
COMPLAINT TO THE FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION

q.]AI,IJB I,. NTCGILLVARY
COMP[,AINANT

\r

ITOI3trRlT MF]NENDEZ
NI!'II'LIX, THEODORE
II,ONTANKOW, PHIL MURPHY
KAIIA KOPACH, ANTHONY
TAI,ERICO, JR., LIL,LIAN
B{ ]RRY. ITEGIT\IA MCGRAD}I,
'I'{?ACY }JL}(,'KI,trY, JAY
CO}'F'ItrY, N4ATTFIEW J
TlrlV IINAN, RIKER DANZIC;,
I,T-,P, STII\TI1N GALLO,
,$TF]P HT]I{ ZIIGAR, JAMERA
SJ RIVIAT{S, JORG}I SANTOS,
ROIJ}iI{'I' A KIIISCH, KAREN
I\d, CASSII)Y, CHITISTINE P.
(},}{F]AIIN, RF]NEE MAR,IE
]lUN,,IB, T'H[' NEW JERSIIY
SII}.TATE, THE NF]W JERSEY
I,EGISI.,ATI ]Rli, THE NtrW
J TCIISEY ST'A1I]E ASSEMBIJ.
T'HI' NJ OFFICE OF THE
GOVERNOIT. II,AW TV, BRUCE
STF]AD1\4A.I.{, L,INDA D
T'i.t] tr{ NDT'II. NICHOLAS
iill [J'I'r\]lI, N t4w JERSEY
Aiili0 CIA'IION OII JUSTICtr,
NEW JI.]RSIIY ASSOCIATION
OF.IIIST'ICE PAC.
.IAVERI}AUM WIJRGAFT,
Gl:;RA.I.,i) FI BAI{FIR, MICHAITL
G AI-,PE}lN" F'RANCISCO J
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ttODRI(";llEZ, JI.IFFREY RIZKA )
STAITK & STARK, ROBERT J )
BRATMAN, DEBOITAH DUNN )
IVIICFIAEI, DONAHIJE, I]VAN )
LI.DII. BI{YAN ROBERTS, )
,IOFII{ i\ SAKSON, DOMtrNIC )
SANGINITI. LtrVINSON )
z\XELROD, RICHARII )
i\{T\RCOL[JS, CHRISTOPHER )
DFlr\NflELO, MICHAEL )
L,LJSCO, KINI}3ERIJ GOZSA, )
BH,}.ITT GRIJII{F]R, ADAM )

ROTFIENBEITG, I-,IJM DRASCO )
POSITAN, STF]PHtrN )
EISENSTEIN, WAYNE )
P{)SITAI{. STARR GERN )
DAVISON & }IUBIN, SHEI-,L,Y )
STAhIGI-,1JR, IRA STARR, )
I,YNCH LYNCH HELD )
ROSENBIIIIG, IJNCH LAW )
F'IIIM, MICI{AEL ROSENBERG )
1I}TIT]A AVONDOGLIO, )
hfICI{A]II, T] BUONOCORE, )
JA1VIES LYNCH, NEIL )
W]JINER, STAVOLA )
CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS, )
F]I,IZAISET}I STAVOLA, DI )
fi}tOUP AITCIIIT'ECTURE. )
VINCENT 1\/IYIJRS, RICHARD D)
AI,EDEITISO. ROBERT RYAN, )
JItrtr'l"REY VENEZIA, )
\\TEILKOTZ 8(, CO., LLC, )
MA'I1|HEW WI]II.,KOTZ4 )
TITEVEI\T WEII-,KOTZ, CATHY )
L WALDOR, MADELINE COX )
ARLEO, JOHN DOE 1, )
JOHN DO]I 2, JOHN DOE 3, )
JOHN DOE 4, ABC, INC. 1, )
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AllC, INC. 2, :\BC, INC. 3,

ABC. INC. 4
ITESPONDF]NTS

)

)

)
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I. PARTIES IN THIS COMPI,AINT
A" COMPI,AINANT

NAME: Caleb L,. McGillvary
STRET]T ADDRESS: #1222665/SBI#L02317G NJSP PO I]OX 86]

COUNTY, CITY: Mercer, Trenton
Sll'ATItr & ZIP CODE: New Jersey 08625

'I- AI,EPHONFJ NI]MBER: NiA

B" RIISPONI]ENTS
8,S$gQNPSNT.N_OJ

NAME: ROBERT MENENDEZ, INI]IUI)UAI,LY AhIT)
INI FfIS OITFICE AS US StrNATOR

S'tnrrET ADDREgg:Llo HuD Sat s( ^fth(Z4:glDts- '>, 5(? lao
corrN+TclrY' HuDSaN, fv{Svt clrY

STA'I]E &,ZTP CODE: NJAU '5TL5r-1 , CI"731\
llFiI-,llIlHONE NIIMBER: Llnknown

RESPONDENT NO. 2
NAME: NETFLIX

STRIIET ADDRESS: 100 Winchester Circle
COIINTY, CITY: los Gatos

STATII & ZIP CODE: California 95032
T'FII-,trPI{ONFI hIIJMBER: Unknown

.EE,SPQNDENTNQ--A
NAME: THEODORE ROMANKOW. INDIVIDUAI-.IY ANI} IN

HIS OFI,'ICES AS UNION COUNTY PROSECL]TOR, IJ TION
COI"INTY INTPROVIJMIINT AUTHORITY. WATIrlllFliON'1]
CON,II\fiSSION, AND UNION COUNTY BOARD OII CHOSF]I{
F'REIIHOI,I]IJRS

STRI'ET ADDRESS:     

coUNTY, CITY: on/tOr",[ , &e&vew1 HEtGv(\
srATfJ &, zrp coDE: NJew iekSvl ol'lLL

'lliilLEPI{ON tt NLIMBER: nJlA

4
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Rh],SPONDENT NO. 4
NAN{E: PHII, MI]RPFIY, INDIVIDUAI-,IJ AN]] iN I'{IS OIIIiI{]TI

AS NI"] T]OVIIRNOR
srRtrFlr ADDRESS : fHlk- { n'rvu frD J 5 Q-

COI]NT.Y, CITY: nCLWK, (FtrTfu I
srATtr & uP coDE: r{wvt 5-e@5F,'1 0{6',Ll - OOO (

TELllpFroNtr NrrrMBEn J /a
lisslaNpENl l$o-5

NAMII: I(ARA KOPACH, INDIVIDUALI,Y AND IN HT]R .OFT.'ICE
AS FMERA OtrFICER

Slt,RtrtltT ADt)REgg:     
COIIT{TY. CITY: na lJ Ma dfH , Nanou{t-t $r*tygr1

srAT'E & Zrc CODE: NAd SVLSU'| O'7"150

Tirll-,EPFl'NE NUMREn: nf /fr
RF]SPONDENT NO. 6

NAMtr: ANTHONY TALtrRICO, JR.. INDIVIDI]AI,LY AN]I IN
l.tl'g OFI,'ICE AS FIVIERA OFFICER

$T'REltrT ADDRESS:
COL]NTY, CITY: rtoNAI.Jt)(H , VhloNfOwAJ

STATII & Z;IP CODE: NPVJ SVL|F-I 077 ?-LI

T:EI,EPHoNE NUMBEn' N/rq
RNSPONDF]NT NO. 7

NAIVII{: LILLIAN ItURRY, INDIVIDUAI,L,Y ANI] IN [{[TR
{}TF'ICE AS F'MtrRA OF'T'ICF]R

STREET ADDRESS
couNTY" CITY: ftarr/ noufi , ca\a9 wcv(,

STATE & ZIp CODE: N euJ sve,s 6Y 977 t-L
TEI-,EPHoNE NtrMBEn' M/n

BS$_P-QNUEI\IL NQ._E
N;\MFI: RIJGINA MCGRADE, INIIIVIDIIALIJ AI{l} IN I"IEll

OF]TICE AS F-'MERA OFFICER
STREET ADDRESS:   

COUN|UY, CITY' ru\on/ noO(H , AOLn.J Po?!
sTAlrFr &, Zrc CODE: NW 5a{LSL1 CI1-157

TI{LEPHONE NUMBFTR: N /r

5
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BESP@_ENLI{-O.9
hIATVIE: TRACY BUCKLEY, INI]IVID[JAI.,L}' AhID IN Hf'It

OFIiICtr AS F'MI,IRA OtsF]CER
STRtrrNT ADDRFISS:   

COIINTY, CITY: 'I'iljTo'rl f nU'-S

STATE & Z:IP CODE:NAI 5LRS?.( O77L\
'f liT,EPHONltr I{IIN[BER,: Unknow n

RESPONDENT NO. 10
IT{z\ME: JAY COFFEY, INDIVIDUALLY ANI] IN }IIS OF}.ICE AS

t'l\,'trIIR:\ O FF'I C ItR
STREET ADDRES

ooLJNTy, CITY: AlorJ nounl , \cFnrtP"q
ST'i\T'Ii &, ZIp CODE: NA/.l fV*EE1 O"T1t7

'IELtrPHONtr NUMBER: IJnknown
RHSPONDENT NO. 11

NAME: MATTHEW J TEVENAN, INI)IUDI.IAI.,LY :\NI) [I{ HIS
OF'IIICFj AS NETFLX OF'FICER

STRIIIIT ADDRESS: 
COUNiIY, CITY Ad^/H^T-fA 

^J 
&?4C4

sTA'lll 8r, zIP coDE: c4t-troeNll+ Io't 6t>
,-IEI,EPHONE NTIMBER:

RESPONDENT NO. 12
NAME: RIKF]R DAI{ZIG, LLP
STRIItrT AIIDRtrSS: HerOod/r&(ER s ?rc, oML SeW'D.w%ve ${E_

rtot rNITy. cITy: moR&\!, AoR&t.s tow rJ
STArll &,ZrP CoDE: NE, 5t'Rstl 079 67- l\11

'|IILF]PHONE NUMI]ER: { fh
RESPONDENT NO. 13

NAME: STEVEN GALLO, INDIVIDUALLY AND IN HIS OF'JTI(IE
\S IIMIIRA OFF'ICER

s'Illtpllr $bRtrss: 
COUNTY, CITY: HuDSoil r Bnf or.)rrjf--

SI]ATE & ZIP CODE: NAw 5ek9Y,1 oTDo'L
ilFlt,ItPHONE N LfMBER: tinknown
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RESPONDENT NO. 14

NAlVI}tr: STI]PHEN ZEGAR, INDI\/IDUAI.,I,Y AND Ii{ HIIT]

OITF'ICE AS NETFLIX OFFICER
Sl'f]tlltJ'f ADDRtrSS:lol00 9nN1-n 

^4aNt&q 
f, LvD, {e tZpo

cotINTy, cITy: LoS hN6eLU,S 1Lo! ANczur-s
STATE &, nP CODE: G,,tYo(LN lr+ IoOLJ

TIll -,EPI-[ONE NUMBER: IJnknown

B.EI$P*QND-ENTISA-I5
NAME: JAMF]RA SIRMANS, INDIVIDLIAI,I-,Y AI{D IN I{I{}T

OFtr.,-ICE AS ITI\TERA OF}-ICER
STREET ADDRESS: 

COLINTY, CITY: F,-99VY , $?Q +QV
STAT'II] 8LZlP CODE: NTr,W 58,(.9?-1 O7IOL

TIJ]T,II]PFIO NE NIJMRER. il/r'r
X{ESFONDENT NO. 16

NAMII: JORGtr SANTOS, INDIVIDUAI,I,Y AND tN HI[i
OFJIICE AS I.-MERA OFFICER

STRI'TiT ADDRESS: 
CoTJNTY, CITY: Ao(vTNhToN ,

STI;\,;E &, Ziil) CODE: N Aw f VC:SV
TIILFI PI{o NIt NUMITEn' r.r/n

IIHSPONDENT NO. 17
NAME: ROBtrRT A KIRSCH, INDIVIDIJAI,I,Y ANl]

II\T HIS ADMINISTRATIVE AND EXECUTIVI' CAPACITY AS
0IIFICIJR OF THtr NJ SUPtrRIOR COURT

sT,llEItT ADDIiIISS: 
coLrNTY, CITY: rtft2-cf,L , N

STATE & nP CODE: NA.vr 57KSB\ O$eA%

TELEPHONE NUMBER: Nf/ZA

KS$P.qNDENI-N8- 18
NAME: KARtrN M. CASSIDY

S'l'Rt-{}-IT ADDITESS:    ', lr{ Fu:o(
COIJNTy, CITy: urJronl , L\-\ LN{\y{v\

srAlt'E &, np coDE: ilrcp 5 v@sil,1 017-n7
'II4I,IiJPFIONE NUMBEN, il /it

EoRDer.rfo rnJ
1 nSog
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RITSPONDBNT NO. 19
NAME: CHRISI|INII P, O'HEARN

STRtrtrT ADDRES
cgtJNTY, CITY:C/+^IVD$J CAMD€AJ

STATE & z1p ConE: {W SV&W1 Og t 0 
{

'I' bltr,EIrFf O I{E I{tlMBEtt' N /q
ITEFJFONDENT NO. 20

NAME: RENEE MARItr BUMB
ST11EET AI]DRtrSS:

COLINTY, CITY : twg_O?k, ,_
STATN Br, ZIP CODE: !I€'T^I 5E'&9VT O66OV

T'FILEPHONIE NUMBER, oJ 1R
RI'SI}ONDENT NO. 21

NAME: THII NE\,V JERSITY Sl-lNAllll
STRF]trT ADDREgg:fFTi? STN{Z HOJTS

couNT'y, clTyt Art-(-CL{L , ([Lr:NTor.t)
STATE &ZTp CODE: NJk/J SV?S-'1 d6L; -ool j

T'III,F]I]I{ONE NUMBEB: d 1N

ITHSPONDENT NO. 22
NAME: THF] NEW JERSEY LEGISI-,A'I]T]RF]

RF]SPONDENT NO. 23
NAME: THE NEW JERSE}' STATE ASSITNIRI,Y-

STREEII] ADDRESS:fWA SI A(V HOUSA

CoUNTy, cITy: nreF-Gk, (ftvwoi
rirAT'lt & ztp coDlt: ^lilJ sLgsb{ og6Lq - offig

TrEtr,IrPHoNE I{uMBEg, N/n
EE$TAW

NAME: THE NJ OF}'ICE OF THII GOVtrTiNOI{
STREET ADDRESS: ttg w. 4fru- {, , 3fo FLoof*

COUNTY, CITY. YNKO?P'- , {LE.IWO\)
stATtr &,T,rp coDE: $t*t su*sV1 cgbL; - ocD\

IIIELIIPHONII NIIN{BEn: r.J /r}

STltEEll ADIIRESS:"1i'w dfWI'lll'tip,-A l"JpK, tt{5 U-t. S(rtV K
' CouNTy, CITv:A4F-R CVe , ((i.cnffttN'

sltAl'It &,zirp coDltr: NkN tv-i*1- OgbLS - 006g
'I'F]I,81]HOI{E NUMBEN' N/N

8
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ITESPONDENT NO. 25

1{,Jtr,$PONDENT NO. 28

NAME: RAWTV
s't RI'ET ADDRtrSS:

CIOUN'j.Y, CITY: (oLWaV,(L r-orrlDoHl, L'oMDol.J ,
STA'llll & nP CODE: ONtlfoO t'(tN{r}paa LC?-4 3i-T

TIIL,EPHO NE NUMB ER: f\,//+
EMP_oNpJ\tT_No. 26

IVAIVIE: }3ITUCE STEADMAN, INDIVIDLIAJ,I,\1 A}i])
IN HIS OFFICE AS F'MERA OFFICER

STI1EII1ADDRESS: tfiJ+4idadNr'1 

COUNTY, CITY: tf1+b(ld0m)4,. l, L|-C&, 'tT?.{,rlTOr,,l

STATFI &ZIP CODE:tlr{+'{ldt J^J^ Nw Sg'&Sfr1 OgG75* Og?o
TF]LEI,HONE NUMBER: UV(nJO ';N

RHSPONDENT NO. 27
NAME: I,INDA D STENDER

S'lRFttrT ADDRESS: u*rv+++w.or-4, 
COUNTY, CITY: u*v+@ U^/tOd , PW;tttS

$TAllIl &,ZIP CODE: urJ{+l.ad+':r1 NV,w 'yAASV-( O7o7(
'llllT,ltlPHONll NUMBEg: vd (,Vo'^rN

NAME: NICHOIAS SCUI]ARI. INDIVIDTJAI,I,Y ANI-)
II{ HIS OI'FICES AS NJ SENATOR AND CHAIR OF TI{E
JUDICIARY COMMITTtrtr

srRtrEr aobREss'-t
COIINTY, CITY: UN N , L { NJDT:T'I

s'rATE SLZrP CODtr: NI?^,/ dr=[tspl 07036
'r-r,lI-,FrPH oNE NLTMBEB' N /*

RESPANDENI]{A=-29
NAME: N!]W JtrRStrY ASSOCIATION OIT .]USTI{I}I

STREET ADDRtIgg:
COTINTI-. CITY: !U\{E,P*-OF,,?,,, {WMTO N

,sll'A'I'Fl &zIP coDE: Nt-ru svh-sv1 O86O%
'I'1I;1,}JPIIONE NIJNTBF]R: N /,0

9
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RESPONDENT NO. 30

PAL
STRtrET ADDRESS:

COUNTY, CITY : Atr,!-(fr(L ('AT{ENTO N
STATT' 84 ZIP CODE: NIEU 5VUV1 OV6U{'

III,,',,EI]H O NE NUMB EB: NTIE

RESPONDENT NO. 31
NAME : JAVEITBAUM W UITGAITT

sTRI*IT ADDRESS: 5Bg %T4 aiL, Llg-( 7;oo(-
clouNTrY, CITY: rtfu 1oR(r NP-r"l YoK(

SI.ATE BL ZIP CODE: NfE^^/ \ O\E( I @I g
TIi [,T]]]HO NE NIIMB ER:

tislsP{}_NpENt N0_a2
NAME: GERAI,D H BAKER

liTlRrillT ADDRIISS:S3? 9xE1 hNL , Lltt Ft-ao(L

couNTy, cITy: Nruut 1o R.t( , r,)tr,ut loqr4
SIUATII &,T,Ip CODE: NrqJ {o0(' t{ro\g

TFII,EPI{.NE NUMBIIn: rv 
1 
A

&ES.gQNrENf NQ=3A
NAMtr: MICHAtrL GALPIIRN

S:r.REET ADDREs
COLTNTY' CITY: C*nnQr-N, V0 o&flVPS -

STATE t, itp' COUE: rJt,r, S?'Q-SY-( og OqS
TEI,EPFIONE NUMBER: N /t

B,SSPQND_ENT NQ. 34
NAME: FRANCISCO J RODRIGTIEZ

STIillElf ADDRESS: 
couNlr'y, crry, $t{LGaN , fln cuzN\acr.(

STATE &ZIP CODE: {rr,vJ SVPSA 016ol
,I'FJLI,IPHONII NUM]3EN' N /+

&sgLa"NpENT_I{a-A5
NAMtr: JEF'F'RtrY RIZKA

ST.III,I]4T AItDRtrSS: 5o 5 A1 o/'"{"-tS A yV , S(y L0 \

COI]NTY, CITY: Uil I Oil , S? LINJT T \ ELJ)
sTATE &ZIP CODE: rJaw swLsvl o.7o{l

'IELEPHoNE r{uMBEn' N /R

NAMtr: NEW JERSEY ASSOCIATION O]T .IUSTICI,]

10
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.36
NAME: STARK & STARK

STRIIFIT ADDRESS: ltlo O nrFlq c n xt tnvAfuo /' W D ,

COI-IN'IY. CITY : rWP'- @(-, A hrv\ I LTo A)

STATE & ZIP CODE: JTz,U 5EQ9T-1 Og6Il
Th]I,TIPHONF] NTIMBEll: NI f I

["eft]sI]oNIIENT NO. 37
NAME: ROBERT J BRATMAN

STREET ADDRESS: 99i Ledox DL', fft'- to1

COUNTY, CITY: yfuLlft4-, I xu flnN(n (ou r)(Ftt {'
ST'ATE 8L ZIP CODE: Npa"r 5v(Ls?4 OVbqg

TtrJI,EPHONE NUMBEN' n, /,+
HFISTONBENT NO. 38

NAME: DEBORAH DI]NN
sTnEnT ADDRESS:

couN'uY, cITt, (I',t(Ltt Mq fo r't r A^/)uN( Wlf'fr'L
ST'AllE &'AIP CODtr: f{E^J fefZXr"\ og osq

'r]4r,nPH0NlI NUMBER: M/,q

I3I'ISPONDENT NO. 39
NAME: NII CHAEL DONAHUII

s1'ItEET ADDRESS:991 LLND{ D0-, / 5&' I ol

couNTY. cmv' f\r'Lr'?-k , wv(?ftrtw (n ^tr.tgytlr
STATE & zrp CODE: r.Jlz / feft-UV'l o( 6q(

TrlL,r4Pr{oNE NluMBEn: N1q
RF]SPONDENT NO. 40

NAMtr: trVAN LIDtr
STREIiIT AIIDRESS: 

COIJNTY, CITY: Hurtrfto(ZDanr, 1-E I\ISF0-( Vl wL
srATE & zrP coDtr: NE^-J S*vp-tv1 Oggf o

:I'F]I,]JPHONII NIJMBEN' nf I^
RESFONDIINT NO" 41

NAMtr: BRYAN RORtrRTS
sTREET AIIDRESS:

