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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

JOHN ACKER, KARI ACKER, HENRY ABRAMS,
MICHAEL ABRAMS, BRIAN ADELMAN,

JEFFREY AUGUSTYN, PATRICIA AUGUSTYN Case No. 2:08-cv-11261
KATHERINE BARKER, MICHAEL BARKER,
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PATRICIA BURGESS, PATRICK BUR 0
NATALIE CARROLL, MATTHE
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IRWIN GOREN, ST OREN AY G q
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ILBERT MAYOR, b‘
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ANNETTE SAMMON-EIC WILLIA STONE,
MURRAY SNYDER, BR STEUER, JUME STEVENSON,
MARK STEVENSON, IA®¥®IN TRIMAS, CHRISTINE WYZER,

WILLIAM WYZE AEL ZIMMERMAN,

LLC, ALRON HILTON FLORIDA LLC,
AMERICAN A S INC., GET YOUR RED ON LLC,

PRASHANT ARYA, SMRITI ARYA, GUS AVGOUSTIS,
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BETH BALOGH, LAUREN BARKER, SAM BARON, TIM BERGER,
RONALD E. BITTKER, THOMAS BOHN, MARY BOHN,

JEAN BURNS, TONIA BUSCH, LINDA CANZANO,

DAVID CARROLL, RICCARDO J. CECCACCI,

EUGENE F. CHRISTIE, JUDITH W. CHRISTIE,

MICHELLE COLYER, ILENE CRESS, GARY CROCKER

JAMES CZAPLA, PATRICIA DAVIS, ROBERT DAVIS

JOSEPH DECKER, ROBERT LEE DERANEK,

JUSTIN DEWITTE, DELYNN DINDOFFER, 6

TIMOTHY DINDOFFER, WILLIAM DISALVA 6

ABRAM DOBRUSIN, ANNA DOBRUSIN,

STEVEN FINK, GREGORY FOGLE, JUSTN R&FOGLE, @
ANNE A. GILES, DANIEL K. GILES, E R GOR@) O Q
FRED GOREN, RICHARD HAM L% (b
CATHERINE HAMBLEY, CAR®) S, * (b

ROBERT HARRIS, DAVID AMES P ARD
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TRACEY HODGE, MICHAEL HORGAN. ORG e @
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<:<0’
TRICIA
MAC /\
FRANK MANCHE L TORE M
DAVID MCGA , VER EEVER,
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DAPHNE PETERS ZANNE PEW, JAMES PHIPPS,

ORES PIELACK, STANLEY PIELACK,
GEORGE POINJEY, LISETTE POLETES, DEBORAH POUSHO,
JEFF POUSHO, NANCY A. REID, MARY ANN

RICKENS, WALTER RICKENS,

JUDY ANN ROGERS, ROBERT E. ROSE, PHILIP J. RUEHL,
DAVID SAAR, GORDON SCARLETT, MARKUS SCHLIPPHAK,
DIANA SCHRODER, BEVERLY SHAVER, THOMAS SHAVER,
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JOHN SHOLANDER, STEVEN SHUSTER, RALPH SILVEY,
SHIRLEY SILVEY, BRYAN SMITH, JENNIFER SMITH,
TERRANCE SMITH, JEANNE H. SNIDER,

KENNETH J. SNIDER, JOHN SOKOLIK, SUSAN SOKOLIK,
STUART SPRAGUE, LINDA ST. LOUIS,

WILLIAM ST. LOUIS, STEVEN T. SUNDBERG,

JOHN THOMAS, BEVERLEY TUORI, WILLIAM TUO
STEVE VELASCO, JAMES VELTHOVEN,

MICHAEL VELTHOVEN, TAMMY VELTHO VIVIANO,
DARRYL WEBB, JULIE WEBB, MARIANNA 6
RYAN WEBB, JAMES WHITE, MARY WH T Q

RONALD WINTERS, CHRISTOPHER ZE @

JULIE ZERBA, YVONNE ZERBA, O O Q
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DAVID BAC SLIE BACKUS, STEPHEN BARD,

NEAL BAUER, JOHN BAYAGICH, SUSAN D.

BERNARDI, ALAN BISHOP, JAMES BOKOVOY,

LINDA BOKOVOY, RICHARD (RICK) M. BOYLAN,
RICHARD W. BOYLAN, CAROL BOYLAN, CONNIE BROWN,
DONALD BROWN, NANCY BROWN, BRANDON BROWN,
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KRISTEN BROWN, BRIAN J. BROWN, JEREMY BROWN,
MARSHA BROWN, ROBERT CANZANO, JOHN CHRISTOPHER,
DOROTHY CHRISTOPHER, MARK CHRISTOPHER, JR.,

KIM DARIN, DELORES DERTINGER, RONNIE DIBARTOLOMEO,
ROSSETT ELLISON, SUSAN ERICKSON, DAVID FERTEL,

JOHN FISHER, JR., JEFF FRASER, JESSICA FRASER,

KEVIN GOLDEN, KIMBERLY GOLDEN, DEBRA GR 4

RICHARD GREGORY, CHRISTINE GROSS, FE TY,

KELLY HAYES, MAUREEN HAYES, ELVIE SCHE

DARLENE HYVARINAN, RUDOLPH HY VARI 6
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JOYCE BREITMAN, MARGUERITE BROCKWAY,

DALE BUKOSKI, DEBORAH BUKOSKI, MICHAEL BULLER,
TAMERA CALMER, CHRISTOPHER CAMDEN,

TRACIE CAMDEN, MICHAEL CARUSO, AARON FOURNIER,
KATHLEEN FOURNIER, SHARON FRASER, VICTOR GORDON,
BEVERLY GORDON, SUDHIR GUPTA, VIJAYA GUPT

HARRY HARTUNIAN, JEFF HAZZARD, CARMA HUF@’
KENNETH HUFF, REBECCA KAIN, SONIA KO 1%
CHRISTIANA KUZYK, PETER KUZYK,

MARIA LIWAG-DIXON, THOMAS LOWE, JAMES JAUTZ, 6

SANDY LUTZ, MICHAEL LYNN, ANGEL LYNN,
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R. Christopher Cataldo (P39353) Dennis M. Haffey (P26378)
Jaffe, Raitt, Heuer & Weiss, PC Benjamin W. Jeffers (P57161)
27777 Franklin Rd., Ste. 2500 Matthew Mitchell (P69810)
Southfield, MI 48034 Dykema Gossett PLLC
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Attorneys for Plaintiffs (248)

John W. Schryber
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Washington, DC 20037
(202) 457-6000
jschryber@pattonboggs.com
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SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND

Plaintiffs, by their undersigned counsel, allege upon information and belief as follows:

INTRODUCTION
1. This is a tragic case of a major regional @ﬁ certified public accountants —
Doeren Mayhew & Company, P.C. (“Doeren usmg s name to mote a $250
million Ponzi-scheme that it controlled throu two ol its dire &

69

2. While this Ponzi—sche rated ill4ot fees

plaintiffs are innocent 1nvest0rs aﬁ S, losm cess of $28 Mlion in r‘ﬂg

seriatim false and mlsleadrng ents b@ Mayh: @lng to %grtrmacy of the
investment vehicles u@mfpemate t@ dulen& 1na10e
eren M

onzr—schem ontrolle schemes,

this one req@e t cash ﬂo@nageme@ccount uch a« ment vehicle
@al operaja om$z¢ scheme; rather the cash i m represents recycled

proc of pr10 nvestments new 1n s sp%r the false impression that

these were v 1nves 1c1es rcas mc« irms provide the ostensibly
independent functjon o{\au 1t1n @ng fina ta prepared by the client in the first
instance, in t g% unugual cgs d1 ctors of Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and
James O’ erley, directly o gtctly (through #€ir wives), went far beyond the “review” role of
“tax preparer” for tl@&e than 200 “Ed May LLCs” through which the Ponzi-scheme cash
flowed. They &ayphored the offering documents, developed the “cash flow plan” followed by
the Ponzi-scheme enterprise, wrote the checks that disbursed the Ponzi-scheme cash, solicited

sales of interests in the Ponzi-scheme LLCs, prepared or reviewed monthly summaries that they

1567135.02
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mailed to investors reporting on each LLC’s “expenses” and distributed “income,” and
maintained, in the first instance, the same books of account that they were called upon to review
in preparing Form 1065/K-1 tax returns for each of these Ed May LLCs.

4. By law, any engagement to provide F 865 tax returns to the subject

individual K4 tax return to

er’s sha@p @
income or loss. Here, Doeren Mayhew cl and maife tax all plain

had invested through 2006. In ¢ éﬁ the ta @rﬁs contalrg‘a oeren
Mayhew knew to be false. V\@ none O\@May hich p ?gfs invested (the
“subject LLCs”) hat@ongomg b\@& operati h taxor 1gned by Doeren

Mayhew represe that the w LC 1nc rdmary s incq ‘ordinary

business IOSSE oeren Ma@ signed %turn e h 1ts constitutes a

corporate entity requires that the tax preparer cregfe @liver a

each shareholder (or “Member”) of that enti <alcu ting th

=

aw t\at agy of the ﬁnan01a data the js false nor aware of

rep that it
Qﬂags” t ata may beWgse. Plam ed o% ep esentatlon by Messrs. Fox
c

and O’Rilley a Doere in retaf} their intes€s subject LLCs and forbearing
rescission of the o r1 S W 1ch a en, wo e entltled plaintiffs to recover at least
part of their p ase rocegds fr he ac&a seller, E-M Management Co., LLC (“E-
\

5. @1 ved attempt to avoid the imputation to Doeren Mayhew of the
knowledge gai James O’Rilley and Todd Fox in their role as “company bookkeeper” for

each subject LLC, O’Rilley and Fox formed a corporation, “SamlJack Investments, Inc.”

(“SamJack™), to conduct the internal bookkeeping of each subject LLC. However, the officers of

1567135.02
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SamJack were James O’Rilley and Todd Fox, and the “employees” of “SamJack” acting under
their direction were none other than their own wives, Nancy O’Rilley and JoAnn Fox. The e-
mail account through which the Foxes and the O’Rilleys would correspond on bookkeeping
matters was aptly titled “EMBookkeepers.” The 1nterna s of the Ponzi-scheme entities

showed that the amounts being paid to Saml] %for “professional” fe — the same

“expense” account to which the fees paid to eren Mayhew rged. ( Jacl%g >

were charged to the “management” 3 ount of 6 ject y undert

role of “EMBookkeepers,” the % Mayhev@cfors not on control ow of
financial information all the \@mugh t\@mm sta Iso gal%ﬁnancmlly The

“EMBookkeepers” @aid approxi $20, & ontho “bookkeeping.”
Tellingly, neithe@of ering d@ts nor t hly sum@ prep @: ailed to
plaintiffs r@ that Sam@even ex@nuch IQ it had d to do the

Q‘@of “the y,” ci\lesg that it had been hired at%ate of $20,000 per
much less that

anaged Doeren Mayhew,
% %ofessmnal’ or “management”
work. « Q /
RN

onth]\ es m, y Jhe “EMBookkeepers,” like the tax returns

signed by Doeren Mayhe@ vided inform##on regarding “expenses” and “income.” The
Foxes and the O’ Rl@ ew that these reports were not even true portrayals of what was
depicted on theSgoolg that the “EMBookkeepers” were keeping. For example, what the monthly
summaries referred to as a “$100” “prep fee” (without naming the payee) was referred to in the

LLC’s books as a “professional” or “management” fee paid to “SamJack.” In addition, whereas

1567135.02
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internal books recorded the expense of “referral fees” paid to Frank Bluestein, a representative of
a broker, GunnAllen, who solicited investor purchases, the monthly statements represented that
this payment was merely a distribution of income, rather than an expense. This not only

covered-up the fact that the LLCs would pay referral fee fict not disclosed in any of the

offering documents of the subject LLCs — but it 3o &d in theunderstatemegg of expenses.

