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A. PRELIMINARY ISSUES AND 
STATEMENT OF CULPABILITY 
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1. PARTIES 

Plaintiff 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD - 24 Washington Valley Road, Morristown, NJ 07960: 973 876 2877: 

DRRICHARDKAUL@GMAIL.COM ("KAUL") 

Defendants 

FEDERATION STATE MEDICAL BOARDS -400 Fuller Wiser Rd, Suite 300, Euless, TX 76039 
("FSMB") 

CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED EDUCATION FOR PHYSICIANS - 222 NORTH PERSON STREET 
RALEIGH, NC 27601-1067 ("CPEP") 

ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY - 2775 SANDERS ROAD, NORTH PLAZA, NORTHBROOK, IL 
60062-6127 ("ALLSTATE"). 

CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE-46 Corey Lane, Mendham, NJ 07960 ("CHRISTIE"). 

DANIEL STOLZ- 60 Christy Drive, Warren, NJ 07059-6833 ("STOLZ"), 

ROBERT HEARY-1 Bay Avenue, Suite 5, Montclair, NJ 07042 ("HEARY"). 

JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON-44 DOVER STREET, ASHEVILLE, NC 28804-2557 - SUBDIVISION 
NAME: COUNTRY CLUB VILLAS OF ASHEVILLE. 

828 505 0885 - iamessolomon@gmail.com ("SOLOMON") - The corrupted New Jersey 
lawyer/administrative law judge who presided over the administrative law proceedings (April 9 
to June 28, 2013) and whose December 13, 2013, signed opinion/order 'rubber-stamped' The 
Kaul Cases conspiracy (commenced in 2005) that caused the illegal license revocation and all 
the consequent injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property. 
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2. PRE-JARKESY AND TOPER REFERENCED CASES OF 'THE KAUL 
CASES' 

Kl: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364-CLOSESD 

K2: KAUL v CHRISTIE IT AL: 18-CV-08086-CLOSED 

K3: KAUL v SCHUMER ET AL: 19-CV-13477-CLOSED 

K4: KAUL v STOLZ: 18-01489-CLOSED 

KS: KAUL v FEDERATION IT AL: 19-CV-3050-CLOSED 

Kll-2: KAUL v BOSTON PARTNERS ET AL: 21-CV-10326-CLOSED 

Kll-3: KAUL v ALLSTATE ET AL: 21-CV-00736-CLOSED 

Kll-7: KAUL v ICE ET AL: 21-CV-6992-CLOSED 

Kll-8: KAUL v PACE: 23-CV-00955-CLOSED 

Kll-10: KAUL v ICE ET AL: 23-CV-2016-CLOSED 

Kll-14: KAUL v FEDERATION ET AL: 23-CV-22325-CLOSED 

Kll-15: KAUL v CHRISTIE/MURPHY: 23-CV-22582-CLOSED 

Kll-17: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672-CLOSED 

Kll-18: KAUL v OETKEN: 23-CV-00185-CLOSED 

Kll-19: KAUL v TEXAS MEDICAL BOARD ET AL: 24-CV-00163-STAYED 

Kll-20: KAUL v FEDERATION: CASE NO. PENDING 

Kll-22: KAUL v BCBSA ET AL: 23-CV-01688-OPEN 
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3. JURISDICTION+ VENUE 

General: 

28 U.S.C. § 1331- Plaintiff's allegations arise pursuant to Section 1983 claims of violations of 
Plaintiff Kaul's Constitutional rights and U.S.C. § 1964(a)(b)(c)(d) and 1962. 
U.S.C. § 1337- Plaintiff's allegations allege violations of an Act of Congress regulating 
commerce and monopolies. 
28 U.S.C. § 1332(d)(2)(A) - Plaintiff is a citizen of a different state to certain Defendants and the 
aggregate amount in controversy exceeds seventy-five thousand dollars ($75,000). 

Personal: 

The Court has personal jurisdiction over all Defendants, as each Defendant has transacted 
business, maintained substantial contacts, and/or committed acts in furtherance of the illegal 
scheme and conspiracy throughout the United States, including in this district. The scheme and 
conspiracy have been directed at and have had the intended effect of causing injury to persons 
residing in, located in, or doing business throughout the United States including this District. 
This Court also has personal jurisdiction over all Defendants pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(k)(1)(A) 
because they would be subject to a court of general jurisdiction in Texas. 

Venue: 

28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(1) -A civil action may be brought in (1) a judicial district in which any 
defendant resides, if all defendants are residents of the State in which the district is located and 
(2) a judicial district in which a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the 
claim occurred, or a substantial part of property that is the subject of the action is situated. 

Plaintiff Kaul's denial of his application for licensure in the State of Texas was based on the 
illegal 2012/2014 suspension/revocation of his New Jersey license, and constitutes a "new 
racketeering injury" within the jurisdiction of the Western District of Texas, that confers on 
Plaintiff Kaul the right to sue in the United States District Court for the Western District of 
Texas. 
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4. EXHIBITS 

JUNE 2014: ARTICLES REGARDING DEFENDANT CHRISTIE'S QUID PRO QUO SCHEMES WITH NJ 
'POLITICAL BOSS' AND PERSON INDICTED ON JUNE 13, 2024, GEORGE NORCROSS-EXHIBIT 8 

APRIL 21, 2017: ORDER BY THE AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF NEUROLOGICAL SURGEONS 
PUBLICLY CENSURING THE KAUL CASES DEFENDANT FOR LYING UNDER OATH AS AN EXPERT IN 
A MEDICAL MALPRACTICE CASE. PLAINTIFF KALIL'S LICENSE REVOCATION WAS BASED ON THE 
TESTIMONY OF THE KAUL CASES DEFENDANTS GREGORY PRZYBYLSKI AND ANDREW KAUFMAN 
-EXHIBIT13 

JUNE 30, 2017: OPINION IN Kl OF U.S.D.J. KEVIN MCNULTY, OPINING THAT 2014 REVOCATION 
WAS LEGAL AND PROCEEDING WAS CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH DUE PROCESS 
CLAUSES OF CONSTITUTION AND PLAINTIFF KAUL WAS PROVIDED THE "FULL PANOPLY OF DUE 
PROCESS RIGHTS" - EXHIBIT 7 

OCTOBER 1, 2019: COMPLAINT EXCERPT IN KS REGARDING UNCONSTITUTIONALITY/ILLEGALITY 
OF ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESS OF PHYSICIAN LICENSE REVOCATION - EXHIBIT 6 

MAY 11. 2020: ARTICLES PUBLISHED ON INTERNET BY PLAINTIFF KAUL REGARDING TOXICITY OF 
SO CALLED COVID 'VACCINE' - EXHIBIT 16 

FEBRUARY 1, 2022, TO MARCH 9, 2023: ARTICLES AND LEGAL SUBMISSION REGARDING 
DEFENDANT FSMB'S-STATE MEDICAL BOARDS ("FEDERATION CARTEL") MAFIA-LIKE TACTICS OF 
LICENSE REVOCATION AND FREE SPEECH SUPPRESSION AGAINST PHYSICIANS WHO 
WROTE/SPOKE ABOUT THE LETHAL TOXICITY OF THE SO CALLED COVID 'VACCINE' - EXHIBIT 17 

SEPTEMBER 12, 2022: ORDER IN Kll-17 BY DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT JAMES PAUL OETKEN 
PURPORTEDLY INJUNCTING PLAINTIFF KAUL FROM FILING ANY FURTHER ACTIONS IN THE 
UNITED STATES DISATRICT COURT WITHOUT HIS PERMISSION - EXHIBIT 12 

SEPTEMBER 13, 2022: ADMISSION BY DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT OETKEN AS TO HIS QUID PRO 
QUO WITH Kll-7 DEFENDANTS TO ISSUE A PURPORTED ANTI-FILING INJUNCTION AGAINST 
PLAINTIFF KAUL- EXHIBIT 19 

MAY 16 TO JUNE 6. 2023: COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN PLAINTIFF KAUL AND DEFENDANT 
CPEP - EXHIBIT 14 

MARCH 13, 2024: ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN IN Kll-17- EXHIBIT 5 

MARCH 15, 2024: ORDER IN Kll-7 BY Kll-18 DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT JAMES PAUL OETKEN 
THREATENING TO HOLD PLAINTIFF KAUL IN CONTEMPT UNLESS HE DISMISSES Kll-17 BY 
MARCH 29, 2024- EXHIBIT 11 
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APRIL 11, 2024: DENIAL OF PLAINTIFF KALIL'S APPLICATION FOR TEXAS LICENSURE BASED ON 
ILLEGAL 2014 NJ REVOCATION - EXHIBIT 3 

MAY 15, 2024: U.S.C.A. FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT -THE KAUL CASES DEFENDANTS ADMISSION 
OF ALL FACT IN ALL THE KAUL CASES (2016-2024). A PARTIAL TWELVE (12) PAGE COPY IS 
SUBMITTED AS THE ENTIRE THREE HUNDRED AND THREE (303) PAGE DOCUMENT IS 
SUBMITTED IN Kll-19 (D.E. 1-7) IN CONJUNCTION WITH TWO HUNDRED AND THIRTY-SIX (236) 
PAGES OF EXHIBITS OF FACT- EXHIBIT 2 

MAY 29, 2024: INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF IN U.S.C.A. IN KAUL v OETKEN (CASE NO. 24-1417) -
EXHIBIT9 

JUNE 9, 2024: RELEASE FROM PLAINTIFF KAUL REGARDING PRESIDENT TRUMP'S 'CONVICTION' 
IN A NEW YORK STATE COURT+ PLAINTIFF KALIL'S LAWSUIT AGAINST NEW YORK BASED 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT, JAMES PAUL OETKEN AND JUNE 12, 2024, LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF 
KAUL TO NYS ATTORNEY DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE REGARDING DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT 
JAMES PAUL OETKEN - EXHIBIT 18 

CONSEQUENT TO THE RELEASE, PLAINTIFF KALIL'S RELEASE PLATFORM WAS DEACTIVATED BY 
WIX.COM, A PUBLICLY TRADED CORPORATION IN WHICH SOME OF THE KAUL CASES 
DEFENDANTS HOLD SHARES. PLAINTIFF KAUL BEGAN USING THE APPLICATION IN 2015 AND 
WAS NEVER DEACTIVATED DESPITE DISTRIBUTING RELEASES RELATING TO POLITICAL/LEGAL 
EVENTS. 