COIJI{TY, CITY: li.rNnoN C.tq:R\
STATttr &ZIP CODtr: ,.Wl SZB.rq O1O()b

'I]-F]T,E}'}IONE NIJMtsEN, N/+

il
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RESPONDENT NO. 42
NAME: JOHN A SAI(SON

STRF]F]T AI]DITESS: 19 1 LLI,I,( D&, 5{L uo
COUNTy, CITy nq/L{fr[L , l-aw(+nrwt'ovJ NS:HII

sTz{IE gL7,,Ip CODE: At td Sr-*g_sb.l 0a6L4v
TIII,EPHONE NUMBEa: 

^T 
f h

IiESS_Q_NDEN',I N0. 43
NAMtr: DOMEN] C SANGINITI

STRhlll't'ADIIRFISS: 99i uFuNux D(*, S-tE Lt>o

COI]NTY, CITY : W-P'CT-(-, U N @.T.I W6WV EI{ ( T
STATtr BLZIP CODE: I,fW 5F-RS?,-1 Og6qg

TELEPHONE NUMBEN: M/,8
ttE.$_L0NDENI_N0=_44

NAME: I,F]VINSON AXEI,ROI)
$TltEl!l'I' ADDIIESS, ? L lN0D urr/ H t{,H WA-(

CO{INTY, CITY: MlDD VF/S?-K , bnloN
sTATE &,nP CODE: NEW dr--ksC O8gL0

'Ir blr-,trIrHo N Ft NUMBtrn, J /rt
RESPOND NO. 45

NAMtr: RICHARD MARCOI-,IJS
srlltrItr ADDRUSS'

tIOUNTY, CITY: rfor{nnlourTl-l , t HlCrHt/$An-i
sT;\Ttr, &,ZIP CODE: r{fud f'vASe-i CI7-(16

TFlr,trPHONFl NUMBER' J /t
}Ift]SPONDENT NO. 46

NA\48: CHRISTOPHER DEANG ELO
sT'Rl.lltT ADDRESS: ? Ll N c0LNl H\ {{H\'/n-{

couNTY, CITY: AADDLF- gYuY , E4)i (oN
STATE 8L ZIP CODE: Nf-rrrJ 5uLse1 o9$"Lct

'TELI,]PHONE I{UMBtrP,: N /N
RESPONI) ENT NO. 47

I{AME: MICHAtrI, F'USCO
s'l'IlEltr ennnpss' 

CoUNTy, CITy: Sor.,wls{ , GLIDSIorJ€
STATE &, np CODE: NJE^^J 5e ASV'I 0713\

T E LEPHONE NUMBEN' r.I-/c

I2
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RESFONDENT NO" 48
NAME: KIMBERIJ GOZSA

s'TREIiItADIIRESS: 
coUNTY, CITY: O({'AN, FoSvW klvr4

sirATn & T,rp coDE: MaAJ 5eZsp1 og79l
TrIIr,IiP FroNn NUMBEn' N 1n

RMSPONDENT NO. 49
NAMtr: BRETT GREINER

STREET AI]DRESS: L LI f./ Co LN H I O H\- A Y
{)oI_rNTy. cITy: l{4DDr,f(-sEk , pDt50

srATIr & z:rp coDE: rJa'q 5vz<i,-l oqgtg
T'III.,EPI{oN tr NrJ\tBEg: N /iq

&E$PQNDENA No_. 50
NAMtr: ADAM ROTHIINBERG

STRtrtrT ADDRESS'Z L I'vCo LN Hlql4W/+1
{.IOIJI{T}:^ CITY: ralD \vV,9W , FA tlont

srATIt &, nP coDE: NLw 5e(Ls+'1 og:gq
'|IILF]PHONE NUMBtrn: r'//n

RIJSPONDENT NO. 51
NAME: LUM DRASCO POSITAN

NAME: STEPHEN EISENSTI1IN
STRRIIT ADDRESS: l0'3 LLSLNJH0vJv{L PtKw'l

cour{TY, crrY: V,55w, Po fau A ruD

STtA'tE &, ZIp CODE: N[w syg_tv,l O106X
'f IrlLllllHONB NUMB 811: nI /n

Rh)SPONDENT NO. 53

srRtrtrT ADDREss: lui t2-tstr N Hou&fL PWvl , 5(g 4o1
(IOIJNTY, CITY: VSSW , (LO9U UAM) I -

STA'I'Ftr & ZIP CODE: NAJ #VKSV1 07A6g
T FiI-'EPHoNrl NIJMBEn: t'// A

9Te\v\

NAME: WAYNE POSIT'AN
SrrrnET ADDRESS:

CO1JI'{1]Y, CITY: (T},\fuK , LS'VX F '.I\-LI
STZ\TE & Z\,P CODE: NIE^' SL(LWA CS1IA1

1]EI,T]PHONE NUMBER: fV /A
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RII)SPONDENT NO" 54
NAME: STARR GERN DAVISON & RURIN

sTRllIlT ADDRESS: 105 ptSr.NHO\^/V,{L pl(*f , 51ft. tlo\

CloUNITy, CITy: t'59?'Y , Q-O;U.W Nn
STATn &Zrp CoDE: NbJ '5vpgf?-t OIO\X

1]ELEPHONE NUMBER: r'f ft!
Ii,8$.PO}IUENT_NQ=_55

NAME: SHELI-,trY STANGI,ER
S'|REET ADDRESS:

COtjI{Ty, CITy: (./^J , {L rrV0r F\ ULD
STATF] BLZ;TP CODE: .{E/-, 5r-L5T"1 oTOg(

TI]I-,trPHONI1 NUMBtrP: N /+
R,F]SPONDENT NO. 56

NAMtr: IRA STARR
S1RtrItrTADDRESS:     

Ct)LlNTy, CITy: ln9\AlL , L \i Fnvt-5
STATE &ZrP CODE: NtV-./ 5e?-91 o1qLq

T}I I-,IIPFIONE NTJMREN,: N /N
f!E$PW

N;\Mtr: I-,YNCH I,YNCH HtrI-,D ROSI'NRERG
STRELITADDRESS: {t{o {l_Orfrr- t-1 Nf , , ?(, FLo0ft

couNTy. crry: g?,[tAvr') l HeS (r?-d;u4 Hpr dV(9
S:pATE &,ZIp CODE: tryN SvfLsfl O"f 6o1

'1'TII,EPHONI.I NIJ1VIBEP: fV /n
lJ.trsP$lTpEN',X.NO. 58

Nz\ME: I,YNCH LAW FIR,M
STREIIT ADDRBSS: LIL{o &oa(V [1 NL ,j h H-ooR

couNl'Y, CITY: WQ-CIN , Hui'U?uau 6ta ArutqV(S
srATE & zrp coDE: N/k^"r 5e%v1 Wbq

TFIT,E PI{O NlT N{JMBEN' M/N
RI4SPONDENT'NO. 59

NAMtr: MICHAEL ROSENtsEITG
STREET ADDRES

couNTY, cITY, Q,r-ttcneN i cvo\(r-ft
srATE & zrp coDE: [rIUt-' -s€?a'+e1 01b'Lq

T}]I-,EIJHONII hIUMBEN' M /N
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ITESPONDENT NO. 60
NAME: ER

STRtrET ADDRESS:
cOLrNltY, ctrY: ''left-(l)\ , e,n r.,rD 12v?4

STAI]F] & ZIP CODE: N -T,\J f,V fuSV1 b7g6q
'I'ET,APHONE NIIMBER, 

^t 
/O

SPONDENT N
NAME: MICHAEI, T BUONOCORE

STREET r\DIIRESS: 
CouNTy, CrTy: /r4b (_(Llt, LON r, VAt by

SllATIi &, nP CODE: "ft,ul 5ftMV1 Ot BeS
TITI,EPHONI' NUMBEB: V /A

RESPONDENT NO. 68
NAME: N

tjT,[iF]E'l,ApDREss' 
collNilY. cITY, Kv4,e,,e,J , gqDo uE &wVB

STATn &.trp CODE: Nt€! JLLsvl o-'t\5j
TEI-,EPHONE NUMBEN, Nh

RNSPONDENT NO. 69
NAME: STAVOLA CONSTRUCTION MAT'E]RIAI,S

,qT'RFlll:f r\DllRpgg: 
CotiNTy, CITy: f o (Sourvb PlQoot'1

STAT'FI &nP CODE: Ma^r <efi3+"-{ OgEot
TFlL,ItrPHoNtr NuMBEn' N /R

TTESPONI) ENT NO. 70
NAME: EI,IZABtrTH STAVOLA

S]]IIEt.]T ADDRESS:
COTJNTY, CITY:

STATE & Z;IP CODE:
|IF]LIIPHONE NUMBER:

ONDENT NO.

Yodr-{ VJn {nik-
lt-,iD IANA Q6g oS
il/o

s'*i *r 
^ilfrffi 

3 
r tr c'xu RII

COIJNTY, CITY: rv\\Dbtt,<?y , Nbw fAfLU t'tLv.tt7(,

STAT'E &,np C9DE: Ntw SLk€ul oB1o(
TEtr EPHONE NIIMBEn: ttl /fr
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BssLat{DlgNT_No. 72
NAME: VINCENT MYERS

STRFIET ADDRESS:
COUNTY, CITY: l^,1DD Lfu,T-><t 6@uHtSwroA'

s'IATF; & zrp coDtr: Nv'rt 5Vpsv-l OBXo I

TFli-,rtrPHoNIi NIJMBEn: rJ ln
RESPONDENT NO. 73

NAME: RICHARD D ALDIIRISO
STIttrtrT ADDRtrSS: 

COUNTY, CITY: mADDUESqJ// , \WVJ f,&uNSvtCq
srATn B{zrp CODE: N/E\/ .'vp*sb1 Oggol

Tr-ILEPIJ9NE NUMBtrg:r'J f n
RI'SI'ONDENT NO. 74

NAME: ROBERT RYAN
s'fitFtET ADIIRESS: 

CoUNTy, CITy SeVq+4\
$TATE & 7,;Ip CODE:PZI$ Ngl rvoNt 4 l5j5Y

TIII-,EPHONE NIIMBER: N /n
B,S$f_QW

NAME: JEF}'REY VENEZIA
STREIIT ;\DDRItrSS:

CO{JNTv. CITy: r.,A\DDVtSux , ?tS 6{nwa1
srA'rn BzzLP CODtr: {Wt ;b@eV{ ogg(Y

TIII,IIP}IONE NTIMBEn: M /n
RESPONDENT NO. 76

NAME: WEILKOTZ & CO., LLC
STRtrETADDRESS

COIJNTY, CITY: flrrySSntC , Po Vnwtus
STAIIE &,zrc CODtr: TVLW SELSV1 OTQqL

T'IIX-,EPI:I0I{E NUMRER' N /,q
fTESPONDENT NO. 77

NAME : MATTHEW WITII.KOTZ
STREET ADDRESS'

coIlNTY. CrrY, e9\EY t cF-D ftf-* GQ-orv
srATE &, zrp coDE: lfklJ 5v0-sv1 C7 oo"7

'rnLEItHoN E NUMBEn' xlln

16

MUR819200016



tsE$BPJNDENI NQ. 78
NAME: STEVEN WEII,KOT'Z

STREITT ADDRESS: 
COUNTY, CITY: P NE\A I LJ VJ PY N4Z

srATE &zrq coDtr: NW {z(-sv'l U7q7o
'r'liir,Elrr{oNlE NLTMB En' v /4

RF]SPONDENT NO. 78
NAIVIE: CATHY L WALDOR

STREIIT ADDRESS: 
couNTY, CITY: vAsgY / Nttt"JAA(

STATE &,ZIP CoDE: NqW STubT ol[o1
TI-trI,EPHONE NUMBE g: f,T I N

TT.H}SPONDENT NO. 78
NAIVIE: MADELINE COX ARLEO

STREET ADDRESS:
COUNTY, CITY:TztSYY / N'r"-W 

STATII &, Z:Ip CoDtr: Nfout 5?fusb1 o-7(0 L
THI-,F]PHONI' NUMBEn: IV /N

]}*ESPONDENT I{O. 79
NAME: JOHN DOE 1

ST'ItEIilf ADIIRIISS : Unknown
COUNTY, CITY: flnknown

STATE &, ZW CODE: LJnknown
TI{LEPHONtr NUMBtrR: Unknown

Tt,F]SPONDENT NO" 80
NAME: JOHN DOE 2

STRtrET ADDRtrSS: Unknown
COUNTY, CITY: Unknown

STATE & ZIP CODE: Ijnknown
TtrL,EPHONE NUMBER: Unknown

r{,ESI}ONDBNT NO. 81
NAME: JOI{N DOE 3

S'I]REET A D DRtrSS: Unknown
COIINTY, CITY: Unknown

STATE & ZIP CODE: Llnknown
1I]'I,ItrPHON]I NUMBER: I]nKnown
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&SSLQ-NEENfl{Q.!z
NAME: JOHN DOE 4

ST'RItrtrT ADDRESS: UnKnown
COUNTY, CITY: Ijnknown

STATE & ZIP CODE: l]nknown
TI-ILEPHONE NUMBER: Unknown

RESPONDENT NO. 83
NA]VTE: ABC, INC. 1

STIIEET ADDRESS: Unknown
COIJNTY, CITY: Unknown

SifA'llfl &, ZIP CODE: Ijnknown
TELEPHONE NUMBER: Ijnknown

ITHSFONDENT NO. 83
NAME: ABC, INC. 2

STRtrIJT ADDRESS: Unhnown
COUNTY, CITY: Unknown

STATII & ZIP CODtr: Unknown
TIIL,EPHONE NUMBER: l]nknown

RIISPONDENT NO. 83
NAME: ABC, INC. 3

,ST]R,I'IiT ADDRESS : UnKnown
COUNTY, CITY: Unknown

STATtr & ZT;,P CODE: Unknown
TELEPHONtr NUMBER: Unknown

BnsPoNpENr NO. 83
NAME: ABC, INC. 4

SI]RFJ F]T ADDRESS: UnKnown
COUNTY. CITY: lJnknown

STATtr &'l,,;IP CODtr: Unknown
TtrLEPHONE NUMBER: IJnknown

l8
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II. BASIS FOR JURSIDICTION
llhis cornplaint is filed pursuant to the jurisdiction of 52 tI.S.C"30109
ancl l1 c.F.R. 104,. 111

A. The events giving rise to these claims occurrecl at numerous places
in New ..lersey ancl Californiai with monetary transactions
occurring between Netflix's place of business in or ar'or-u1d J-",os

Angelos, California and several locations in New Jerse-v proviciirrg
for iurisdiction in New Jersey under 18 U.S.C" 1965

B. The earliest of these claims accrued on November 11, 2A22 by
erluitable tolling under the "Discovery Rule" Doctrine, and lvher:e
other claims accrued at other times, such are pleaded with
specificity indicating any applicable reasons for equitable tolling

C. TLle lacts giving rise to these claims are as follows:

INTRODUCTION
1") Ilobert Menendez is currently facing federal charges of accepting
bribes and acting as an unregistered foreign agent. In the course of his
actions as an unregistered foreign agent, he participated as a
coconspirator in a money laundering network which financecl his
electoral campaigns. The money laundering networh created an
associated-in-fact enterprise, which has engaged and which continues to
engapt€r in activities of money laundering by structuring transactions to
a"void the reporting requirements of 52 U.S.C. 30104 et seq. and I 1

C.F.R. 104, I 10 et seq"i which violations of 18 IJ.S.C. 1956 were pivotal
jn thc; elecLion of NJ and US Senators including Menendez,. 'Ihe idenl;ity
of these coconspirators is clearly evident from documents procured from
the NJ Election Law Enforcement Commission, which show lawyers
tied together by membership in the "New Jersey Association of Justice"
acting iointly without reporting the fact of them doing so as required by
iar,r'i and L,cl circumvent campaign contribution limits by strucLurE'rl
transactrons violating 18 U.S.C. 1956. At least two of these structul'ed
trnnsactions were made by . current sitting federal district iudge,
whose quid pro quo act of money laundering secured for her a
reconlmendation for nomination by the unregistered foreign agent,
lVlenendez. Netflix has recently engaged the services of the money
laundering network to acquire a 292 parcel of public lancl at well krelow
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nrarket value. The approval of ttre bid was rnade contingent on beneflit
as consideration in the form of structured transactions by the moneSi

iaundering network which Menendez forms a part of to N.I polit,iciansl
u'hich was in turn offered as benefit as consideration for Netflix
producing a movie that laundered the reputation of a deceased member:
oJ t,hat lnoney larlndering network. The money laundering network left
a paper t,rail showing RlCo-eligible fraud, bribery, and monev
launderingi and the benefit conferred to Menendez as coconspirator of
the money Jaundering network was not reported as r:equirecl try 52
{LS.C" 301 04 et seq. and 11 C.F.R. I04, 110. 'lhis complaint therefore
ensues, requesting investigation into the activities of the money
launder:ing networ:trr and describing with particularity the knorn'n
ielentities of some of the coconspiratorsi while providing sufficient
information with which to identify the remaining coconspirators of the
rironey laundering network.
NJAJ Monev Launderins
L_ .1 The "New Jersev Association of Justice PAC" ("NJA,JPAC") is a
New .lersey Corporation that is an alter ego of the New Jer:se-v

Corporation "New Jersey Association of Justice" ("NJAJ"). The hl.trAJ
has described itself on its website as a "Statewide association of ovel:
2.500 rnembers"i thereby explicitly admitting its nature as an
associated-in-fact enterprise of 2,500 members, acting through each of
il,s members as well as corporately. The N.TAJ acts through its alter egr:
and merntlers to lobby for the enactment or repeal of lawsl by r.ising
financial incentives to politicians to influence their decisionsi ancl b1,

offering the benefit of acts of violation of 18 USC 1956 by its alter e go

and its mernbers to politicians and public officials as consideration fbr
perfor:mance and non-performance of acts. The NJAJ also acts through
its alter egos ancl members to appear as amicus curiae in NJ State
Oourt cases for dual purposes: l.aundering its reputation as a deterrent
to reporting of its money laundering activities, and to promote "dumrny
arguments" designed to weal<en the position of parties to cases in which
the NJAJ appears in support of, to the end of creatirrg decisions whji:ir
suit the interests of NJAJ members and their clients which are contrary
to the positions of the parties which the NJAJ claims to appcar asl

amicus in support of. Members of this associated-in-fact errterpr:ise o{"

NJAJ include, but are not limited to, Javerbaum Wurgaft, Geralcl H.
Baker', Michael Galpern, Theodore Romankow, Francisco J. Rodriguez.
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Jeffrev Rizha, Stark & Stark, Robert J Bratman, IJeborah TJunn,
l\"fir:haerl l)onailre, Evan Lide. Bryan Roberts, Jotrn A Sakson, L)omeriic
Sanginiti, Levinson Axelrod, Richard Marcolus, Christopher l)eangelo,
lWichaei l-usco, Kimberly Gozsa, Brett Greiner, Adam Rothenberg. Luin
I)rasco Positan, Stephen Eisenstein, Wayne Positan, Starr Gern
I)avison & Rubin, Shelly Stangler,Ira Star:r, Lynch Law I'ir:m, Michael
Il,osenberg, Erica Avondoglio, Michael T Buonocore, James l,ynch, lr{eil
Weiner, John IJoe -t -. and ABC, Inc. l- (hereinafter coller:tively.
"NJAJ Nloney l.,aunderers")

-3 .) Romankow is a member of NJAJ, and. of the NJAJ Nlonev
Lar:nclerers, who is authorized by custom and/or policy of the I.{,IAJ to
conduct meetings, negotiations, and to execute inforrnal and/or fornral
agreements on behalf of the and with the apparent authority of the
N,IA^I with politicians, amici curiae, and clientsi which clients confer
benefits upon NJ,A.J and its members, including but not limited to
morley, job offers, and things of valuei as consideration for the NJAJ
appearing as amicus curiae to weaken the positions of parties adverse
to the client's interest, or for the NJAJ engaging in lobbying through
acts of money laundering by its alter ego and members for the benefit of
poiiticians as consideration for the politicians' perforrnance or
nonperformance of acts.