These monthly summaries, like the tax returns, were ihtended cf®ndants t lainti &
. . o, . ﬂ . .

retain their positions and forbear from req@g €sC1SS10 O

7. Just as the amouﬁ,@ paid t@o%ren Mayhg director(%bhjack”
depended on the number of d%t corpo\@ies that @ated as gyestment vehicles

(inasmuch as SamJac@paid based@&numb@s for wh\éwrote checks), the
amount of fees Pgid to Doem@hew co ed to t ume o y LLCs
’ o AN
participatin@ onzi-sche® oeren @w was QO S “tax @r Ao work on a
.
on, Dgerdy Mgyhew advised that rather t%aving each Ed May

pery @is. For tlay
4 /
“pro manag ¢ single en™y E-M, ea% ct s% e Jnarketed as its own, new,
1 Q ’\QZ AW formed and “operating” after

% and m{
2005 — even tth: h of the s@ LCs cownded o “projects” which were non

existent. \
8. To assurér%\ccess of th%rings of these many LLCs from which the Fox

and O’Rilley housek@ d Doeren Mayhew stood to reap significant financial gain, the scope

LLC. This a was

of work perforfged Jy Doeren Mayhew (as its Managing Director, Mark Crawford, has since
admitted) included preparing, reviewing, and editing the offering memoranda pursuant to which

units in each of the subject LLCs were offered to investors. The offering documents co-authored

10
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by Doeren Mayhew contained affirmative and material misrepresentations on the subject of the
LLC’s “business operations and plan” when, in fact, the subject LLCs had no such operations or
plan (but were merely Ponzi-scheme shells).

9. For example, each of the offering mem % reported that a “deposit” had

already been paid for the subject LLC’s purchas @mmunl tions ° equlpaent pursuant

to an existing “agreement” with some supp oeren now a ges,
“facts” were false. Indeed, the books c@ LCs mafn P.kkeeper@\
O’Rilley and JoAnn Fox (under ?% bands’ s 1sTon) d1d no eport a yment

amount as a “deposit” or othe@oy any \%ards the eof an wng, as of the date

of the subject offerln@eod Doere & to 2005 LLCs were not
even separate e&es capable»\&ratlng e 1nco"®xpens%
operating Q t for each ed LLC @xt of WQW part D« ing materials

reas the

co Doere ew) st@gte\thag each LLC would malntaln%wn banking account
/

and its fun urd not be ¢ ingled Q fun ny) other entity, because the

formation of sOany ent1re1 @a an ly to churn fees for Doeren

Mayhew and “Sa JAnearly all cQg ﬂowed&any LLC flowed from E-M, and nearly
all cash that fl ;\ok ofagy L wed he books of the subject LLCs also did not
report any expenses assoc xlth an operal% business. All of these facts were apparent on
the face of the boo@&ntalned by the EMBookkeepers, i.e., the Foxes and the O’Rilleys,

whose knowle is the knowledge of Doeren Mayhew and “SamlJack.” Of course, because

Doeren Mayhew prepared tax returns for each individual LLC (and for each of the LLCs’

11
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members), Doeren Mayhew could not properly do so without considering that the subject LLCs’
internal books showed no product-related expenses at all.

10. As if it were not enough to be a co-author of the offering materials or to keep
the books or to prepare the tax returns or to provide month hqary statements to investors, or

to manage the cash flow, Doeren Mayhew directgfs @ir wiveg also SOHCHGEE urchases for

the financial gain that would accrue to them {note above, ca®h new i t tha

¢ & o0 %
11. Not content w1tl? g fees @tﬁ;zo 000 p onth Ve'ébck” or

receiving “tax preparation” @r each n prepK@ each p

C, Doeren

Mayhew provided adffice qq Row E-M p‘ Mransfer fj t of EoM nt1ty that received
investor funds) toshell comps ang, to Doer Doeren
Mayhew’s %&ng Dlrectoz%\ Craw@ss state x that cesefid to it by E-
on the s thagit Wrepgred, the truth 1s that Doere hew also submitted

1n§to Ed M s that clai n 1ndep as1s f and was paid on that basis
as well. For mple ber 2®eren ﬂ illed two Ed May LLCs for
“monthly accountijng as§istance” and t@ ( 1ng] Va estlons of management.” Browning,

l\

although it ha p at10n or 1n o ca b led that same month for Doeren Mayhew’s
participation in manage orney meet% To get such bills paid, Doeren Mayhew
advised Jeff May th@\f Ed May, that he could transfer funds from E-M to Browning and on
to the other Ed@,LCs and then on to Doeren Mayhew — even though Doeren Mayhew knew

that E-M’s bank account was the repository for investor funds in the subject LLCs.

12
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12. Thus, Doeren Mayhew, acting through SamJack, Messrs. Fox and O’Rilley and
their wives, gained control over the LLCs and engaged in a pattern of activities that ensured the
perpetuation of this Ponzi-scheme enterprise of which they were an integral and participative
part. The enterprise used the U.S. mail system extensiv Qeliver offering documents and
checks to investors purportedly to be a return gf t %Is’ “opgrating incomg” and further
disseminate “summary sheets” purporting to ghow the “inco erated ject%@
(when there was none) and expenses (so ghlch wer@éms O Q
13. Doeren Mayhe\x?@o the t@ltﬁ some &enefébPonm—

schemes. At the same time t eren l\/\ as con 1s sch it was advising

MCA Financial Corp@ enother c@ that t@Qed a POD@&H]G In settlement

of charges agams oeren Mayh ts allege ve role 1 c eme Mayhew

agreed, in Q\ create an @Jendence%lght Difc \ devel res which, if

foll 1d not Pon S\emg to esca € detectlon even rcumstances unlike

/
Mayhew ectors w” nvolv m3nagement decisions.
14. laintiff3) @ feda ng ere all but eradicated. To the
extent defendants aAw1 knowlgf Qreckl sregard) of the fraud that was being

perpetuated u@r noses, € lary es of $30 million are sought in addition to

thos e, wher

restitution of plaintiffs’ {J money proce®ds from the investments listed in Exhibit A (net
of any dividends or tions received). Treble damages and attorneys fees also are sought
for their use o agern of mail fraud to perpetuate their illegal enterprise. At minimum, Doeren

Mayhew’s sundry misrepresentations to investors, including those made in each offering

memorandum, constitute multiple negligent misrepresentations for which Doeren Mayhew, Todd

13
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Fox, and James O’Rilley are liable. Additional relief is sought herein, as more fully set forth

below.
15.
16.
17.
Michigan.
18.
19.
Michigan.
Mic
21.
Michigan.
22.
Michigan.
23.
Michigan.
24,
25.

1567135.02

0

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

Jurisdiction over this action is based on 28@6 § 1331.

Venue is proper under 28 U.S.C. and (c

THE ART S Q :: >
tlffs O
Plaintiffs John A@Acker Viduals resggg in F Hills,

Plaingiff noyAbr 1V1du g in Wesmﬁeld Michigan.

tlff MlCh m 1s a 1dua1 re 1n Bl Village,

P1a1n @n,ls an 1nd1v1dua remdln& West Bloomfield,
lainti and 6 gusty @Viduals residing in Highland,

1\\% rker are individuals residing in Highland,

Pla@Mario and Amy Bengala are individuals residing in Howell,

Plaintiff Mark Bergin is an individual residing in Troy, Michigan.

Plaintiff Loretta Bertucci is an individual residing in Waterford, Michigan.
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26. Plaintiffs Keith and Karen Borowy are individuals residing in Beverly Hills,
Michigan.

27. Plaintiffs Patrick and Patricia Burgess are individuals residing in Farmington
Hills, Michigan. ’

28. Plaintiff Natalie Carroll is an indj dmg inWest Bloomfigld, Michigan.

al resi aterforgs : >

29. Plaintiff Matthew Carter is ar indivi
4
30. Plaintiff Philip Carter is idual regfd1 Wa 0@[1chl

31. Plaintiffs Andrew\ borah C dre 1nd1V1 S I‘GSIdl mﬁeld

Hills, Michigan.

2. Plai ffs olen and S ombro 1nd1v1dués1dmg in Milford,
Michigan. &
alntlffs G nd Kath@menck Q\lwdual«% in Canton,
i
Q

Fred Ferb an indivi 1d1n% ch rd Lake, Michigan.
35. est

1a1nt1f reed 1V1d 1

in Orchard Lake, Michigan.

36. Kﬂ chael ? land is d1V1dual residing in Sterling Heights,

Michigan.

37. Plalntlff oren is an m%dual residing in Bloomfield Hills, Michigan.
38. Plai@ even Goren is an individual residing in Farmington Hills, Michigan.
39. lagtiff Lindsay Gross is an individual residing in West Bloomfield, Michigan.
40. Plaintiffs Harold and Joanne Hadden are individuals residing in Ortonville,
Michigan.
15

1567135.02



2:08-cv-11261-AJT-MAR Doc # 23 Filed 07/07/08 Pg 16 of 72 Pg ID 1244

41.
Morristown, New Jersey.
42.

43.

Michigan.

44,

Michigan.

45.

Michigan.

46.

47.

Carolina.
50.

Michigan.

51.
52.
53.

Michigan.

1567135.02
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48. ! aintiff Ron

\NO

Plainfift Victer Kubani \ndlwdua

intiffs Ginod. ﬂ 1S an ing#M
glcht pass%;y on J@OOS

0 or,representatlve will move

armmgt

McNa@an 1n

| res1d1n

d(\u?)
/

Plaintiff Beverly Howe is an individual residing in Flushing, Michigan.

Plaintiffs Gilbert Mayor and Jacquelin Holubka are individuals residing in

Plaintiffs Thomas and Pamela Howe leduals residing in Fenton,

Plaintiff Jerome Kaufman s an Individu f@g in Gﬂoo

Plaintiffs Daniel® Asa Kenn: r& 1nd1V1duaE residing

(Fbervﬂle,

Qg in C&ar ;! 1ch1gan

™ M@
a e has not yet
h substitution at the

un 1 his death.

siding in Westminster, South

@ffs J@glma @ individuals residing in West Bloomfield,

16

le@&pmo Meloni is an individual residing in Livonia, Michigan.

lagtiff David Moss is an individual residing in Delray Beach, Florida.

Plaintiffs John and Rita Murphy are individuals residing in Waterford,
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54. Plaintiff Thomas A. Oberts is an individual residing in Howell, Michigan.
55. Plaintiffs Gary and Kathy O’Bryan are individuals residing in Beverly Hills,
Michigan.

56. Plaintiffs Patrick and Kathryn O’Bryan wlwduals residing in Highland,

Michigan

57. Plaintiffs Donald and Patrlc a (&re @Ms resi IOOr%b
Hills, Michigan. Q

58. Plaintiff Herbert %s an m@I fesiding in Mgca Rato.(éb
59. Plaintiffs R(@ and N@ch‘[er K@Vlduals @dmg in West

Bloomfield, Mlchlga
ntlff Dean nd1V ®mg1 and, V\@
61 alntlffs Da nd Kath%uss ar@als res% w#Grand Blanc,
@Annetteﬁ&che@dw%em ing in Bernardsville, New

Jersey.
63. amﬁﬁam il is an 1|M1al residing in Commerce, Michigan.
64. 1a1n ffM rray er 1s al residing in Boca Raton, Florida.
65. Plalntlff Steuer is an i V1dua1 residing in Bloomfield, Michigan.
66. ark and Julie Stevenson are individuals residing in Chesterfield,
Michigan.
67. Plaintiff Marvin Trimas is an individual residing in Farmington Hills, Michigan.

17
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68. Plaintiffs William and Christine Wyzer are individuals residing in Highland,
Michigan.

69. Plaintiff Michael Zimmerman is an individual residing in Waterford, Michigan.

70. Plaintiff Alron Connecticut LLC is a limi i Bility company organized under

the laws of Michigan.

71. Plaintiff Alron Hilton FlorfLL 1s a 1€®lhty c& orga

under the laws of Michigan.

72. Plaintiff Americ Q Inc. @rﬁoratlon orglzed u\% WS of
Michigan. % \0

73. Plair@t&[ our Redé.c is a ablhty c@ﬂy organized under

the laws of M1ch1 : q
74 aintiff TP}@estments s a cm@ orgam« b the laws of

@s Prasha&mrm A&ndn% rediding in West Bloomfield,
Michigan.

aln@Gus AV U gh 1nd1V1w51d1ng in Westland, Michigan.

:5

76.

77. 1a1n ff Beth B residing in Ann Arbor, Michigan.

78. Plalntlff Barker is an imlvidual residing in Milford, Michigan.

79. le@ m Baron is an individual residing in Farmington Hills, Michigan.

80. lagntiff Tim Berger is an individual residing in Brighton, Michigan.

81. Plaintiff Ronald E. Bittker is an individual residing in Bloomfield, Michigan.
18
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82. Plaintiffs Thomas and Mary Bohn are individuals residing in Northville,
Michigan.

83. Plaintiff Jean Burns is an individual residing in Vermillion, Ohio.

84. Plaintiff Tonia Busch is an individual resi & Walled Lake, Michigan.

85. Plaintiff Linda Canzano is an indj

ading in_Canton, Michegan.
86. Plaintiff David Carroll is an ipdividu res1d1 st Bloo ichl%
&7. Plaintiff Riccardo Cecca g\ individya ills h@a

88. Plaintiffs Eugene@ Judith @nﬂstie are inRyiduals rﬁgb Troy,

Michigan.