JUNE 13, 2024: CRIMINAL INDICTMENT IN NJ IN WHICH DEFENDANT CHRISTIE IS IDENTIFIED AS 
A CO-CONSPIRATOR+ EXCERPT FROM JUNE 30, 2017, OPINION OF U.S.D.J. KEVIN McNULTY IN 
Kl OPINING THAT THE REVOCATION OF PLAINTIFF KALIL'S LICENSE WAS LEGAL AND 
CONDUCTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSES OF THE CONSTITUTION, AND 
THAT PLAINTIFF KAUL WAS AFFORDED "THE FULL PANOPLY OF DUE PROCESS" - EXHIBIT 7 

JUNE 14. 2024: ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE OF Kll-17: EXHIBIT 10 

JUNE 15, 2024: JUDICIAL NOTICE TO U.S.C.A. 4TH CIRCUIT RE: INVALIDITY OF JUNE 14, 2024, 
ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE OF Kll-17-EXHIBIT 4 

JUNE 17. 2024: COMPLAINT IN STATE OF KANSAS v PFIZER REGARDING CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES 
FROM SO CALLED COVID 'VACCINE' - EXHIBIT 15 

JUNE 27, 2024: SCOTUS-SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION v. JARKESY ET AL NO.22-
859 - EXHIBIT 1 

AUGUST 22, 2024: ADMISSIONS OF FACT FROM THE KAUL CASES- EXHIBIT 1 
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5. STATEMENT OF DEFENDANTS CULPABILITY 

1. The Defendants are guilty of the within levied charges, pursuant to: (i) their admission of all 
fact (Exhibit 2) except the new facts asserted in Kll-20 and; (ii) to the application of the below 
cited new intervening law to the admitted facts. This application unequivocally establishes the 
illegality of the 2014 NJ license revocation, a revocation that was the defining/determinative 
element of all The Kaul Cases Defendants defenses (2016-2024) and all the judicial opinions 
that dis missed The Kaul Cases. 

2. The Kaul Cases Defendants and certain judges did, for eight (8) years, mischaracterize and 
slander Plaintiff Kaul's claim that the revocation was a consequence of a constitutionally 
unauthorized and illegal NJ administrative law proceeding, that was perpetrated with knowing 
illegality in furtherance of a monopolistic conspiracy between Plaintiff Kaul's market 
competitors in the minimally invasive spine surgery sector, corrupt politicians and state actors 
involved in physician licensing. 

3. The June 27 and 28, 2024 SCOTUS rulings in Jarkesy and Loper (see below) as applied to the 
facts of The Kaul Cases do irrefutably establish Defendants culpability. 
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6. CONSOLIDATION OF THE KAUL CASES+ INTERESTED PARTIES 

4. In or around late 2005, certain members of The Kaul Cases Defendants commenced 
conspiring to cause the knowingly illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's NJ license, in order to 
eliminate him from the burgeoning minimally invasive spine surgery market, a market in which 
his practice was rapidly expanding consequent to his 2005 invention of the percutaneous spinal 
fusion. This procedure revolutionized the field of spine surgery, and was perceived by The Kaul 
Cases Defendants as a threat to their commercial and professional practices. 

5. The 2014 revocation proceeding was illegal ab initio, was conducted illegally, pursuant to 
Jarkesy and the Constitution and remains illegal. Consequent to the revocation, there did occur 
and continues to occur immense injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation and to 
his human/civil/constitutional rights. These violations and injuries are ongoing and with the 
passing of each day, there are "new" injuries/violations/losses, none of which have been 
remediated-rectified-recompensed. Plaintiff Kaul's license was illegally suspended on April 2, 
2012, and as of July 9, 2024, he has sustained four thousand four hundred and eighty-one 
(4.481) days of injury to his life/liberty/property/reputation. 

6. One of the issues that appears in all of the cases, other than The Kaul Cases Defendants 
"pattern of racketeering" is the illegal 2014 NJ revocation. It appears in Kll-19, Kll-20 and 
Kll-22, the three (3) pending cases, all of which Plaintiff Kaul seeks to consolidate in the 
Southern District of Texas, a court highly experienced in the central issue decided in Jarkesy on 
June 27, 2024, by SCOTUS, that being the illegality/unconstitutionality of the jury-less 
deprivation of a person's life/liberty/property by administrative agencies/persons within 
administrative tribunals/offices. 

7. But for the illegal 2014 revocation, Plaintiff Kaul would not have been caused injury (2012-
2024) to his life/liberty/property/reputation and violations of his human/civil/constitutional 
rights. 

8. The Court is aware of the INTERESTED PARTIES (D.E. 6)., persons and entities inextricably 
involved in the perpetration .of the injuries and violations and or the witnessing of the 
perpetration of the violations and injuries and or the facilitation of the conspiracy-schemes 
against Plaintiff Kaul. 

9. Plaintiff Kaul respectfully asserts that a consolidation of the pending cases, in the context of 
Jarkesy and the immense/highly particularized foundation of admitted rights violating fact of 
The Kaul Cases will replicate in medicine the constitutionally faithful systemic change caused by 
Jarkesy in finance. 
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7. BASIS FOR ALL DISTRICT STANDING 

10. Plaintiff Kaul has standing to bring suit against any/all of The Kaul Cases Defendants in any 
district court within the United States District Court, because The Kaul Cases Defendants 
caused him an illegal injury in April 2012 in all states/districts by using the US wires to 
disseminate, through the entities of the National Practitioners Data Bank and Defendant FSMB, 
Co-conspirator NCMB and all state medical boards, information regarding the knowingly 
fraudulent suspension/revocation proceedings of Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license. The 
illegality of the 2014 NJ revocation was established on June '27,2024 by SCOT US in Jarkesy. The 
NPDB became a co-conspirator in the perpetration of the racketeering schemes detailed within 
The Kaul Cases. 

11. This information, procured through fraud and fraudulent in nature/form, was entered onto 
the official record and had the immediate injurious effect of preventing Plaintiff Kaul from 
obtaining a license in any/all states/districts. 

12. Since April 2012, Plaintiff Kaul has continued to be caused injury in all states/districts 
because The Kaul Cases Defendants with Defendant FSMB being the 'central cog' of the 
conspiracy, have perpetuated the injurious effect by obstructing Plaintiff Kaul's right/ability to 
procure a license and or have his NJ license reinstated. 

13. Similarly, Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life/social 
standing/professional standing/physical standing have been injured and have continued to be 
unlawfully exacerbated, consequent to The Kaul Cases Defendants willful/knowing and illegal 
obstruction of Plaintiff Kaul's litigation and license procurement efforts in the American courts 
and state medical boards. 

14. On November 5, 2020 and then again on April 25, 2024 {Exhibit 3) Plaintiff Kaul 
affirmatively established the licensing injury in every state, and in 2024, the fact that Plaintiff 
Kaul is not in possession of a license in any state/district, including New Jersey or Texas despite 
a persistent/material/concerted effort since 2012 {Plaintiff Kaul's attempts at a 'peaceful' 
negotiation were ignored/rejected), and despite the fact that new law and new facts {see 
below) irrefutably establish that the 2012/2014 NJ suspension/revocation were/are illegal, 
DOES unequivocally establish standing in all districts. 

15. Almost all of The Kaul Cases Defendants/their lawyers have 'minimal contacts' with every 
state/district within the United States, and either benefit or have benefited from a 'stream of 
commerce' within that state/district, including Texas, and the one or two that do not, have 
used and continue to use the US wires/mail to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul and to conduct 
personal/business affairs within all states/districts of the United States. 
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B. FACTS 
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1. STATEMENT OF NEW LAW, NEW FACTS AND ADMITTED FACTS AND 
THEIR NULLIFICATIN OF ALL PRIOR FACTS AND LAW. 

16. Kll-20 is brought based upon new law and new facts that have emerged since the 
unauthorized June 14, 2024, dismissal of Kll-17 of Chief Judge Richard E. Myers 111, a jurist who 
was knowingly conflicted consequent to an appeal Plaintiff Kaul filed against him in Kll-18 in 
the U.S.C.A. for the 4th Circuit on May 6, 2024 (Case No. 24-1417). Plaintiff Kaul noticed the 
E.D.N.C. and the U.S.C.A. for the 4th Circuit as to the invalidity of the June 14, 2024, order 
(Exhibit 4). 

An element ofthe factual foundation of Kll-20 consists of material facts admitted in prior 
cases of The Kaul Cases, facts that became admitted upon The Kaul Cases Defendants failure to 
deny the facts within thirty (30) days pursuant to Rule 36 (Exhibit 1). Another element of the 
factual foundation of Kll-20 pertains to Rule 8(bl(6) and the admission of all fact within all of 
The Kaul Cases. consequent to the fact that none of The Kaul Cases Defendants denied any of 
the facts asserted in any of the Complaints (2016-2024), thus causing the facts to become 
admitted pursuant to Rule 8(bl(6) for all purposes. Rule 8(bl(6), unlike Rule 36, deems facts 
admitted for all purposes and not just the case from which the admission arises, and one of 
those purposes includes Summary Judgment. 

a. NULLIFICATION OF ALL PRIOR ADMINISTRATIVE/STATE MEDICAL 
BOARD/STATE/BANKRUPTCY/DISTRICT /APPELLATE PROCEEDINGS BY JARKESY +TOPER+ 
ADMITTED FACTS 

17. Jarkesy and Toper nullify of all legal opinions/orders/proceedings in all 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/family/district/appellate/state medical board in all states in 
the United States that occurred after April 2, 2012, and had any 
relation/association/causation/connection or another link to the illegal 2012/2014 suspension 
and revocation. 

18. The within stated corpus of new law/fact further negates/nullifies all prior opinion within 
the New Jersey administrative law proceedings (2010 to 2014) that caused the knowingly illegal 
suspension/revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's NJ license (2012/2014). 

19. It also negates/nullifies all prior opinion within the United States District Court (2016-2024) 
including the September 12, 2022, opinion-injunction of The Kaul Cases Defendant, James Paul 
Oetken, and all opinions/orders that were either based on or incorporated 
findings/opinion/orders regarding the illegal 2012 suspension and or 2014 revocation. The 2014 
revocation was the 'poisoned seed of greed-envy that spawned the poisoned tree' from which 
The Kaul Cases Defendants did eat/live for twelve (12) years. 
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b. ONGOING CAUSATION OF NEW CLAIMS, INJURIES. VIOLATIONS AND DAMAGES. 

20. The filing of new claims based on new facts/law and ongoing/"new" offenses and injuries is 
pursuant to Jarkesy/Loper/ Lawlor v. National Screen Service Corp .• 349 U.S. 322 
(1955)/Sedir'na. S/P.R.L. v. lmrex Co .• Inc .• 473 U.S. 479 (1985)/Agency Holding v. Malley-Duff. 
483 U.S. 143 (1987)/Continuing Violations Doctrine/Bodner v. Banque Paribas 114 F.Supp.2d 
117 (2000). 