-:-L.) Pursuant to Romankow's capacity described in " 3 
-", he also meets

with, negotiates with, ancl executes formal and/or informal agreements
rn'ith persons and entities which he is acquainted with through his
r:urrent and for:mer public offices as Union Countv Roard of Chosen
Fri:eholder:s and lJnion County Improvemgnt Atrthority: and l,hrough
the llRS Conspiracy described in i't{l'-"65'"' for those persons anci

entities to engage in straw donor activities or otherwise to make
transactions in violation of 18 USC 1956 on behalf of the enterplise
described. in 'rt{L{ "' as consid-eration for Romankow's solicitation of
go\/ernment and business contracts for said persons and entitiesi ancl to
the encl of lobbying pursuant to the agreements clescribed in "-)--"; as
ben.efit as consideration for his performance and nonperformanc€l of
acts, including but not limited to influencing the approval of bids for
ct'rnbracts and sale of public resources. The persons and entities include,
but are not limited to, Stavola Construction Materials, Elizabeth
Str-n'oLa, Di Group Architecture, Vincent MSrers, Richar:d Il Alderjso.
Ilobert Rvan, Jeffrey Venezia, Weilkotz & Co. LLC, Matthew Welkotz,
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Steven Welkotz, .Iohn Doe
collectively, "money laundering network")
Production of The Hatchet Wieldins Hitchhiker

L (hereinall;er

5 .) T)ur:ing the period from August 25 to September I 0, 2021, Nel-flix.
t,hrougir its agent John Doe a , contacted Romankclw to cont'er
regariling his contribution to THWH. During this conference,
Ilornankow, in his capacity as member of the NJAJ Money Launcierers,
lVlonev Laundering Network, and coconspirator of the bid-rigging'
svncLical;e conspiracy as described in " 1l "-" e5", offered to help ]r{etflix
ircrll.tirt: tr tra.ct of pul:lic land and nulnerous st;ate incentjv-es. iu
consideration for Netflix wilfully depriving COMPLAINANT of his
r:ights under 17 tlSC 106 in numerous of his copyright protected worhs,
ancl for conforming their production of THWH to the narrative
Itomankow imposed. To wit: falsely representing as fact that
CO1VIPLAINANT was culpable of criminal conduct in the Februar5r l,
2013 incident. During this period, on a clate and time rvirich wiil be
cletermined through discov€ry, Netflix.acceptBd this offer agreed to join
the BRS conspiracy described in "t{!'";-61' with the prr"por. of
engnging in rnonetary transactions designed to avoid reporting
requirements imposed by State and federal law, and 1,o promote
unlawfully activity proscribed by 18 U.S.C. 1956; and 18 U.S.C. 1!161

and thereliSr acqu.iring public land and State incentives as consideratjon
for producing a film wilfully infringing on COMPLAINANT's copyrights
ancl falsely representing as fact that COMPLAINANT was culpable of
criminal conduct in the l'ebruary 7, 2013 incidenti in vjolation of NJSA
2C:27-2,"'l0,-11; which are predicate acts as part of a pattern oll
racketeering activitv as defined by 18 USC 1961: in furtherance of thc:

b(l-_Enterprise pieaded in "-l|i-"lf in violation of 18 IISCI 1962.
Pursuant to this agreement, Netflix recorded Romankow nraking the
false statement that COMPLAINANT "OnIy knew [McBridel for a few
hours before attacking him"i which is reasonably understood to imply
that COMPLAINANT assaulted McBride without justification as a

crjm.inal acti whereas the truth of the matter is pleaded" in "--,.--"i that
CO}{PL,AINANTI acted in def'ense of others and was innocent of any
wrongdoing. Romankow made the statement with actual nralice,
knowing the falsity of the statement at the l;ime it was made, and
intending that harm would result.
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Netflix agr"eed to publish this false statement, ancl to knorvinglS, lrriblish
fur"ther f'alse statements about COMPLAINANT to bolster this fhlse
statement and to discredit COMPLAINANT by falsely impugning
criminal conduct to him and by imputing mental illness to himi ancl to
i,vilfully infringe upon COMPLAINANT's copyrights to numerous
copyright-protected worksi as a benefit as consideration for the bid
rigg'ing syndicate conspiracy's acts in assisting Netflix to acquire public
land and state incentives from the NJ State government through use of
the bid rigging syndicate conspiracy's servicesl in violation of NJSA
2C:27-2,-10.-11; which are predicate acts as part of a patteln o{'

r4qketeering activity as defined bv 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
fi(-S errteiprise plladed in "1-l't'Li-" in violation of 18 uSC 1962.

-F- .l On or aboub September 5, 202I at or around" gAM, Nebftix begarr
film production of "The Hatchet Wielding Hitchhiker" ("THWFI");

through its agent RAWTV
First Request for Offers to Purchase

-7- ) On or about 9lIl2I and/or 9/3121at Scutari's place of resideince 136
Yale 'lerrrace l,,inden, NJ and on or about, 915121 nt East Ray Italian
Cir:ill 696 ftr. Bay Avenue Barnegat, NJ; Scutari, Romankow, and John
Iloe 1 . as an agent or employee of Netflixi met, conferr:ed with erach

oi,her, and had a meeting of the minds and agreed with each otherr: that
Romankow would solicit his Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, NJAJ
lVloney Launderers, and Money Laundering Networki and obbain their
."ervices. and thereafter trlarticipate with them, in committing acts of
violatir:rg 18 USC 1956 as benefit to Scutari as consideration for Scutari
using his office to persuade FMERA Officers, personally and vicariouslv
through Phil Murphy, to issue a request for offers to purchase a tr:act of
iand, with the intention of rigging the bid and selling the land to Netflix
at below market value, as benefit to Netflix as consideration for Netflix
i:rinfirnning "TJre Flatchet Wielding Hitchhiker" documentar"y film to
Romankow's naruative. Pursuant to this agreement, Romankow invited
Javerbaum Wurgaft, Gerald H. Baker, Michael Galpern, Francisco J.
Il,odriguez, ,Ieffrey Rizka, Stark & Stark, Robert J Bratman, Deborah
f)unn, Michael Donahue, Evan Lide, Bryan Roberts, John A Sakson,
I)omenic Sanginiti, Levinson Axelrod, Richard Marcolus, Christopher
Ileangelo, Michael Fusco, Kimberly Gozsa, Brett Greiner, ,Adam
Ilothenber:g, Lurn l)rasco Positan, Stephen Eisenstein, Wayne Positan,
Starr Gern Davison & Rubin, Shelly Stangler, Ira Starr, I.,,ynch Law
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Firrn, Michael Rosenberg, Erica Avondoglio, Nlichael T Buonocore,
Jarnes Lynch, Neil Weiner, Stavola Construction Nlaterials, IJlizabeth

'Stavola. Ili Group Architecture, Vincent Myers. Richard D Alderiso,
Robert llyan, Jellrey Venezia, Weilkotz & Co. LLC, IMatthew Welkoi;2,
Steven ffrelkotz, John Doe I , John Doe Z, ABC, Inc. - t and ABC.
Inc" .?-- to a testimonial affair believed on information to be at or near
(liti Fietcl in Queens, NY on 9/1012I
q.- .) P,r*".rrrrt to the agreement in u I ", on or about gll}l2l;

Iilrrn;:r.nhow" l,he I{JAJ Money Launderers, the N{oue5t Launclet'i tr.5t

Network, and Scutari attended a testimonial affair beheved on
rnfbrmation to be at or near Citi Field in Queens, NY; at whlc'h
Romanhow, the NJAJ Money Launderers, and Money Laundering
Network, and Scutari met with each other, conferred, had a meeting of
tire; minds, and agreed to the terms contemplated by the agreemerrt in
".5--u; and that the NJAJ lVloney I-,,aunderers and Nloney Launclering
Netr,vork would join the BRS Conspiracy and ratify said agreement and
make the transactions therein contemplated.

-1*.1 On September 10, 202I, Romankow personally made a $2,500
transaction, and caused the transactions described in "ID -"'"7rt" to be
made through his coconspirators as alter egos as described therein, to
Scutr.rrii n'ith the agreement with Scutari that it was a benefit aFj

consideration for Scutari to engage in political lobbying on his and
Netflix's behalf for the purpose of Fort Monmouth Economic
Ilevitalization Authority ("FMERA") issuing a Request for Offers to
Purchase ("RFOTP") a parcel of land using intersl,ate wires. T'his
IIF'C)TP was wilfullv intended to be a sham bidding process, in violation
o{'i8 LI.S.C. 1343; as the serle of the parcel to Netflix was t,he intenrlercl
outcome of the RFOTP regardless of any other offers. This monetary
transactjon was purposely intended to avoid reporting requirements cln

lobbying set forth in N.J.S.A. 52:13C-19 et seq. and transactions set
for:th in N.J.S.A. I9:44A'1 et seq. and NJAC 79:25-1 et seq.i and tcr

promote the unlawful activity described in " | '-" 1O-" which rvas in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; which are predicate acts as part of a paL,tern
of .racketeering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
$Rt enterpr:ise pleaded in "ql "-""6f:' in violation of 1B USC 1962.
lg") On 9l11l21i Romankow made a transaction of $2,500, arrd on
9lI4l:21.It'rancisco J Rodriguez made a transaction of $1,500, and Jef'frev
Rizl<a made a transaction of $1,500; which was, upon information ancl
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belief. each from their respective financial institutions to the finarrcial
instjfution holding the acconnt of the candiclate committee of Nichoias
Scul;ari at a time to be ascertained with certainty through discroveryi
acbing jointly without certifying the fact and struct,uring their
transacLiuns to avoid the r:eporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A'8(bXt);
and to avoid the reporting requirements of political committees -"et forth
by NJSA Ig:44A'8 and NJAC 19:25-10. These transactions were each
an act of violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering
acti.vity defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of the enterprise
clgscribed in " t'lt't " and the agreement described. in "-f-"
ll.l On 9/l +m Michael f)onahue made a transaction of g1,500. ancl on
L0lI8l21 Deborah l)unn made a transaction of $1,000i which was, upon
jrrfbrmatjon and belief, each from their respective financial institutions
to the financial institution holding the accounl, of the candidate
cornmittee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certainty
through discoveryi acting jointly without certifying the fact and
slr::r.tt;'r,ur:ing their transactions to avoid the reporting reqr-rirernent of
N.ISA 19:44A-8(b)(t); and to avoid the reporting requirements of
political committees set forth by NJSA 19:44A-8 and NJAC 19:25-10.
'f'hese transactions wei:e each an act of violating 18 USC 1956, rl
preciicate act as part of racketeering activity defined by 18 USC I961, in
furtherance of the enterprise described in rr t{t{ rr and the agreement
cLescribecl in "-5 "
IL) On glITl2I Stephen Eisenstein made a transaction of $1,300,
Wayne Positan mad.e a transaction of $ 1,300; which was, upon
inf'ormation and belief, each from their respective financial instit,ut,ionsi
to the financial institution holding the account of the candidate
committee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certaint5r
tltrough discover-vi acting jointly without certifving the fact ancl
strucl,uring their transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of
NJSA 19:44A-8(UX1); and to avoid the reporting requirements of
political comrnittees set forth by NJSA 19:44A'8 and NJAC l9:25-10.
'I'hese transactions were each an act of violating 18 IISC 1956, a
prerdicate act as part of racketeering activity defined by 18 USC 1961 . jn
furi;herance of the enterprise clescribed in " YY" ancl the agreement
descrilre4ir." J "

b,1On 9110 nt Crurg J Coughlin made a transaction of $2,600, Davicl
Minchello made a transaction of $2,600, Louis N Rainone made a
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tra.nsaction of $2,600 ancl ttre alter ego of Craig J Coughlin, 'fhe
Election tsund of Craig J Coughlin, made a transaction of $2,600i which
14,as, upon information and belief, each from their: respective financial
institutions to the financial institution holding the account of the
candidate committee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained
with certainty through discoveryi acting jointly without certifSzing the
fact and structuring their transactions to avoid the reporting
requirement of NJSA I 9:44A-8(UX1); and to avoid the reporting
requirernents of political comrnittees set forth by NJSA 19:44A-B and
NJAC 79:25^10. These transactions totaled $10,400, and were thus in
excess of the $8,200 contribution limit imposed b5r NJSA 19:44,A"11.3
and were structured to avoid the reporting requirements of NJAC
iS:25-11.8 and I{JSLI9:44A-8. These transactions were each an erct r-rf
violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering activity
iiefined by l8 USC 1961, in furtherance of the enterprise clescritretl in
" 

LIY 
" ".rdih" agreement clescribed in rr f '

ll-) For the benefit of the transactions described in rr ? rr-rr l1-" above
offer:ed as consideration therefori pursuant to the agreement described
in "..f-"; Scutari used his ofTice to persuade the F'MEIIIA Officers,
personall)' att,l vicariously through Phil Murphy: to approve of Netflix's
bid fbr bhe mega parcel as benefit as consideration fbr Netflix
performance of publishing the Trailer described in n35 n' which
publishing was also done as benefit as consideration for the
performance of the act of convening the FMERA Real Estate and Audit
{lorrrmil,tees to approve of Netflix's bidi in violation of NIJSA 2C27-2,-
10."11 as r:onduct in furtherance of the BRS Enterprise"
It.) During the period from September 10, 202I to October 15, 202I.
Scu.tari engaged in unregistered lobbying, receiving unlawfui
transactions to his campaign and credit to his reputation as benefit; as
consideration for using his public office, and engaging in actir.ities in
furtherance of during his employment in said public ofTice, to arrange
tlre RFOTP in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-8, - 10, - 1 1 ; which ar:e predicate
acl;s as part of a pattern of racketeer:ing activity as defined hy 18 tJ.S.C"
1961 in furtherance of the K5 entJrprise pleadecl in "!-1"-"_6f" i.,
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962. During this period, Scutari met rn'ith lrhil
Murrphv. who had appointed Bruce Steadman as executive clirector of
ihe l'lVIftlRA, and with Murphy's help enlisted him as a member of the
enter:prise. On a date and time which will be determined through
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discovery, Steadman and Murphy conferred wibh Romankow and
Scutari, ancl all 4 agreed to cause the FMERA to issue the ll,tf()TP
specifically designed for Netflix. On a date and time which will be
detcr:nriirecl l;hrough discovery, Steadman met with Kara Kopaclr.
Anthon5' llalerico, Jy., Jay Coffey, Lillian Burry, Tracy Buckley, .Iamera
Sirmans, Jorge Santos, and Regina McGrade and all agreed to
prerticipate in a sham-bid process in which Netflix was pre-selected for
approval by the bid approval committee, ratifving the acts ancl
corrslriracv in " --5-:' 

-" .lf .-"
Itz.i On October: 15, 2O2I, FMERA issued. an RITOTP fbr a 282 acre

Mega Parcel, specifically indicating "film/movie prodnction" a$ an
intended use. FMERA added "excluded uses" of "medical/institutional
requiring overnight stay"i to prevent hospitals and universities frorn
bidcling. This ITFOTP was sent via interstate wires to computers in
California and elsewhere via the FMtrRA website and also the
cornmunications between Netflix and lnembers of l,he bid-rigging
iryndicate conspiracv cl"escribed. in "ll "-"(!", the exact clate and time
and identitv of whom will be determined through discovery. The Itt'OTP
made l;he following misrepresentations, wilfully made b5r the FlvllijltA
vvith knowledge of their falsity and intending reliance by bidders in the
',n'ire transfer or I'DIC insured bank transactions of deposit fees:
a") illhat the RFOTP was a genuine request, and that the parcel had not
ajr:eady been sold to Netflix contingent on THWH conforming tcr

Ilo.mankow's narrativei
b.) That any offer must conform to the reuse plan and agreernents
bet,ween the U.S. Army and FMERA; which require 302 housing units
tr.l be built on Parcel B in Eatontown, which is part of the Nlega Far"cel
w-ith rvhich the RFOTP is concernedi
c.) Arry offeror must stipulate to a non-negotiable lease of building 502
tcr the FMERA for $1 per year triple net for 6 years, renewable for 2
years e\/ery 2 years thereafter.
Knowingly sending these misrepresentations over interstate wir:es,
jnt.ending to induce reliance thereon, was a violation of 18 U.S.C" I343;
u'hir:h acts were performed for the benefit as consideration describeci in
" 1-.:'"" Jf:'; in violation of NJSA 2C:27 -2,- 10, - l 1i which are predicate
acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S"C.
1961 in furth*rirr." of the W entiprise pleaded in "t1i "-"6y" 'r,
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962
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Sqgqnd &equest for Offers to Purchase
)L) On a date and time to be ascertained through discovery a1,

Scrttari's place of residence 136 Yale Terrace Linden, NJ and on a date
ancl time to be nscertained rn'ith certainty through discovery at East
Ilav Italian Grill 696 E. Bay Avenue Barnegat, NJ; Scutari, Ilomankow.
and John IJoe 3 , u. an agent or employee of Netflixi rnet, conf'er:r:ecl
r,'iit;h each other, and had a meeting of the minds ancl agreed with each
other: that Romankow would solicit his Bid Rigging Synclicate
Conspiracv. NJAJ Money Launderers, and Money Laundering Netrvorki
and obtain their services, and thereafter participate with them. in
committing acts of violatinglS USC 1956 as benefit to Scutari as
consideration for Scutari using his office to persuade FMURA Offir:ers,
personnlly and vicariously through Phil Murphy, to terminate the
initinl RFOTP and thereafter to issue a second request for offers to
purchase a tract of land, confor:ming to the terms of the clandestine
negotiations referrecl to in , 5 rr; and with the intention of rigging the
l:id ancl selling the land to Netflix at below market value, as benefit, to
Netflix as consideration for Netflix conforming "The Hatchet Wielding
Hitchhiher" documentary film to Romankow's narrative and t;he
t{irigrctives of the BRS Conspiracy. All parties to the initial agreemenl, in
u f " thereafter, at a date and time to be ascertained with certainty
upon discovery, met and conferued with each other:, and agreed to i'atif.y
t;he agreernent herein described.
t-{.1 f)nring t;he period of I0lL5l2I'I0115122. on dates and" times rn,hich

rvilL be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi Romankow usetl his
position in " 3 " to cause the NJAJ Money Launderers to make
l,i:ansactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, date, time, and identitv of
which will be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi ancl
liomankow used his position in c< ct " to cause the Monoy l-,.runcl"ering
Network to make transactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, date,
time. and identitv of which will be ascertained with certainty upon
discoveryi which were, upon information and belief, each from thein
respective financial institutions to the financial institution holding the
account of the candidate committee of Nicholas Scutari at a bime to he
ascerrtained with certainty through discoveryi acting jointly without
cei'tifyi.ng the fact and structuring their transactions to avoicl the
reportlng requirement of NJSA 19:44A-8(b)(t); and to avoid the
reporting requirements of political committees set forth by NJSA
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19:44A-8 and NJAC 19:25-10. These transactions were each an :rct of
vir,rlal,ing 1B LISC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering activity
defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of the enterprise clescribed in
"-9.1-." ancl t;he agreement clescribed in " 5 "

-11-.) During the period of 70lI5l2I'701I5122, on dates and times rn hich
will be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi Romankow used his
position in " 3 " to cause the NJAJ Money Launderers to make
i;ra.nsactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, clate, time, and id-entity of
whir:h will be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi and
Il,omankow used his position in rr Ll , to cause the Money Launder:ing
Network to make transactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, date,
tjme, and identity of which will be ascertained with certainty upon
cliscover5ri which were, upon information and belief, each from ttrejr
resperctivr: financial institutions to the financial institution hr:lding tire
account of the candidate committee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be

ascertained with certainty through discoveryi acting jointly without
certifving the fact and structuring their transactions to avoid the
reporting r:equirement of NJSA I9:44A'8(b)(1); and to avoid the
r:eporting requirernents of political committees set forth by NJSA
l9:41A"8 ancl NJAC 19:25' 10. These transactions totaled in excess of
the $8,200 contribution limit imposed by NJSA 79:441,'11.3 ancl \ /ere

structured to avoid the reporting requirements of NJAC I9:25-i 1.8and
NJSA 19:444-8. These transactions were each an act of violating 18

USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering activity definecl by .18

l.fSC 1961, in furtherance-of the enterprise d.escribed in "-15-" and the
agreernent described in " 5 -"

@_.) f)uring the period of I0lI5l2I-10115122, on dates and times which
will be ascertained rvith certainty upon discoveryi Romankow usecJ. his
positjon in " 2:' to cause the NJAJ Money Launderers to merke

l,lansactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount. date, time, and iclentity of

rn'hich will be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi and
li,omankow used his position in rr { r' to cause the Mone}r Laundering
Netrn'ork to make transactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, date,
time, and identity of which will be ascertained with certainty upon
discoverryi whjch were, upon information and belief, each from their
respective financial institutions to the financial institution holding the
nr:r:onrrt oL the czrndidate conlmittee of Nicholas Scutari at a time fo be

ascertained with certainty through discoveryi acting jointly witliout
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cer:tifving the fact and strucburing their transactions to avoid Lhe

reporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A-8(b)(t); and to avoid the
reporting requirements of political committees set forth by NJSA
l9:4,1A-8 and NJAC 19:25"10i and to avoid reporting i:equirement,s for
cont,ributions in excess of the limits proscribed by NJSA I9:44A 1et seq.
arrcl NJAC 19:25-1 et seq. These transactions were each an aci, of
violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering zrctivity
delined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of the enterprise describecl in
" 111--" and the agreement d.escribed in " 5 ''

3-l-) Drrring the period fi:om October L5, 2027 to December lz{, 2A22;
because the purtrrose of the RFOTP, SECOND RFOTP was to legitimize
the pre-decided sale to Netflix of public land in a sham-bidding process,
l{etflix in fact negotiated the misrepresented "non-negotiable" lease of
Iluilling 502i and agreed to confer upon the members of ITMERA a
benefit of $3 Million "Relocation Fee" as consideration for:
a.) Negotiated waiver of "non-negotiable lease" term of the RITOTP,
S ECOhTI] RFOTP;
b.) Wa.iver of reuse plan requirement of 302 housing units for Parcei I]
in Eertontou'n, without mandatory determination upon Llse variance
requirecl by N.J.A.C. 1.1 :SlC *t;
c.) I'avorable scoring of Netflix's bid and unfavorable scoring of"

comtrretitor:s' bids by FMERA officialsi
cl.) Exclusion of competitors' nonconforming bids, without oppor'funjt;ies
to modify offers to conform with reuse plani and inclusion of Netflix's
nonconforming bid, with opportunities to modify to conform t,o, or'
rvaiver o{t, reuse plan requirements.
The transaction of $3 Million from Netflix to the FMERA was intencled
as a br:nelil, as consideration for acts perfbrmed by FVIERA officer:s in
i'iolation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-8,-10,-11; and was designed to avoicl
reporting requirements of state and fed"eral lawi specificall5' the
repoi:ting requirements imposed by the New Jersey Administrat;ive
{lode foi: reporting negotiations for sale of land by the }'MERAi in
violation of 18 IJSC 1956.and is the subject of a conspiracy to cnmmit ia

viol.ation of 18 USC 1956 therewith, to wit: transactions designed to
promote the unlawful activity described in " -l -"-"QD-"; which are
predicate acts as part of a pattern of qacketeering activity as definecl h.v