89. Plan@chelle Col 1nd1v1d ng mRoi:!yaiE Michigan.
90. intiff [lene @r An 1nd1V1 iding in @ alifq Q >
0
er 1S ar@dual re Q

91. amntiff Ga Troy,

P1a1n @es $a131nd1v1dual residing in Sterl%elghts Michigan.
QY 111s Robert Patrici aresn als residing in Fenton,
Michigan. Q «

94. am@]esep 1nd1V1 emdmg in Chesterfield, Michigan.
9 %erane ividual residing in Ann Arbor, Michigan.

. 1a1n ff Roﬁ %
96. Plalntlff eWitte is an ifividual residing in Macomb, Michigan.

97. @ Timothy and Delynn Dindoffer are individuals residing in West

>_a

W

i

W

Bloomfield, M

98. Plaintiff William DiSalvatore is an individual residing in Bayside, Michigan.

19
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99.

Plaintiffs Abram and Anna Dobrusin are individuals residing in West

Bloomfield, Michigan.

100.

101.

102.

103.

Michigan.

104.

Michigan.

105.

Michigan.

TS
106. ! aintiffs R@ and C arris @ﬂuals

Michigan.

109.

\O

Michigan.

110.

Michigan.

111.

Michigan.

1567135.02

Plaintiff Steven Fink is an individual residing in West Bloomfield, Michigan.

Plaintiff Gregory Fogle is an individual re $h Mt. Pleasant, Michigan.

Plaintiff Justin R. Fogle is an mG@ 1ding in West Bloomfigld, Mlchlgan
Plaintiffs Anne A. and Dani G1 es are @Ms remd@ hite

Plaintiffs Elean gred G(@e 1nd1v1dua residing ‘%(bnﬁeld,
Plair@ldlard and @ ne Ham & 1nd1v1du@1;1ng in Monterey,

in Redford,

11T David Ha

i s an 1nd1 ﬂdl% a rford Michigan.
lamtlf@/l Hep Qan 1n« siding in West Bloomfield,

@ffs I—@M q%are individuals residing in Lincoln Park,

@ Brent and Tracey Hodge are individuals residing in Brighton,

Plaintiffs Lisa and Michael Horgan are individuals residing in Laketown,

20
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112.

113.

Michigan.

114.

California.

115.

116.

117.

118.

119.

Michigan.

120,

@ P1a1n
Mic
122.

123.

Michigan.

124.
125.
126.
127.

Hills, Michigan.

1567135.02

Plaintiff Wallace Howe is an individual residing in Flushing, Michigan.

Plaintiffs Heather and Joseph Hunter are individuals residing in Ann Arbor,

Plaintiff Richard Jedlowski, Jr. is an i

%

fal residing in San Francisco,

Plaintiff Samuel Kirk is an in 1V1dua residin ss, Tex 6 b@
Plaintiff Denise M. K d1V1dual@ in e@?s,Mlc %
Plaintiff Joseph R@ an indivi rgsldmg in land,
Plaintiff Kay@ky is a@:al resi @outhﬁe ichigan.

&e é(emdlng in Orion,

Plainfiffs Brean and Lambr indiwid

dsberg 1V1dua® in So»«y%ﬁohigan.

objn LaRaia are 1nd1v1dua1s 'ding in Clarkston,

lalntlf@wrence intividu @m Clarkston, Michigan.
alnt% ichagel @ LMG individuals residing in Plymouth,

Plalntlff ]@\‘everence 18 aandlwdual residing in Ray, Michigan.

le@&emetﬂos Liaros is an individual residing in Brandenton, Florida.

alntlff Dia

lagtiff Claire Lipten is an individual residing in West Bloomfield, Michigan.

Plaintiffs Gregory and Patricia L. Little are individuals residing in Rochester

21
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128. Plaintiffs Penny S. and Steven L. Lundberg are individuals residing in Shelby
Township, Michigan.

129. Plaintiffs William, Jr. and Judith MacAdam are individuals residing in

Chocowinity, North Carolina. ’

130. Plaintiff Frank Manchel is an indg aldmg in_West Bloomfagld, Mlchlgan

131. Plaintiff Salvatore Mannino i <1n in V1dual in Taylo
4
132. Plaintiff David McGahe;@n nd1V1dua re g in 1ch1

133. Plaintiff Valeri¢® re is @13@%] rest elghts

Michigan. % \0
134. Plalr@m McKeev & individ ng 1nﬂl&1chlgan
135. intiff Mattho\@r is an ingfMdNal remdm ford
136. aintiff Sldn@\ler isa dual r \Falrﬁe« ennessee.

@ Plain @resa ellgis an 1nd1v1dua residin Madison Heights,
/
Mic c}
138. 1a1nt1f d Cath& @cholsﬂ iduals residing in San Carlos,
S\

California. « Q
139. @ff Th a%y dijidual residing in Beverly Hills, Michigan.

140. Plaintiffs é\and Thomas @ Conner are individuals residing in Andover,

Michigan. O
141. G&tiffs Bruce A. and Judy A. Olson are individuals residing in Troy,

Michigan.

22
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142.

Michigan.

143.

144.

California.

145.

146.

Plaintiff John H. Ostrander is an individual residing in West Bloomfield,

Plaintiff Sally Pauls is an individual residing in Rochester Hills, Michigan.

Viduals residing in Santa Rosa,

Plaintiff Suzanne Pew is an 1 d1V1du residi @)rd & : >

Plaintiffs James and R@ Phlpps vidu

Plaintiffs Donald and Daphne Peterson a

ng

Township, Michigan.

147.

Michigan.

148.

Michigan. A\

Q@

150.
151.

Michigan.

152.

153.

154.

155.

156.

1567135.02

Plaintiffs Do@nd Sta'@ck are 1 %ls res1d@n :;rand Blanc,

@uffs Geo@hsette ?ﬁ&are @ res@ﬁrighton,
Jgff Pousho aredelwduaIMiding in Brighton,

/
eld isa @J

Plainta bora

%nn Arbor, Michigan.

Iter Rlcwre individuals residing in White Lake,

1a1nt1f

F@é Q )
Plamtlff J@n Rogers is ahndlwdual residing in Waterford, Michigan.

le@ bert E. Rose is an individual residing in Sterling Heights, Michigan.

ary Aon

lagtift Philip J. Ruehl is an individual residing in Walled Lake, Michigan.
Plaintiff David Saar is an individual residing in Rochester Hills, Michigan.

Plaintiff Gordon Scarlett is an individual residing in Okemos, Michigan.

23
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157. Plaintiff Markus Schlipphak is an individual residing in Troy, Michigan.

158. Plaintiff Diana Schroder is an individual residing in Clarkston, Michigan.

159. Plaintiffs Beverly and Thomas Shaver are individuals residing in Clarkston,
Michigan.

160. Plaintiff John Sholander is an indg

161. Plaintiff Steven Shuster is an nd1V1d al resid]

162. Plaintiffs Ralph and S

Michigan.

163. Plaintiffs Bry@ J ennl are indi @emdm loomfield Hills,
Michigan. < ’ Q
164. intiff Terram@ is an inge™ res1d1n® thfiel

165. ! aintiffs Jea@[ and Ke@l Smd&Qm V1dua1«h n Michigan.
@ Plag san Sokohk are 1nd1v1duals rwng in South Lyon,

167. 1a1nt1f rague is Q/lgual # Chicago, Illinois.

@ inda an m St. LWare individuals residing in Rochester
Hills, Michiga
169. Plaintiff \F Sundberg%\ individual residing in Troy, Michigan.

170. Plai@ hn Thomas is an individual residing in Milford, Michigan.

Mic

171. lgtiffs William and Beverley Tuori are individuals residing in Calena,
[llinois.

172. Plaintiff Steve Velasco is an individual residing in Shelby Township, Michigan.

24
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173. Plaintiff James Velthoven is an individual residing in White Lake, Michigan.
174. Plaintiffs Michael and Tammy Velthoven are individuals residing in Berkley,
Michigan.

175. Plaintiff Paul Viviano is an individual resi it Shelby Township, Michigan.

176. Plaintiffs Darryl and Marianna@% 1nd$ remdmgé oyal Oak

Michigan.
D e @ 2 Q?

177. Plaintiffs Ryan and J ebb are @ @ n An@
Michigan. A

178. Plaintiffs Ja@nd Ma\%&e are @als re % m Clarkston,
Michigan.

179. intiff Ronalé }&15 an inge lr651d1n

.
180. aintiffs Ch her and rba ar \als res inafichigan.

Q Plain @nne is ag individual res1d1ng in Wat Mlchlgan

Q! Jose owski 1 1V1d 1 Wesi 'ng in Sun City Center,
Michigan. «%
. am@@r‘[ Zwl@ is an 1ncwll residing in Howell, Michigan.
184 th

. aintift At Kﬁs Q roject LLC is a limited liability company
organized under the laws 1gan.

185. Plal@ verly Howe Trust is a Michigan Trust.
186. lgtiftf BGLG LLC is a limited liability company organized under the law of

Michigan.

25

1567135.02



2:08-cv-11261-AJT-MAR Doc # 23 Filed 07/07/08 Pg 26 of 72 Pg ID 1254

187. Plaintiff California Hilton Communications LLC is a limited liability company
organized under the laws of Michigan.

188. Plaintiff DCMD Communications LLC is a limited liability company organized
under the laws of Michigan.

189. Plaintiff Dynamics Financial %%imlted jability co lgorgamz

under the laws of Nevada.

190. Plaintiff Engineering @ uehls In@Q orpQEanized i;

laws of Michigan.

191. Plaintiff Flor@lton C atlons @a limit @bl:l; company

organized under the I@Mchigan Q b
192. intift Gordom Q/ely Famy stisa M& rust, q

*

193. aintiff Got@\l‘[y Comfiu cat10n§® a llﬂ‘@lty company

org 1ch1g
/
94. Hale Tru Michig
195. @ Family @a ali a
P& Italian PI‘O_] com L a hmlted liability company organized
under the lawsIN Micligan.

197. Plalntlff \nvestments%‘tlons LLC is a limited liability company
organized under the @&Mlchlgan.

198. lgtiff Macau Island Communications Project LLC is a limited liability
company organized under the laws of Michigan.

199. Plaintiff Marvin and Marsha Trimas Trust is a Michigan Trust.

26
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200. Plaintiff MT Investment Group LLC is a limited liability company organized
under the laws of Michigan.
201. Plaintiff Natalie Carroll Trust is a Michigan Trust.

202. Plaintiff Peterson Family Trust is a Cahfo st

1 iganT 6 Q : >
205. Plaintiff Ski Tec Inc. is a@ atlon orgfini

unde 1ch1@
206. Plaintiff SPECS ﬂ% orpora @aﬁnzed under€ge laws (b n.
207. Plaintiff TBX\@com L @rmted lia @)mpan anized under the

laws of Michigan. < ’ . é Q 6
208. intiff Wallaee Awe Trust j jchigan T q

209, aintiffs Ge@and Kat@\ckem@dwﬂuﬂ g in Howell,

@s Peter&ary A@ % udhs remdmg in Monterey,
California.

@ gop and@g Alexanv!e individuals residing in Bloomfield
Hills, Michiga %
212. Plaintiffs @d F. and Ga%/l Andrews are individuals residing in Sparta,

Tennessee.

203. Plaintiff Pielack Family Trust is Trust.

204. Plaintiff Rosemary C. SnaV Family Trust i

213. @tlff Joe Audino is an individual residing in Sagmore Hills, Ohio.
214. Plaintiffs David and Leslie Backus are individuals residing in Milford,

Michigan.

27
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215. Plaintiff Stephen Bard is an individual residing in Barkley, Michigan.
216. Plaintiff Neal Bauer is an individual residing Loveland, Colorado.

217. Plaintiff John Bayagich is an individual residing in Oakland Township,

Michigan.
218. Plaintiff Susan D. Bernardi 1®%1dual rgsiding in ester Hills,
Michigan. & %
219. Plaintiff Alan Bishop is @1dual res@ hlgan
220. Plaintiffs James’% da Boko afe 1nd1v1du re51d1n merce

Township, Michigan.

221. Plai ff ickard (R1c oyl @dwlduﬂl ‘ﬂg in Spring Hill,
Tennessee.

222, ! aintiffs Rlc%\w and oylan 1dua1s e %n Waterford,

Migha
23. Conme Br is an m@reﬂd terford Michigan.