RELEVANT CHRONOLOGY: 

c. JUNE 28, 2024: 22-451 LOPER BRIGHT ENTERPRISES ET AL v. RAIMONDO SECRETARY OF 
COMMERCE ET AL. ARGUED JANUARY 17, 2024-DECIDED JUNE 28. 2024: 
21. The overruling of the Chevron doctrine of deference in Loper is of immense relevance to the 
power of a district court to reverse an administrative-agency action, particularly in light of the 
ruling in Jarkesy, as to the unconstitutionality of administratively based license revocations/civil 
penalties. Throughout The Kaul Cases, an element of the relief sought by Plaintiff Kaul has been 
to have the district court order The Kaul Cases Defendant, New Jersey Board of Medical 
Examiners to reinstate his NJ license, a license the illegal revocation of which was a 
consequence of admitted facts of, amongst other things, bribery/perjury/public 
corruption/fraud/evidential tampering/witness tampering/judicial corruption. The Loper 
holding empowers this district court to grant Plaintiff Kaul this relief. 

d. JUNE 27, 2024: 22-859 SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION v. JARKESY ET AL. 
ARGUED NOVEMBER 29, 2023-DECIDED JUNE 27. 2024 (Exhibit 1): 

22. SCOTUS concurred with the U.S.C.A. for the Fifth Circuit in finding that the revocation of 
Respondent Jarkesy's trading licenses and imposition of civil monetary penalties by an in-house 
administrative 'judge' and agency, absent an Article Ill independent judge/jury, did violate the 
Constitution and Respondent's Constitutional Rights. SCOTUS affirmed the judgment of the 
U.S.C.A. for the Fifth Circuit and remanded the case to the U.S.D.C. for the Southern District of 
Texas for proceedings consistent with the opinion. 1 

23. In the Kll-17 Complaint, Plaintiff Kaul set forth a fact pattern that mirrors and indeed 
exceeds that within the Jarkesy case, in that Plaintiff Kaul was subjected in a period from at 

1 In Kll-17 on April 30, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul judicially noticed the E.D.N.C. of the May 18, 2022, 
opinion of the U.S.C.A. for the 5th Circuit, of the pending SCOTUS decision and of its likely 
invalidation of the illegal 2014 NJ license revocation (Kll-17: D.E. 103). However, in his June 14, 
2024, dismissal with prejudice of Kll-17, Chief Judge Myers failed to analyze the effect of the 
5th Circuit ruling and the potential effect of the SCOTUS ruling. Chief Judge Myers ought to have 
simply waited for the June 27, 2024, SCOTUS decision, which, as Plaintiff Kaul stated, affirmed 
the decision of the 5th Circuit. Instead, Chief Judge Myers bewilderingly dismissed the case with 
prejudice, knowing that the new law would and does substantiate the filing of new claims. 
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least 2012 to 2024 of admitted ongoing and "new" violations of his human/civil/constitutional 
rights and injuries to his life/liberty/property/reputation, on a felonious scale (Exhibit 1). 

24. The facts admitted within Kll-17 caused the district court to enter an ORDER FOR 
DISCOVERY PLAN on March 13, 2024 (Exhibit 5) and these admitted facts in conjunction with 
the Kll-20 "new'' facts, as interpreted pursuant to Jarkesy, do substantiate in Kll-20 the 
issuance of a Rule 26 Order, as was issued properly by Chief Judge Myers on March 13, 2024, in 
Kll-17. The legal correctness of the issuance of the March 13, 2024, order is consistent with 
the SCOTUS ruling in Jarkesy. in that the district court's dismissal of the case constituted an 
error that resulted in the case being remanded. 

From 2012, Plaintiff Kaul has been asserting that the NJ administrative persons/agencies 
perpetrated suspension-revocation of his license stemmed from an unconstitutional/illegal 
configuration of the mechanism of physician regulation (Exhibit 6), was illegally conducted and 
was/is illegal. And now in 2024 in Jarkesy SCOTUS has validated Plaintiff Kaul's assertions, all of 
which however were dismissed and denounced as "implausible-conspiratorial-harassing
frivolous-unreasonably burdensome-vexatious-oppressive-impermissibly order violating
procedurally premature-legally unsubstantiated-unentitled-irrelevant-legally foundationless
unauthorized-bizarre-invalid-far-fetched-flawed-non-viable-unjustified-discovery scope 
violating-blatantly order violating-intentionally order violating-improper-unnecessarily 
delaying-needlessly cost incurring-unreasonably excessive-voluminous-repetitive
complicated-ambiguous-unclear-abusive-unreasonable-incoherent-speculative-sweepingly 
broad-imaginary-redundant-repetitive-repugnant-unsupported-illusory-scandalous-'boot
strapping'-'bad-faith'-acriminous-non-productive" by The Kaul Cases Defendants and less than 
ten (10) of the six hundred and seventy-seven (677) district judges in the United States District 
Court. This group is now associated with the wrong minority view, and will forever be, unless 
the due process-impartial tribunal rights/clauses within the Constitution are repealed. 

25. The following section. although not comprising new facts and being an excerpt from Kll-17, 
is inserted here due to its probity to the relevance/application of Jarkesy to the events 
surrounding the 2014 illegal license revocation and to the outcome of Kll-20, which Plaintiff 
Kaul respectfully asserts will be guided by the SCOTUS ruling in Jarkesy. 

e. NULLIFICATION OF DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT OETKEN'S Kll-7 SEPTEMBER 12, 2022 
'INJUNCTION' BY JUNE 27, 2024, SCOTUS OPINION IN JARKESY 

26. The illegality of the April 9, 2012/March 24, 2014, suspension/revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's 
NJ license was finally and indisputably established on June 27, 2024, by the SCOTUS ruling in 
Jarkesy. and is analogized by Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-19 with the November 29, 2023, Jarkesy ruling 
of the U.S.C.A. for the Fifth Circuit (Kll-19: D.E.1). Kll-18 Defendant-Respondent Oetken's 
Kll-7 September 12, 2022 'order-injunction' was based, as were all of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants defenses/judicial opinions (2016-2024) on the illegal April 9, 2012/March 24, 2014, 
suspension/revocation. For example, Defendant-Respondent Oetken states in his knowingly 
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fraudulent Kll-7 September 12, 2022, opinion/order of dismissal and purported injunction 
(Exhibit 19): 

"This case is another chapter in a long saga of repetitive. frivolous lawsuits prose Plaintiff 
Richard Arjun Kaul has brought against numerous defendants regarding revocation of his 
license to practice medicine." Kaul v. Fed'n of State Med. Boards, 21-CV-57, 2021 WL 
6550884, at *1 (N.D. Tex. Sept. 17, 2021), report and recommendation adopted, 21-CV-57, 
2022 WL 171294 (N.D. Tex. Jan. 19, 2022) ... From the date of this Opinion and Order. Plaintiff 
Kaul is barred from filing in any United States district court any action. motion. petition. 
complaint. or request for relief against any of the Defendants named in this litigation that 
relates to or arises from Ii) the denial of his medical license; (ii) subsequent litigation 
proceedings initiated by the Defendants here before the date of this Order; (iii) subsequent 
litigation proceedings initiated by Plaintiff Kaul before the date of this Order; without first 
obtaining leave from this Court. Any motion for leave must include the caption "Request for 
Permission to File under Filing Injunction" and must be submitted to the Pro Se Intake Unit of 
this Court along with Plaintiff Kaul's proposed filings." 

27.The tyrannical illegality and life-ending potential of Defendant-Respondent-Oetken's 
purported 'injunction' is exposed for just that in the light of SCOTUS in Jarkesy. He attempted to 
foreclose Plaintiff Kaul from ever holding accountable those who knowingly committed the 
crime of illegally revoking his license and maliciously causing twelve (12) years-plus of injury to 
his life/liberty/property/reputation and twelve (12) years-plus of violations of his 
human/civil/constitutional rights. The extremis of such malfeasance is explained by nothing 
except that of a judicially perverted state-of-mind and bribery/public corruption, the latter 
felonies to which he has twice already admitted. 

28. The judicial profession is sworn to the Constitution with no allegiance to individual judges, 
and Plaintiff Kaul asserts with the greatest respect for Chief Judge Myers that he had an 
absolute obligation to his oath and the Constitution to have examined the serious 
allegations/facts in Kll-18, facts that are now nonetheless admitted. Had Chief Judge Myers 
applied the same public corruption standard that he applied as a US Attorney, Kll-17/Kll-18 
would have been advanced into discovery, but he did not, and in failing to do so, did effectively 
state that he holds the public tp a higher standard than judges, governors and other public 
servants, particularly the corrupt ones. 

29. Regardless, prior to June 27, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul had established that Defendant
Respondent Oetken's September 12, 2022 'order-injunction' was a 'Fraud on the Court', the 
evidence/facts of which Plaintiff Kaul submitted within Exhibits 7 /14 of the Kll-17 Complaint 
filed on November 20, 2023, in the E.D.N.C. (Kll-17: D.E. 1-7 + 1-14). This corpus of 
evidence/fact were part of Chief Judge Myers' consideration in the issuance of the March 13, 
2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN. The correctness of Chief Judge Myers March 13, 2024, 
action has been vindicated by the June 27, 2024, SCOTUS ruling in Jarkesy. The April 9, 
2012/March 24, 2014, suspension/revocation were/are illegal as were and are all consequent 
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injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property and violations of his human/civil/constitutional 
rights (2012-2024). 

30, It was The Kaul Cases Defendants corruption/harassment/intimidation (2016-2024) of 
certain district court judges within the United States District Court that caused the rendering of 
false opinion based principally on the illegal April 9, 2012/March 24, 2014, 
suspension/revocation. In fact, U.S.D.J. Kevin McNulty. the brother-in-law of The Kaul Cases 
Defendant, Senator Charles Schumer, a politician engaged for decades in quid pro quo schemes 
with the banking-insurance industry, did in his June 30, 2017, order dismissing Kl (Kl: D.E. 200) 
state the following in regard to the 2012/2014 suspension/revocation (Exhibit 7): 
"But the state afforded Dr. Kaul the full panoply of due process rights during the disciplinary 
proceedings ... The disciplinary proceedings possessed virtually all the usual and expected 
safeguards, and therefore the probative value of allegations that additional safeguards could 
have been provided is very low. E.g., Matthews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 334-35 (1976)" 

31. The knowing falsity of U.S.D.J. Kevin McNulty's June 30, 2017, opinion is highlighted by 
Jarkesy. as U.S.D.J. McNulty could not have but known that the administrative board 
proceedings provided none of the due process protections mandated by the Constitution, and 
as detailed in Jarkesy. McNulty, in seeking to validate Defendant Solomon's knowingly 
fraudulent December 13, 2013 'opinion', did quote substantial sections of it within his equally 
fraudulent June 30, 2017, opinion, and used one fraud to buttress another fraud. This theme of 
perpetuating a knowing fraud from one legal proceeding to another was further exemplified by 
Defendant-Respondent Oetken in his September 12, 2022 'opinion-order-injunction' (Exhibit 
g): 

"Plaintiff Kaul has never received any relief in these cases. District courts in the District of 
New Jersey have dismissed some. See, e.g., Kaul v. Christie, 16-CV-2364, 2019 WL 920815 
(D.N.J. Feb. 22, 2019) (McNulty, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Kaul v. Christie, 372 F. Supp. 
3d 206 (D.N.J. Feb. 25, 2019) (McNulty, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Kaul v. Christie, No. 
16-CV-2364, 2019 WL 13176430, at •4 (D.N.J. July 29, 2019) (Martinetti, J.) (denying motion 
for reconsideration); Patel v. Crist, No. 19-CV-9232, 2020 WL 64618, at •1 (D.N.J. Jan. 7, 2020) 
(Vazquez, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Patel v. Crist, No. 19-CV-8946, 2020 WL 64571, at 
*1 (D.N.J. Jan. 7, 2020) (Vazquez, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Patel v. Crist, No. 19-CV-
9232, 2020 WL 6156772, at •1 (D.N.J. Oct. 20, 2020) (granting motion to dismiss); Patel v. 
Crist, No. 19-CV-8946, 2020 WL 6156751, at *1 (D.N.J. Oct. 20, 2020) (granting motion to 
dismiss); Kaul v. Murphy, No. 21-CV-13063, 2021 WL 3663873, at *1 (D.N.J. July 9, 2021) 
(dismissing complaint sua sponte). Kaul has voluntarily dismissed others. See, e.g., Kaul v. 
Christie, No. 19-1651, 2019 WL 4733531, at *1 (3d Cir. June 20, 2019) (dismissing appeal 
without prejudice pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 42(b)); Kaul v. Stein, No. 20-3522, 2021 WL 
6197149, at *1 (3d Cir. Nov. 12, 2021) (dismissing appeal pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 42(b)); 
(Dkt. No. 101 at 3-4.) But Kaul continues to file lawsuits in various jurisdictions." 
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32. In Kl (February 22, 2016, to November 16, 2021) U.S.D.J. McNulty knew that the revocation 
proceeding was conducted illegally, and the revocation was/is illegal, and knew that his 
revocation related orders of dismissal/denial of discovery were similarly illegal. 