18 USC 1gO1 in furtherance of the G€,5 enterprise plladed in "_1.l-'''-

" 65" in violation of 18 USC 7962.
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'?rL .; Ctt SkP-ft\-b@.1 zOLI-, a plannecl developrnent of additionai iand
hy * thircl party was cancelled and the approximately 10 acres of public
land upon which said development was intended thereafter became
i'ree. Pursuant to the negotiations in uf1 n as for the benefit of Netflix's
consideration of a $g Million "Relocation Fee" and purchase clf an
additionai I0 Acres plrrsuant to the agreement in " -f-: and the
negotiations in K ))' tr'MllRA rescindecl the RFOTP on flzA-KCl{ S-,
2A!&. and issuecl a SECOND RFOTP pursuant to the same conspiracy
clescr:ibeci in "-L"'"Ll" and in violation of the statutes described irr
u'l--tt-"Ll " on March 8, 2022, changing the terms of the RtrOTIl
pursuant to the negotiations described in " 5 " and "p-L-" between
hletflix and the BRS Conspiracyl with an additional approximatei3, l0
acres i in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as
part of a pattern of gacketeering activity as defined by i8 U.S.C. 1961 in
furtherernce of the SRL enterprise pleaded, in "-!-L'-i-65--" in violation of
]B IJ.S.C,1962..
?r1.) During the period from ARf'JH g , zo?L to 7"NE-6 --, zo&,
in r"eliance with the misrepresentations in "LO--" above, the f'ollolving
lrar:ties deposited over $2 million each, which amount will be made
certain by discovery, as deposit of offered purchasing price in response
to the SECOND RFOTP, using interstate wires and/or IrDIC banks:
a.) IJxtell Acquisitions, LLC
b.) Mega Parcel Development, LLC
c") RIIR Partners, LLC
Tlhe receipt of each of these deposits by the bid rigging svndicate
conspiracy or coconspirators therewith or agents thereof, r,vas eacit a
violation of 18 USC 1956, a transaction designed to promote the
nnla.wftrl activity of 18 USC 1343 described in n1- n-tLL"i which are
predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as define.i.h,y
1S U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the 6eS enterprise pleraded in "-11 .'"
" QY]in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962

?1.) On or about I0lIl22, Which date and time and ]ocation will be

ascertained with certainty through discovery, Romankow and ficutar:i
met, conferred, and agreed with each other that Romankow would
solicjt the NJAJ Money Launderers and Money Laundering Netrn'ork to
rnake l.ransactions jointly to Scutari's carnpaign fund designed to
conceal unlawful activity and avoid reporting requirements under State
and Federal law, in violation of 18 IISC 1956 as benefib as considenation
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for Scutari using his office to persuade the FMERA Officers, personall5,
and vicariously through Phil Murphy. to execute a Pur:chase ancl Sale
and Recl.evelopment Agreement ("PSARA") with Netflix fbr: the 1\4ega

ParceL: contingent on Netflix offering the benefit of publishing I]HWH
as consideration therefor, in violation of 2c:27-2,'I0,-11 as conduct in
furtherance of the BRS Enterprise.
?il On 10ll2l22i Gerald H Baker made a transaction of $2,600,
lVIjchaeJ Galpenn made a transaction of $2,600, and Theodore
Ilornankow made a transaction of $500; which was, upon inforrnation
ancl belief, each from their respective financial institul,i.ons to the
financial institution holding the account of the candidate committee of
Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certainty thnrugh
clir+cover:yi acting jointly without certifying the fact and structuring their
tr:ansactions to avoid the reporting requirement of NJSA I9:44A-8(UXI);
and bo avoid the reporting requirements of political committees set forth
ti)' lr[.ISA 19:44A-8 and NJAC 19:25-10. These transactions were each
an act of violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering
activity defined by 18 IISC 1961, in furtherance of the ernterprise
describecl in " S{ " and the agreement describecl in " f "

!-L .) On lo[Uzzi Robert J Bratman made a transaction of g2,000,

l\'Iichael lJonahue made a transaction of $2,600, Evan l,ide made a
transaction of $2,000, Bryan Roberts made a transaction of $2,600,
John A Sakson made a transaction of $2,600, and Domenic Sanginiti
made a transaction of $500i which was, upon information and belief,
each from their respective financial institutions to the financial
institrition i:olding the account of the candiclate committee of Nichoias
Sr:ut,ari at a time to be ascertained with certainty through discoveryi
acting jointlv without certifying the fact and structuring their:
transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A'8$Xi);
and to avoid the reporting requirements of political committees set forth
b'y NJSA I9:44A-8 and NJAC 19:25- 10. These transactions totzrleci

$1il',300, and were thus in excess of the $8,200 contribution limit
irnposecl b)' NJSA 19:44A'11.3 and were structured to avoid thr:
reporting requirements of NJAC 19:25'11.8 and NJSA 19:44A-8. These
transactions were each an act of violating 18 IJSC 1956, a pr:edicate acf
as part of racketeering activity defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance
of the enter:prise described in rr'1,'l rr ancl the agreement ctescrjbed in
,,5 ., '
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?-t.> On 10/1 2122 Christopher Deangelo mad,e a transaction of $1,000.
Michael l'usco rnade a transaction of $1,000, Kimberly Gozsa rnade' ir
tr:ansaction of $2,600, Brett Greiner made a transaction of $1,000, and
Adam llothenberg made a transaction of $500; which was, upon
infor:mation and belief, each from their respective financial institr-rtii:ns
t,a the financial institution holding the account of the candidate
committee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certainty'
thr:ough discoveryi acting jointly without certifving the fact and
structr-rring their transactions tcr avoid the reporting requirement of
NJSA 19:44A-8(bXt); and to avoid the reporting requir:enrents of
political committees set forth by NJSA 19:44A-8 and NJAC l9:25-10.
'lhese transactions were each an act of violating 18 USC I956i, a
preclicate act as part of racketeering activity defined by 18 USC 1961 , in
fr-rrther:ance of the enterprise described in rr 9t{ rr and the agreement,
descrihed in " 5-"
21 ,) On 10/12122 Shelley Stangler made a transaction of $2.600 ancl Ira
Starr rnacle a transaction of $2,600i which was, upon information and
beiierf, each from their respective financial institutions to the financial
instibution holding the account of the candidate committee of Nicholas
Scrrtari at a time to be ascertained with certainty through clisr:overrvi
acting jointly without certifying the fact and structuring their
transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A-8(h)(1);
ancl to avoid the reporting requirements of political committees set forth
by NJSA 19:444-8 and NJAC 19:25-10. These transactions were each
an act of violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering
activity defined by 18 LfSC 1961, in furtherance of the ernterpr:ise
clescribed in "Ht{ " ancl the agreement described in "5-"
9.; On or about l\lIl22 which date will be ascertained with cert,aint,v
through discovery Eltzabeth Stavola made a transaction of $1,500. on
I0lLZl22 Elizabeth Stavola made a transaction of $1,000 and Stavola
Construction Materials, which is an alter ego of Elizabeth Stavola,
made a transaction of $1,000; which was, upon information and beiief,
each from their respective financial institutions to the financial
institution holding the account of the candiclal,e committee of Nicirr:ias
Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certainty through discover:yi
acting jointly without certifying the fact and structuring t,heir
tr:ansactions to avoid the reporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A'8(bXt);
and to avoid the reporting requirements of political committees set forth
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bv NJSA 19:44A'8 and NJAC 19:25- 10; and t;o avoid reporting
requiretnenbs for contributions in excess of the limits proscribed by
N.ISA I9:44A-1 et seq. and NJAC 19:25'1 et seq. These transactions
were each an act of violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part; of
racketeering activity defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of the
enterprise descr:ibed in "-Yt" ancl the agreement describect rn"-f u

7-p-.1 On I0112122 Michael Rosenberg made a transaction of $2,ti00,
Itrrica Avondoglio made a transaction of $2,600, Michael T Buonocore
rnade a transaction of $2,600, James Lynch made a transaction of
$2,600, ancl Neil Weiner made a transaction of $2,600i r,vhich was, Llpoll
information and belief, each from their respective financial institutions
t,o the financial institution holding the account of the candiclate
cornmitl,ee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certaintv
ttrrough discoveryi acting jointly without certifving the fact, and
structr-rring their transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of
N.lSr\ 19:44A-8(bXt); and to avoid the reporting requirements of
pclibical comrnittees set forth by NJSA 19:44A-8 and N,IAC 19:25-10.
Tlhese transactions totaled $13,000, and were thus in excess of the
$8,200 contribution limit imposed by NJSA I9:4,4A'I1 .3 and were
structured to avoid the reporting requirements of NJAC 19:25-11.8 and
NJSA 19:44A-8. These transactions were each an act of violating 18
USC 1956. a predicate act as part of racketeering activit5r defined bv 1B

USCI 1961, in furtherance of the enterprise described in "!g-" and the
r:lgreement described in "5 -"

"-f 
"i On 10114122i Ytncent Myers made a transaction of $2.600, Robert

ll5'ar made a transaction of $1,300i and on 10/17l22Richard Alderiso
made a transaction of $2,600 and Jeffrey Venezia made a transaction of
$2,600; which was, upon information and belief, each frorn their:
re-'spective financial institutions to the financial insl;itution holding the
;lccciunt of the candiclate cornmittee of Nicholas Scutari at a tirne to bc:

ascertained with certainty through discoveryi acting iointly r,vithout
certif5ring the fact and structuring their transactions to avoicl the
reporting requirement of NJSA 19:44A-8(b)(t); and to avoid the
reporting requirements of political committees set forth by NJSA
19:444'8 and NJAC 19:25'10. These transactions totaled $l3.300, nncl
were thus in excess of the $8,200 contribution limit imposecl by Nl.IS"z\

I9:444'l 1.3 and were structured to avoid the reporting requirenrents of
NJAC L9:25-11.8 and NJSA 19:44A-8. These transactions were earch an
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:lcl, of violating 18 USC 1956, a predicate act as part of racketeering
acl.ivity defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of the enterprist:
dcscribecl jn "-fl-" and the agreement described in "-l-"
7-!-^,) On 10/l Il22 Matthew Weilkotz made a transaction of $8.94, ancl
S{,erven Weilhotz made a transaction of $1,'/16; which was, Lrpon

information and belief, each from their respective financial institutions
t;o the financial institution holding the account of the candidate
comrnittee of Nicholas Scutari at a time to be ascertained with certaintv
'i,hi'ough cliscove ryi acting jointly without certifying the fact ancl
strucburing their transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of
NJSA 19:44A-8(bXt); and to avoid the reporting requirements oi'
political committees set forth by NJSA 19:444-8 and NJAC 19:25"10"
'I'hese transactions were each an act of violating 18 tiSC i 956, a
predicate act as part of racketeering activity definedby 18 USC 1961, in
firv"tlrei:ance of the enterprise describecl in rr9{-rr ancl t]re agreernent
rl+:scribed in "--!-" 

-

3A.: On 10125122 Craig J Coughlin made a transaction of $8ei6.67,
f)nvid Minchello made a transaction of $866.67, and Lor.ris N ltninone
m:rde a transaction of $866.66i which was, upon information and belief,
each fr:om their respective financial institutions to the financinl
insf il,ution holding the account of the candidate committee of Nicholas
Scutari at, a time to be ascertained with certainty through discoveryi
acting jointlv without certifying the fact and structuring their
transactions to avoid the reporting requirement of NJSA lg:44L-8(bXi);
anc[ to avoid the reporting requirements of political committees set forth
by NJS A lg:+qA-8 and NJAC Ig:25' 10. These transactions were each
an act of violating 18 USC I956, a preclicate act as part of raci<eteering
activity defined by 18 USC 1961, in furtherance of' the enterprise
described in ".11" and the agreement described in " f "

7-Y .l F'or the benefit of the transactions describecL in " J . "- "32" above as
consid"erationi pursuant to the agreement described in "5-"; Scutari
used his office to persuade the FMERA Officers, personallv and
vicariottsl5r through Phil N{urphy: fs issue a Request fbr Ofi'ers to
Purchase ("RFO'|P"); for the benefit of which Netflix performed nctions
as consideration during production of THWH, to fulfill their end of the
ag1:roeffi€nt in ":_"; in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2: i,vhich are predir:ate
acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.Cr.
1961 in furthera.nce of the &b entJrprise plead,ed in "*!-"!-"-"--65*." in
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violntion of 18 U.S.C. 1962; and which resulted in damap;es to
CTOMPLAINANT as pleaded in "___-"-"---".
SfipUtisements by NetfliX
lf .l On or about December 13, 2022 at or around I2AM, in fur:ther:ance
r:f the conspirac)' and conduct of the NFBRS enterprisei pursuanl" to the
agreement in u T r Netflix began broadcasting a motion picture work
tierivative of THWH and the works from which THWH is derived ("11-he

'lraile/')i which act was done as consideration for the benefit agreed to
.,,tJ...in "-5--" in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,'10,-11i which are predicabe acts
as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 I-ISC 1961
in further:ance of the $&5 - "rrt""pr,i*" 

pleaclecl in "-11'-" 65--" in
vicrlation of 18 USC 1962. The Trailer begins by introducing
COIVIPLAINANT as "The Hero" who saved a crowd of people from the
domestir: lerrorist attack by McBride described in "-_*" The narrat,ivtl
clearlv refers to COMPLAINANT, using his monikens, "Kai" and "The
Hatchet Wielding Hitchhiker" in conjunction with COVIPTAINANII's
irnage and voice. The rrarrative initially focuses on COMPLT\INz\FJT's
a.ctions in saving a crowd of people during the incident on Februarv l,
201 3 in Fresno, CA. A video of COMPLAINANT shaking his head ancl
looking down as Alex Aguirre asks the question, "What actuallv
happened that dav in Fresno? Was this him being the hero, or not?" 'llhe
phrase "what actually happened" with emphasis on "actually" implies
the {alse sLatement of fact that the court record of what happened. ancl
CON{PI,AINANT's account and sworn testimony thereof, is false. Taken
as a u'hole, the statement and the accompanying visnal depiction of
incongruent body language by COMPLAINANT, creates the false
impression and innuendo that COMPLAINANT was culpable of
criminal acts in the incident and committed perjury during the
arraignment of MclJride. Whereas the truth of the matter is pleaded in
"--"; showing that COMPLAINANT was innocent of any wrongdoing in
the incidenti and that COMPLAINANT truthfully answered all
questions and testified truthfully during the arraignment of McBride"
'.1.'hr: Tr:ailer also depicts, in conjunction with visual depictions of
COIVIPIAINANT pantomiming his use of force, then sitting hanck:uffecl
behind visible crime scene tapei as Brad Mulcahy narrating beforehand,
"hitting somebody in the head with a hatchet 3 times, blunt side or not,
is iziolent." Taken as a whole, the statementi and the accompatrving
visual sequence of COMPLAINANT using force, then htrndcuffed and
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Lulder arresf behind crime scene tapel creates the false impression and
innuendo tirat COMPLAINANT committed a violent crirninal act
ag-ainst lVlcBr"ide that resulted in an arrest and/or charges for said act.
during the jncjdent. Whereas the truth of the matter is pleaded in "___-";

slrowing that COMPLAINANT was fully justified in his use of force in
defense of another, and that COMPLAINANT was jnnocent of any
rn'r:ongdoing in the incident and was released from custodv afder:
cooperating, without any charges.
FMFIRA Annroves of Netflix's Bid
3-L-) On December 74, 2022, the next duy after the 'Irailer was
releasecl, because the Trailer conformed to Romankow's narrative ancl
the directives of the BRS Conspiracy describecl in "'{l-"-"-9!', the
IfhtERA Audit Committee headed by Anthony Talerico, Jr., and ReaI
llstnte Oommittee headed by Kara Kopach, were both convened. The
Audit Committee discussed the anticipated $3 Million winclfall and
disseminated knowledge of this benefit being conferred upon ttre
|i'MIJRA officials as consideration for their approval of Netflix's bid,
appr:oving of a budget which included the sale of the Mega Par:cel at
suhjer:t in the SIICOND RFOTP and the "FMERA Relocation Fee."'fhe
Rc.al Estate Committee, with knowledge of the $g Million "Fn{Ell,A
Relocation lree" being conferred upon the FMtrRA officials by Netflix as
consideration for their approval of Netflix's bid, filled out scoring crirds
appr:oving of Netflix's bicl and disproving of the bid of IiIIR
I)evelopmettts, LLC; which act was done as consideration for the benefit,
irgreed to in "5 " in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11; which are
preclicate acts as part of a pattern of raqketeering activitv as defined by
18 LISC 1961 in furtherance of the A{Ls enterprise pleaclecl in "-11.';-

"-6Y" in violation of 18 USC 1962.
>^T On l)ecember 2I, 2022, the FMERA Board met in a public---'l-'

meeting. During this meeting, Jay Coffev, Kara Kopach, Lillian [Jurrv,
Anthor.ry Talerico, "Ir. Steven Gallo, Tracy Bucklev, Jarner:a Sirrnans,
arirl Jorge Santos voted to approve the Audit Committee's budget. Also
on bhis date, Jay Coffey,Kara Kopach, Lillian Burry, Anthony'Ialerico,
Jr. Steven Gallo, Tracy Buckley, Jamera Sirmans, and Jorge Santos
voted to approve the Real Estate Committee's decision to arvard sale of
the lVlega Parcel at subject of the SECOND RFOTP to Netflix's Bidl
tn'hich act was done as consideration for the benefit agreed to in "-$- " in
violat,icrn of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as part of'a

37

MUR819200037



patter:n of racheteer'-ing activity as defined by 18 USC i961 in
furtherance of tl'te $L5 enterprise pleaded in "Lll"-"$5;" in violation
of 1B IJSC 1962"

19.1 In lurtherance of the enterprise described in "){" alLove, thc
F'MERA officers describe d tn "31-" forewent the signing of the Purchase
and Sale and Redevelopment Agreement with Netflix ("PSARA') until
after members of the bid-rigging syndicate conspiracy clescriberd in
"l--" "" 6f n reviewed the entire finished film THWH.
The Hatchet Wielding Hitchhiker Film
1-t.i On or about January 70,2023 at or arouncl 1zAM, in furthelance oJ

the conspirac5r and conduct of the enterprisei Netflix published THWI-I
ancl broadcast it on www.netflix.com and all of Netflix's platforms
;r::r:uncl the rvorld. Contained in the film was Romanhow's slanclerous
false statement described in tt'i tt above, and numerous other false
stnfements holstering it and in accord with the agreement, pursuant to
said agreement, described in n f n. The film also copied, clisplayed,
broad,cast, and made derivative works fromi the f<rllorving nf
COMPI,AINANT's works. wilfully infringing thereon ancl clam:rging
COMPLAINANT in his property interest therein conferued by 'l ? USO
106 nnd depriving him of his entitled monies from l'evenues therefr:onr:
a.) "IJark Knight of The Soul" Copyright Registration Number IrA 2-
399- 437
hr.) "IJnmentionable" Copyright Registration Number PA 2-399'439
c.) "Thjs was never a rape trial" Copyright Registration Number PA 2-
398-911
cl.) "Ka:i's Magic Muscles" Copyright Registration Number PA 2-398-909
e.) "Smash, Smash, S[iH-MASH!" Copyright Regist,ration Number tlA
:l-398-110
f.) "Smash, Smash, SUH-MASH!" Copyright Registration Number PA 2-

398-664
g.) "Movement" Copyright Registration Number Pt\ 2'396'377
h.) "Movement" Copyright Registration Number SR 953-342
Which urilful infringement was an act done :rs consideration for: thr:
henefit agreecl to in "5 " in violation of N,ISA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which
are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as deflinecl
b), 18 LISC 1961 in furtherance of the (tL5 enterprise pleac{ed in
".\V'''9f-" in violation of 1B USC 1962.
The EMEEAsreu$-arW

38

MUR819200038



t'l-q.l O" January 1,3,2023, because Romankorv and other rnemfrers of the,

hicl-rigging syndicate conspiracy d.escribed in "-91-"-"6(" hzrd reviewec{
bhe finished film THWH and decided that it conforrned to the nar:rative
imposed by Romankow, the FMERA Officials executed the PSA[14 wit h
Netflix through Nlatthew J 'Ievenan and Stephen Zegari which act was
done as considerabion for the benefit agreed to in " 5 l' in violat.ion of
]NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
rqq.heteering activitv as defined bv I8 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
II.5- ^enteiprise pleaded in "\-"1" 67" in violation of lS USC 1962. As
part of this agreement, Netflix committed $55,000,000.00 as a payment
for the mega parcel, and $848,000,000.00 as the initial capital
investrnenti which rnoney was held by Netflix cornmingled with othe:r
assets in an FDIC bank at time of its commitment to the bid"rigging
scheme and enterprise d,escribed in " 5 "; in use for the maintensrlcn
ancl operation of the BRS Enterprise described in "-(l-"-"*6--'; and is 1,her

nubiect of a conspiracy to commit violations of 18 U.S.C" I9116 therer,vith.
to rvit: transactions designed to promote the unlawful activity described
in "--!__"-"'l-tD " ancl to avoid" reporting requirements imposecl bv State anc{
F'ecleral Law, which are predicate acts as part of a pattern oJ'

rackebcrerin
(?f.9 ente

lLtrSSQNDPNTs'Bid Rissin s

-i!t-.1 Orr COMPLAINANT's information and belief, ,Ioseph J. Galfy" Jr.
("[]alty") was a military judge in the JAG Corps, stationed in West
Gerrnany during the early 1970s. He prosecuted homosexuals and
suspected spies during the Cold War. f)uring this time, he engagecl in
homosexual acts, and was recorded by the KGB doing so. The KGB usecl

ttrese recordings to blackmail and extort Galfy int,o providing
information on cases pending before him, and to influence his decisions
ancl actions thereoni putting Galfy under threat of the recordings being;
exposed, and thereafter under additional threat of his actions on behalf
of the KGB being exposed. Galfy thereby became an unregisterecl
forei.gn agent, and remained so upon his return to America. His brother.
James Galfy, was a military policeman also stationed in West Germany
at l,tre salre time as Galfyi who used his position and office t,o rluash ar)y
im'estigations or prosecutions of Galfy for his homosexual acts, actions
on behalf of the KGB, or provision of information regarding pending
JAG Corps cases to the KGB. Upon Galfy and James Galfy's return tr:

g activity as clefinecl by 18 USC 1961 in furtherancc) of the
rprise pleaded ir, " !-]-"-" 6r:' in violation of 18 USC 1962.