224. rown a V1dua1s residing in Milford,

Michigan. « Q
wl ffs E@x K@bnwn are individuals residing in Milford,

226. le@gnan J. Brown is an individual residing in Highland, Michigan.

Michigan.

227. lagtiffs Jeremy and Marsha Brown are individuals residing in Commerce
Township, Michigan.

228. Plaintiff Robert Canzano is an individual residing in Canton, Michigan.

28
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229.

Michigan.

230.

Michigan.

231.

232.

Michigan.

233.
234.
235.

236.

TS
237 alntlffs Je d Jess1c%er are ls re

Plaintiffs John and Dorothy Christopher are individuals residing in Milford,

Plaintiff Mark Christopher, Jr. is an individual residing in Commerce Township,

0<
Plaintiff Kim Darin is an individ

n Orlgndo, Florida.
Plaintiff Delores Dertinger {an individual f& Co owr%: >

Plaintiff Ronnie ) @meo is a iidual residi¥g in Monefébforma.
ichi

Plaintiff Susa@(son is ual rest lymo

gan
Plainfitf D, Vod Fertel i 1V1dua1 I n Galde 1ch1gan
intiff John R@ is an 1n res1d1n jda.

hite Lake,

b‘

@s Kevmﬁmberly@ n ar%m Vi als residing in Milford,
Michigan. «

239.

\O

Michigan.

240.

241.

Michigan.

242.

243.

1567135.02

@ ichard a a Gregw individuals residing in White Lake,
Plalntlff \e Gross is %wﬂual residing in Southfield, Michigan.

le@ erne Hardesty is an individual residing in West Bloomfield,

Plaintiff Kelly Hayes is an individual residing in Southfield, Michigan.

Plaintiff Maureen Hayes is an individual residing in Southfield, Michigan.

29
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244.

245.

Michigan.

246.

247.

Michigan.

248.

249.

Michigan.

250.

Michigan.

251

Michigan.

256.

257.

258.

259.

1567135.02

Plaintiff Elviera A. Heersche is an individual residing in Lapeer, Michigan.

Plaintiffs Rudolph and Darlene Hyvarinan are individuals residing in Dafter,

Plaintiff George Ingber is an individual re; « g Th Boca Raton, Florida.

Plaintiffs James V. and Joyce G@l@re 1ndlv®duals remdme in Pentwater,

Plaintiff Jason Jacques 1 1V1dual r1dig® 1n J 1ch1 an :
Plaintiffs Thom: @nn Jorda fhdividuals 2s1d1ng i lls
Plai ffs aekku Kare@kosse& e 1ndw1@emdmg in Wixom,

alntlffs Ir nd Johx@los ar@uals shinaefn Westland,
Kennet&e is an@al r% Washlngton Michigan.

nd Judy @ ndiv4

a1nt1 Virginia La

1a1n ffs ]@\d N@%ms are individuals residing in Howell,

le@&eorge K. Logan is an individual residing in Kinross, Michigan.

laintiff ding in Novi, Michigan.

%) 1nd1V1d 1ding in White Lake, Michigan.

lagtift Aaron Mayor is an individual residing in Chicago, Illinois.
Plaintiff Oscar Minicuci is an individual residing in Troy, Michigan.

Plaintiffs George and Nancy Mitts are individuals residing in Novi, Michigan.

30
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260.

Michigan.

261.

Michigan.

262.

Michigan.

263.

Michigan.

264.

California.

265.

Florida.

Michigan.

268.

[o¢]

269.

\O

Michigan.
270.

Michigan.

271.

Michigan.

1567135.02

Plain al amnd1v1dual remdmg in Wate
@s Michae Debra

Plaintiffs Louise R. and Paul J. Moore, Jr. are individuals residing in Saline,

Plaintiffs Matthew and Michelle Mosier are individuals residing in Highland,

Plaintiffs Tom and Denise NO\'%@ n $ remdmga Ann Arbor

Plaintiff Gerald S. Ogln@ ;

n 1nd1v1@ mdm@ merce [@\
Plaintiffs R(@nd Ce@nelas a 1dua1s ®1dmg in Yorba,

@uffs Rlchar@vendy are in @s remd@%arth Port,
. Q

MlChl gan.

e arecn als residing in Highland,
aln@Gerald J. P an 1ndlw residing in Clarkston, Michigan.

wln ffs 1@ Beve@@ are individuals residing in Mancelona,

@ames and Cynthia Przystup are individuals residing in White Lake,

Plaintiffs Mark and Patricia Raymond are individuals residing in Troy,
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272. Plaintiff Fred Rheinlander is an individual residing in Rochester Hills,
Michigan.
273. Plaintiffs Robert L. and Lonnie L. Rosso are individuals residing in Marysville,

California.

274. Plaintiffs Russell A. and Sus@%erlu § individu emdmg 1n

Cederville, Michigan.

275. Plaintiffs Stefan and SL@ 1etana &nwdu (@\g in Bl%;
Village, Michigan. $ (b
276. Plaintiffs A @1 d Mel @hop) SN@ are 1ncWa s residing in

Franklin, Michigan.

277. @uffs Kevia Almberly N[ dyc are in ls resi ighland,
Michigan. !\

St cTy a131nd1v1dua1 re51d1ng in Bloo dHllls Michigan.

Helaine ris an 1n@es1d B omﬁeld Hills, Michigan.
Sundlg n ynt %s are individuals residing in

280.
Seattle, Washingtqn
%ffs P mel aul re nd1V1duals residing in Wheaton, Illinois.
282. Plalntlff e atro is angdual residing in Milford, Michigan.
283. Pla rlos Thome is an individual residing in Shelby Township, Michigan.
284. laj tlffs Chester and Heidi Trocha are individuals residing in Hawthorn

Woods, Illinois.

285. Plaintiff Phillip Vick is an individual residing in West Adsworth, Illinois.

32
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286. Plaintiffs Norman L. and Gloria M. Westerback are individuals residing in St.
Petersburg, Florida.

287. Plaintiff James Williams is an individual residing in Rochester Hills, Michigan.

288. Plaintiff Brian Winshall is an 1nd1V1dual r *in Chicago, Illinois.

289. Plaintiff Barry Wiss is an indivi

g in Pargdise Valley, @alifornia.
290. Plaintiff Donald Wiss is an 1 1V1dua residin ®Los alifo%: >

291. Plaintiff William Wiss 1s® V1dual r@ in Pa ardens

292. Plaintiff Arthur Sf@rmg Trus &Mlchlgan T (b
293. Plaintiff Ban@mm LI% @mted lia &mpan @mzed under the

laws of Michigan. . K

294. intiff Delores i er Revo rust isa an T

295 aintiff DM@estments@s a 111’1’1@11@1 co anized under

chlgan
/
Helame r Living % a Ml%
7. 1a1nt1f 1111am {‘
298. am@] ohn or Rit y Trust 1ch1gan Trust.

299. 1a1n ffM h 1ch1gan Trust.

300. Plalntlff A. Paddls ¥fing Trust is a Florida Trust.

301. Plal@\Nlnshall, Welles & Pacini LLC is a limited liability company
organized undeNghe Jaws of Illinois.

302. Plaintiff Doris Backus is an individual residing in Sterling Heights, Michigan.

303. Plaintiff David Bolla is an individual residing in White Lake, Michigan.

33
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304.

Michigan.

305.

Michigan.

306.

307.

Michigan.

308.

Sacramento, California.

Michigan.

310,

& Plag ror$aﬂlleen Fourmer are 1nd1V1
312. ngua

313.

Michigan.

314.

315.

316.

317.

Florida.

1567135.02

Plaintiff Robert Breitman is an individual residing in West Bloomfield,
Plaintiff Joyce Breitman is an individual residing in West Bloomfield,

Plaintiff Marguerite Brockway 1

ual residing in Highl Michigan.
Plaintiffs Dale and Deborah Bukos 1 are 1n Judls r651d1 aéhlte : >

Plaintiffs Micha®, Ar and @ a®Calmer aE 1nd1v1dfgb
Plainfitfs hnstopher @me Ca & 1nd1wd@51dmg in Milford,
in Roc@s Michigan.

aintiff MlC aruso is Vldual

residing in Clio,

Walled Lake, Michigan.

lalntlf% raser 1§
w% 1ctor_a rl Goﬁ’are individuals residing in Franklin,
Plalntlffs \ and Vljaya%a are individuals residing in Troy, Michigan.

le@ arry Hartuman is an individual residing in Livonia, Michigan.
Iaghtiff Jeff Hazzard is an individual residing in Columbus, Ohio.

Plaintiffs Carma and Kenneth Huff are individuals residing in Marathon,
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318. Plaintiff Rebecca Kain is an individual residing in Dearborn, Michigan.
319. Plaintiff Sonia Kohler is an individual residing in Washington, Michigan.

320. Plaintiffs Christiana and Peter Kuzyk are individuals residing in Guilford,

0
321. Plaintiff Maria Liwag-Dixon is '%ﬂ re51 in Can

ton, {Jichigan.
322. Plaintiff Thomas Lowe is a {hVId al res1d1 le Mi : >

323. Plaintiffs James and San

are 1nd1 esidj rgate, Fl
324. Plaintiffs Mlchat@ngel L ¢ 1nd1V1duaEEes1dlng ento
California. % 0

325. Plai ffs oln and J cLan @ 1dua19 @g in Watsonville,

326. aintiff Jam Mullen %dlﬂdua@ n Ca« igan.
1a1n is gn individual re51d1ng in Ca Mlchlgan.
1115 Douglas Nancy @ %@ residing in Lake Orion,

Connecticut.

California.

Michigan.
@ ger nQ&lyn Notw,are individuals residing in Gladwin,

Michigan.
Plaintiff @ll Rechter i#an individual residing in West Bloomfield,

Michigan.
331. lag tlffs James and Kathleen Roland are individuals residing in Sterling

Heights, Michigan.

332. Plaintiff Charles T. Smith is an individual residing in Southfield, Michigan.
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333. Plaintiffs Debra and Terry Smith are individuals residing in Harrison Township,
Michigan.

334. Plaintiff Derek Stein is an individual residing in Highland, Michigan.

335. Plaintiff Brian Steuer is an individual resi o Menlo Park, California.

336. Plaintiff Steven Tatro is an indw% en City, Maghigan.

337. Plaintiffs Cristina and Robegto Vel anowe 1V1dua1’§
Sacramento, California.

338. Plaintiff Rose V *h is an @u&l residing 12acrame (brma

3309. Plaintiffs Cam% Stace)\@ are in res1d1 @Bomta Springs,

Florida. < ’ Q
340. intiff Blake&@s is an ingMdWgl residin yal O

341 alntlffs Ca M1cha%ne are @ls resnﬂ chester Hills,
@s James&dy Were nd al¥Tre dlng in Novi, Michigan.
lalntlf@ ldmgs@ limit b1 company organized under the

laws of Michigan.
344. &ff %evoc %w an Ohio trust.
Plalntlff LLC is a 11 ed liability company organized under the laws
of Michigan.

346. lag t1ff Vellanoweth Family Properties LLC is a limited liability company

organized under the laws of California.
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347. Plaintiff Wayne Acquisitions LLC is a limited liability company organized
under the laws of Michigan.

348. Plaintiffs invested in 127 LLCs offered on or after March 1, 2005. As reflected
in Exhibit A, each of those investments generated a loss Yinvestor. Further, none of the

memoranda offering units in those LLCs disclo as merely aqPonzi-scheme
vehicle with no actual business operations. Tp the cOntrary resente LL b
in the business of purchasing, leasing an irnrng tel&tmc elated e (%
An example of such misrepresent i et forth a§raphs 35%

2

Defe dan [)oeren M & Com 1s¢a s10na1 corporation
organized under laws of ﬁl of Micl oere ew ] place of
business 1s n Oakla unty, M a Doe ew s ré{teradlagent is their

Wf$amarlrng address at Doeren ew’s principal place
igan Qa %
n - in 1V1« resides in Oakland County,

Michigan. He is N tor at Do r eW an prrncrpal place of business is in Troy,
Michigan. In ditiont, Mr. % Sec@surer of Defendant SamJack Investments,

Inc.

351. Def@& James P. O’Rilley is an individual who resides in Oakland County,
Michigan. HeSg alirector at Doeren Mayhew and his principal place of business is in Troy,

Michigan. Mr. O’Rilley is also the President of Defendant SamJack Investments, Inc.
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352. Defendant JoAnn Fox is an individual who resides in Oakland County,
Michigan. She acted, with knowledge of the scheme described herein, under the direction of her
husband, Todd Fox, and James O’Rilley in a business capacity at all relevant times herein.