33. In Kll-17 (August 19, 2021, to September 12, 2022), Defendant-Respondent Oetken knew 
that the revocation proceeding was conducted illegally, that the revocation was/is illegal and 
that U.S.D.J. McNulty's revocation related opinions/orders were similarly illegal, but 
nonetheless based his September 12, 2022, purported 'order-injunction' on these 
frauds/illegalities, thus rendering them illegal. 

34. In Kll-17, U.S.D.J. Myers did initially disregard Defendant-Respondent Oetken's September 
12, 2022, purported 'order-injunction' by issuing an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN on March 13, 
2024, but did then utilize them as the foundation for his June 14, 2024, dismissal with prejudice 
of Kll-17. 

35. The June 27, 2024, SCOTUS ruling in Jarkesy has invalidated all of these opinions/others, 
and has effectively 'turned the clock-back' to 11 am EST on April 9, 2012. 
36. Every magistrate./district judge involved in dismissing/obstructing The Kaul Cases knew 
that they were involved in the perpetration of a "pattern of racketeering" within the United 
States District Court, and the perpetuation ofa 'Fraud on the Court'. 

37. Defendant-Respondent Oetken's fraud was perpetuated by Chief Judge Myers in...his June 
14, 2024, opinion-order, an order, the totality of which is undermined by Jarkesy, which finds 
illegal the 2014 revocation and, in the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (Exhibit S) 
and in the fact that Chief Judge Myers was conflicted and did not have the authority to act 
within Kll-17 (Exhibit 2 + 4). 

38. It is noteworthy that The Kaul Cases Defendant Charles Schumer (K3), the brother-in-law of 
U.S.D.J. Kevin McNulty, sponsored both McNulty and Oetken for seats on the federal bench. 
Schumer illegally obstructed Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of The Kaul Cases, a prosecution that 
involves members of the banking-insurance industry, his biggest political 'donors'. 

f. THE ILLEGALLY CONDUCTED ADMINISTRATIVE LAW PROCEEDINGS AND BOARD 
REVOCATION (APRIL 9. 2013. TO MARCH 24, 2014) 

39. In mid to late 2012, having agreed upon the terms of the various quid pro quos, Defendant 
Solomon entered into the conspiracy, that unbeknownst to him at the time would expand over 
the next twelve (12) years to include, but to name a few, the New York Stock Exchange, every 
state medical board, a bank, disqualified corrupt judges, share price-dropping insurance 
companies and the felonies of kidnapping/illegal imprisonment/attempted drugging-killing. 

40. Defendant Solomon, a corrupt person, acted as the judge/jury within the April 9 to June 28, 
2013, license revocation proceeding within the New Jersey Office of Administrative Law. 
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41. The proceeding was a charade and a massive illegal fraud, the sole purpose of which was to 
have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revoked, in order to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul from the 
minimally invasive spine surgery market, an elimination from which his competitors illegally 
profited at his expense. 

42. Defendants Christie/Solomon became enriched through bribes from their perpetration of 
Plaintiff Kaul's elimination. 

43. Plaintiff Kaul's insurance competitors, including Defendant Allstate, schemed with the 
revocation to not pay Plaintiff Kaul monies they owed him, while Plaintiff Kaul's physician 
competitors would seize a larger part of the minimally invasive spine surgery market. 

44. All of Plaintiff Kaul's competitors were motivated and invested in the knowingly illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

45. Defendant Solomon knew that his participation in the quid pro quo schemes was illegal, but 
perpetrated the scheme nonetheless with a sense of impunity derived from his belief that 
Plaintiff Kaul would never expose his crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

46. The hearing commenced on April 9, 2013, and concluded on June 28, 2013, and as part of 
the charade it involved witnesses, lawyers, and large volumes of testimony. 

47. Plaintiff Kaul presented fifteen (15) witnesses, that included highly respected 
lawyers/surgical center consultants/an ex-executive of the New Jersey Medical Board/expert 
physician witnesses/patients whose testimony undermined that presented by the state. 

48. On December 13, 2013, Defendant Solomon found all fifteen (15) witnesses to be not 
credible. 

49. Plaintiff Kaul's lawyer's cross examination of the state's 'star' witness on May 6, 2013, 
caused him to admit that there were no standards for the performance of minimally invasive 
spine surgery, thus disproving the state's case and exposing its fraudulence. 

SO. The no standards admission undermined the state's entire case, as it's argument was that 
because Plaintiff Kaul was not a neurosurgeon, he had violated the state 'expert' (Dr. Gregory 
Przybylski) neurosurgeon's false standard. 

51. The Kaul Cases Defendants and the state brought the case despite knowing that Plaintiff 
Kaul had invented the percutaneous spinal fusion procedure in 2005 and had successfully 
performed eight hundred (800) of them from 2003 to 2012 in state licensed surgical centers in 
which he had been credentialed. 
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52. The state had knowledge of these facts, but did in 2012, in the 'reign' of Defendant Christie, 
suddenly and very publicly declare that Plaintiff Kaul was "an imminent threat to the public", 
and therefore his license had to be revoked to save the public. 

53. In April 2018, the state's 'expert' neurosurgeon, Dr. Gregory Przybylski was publicly 
disciplined by the American Association of Neurological Surgeons for having committed perjury 
while testifying as an 'expert' in a case against another neurosurgeon. 

54. Plaintiff Kaul brought this fact to the attention of the New Jersey Medical Board and the 
District of New Jersey. It was ignored (Exhibit 13). 

55. In the period from September 2013 to December 2013, Plaintiff Kaul was informed that 
because he had proved the falsity of the state's case, Defendant Solomon would, as ordered by 
Defendant Christie, falsify his report. 

56. Plaintiff Kaul sent several letters to Defendants Christie/Solomon requesting that the matter 
be investigated. His pleas were ignored. 

57. However, despite Plaintiff Kaul's disproval of the state's case, Defendant Solomon did, on 
December 13, 2013, issue a one hundred and five (105) page report that bore little or no 
resemblance to submitted evidence, a report in which he found all fifteen (15) witnesses 
presented by Plaintiff Kaul to be not credible and all witnesses presented by Defendant Christie 
to be credible. 

58. Defendant Solomon recommended revocation and a three hundred thousand ($300,000) 
dollar fine and used the US wires to transmit his knowingly fraudulent report to The Kaul Cases 
Defendant, New Jersey Board of Medical Examiners. 

59. On February 12, 2014, a time by which Plaintiff Kaul knew of the corruption that preceded 
and pervaded the illegal revocation proceedings, The Kaul Cases Defendant, New Jersey Board 
of Medical Examiners, conducted a hearing on Defendant Solomon's knowingly fraudulent 
report, a hearing the legitimacy of which Plaintiff Kaul challenged/refused to attend (Exhibit 
ll), stating: "I consider all actions taken against my license since June 2012 to be illegal and 
will pursue all options to remedy the damage caused to my reputation and estate." 

60. On March 24, 2014, The Kaul Cases Defendant, NJBME, adopted Defendant Solomon's 
knowingly fraudulent report and revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license and illegally levied a 'fine' of 
$450,000, in the knowledge that their actions and those of persons/agencies of the State of 
New Jersey involved in the revocation were illegal. 

g. INJURIES CAUSED TO PLAINTIFF KAUL CONSEQUENT TO DEFENDANT SOLOMON'S ILLEGAL 
ORDER OF REVOCATION 
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61. Defendant Solomon's knowingly criminal actions and involvement in The Kaul Cases 
Defendants scheme to have illegally revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license constitute a willful 
perpetration of a knowingly illegal "pattern of racketeering" that commenced in or around 
2005/6. 

62. Defendant Solomon, a lawyer, knew of this "pattern of racketeering''. 

63. Defendant Solomon also knew the criminal consequences of 
participating/furthering/profiting from such a scheme, and knew that the illegal revocation of 
Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license would cause Plaintiff Kaul to indefinitely sustain "new 
racketeering injuries" consequent to the fact that all his applications for state licenses would 
be denied/restricted based on the illegal New Jersey revocation. 

64. Defendant Solomon also knew that Plaintiff Kaul would be foreclosed from obtaining a 
license in any state due to the illegal profiteering purposed anti-competitive interstate licensing 
system (the "Federation Cartel") operated by/through Defendant FSMB. 

65. Defendant Solomon knew that the illegal revocation would cause to Plaintiff Kaul an illegal 
deprivation of his economic standing/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life/professional 
standing/social standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial standing. 

66. Defendant Solomon knew that his actions were criminal, but his motive/method of greed 
and abuse of state power blinded him to the possibility that Plaintiff Kaul would expose his 
felonious conduct. 

67. Plaintiff Kaul's injuries and their willful/knowing/ongoing commission extend over a period 
that commenced on at least February 3, 2010, and include injuries to the 
human/civil/constitutional/property/economic/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life/professional 
standing/social standing/psychological standing/physical standing RIGHTS of Plaintiff Kaul. 

68. Defendant Solomon is liable for his criminal offenses (2013-2014) and their ONGOING 
consequences (2012-2023) to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property. 

69. The exact date of Defendant Solomon's entering the conspiracy of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants' will be obtained through discovery, but regardless he is liable for the violations 
committed within/by the conspiracy's perpetrators prior to his enjoinder date. See United 
States v. Coonan, 938 F. 2d 1553 (2nd Circuit 1991). 

h. JUNE 17, 2024: STATE OF NEW JERSEY v. GEORGE NORCROSS, Ill, PHILIP NORCROSS, ET AL: 
INDICTMENT NO. 24-06-00111-S- SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY LAW DIVISION -
CRIMINAL (Exhibit 3): 

70. Defendant Christie is a co-conspirator in the racketeering schemes detailed in the criminal 
indictment (Exhibit 7). Defendant Norcross, a democrat, funded the political campaigns of 
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Defendant Christie, a republican, in return for receiving a $260 million tax break from the New 
Jersey Economic Development Authority {NJ EDA) {Exhibit 8). 

71. These property development related schemes involved, amongst other things 
extortion/public corruption/threats of violence to person and property/bribery/wire 
fraud/kickbacks/money laundering and illegal deprivations of people's livelihoods and property, 
in the pursuit of political and economic gain in New Jersey during the gubernatorial tenure of 
Defendant Christie {2009-2017). 

72. These crimes constitute further evidence of Defendant Christie's long-standing, but 
ultimately unsustainable "pattern of racketeering" and public corruption. An unsustainability 
dead-weighted in the imminent and changing political landscape in the United States. 

i. JUNE 14, 2024: KAUL v CPEP ET AL: 23-CV-00672: 

73. Chief Judge, Richard E. Myers 111, did, on June 14, 2024, absent authority, inexplicably 
dismiss Kll-17 with prejudice, after having entered an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN on March 
13, 2024 {Exhibit S). 