39

MUR819200039



Arnerica, Jarnes Galfy becarne a civilian police officer and continued to
use his office and position to subvert and quash any investigations antl
prosecutions of Galfy for his actions in harboring KGR agents at his
residence ancl arranging for them to photograph or otherwise rer:ord NJ
Irublic Officials engaging in deviant sexual acts. Galfy, as arr agent, of
the KGB, persuaded local and NJ State public officials to go on
v?lcations to child sex tourism hotspots, whereat said officials were
recor:decl b5r KGB agents engaging in sexual acts with mj.nors. 'lhese
recoi:dings were thereafter used by Galfy, those associated in fact with
hirn, and the KGB; and after the fall of the USSR, the FSB; to blackrnail
said officials into perforrnance and nonperformance of official and
nonofficial acts.
Y?.) On tIOMPI-,AINANT's information and belief, Joseph J. Galf5,
groomed and rnolested his friend Vincent Timoni's mino son, Michael;
t"ry inviting Michael Timoni ("Timoni") to watch pornograph5' i16 Galfv's
house while Galfy performed sexual acts on the minor Tinroni. Galfy
thereby cultivated a secrecy between the minor Timoni and himself'that
excludecl Vincentl and exer:cised coercive control over Timoni, rvho
prof'essecl to being hetenosexual and u'ould be deepl5r ashamed if he r,r,as

revealed to have allowed Galfy to perform sexual acts upon himself,
through the threatened blackmail of exposure. In this context, Galfv
persuaded Timoni as an adult to accompany him on vacations to l3ali t,o

engage jn child sex trafficking whilst there, soliciting' rninors fcrr
prostitution. Galfy collected blackmail mater:ial on Timoni in this way
hv photogr:'aphing Timoni engaged in sexual acts with a child, both in
Rali ancl also in Clark, NJ as described in rrVT rr beloyi and ther:eafter
conferring with Michael Timoni on or ubo"t t 

-l 9 -lq6*; having a

meeting of the minds and agreeing with each other that Timoni rn'ould

ioin Galfv in the bid rigging syndicate conspiracy ("Bid Rigging
Syndicate Consprt:acy" or "BRS Conspiracy") and form an associated-in-
fact ltrnterpr:ise ("Bid Rigging Syndicate Enterprise" or "EllS
Enterprise"); and that in furtherance of the BRS Enterprise, 'fimoni
would make transactions to promote the unlawful activity of offering
benefits as consideration for performance or nonperformance of acts in
violations of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which transactions were structured
to avoid bhe reporting requirements of N.J.S.A. 52: l3C-19 et s€e.,
hl"J.z\.C" 19:25'1 et seq., N.J.S.A. I9:44A-1 et s€e., 52 IJ.S.C.30104 et
seq.and 11 C.F.R. I04, 110 et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; ;
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rvhich are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeer:ing activitv as

clefi.ned by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the 6&L ent,erprise:
pleacled in "-91_"-)) 6f" in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962.
33-.) On COMI'}LAINANT's information and belief, Joseph J, Galfv
persuaded Robert Ellenport to accompany him on vacations to Bali to
engage in child sex trafficking whilst there, soliciting minors for'
prostitution. Galfy collected blachmail material on Ellenport in this way
fu1r photographing Ellenport engaged in sexual acts r,r'ith a child., both in
l3ali ancl also in Clark, N,f as described in " tll" belowl and thereafter'

'::onllev:r'irrg with ltrllenport on or about 11"/_]-L -ltl i traving a nreeting of
the rninds and agreeing with each other that Ellenport would join Gatf"y
in tire BRS Conspiracyi and that in furtherance of the BRS Flnterpr:ise,
Ellenport would make transactions to promote the unlawful activit5r of
o{1"ering benefits as consideration for performance or nonperformance o{
acts in violatiorrs of NJSA 2C'.27'2,-10,-11; which transactions were
rli,rur:ttrrcc[ 1,o avoicl the reporting requirements of N.,].S.A. {r2:13C:'l9 ei
rreq": N.J"A.C" 19:25'I et seq., N.J.S.A. 19:44A-1 et seq., 52 U.S.C. 30104
et, seq. and 11 C.!'.R. 704, 110 et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; ;

which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering actjvity as
definecl by 1.8 U..S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the bW enter:prise
pleaclecl in "-11-'-"6t-" in violation of 18 U.S.C . 1962.
!t-l-.1 On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On or: iibr:ut
LLL-|-|1L. Theodore Romankow and Joseph J. Galfy, Jr. Conferreci

u'il,h each other, had a meeting of the minds, and Romankow agreecl to
join the BRS Conspiracy and BRS Enterprise, associated in fact. in
which they would make a transactions to the campaigns of politicians
and otherwise confer upon them benefits as consideration for
lrerforrnance or nonperformance of acts by that politician. in violation of'

ttr.,i.S.A. 2L):27-2. -10, and -111 which are predicate acts as part of er

pattern of rachetegring activity as defined by 18 t]SC 1961 irr
furtheranr:e of th" 36!- enterprise pleaded in "Q[ "-"6f" in vioiatiorr
ofl 18 USC 1962; and to recruit politicians as lobbyists with such
tl"ansactjons as are structured to avoicl the reporting requirements of
iri.-I.li.A. 52:73C-19 et seq., N.J.A.C. 19:25^1 et seq., I{.J.S"A. 19:4,*\^ L et,

seq,, 52 U.S.C. 30104 et seq. and l1 C.F.R. 704, Il0 et seq. in violation
ofl 18 U.S.C. 1956; i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
r:^aqlreteering activity as defined by"18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of therg(t enteriri*" pt"rded in "5:''|67 " in violation of 18 u.S.C. 1962. In
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furtherance of this enterprise, Rornankow agreed to use his pukrlic
olficers o{. Union County Prosecutor, Waterfront Commission, Union
County Board of Chosen Freeholders, and Union County Improvement
Authorityi to subvert, obstruct, and defeat investigations or
prosecutions of criminal activity by members of this enterprise, in
viol;rtion of 18 U.S.C. 1503, I5I2, and N.J.S.A. 2C:30-2 as benefit as
consideration for performance and nonperformance of acts in violation
of NJSA 2(::27'2,-10,-lliwhich are predicate acts as part of a pattern o[
r4rcketeering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
IrfJ._enterprise pJeaded in "ql""-"6f" in violation of 18 USC 1962i tcr

trade access to news stories to news outlets, journalists, and editoirs, as
be::refit a$ consid"eration for suppressing media coverage of crimjnal
activities by members of the enterprise, in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C::27-2
ancl 2C::10-2; which are predicate acts as part of a pattei'n of
rackel.eiering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
!t(.l enterprise pleadecl in "-9-l-"-"6i:' in violation of 18 LISC 1962;
and to faciliLate bid-rigging schemes in which NJ State Government
enrplo5zees or agents, or persons or entities in whose rn'elfare such NJ
$tate Government employees or agents had an interest, are ploviderl
benefits as consideration for the performance or nonperformance of a<;ts

b), such NJ State Government employees or agents in furtherance of
such bid-rigging schemes, in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C:27-2. -10, -11, and
2C:30-2; which are predir:ate acts as part of a pattern of racketqering
scf,ivit)' as definerl by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the btr-
enterprise pleaded in "11 "''(f " in violation of 18 LISC 1962. As part o{i

this enterprise, Romankow and Galfy also agreed to create blackmail
material on public officials, including but not limited, to proof of public
officials engaged in acts of child sex abuse or sexual assaulti oi: jn
possession of child pornography and child sexual abuse rnaterialsi rn'ibh

u'irich to intimidate or threaten officials and/or to offer the quashing of
investigations or prosecutions related to such CSAM as benefit in
eclnsideration for performance or nonperformance of acts, and a"gainst
reporting of the activities of the enterprisei which are predicate acts as

activity as defined by 1f] IJSC 1961 inpart of a pattern of
furbherance of the nse pleaded in ' ' (5-" in r,,iolation
of ISIJSC 1962.
af.l On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, on a date and tirne:
which r,vill be ascertained with certainty through discovery. Rom;.rnkov'i

,ql ,.)
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and James McGreevey met, conferred with, and agreed with each other
that McGreevey would join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, ratifv
their: act,s up to that pointi and thereafter, In furtherance of the Eltti
Cr--tnspiracl' and BRS Enterprise, Romankow made a transaction to
James McGreevey of $2,100 on 9129100, then Jeffrey K. Epstein met
with and conferued with Romankow in regards to the RRS Conspiracy
.qrrcl RRS Enterprise on 7l2olol, thereby acquiring knowledge of the
illegal activities thereof and agreeing to join the BRS Conspiracv and
tsRS Enterpr:isei and in furtherance thereof wilfully made a transaction
of $500 to McGreevey on 712010I, recruiting Romankow as a straw
clonor who in furtherance thereof personally made a transaction of
$2,600 to McGreevey on 7124101i and Romankow used his position ir,r

"3-.-" bo cause the NJAJ Money Launderers to make transactions to
1\{cGreeveSt, the amount, date, time, and identity of which will he
ascertained rn'ith certainty upon discoveryi and Romankow used his
pr.rsition in " Ll 

-" to cause the Money Laundering Network to urake
transactions to McGreevey, the amount, date, time, and identity of
i,r'hich will be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi which
transactions were structured to avoid the reporting requiremenLs of
I:{..I.'S.A. 52: l3C-19 et see., N.J.A.C. 19:25-1 et seq. and N.J.S.A" 19:,t4,/\-
i et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; i which are predicate acts as
par:t olia pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in
furtherance of the BfLJ enterprise pleaded in u \l tt r'.6U " in violation of
I8 tI.S.C. 1.962iand Epsteirr thereby became associabed in fact ri'ith the
Bid rigging syndicate enterprise and a person acting as part of saicl
enterpt:ise. McGreevev accepted each of these transactions knowin65
they were offered as benefit as consideration for his performance or
nonperfbrmance of actions to persuade his appointees at the Port
Authority of New York and New Jersey to grant permits, licernses, and
authority to operate in the Teterboro Airport to Jeffrey K" llpstein :rnd
entities associated with him, including but not limited to Aviloopi in
violirtion of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are pred,icate acts as par'f of- n
patter:n of racketeering activity as defined b5' II U.S.C. 1961 in
furthei:ance of the (RS enterprise pleaded in <'il 

" r'(2{ 
-" in itiolatiort of

1B U.S.C. 1962; and McGreevey thereby became associated in fact with
llre Bid rigging syndicate enterprise and a person acting as part of saicl
enterprise. Romankow and McGreevey did so in full knowledge thelt
Hpstein was using the Teterboro airport to transport rninors across
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state lines in furtherance of his enterprise in sex trafficking to c.reate
blackrnail maberial on public officials. Romankow and NlcGreevey r.rsed
their puhlic ofTices to quash investigations or prosecutions of ,Ieffrey K.
Epstein or his associates and their activities at and through the
'i'eLerboro Airport. McGreevey was subsequently finally caught sextrall5z
harassing women, which behavior was the subject of blackmail rnat,erial
created on him by the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise, and resigrrerl
fro.m public office. Epstein was finally caught and convicted for child sex
trafficking, and hung himself in a jail cell. Romankow, Epstein, ancl
McGreevey thereby engaged in transactions designed to promotr: the
r"rnlawlful activit)' they were consideration fbr, and to avojd r:eporting
r:equircments of State and Federal law, in violation of 18 tl.S.C. 1956;
which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as
definecl by ]8 USC 1961 in furtherance of the $W-enterprise pleailed
in " t1l "'" 65 " in violation of 18 USC 1962.
!-h )b" iOltpt AINANT's information and belief, on a clate and time
rvhich will be ascertained with certainty through discovery, Romankow
and Neil M. Cohen met. conferred with, and agreed with each other thnt
Colren would join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, ral;if5r theil
acts up to t,hat pointi and thereafter, In furtherance of the Bid rigging
syndicate enterprise, Romankow made transactions to Neil M. Cohen nf
$l.500 on 3/13/01, $300 on 1110610I. $2,500 on 1ll5l07i and Romanhor,v
used his position in <t3 n to cause the NJAJ Monev Launclerers to make
ti:ansactir:ns to Neil M. Cohen, the amount, date, time, and iclentitv of
which rvill be ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi and
Romanhow used his position in cc \ t' to cause the Money Launclering
Network to make transactions to Neil M. Cohen, the amount" clate.
time. and identity of which will be ascertainecl with certaintl' uporl
discoverryi which transactions were structured to avoid the repor:ting
reqrrir:ernents of N.J.S.A. 52:13C-19 et see., N.J.A.C. I9:25-1 et seq. and
N",I.S.A. I9:44A-1 et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C" 19116; i which arer
preclicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined l:5'
18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the $-0S- enterprise pleaded in "q{ "-
".5-f-" irr l'iolation of 18 U.S. C. 1g62;i as benefit as consicleration for his
activities in the NJ State Legislature in furtherance of the goals of the
Bid rigg'ing syndicate enterprisei in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10.-ll;
u'hich are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketegring activity as
clefined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the gKS enterprise
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ilXciecled ir,, "!l-"-".y{:'in violation of 18 II.S.C" 1962. Clohen accerlrted
each of these transactions knowing they were off'ered as benefit as
consjderation for his performance or nonperformance of actions to
r::reate blachmail on public officials by distributing child pornography
ins;icle of the NJ ,State Legislaturei in violation of N.ISA 2C:27^2,-10,- 11;
which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activit,y as
dellnecl by 18 t].S.C. 1961 in furtherance of bhe gf.S enLerprise;
pleacled in "-!? "-"65 " in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962; ancl thereby
became associated in fact with the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise and
a llerson acting as part of said enterprise. Romankow and Cohen
thereby engagecl in transacbions designed to promote the unlarn'ful
activity they were consideration for, and bo avoid repor:tirrg
rr:quiremerrts of State and Federal law, in violation of 1,3 U.S.C. 1956;
which are predicate acts as pa.rt of a pattern of racketeering activity as
definecl by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the 395- enterprise pleaclecJ

itr "-!-i-j'"'9-5:' in violation of 18 USC 1962. In 2008. Ccihen was fiinall}i
ca.ughl. and subsequently convicted for distributing chill pornography in
ttre N,I State l-,egislaturei but Romankow and Scutari used their pubiic
ri{Tir:es in furt}rerance of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise to cluash
an.y investigation or prosecution of individuals to which Cohen was
distributing the child pornography, in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C:30"2" 18
tl.S.C. 1503; which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
racketeerirrg activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of'the
g-Rs enterprise pleaded in "t{l l'-"6-" in rriolation of 18 IISC 1962.
Rclmankow subsequentlv used his offices to bar:ter the benefit of'access
to rrewsworthy Union County Government events to news outlel,s,
eclitors, and journalists as consideration for removal of the fbllowing
news articles from publication:
a.)"NlcAlpin, John P. (July 24, 2oo9) "La*maker investigated fcrr child
prfrn, sources say." The Record. Bergen, Ner,v Jersey: Gannett Company.
b.) Margolin, Joshi Schwaneberg, Robert (Juty 24, 2008) "Assemblsrman
lrtreil Cohen under child porn investigation". The Star: Leclger. hler,vai:k,
New,ferse\t
c.) Friedman, Mzrtt (Juty 24, 2008) "Cohen under investigation for: chilci
pornography". PolitickerNJ. New York, New York: Observer Media
d.) Yr:un91, Elise (Juty 28, 2008) "Cohen resigns follorving porn
discovery" l'he Record Bergen, NJ:Gannett Co.
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e.) b.riedman" Matt (.lnty 28, 2008) "Cohetr resigns" PolitickerN.I FJew
liork, NY: Observer Media
f.) "Dems choose Cohen's successor" (August 21, 2008) 'fhe Fress of
Atlantic City. Illeasantville, NJ:IIH Media Group Holdings
g.) Toutant, Charles (Aprll 1"4,2010) "NJ L,awyer pleads guilty to child
pornography charge". New Jersey Law Journal. New York, NY:ALl\tl
Media LI.,C
h.) Nlilgram, Anne "Former New Jersey assemblvman Neil M. Coiien
f,ncr:s nelv child pornography charge in connection rvith coml:utel in law
office"
T'hese acts r.vere performed for the benefit as consicleration describecl in
".!l--"'"!!"; in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,'10,-1li which are predicate
acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 1B tl.S.C.
19fi1 in furtherance of the f'fi"J enterprise pleaded in " t[-"-"6f-" i,.
i.'iolation of 18 IJ.S.C. 7962
fl.i <1" COMPLAINAN'II's information and belief, In furtherance of the
enterprise, Romankow also used his position and office to create tire
{l}rild Victinr Advocacy Center, and thereafter to influence the dir"ectors
and officers thereof because of his conferring of the benefit of the
creation of said center to said officials in consideration for the ofTiciais
prr:vicling hi'rn access to the files and information created by the Cerrter:.
Romankow used his influence and access to said files and information to
select underage victims of sexual abuse who are susceptible to further
abuse, ancl provides the identities and personal information of same t;cr

police gangs known as "The Family" operating within the Union County
Police l)epartment and Elizabeth Police Departmenbi as benefit as

consjderation for T'he Family providing blackmail material on N.l State
or: Federal officials, politicians and wealthy individuals. The F'arnil;r
thereafter locates the minors, contacts them, and harbors them at
UCPD and EPD officers' residences for the purpose of performing sexual
acts 'n'ith members of The Family and with NJ State or lt'ederal
officials, politicians and wealthv individuals. The Famil5z thereafter
provicles ll,omankow. as a benefit as consideration for his in kintl
provision of the information of the minors, with photographs and other'
recordings of said NJ State or Federal officials, politicians and wealthy
individuals engaged in sexual acts with the minors, which evjclernce is
thereaf'ter used as blackmail by the BRS Conspiracy individuals
associatecl in fact within the BRS enterprise to extort the politicians,
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n'ei:rlt,hv individuals, ancl officials into perforrnance and nonperforma.nce
of official and nonofficial acts, including but not limited to engaging in
st,raw donor activities and transactions to State and Federal polilical
campaigns, advising and executing appointment of State and ltederai
judiciarv ancl public officials, and voting on bills to create or strike down
Laws in State and Federal legislature. Romankow also coruuptiy
persuadecl Cohen pursuant to Cohen's agreement and participation in
the hid rigging syndicate conspiracy described in "t{ "; to create a 24
hour tipline for reporting child porni which tipline generated
infbrmation on child sexual abuse materials ("CSAM") throughotrt the