353. Defendant Nancy O’Rilley is an individi o resides in Oakland County,

Michigan. She acted, with knowledge of the sch@%)ed hergin, under the direction of her
husband, James O’Rilley, and Todd Fox ina b & : >

evant tj

siness capacit
{: \
354. Defendant SamJack Inve , Inc. is 6 ofit 02 organi

the laws of the State of Mlchlgarf@ck S pr@ place of bus¥gss is lo@%(bakland

County, Michigan. SamlJack’ @ered ag\@ O’ R1ll\® @
< : ’ ¢ FACT gACKG b

‘%

355. ing the persQ een 199 rlier) an@&2007 materials
which offeQxerests in han 200 were redwfind issued to

@tors by @en Mahdy, agting through its directors l\hs Fox and O’Rilley,
angd May, 1 1dua1 resi ﬁ ,

| in Oakla l\%
S Doe w ma rtner ford admitted after the Ponzi-

scheme became pyb @e scope fQ k actua rformed by Doeren Mayhew included
(i) O’Rilley’s &n of “t %@

conducting of a “review” ntlre offering@cument (after the inclusion of O’Rilley’s insert

356.
1n all offering memoranda; and (ii) Fox’s

and prior to dlsseml@&to investors) to identify “anything” in the document that “requires a
change” — eveRf ghe change were a mere “spelling/grammar” item. Indeed, because draft
offering memoranda were transmitted to Doeren Mayhew electronically, Doeren Mayhew itself

was able to perform its review via electronic functions, such as “spellcheck.”
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357. Each of the offering memoranda for each of the LLCs in which plaintiffs
invested had a common factual misrepresentation, namely that a payment had been made as a
“deposit” towards the subject LLC’s purchase of telecommunications “equipment” from a

supplier pursuant to a then-existing “agreement” wit & hotel or casino to provide

telecommunications services. As Doeren Mayh ce ackngwledged, thigwas not true
With respect to each of the subject LLCs, t ook and re fore To

and JQ]
O’Rilley (and their wives) showed no su@ endlture S e da D ferm @
the subscription period thereafter.’\ : %

358. By way of ex@ the N¢ % Project \@LC s ofjeging ;ocument co-
authored by Doeren @ew represe t pursu. pha«nto greement” with a
“hotel,” the follo capital exp had be &prlor t fering @anuary 6,

0

2006: %
FOR m 000.0 SIT P
Qﬁ?@* “"ﬁu Vel

‘M ) i, gt @ - ,—--u\\.‘__,n‘._\ ‘..u-n’/

INact, $he boo, \\%‘ that were before Todd Fox and James
O’Rilley (and Th&g wives) a the ate of g showed that no “$100,000” payment had

been made as of that d %eed those books showed that no purchase of equipment for the

subject LLC hg at anytime after the offering date, and that, in fact, the only expenses
that the subject ELC had incurred thereafter were for the payment of “professional” and
“management” fees of Doeren Mayhew and Samlack, plus certain (phantom) “insurance”

expenses and, of course, additional management fees to Ed May.
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360. This same fact pattern exists as to each of the LLCs in which plaintiffs invested,
i.e., the offering documents represented that payments for equipment had been made, but the
books and records before Todd Fox and James O’Rilley (and their wives) showed that no
expense payment had been made at any time in the first tl « adnths after their formation and,

further, that the books of E-M do not reflect any @ eq%on behalf any of these

LLCs at any time.

361. In fact, the same fact patfcp &wted as t@Q l\@ézCs off ‘1;;
least the three prior years before@hus T(@x and James §Rilley (‘ﬂébwwes)

and the “two” companies for hey we\% knew, a 5 of a du ent course of

dealings in the offeriflg ofgFd May L oeren S materl 11ar1ty with these

prior LLCs is no@y undlspute ’B;lt was a yvely repﬁc&l as a @%mvestors
could rely @makmg an tment %

| VW Y Y

<§omm s e

362. Moreoygr, fact that Doeren Mayhew had accepted E-M and Ed May as
clients, and co do so established, under Doeren Mayhew’s own internal procedures,
that Doeren ew had conducted due diligence sufficient to assess such clients’

“willing[ness] to provide appropriate financial statements with adequate disclosures.” That such

a review had been conducted was expressly represented by Doeren Mayhew as well. For
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example, Mr. Fox told investors that he checked the LLCs’ financial records regularly. He also
told at least one Plaintiff-investor, Thomas Howe, in June 2005, that he had developed a
“depreciation table” that allowed Doeren Mayhew to plot depreciation of plant and equipment
used in the LLCs’ business operations — even though, in f: &e were no business operations

Mr. Fox, in order to reassure him and encoura € h1m 0 invest | e XL Cs, fu resen

and, thus, no financial records reflecting any purc, %e of plagt or equlpmeg by any LL
Mr. Howe and others that he malntan® 1nV01 cess erm1ne e r
“Modified Accelerated Cost Reﬁ\ ystem” ecta‘uon for W LLCs(b or tax

purposes. Unbeknownst to I@fs at th\@a such s exist We endants also

never disclosed that kq of acco they m Q reﬂecte none of the LLCs

ever 1ncurred a pense for «@ or rep i ven a one dreds of
thousands of §e !\) ones dur ny one many Q\at the (faefitious) leases

b51sted
Q h that darn familiari %E “business” in hand, each
offering docu contaj ’®owmg« Qtement of the LLC’s purpose:

DY /
THIS VE%RE IS

TED FOR SOLE PURPOSE OF PURCHASING
EQUIPMENT TO E HARD LINE TELEPHONE AND HARD WIRE }
T SERVICES AS WELL AS DVD KIOSK
PROPERTIES DESCRIBED IN THE INVESTMENT

.',-i'\-.\..n. —— S
o T ~

e o

364. If the truth on the aforementioned subject matter (that had been so affirmatively

misrepresented by Doeren Mayhew) had been told as to each of the subject LLCs, i.e., that the
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LLCs were non-operating shells for which equipment was never purchased, the offered units
would have been revealed to have no market value at all and, thus, would not have been
purchased by plaintiffs. Thus, the loss caused by the fraud was the entirety of the purchase price
paid by plaintiffs. Indeed, because the offering was illega‘@’mception the offered units had

no market value as a matter of law

365. The particulars of each plain 1ff’ s investmen ®0rth 1 QA t 1t
the identity of the offering document co@ g the fal Q @ntlﬁed a%
t

date of the offering/investment, tmx 1nvested tfe amoun

366. Because thes of ring do\ were v y the Wmes Exchange

Commission (“SEC”)fa situting o 9‘ of non- unregst ccurities within the
meaning of fede securities 4a SEC v ced an atlon 1 issue of
whether the@rmgs were@ and ml%g Th \d con t the offerings

wer misleagy cause ny ala, none of the offering ma S dlsclosed that the
LL

re not o i busmesse t were, 1 0n21- e ehlcles (as more fully set

forth in a civi mplau% the SE % nit tat istrict Court for the Eastern
District of MlChlg& ct10n N -1495@’ The SEC continues to investigate, and
has communicgd th& any

ida Qm ts concerning SamJack are relevant to its
inquiry and must be pres In addition, 4 response to questions posed to Ed May at a

deposition in March \bout whether a conspiracy existed between him and Doeren Mayhew
to defraud inve§prsgind to destroy selected electronic and other evidence of this enterprise, Mr.

May invoked the Fifth Amendment.
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367. In addition to defrauding investors in connection with their purchase of interests
in the subject LLCs, Doeren Mayhew also made post-purchase representations that caused
plaintiffs to retain their investments and forego rescission at a time before E-M’s bank account

had been emptied in mid-August 2007. These direct misref fations to plaintiffs included the

tax returns that Doeren Mayhew prepared and m@ intiffs ig the first quager of the year

gagem nder%@
pursuant to an agreement with the s to prepfre

condition of this agreement to Aax retur@ PLCs was Wat Doer also
prepare and deliver K-1s to ea@mber \@ as Do \%’hew pr%d and delivered

K-1s for each tax ye pr1 ® 2007 e 1nt1ff & sed LL n 2005 and 2006

received K-1 retbwa US. M Doere eO&se thef‘% received
in the first the calen ear % Q «
e 1$f)/}:ﬂamt1ffs were LLCs in thelruright, and had their

eren May to prepar ehv % 65s and K-1s for the tax
th,

following the year in which plaintiffs made their pu chases.

years 2006 an LLCs’ respective members).

% also to -1s#o
These LLCs (coll CHQ the “In es u Cs”) w Ktlantls Communications Project LLC,

California Hil uni atl(@ l\g S nd Communications Project LLC, DCMD
C n

Communications LLC, F{o Hllton ications LLC, TBNJ Telecom LLC, Italian
Project Telecom LL otham City Communications LLC. Doeren Mayhew did prepare tax
returns for the Ygvegling LLCs for the year 2006, but has refused to abide by its contract with
respect to the tax year 2007. The agreement between the Investing LLCs and Doeren Mayhew

was made by their managing member, on behalf of the Investing LL.Cs, and Todd Fox, on behalf
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of Doeren Mayhew. That oral agreement, made in late-winter, 2004, required Doeren Mayhew,

for the fee paid by the Investing LLCs, to prepare complete corporate tax returns for tax year

2004 and beyond and to make any necessary amendments to tax returns for those years that

might later become apparent. Doeren Mayhew has refused ﬁare tax year 2007 returns, or to

provide amended returns for prior years, for the I@ Cs forging them to hege, at a cost of,

more than $13,000.00, new accountants and tax attorntys to pr &essary 4 %
369. Doeren Mayhew has a@g Elat in@@ as @May LLQe €

“exposed during the 2007 tax yea?@fraudul@eﬁ)rise,” it wild not pr‘ﬁébms for
that tax year because of the ‘@hat Do@hew w@e if it djdgso. Accordingly,

Doeren Mayhew effe@ admits that@t did s@ums fo ) iears, it necessarily

represented, amo&her thingo@was una% any fra & enterp %additien,
. i b

under the @ standards @ng on D%Mayhe@@s sig«e

.

rep @t the C exergisey “dye diligence” in preparing return and that the
Q: § ¢
mat made ay to the C oes not ‘ to e 1NCorJect or incomplete ... [or]
on the@@o er« n to [the CPA].” Where such
issues are apparet&t«; A’s ie certiﬁew “underlying information” has been
“examined” aNat ch e@ mat
the return. @

370. In VN, because AICPA standards require “prompt” disclosure of any errors

a tax return

inconsistent ...

eQup orts” the financial information set forth in

in prior years’@tums, the CPA’s signing of a tax return without making disclosure of an
error in the intervening year constitutes a representation that no errors in prior-year returns are

known to the CPA.
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371. At the time Doeren Mayhew prepared tax returns for the Ed May LLCs, its
personnel had been furnished with the books of account of E-M and the subject LLCs which, as
noted, were (at best) incomplete on their face. Moreover, as Doeren Mayhew admits, because
the subject LLCs were phony and never did purchase equ ? there could be no evidentiary

material supporting these expenses. Similarly, t %e no evidentiary mategal supporting

the receipt of “ordinary business income” (or {loss”).” In addig
E-M, and not the subject LLCs, w1thou®|& upporti iterhl, “reve
“expenses” allocable to a given L®, ot be ¢ t(?d as Doer its

372. Each tax % prepa& Doer \ hew ?esene

member/plaintiff whofrecejyeel it that e@ ject L s owmal ¢ financial results;

indeed, its own allzgable operatt t or loss epresent as fal %uch as (i)
.

the subject L ad no bus operat10%ll and ooks furmshed to

W cont

the@ha{ equipment had ever been %ased for any subject
ct LLC ever ed a DICK% erat r&enje or income. Nor did the
e subj reflect or r @ replacing a single one of the
hundreds of thous n@e ephones % Qs havi é:n “purchased” by the subject LLCs.
373. &%ﬂ M wel%e f the red flags presented by the material

furnished to it and the supportl

LL hat any

books of any O

a. For example, while Doeren Mayhew was
preparing the 2006 t@& return for Desert Project Five LLC (one of the subject LLCs), Todd
Fox told Ed M&gthg¥ Doeren Mayhew had reported, in the prior year’s tax return, “$644,512” as
that LLC’s cost of purchasing “equipment” in “2005.” Putting aside the fact that no payments

were ever made towards that equipment, and that there was no evidentiary material showing any
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payment to the phantom supplier, Ed May told Fox that all that had been paid for those goods
were “12” payments of approximately $37,000 each — a total of approximately $448,000. When
confronted with this “fact,” Fox told May that he (Fox) could simply cause “income [to] be
grossed up to cover the shortfall” of about $200,000. R tﬁan adjust the cost downwards

(which would have required an amendment of th@r%r s returp in which th urchase was
i ’ & 06 I

first booked), Fox let the prior year’s retu tand and re e sin 1

Doeren Mayhew (i) continued to report t]@ of the ( ) p @‘ equlpm%ii

full amount of the (phantom) note‘@ grosse®b§ an amount§geater thﬂghunt of
the shortfall, the income for 2@&% wha a@n repoﬂN@OOS—e though that LLC

had engaged in no pr: 1tab aperations @006 tax > b
374. 81;; this SDNA( January 5 perl &t Doe@hew was
.

preparing a@vermg tax s repres that th y LLC«

pur @ were es Wi tug) operatin mcome or los directors, Fox and

¢ equipment

O’RNg#, were thelr WIVONYO0 prepar a11 summaries reporting the
monthly expen r1but1 ach s J . As noted, these summaries
were not even consi te w1 the b ccount {mpany records that were before them.
Like the false x retlirns, Qn es rov1ded comfort as to investors’ existing
holdings. q

375. Doyhew did not stop there. In 2006, it prepared a letter, mailed to all
investors on terhead, referring to a “cash flow plan” developed for the enterprise by

“Doeren Mayhew.” Of course, Doeren Mayhew could not ever propose a plan without first

acquainting itself with the details of the flow of cash into and out of each LLC. In any event, at
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least one investor asked for an investor-wide meeting to permit a free-ranging discussion about
the origins of the cash flow issue (which, of course, was that the enterprise was a Ponzi-scheme).