74. Chief Judge Myers acted with the knowledge that he and Plaintiff Kaul became adversaries 
on May 6, 2024, upon Plaintiff Kaul filing a Notice of Appeal in Kll-18, a case Chief Judge Myers 
dismissed with prejudice on April 8, 2024. 

75. This adversarial relationship was furthered on May 29, 2024, when Plaintiff Kaul filed an 
INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF in Kll-18 (Exhibit 9). an event that preceded Chief Judge Myer's 
unauthorized June 14, 2024, dismissal of Kll-17. 

76. Chief Judge Meyers knew that consequent to this adversarial relationship he was conflicted 
and did not have the authority to dismiss Kll-17, as just two (2) months earlier in Kll-18 and in 
his order dismissing Kll-18, he stated: 

"As the Supreme Court has explained, mandamus relief "has the unfortunate consequence of 
making a district court judge a litigant''. {Kll-18: D.E. 7). 

77. In his June 14, 2024, opinion, Judge Myers failed to reconcile his conflict of interest with his 
dismissal of Kll-17, or indeed provide any explanation of how the law provides him any 
authority to adjudicate a matter involving a "litigant" with whom he is in conflict in the U.S.C.A. 
for the 4th Circuit. 

78. Judge Myers' knowing conflicted-ness precluded him from having any further involvement 
in Kll-17, be it ministerial/adjudicative, and similarly precludes him from any further 
involvement in any case involving Plaintiff Kaul in any district court in the United States. 
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79. Plaintiff Kaul's fraud related June 15, 2024, NOTICE OF INVALIDITY (Exhibit 4) remains 
unchallenged by Judge Myers and or any of the Defendants, and under the doctrine of 'Fraud 
on the Court' substantiates the filing of the same claims in the same/different court. 

80. However, Kll-20, as this Complaint evidences, is based on not only new law and new facts, 
but on the admitted factual foundation of Kll-17 (Exhibit 2). 

j. APRIL 9. 2012. TO JULY 2, 2024: 

81. The Kaul Cases Defendants illegal ongoing/"new'' violations and injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and his life/liberty/property/reputation constitute four 
thousand four hundred and sixty-six (4,466) days of knowing/willful and malicious injury, for 
which the law (Lawlor v. National Screen Service Corp .• 349 U.S. 322 (1955)/Sedima. S/P.R.L. v. 
lmrex Co., Inc., 473 U.S. 479 (1985)/Agency Holding v. Malley-Duff, 483 U.S. 143 
(1987)/Continuing Violations Doctrine/Bodner v. Banque Paribas 114 F.Supp.2d 117 (2000) 
substantiates a new claim for each unremediated-unrecitfied-unrecompensed ongoing/"new'' 
injury. 

82. Kll-17 was filed on November 20, 2023, and dismissed on June 14, 2024, without any 
remediation-rectification-compensation of the ongoing/"new" injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty /property. 

83. Kll-20 is filed on July 7, 2024, an increase in "new'' injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property of two hundred and thirty (230) days, thus further substantiating the new 
claims of Kll-20. 

84. For Defendants to cause a cessation oftheir ongoing liability, requires Plaintiff Kaul be 
compensated for his past/ongoing injuries and for Defendants to cause no further or future 
injuries. 

85. Similarly, a dismissal with prejudice of prior claims does not, pursuant to Lawlor v. National 
Screen Service Corp., 349 U.S. 322 (1955)/Sedima, S/P.R.L. v. lmrex Co .• Inc., 473 U.S. 479 
(1985)/Agency Holding v. Malley-Duff. 483 U.S. 143 (1987)/Continuing Violations 
Doctrine/Bodner v. Banque Paribas 114 F.Supp.2d 117 (2000). 
preclude Plaintiff Kaul from bringing new claims based on unremediated-unrectified
uncompensated past/ongoing/"new'' facts of violation and injury. 

k. MARCH 25, 2024: KAUL v JAMES PAUL OETKEN: 24-CV-00185 (Kll-18): 

86. On March 13, 2024, Chief Judge Myers caused the issuance of an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY 
PLAN in Kll-17 (Exhibit 5). 

87. On March 15, 2024, the Kll-17 Defendants conspired with Kll-18 Defendant-Respondent 
Oetken to issue an 'order' in Kll-7 (Exhibit 11) based on his illegal September 12, 2022, anti-
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filing 'injunction' against Plaintiff Kaul (Exhibit 12). In the March 15, 2024, order, Kll-18 
Defendant-Respondent Oetken threatened to hold Plaintiff Kaul in contempt unless he 
dismissed Kll-17 by March 29, 2024. 

88. On March 18. 2024. the Kll-17 Defendants filed the March 15, 2024 'order' onto the docket 
in the E.D.N.C. (Kll-17: D.E. 72). 

89. On March 25. 2024. Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against Defendant Oetken in the E.D.N.C. (Exhibit 
li), the case was assigned to U.S.D.J. Flanagan, but then reassigned to Chief Judge Myers by 
himself, and then dismissed with prejudice on April 8, 2024. 

90. On May 6, 2024. Plaintiff Kaul filed a Notice of Appeal in the U.S.C.A. for the 4th Circuit and 

91. On May 29. 2024. Plaintiff Kaul filed an INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF (Exhibit 9). 

92. Defendant-Respondent Oetken's failure to deny the facts of the Complaint did cause their 
admission, and Defendant-Respondent Oetken has failed to contest the appeal, as has Chief 
Judge Myers. 

93. The circumstances/facts of Kll-17 and Kll-20 are such that the factual foundation of Kll-
20 consists of fact admitted In Kll-17 consequent to Defendants' failure to deny the facts, and 
of new law and new fact consequent to intervening/relevant SCOTUS rulings and 
unremediated-unrectified-uncompensated ongoing/"new" facts of violation and injury to 
Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property. 
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2. STATEMENT OF FACT ADMITTED PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6) AND 
RULE 36 

94. The broad factual underpinning of the case consists of the above stated new fact and fact 
admitted within the May 15, 2024, PETITIONER ... NOTICE OF FACTS ADMITTED IN 
PROCEEDINGS WITH A DIRECT CONNECTION TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (CASE NO. 24-1417 IN 
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT) (Exhibit 2). This corpus of 
fact extends from 2008 to 2024 and pursuant to RICO's doctrine of vicarious liability confers 
culpability of the entire corpus of fact on all The Kaul Cases Defendants. In this period (2008 to 
2024) not one fact within The Kaul Cases has been denied, and thus pursuant to Rule 8(b)(6), all 
facts have been admitted, including those in Kll-17. The admittance of these now 
undisputed/material facts substantiates the entry of Summary Judgment against all 
Defendants. 

32 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 33 of 160

3. STATEMENT OF FACT COMMON TO ALL DEFENDANTS, ALL ISSUES 
AND THE OVERALL PURPOSE OF Kll-20 AND THE KAUL CASES 

95. The facts stated in this section provide context as to the Defendants motives, methods and 
factual commission in the perpetration of their schemes, "patterns of racketeering" and 
violations of rights/law. 

a. THE "HOSPITAL-INSURANCE-PHARMACEUTICAL-INDUSTRIAL COMPLEX - FEDERATION 
CARTEL" l"HIPIC- FC"} 

96. Within approximately the last thirty-three (33} years, there has emerged in the regulatory 
side of American medicine a collection of for-profit businesses/corporations that commenced 
initially as a 'cottage industry' in the process of physician credentialing and certification, and at 
the operative center of which exists Defendant FSMB ("FEDERATION CARTEL"} ("FC"}. 

97. This industry proved highly profitable as its lucrative nature was a product of the high stakes 
associated with a physician's career path, an incomparable one that involves the sacrifice to 
medicine of the entirety of one's young adulthood. 

98. Kll-20 places before this Court a body of ever-expanding evidence of the Defendants 
"ongoing pattern of racketeering" within the for-profit system of corporate-government 
alliances involved in the multi-billion-dollar enterprise of so-called physician 
regulation/discipline, a system of oppression/human rights violation at the head of which sits 
Defendant FSMB, the 'hub' of the 'hub-and-spoke' conspiracy of the "Federation-Cartel" 
("FC"}. 

99. The Kaul Cases Defendants, in a period from 2016 to 2024, have, through schemes of 
judicial/political corruption, prevented this body of claim conclusive evidence from being 
submitted to a jury in America. 

100. The evidence/admitted facts substantiate a concerted and knowing "pattern" of 
human/constitutional rights violations, whose origins extend back to March 2005, when 
Plaintiff Kaul invented and successfully performed the first outpatient minimally invasive spinal 
fusion: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch ?v=JX4bnRPP ucl &t=26s 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SOR5N9bJMAg&t=11s 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=guwxSkuBiEg 
https://www.youtube.com/watch ?v=q H Bzqfggrg 

101. Recognizing the immense value to a physician of his/her license and the immense 
deprivation associated with the loss of a license, Defendant FSMB commenced a politico-legal 
scheme to position itself as the 'gate-keeper' of state medical boards, in order to seize 
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complete control of the entire national mechanism of physician regulation, knowing that such 
control would generate huge profits for its executives/board members. 

102. By the mid to late 1990s, Defendant FSMB had, through an aggressive political and public 
relations campaign that involved the funneling of large bribes to political 
lobbyists/politicians/media, deceived the public into believing that there existed many 'bad' 
doctors in America who deserved to be 'punished' by having their licenses suspended and or 
revoked. 

103. In furtherance of this highly profitable scheme, Defendant FSMB manufactured a list that 
encouraged/encourages state medical boards to compete to have the highest rate of so-called 
disciplinary actions. 

104. Defendant FSMB recognized the immense profits generated from a so called 'disciplined' 
physician and did in the late 1990s/early 2000s enter into a series of quid pro quo schemes with 
for-profit healthcare insurance corporations in which these corporations schemed to have 
eliminated physicians to whom they owed money, by bribing Defendant FSMB to use its power 
to have state medical boards suspend/revoke the targeted physicians' licenses. 

105. Defendant FSMB viewed a 'disciplined' physician as a greater profit unit generator than a 
non-disciplined physician, as the former, in order to regain his/her livelihood, was forced to 
fund very expensive courses/programs/assessments/monitoring all established under the aegis 
of Defendant FSMB, with a percentage of these programs' profits being 'kick-backed' to 
Defendant FSMB. 

106. Two of Defendant FSMB's programs are Kll-8 Defendant PACE Program and Kll-20 
Defendant CPEP, both of whom defrauded Plaintiff Kaul, while cognizant oftheir conflicted 
state in that they knew Plaintiff Kaul was suing Defendant FSMB in Kll-7 and Kll-10 while they 
were respectively 'assessing' him for the issuance of his Pennsylvania license. 

107. From the early 2000s this system of profiteering has expanded without governmental 
oversight or a public watchdog, and today aggressively promotes, to the detriment ofthe 
American public's welfare, the agendas of for-profit healthcare corporations, as it did with 
Purdue's oxycontin and the so called 'vaccine' from Pfizer/Astra Zeneca/Moderna/Johnson + 
Johnson. 

108. The union/association-in-fact between these for-profit healthcare corporations and the 
"FC" is the "Hospital-Insurance-Pharmaceutical Industrial Complex - Federation Cartel 
("HIPIC-FC") an entity previously identified/defined/described within The Kaul Cases. 