'$tate of btrerv "Tersey. Instead of prosecuting the adults who per:petr,rated
CSAN'I production, Romankow used information of CSANI activity b5'

businessmen and politicians to blackmail theml into providing benefits
t;o irimself and the bid rigging syndicate conspiracy, inclucling money
laundering, contracts for ser:vices, and votes on bills or otheru'ise, as
consideration for nonperformance of his official duties as prosecutor,
r,intl fcii" perform.ance of acts of threatening the children rn'ho rl:el:e
subjecbs of' CSAM with criminal charges for production of CSAM if they
disclosed the br.rsinessmen or politician's involvement with CSAh4; in
rziolation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,'11, and 30-2; which are predicate acts as
part of a pattern of r4cketeering activity as defined by 18 tfSC 1961 in
furtherance of the FR5 enterprise pleaded in ".il.-'i''6:' in violat,ion
o1' I8 LISCI 1962. Romankow also used his office as heacl prosecutor to
blackmail children who reported, or who were identified through
reports of, CSAVIi by threatening to charge the children wil,h criminal
offenses for producing CSAM, unless the children submitted to being
sex tr:affiched by the child sex trafficking network described in "!7-", in
violation of NJSA 2C:30-2; which are predicate acts as part of a pattern
of r:acketeering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of thr-.
t|&s-enterprise pleaded in "-:l-"-" 6f-" in violation of 18 USC 1962.
Romankow engaged in these activities as an unregistered foreign
agent, on behalf of the FSB.
:-8*.1 On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, ln furtherance of the
enterprise, Romankow used his positions and offices in the UCPO and
Waler"front l']ommjssion to obstruct and quash anv invesfigatjons {.}}:

prosecr.rtions of N4aersk for human trafficking of minors througir the
APM terminal in Elizabeth, NJ. Romankow also worked with Jeffrey K.
Ilpstein to quash any investigations or prosecutions of Itrpstein for: the
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transport*rtion ofl said minor:s from Maersk container ships at the APftiI
ter:rnina,l, to the 'l-eterboro Airport, wherefrorn Epstein transported saicl
minors a.cross State lines for the purpose of sex trafficking. 'I'o wit: so
thnt Epstein, in lurtherance of the enterprise, could photograph or
otherwise record the minors engaged in sexual acts wi.th American
State or F'ederal officials, politicians and wealthy individuals, as r,verll as
foreign officialsi and thereafter use the recordings as blackmail to extorf
tire polit,icians, rvealthy inrlividuals. and officials by off'ering the kreur:fit
of non'puhlishing said recordings as consideration for perforrnance anrl
nonperfbrmance of official and nonofficial acts, including but not limited
to engaging in straw donor activities and transactions to Stzrbe and
Ferleral political campaigns, advising and executing appointment o{'
State and l-ederal judiciary and public officials, and voting on bills tcr

crea1,,c or strike clown laws in State and l'ederal legislaturei in violntion
o{f .NI.ISA 2C:27'2,-10,-11 and/or 18 U.S.C. 233; which ar:e preclicale acts
as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as definecl bv 18 tl.S.C.
1961 in furtherance of the {1R5 enterprise pleadecl in <rt{fl r:-'$f, in
violurtion of 18 U.S.Cl. 1962. Epstein and Romankow engaged in these
activities as unregistered foreign agents, on behalf of the FSB. in
violation of the ftrspionage Act.
g?- ) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, on a date ancl time
rn'hich will be ascertained with certainty through discovery, Roinankolv
a.ncl Lincla D. Stender met, conferred with, and agreed rryith each oLhei'
thnt Stender would join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspirac)/, r"ilfify
tht-'ii' :tcis rtp to that pointi and thereaftei:, In furtherance of the; lJirJ
r:igging synclicate enterprise, Romankow made a transaction to Linda Jl.
Stender of $2,500 on 612610I; Galfy made transactions to Stender of
$300 on 10/18/04, $35 on 514105, $300 on 6124105, $300 on 3/31i05, $i500
on I2130/05, and $250 on 10124/06; Robert Ellenport macle transactions
to Sterrder crf $1,000 on 03/03106, fi250 on 06/30/06, $500 on O9126lO6,

$ilfl0 an 02,28107, $500 on I2l3Ll07, and $500 on 09129108i l\{irlra.erl
'Timoni macle transactions to Stender of $500 on 01/10i06, $500 on
10/30i06, and $500 on 12128/07; Neil M. Cohen made transactions to
Stencler of $1,000 on 12120105, $1,000 on 6129106,, and $1,000 on
09129106l and Romankow used his position Ln " 3 " to cause the NJAJ
Mon.ey Launderers to make transactions to Linda D. Stender, the
amouttt, date. time. and identity of which will be ascertained r,vith
cer:bainb5/ Lrpon cliscoveryi and Romankow used his position in " t{-." to
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cause the h{onoy l-,eurdering Network to make transactions to l-,inda Il.
Stender, the arnount, date, time, and identity of which wiJl be
ascertainecl rvith certainty upon discoveryii which transactions \,\'elre

r+tructrired to avoid the reporting requirements of N.J.S. A. 52: l3C 19 et
s€Q., N.J.A.C. 19:25-1 et seq. and N.J.S.A. I9:44A-1 et seq. inviolation
of 18 II,S.C. 1956; i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furthel'ance of the
6U enteririse ple.acled in " t I "-;!f-" in violation of 18 U"S.C. 1962i as

lierrrefii, as consideration for her voting on bills in the I\TJ Statcr
Legislature in ways that would advance the goals of the Bid rigging
syndicate enterprisei in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11; r,vhich are
preciicate acts as part of a pattern of racl<eteering activity as defined bt'
18 U.S.O. 1961 in furtherance of the (IeS enterprise plladed in "3-[--'t-
't 65 v in violation of 18 U.S.C . 1962. Stender accepted each of these
hransactions knowing they were offered as benefit as consicleration ltr
her performance or nonperformance of actjonsi in violation o{' NJSA
2{::21-2,-10,-11; which are predicate acts as part of a patter"n of
racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the
&F5-errterprise pleaded in "\'i''K" in violation of 18 ll.S.0. 1962;
and therebv became associated in fact with the Ilid rigging syndjcat;e
etil,erprise and a person act;ing as part of said enterpriiie. z\lt
l.ransactions jn 2005 and 2006 were specifically for her vote on a bill
proposed by Neil M. Cohen creating a Z4'hour law enfor:cement hoLline
to report child pornography, by which hotline Cohen intended to, and
did, amass a collection of child pornography to use in his creation of
hlackmaii material against fellow members of the State I-,egislature. In
2015, Stender was caught attempting to misappropr:iate public fr-rnds
from }{abitat for Humanity in furtherance of the Bid rigging syndicate
enterprisei but Romankow used his public office in furtherance of the
Rid rigging syndicate enterprise to quash any investigation or
prosecution of Stender, in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C:30'2, 18 ti.S.C. 1503i
u'hich acts rvere performed for the benefit as consideration descrihed in
"-1-l-.-:'-"--!$."' in violation of NJSz\ 2C:27 '2,' 10, - 1 1l which are prr:dicate
ar:ts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by lB tl.S"C.
1961 in furtherance of the W enterprise pleadecl in "!l -"'" 5f" in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962.
5P.l On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, on a d"ate and time
rvhich r,r'ill be ascertained, with certainty through discovery. Romankou'
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and Nicholas Scutari rnet, conferred with, and agreed with each other
that Scutari would join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, ratify
their acts up to that pointl and thereafter, In furtherance of the llid
rigging syndicate enterprise, Romankow made transactions to Nichoias
Scutari ofl $1,000 on Bl2l74, $500 on9127116, $500 on 10/181I7, fi500 on
219121, ancl $2,500 on 9ll0l2U Galfy made transactions to Scutarj of
$1i00 on I0l20lA3, and $500 on 4119106; Michael Timoni macle
transactions to Scutari of $500 on 03/30109, and $500 on 05l04ll0i and
Ilomanlrow used his position in < 3 tt to cause the I{JAJ lVlonr:v
Launderers to make transactions to Nicholas Scutari, the amount, date,
time, nnd identitv of which will be ascertained with certainty Lrpon
rJr.r;cover.lri :rnd Romankow used his position in '( L( )1 

bo cause the iMone3;'
Laundering Network to make transactions to Nicholas Scutnri, the
ilmount" clate, time, and identity of which will be ascertainecl with
certnintv upon discoveryi which transaction.q were structuy:ed to avoict
the reporting requirements of N.J.S.A. 52:13C-19 et seq., N.J.A.C.
l9:25-1 et seq. and N.J.S.A. 19:44A-1 et seq. in violation of 18 Lt"S"{1.
I956i i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of rackert;ecring
a<.:tivit;y as rlefined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the S&)
enterprise pleaclecl in "!l'-"!.f in violation of 18 IJ.S.C. 1962; as
benefit as consideration for his activities in the NJ State l,egislatur:e in
frtrtherzrnce of the goals of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprisei irr
violertion of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as pai:t of a
pattern of i'acketeering activity as definecl by 18 II.S.C. 1961 in
furtlrerance ollthe -6€l- enterprise plead"ed in "tl -"-"6!' in violation of
18 U.S.C. 1962.. Scutari accepted each of these transactions knowing
they were offered as benefit as consideration for his performrrncn or
nr:nperforrnance of actionsi in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11i u'hich
arc prr:cli-c:,rte acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activitv zrs definecl
k), 18 U.S"C. 1961 in furtherance of the LRS enterprise pleaded in
"j!-'-" tt-" in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962; and therebv became
associated in fact rvith the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise anri. rr

person acting as part of said enterprise. All of Romankow's transacb,ions
to Scutari in 2076 and 2017 were intended, offered, and receivecl
knolvingly and rn'ilfully as benefit as consideration fbr Scutari advising
Governor: Phil Murphy, and using his public office to influence Phil
Murphy, to appoint Robert A Kirsch as a judge of the NJ Superior
Cor-rrt. In furtherance of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise, Scul.*rri
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advanced Bill 5-1714 to rewrite Local Public Contract Laws (LPCL,); so
as to i:rot,ect R,omanhorn, and the lJnion County Improvement Author"itrr
which he lvas an officer of, from liability arising out of Romankow's use
of his UCIA ofTice to engage in bid-rigging and violation of NJ I-,PCI,
requirements for public hids. Romankow also used his public off.ice jn
fui:therance of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise to quash any
investigation or prosecution of Scutari in regards to his
rnisaSrpr:opriating public funds by receiving pay for a "no-show" .job, or
-receiving trnnsactions to Scutari's consulting firm, ABC, Inc. 3, which
were designed to avoid the reporting requirements of N.J.S.A. 52:i3C-
19 et see., N.J.A.C. 79:25' 1 et seq. and N.J.S.A. I9:44A"1 et seq" in
violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C:30-2, 18 IJ.S.C.
150iJ; acts r,vere performed for the benefit as consideral,ion c{escrikred in
"-1-l-"'"5Q'; in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11; rnhich are predicate
acl.s ns part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 1S U.S.C"
1961 in {urtherance of the $&S enterprise pleaded in ".11--"-"6fj' irt
rriolation of 18 U.S.C. 1962.
Fl-.1 On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, In furtherance <if the
llid rigging s5rndicate enterprise, during the period from 2010 to 20,1 3,
ll,omankow used his public offices to quash investigat,ions into the lhefl
rif public funds and property at the 2010 Musict'est festival in tJnion
Countyi and into the theft of public property, including but not limiteci
to generators, fi:om the 2OI2 NJ State Emergency Response to
Fltrrr:icane Sandyi then subsequently to harass local reporte.:r Tina
Renna r,r,ith malicious prosecution for attempting to reprtrt, on
Rornankow's coverup of said theftsi in violation of NJSA 2C:30'2; which
are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defineci
k'J' I 8 II.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the BW enterprise ple;rdec{ in
"-11--"-"-95" in violation of 18 U.S.C . 1962
53) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, on a date and time
N'hicli will be ascertained rvith certainty through cliscovery. Itomarrkorv,
Jon Deutsch and Albert Cernadas, Jr. met, conferred with, and agreecl
u'ith r:ach other that Jon l)eutsch and Alberb Cernerdas, .Ir. rvoulci join
the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, ratify their acts up to thzrt point.
trn furtherance of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise, after the Feder:al
I3ur:eau of Investigation arrested over a hundred racketeers al, the
Illizaberth Jnternational Port, during the period from 2011 to tl01i]"
Fiomanhow used his public offices to quash investigations or

51

MUR819200051



prosecutions of his subordinates Jon Deutsch and Albert Cernzrdas, Jy:.

fbr interfering with the federal investigation of the racheteers. To u,it:
\4/aterfront Commission officer Jon Deutsch leaked information about
lhe investjgation to UCPO prosecutor Albert Cernadas. Jr:.i u'lrose
father, Albert "The Bull" Cernadas, Sr., was president clf the
Inter:national Longshoreman's Association l,ocal 1235 and an associate
of I-,a Cosa Nostra's "Genovese" Crime Family. and was jndictecl as part
ol the ]lBI's investigation into racketeers at the ltrlizabeth Int;ernat,ional
Port. Albert Cernadas, Jr" then informed his father, Albert Cernadas.
Sr.i i,vho disseminated the information amongst the subjr:cts of i,he
investigation and thereby assisted them in obstructing the federal
officiai proceeding involving them, and in tampering with evidence; ancj"

witnesses associated therewith, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1503, 1512;
which acts were done for the benefit as consideration of the
lnternational Longshoreman's Union Local 1235 and La Cosa Nostra
p*r:tbrrning and nonperforming acts to facilitate the traffictrcing of
nrinors describecl in <c11 n-<4!j' abo.'e, such as offloading containers in
r,vhich the minors were held from Maersk ships and bypassing customsi
irr violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as part of
a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in
flr.rrtherance of tine bQ-eirtu*p"ise pleadecl in " tti'-"6y' in violation of
l B LI"S. C. 1962
53.) On COMPLAINANT's infor:mation and belief, on a clate ancl tiurir
which will be ascertained with certainty through discovery, Romankow
antl Roclemar Perez met, conferred with, and agreecl rvith each ot,her:'

that Perez would join the Bid Riesing Syndicate Conspiracy, ratif,y their
a,r:ts up 1,o that point. Romankow was part of the Board of Directors of
'}'r:injtas Hosprital in Elizabeth, NJ from Muy of 201i1 to May of 2019. [n
furtherance of the enterprise, beginning on May 30, 2013, Romankow
usecl his position on said Board to approve of kickbacks, remuneration,
irncl other benefits to Rodemar Perez, as consideration for Perez using*
his office as Union County Jail Psychiatrist to discredit
COI\{PLATNANT by fabricating reports and using his supervisot:y
position over other mental health staff within the Union Countv Jail to
enforce a pollcy or custom of fabricating reports about COMPI,,AINANT
so as to discredit him; and to deny him accommodation or treatment for:
his Post-Traumatic Stress Disorderi in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-
11i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering act,ivity
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as dr:fineci by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the 8g-- enterprisr.r
pleaclecl in "91 ''-"65-" in vi.olation of 18 USC 1962.
flt.) On COMPI.,AINANT's information and belie{, on a date and time
ivhich will be ascertained with certainty through cliscovei:y, Rornairl<o.,v
and Phil l\tlurphy met, conferred with, and agreed with each other: that;
Murphv n'or-rld join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, r'atifir t,heir:
acts up to that pointi and thereafter, In furtherance of the Bid r:igging
syndicate enterprise, Romankow made transactions to Phil Murphv of
$2,500 on 4123117, $1,800 on 612117, $1,000 on 6130117, $2,500 on
70l27ll'7, and $1,000 on I0l8l20; and Romankow used his position in
" 3.--" to cause the NJAJ Money Laund.erers to make transactions to Phil
fuhirphy. the amount, date, time, and identity of which wiil he
asr:er:tained with certainty upon discoveryi and Romankow userl his
position in "-uf' to cause the Money Laundering Network to make
Lra.nsactions to Phil Murphy, the amount, date, tirne, and identit-v o{i

rvhich will be ascertained with certaintv upon discoveryl rn,hich
transactions were structured to avoid the reporting requirements rif
N.,].S.A. 52:13C-19 et s€e., N.J.A.C. 19:25-1 et seq" ancl N.J.S,A. 1!):444-
J. et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; i which are preclicate acts as
par:t of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by 1S U.S.C. 1961 in
furtlrerance of tne &V.S enterprise pleaded in " tt{-"-;-q!' in violation of
l8 U.S.C. 1962; as benefit as consideration for his activities as the NJ
State Gover:nor in furtherance of the goals of the Bid rigging svndicate
errtei:pr:isei jn viola,t;ion of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11; which are predicatr:
act,s as part of a pattern of raqketeering activit5' as defined by 1B u.S.C.
1961 in furtherance of the lrLt enterprise pleaded in "\-"t'6f:: in
violation of 18 tl.S.C. L962. Murphy accepted each of these transactions
knr-rrn'ing they were offered as benefit as consideration fbr his
performance or nonperformance of actionsi in violation of N.ISA 2C:27-
2.'1(J,,-11i which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of rackr:terering
activitv as clefined by 18 U.S.CI. 1961 in furtherance of the 6-*5-
enterprise pleaded in "9l-]''tt6ftt in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962 and
thereby became associated in fact with the Bid rigging svndicate
enterprise and a person acting as part of said enterprise. ln furtherance
of the Rid rigging syndicate enterprise, Murphy signed Bill S-1714 t,a

rer,vrjte l,ocai Public Contract Laws (t pCt ); so as to protect l}:rnankou'
and the lJnion County Improvement Authority which he was an of-ficer
of, from liability arising out of Romankow's use of his UCIA office to
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engage in bid-rigging and violation of NJ LPCL requirements for public
hidsi in violation of N.J.S.A. 2C:27'2, 3O'2; which are predicate acts as
part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined b5' 18 tiSC l96 t in
fur:therance of the $&L enterprise pleaded in trLtl I'1116)-r' in violation
of 18 USC 1962.
5-t) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, on a clate ancl 1.ime

rvhich will be ascertained with certainty through discovery, Rornar:kow
and Robert lVlenendez met, conferred with, and agreed with each other
that Menendez would join the Bid Rigging Syndicate Conspiracy, r'afiliv
their acts up to that pointi and thereafter, in furtherance of the tsid
r:igging syndicate enterprise, Romankow made transactions to Robev:t
lVlenender, of $1,000 on 6/30118, $1,000 on 9/18/18, $500 on 10124118.
$2,000 on 7Ol2IlL9, and $1,000 on 7l2l2Ii Robert ftrllenport made
r;t'ansactions to Robert Menenclez of $500 on 10124106 ancl $200 {:n
,iOlf 7/181 and Romankow used his position in "j " to cause the IriJl\J
Money Launderers to make transactions to Robert Menendez, the
amount, date, tirne, and identitv of which will be ascertained with
certainty upon discoveryi and Romankow used his position in " -!. " tt)
cause the Nlonev Laundering Network to make transactions to Rcibert,
1\'fenendez. the arnourrt, clate, time, and identit5r of whiclr ',rrjtl hr:
ascertained with certainty upon discoveryi which transactions were
structured to avoid the reporting requirements of 52 U.S.C. 30104 et
seq. and 11 C.F.R. 104. 110 et seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; which
are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activit-r' as de{ine cl

r:y', is !LS.C. 1961 in furth""ur,.u of the gRt *rl*rrp"ise pleadecl in
"{l "-"b) " in violation of 18 IJ.S.C.1962; as benefit as consideration foi'
iriu urii.'ities in l;he U.S. Senate in furtherance of the goals of the lticl
rigging syndicate enterprisei in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2"-10,-11;
which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeqrlng activity as
clefined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the 86 enterprise
pleadecl in ".!L'-"51 " in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1962. Menendez accepted
e*ch of these transar;tions knowing they were off'ered as benefit, ari

consideration for his perfbrmance or nonperformance of actionsi in
violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-111 which are predicate acts as pat't of a
pattern of racketegring activity as defined by l8 U.S.C. 196i jn
furtherance of ;.'e ?rfu9" enterprise pleaded in ,, tl"l ,,-,,65.', in violation of,

18 LI.S.C. 1962; and thereby became associated in fact with the llid
rigging syndicate enberprise and a person acting as part of saicl
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enterpr:ise. All of Romankow-'s transactions to Menendez irr 201,11

throtrgh 202I were intended, offered, and received hnowingly and
n'i]t'ully as benefit as consideration for Menendez advisingi and using
his public office to influencei whichever acting President of the [.]nil.ed
tll,atr:s rn'as in office at the end of Robert A Kirsch's tenure as ,St,iit,er

judge, to appoint Kirsch as a District Judge for the District of New
Jersey. In furtherance of the Bid rigging syndicate eni.erprise.
lVlenendee used his public office as U.S. Senator to aclvise and influence
the President to appoint Kirsch as a District Judge for the Ilistricrt of
New Jersey in 2023. Romankow also used his public office in
f"rrrtherv:arrce of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise to qunsh any
i.nvestigal,ion or prosecution of Menendez in regards to his receiving
transactions to Menendez's consulting firm, AIIC, Inc 4: whjch
tra-nsactions were structured to avoid the reporting requirements o{ 52
II"S.C. 110104 et seq. and 11 C.F.R. I04, 110 et seq. in violation of l8
1I.S"C. 1956; which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
i:acke;teer"ing activity as defined bv 18 USC 1961 in 1'urtherance of the
hq| enteilrrise pleaded in "$-"-1'15" in violation of 18 USC 7962^

56-.) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On or about
September 24,2011, which date and time will be ascerhained with
certainty through discoveryl Christine P. O'Hearn ("O'Hearn") and
Rober:t Menendez ("Menenclez") met, conferred rn'ith, and agreed rvith
each other bhat O'Hearn would join the Bid ltigging Syndicate
Llonspir:acy, ratify their acts up to that point and thereafter, and if
O'Hearn showed herself to be favorable to Bid Rigging Svndicnte
Enter:prise interests over the course of a decade by vigorousJy
clef"ending, on top of the acts of sexual molestation of minors she's
al-r'ea"dv defended, acts of institutional racism and police rnisconduct,,
and also perform 2 acts of violating 18 ll.S.C. 1956 by making
transactions of $2,500 each to Menendez's campaign designecl to nrtoid
reportJng requirements of 52 U.S.C. 30104 et seq. and 11 C.Ir"R" 1{14,

110 et seq.i knowing that Menendez was an unr:egistered fclreign agenti
and if she agreed thereafter to rule in accord with hict rigging svndic"',rte
consp.iracy direcbivesi Menendez would, as an unregistered foreign
agernt. rern,arcl her vigorous def'ense of such acts and monev iaundciring
r,vith a nomination to the federal bench. Christine P. O'Hearn macirl two
transactions pursuant to this agreement on 9l25ll1 of $2,500 each, ftrr a
total of $5,000; which transactions were structured to avoicl the
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"r'rltrortjng r.equirements af 52 U.S.C. 3O1O4 et seq. and 1l C.!'"R" 7A4,
I10 et, seq. in violation of 18 U.S.C. 1956; i which are predicate acts as
p;r"l, of a pal,tern of racketeering activity as defined by I8 U"S.O, 1961 in
firr:therance of the MS-enterprise pleadecl in "!-l -" 

'D G5'" in violation of
18 LI.S.C. 1962; as a benefit as consideration for Menendez
recommending her for a nomination to the F'ederal, in violation of N.ISA
2,C:27'2,- I0,-I I; rvhich are predicate acts as part of a pattern oll
r4cketeei'ing activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the.r

93L orrterprise pleaded in "11 'i''(.{-.,in violation of 18 ti.S.{-1. 1{}62,

which Menendez received knowing it was intended as such antl th:rl it;

wils iu violation of federal election law to receive such anrounts in
aggr:egaLei in violation of N.J.S.A. 2c:27-2,-IO,-111 and 18 IJ.S.C. 233;
"""hich trzrnsactions r,vere designed to conceal the unlar,vful activity antJ.

to avojd reporting requirements heretofore described in violation of I8
llt- C 1956; ivhich are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering
acbir,'jty a$ defined bv 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of' the {-&S
ernterprise pleaded in "il "-" (5 " in violation of 18 USC 1962.
tJ ) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, Pursuant to the
agreement in rr.56rr above, O'Hearn did, in fact, show lMenendez her
propensitv to defend bid rigging syndicate enterprise activities bv, in
addition to defending sexual molestation of minors. also defenrling
institutional racism and police misconduct, from 9l24ll1 until her
tromination to the Federal Bench on a date that will be ascertainecl rvith
certainty through discovery but is believed to be June 1" 2021. On that
dafr:,, trrursuant to the agreement in "76." above. N{crLelrdr:B;

]:ecommended O'Hearn's nomination to the f'ederaL bench, and u.qercl his
of{-ice while an unregistered foreign agent to obtain her nomination to
the irenchi while concealing his activities as an unregistered foreign
agent and member of the bid rigging syndicate conspiracy from thc
President of the United States and his fellow senators. Recatrse of
ilietrcndez's recommendation and lobbying, O'Hearn wits alipoinl,ecl t,o

be a. feder:al district judge on a date that will be ascertained with
cer:tainty through discovery but is believed to be June 22,2027.
"5-f-.1 On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On or about 615114,

which date will be ascertained with certainty through discovery,
h,{adeline Cox-Arleo (Arleo) and Menendez met. conferr:ed wit}t, :rnd
agreed with each other that Arleo would join the bicl rigging syndicate
crinspiracy, ratify their acts up to that point, and thereafter act and ruicr

56

MUR819200056



as a district iudge under direction from bid rigging syndicate conspirac5r
memhersi for the benefit as consideration of Menendez using his office
i;o obtain fbr her a nomination and appointment to the federal bench; in
r.iolation of I.lJSz{ 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as parl, lrf a.

pr.rttern of racketeering activity as defined by 18 IJ.S.C. 1961 in
furtherance of the $05 -enterprise pleaded in r<Ll t u-" 6t-" in violation of
t8 U.S. C. L962. Pursuant to this agreement" Menendez did, in fact, [or'
said benefit as consideration use his office to cause Arleo to be
nominated to the federal bench on clune 26,2074i and therea.fl.er lobbied
tri secure her appointment. T'hese acts were perfbrmed for the bene{it as
r:onsicleration described in "59''-"1-l "' in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,"i 0,-
I 1i rvhich are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeering ar:tivity
as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of the W5- o:nte,rprisl
pleadecl in "-1['-" 6f in violation of 18 U.S.C . 1962.