When one such investor wrote Ed May in 2006 to express concern about this cash flow plan, the

person who responded to the request was not Ed May, b Fox Mr. Fox, purporting to
speak on behalf of the enterprise, responded as fi @fhere is] no interest ima shareholder
meeting” to discuss “cash flow.” Thus, the 1ng eVer 0cg b

376. Had the truth been told fs woul

s a mattQ;

to immediately rescind and recov&@te assets @1& E-M, wh1 held ca% counts
until they were emptied in r@gust 2& 11 pu 1ce les iﬁstrl utions, plus

interest. Plaintiffs a@eolost the nity whatcv ssionary proceeds
would have been overed hadth e been &hrher q

377 e fraudul x returnSwfre ared b May %d additional

@se Doer usgd to prepare tax returns co g the now-admitted
erro he pI‘lO S the , each pla€§ho re d s ch prior returns must now
hire an accoun to do en May %ted—and paid—to do. To the
extent any plaintlﬁ‘l %hty Wa q tated d the phony LLC income calculated by
Doeren Mayh plattiffs suff 0s opportunity costs on amounts ultimately
refunded or credited by th%

378. Tm@ and James O’Rilley (and their wives) were principals in the Ponzi-
scheme enterpri§g fof reasons that go beyond even those stated above.

379. For example, Doeren Mayhew, through Messrs. Fox and O’Rilley, solicited

investors at “dog-and-pony” or “road” shows targeting investors perceived to be the most
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vulnerable to the lure of the “guaranteed high-return” investments being offered. These in-
person solicitation initiatives included dinners and barbeques at various restaurants and other
locations in the Detroit area at which Doeren Mayhew, through Mr. Fox, would speak
individually to potential investors to tout, based upon t 'sfory” of the LLCs’ “operating

performance,” the wisdom of taking a new posl%n‘%inta$l existing gosition in the

Ponzi-scheme LLCs.

380. At one point, Mr. Fox @r o’ Rlll@ Vestor-s 1;

function to their wives. Potential®} s were e& with “80 elephon (888-

233-8569 and 866-792- 4183)@ whlchK@nected hone s@e 1n the home
of Mr. and Mrs. Fox. ot JeAnn Fo &ancy & swerad ors’ calls placed to
w

these lines. §ould ansvee aking t thh Q ady had
formulated 1ng inves or woul%er queQ\out th reassure and

1nvest . \n ogder to answer questlons an er advice sufficient
/

ing them% dijclosed facts regarding the

ave a stand scheme Other such in-person

solicitation initiatiyes Doeren M %ere ex d by Ed May, the co-manager of the
scheme, with \layhew %edge @d consent.

381. Doeren \/ did not ga “cash-flow management” either. Rather,
Doeren Mayhew wa@&le provider of management advice to the Ed May LLCs directly. As
part of this adW oeren Mayhew assisted the May LLCs to effectuate inter-LLC transfers

which were later booked as “loans” either between the LLCs or between Ed May and the LLCs.

Those companies then transferred such investor funds to Doeren Mayhew and others. Over the
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years, “20 or 30 such transfers of “E-M” funds, totaling “a few hundred thousand dollars,” were
made. Doeren Mayhew rendered advice about these transfers with full knowledge of the false
entries being placed into the books of the LLCs — after all, Doeren Mayhew personnel (or their

wives) personally performed the day-to-day bookkeeping it such transfers on behalf of the

e informatiag necessary to
advise the May LLCs on the question of “how to handle [these ts. 6

382. By mid-2007, the leve®\lew invefim rqopP below%;
ss

necessary to sustain the Ponzi- sc@cmdmg@.& from i dlStI‘lb about
the same time, Ed May apprO%Plamtl\ Rech on Fre@ rwin Goren,

Ronald Licht, Gil Mgfor apdenon-part in Freed 1ng a loan of up to $3

million. Ed Ma@posed payl ﬁﬁhly on an for a& of si Y Ed May
represented&an was to@) him s@ ot "Qy cash lems” being

LLCs were recorded. Jeff May provided Doere %Nith all

the L se 1Niff§ turned to Doeren Mayhe nderstand the facts
pert g to the ow problcw§’ and, th@er a3 n loan would resolve the
problem. Mr&old t@tlffs tha \ evelt n s fine,” in terms of the LLCs’
business operatlo here was a w pro ”because the enterprise had “grown too
fast.” Mr. FON e state tha as $1 million were made, the problem would
be resolved. He added t uch a loan ¢ made, he could use JoAnn Fox and Nancy
O’Rilley to 1mmed1 ite distribution checks that would bring investors current.

383. ag#d upon Mr. Fox’s factual representations about the cause of the “cash flow

problems” and the current viability of the LLCs, Plaintiffs Herbert Rechter, Morton Freedman,
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Irwin Goren, Ronald Licht, Gil Mayor and non-party Marvin Freedman agreed to make a loan to
Ed May for approximately $1 million.

384. Ed May took the money but defaulted on the loan after making a single payment
of 5-percent to each of Messrs. Rechter, Freedman, Gore i, Mayor and Freedman. May

made no other payments and has since declared b

385. Plaintiff investors began co tactlng oeren

W in laﬁéto inﬁ’&
€ va u@’LLCS\% ¢
plaintiffs already have paid Doe@yhew tc@ar Doereg;ayhew@éb those

investors that, despite their a nt to p\ -1s not the LL but also for each

investor, they will no<prov"d0the 1nd1v®-ls tl@ S musé ﬁéor before April 15,
2008. Doeren ew also has ’&ered to 1 he pay ade b@s to fund

that K-1 p Q\)n work an@ instead %lamtlff of the «

LLCs t e1r 0 coyntants—at thelr own expen o recreate the books

rds nece tJ com lete t 1nd1v1du§ﬁhn /
HEO%@L A %

COUNT O lf of iffs gainst Defendants Doeren Mayhew,

Todd Fox and J Rllle on L In Connection With the Purchase of

about the tax year 2007 K-1 tax forms fo@ nvestme ts i

bers of their

regis Sepurities
386. The alle %\)f the forego%paragraphs are hereby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in t t. In addition, defendants are in possession of facts, not yet disclosed
in discovery, t vide the exclusive means of setting forth this count in more particularized
detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b)(3), plaintiffs reserve rights to amend this pleading

after defendants submit to discovery.
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387. Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley made material representations
to Plaintiff investors in the offering materials for the Ponzi-scheme LLCs.

388. The representations made by Doeren Mayhew Todd Fox and James O’Rilley
were false.

3809. At the time Doeren Mayhew @rs ®and o’ R11 made thelr

representations, they knew the representatiops werc false, made esent

recklessly in disregard of the truth. Q

390. Doeren Mayhev&’ };Fox an@ s*O’Rilley gde thes&‘lébta‘uons
with the intention that the Pla@westors\@ct on th nectlo%h their purchase

of units in the Ponm—s@ Iol.Cs.
391. intiff inves#o ’Aonably @n th epres ade by
\ \ N Q
Doeren Ma 3 d Fox a mes O’R hen thQ heir d invest in the

&LLCS

th had bechNpld, the L( ? v3lue whatsoever at the time
they were sol lalntl@at all 10} atised b %

S su fered di

w\ 0 nlwarm as a result of their reliance upon
the fraudulentd\gprese tatlox ndan ére) Mayhew, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley.
The extent of such dam @ e amount of investment, less distributions, plus interest, as

set forth as to each p@ in Exhibit A.

resentation.
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COUNT II: On Behalf of All Plaintiffs and as Against Defendants Doeren Mayhew,
Todd Fox and James O’Rilley (in the Alternative to Count I): Common Law Negligent
Misrepresentation In Connection With the Purchase of Unregistered Securities
394. The allegations of the foregoing paragraphs are hereby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defendants are i &sion of facts, not yet disclosed

in discovery, that provide the exclusive means @ rth this_count in morgparticularized
laintTtfs

detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b)(3 p

after defendants submit to discovery. @ O O Q
an fo

res ts to a s ple

395. Doeren Mayhew? ox and J GRilley materia(\bre tations
to plaintiffs.  The statem@y def& giving \@ thls 1 negligent
misrepresentation wefe ngt en aspect ubhc ac servoce Vlded by Doeren

Mayhew. t q
396. \Oeren Mw@odd Fo%ames \wed a @re to Plaintiff

@1 they remesentatlons
Q Mayhew d Fox an& O’% fa ed to exercise reasonable

care in making repre to plam

P 1nt1 1nvestor ly, HSM and detrimentally relied upon the
% oxjand James O’Rilley when they invested in

representatlonN Dogren
the various Ponzi-scheme %

399. If tl@ had been told, the LLCs had no market value whatsoever at the time
they were soldg)mffs such that all loss is caused by the misrepresentation.
400. Plaintiffs suffered direct and cognizable harm as a result of their reliance upon

the negligent representations of Defendants Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley.
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The extent of such damages is the amount of the investment, less distributions, plus interest, as
set forth as to each plaintiff in Exhibit A.
COUNT III: On Behalf of All Plaintiffs and as Against Defendants Doeren

Mayhew, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley (In the Altgrnative to Counts I and II):
Fraud in Connection with the Purch @ *Sale of Securities

(15 U.S.C. § 78j; Rule 10b,5, L4 F.K: § 240.10b-5)
401. The allegations of the foregoing%phs are 1ncorpor erem as%

fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, de damyts are in sSion of 6& yet @

in discovery, that provide the excl s1 e s of seting this more

detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. (b)(3) s reserv hts to amend th pleadmg

after defendants submit to dlscovery

402. Doer yhew @ox and@g "Rill éonne with the
purchase or @ecurme mate ntlff %r omitted
material making refyesgntations to the ™aintiff 1n\g
Q¢ ayhew a &rs %’Rilley made their

misstatement@ knew tl@ements we @r K@e e statements recklessly in
/

disregard of the trut ﬁ
PYNgtif] 1nvest ably i on these statements made by Doeren

Mayhew, Todm and Jam O’Rllley W@y made their decisions to invest in the Ponzi-

scheme LLCs.
Q th had been told, the LLCs had no market value whatsoever at the time
they were sold aintiffs, such that all loss is caused by the misrepresentation.

406. Plaintiffs suffered direct and cognizable harm as a result of their reliance upon

the misrepresentations of Defendants Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley. The
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extent of such damages is the amount of the investment, less distributions, plus interest, as set
forth as to each plaintiff in Exhibit A.