109. However, on June 27/28, 2024, the SCOTUS rulings in Jarkesy and Loper, (Chevron 
deference defense dismantling) did force the "Federation Cartel" back into the control and 
oversight of the Constitution, and the public. 
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110. This scheme of profiteering being perpetrated by The Kaul Cases Defendants has caused 
and continues to cause immense injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property. 

111. Kll-20 seeks to hold accountable all persons who caused or conspired to cause injury to 
Plaintiff Kaul and or violated Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights, in order to deter 
the continued perpetration of such state-corporate orchestrated malfeasance against the 
public and medical profession. That accountability is provided indisputable legal authority by 
the application of Jarkesy and Loper. the United States Constitution and RICO to the admitted 
facts, as detailed within this Complaint and Exhibits. 

b. DEFENDANTS CONVERSION OF THE AMERICAN CORPORATE/ POLITICAL/MEDICAL/ LEGAL 
BODIES INTO AN "ASSOCIATION-IN-FACT RACKETEERING ENTERPISE" 

112. Since approximately 1986, the ever-increasing economic confluence between the worlds 
of medicine, business, law, and politics has resulted in a healthcare system driven solely by 
profit/political ambition and one that acts increasingly to the lethal detriment of the American 
public. 

113. The "HIPIC- FC" is controlled by for-profit corporations in a totalitarian manner that 
eliminates physicians it deems a threat to its corporate agenda. 

114. The "HIPIC-FC" conducts physician elimination through the weaponizing ofthe medical 
regulatory/legal systems, whereby physicians who think/speak/act against the "HIPIC-FC" or 
encourage others to do so are eliminated by license suspension/revocation and or 
indictment/incarceration, the consequences of which are, amongst other things, reputational 
destruction/social isolation/loss of livelihood. 

115. The most recent catastrophe of the "HIPIC-FC" is that related to the mass forced/coerced 
inoculations of the American public with an mRNA toxin, that the public was deceived into 
believing was a 'vaccine' against COVID-19. This gene manipulating toxin has resulted and will 
continue to result in, amongst other things, premature death, increased rates of cancer, cardiac 
disease, and early-onset dementia/neuro-cognitive deterioration. 

116. Kll-17 exposes the inner machinations of the "HIPIC-FC" and seeks to: (i) effectuate 
regulatory and political reform; (ii) cause the perpetrators of such tyranny to be monetarily 
penalized; (iii) re-distribute their wealth amongst the victims of their tyrannical corporate 
greed. 

117. Commencing in 200S/6 and continuing in the present (2023) Plaintiff Kaul, consequent to 
having invented and successfully performed the first percutaneous spinal fusion, a procedure 
that revolutionized the field of spine surgery in a manner that immensely benefitted and 
continues to benefit the public, came under attack from The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
the Kll-20 Defendants. 
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118. The "ongoing pattern of racketeering'' continues to cause "new racketeering injuries" to 
Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property, and it is and has been the willful/knowing/purposeful 
intention of the Kll-20 Defendants to cause a perpetuation of these offenses/injuries. 

119. The purpose of the perpetuation is to attempt to prevent the further emergence of highly 
incriminating evidence of crimes orchestrated/committed by for-profit corporations in 
conspiracy/collusion with certain governmental persons/agencies against not just Plaintiff Kaul, 
but against the public and medical profession. 

120. George Norcross owns a hospital system and insurance company in New Jersey, and was 
part of Defendant Christie's conspiracy to have Plaintiff Kaul's competing outpatient surgical 
center businesses eliminated. 

121. Kll-20 exposes the grand corruption of American political power by multi-national 
publicly traded for-profit corporations and their lethal profit purposed exploitation of the 
American public. 

122. Kll-20 details the nexus between this 'unholy' corporate-government alliance and certain 
persons within the medical/legal/judicial professions, a nexus through which are conducted 
massive schemes of racketeering that have caused, and continue to cause the wrongful 
deaths/incarceration of millions of innocent Americans. 

123. The within pied "pattern of racketeering" commenced in or around 2008 with Defendant 
Christie's declaration of his gubernatorial/presidential ambitions; ambitions the pursuit of 
which required vast sums of money. 

124. The Kaul Cases Defendants were motivated to conspire with Defendant Christie as they 
believed it would advance their political/economic agendas, through the exploitation and then 
elimination of Plaintiff Kaul/other physicians from whom they extracted free medical services 
(insurance carriers) and competed with in the healthcare market (physicians/hospitals). 

125. From 2007 /2008 to the present (2023), Plaintiff Kaul has been illegally injured and 
continues to be illegally injured in his economic 
standing/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life/professional standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing by the perpetration of an "ongoing pattern of 
racketeering'' by The Kaul Cases Defendants, purposed to attempt to conceal their prior 
crimes. 

126. The crimes and their continued willful/knowing/malicious commission through the courts, 
the "Federation Cartel", and the "ongoing" and "new racketeering injuries" (up to and 
including those in 2024) were facilitated/permitted by Defendant Solomon's knowingly illegal 
2013/2014 aiding/abetting of The Kaul Cases Defendants acts of wire fraud/public 
corruption/subornation of perjury/kickbacks/evidential tampering/witness tampering. 

36 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 37 of 160

127. The illegality of Defendant Solomon's crimes are established by the application of Jarkesy 
and Loper. the United States Constitution and RICO to the admitted facts. 

128. Defendant Solomon's knowing commission of crime constituted and constitutes a critical 
role in the injuries caused to Plaintiff Kaul (2005-2024), injuries for which Defendant Solomon is 
liable both directly and vicariously pursuant to RICO's doctrine of vicarious liability. 

129. The Kaul Cases Defendants "pattern of racketeering'' has brought together the worlds of 
medicine, law, business, and politics, and has been conducted through 
judicial/administrative/financial/governmental agencies, and is, at its core, and as often 
described by U.S.D.J. Mark Wolf, a scheme of "grand corruption", the type for which Judge 
Wolf has proposed an international anti-corruption court. 

c. FACTS OF CONSPIRACY AS TO DEFENDANTS ALLSTATE/CHRISTIE AND CO-CONSPIRATORS 
HORIZON BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD/GEICO INSURANCE COMPANY (JULY 2012 TO MARCH 
2014) 

130. In late 2012, Defendant Solomon came out of retirement specifically to adjudicate Plaintiff 
Kaul's licensing case in the New Jersey Office of Administrative Law (OAL DOCKET NO. BDS 
08959-2012N). 

131. Defendant Solomon received bribes from Defendants Allstate/Horizon Blue Cross Blue 
Shield/Geico as part of a quid pro quo to ensure he ordered the revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's 
license, in order that Defendants Allstate/Horizon Blue Cross Blue Shield/Geico could use/did 
use as an excuse to not only not pay Plaintiff Kaul monies owed to him for rendered clinical 
services, but to sue him to attempt to seize all his assets to increase 
executive/corporate/shareholder profit and to attempt to eliminate the risk of Plaintiff Kaul 
suing Defendants. 

132. The New Jersey Office of Administrative Law is part of the executive branch of New Jersey 
Government, and Defendant Solomon was appointed to adjudicate Plaintiff Kaul's case by 
Defendant Christie. 

133. Defendant Christie received bribes from Plaintiff Kaul's competitors (insurance 
companies/hospitals/neurosurgeons) in the minimally invasive spine surgery market as part of 
a quid pro quo scheme purposed to have the medical board suspend and then 'rubber-stamp' 
the revocation recommended by Defendant Solomon on December 13, 2013, after the sham 
administrative proceedings (April 9 to June 28, 2013). 

134. Commencing in approximately 2008, Defendant Christie began requiring vast sums of 
money to fund his various political campaigns to procure the offices of governor and president. 

135. Defendant Solomon was controlled within the executive branch by its CEO, Defendant 
Christie. 
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136. Defendant Christie, in his quest for the 2016 Presidency, did order Defendant Solomon to 
ensure the revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license by causing, if necessary, the final December 13, 
2013, report to be falsified and to lie about the evidence/truth of the hearing if it vindicated 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

137. In a time period between late 2012 and early 2013, Defendants Solomon and Christie did 
communicate directly and through intermediaries that Defendant Solomon would receive a 
percentage of the bribes before the issuance of his December 13, 2013, report of revocation 
and the balance after the report had been issued/widely publicized and Plaintiff Kaul's license 
revoked. 

138. Defendants Solomon, Christie and their intermediaries agreed that as soon as the medical 
board had revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license {March 24, 2014), Plaintiff Solomon would be 
relocated out of the State of New Jersey to thwart any potential litigation by Plaintiff Kaul. 

139. Defendant Solomon, not a wealthy man, was relocated to an extremely wealthy area of 
North Carolina which is where he has resided since late 2014. 

140. This particular scheme of illegal insurance profiteering, a scheme spearheaded by the Blue 
Cross Blue Shield Association/Corporations, and part of the so called 'Healthcare Fraud 
Partnership', is now well recognized within the American healthcare sector and more 
indicted/license threatened physicians are taking their cases to trial and winning. See Drs. Aly 
Rifai and Lesly Pompy: 

https://www. leh ighval leylive.com/news/2024/05/j ury-clea rs-easton-psychiatrist-of- lm-heath
ca re-fraud-allegation.html 

https://www. mon roe news.com/story/news/ cri me/2023/01/10/ d r-lesly-po m oy-acg uitted-a II
cha rges-federa I-d rug-case/ 69790454007 / 

d. US INSURANCE GIANT. BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD, HAS EXPOSED ITS TARGETING OF ETHNIC 
MINORITY PHYSICIANS FOR MASS INCARCERATION 

https://www .d rricha rd ka u l.com/so/20OWhtSL1? language Tag=en 

141. In fact, the Flexner Report {Exhibit 20) provides historical evidence that corroborates the 
facts within the above linked press release. The Report, published in 1910 at the behest of the 
Carnegie and Rockefeller Corporations, set forth a plan to design and control every element of 
medical education/licensing in order to subjugate the medical profession to corporate interests. 

142. Within this scheme there was engineered a structural racism that continues today, and 
within which for-profit healthcare corporations, such as Defendants FSMB/Allstate/Co
Conspirator Geico conspire with governmental agencies/courts to illegally profit through 
exploitative schemes of false indictment/prosecution/incarceration and asset seizure of ethnic 
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minority physicians: "Many aspects of the present-day American medical profession stem 
from the Flexner Report and its aftermath. The Flexner report has been criticized for 
introducing policies that encouraged systemic racism." 

143. This fact, as with many others, was submitted in Kll-10, was 
unrefuted/uncontested/unrebutted by the Defendants and or Court and is thus admitted as a 
fact in support of the Kll-20 claims. 

e. FACTS RELEVANT TO THE DEFENDANTS "ONGOING PATTERN OF RACKETEERING" 

(i) The UC San Diego Physician Assessment and Clinical Education (PACE) Program 

144. In approximately September 2017, Plaintiff Kaul submitted a licensure application to the 
Pennsylvania Medical Board, and on February 7, 2020, an administrative court conducted a 
hearing. 

145. Plaintiff Kaul's application was granted on May 27, 2020, on the condition he complete a 
so-called physician 'assessment course'. In April 2022, Plaintiff Kaul applied to Kll-8 Defendant 
UC San Diego Physician Assessment and Clinical Education PACE Program ("PACE"), and from 
May to July 6, 2022, he underwent the first part of the course, which consisted of two (2) 
recorded interviews, that were conducted virtually. 

