ Eg}’%‘g%ﬁg'ﬂ%ﬂ OUR
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Exhibit T

10 Now, no one this morning, probably it's because I had
11 passed out already this brief written opinion that I finished
12 yesterday, April 9, no one addressed that, the issue as to

13 whether or not I could give the defendant credit for the time
14 that he has already served on the civil contempt. I filed a

15 decision exp]ainin? why I cannot, cannot give credit for the

16 time while on civil contempt. I believe Mr. Ryan distributed
17 it to everybody this morning. If he didn't, I am filing what I
18 hope is the original, and if anybody needs copies, we will

19 xerox copies for you.
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Exhibit U

Since Republic/HSBC took the money for their benefit (NOT MINE)
the only thing I agreed to read was that they took money not me
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Exhibit V

THE COURT: All right. I suggested when I first heard
about the possibility of a disposition on Tuesday that an
allocution should be prepared for you to read to me --
remember, you're under ocath and you have to tell me the
truth -- telling me what it is that you did wrong. Now read it

slowly and read it nice and loud, please.

Judge Kenan acknowledged I had to read a script written by the government and
was not allowed to plead in my own words. I forced them to remove anything that
pretended I participated in Republic/HSBC Bank's illegal trading in our accounts
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Exhibit W

A problem arose as a result of this because it was
then suggested in the civil matter, that if in fact a civil
penalty of $30 million was in order, and there were funds
already restrained for that purpose, then something had gone
substantially awry, in that, there was no authority in the
civil case to retrain money for the purposes of paying a civil
penalty to the CFDC; therefore, if tﬁere was $30 million 1in 0
excess of what was needed to pay restitution, that money should
have been available for Mr. Armstrong to retain counsel. If
that money which should have been available had improperly been
restrained, there would be an issue as to whether he had been
given his counsel of choice from the very outset of this case.
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Exhibit X

MR. OWENS: Nothing from the govermment, your Eouor,

except to note that there is a number that needs to be changed
in the "whereas® clauges of the proposed restitution order.

As your Honor may have noted, due to the change in the

exchange rate between the dollar and the yen, the total

restituticn amount has decreased in dollar terms, although not

in yen termg, from approximately 700 million to approximately

650 million.

figure in a "whereas" clause, and we will hand up to the Cours

after. the end of the proceedings today a corrected copy of

that page, if that's okay with the Court.

US v Republic NY Securities Corporation 01-CR-1165 (RCC) January gth, 2002
Words of Richard D. Owens, Assistant US Attorney, SDNY (Pages 2-3)
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Exhibit Y

the New Yorker
October 12th, 2009

OUR LOCAL CORRESPONDENTS

THE SECRET CYCLE

s the financier Martin Armstrong a con man, a crank, or a genius?

BY NICK PAUMGARTEN
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Exhibit Z

WALTER B. JONES DETRET SFick

30 DesTICT, NORTH CASSLRA By |17 CHPUSATE Dne
b L ;LJ_J-— wiis, NC 27086
52) 931~ 0
Roowm 2xx3 w3

Raysusws Houss Ormcs Buamg

s, 12 Congress of the United States —

Tacrwone: (202) 235-3418

Comarnts THouse of Repregentatives

COMMTTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

COMMTTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES mﬂi‘]iﬂmﬂﬂ. BE 20515-3303
April 7, 2010

Ms. Jennifer L. Edens, Chief
Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Bureau of Prisons

320 First Street, NW, Room 642
Washington, D.C. 20534

Re:  Martin Armstrong
#12518050
FCI Fort Dix
Dear Ms. Edens:
This is to inquire as to the status of inmate Martin Armstrong.
A constituent is concerned about reports that Mr, Armstrong is currently “in the hoie”

awaiting the results of a pending investigation regarding his helping another inmate with
legal work. 1am told that it has been alleged that Mr. Armstrong charged the other

inmate for that work, and that allegation is the basis for the investigation.

| would like to know if Mr. Armstrong is, In fact, currently being held in any level of
custody that is different from the general population at FCI Fort Dix. | would also like to
know if Mr. Armstrong is the subject of any ongoing Investigation and, if so, what is basis
and nature of that investigation.

Thank you for any assistance. Please direct your response to my Chief of Staff, Glen
Downs, in my Washington Office.

With kind regards, | am
Sincerely,

Walttr B Dorte—

Walter B. Jones
Member of Congress

Donna Zikefoose
Joe Norwood
Tracy Billingsley
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Exhibit AA

- THE WALL STREET JOURNAL.

ubb#ﬁ_bc*.—

ltme 27, :983 From P.\ge ..nd Section

Wl et Sowrnsd (N1 . Covmd e} Jn 27 1900

demmllwk—dllm 1994)

For $33.50, You Can Have a Minute
With This Commodities Adviser

1y Josrrtr Pasxins

Al Megmaterr of To Wans Sams o 0 Jomnng

Poople who think talk i cheag havent
lalked 0 Martin A Armsirong.

Mr. Armstirong, & commenodity trading ad.
Nuser ah Lawrenceville, NI, charges chenly
52000 an bour for privale sunsaitations,
Those who don't need a full bour can talk to
Mr. Armstrong for $33.50 3 misule.

1f that's 100 stoep, consider . B, McMas-
1ot of Kalispell, Mont, He gives bas views on
comenodities trading for just $100-as long
#s the conversation doesn't fast more thaa
five minules,

Nelther man o well known within the
commodities fratersity, but thelr fees cer
tainly make them standouls among the 2,000
registered commodity (radiag advisers,
Pleaty of Customers

“1 can’t dream of people paying that kind
od VST osays Morton Barotz, oditor of
™ Accounts Report, a publication
bt tracks 1he performance of rommodily
[iradiag advisers, lt doran't follow Mr, Arm-
strong or Mr. McMaster,

Neverthedess, both say they've found
plenty of people willing to pay their rates,
Mr., Armalrong says be earns more thas
$100,000 a year giviog phoas advice to aboul
125 cliemts at

oquevalent of Just a hittle more than a 40
hour workweek,

Mr. McMaster says he carmms 540000 a
yeur advesiag about 150 clients oo the teles
phane, Both say they make Mdsonal ln-
come from sewsletlers and recorded-fmes-
sage services that dispense commodity ad-
ioe,

Their tradenit stratepes are rather cos-
mic. Mr, McMaster calis his approach
tic. He Lelts chwents to plunge into the market
“only when you are ready

home an | balfalo and Mama,
“I aveld the tempiation Lo get out on the
robber-chicken circull,” he says. Two

values, ko fear

$2.000 an hour. that's the spiral and deflatiomary collapse.”
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