COUNT IV: On Behalf of All Plaintiffs and as Against All Defendants: Post-
Purchase Common Law Fr, ud’

407. The allegations of the foregoing pagag e hereby incorporated herein as if

fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defenda in possgagioMof facts, r@ disclos%

in discovery, that provide the exclusive mea&oﬁﬁetting fo@i count j ged

detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. \Q@, plalntéfs Qrve ri Tend i

after defendants submit to dis

408. By mailing to investors t urns for rs 200 6 that Doeren
Mayhew, Todd Fox a@’\es o’ RQ W were Qere a §eckl sregard of
the truth, D& bayhew %F O’Rp e po t material
represen 0 all suc est & «

ors.
ausu@y surnma Nbe Mo those same plaintiffs

relative to th@e LLCs h summar1 ere false, or were acting in
reckless disregard of«% all Defen@nade ostﬁmse material representations to all

such investors. \

410. the time mailed th ulent tax returns, Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox
and James O’Rilley int§d8 that the Plaintiff investors would detrimentally rely on them to
retain their inyest osition in the Ponzi-scheme LLCs and to determine their own tax

liability.
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411. At the time they mailed the fraudulent monthly summaries, all Defendants
intended that the Plaintiff investors would detrimentally rely on them to retain their investment
position in the Ponzi-scheme LLCs.

412. Plaintiff investors reasonably and detrime @ Felied upon these post-purchase

misrepresentations.
413. Upon disclosure of the truth, 1a1nt1 s would ®1 the r
rescind and recover their lost investment from th of al 11

exercise this right in reasonable’\& upon t 1s?epresentat1 S detarl
rescission been obtained, at | me of K dama @Qi have recovered from

seller E-M, which hadfcashgneits bank through ymgd Wgfgust 200'6

414. @uffs suffa@ages thatyMUNpe deter t tr1a1 @mount of
damages Ve@ each plarr@ ependm%’vhen tth nds th« ission would

lainti sugfered lost opportumty cost tive to any delayed

@ and w @
re@ of ove t of taxes:

n add1t1 tax returns and monthly
summaries are uced ent purc#a @drfferent interests in different
LLCs, such dam es% recover. tht e exten already awarded on any of the prior
Counts. a& é

g and Abetting of Post-Purchase Fraud

COUN TV: On% of All Pla& and as Against All Defendants: Common
L& n

415. @antions of the foregoing paragraphs are hereby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defendants are in possession of facts, not yet disclosed

in discovery, that provide the exclusive means of setting forth this count in more particularized
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detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b)(3), plaintiffs reserve rights to amend this pleading
after defendants submit to discovery.
416. Plaintiff investors were defrauded through the scheme detailed in Count I'V.

417. To the extent any defendant is not a dry tort-feasor responsible for

plaintiffs’ injuries resulting from the fraud deta1% nt IV, plaintiffs suffeggd injury as a

result of such defendant rendering substantial gssistanCe to the

418. Defendants rendered suc@ antlal asyfsta

disregard of the facts estabhshlrg% imary @d’thus acte

scienter as required to find liabMity Js agam ary to

4109. Plair@:ffered dam ore fu rth 1nCm®@
COUN T&On BehaW lamtlffxﬁams e end nspiracy
¢ to Co mmo t-P Q
The a$ ng of th foreg paragrap e hereb rated herein as if
L’?bd int ount defendant mposs Si r;%acts not yet disclosed
in dlscovery,@owde t lusive mea ount in more particularized
f&

detail. Pursuant to« iv. P. 11(@ plaintiff: e rights to amend this pleading
after defendants SN t

421. 1nt1ff 1nw\rs were de rough the scheme detailed in Count IV.

dlSCO

422. To th& t any defendant is not a primary tort-feasor responsible for
Plaintiffs’ injugfes r ng from the fraud detailed in Count IV, plaintiffs suffered injury as a
result of such defendant agreeing, in fact, among the other defendants and with Ed May, to

commit the fraud described in Count IV.
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423. The conduct of defendants more fully set forth in Count IV constituted overt
acts in furtherance of this agreement.

424. Plaintiffs suffered damages as more fully described in Count I'V.

COUNT VII: On Behalf of All Plaintiffs and ﬁinst All Defendants: Civil
RICO (18 U.S.C. §§ 1962 ( nd (d))
425. The allegations of the foregoing p phs are 1ncorpor erem as%
fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, de damyts are in ssion of 6& yet @

in discovery, that provide the excl 51 e s of seting this more

*

detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. (b)(3) s reserv@,hts to amend th pleadlng

426. Nancy !.:OA @)dd and James
O’Rilley, coll%wrth on %r co% fact 1t1ple acts
of mail f more fyll\seffo rth Coun constlt&a patte eteermg activity,

*
1red 1nter d co the Ponz e L%& CO enterprise which is
engaged in or s 1ntersthmerce Q «@

7. x y set for@ Count IV eren Mayhew, SamlJack, Nancy
O’Rilley, JoAnn N dd F es %&ollectwely or in conspiracy with one
another, consmg an aNatlon in @ﬂough the Ponzi-scheme LLCs, the RICO

enterprise, have commiQ o or more acts of mail fraud, as more fully set forth in Count IV,

after defendants submit to dlscovery

Doer yhe

constituting a gatte racketeering activity (spread out over 127 multi-state offerings, tax
return mailing, and monthly-summary mailings spanning two-plus years), and have participated

in a racketeering enterprise, the activities of which affect interstate commerce.
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428. Through the pattern of activities detailed above, Doeren Mayhew, SamlJack,
Nancy O’Rilley, JoAnn Fox, Todd Fox and James O’Rilley acquired control of, and participated
directly and indirectly in the conduct of the affairs of, the Ponzi-scheme LLCs—a RICO
enterprise.

429. Plaintiffs each suffered direct an %e 1nJu in their busingss or property
as a result of defendants’ intentional violatiogs of 18"U.S.C. 62% which 6& have %
suffered in an amount that will be prove Kl Plaintftts ges as W

award of costs to include reasonabl@eys fee@c&dance witlR 8 U.S. C

COUNT VIII: On % of Plal lantis 1cat10 ahfornla
Hilton Communications L Maca Com ions P C DCMD
Communications L F iida Hilto unicatj C TBN com LLC, Italian
Project Telecom LL Gotham ommu c iohs al efendants

Doeren ayhew, To 0 dJ am lley al Ne

430, e allegatw@\w fore@aragra reby 1 d herein as if

full d in thls In adgti defendants are in possesswn ts not yet disclosed
Qery, tha 1de the exclu®

/

means K% g fo c@unt in more particularized
detail. Pursua™Wto Fed QP 11(b intiff; 1ghts to amend this pleading

after defendants s @ 1Scove

Vest1 g L etam Mayhew, Todd Fox, and James O’Rilley
to perform professwnal t untlng serv related to these Plaintiffs’ investments in the
May LLCs. O

432. s ghe tax accountants for the Investing LLCs, Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and

James O’Rilley owed a duty of “due diligence” to these clients. This duty, as more fully defined

by the American Institute for Certified Public Accountants, required Doeren Mayhew and
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Messrs. Fox and O’Rilley, prior to signing tax returns, to investigate any “red flags” and either
(1) determine that they were innocuous or (ii) resolve the issue presented. Doeren Mayhew was
also required to “promptly” correct any known errors in the immediate or prior returns.

433. Doeren Mayhew, Todd Fox and James § failed to exercise due care in
the performance of professional accounting sen@ ¢ Investing LLCs inaguch as they
certified the tax returns despite (i) having p onal k owled ed ﬂag@ but %
not determined to be innocuous, (ii) 1nclu@1 ms in th@ 1ncons1 %

the information provided by Ed M A(m) km@hat the inforfgtion in t% cheme
LLCs’ books and records upo@h they @mg Wa\@ Doere e

w also was
aware of errors in ta ret ¢ for the g LLCs I‘IOI‘ }ea still has failed to
correct them. Fq xarnple wh@en May W ackno that %ay LLCs
are part ofixl-scheme a hus had 0 eratmg or los er Mayhew has

0 CcOo erron tatgments in prior years return wmg such operating
/
inco r loss
434.

he In Cs su \ ect a @able harm as a result of the

failure of Defend ren Ma Fox anwes O’Rilley to exercise due care in the

performance N ofe¥sion acco Because of Doeren Mayhew’s refusal to
in

correct the prior returns it the Investi Cs have had to hire a different CPA firm to do

so — at a cost not les®x13,000.
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COUNT IX: On Behalf of Plaintiffs Atlantis Communications LLC, California
Hilton Communications LL.C, Macau Island Communications Project LLC, DCMD
Communications LLC, Florida Hilton Communications LLC, TBNJ Telecom LLC, Italian
Project Telecom LL.C, and Gotham City Communications LLC and as Against Defendant
Doeren Mayhew: Breach of Contract

435. The allegations of the foregoing paragrap‘ﬁereby incorporated herein as if

fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defendgts possess n of facts, nag yet dlsclosed
in discovery, that provide the exclusive mea of setling fort !&m in &wul
detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11( lalntlffs es end thls

after defendants submit to discova\\

436. The Investin@s retain n May @id Fox, James O’Rilley

to perform professio@ aecountin, es relat se Plam 1nvestments in the
May LLCs, to incde preparatlon returns ears 200@ and 2
4 \oeren Ma)@ reache contr t 111ng t 1mproper1y

QLLCS 2
overpayment of ta&%lsequential

as a result of [JNgren ayhe@ 0 cQ%‘ he extent of such damages shall be proved
at trial. @

COUNT X: %lf of All Plaintiffs Except the Investing LLCs and as Against
Defendgnt D, n Mayhew: Breach of Contract as a Third-Party Beneficiary

37.
al returns ars O0\ang 2006, and by refusmg to p e tax returns for tax
year %
438. he I g «@cogmzable harm, including

s in hlrlvﬁﬁew accountant, and lost opportunities,

439. e allegations of the foregoing paragraphs are hereby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defendants are in possession of facts, not yet disclosed

in discovery, that provide the exclusive means of setting forth this count in more particularized
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detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b)(3), plaintiffs reserve rights to amend this pleading
after defendants submit to discovery.

440. Doeren Mayhew contracted with the Ponzi-scheme LLCs to prepare tax returns
for tax years 2005-2007 for all LLCs that were active b #2005 and 2007, and to submit
those returns directly to each investor on or beft %5 eac ar. Preparaggn of K-1 tax

returns was explicitly within the scope of this engage ent.

have to be prepared for both the LLC @: ch of th¢(m

imposed by law are a necessary CGK\ fevery c cf subject to Ich law. %
441. Doeren May@reache s of @tract leng to correct

improperly calculatedftax geterns for t s 200 andob ing to provide tax
returns for tax y66 7. @ q

4424\3 owners o@ in the P@heme IQ\am‘uff «%ere intended

eficiari cont ctNO pgepare K—l tax returns for eal the LLCs and their
ke ¢

resp e invest

443. lalntlf@ direct anabl«@cludmg overpayment of taxes
and lost opportunitics, § a result f ) Mayhe&&each of contract. The extent of such
damages shall &d att 1al

COUNT XI: On of All Pla%s Except the Investing LLCs and as Against

Defendant Doerc& ew (In the Alternative to Count X): Unjust Enrichment
444. @antions of the foregoing paragraphs are hereby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in this count. In addition, defendants are in exclusive possession of facts, not yet

disclosed in discovery, that provide the exclusive means of setting forth this count in
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more particularized detail. Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 11(b)(3), plaintiffs reserve rights to
amend this pleading after defendants submit to discovery.
445. Doeren Mayhew has been pre-paid, with money paid by investors and passed

through the Ponzi-scheme LLCs, to prepare K-1 tax retu fax year 2007 for all LLCs that

were active in 2007, and to submit those returns %1% eac estor on or bgfore April 15
2008. &
446. It is inequitable to allo@oeren M@Q) fe retain th @@
}Qv; 1ts

the Plaintiff investors paid, pursﬁ% he sche eYen May ratmg,
without providing “K-1" tax plon ser\@hem
447. Plai ffs ffered d1re ognlza 1nclud1 rpayment of taxes

and lost opportu s, as a result eren Ma unjust ent 1@%‘[ of such

damages s @roved at tri

N T XII alf 1nﬁffs Herbert Rechter, Mor%reedman, Gilbert
rwm t and as_{ge® Def oeren Mayhew and
Fox Fra lent Ind g ]ﬁ gikement
448. s‘he all he ford aragrﬂ reby incorporated herein as if
fully re-alleged in hlS unt. In a d1 fendant n exclusive possession of facts, not yet
disclosed in ove pro it means of setting forth this count in
more partlcularlzed detail ant to Fed ? Civ. P. 11(b)(3), plaintiffs reserve rights to

amend this pleading &efendants submit to discovery.
449. ogten Mayhew, through its director Todd Fox, made material representations
of fact to Plaintiffs Herbert Rechter, Morton Freedman, Gilbert Mayor, Irwin Goren, and Ronald

Licht.
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450. The representations made by Todd Fox to Plaintiffs Herbert Rechter, Morton
Freedman, Gilbert Mayor, Irwin Goren, and Ronald Licht were false.