146. On July 21/22 Plaintiff Kaul underwent the second part of the assessment, 
which was conducted on-site in San Diego, was video recorded and for which Plaintiff Kaul 
generated contemporaneous notes. 

147. On October 17, 2022, Kll-8 Defendant PACE issued a report replete with knowing 
falsehoods, as evidenced by Kaul's audio recordings/contemporaneous notes. 
Plaintiff Kaul repeatedly requested he be provided a copy of his case file/video record, but none 
was provided, and so Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against Defendant PACE on May 24, 2023, in the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of California (23-CV-0955) (Kll-8), in 
which Plaintiff Kaul details the conflictual commercial nexus between Defendant PACE and 
Defendant FSMB. 

(ii) The New York State Medical Board 

148. Plaintiff Kaul's February 2021 application to the New York State Medical Board caused this 
board, in collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants (NYS Medical Board is a 
commercial partner of Defendant FSMB) to perpetrate a fraud that his application was denied 
based on a supposed board subcommittee's purported opinion of a "question of moral 
suitability". This was and is a lie. There is no record of any subcommittee ever being convened. 
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149. Plaintiff Kaul filed a petition in the New York State Supreme Court seeking a copy of this 
supposed opinion. The petition was denied on January 3, 2022, and Kaul moved in the First 
Department of the Appellate Court. 

150. Notwithstanding the pend ency of the matter in the Supreme Court, the New York State 
Medical Board scheduled a virtual hearing on October 3, 2022, a hearing attended by 
approximately twelve (12) persons, including a hearing officer and counsel for the board. The 
matter was abruptly truncated when Plaintiff Kaul alerted the panel that the issue of the 
board's fraud was pending in the appellate court. 

f. OTHER FACTS 

151. Other relevant facts are incorporated into the legal claims. However, the most salient and 
irrefutable facts of The Kaul Cases Defendants' guilt are found within their ill-conceived May 
27, 2021, kidnapping of Plaintiff Kaul, their June 14/15 illegal arrest-imprisonment-attempted 
drugging-killing and their seven-plus-years {2016-2022) commission of securities fraud. 

152. These facts, in conjunction with the perjury/obstruction of justice/mail fraud/wire 
fraud/kickbacks/honest services fraud/extortion/bank fraud/bankruptcy 
fraud/racketeering/conspiracy/public corruption/judicial corruption/false imprisonment/false 
arrest committed by The Kaul Cases Defendants from 2008/2009 to 2024, are admitted (Exhibit 

Il-

153. The facts in The Kaul Cases are irrefutable proof of the Kll-20 Defendants grand 
corruption of American judicial/political/medical bodies, and the illegal, rights violating effect 
that corruption has had for the last twelve (12) years (2012-2024) and continues to have on 
Plaintiff's human/civil/constitutional rights. 
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4. STATEMENT OF FACT SPECIFIC TO EACH DEFENDANT 

a. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANTS SOLOMON 

154. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant Solomon's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied above, 
within the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO 
FEDERAL RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 

155. In 2013, Defendant Solomon, a lawyer and administrative law judge had the duty, right, 
responsibility and opportunity to halt The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes, but he did not 
because he had been bribed, and is as directly responsible, if not more than The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, for the crimes/violations/injuries committed and continuing to be committed 
against Plaintiff Kaul in 2024, eleven {11) years later. 

156. Defendant Solomon knows the sum and substance of The Kaul Cases but has failed, as the 
law requires and per recent DOJ "outsourcing" policy regarding white-collar crime {See 
Cognizant Bribery Case: 2:19-cr-00120-MEF-1) to report his crimes or those of his co
conspirators to state or federal authorities. 

157. The RICO predicate acts committed by Defendant Solomon, in collusion and conspiracy 
with The Kaul Cases Defendants, including the Kll-20 Defendants have caused and continue to 
cause (2007 /8-2024) a perpetration of a "pattern ofracketeering''. 

158. This "pattern of racketeering" has been and continues to be perpetrated through certain 
courts within the United States District Court, certain persons within the United States 
Government and within the totality of the "Federation Cartel" {"FC"), an illegally configured 
syndicate that monopolizes the entire process of physician regulation and the multi-billion
dollar business of so called 'physician discipline'. 

159. The commencement of the "pattern of racketeering" as pied in The Kaul Cases. coincided 
with the 2008/9 gubernatorial/presidential political ambitions of Defendant Christie, a co
conspirator in the June 13, 2024, criminal indictment against George Norcross Ill (Exhibit 7). 

160. The principal motivation for The Kaul Cases Defendants participation in the conspiracy was 
the advancement of their political/economic agendas, through the exploitation and at the 
expense of Plaintiff Kaul/other physicians, mostly of Black/Indian/Hispanic ethnicity. 

161. The principal motivation for continuing the conspiracy into 2024, is an increasingly 
desperate attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing their crimes of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants, and now the SCOTUS rulings in Jarkesy and Loper and the admitted facts 
(Exhibit 2). 
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162. The crimes, their continued willful/knowing/malicious commission and the "ongoing" and 
"new racketeering injuries" (up to and including those in 2024) were precipitated/aided and 
abetted/perpetuated by Defendant Solomon's commission of, amongst other things, wire 
fraud/public corruption/subornation of perjury/kickbacks/evidential tampering/witness 
tampering, crimes for which 

163. Defendants Solomon/Christie are liable for these crimes, both directly and vicariously 
pursuant to RICO's doctrine of vicarious liability. 

164. The admitted facts (Exhibit 2) substantiate Defendant Solomon's criminal state-of-mind, 
his criminal course of conduct, his criminal effort to conceal his misconduct/whereabouts and 
the ongoing consequences of his criminal conduct to Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
standing/reputation/livelihood/professional standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/liberty/life. 

165. Some of the admitted facts caused U.S.D.J. Noel Hillman on December 16, 2020, in KS to 
issue a Rule 16 ORDER FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE (KS: D.E. 155) and U.S.D.J. Beth Bloom 
on July 6, 2023, to issue an ORDER REQUIRING SCHEDULING REPORT AND CERTIFICATES OF 
INTERESTED PARTIES. In both instances The Kaul Cases Defendants, including Defendant 
Solomon, corrupted the judicial process to prevent the cases moving into discovery. 

166. On February 22, 2016, in Kl Plaintiff Kaul sued Defendant Solomon. 

167. Defendant Solomon's failure to refute/contest/address the facts, did cause their admission 
(Exhibit 2). 

168. Similarly, Defendant Solomon's liability as to the admitted facts inures from that pursuant 
to RICO's doctrine of vicarious liability, and specifically to the fact that none of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants ever refuted/contested/addressed/denied .!!fill._Of the evidence/facts within the 
entire body of The Kaul Cases (February 22, 2016, to July 7, 2024), thus causing all of them, 
including those below, to become admitted for themselves and vicariously for Defendant 
Solomon (Exhibit 2). 

b. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANT CPEP 

169. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant CPEP's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 

170. Defendant CPEP did not deny one fact asserted against it within Kll-17, facts pertaining to 
the felonies of amongst other things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire 
fraud/embezzlement/public corruption/judicial corruption. 
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171. On September 17, 2017, Plaintiff Kaul commenced the application process for a license in 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

172. On February 7, 2020, a hearing was conducted as to Plaintiff Kaul's application. 

173. On May 27, 2020, the hearing officer granted Plaintiff Kaul's application on condition he 
undergo an 'assessment course'. This order was ratified by the Pennsylvania Medical Board on 
February 8, 2021. 

174. Kll-8 Defendant PACE and Defendant CPEP were two of the recommended 'assessment 
course' businesses. 

175. In July 2022, Plaintiff Kaul paid for and underwent the PACE course, but at that time had 
no knowledge of Kll-8 Defendant PACE's commercial relationship with Defendant FSMB. 

176. Due to COVID restrictions, the part of the course that involved case discussions with a 
physician was conducted virtually. 

177. Defendant PACE recorded the case discussions as did Plaintiff Kaul. 

178. On October 17, 2022, Kll-8 Defendant PACE issued a fraudulent report that falsified the 
case discussions. 

179, Plaintiff Kaul sent a letter to Kll-8 Defendant PACE that contained a link to the audio file 
of Plaintiff Kaul's recording of the case discussions and an analysis of the fraud perpetrated by 
158. Kll-8 Defendant PACE in their October report. There then ensued an email/letter 
exchange between Plaintiff Kaul and Kll-8 Defendant PACE. 

180. On May 24, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against Kll-8 Defendants PACE/Leung (KAUL v UC 
SAN DIEGO PACE PROGRAM: 23-CV-00955). Kll-8 Defendant PACE and Defendant CPEP are 
both subjugate members of Defendant FSMB, and know of each other's activities. 

181. However, on January 17, 2023. Plaintiff Kaul retained Defendant CPEP to conduct an 
assessment and submitted a deposit of nine thousand dollars ($9,000), with the balance of five 
thousand dollars ($5,000) submitted on February 6, 2023. The business is highly lucrative. 

182, In a period from January 17, 2023, to February 22, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul underwent an 
intensive self-imposed study program, in which he devoted fourteen (14) hours every day to 
reading medical textbooks/articles, viewing hundreds of online medical educational videos, and 
having other physicians examine his case management knowledge and skills. In a period from 
January 17, 2023, to May 2, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul devoted time and effort to completing 
extensive questionnaires pertaining to his application and proposed practice. 
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183. In a period from February 22 to April 2023 Plaintiff Kaul underwent numerous verbal and 
written cognitive/psychological/physical/knowledge assessments, the latter of which were 
conducted virtually on February 22/23, 2023, with each one lasting approximately six (6) hours. 

184. The February 22/23, 2023, knowledge and case management evaluations were conducted 
by Ors. Ajay Antony/Robert Brown/Michael Harned, all of whom, unbeknownst at that time to 
Plaintiff Kaul were/are senior board members of The Kaul Cases Defendant American Society of 
lnterventional Pain Physicians {ASIPP), 

185. Ors Antony/Brown/Harned all knew, as did Defendant CPEP, that they were conflicted, a 
conflicted state they willfully concealed from Plaintiff Kaul while conducting the case 
management evaluations/assessments, a concealment consistent with and in furtherance of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from having issued his 
Pennsylvania license. The Kaul Cases Defendants recognized/recognize that the economic 
enhancement caused to Plaintiff Kaul by the Pennsylvania license issuance would facilitate 
Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of his claims against them. 

186. At the conclusion of the February 22/23, 2023, assessments, Defendant CPEP informed 
Plaintiff Kaul that the report would be issued before the end of May 2023. 

187. Plaintiff Kaul received no report by the end of May 2023 and was provided no explanation 
by Defendant CPEP as to the non-issuance. 

188. Plaintiff Kaul, concerned consequent to his experience with Kll-8 Defendant PACE, 
researched the three (3) physicians with whom he conducted case discussions and his research 
revealed that all three (3) physicians were senior board members of The Kaul Cases Defendant 
American Society of lnterventional Pain Physicians (ASIPP). 