"Ag .) On COMPLAINANiI's information and belief, On a clate anctr time
u'hich will be ascertained with certainty through discovervl on
in form ation and belief, Arleo and Cathy L. Waldor (Waldor) rnet,
conferred with, and agreed with each other that Waldor would join the
llti,S Clonspiracy, ratify their acts up to that point, and thereafter act
anri rule as a magistrate judge under direction from the TIRS
Conspirurcyi for the benefit as consideration of Arleo using her office t,o

zrppoint Waldor as a magistrate judge to the USDC-DNJ. Pur:sunnl; to
this agreement, Arleo did, in fact, appoint Waldor to the federal bench
as a ntagistrate judge, on a date and time which will be ascert,ained
with certaintv through discovery.
5-1-.1 On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On December 23,
zt]lli. COMPL,AINAI{T fited a complaint in the LiS t}istrict Cor-rrt for
the District of New Jerseyl which by chance was assigned to Arleo. On
or about the same day, which date and time will be ascerl;ained with
certainty through discovery, both Romankow and Menendez contactec'I.
conferred with, and agreed with Arleo that, pursuant to her agreement,
Arleo would act extrajudicially and through her office as a district judge
to tlelay, obstruct, and impede CONIPI-,AINANT's federal halreaii
proceeciings rvhich would thereafter be assigned to her under IlNI,i
L.Civ.It. 40.1: because of her happenstance initial assignment,. l'Jrese
acts were performed for the benefit as consideration described in "-f,{-"-
"tl -"; in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11i which are predicate acts as
part of a pattern of racketeering activity as defined by I B Il.S.C. 1961 in
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furtherance of trre (&S enterprise plead-ed in "Lll -"-"f in violabion of
18 tI.S. C. 1962
9l-.1 On COMPI-,AINANT's information and belief, On June 22, 2a22.
COIVIPLAII{ANT filecl a petition for writ of habeas corplrs in the IISDC-
DNJ; which was automatically assigned to Arleo under DNIJ l,.Civ.Il,.
40.1 because of her previously presiding over an action involving the
sillne sef of facts.
6f.l On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On or ahout .luner
22, 2022, which date will be ascertained with certainty through
cliscr-rvery, as consideration for the benefit of nomination conferred upon
hel' describecl in "5-(-" abovei Arleo performed the act in her office as the
senior district juclge of the LfSDC-DNJ Newark vicinage, of issuing a
clandestine unwritten standing order and policy or custorn, ta the
administrative staff of the Newark Vicinage: that all of
COA{PI,AII'iANT's filings were to be intercepted at the USFS lrrocessing
facility and obstructed, and that his filings were not to be filed onta the
olor;l<et rinless she first cleared them. She also specificall.v instr:ucted and
conspired with her administrative staff to act as her agents and jn that
capacitv commit mail fraud by writing false delivery dates on retr.rrn
receipts and sending them through the mails to COIVIPI.,AIbtrAIVT, t,r:

make COMPLAINANT appear to be tardy in his filings. Arleo engagerJ
in this cotrduct of violating NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11, and conspirirrg to
violate I I II.S.C" 1341, in furtherance of the bid rigging s.vndicat,e
enterprise, and as an agent thereof and of her coconspirators, rvhich nrr,.:

pi'edica"l,e acts as part of a pattern of racketeering activity ns clefinod b-v

18 IJSC 1961 in furtherance of the W enterprise pleaclecl in "tl-';'-
"-6I*" in violation of 18 USC 1962.
A1.l l)uring the period from June 22, 2022 until Decembe r 2, 2O22, for
the henr:fit of the nomination described in "m.." above offeirecl as

consideratjon therefor, Arleo performed the act in her office ils the
senior judge of the USDC-DNJ Newark Vicinage, of refusing to per:fbrm
irer cluty of issuing a show cause order within a reasonahler t,ime, until
mandamus from the Srd Circuit was imminent. Arleo engagecl in this
corrduct of violating NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-l1 in furtherance of the bicl
rigging svndjcate enter:prise, and as an agent therenf and of her lJilS
coconspirator:si which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of'

racketeering activity as defined by I8 USC 1961 in furtherance of' thr:

-b"&S--enteiprise 
pliaded in "-tt!-"-l']Q[" in violation of 18 IJSC 1962.
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91.) On COMITLAINANT's information and belief, On or about 8l70l2ij,
["lon" 1\{ichae] E. tr'arbiarz, U.S.D.J. expressed an unwillingn€}$,$ l,ri

palticipate in the conspiracy in " 6'L", by directing entry of evidence of
obstruction of the mail associated therewith onto the dochet in
(IOMPI.,AINANT's habeas case. On that same day, Arleo then, as agent
of her BRS coconspirators and in furtherance of the bid rigging
syndicate enterprise, conferred with O'Hearn and had a meeting of the
mrncls and agreed with O'Hearn that O'Hear:n rn'oulcl use her pre-
exis:l,ing relationship with Bumb to persuade Bumb to accept an offer of
the benefit of following Bumb's ruling usurping the 3rd Circuit's judicial
emthority by holding Fed.. R. Civ. P. to be inappropriate fbr hnbeas
proceeclings, by issuing an order denying COMPLAIITtrANT's pr-.nding
motion for summary judgment without reading the moving papers, as
consideration for Bumb reassigning the case to her. Arleo and 0'Hearn
also agreed in such capacity as heretofore described that thereaftev:
()'Hear:n would assume the role Arleo previously ocr:upied. irr
furtherance of the bid rigging syndicate enterprise. as d,escribed in "6CI-"
a lrove.

0I") On CON{PI-,AINANT's information and belief, On or about .el14l?,i|.
rvhich date and time will be ascertained with certainty tLrrough
discoveryi O'Hearn and Chief Judge Renee Marie Bumb ("llumb") met.
conferred wit, and agreed with each other, that O'Hearn would offel'
Bumb the benefit of following Bumb's ruling usurping the iJrd Circuit's
'iuclicial authority by holding Fed. R. Civ. P. 56 to be inappiicabie to
hatreas col:'pus proceedings, by issuing an order Cenving
COIMPLAINT\NT's pending motion for summary judgment, wrthotlt
reading t;he moving papers, as consideration for Bumb reassigning
COMPLAINANT's habeas case to her. Pursuant to this agreement.
lSumb reassigned the case to O'Hearn on 8ll4l23 at 1:10pml and
rvithout reading the moving papers, O'Hearn denied COMPI.,AINANT's
nrotion fbr: summar5r judgrnent on 8ll5l23 at 10:26anr cibing lJumb'sr
usurpative decisioni which benefits as consideration for such acts r,rrere

crfTered and received in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,^l 1. O'Ifearn erncl

Bumb engaged in t;his conduct of violating NJSA 2C:27-2,"10,-l1 in
furtherance of the bid rigging syndicate enterprise :rncl as agent;s
thereof and of the tsRS coconspiratorsl which are predicate acts as lrarb
of' a patbern of racketeering activity as defined bv 18 llSC l gti l in
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frrr:therance of the M--- enterprise pleaded in "l1-"-"!L'in violation
of 18 USC 1962.

b-6 .> T!:-re institutional mailing system where CON{PLAII{A}d1' is
confined at f{J State Prison requires him to fill out a "Form CO-:10A"
Postage remib for each outgoing piece of legal mail COMPLAINANT
send. COMPI-,AINANT can select to send legal mail via certified mail
with or without return receipt requestedi but COMPI.,AINANtrT must
pelsonally fill out the "PS Form 3800" and "PS Form 3811"i and affix
ear:h to the piece of majl. The housing unit officer verifies that posta,ge.

and iflselected the PS Form 3800 and PS Form 3811, is affixedi and that
the narne and address on each form, including the CO-30A, rnatches the
name and address written on the piece of mail. Then, if the5' do malch,
the housing unit officer signs and witnesses the CO-30A, and logs the
piece of mail into the unit officer's logbook. That sarne officer then

'lelivers l,hat mail to the postbox in the rotunda of the NJSP l&'est
Oompound, which box is emblazoned with the logo of the llS l?ostal
Service.
$7 .} ON O3iO3123, COMPLAINANT SENI COMPI,AINANT'S MOLiON tO

recuse .Tudge Robert A Kirsch using the institutional mailing sysbem at
NJSI', to the DNJ. CO1VIPLAINANT have since lost the originals of"

fjOMPIAINANT's CO-30A forms evidencing this, but copies exjst ancl
are attached to COMPLAINANT's "Declaration in Support of
lVlandamus" filed in the USCA-3rd Cir. at Dkt. No. 23'177?:l wtiich
Cl Ol\d P Lz\INANT incorporate by refere nce herein.
Qg-) The US Postal Service ("USPS") has a website,
"https://rvww.usps.com". On this website, a person can enter the
Lracking number of a piece of certified maill and in replv, the USI'S rvill
display the current tracking history and status for that piece of nrail.
This information is publically posted by u Federal Government office on
it;s urebsil;e.
f,t .l COMPLAINANT received a return receipt in the clue course of
mail fi:om COMPIAINANT's RuIe 59 motion COMPIAINAT{T senb tn
t;he USDC-IINJ Newark vicinage, in the case "McGillvary v Galfv et al",
Dlrt No 2:2I'cv-I7I?I-MCA-CLW. The tracking nurnber for the cerbified
rnail associated with this return receipt, 70162070000105810521, on
IlSPS.com shows that it was delivered to the Clerk of the Court on
"8/75122. Howevey, a DNJ official wrote the false delivery date "8176122''
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on the return receipt, knowing the falsity of that misrepresentat,ion at
the time it was made, and sent it to COMPI,,AINAN'I l,hror-rgh thc
mails. intending for COMPLAINANT to rely upon it. That DNJ officiai
performecl that act acting as an agent and/or employee of Arleo. rvho
principally performed the act of 18 USC 1343 through her agent
pur$lrant tr: the BRS Conspiracy pleaded in <59'tt 'tLA':" aFi arl act in
fur"l;herance of the BRS enterprise pleaded in " Y( "-"St"; which act was
per{brmed through said agency by Arleo fbr the benefit as consideration
descr:ibecl in " 5K u ubou".
?-O*.1 COnnplAtWANT sent COMPLAINANT's motion for extension of
tirne to file COMPLAINANT's habeas reply on April 5, 2023 to the IINJ
via []St'S certified mail. 'lhe tracking number for the certjfied m;ril,
70201810000155834962, on USPS.com still shon's, to this rlzry, that the:
piece of mail is "awaiting delivery scan"; despit;e the document alr:ead5'
having been filed onto the docket on April 13, 2023; because a l)l{J
official intercepted and obstructed the mail in violation of 18 IISC 1700
et seq pursuant to the standing order described in "-(3"i which act rvas
pr:rfcrr:mecl as agent of Arleo pursuant to selid orcler. Arleo principally
performerd this act through agency as BRS Coconspirator in furthr:rallce
of the IIRS enterprise, for the benefit as consideration described rn
"-tr$"; in violation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11 as part of a pattern of
racketeering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 and as prohibited bv 18
I ISC 1962.

A .l T'he Rule 59 motion described in " 61 -" was heard ernd clecicleid by
l,ire same Judge Arleo who presided over COMPI,NNANT's habeas
casei McGillvary v Davis, Dkt No 2:22-cv-04185-MCA-Cl,W fuSnC-
IlNJXllereinafter, "habeas case")i from its inception untll 5l24l2ll. The
motion was fully briefed and perfected on September I3, 2022. Judgcr
Arleo waited until the day before the Respondent in the habeas case
was due to file their answer to the show cause order:, 9129123, to rule
upon and enter her order denying the Rule 59 motion. Ilecause of Jucige
;\rleo's timing of her decision, COMPLAINANII was faced with ur:gent
deadlines in the appeal of the Rule 59 motion, and the repl5r to bhe

habeas case. In addition to the doubled deadline, .Tuclge Arleo refbsed to
-v:ule Lul{-}n the motion for extension of time until it was r-rltimatelv
rlenied, 4 months, 2 judges, 2 mandamus petitions, and a vicinage iater':
fbr mootness. Judge Arleo's performance of the act of timing of hr:r
decision and nonperformance of the act of ruling on the motion for
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extension of timel were done as BRS Coconspirator ancl each designed
tcr maxirnize th.e prejudice to COMPLAINANT in his ability to litigate
his liabeas petition for the benefit of the consideration described jn
"F-3.-"; in rriolation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11 as part of a patter:n of
racketeering activity as defined by 18 USC 1961 in furtherance of the
}SRS Enterprise as prohibited by 13 USC 1962.

7T*) COMPI,AINANT sent COMPLAINANT,s motion for Slrrnmary
iuclgrnent in the habeas case on April 5, 2023 to the DNJ via IJSPS
cerLitliecl mnil. The tracking number for the certified rnail,
70201810000155834955, on USPS.com still shows, to this day, that thcr

piece of mail is "moving through the network"i and at, a tlsPti
processi.ng facilityi despite the document already having beern fiiecl cnto
tlre clocket on May 15, 2023; because a DNJ official inbercepted ancl
obstnrcted the mail in violation of 18 USC 1700 et seq pursuant to the
standing orcler described in "@-"i which act was performed. as agent of
:\rleo pursuilnt to said order. Arleo principally perforrned t,his act
throi,rgh agency as BRS Coconspirator in furtherance of the BII,S
enterpr:ise, fbr the benefit as consideration described in ".55-"; in
rriolation of NJSA 2C:27-2,-10,-11 as part of a pattern of racketeering
ar:t,ivi1;1' as defined by 18 USC 1961 and as prohibited by 18 USC I962.
73) On 518123, COMPLAINANT sent manila envelopes each containing
CON{PLAINANT's habeas traverse and replv, as well ari

COMPLAINANT's motion for summary judgment describecl in "-/7"
above, to the TISDC-DNJ's Camden, Trenton, and Newarh vicinages"
COMPLAINANT included COMPIAINANT's motion fcrr surnruary
-iudgment because it had still not been filed by the DNJ over ;r monl,h
atter: COMITIAINANT sent it. COMPLAINANT sent each of these
envelopes r.ia IISPS certified mail, with only the Newark vicinage
selected for return receipt requested. The tracking numbers show on
llSPS.com that 70201810000155834963 was delivered to the Camden
vicinage on 5ll2l23ithat 70201810000155834887 was delivered to the
'lrerrl.on vicinage on 5115123; and that 70201810000155834870 wns
rle1ivered bo the Newark vicinage on 5112123.

Zt-.1 COMPLAINANT received a return receipt in the due course of
rnail from COMPLAINANT's manila envelope described in t'"/-!n rn,hich
COMPLAINANT sent to the USDC-DNJ Newark vicinage. T'he tracking
number for the certified mail associated with this return receipt,
70],620'i0000155834870, on LISPS.com shows that it was rlelivered t;o
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the Cbrh of the Court on "5112123. However, a DNJ official wrote 1,he

faise cleliver5z date "51L5123" on the return receipt, knowing the falsil,v of'
l.hat misrepresentation at the time it was made, ancl sent it t,o

COIVIPI-,AI|{ANT through the mails, intending for COMPLAINz\NT to
rei5' i.1pon if. That IINJ official performed that act acting a$ an agenl
ancl/or emplovee of Arleo, who principally performed the act oF 18 IISC
13{3 through her agent pursuant to the BRS Conspiracy pleadecl in
".5^6:'''-fu': as an act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise ple:adecl jn
"-t!--" '' Lt'; which act was performed through said agency by Arkro f'or'
the benefit as consid,eration described in "5-(" above.
75-.) After alt 3 vicinages received COMPL,AINANiI"s rnoLion f,:r
surnmary iudgment, 40 days after COMPIAINANT first sent it to the
Nlewark vicinage. it was finall5'entered onto the docket on 5115123.

7L .t On 5175/23, COMPI"AINANT sent a mr:tion to withclraw
(IOMPI,AINAN'I's motion to recuse Judge Kirsch in the habeas case 1,o

the DN.I vir-r IJSPS certified mail, return receipt requested. llhe tr:acking
nurnher fbr the certified mail, 70201810000155835006, on I-ISPS.com
shou's tlrat this piece of mail was delivered on 5122123.

7Z ) COMPLAINANT received a return receipt in the due cor-rrse of
rneiil from COMPLAINANT's motion to withdraw COMPI,AINANT's
motion to recuse Judge Kirsch COMPLAINANT sent to the USDC-DN.I
Newark vicinage, described in '7(* above. The tracking numhel for the
cer:tifliecl mail associated with this return rr-.cei1rt,"

7()162070000105815006, on USPS.com shows that it was deiiverrecl t;o
ther Clerk of the Court on 5122123. However, a DNJ official wrote the
false deliverS' date "5123123" on the return receipt, hnorving the falsity of
t;hat misrepr:esentation at the time it was made, and sent it to
C01VIPT-,AIb{ANT through the mails, intending for COMPI-AIi{A}dT to
rely upon it. That DNJ official performed that act acting as an agent
andlor employee of Arleo, who principally performed the act of 18 USC
1iJ43 thr:ough her agent pursuant to the BRS Corrspiracy pleerdr:ci inufi;t-"!(-"; as an act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise pleadecl in
"{"-".6)-"i which act was performed through said ugun.y by Arleo for
{,her t-renef,i t as consideration describe d. tn " E^" above.
74^) Deslrit;e its delivery on 5122123 described in ".7t-" abovc+i antl t,he

mail fraud commjtbed by Arleo's agent describecl in "7J_" ahove: t,hiir

motion to withdraw was never filed onto the docket in the habeas casel
because a DNJ official wilfully committed nonperfbrmance of the act of
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filiug i.1," i[-]rat tlNJ official's nonperformance of that act was as ?ln agent,
and/or employee of Arleo, who principally nonperformed the act through
her agent pursuant to the BRS Conspiracy pleaded in "5g "''g', as an
a.cl. in fur:therance of the BRS enterprise pleaded in "4l.''''6-!'; *hi*l-,
act was performed through said agency by Arleo for the benefit as
consicleration described. rn"!9" above. The District Court ruled on the
nrcrtion rvhich COI\iIPIAINANT sought to rvithdraw or1 811{t123, denying
i 1,.

n-.) On 5123123, COMPLAINANT sent a motion to urithclravr'
COMPLAINANT's IF'P application in the habeas case to the IINJ vin
tlsL'S cert,itied mail, return receipt requested. The tracking number fbr
the r:ertified mail, 70201810000155832739. on USPS.com shows l,hat
llris piece of mail was delivered on 615123.