451. When Todd Fox made these representations, he knew the representations were
false or made them recklessly in disregard of the represent N truth and as positive assertions.

452. Todd Fox made these representagfo the intgntion that Plagtiffs Herbert
Rechter, Morton Freedman, Gilbert Mayor, Ir in Go en, and@cht w on th h
deciding to extend a loan to Ed May.

453. Plaintiffs Herber?@ Morton&dﬁlan GilberNMayor, I(%(bn and
Ronald Licht reasonably reh%n theseﬁc\@esentat e by %Fox when they

extended a personal Igfin toEé May.

454. @uffs Herbor@er Mort man, G@ayo @oren and
Ronald Llc&red direct e@mlc and %ognlza \mclud anguish and

t of thgir\elignee upon the material mls sentatlons made by

ities, as
efQ ;@kew and TOMYFox. The@glof suﬁ shall be proved at trial.
COUNT X On B@arol a % Against Defendants Doeren

63

Mayhew an Statut nversion Pu uant to MCL 600.2919a

455. arlses u eren and SamJack’s conversion of property
for their own%, as WGN their rec@, possessing, concealing, and aiding in the
concealment of converﬁ perty. Doeren Mayhew’s and SamJack’s liability to Carol and
Stacey Vlach tthachoses” or, for purposes of Count XIII only, “Plaintiffs”) exists
independent of any existing allegations of fraud in other causes of action inasmuch as, even if

there were no fraud by Doeren Mayhew or SamlJack, they are still liable for statutory conversion.
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456. Between September 2005 and March 2007, the Vlachoses entrusted capital
contributions in the amount of $330,918 to Edward May and E-M Management Co. LLC (“E-M
Management”) for specifically defined and limited uses in connection with eight Michigan
limited liability companies: (1) L.V. Grand Project LLC; (m Project Twenty Five LLC; (3)
H.P. Project Thirty LLC; (4) H.P. Project Thirty gbu 7 (5) ATL Project On C (6) L
Grand Project I LLC; (7) W.H. Project Flve ;and (8) W ofect Elght llect

atlon S %

the “LLCs”). The stated purpose of ea@ Was to fro tele

specific hotel properties 1dent1ﬁeﬂ% offerm@tﬁents and urchas%bnt and
licenses in connection with thl%ose \0 \

457.  As set @e&ow Plai \apltal COIMN ns wese @ni gly converted for
other, unauthoriz@ \A é q
@Conm@ « b

A\ mttffs

eNs fpr the LLCs prov1ded tha ies contributed by

The o agre
PlauQ for m $p umts wouNgpe charact@ a “c trlbutlon” to the LLC.
459. offe ents r0V1d %amtlffs capital contributions
would be used for @ deﬁne ted p es, and then substantially “returned” to

Plaintiffs as p gua&tee fter @3 of capital over a defined period of time,
Plaintiffs were entitled to the profits fredfl the project, if any.

Plamt@&dy authorized their capital contributions to be used for specified
purposes, such urchase equipment and rights to provide telecommunications services for

certain hotel properties.
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461. Plaintiffs’ money was to be deposited in a bank account that would be established
and maintained for each LLC. The LLCs’ operating agreements barred the commingling of

funds.

Conversion of Plaintiffs’ Capital @ﬁunons

462. On information and belief, Plainti tions were osited into a

bank account maintained for E-M Managem {t and imained in te ac%; >
for each LLC. @ O O

463. Plaintiffs’ capital ons were rﬁsed for th urposes 1n the
offering documents. Edward“Wla and/or ageme r the LLJ& never purchased
telephones or equlp sights to @ teleco ions wn‘o hotel properties.
Further, Edwa’rd Band/or E- ement n 1nta1ne f s’ cq @rlbutlons
ina separate& tal Accoun%stead P@ capit utlons« mingled with
oth d used f thorlz rPQFEs.

Q ame time To 0x serve odren Mayhew he served on

rec‘w@
the Board o 1rect0 Edwa{ yY entit Browning Investments, Inc.

(“Browning”).

465. D eren M M Management knowingly transferred
wni

commingled and convert@is to Bro

converted funds to ayhew
wo K

Browning then disbursed a portion of the

ing, again on Doeren Mayhew’s advice, disbursed Plaintiffs’ commingled
and converted funds to other companies associated with Edward May including, but not limited

to: ForeHonors LLC, PhoneKate LL.C, R3, Inc., and Creto International, Inc. Twenty to thirty

65

1567135.02



2:08-cv-11261-AJT-MAR Doc # 23 Filed 07/07/08 Pg 66 of 72 Pg ID 1294

such transfers were made, totaling several hundred thousand dollars. A portion of these funds
were then disbursed to Doeren Mayhew.
467. In addition to his aforementioned roles with Doeren Mayhew and Browning,

Todd Fox served as an officer of SamJack, which employe fe JoAnn Fox.

468. Samlack siphoned off approxima@ 0 per mgonth out of aécounts which

held Plaintiffs’ capital contributions. Q

Aiding and Abetting t@erszon 0 iffs’

469. Doeren Mayhew Jack had vﬁedge of tiRg bank s Excel

spreadsheets, Quickbooks, an® reghrts of @l\ageme LCs, a other companies

associated with Ed\@\/k , whic &ved that éontrlbutlons were
commingled, and d for unauﬁ@)urposes @ %q

470 ren Mayh d Sam ew at@l S rel

1red E- ag$ use Plalntlffs cap1ta1 contrluns for defined and
11ngurposes
471. eren d Sa{“l A th«ﬁs capital contributions were
ent’ s

commingled and a@ in E-M *

472 eren ayl\
May, E-M Management ther compani@associated with Edward May.

the offering

ccount.

knowingly converted funds from Edward

Ed@ ay’s and/or E-M Management’s Duty to Plaintiffs
473. wafd May and/or E-M Management was designated as the manager of the

“project” for each LLC.
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474. Edward May and/or E-M Management was responsible for collecting the money
and ensuring its deposit and use in accordance with the offering documents.

475. Plaintiffs entrusted their capital contributions to Edward May and/or E-M

Management for the specified uses outlined in the offerlng 0 ents
476. By accepting Plaintiffs’ capital ¢ s for specific and limjted purposes,
Edward May and/or E-M Management owed uciary and oth to Plalv@ %
477. Edward May and/or E-M ement br€ac heir, \..r and ot
to Plaintiffs.

478. At all times rel@Doeren@ and Sa ere aw% ard May’s

and/or E-M Managenmfnt’s 1&101ary an duties to
479. n Mayhew J ack kn dward nd/or@agement

breached t @es to Plamt

$¢zwt1ﬁ‘ s’ Los, es
ulars of P ffs’ caplt ut1 follows
er 7, \ de a capital contribution of

$71,175 f umts 1n L. and PI‘Q]GWC Of that amount, Ms. Vlachos lost
$24,43 3

(b) On @\4, 2006, P%ffs made a capital contribution of $28,200 for
four units_in oject Twenty Five LLC. Of that amount, Plaintiffs lost $16,203.80.

On June 14, 2006, Plaintiffs made a capital contribution of $30,675 for

three units in H.P. Project Thirty LLC. Of that amount, Plaintiffs lost $26,507.07.
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(d) On October 17, 2006, Plaintiffs made a capital contribution of $28,668 for
three units in H.P. Project Thirty Four LLC. Of that amount, Plaintiffs lost $22,009.35.
(e) On November 29, 2006, Plaintiffs made a capital contribution of

$28,500.00 for one unit in ATL Project One LLC. &cember 13, 2006, Ms. Vlachos
contributed another $28,500 for a secor@' ATL Project One L Of these
amounts, Plaintiffs lost $50,665. &

® On January 4, 200’@ Vlachos @Qcapl @mtlon 0
for two units in L.V. C}Y@Ject II@ *On FebruMy 2, 200 lachos
contributed another $@ for an 1n L. \@ Projec i?é Of these
amounts, Mr. sdost $38 Q b

§On March 7 Plalnt ea cap@ytrlbu %4 800 for
fou@w H Pro@we LLC%at amlea tiffs 10«%
@rch 2 Blalntlffs made a capital co%ﬂon of $34,500 for

Q«ee unit &" roject t LLC. O@ %nt fs lost $34,500.
§ Q Sta versr«

Doer@ w and @ conve Paintiffs’ capital contributions for their
482. Doeren Ma‘@\nd SamJac&ived, possessed, concealed, and/or aided in the

own use€.

b

concealment of Pl

embezzled, or @ed.

converted capital contributions that they knew were stolen,
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483. As a result of the knowing, pervasive, and repeated conversions of Plaintiffs’
entire capital contributions detailed above, Plaintiffs suffered losses in the amount of
$245,971.91, plus attorneys’ fees, costs, and interest.

DEMAND FOR RELIEF (AL TS
WHEREFORE, plaintiffs seek the followig€ ¢ i
A. A money judgment in their faV r and gainst dgfSgdMts, Jomt@vera
an amount to be determined at trial, plus i@s costs anf re

nable " fees;
B. For Counts I, I, IH@ VI, an@x%mplary (Qg; of % n $30
million; % \0
C. For C nt V{Ietreble dar@&n accord h 18 . S&‘KC)

ount XIH P Carol a ey Vlac uest t %urt enter
Judgment nt vor and a oeren @w SQ; Jomtly ally for:
the tyl dgmages to Wthh t e Vlach ay be found to be

@ . Thr
entitaursuant 600.291 9a, ( 2 @l
N Costs able att @es puﬂt CL 600.2919a, plus interest.

K@an further law or y as the Court deems just and proper.
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL (ALL COUNTS)

Plaintiffs respectfully request a trial by jury of all issues so triable.

Respectfully submitted,

2
By: Christopher Cataldo

%\. Christopher Cataldo (P39353)
Jaffe, Remgt, Heuer & iss, PC
@ 277'®lin Road,@ 2500 6
S I1d, MI 48% b
@351-300
G

ail; affel

D. Esq.
Patton BNggNLLP
(b 2 0@ et, N
% %51& on, D ‘@
2) 457-6 Oﬁu
@ $ . ail: J@& attonboggs.com
.
QO & AR%
QQ cutt [). Silver, Esq.
&m & Silver, LLP
& 12540 West Atlantic Boulevard
Coral Springs, FL 33071

%b‘ (954) 255-8181

E-mail:silver@stockattorneys.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN
SOUTHERN DIVISION

JOHN ACKER, et al.,

Plaintiffs, No. 08-cv-11261

\% @%—Ion Paul D. Borman
DOEREN MAYHEW & COMPANY, et al., 6 Q : >

Defendants. \@ ) 0 O®

R. Christopher Cataldo (P39353)0

Jaffe, Raitt, Heuer & Weiss, '
Attorney for Plaintiffs % tthew @%9810
27777 Franklin Rd., Ste. 2500 PLLC
Southfield, MI 4803 Attor Defer@a@ en Mayhew
(248) 351-3000 @ 39 ard
ccataldo@jaffelaviygom ,\A B 45304

’ ‘

,\Q>

ber ’ . Scott T. Seabolt (PSSSW
@ ver Fo Nardng/LL
ngs ys fo %ants Todd Fox, James
Attorneys for PagXif ley, @ , Nancy O’Rilley and
2550 M St., ¢ Qa a vesafients, Inc.

Washington, DC 200 % \ One DetrofCenter

(202) 457-6000 «D K 50Ny Bdward Ave., Ste. 2700
] schwber@pattonw. m e MI 48226-3489
@) 2347115
\ \ % abolt@foley.com
Scott L. Silver @
Blum & Silver, LLP K

Attorneys for Plainti

12540 West At}in 1c

Coral Springs,

(954) 255-8181
silver@stockattorneys.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on July 7, 2008, I electronically filed the foregoing paper with the

Clerk of the Court using the ECF system which will send notification of such filing to counsel of

record as listed below: Q’

Dennis M. Haffey 0 %abolt

Benjamin W. Jeffers Lardn 6
Matthew Mitchell e @ Q

Dykema Gossett PLLC
39577 Woodward Ave., Ste. 300
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304

bjeffers@dykema.com

dhaffey@dykema.com %\

John W. Schryber

David C. Silver .
Patton Boggs, LLP

2550 M St NW .

Washington, B,
ischryber@pa¥oNpo scom%
Q} '
;s/

J anulis

\ Kath M Janulis
’\(b Q

altt Heuer & Weiss, PC

Frankhn Rd., Ste. 2500
'\ % uthfield, MI 48034

248) 351-3000
pmathews@jaffelaw.com
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