?? .) COMPI-,AI}{ANT received a return recei.pt in the due course of
mail from COMPIAINANT's motion to withdraw COMPI-,AINANT's ifp
applir:ation in the habeas case which COMPI.,AINA}{T rient to 1,ht:

TJSDC-DNJ Newark vicinage, described in "h " above. The tracking
nnrnher for the certjfied mail associated with this retnr:n receipt,
70162070000105812739, on USPS.corn shows that it was delivereci Lr.r

tlre Clerk of the Court on 615123. However, a DNJ official rvrote the firlse
deliver5' date "616123" on the return receipt, knowing the falsity o{'thurt
rnisrepresentation at the time it was made, and sent it to
CONIPLAINANT through the mails, intending for COMPLAII{AN'I to
relri upon it" That DN,I official performed that act acting as nn agent.
ancl./or employee of Arleo, who principally performed the act r,rf I B tlFit.j
1343 through her agent pursuant to the BRS Conspiracy pleercled in
"5-4"'"&."; as an act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise pleadecl in
"'5t'''9{-_'; which act was performed through said agency by Arieo for
the benelit as consideration described in " 5(-" above.

Kt .l Despite its delivery on 615123 described" in "7'l " atiovei anci fhrr
rrrail f::'aucl committecl by Arleo's agent described in "-$9" abovei this
motion bo withdraw was never filed onto the docket in the habeas casei
because a IINJ official wilfully committed nonperformance of the ar:t of
filing it. 'lhal; DNJ official's nonperformance of that act was as an agent
and/or employee of Arleo, who principally nonperformed the ag! through
her: agent pursuant to the BIiS Conspiracv pleaded in "23--"t'.Q^l*-"; as an
act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise pleaded in "11 "'' (,7"; which
act was performed through said agency by Arleo for the benefit as
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consideration described" in "5{ " above. The District Court seems 1,o be
holding onto the IFP application to avail itself of the tISCA-:Jr:cl {lir"
Int,et"nill Operating Procedure which requires rnanclatorv appointrnent,
of counsel for those granted IFP status in the District Court on habeasl
as an extremely inappropriate strategy to foist counsel upon
COMPLAINANT so that he cannot argue his habeas petition in the Srcl

Circuit. It is the height of bias for a district iudge to so strategize
against a party, and the act represents retaliation against;
{-){-iI\4PI,AINANT for his exercise of his lst Amendment, right i,o petit.ion
the gorzernment fbr redress of his 6th arnendment right to self-
represent.
gU On 5125123, COMPLAINANT sent a letter to Judge Nlichaei Il.
pr.rt,iurr, USDJ; who COMPLAINANT misl;akenly ,uf*"r*,L to as
"Mir:hael D. F'arbiarz"i via USPS Certified Mail, Return ll,er:t-.ipt
Retluested. The tracking number for the cerl;ified majl,
7A2A1810000155832890, on USPS.com shows that this piece of rnail
was delivered on 615123. Yet to this day, because a DNJ Oflicial
obstructed the mail as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1700 et seq., the ret,urn
receipt was never sent back to COMPLAINANT. That DNJ o{ficial
perf'ormed that act acting as an agent and/or employee of Arleo, who
principally performed the act.through her agent pursuant to the BltS
Conspir:acy pleacled in '(tg"'nGL"i as an act in furtherance of the PrItS
enterprise pleaded in " t{ I -"-" tl"i which act was performed through sqrcl
agenc)i by Arleo for the benefit as consid,eration describecl in "f!-"
above.
89 .) On 017123; COMPLAINANT sent COMPLAINANT's reph, to the
Llespondent's opposition to COiVIPLAINANT's motion for' $umrnar\r
judgment in the habeas casei to the USDC-DNJ and also to Judge
Farbiarzi both via USPS Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested. The
tracking numbers show from USPS.com: that 702018100001558327511
was clelivered to the DNJ on 6ll4l23i and that 702018100001558328811
was delivered to Jr"rdge Farbiarz on 6174123. Yet to thjs da5', because a

"DNJ Official obstructed the mail as defined by 18 U.S"C. 1700 et seq.,
the r:eturn r:eceipt was never sent back to COMPLAINANT. That DN,l
official perfnrmed that act acting as an agent and/or emplovee of Ar:leo,
who principally perfbrmed the act through her agent pursuant to l,he
BIiS Conspiracy pleaded in ufTr-tt6Lt'i as an act in furtherance of the
t3RS enter:prise pleaded in '< \l ":t 6{t'i which act was perforrnett lhr:orig}r
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said agency by Arleo fbr the benefit as consid.eration describecl in "-f3"
al:orie.
gl.) COMPI.,AINANT received a return receipt in the clue cgurse of
mail fTom COMPLAINANT's parcel to the DNJ described in "-!-]' above
as ar:ticle number 70201810000155832753. The tracking number fcx: tl're
certified rnail associated with this return receipt, on I-ISPS.corn shows
that; it rvas delivered to the Clerk of the Court on 6114123. However. a
Dhi"I official wrote the false deliverv date "6115123" on the retunr
r:eceipt, knowing the falsity of that misrepresentation at the tirne it was
made, ancl sent it to COMPI-,AINANT through the mails, intending f'or"

{-rL}LI}IAINANT to rely upon it. That DNJ official performed t,}rat nct
acbing as an agent and/or employee of Arleo, who principallv perfr:rmed
the act of 18 USC 1343 through her agent pursuant to the IIRS
Conspirac5' pleacled in u{-Kr:;6L"; as an act in furtherance of fhe BllS
enterprise pleaded in rr l l rr''$!,-:'; which act was performed thror-rgh s41ri
agency hy Arleo for the benefit as consideration described in "59"
.rbove.
g5-.) On 6127123, COMPLAINANT sent a service copy of
COMPLAINANT's petition for Mandamus, Appeal No. 23-218S (tlSCA-
ilrd Cir.) to Judge Michael E. Farbiarz, IJSDJ via USP.S Cer:tified MaiI,
l?veturn ll,eceipt Requested. The tracking number for the cer:tified mail,
70201810000155832876, on USPS.com shows that this piece of mail
\^/as delivered on 6130123. Yet to this dry, because a DNJ Official
obstr:ucted the mail as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1700 et ser1., the ret,urn
receipt was never sent back to COMPLAINANT. That DNJ off.icial
performed that act acting as an agent and/or employee of Arleo. r,vho

principa|ly performed the act through her agent pursuant to the BRIi
Or:nspiracy lrleacled in "59"'''.9'i as an act in furtherance of the P,R'':q

enter:prise plead,ecl in "ql "-" 65"i which act u,as performecl tirrou;4h qal,t
agency by Arleo for the benefit as consideration describecl in "5ti"
above.
83- ) An 6123123, COMPIAINANT sent COMPI.,AINANII's application
Lr: proceecl IFP in the mandamus proceeding d.escribed in "-ffi" to Judge
h'licha.el Fl. I'arbran:z USDJ via IISPS Certified Mail, Pr.etr-rrn Receipt
Requested" The tracking number for the certi{ied nrail,
70201810000155832775,on USPS.com shows that this piece of majl was
delivered on7l5l23. Yet to this dry, because a DNJ Official obstructed
the rnail as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1700 et seq., the return receipt was
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never sent back to COMPLAINANT. That DNJ official performeil that
nct acting as an agent; and/or employee of Arleo, who principally
perfcrrmecl 1;he act through her agent pursuant to the BRS Conspiracy
pleadetl rn "5K''"eL"; as an act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise
pleadecl ir, "-1L"-" 6{"; which act was performed thr:ough said agency by
Arleo for the benefit as consideration describe d rn" FK" above.
9,.] .) ON 7131123, COMPLAINANT SCNt COMPI,AI}JAhJT'S
supl:lernental declaration in support of COMPI-,AINANT's petition for
nranclainns at Appeal No. 23-2188 to Judge E'arbtarz via USPS certifiecl
mail. The tracking number for the certified" nrail
7A201810000155833217, on USPS.com shows, to this day, that the piece
of mail is "moving through network" and at a USPS processing facility,
Liecause a DNJ official intercepted the mail thereat and obstructed th.e
mail as clefinecl by 18 U.S.C. 1700 et seq. That DN.I official performed
tbat act act,ing as an agent and/or employee of Arleo, u,ho principally
performed the act through her agent pursuant to the BRS Oonspir:aca,
pleatled in "5Z"-"6L1'; as an act in furtherance of the BRS enterprise
pleaded, in "3-lj'-"6:'; which act was performed through saicl agenr:3r by
Ar:leo for t,]re benefit as consicLeration described in " 55--" a.bove"

Notrn'ithstanding this, the document was entered onto the tlocket on
'8110123; and COMPLAINANT received a return receipL from this piece
of'rnail in the due course of mail, which claims that it was cleliver:ed on
8lr0l2:3.
gg.j rt" pattern of facts in "6L"-"87-" above show that one or nrore
[-]N"T officials have a custom or policy of colluding wit]r one {}r lnore
{ LSPS officials to intercept mail at USPS processing fncilitiesi ancl
thereafter to tamper with and obstruct the mails, by interference with
the certified mail and return receipt procedures for tracking of parcels.
Numerous DNJ Official have availed themselves of this custom or policy
vvith the wilful, knowing intention of obstructing COMP LAINANT's
habeas pror:eeding and related civil proceeding. 'fhose DhlJ ollicials
performed those acts as agents and/or employees of Arleo, r,vhcr

principally perfbrmed the acts through her agents pursuant to the BRS
bon*pi"acy plead,ed in "581:'eL"; as an act in furtherance of the BtiS
r:rrLerlrrise pleacled in "1\1''' 6S;'i which act was performed thi'ough s;rlct
agenc\/ bv Arleo for the benefit as consideration described in '''W--"

l.rhrnre .
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.91 .l On or about July 28, 2022, for the benefit of the nominatiorr
described in u 5i{u above offered as consideration therefbr, Arleo
l-rerf'oi:med tJre act in her office as the senior district iudge of l,he tJSllC"
ill,lJ ldervark Vicinage, of deliberately refusing to dispose of the cross-
clairns of James Galfy in the action "McGillvary v Galfy et al" Dkb. No.
2:21'1712I-cv-MCA-CLW; with the intention of retaliating ag:r,inst;
COMPI,AINANT for his exercise of his 1st Amendment ltight, tcr

Fetition the government for redress and also to obstruct, his Due
,)roce ss Rights under the 5th and 14th Amendmenbs in cliscover:v of'the
financial records he sought to discover with that actioni knor,ving and
intending that COMPLAINANT would incur the cost of tlre appeal nt
"McGillvary v Galfy et al" USCA-3rd Cir. App. No. 23-2188 without
obtaining any relief which result was but for Arleo's such act fbr: the
benefit as consideration d"escribed, in "58''. Arleo engagecl in this
r:anduc1, of'violating N.J.S.A. 2C:27-2,-10,-11 in furtherance of the F,IiFl
flnterpr:ise and as a coconspirator of the BRS Conspiracy actingr as an
agent thereofl which are predicate acts as parL of a patbern of
racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 in furtherance of t;he

BRS lr)nterprise pleaded in rr t'lL{ rr in violation of I 8 Il.S.C . 7gf;2.
?-Z.i On March 3I, 2023, COMPLAINANT filed a motion uncler Rule:^---:-
u7(b) Lo perpetuate the testimony of James Galfy in the action
"Mc(iillvary v Galfy et al" Dkt. No. 2:21-I7121-cv-MCA-CLW under
Iluie T'i(b). During the period from March 31, 2A23 until October: 10,

2023, Arleo and Waldor acted in concert with each other to delav 1,he

clisposition of the motion with the intention of retaliating against
COIVIPLAINANT for his exercise of his lst Amendment Right to
Fctjl,ion t he government for redress and also to obstruct his l)r"rr:

Process Rights under the 5th and 14th Amendments in discoverv of the
financial records he sought to discover with that actioni knowing and
intending that COMPLAINANT would incur the cost of the appeal of
that decision and the cost of further proceeclings on Petition under lluie
27G) hr,rt for their intentional and calculated delav' and r.r'ould be
pr:ejrrclicercl in his due process rights by the delay of l;he reqr"rested
deposition, which result was but for Waldor's such act for the benefit as

consideration described in rr.F) rr. Waldor and Arleo engaged jn this
conduct of violating N.J.S.A. 2C:27-2,,'10,-11 in furtherance of the RRS
Enterprise and as coconspirators of the BRS Conspiracy acting as
agents thereofi which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of
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racketeering activity as defined by 18 U.S.C. 1961 jn frrrtherance of ther

tlRS ltrnterprise pleaded in rr Liuf rr in violation of 18 tI.S.O . 1962.

?-L I On or about October 70,2023, for the benefit of the nominat,ion
described in rr5? rr above offered as consid"eration therefor, Waldor
performed the act in her office as magistrate judge of the IJSIIC-DNJ
I{ewar"k \risinage, of refusing to allow the deposition to perpetuate tire
testimonS' of James Galfy in the action "McGillvary v Galfy e1; ai" Dkt.
No. 2:21'17I21-cv-MCA-CLW; with the intention of retaliating against
CON{PI,AINANT for his exercise of his 1st Amenclment Itight to
Pr:t;jt,ion the government for redress and also to obstruct his l)ue
Process Rights under the 5th and 14th Amendments in cliscovery of the
iinancial records he sought to discover with that actioni hnowing and
inbending that COMPLAINANT would incur the cost of the appeal of
that ilecision and rvould be prejudiced in his clue process r:ights irv the
delav of the requested deposition, which result was but fcry Wnldor's
such act for the benef-it as consideration described in "-5*?-". Waiclor'
r:rrgaged jn this conduct of violating N.J.S.A. 2(::27'2,-lil,"l I in
{url,herance of the BRS Enterprise and as a coconspirator of the I3RS
Conspiracy acting as an agent thereofi which are predicate acLs :rs; part
of a patter:n of racketeering activity as defined by 13 U.S.C" 1961 in
furtherance of the BRS Enterprise pleaded in ttt{t"t tt in violation of 18
U.S.C" 19€t2.

ROBERT' MENENDEZ CORRUPTLY NOMINATING F'ENERA],
JUNGF]S
T-.) On COMPLAINANT's information and belief, On a clate ancl time
which will be ascertained through discovery, Robert A Kirsch ("Kirsch")
went to Chiang Mai Thailand with John Doe l- , a member of the bid
rigging syndicate conspiracyi for the purpose of solicitirrg rninors to
engagcr in sexuaL acts. Whilst there, John Doe f{- created phot,ogr:aphs
of Kirsch engaged in sexual acts with a chilcl, which CSAM was
thereafter used as blackmail to coerce compliance from Kirsch in his
decisions made from the bench. Kirsch alluded to t,his chilcl s€rx

trafficking in Chiang Mai, in a conversation with juror Joshua Gutl<in
on the record in a courtroom during voir dire on or about4l2l19 b5'

asliing {lutkin jf he hacl been to Chiang Mai, accompaniecl by }fi rsch's
ieru'd f.acial expressions, conspiratorial tone. and simulation of coitus
with his fingers. John Doe L1 conferred with Nicholas Scutar:i ancl

Kirsch on or about l\J?'ttg-i which date will be ascertainecl with
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cer:tainty through discovery, and the 3 conferred, and had a meeting of
th+: rninds, and agreecl with each other that Kirsch would accept Lhe
benefit of .Iohn Doe I 's forbearance from publishing the blackmaii
CSAft'I photographs of Kirsch engaged in sexual acts rvith a chilti tcr

prosecuting authorities or Kirsch's family, in as consideration for Kirsch
ratifving the acts of and joining the bid rigging syndicate conspii:acy,
and accepting appointment to the NJ State Benchi and thereafter using
his iudir:ial office to further the interests of the bid rigging slrncliczrtc:
enterprise by issuing mlings and performing actions bhat conlorrn to
the demands placed upon him by members of the bid rigging synclicate
coconspirators. To this end, on or about December 23, 2009, Scutari dicl,
fbr saicl benefit as consideration, use his office to lrersuade bhen-
(iovernor Jon Corzine to nominate Kirsch to the NJ State bench. zrnd
therrerafter: used his office in the Senate Judiciary Committeer to approrre
of Kirsch's ap;rointment on l lTlLOat 10AM; in violation of IIJSA 2C:27-
2."10.-l1l which are predicate acts as part of a pattern of racketeqrl4g
activity as derfined by I B IISC 1961 in furtherance of the &g{-
enterprise pk:acled" in <t\1 tt't;6;t' in violation of 18 USC 1962.
?"1 ) On COMPI-,AINANT's information and belief, At a rlate in 2016 to
be cleter"mined through discovery, all members of the Rid rigging
svndicate enterprise at that point associated-in-fact met with each ol,her
and agreed to confer with Robert A Kirsch to offer hirn the services of
the tsid rigging syndicate enterprise in advising the NJ Governor tc
reappointi and in the NJ Governor's case, causing the reappointrne+nt; o{:i

Kirsch as a Judge of the NJ Superior Court for a another 7 year terrn ai;
l:eriefit as crinsiderat;ion for: Kirsc]r's accepting of COMPL,AINA.Id']''s
criminal case for the purpose of prosecuting COMPLAINANT fr:orn tire:

bench, and making rulings and decisions in the case with the purpose
and knowing, wilful intention of discrediting COMPLAINANT' ancl
falsely convicting him. All members of the Bid rigging syndicate
t:nlerpris;e at Lhat point associatetl-in-fact; also offerecl Kirsch thtrl., if he
was sllccessful in doing so, the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise wouid
also provide the benefit of their services in causing U.S. Senator Rol:eir:t

Menendez, who was an unregistered foreign agent, to advise any
Fresiclent of the United States currently in office at the time, to appoir"rt
Kirsch as a District Judge in the District of New Jersey whenever there
was a vilcancy fbr that office. All members of the Bid rigging synrlicat;e
enterpr:ise at that point associated-in-fact did, in fact, so confer with
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Kirschi rvho accepterl the offers knowing they were offered a-q benefit aE:

r:onsideration fbr his performance or nonperformance of :rcl,ions. and
thereb5' became associated in fact with the Bid rigging svndicate
ei:t,erpt:ise ilnd a person acbing as part of said enterprise. 'llo this encl. on
or about November 7, 2016, Scutari did, for said benefit as
consideration, use his office to persuade then-governor Chris Christie to
nominate l{irsch to the NJ State bench and thereafter used his offlice irr
the Senabe Judiciary Committee to approve of Kirsch's reappointnrent
on 12112116 at 2pmi in violation of NJSA 2C:27'2,-10,-11; which:rre
pveciicabe act,s as part of a pattern of lacketeering activity as clefined bry

lB USO 1961 in furtherance of the W-enterprise pleadecl in "!L:l-
" 6V' in violation of 18 USC 1962.
?J .l On COMPIAII{ANT's information ancl belief, At a date in 2018 to
be determined through discovery, all members of the llid riggirrg
slyndical,e enterprise at that point associated-jn-fact met with each other
ancl agreed to confer with Karen Cassidy to off'er her the sei'vices of the
Uid rigging syndicate enterprise in advising the NJ Governor to
appointl and in the NJ Governor's case, causing the appointment ofi
Cassidy as a Judge of the NJ Superior Court for an additional 5 yeav:

term as benefit as consideration for Cassidy's re-assignment of
COMPLAINANT's criminal case to Robert A Kirsch for the pur:pose of
him prosecuting COMPLAII'{ANT from the bench, and making mlings
ancl decisions in the case with the purpose and knowing. rviJful
intention of discrediting COMPLAINANT and falsely convicting him.
Ail members of the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise at that, point
associated-in"fact did, in f'act, so confer with Cassidyi rvho accepterd the
offet: l<irowing it was offered as benefit as consideration for: hei:
performance or nonperformance of actions. and thereby became
associated in fact with the Bid rigging syndicate enterprise and a
perison acting as part of said enterprise.
Orr or about J_tLLttg, COMPI-,AINANT's case in the NJ Sr-rperior.
Court was re-assigned by Karen Cassidy to Robert A Kirsch.
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STATE OF NQL,Y Jgrgegt
:SS

COUNTY Mes-cB-r-

IN WITNESS WHEREFORE, I, Caleb McGillvary, declare under
penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1746 that the foregoing
statements are true and accurate to the best of my belief and
knowl- and have hereunto set my hand and seals

this

edge
/ TDl

h day of btcFnBr"ft 20Z1>t
WITNESS:

(
CaIeb lvary

BE Ir REMEMBERED that on this &fday of l>u-,n-lrp"- I

20>2, personally appeared before me Caleb McGiIlvary, after
being duty sworn, did depose and say that they executed the
attached Complaint to the Federal Elections Commission pursuant
to 52 U.S.C" 30109(a) ( 1), 11 C.F.R. 111 .4(a) of their own free
will and volition and understood its contents.

NOTAR UBLIC

My Commission Expires: JOHAilA

)
Gommlrlm $tn2a2E
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Caleb L. McGillvary, Pro Se
#1 222665 / SBr#1 0231 7G NJSP
PO Box 861 Trenton, NJ 08625

\Emffi4L( ,20U
Federal Elections Commission
1 050 First Street NE
Washington, DC 20463

RE: Caleb L. McGillvary v. Robert Menendez et aI.
Complaint No.

Dear Federal Elections Commission',

Please find enclosed and file the original of my complaint

of misconduct and violation of the Federal Elections Laws

pursuant to 52 U.S.C. 30109(a)(1), 11 C.F.R. 111.4(a).

Pl-ease stamp the enclosed copy "Fi1ed" and send it back

to me in the enclosed sel-f-addressed stamped envelope.

Kind Regards,f
Caleb L. GiIIvary
fn Proprj-a Persona

ENCL:
CC: FILE
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