189. Between May 16 and 23, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul informed Defendant CPEP via email of these 
conflicts (Exhibit 14) and enquired: "Did any of these three physicians 
(Antony/Harned/Brown) disclose their conflicts of interest to CPEP? 

190. Defendant CPEP's non-response constituted a tacit admission that they did know of their 
conflicts but did not expect Plaintiff Kaul would expose this fact. 

191. On June 6, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul sent a letter (Exhibit 14) to Defendant CPEP's in-house 
counsel, Alexis Angell, in which Plaintiff Kaul provided Defendant CPEP an opportunity to rectify 
their wrongdoing: "I believe there are two (2) options: 1. The physician assessments are re
conducted by physicians with no professional, commercial 
connections/relations/associations, and as stated in my May 30, 2023 email [Exhibit 20] to 
Ms. Besmanoff, these individuals will likely be found in academic/research settings. 2. CPEP 
issue a report containing the contents of all the tests and the reports of 
Antony/Harned/Brown with a statement/paragraph as to the conflicted nature of the reports 
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and how/why the situation was permitted to come into existence, and cause further costly 
delay." 

192. On June 9, 2023, Defendant CPEP's CEO, Elizabeth Korinek emailed a letter to Plaintiff Kaul 
rejecting both options: "CPEP is unable to agree to either option ... CPEP will not re-conduct 
the Assessment nor issue an Assessment Report with the existing consultants and data" and 
suddenly deciding that Plaintiff Kaul was not a "suitable candidate" (Exhibit 14). 

193. On June 21, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul sent a letter to Defendant CPEP's CEO, Elizabeth Korinek, in 
response to her June 9, 2023, letter in which Plaintiff Kaul raises, amongst other things, 
Defendant CPEP's fraudulent, knowingly conflicted, and anti-competitive conduct: "Conflict of 
Interest re: ASIPP: ... Conflict of Interest re: Federation State Medical Boards ... Your failure, in 
your June 9, 2023, letter to address/deny/contest/rebut these facts, constitute their tacit 
admission for the purpose of pending/future litigation ... Mail Fraud ... obstruct the delivery 
of documents from me. (Exhibit 14). 

194. The arbitrary rejection of Plaintiff Kaul's logical suggestions and Defendant CPEP's sudden 
not "suitable candidate" agreement cancellation constitute further evidence in support of the 
of the Kll-17 claims, the conspiracy element being pre-eminent. 

19S. On July 9, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul, in recognition of the overwhelming evidence of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants' conspiracy to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from satisfying the terms of the February 
8, 2021, opinion/order of the Pennsylvania Medical Board regarding a physician assessment, 
sent a letter to the Pennsylvania Medical Board informing them of the obstruction and a 
request, in light of these facts, to modify the conditions of licensure. 

196. As of the filing date of Kll-20, Plaintiff Kaul has received no communication from counsel 
for the Pennsylvania Medical Board, despite several emails enquiring as to whether the board 
had granted the amendment. The Pennsylvania Medical Board is a subjugate member of 
Defendant Federation and conducts business with Defendant CPEP and The Kaul Cases 
Defendant PACE (Kll-8). 

c. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANT FEDERATION STATE MEDICAL BOARDS 

197. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant FSMB's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). Defendant FSMB has not 
denied one fact asserted against him within The Kaul Cases, in a period from October 2019 to 
June 2024, including those asserted in Kll-17. Facts pertaining to the felonies of amongst other 
things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire fraud/embezzlement/public 
corruption/judicial corruption. 
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(i) DEFENDANT FSMB'S MONOPOLIZATION OF THE MULTI-STATE AMERICAN PHYSICIAN 
REGULATORY MARKET SUBJECTS THEM TO REGULATORY MARKET RELATED MULTI-DISTRICT 
LITIGATION 

198, The dismantling effect of SCOTUS in Jarkesy and Loper on the monopolistic violations of 
Defendant FSMB and the "Federation Cartel" with its subjugate state medical board members 
cannot be overstated. 

199. For decades, the "Federation Cartel" operated a knowingly illegal/unconstitutional 
enterprise of illegal profiteering within American medicine, at the heart of which existed the 
knowingly illegal use of administrative state 'courts' /tribunals-lawyer-'judges' to cause the 
illegal revocation of physicians licenses. The scheme was perpetrated in furtherance of the 
corporate profit agenda of the "FC" and its corporate co-conspirators, the "Hospital-Insurance
Pharmaceutical Industrial Complex - Federation Cartel" ("HIPIC- FC"). That weapon has been 
'jammed'. 

200. Defendant FSMB's illegal procurement of monopoly power of the entire mechanism and 
all elements of the process of physician education, training, board certification, licensing, 
credentialling, certification and so called 'disciplining' does deprive state actors of state 
sovereignty/immunity defenses in litigation related to licensing disputes, but in light of Jarkesy. 
this deprivation 'pails in light' to the fact that the administrative perpetration of revocations 
was illegal ab initio. 

201. Defendant FSMB's monopolization of this system was totalitarian in nature and effect, was 
designed to subjugate/enslave the medical profession to obey the edicts/orders/agendas of for
profit healthcare corporations and to increase corporate profits through a ruthless slave-like 
exploitation ofthe public and medical profession. 

202, A critical element of this system, one required for absolute control, was the element that 
prevents a physician whose license is suspended/revoked in any state, from obtaining a license 
anywhere in the world, unless and until he forfeits all his property to the system (insurance 
corporations/medical boards/lawyers), admits to his guilt, even though innocent and submits 
himself to punitive/harsh/unconstitutional/illegal terms as condition of his re-commencement 
of clinical practice and regaining a livelihood. 

203. The denial of Plaintiff Kaul's petition for a Texas license constitutes both an example of this 
element and a "new racketeering injury", for which the law provides Plaintiff Kaul the 
right/standing to file suit in the Southern District of Texas (Exhibit 3). 

204, In fact, the denial by every state of Plaintiff Kaul's applications does substantiate a Jarkesy 
related claim against The Kaul Cases Defendants and every state medical board in the district 
courts within every state. 
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(ii) DEFENDANT FSMB'S SUPPRESSION OF FREE SPEECH, THE COVID VACCINE FRAUD AND 
PROFIT PURPOSED HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES. TOXICITY AND DEATH 

20S. One of the principal themes of The Kaul Cases. has been that pertaining to the corrupt 
engineering of quid pro quo schemes by for-profit healthcare corporations with the 
regulatory/political apparatus of American healthcare in which at its most fundamental, human 
life is sacrificed for corporate profit. 

206. Defendant FSMB is a critical cog in this 'Soylent-Green' like machine, the ruthlessness of 
which was exposed during the so called COVID-19 pandemic. 

207. Commencing in early 2020, just after the announcement of the purported pandemic, 
Plaintiff Kaul began writing WIX articles and filing legal documents that highlighted the multiple 
profit purposed COVID related frauds that mandated knowingly toxic and ineffective mRNA 
'vaccines', the wearing of masks and ubiquitous, but non-specific PCR testing. 

208. This information reached a massive global audience, as did that published by other 
dissenting voices that exposed these crimes against humanity, and threatened corporate 
profits. 

209. Consequently, these corporations conspired with Defendant FSMB to have 
suspended/revoked the licenses of physicians who either used the internet to communicate the 
grave risks of the vaccine or advised their patients against being inoculated, and or, as in 
Plaintiff Kaul's case, attempt to obstruct applications for/issuance of licenses, as in Texas. 

210. Defendant FSMB/Co-Conspirator NCMB's 'muzzling' of the truth and dissemination of 
knowing falsehoods is ongoing, represents an "open-ended pattern of racketeering", is a 
serious threat to the public's health/welfare and pertains not just to the COVID vaccine, but to 
a myriad of drugs/medical devices, whose manufacturers participate in quid pro quo schemes 
with Defendant FSMB. 

211. On or about June 10, 2024, WIX deactivated Plaintiff Kaul's article publishing account on 
false pretenses, and refused to provide Plaintiff Kaul the names of those who had pressured 
them to deactivate the account. WIX recently became a publicly traded corporation, a 
corporation whose investors include corporations invested in The Kaul Cases Defendants 
Allstate/TD/Geico. 

212. The WIX articles are: 

a. May 11. 2020-WIX Article: COVID 19 CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY: ''The thrust ofthe case 
is that Defendant Allstate has, since at least 1999, engaged in massive schemes of bribery 
that have corrupted state medical boards. The Complaint alleges that this corruption is 
directly responsible, as of May 11, 2020, for over eighty thousand (80,000) deaths and one 
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point three million (1,300,000) cases caused by COVID-19 infections." (Exhibit 16). These facts 
are relevant to the racketeering, section 1983, and human rights charges 

b. November 4, 2020- WIX Article: COVID-19 DEATHS+ MEDICAL BOARD RACKETEERING+ THE 
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES: "Kaul respectfully asserts that a grant of the writ 
will mitigate future threats of COVID-19 like microbial pandemics ... "Kaul respectfully asserts 
that the grant of a writ will mitigate any further decrease in market capitalization of 
Defendants Allstate ... " (Exhibit 16). These facts are relevant to the Defendants ongoing 
racketeering injuries, in that unless the commencement of change is effectuated, the same 
corporate related death and destruction will continue within the west. 

c. December 15, 2020-WIX Article: COVID-19 MUTATION DEFEATS A VACCINE: ''The vaccine 
has caused the mutation and will provide no protection to the mutant virus now coursing 
through the planet's circulatory system. Of course, those corporations/executives raking in 
billions of dollars from having corrupt governments/politicians mandating vaccination 
programs, have insulated themselves and their families from harm. Two of these 
corporations are Berkshire Hathaway/Geico and Allstate Insurance Company." (Exhibit 16). 
The uncontested/admitted facts within the release, in conjunction with the admitted facts 
(Exhibit 1) further substantiate Summary Judgment. 

213. The following documents, all part of (Exhibit 16 + 17) and extracted from Kll-10, contain 
facts highly probative to Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB's perpetration of schemes, 
willfully violative ofthe Nuremberg Code, of forced/coerced programs of mass public 
inoculation with a knowingly lethal mRNA toxin. The Kll-10 district judge's May 10, 2023, 
dismissal was an attempt to suppress a public examination of these facts and deprive the public 
of their right to know information critical to their health, welfare, and life, sacrificing the lives of 
people and their children at the 'gallows-guillotine' of corporate profit. 

a. March 9. 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 1 Page 9 to 10 of 169: ''The COVID vaccine, as Kaul predicted, 
has now been found to be highly toxic/ineffective: 
https://www.drrichardkaul.com/so/24NPf5065 This fact was known by the 
government/corporate entities that forced it on the world's population: 
https://theswisstimes.ch/swiss-banker-files-criminal-charges-over-false-covid-vaccine
statements/ In Kll-7, the Defendants attempted to frame the Plaintiffs' assertion of these 
facts as evidence of the implausibility of their complaint, with terms such as "vast conspiracy" 
and "nutcase". These facts are now proven, and this country, like Switzerland, should have 
the courage to bring criminal charges against those who perpetrated these crimes against 
humanity." 

b. May 2. 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 74 to 81 of 116: "According to the CDC, more than 
10,000 reports of myocarditis were reported to the VAERS after COVID-19 vaccination (pfizer
BioNTech and Moderna) in the US ... Adverse effects such as myocarditis, glomerular diseases 
and cutaneous eruptions are seen with the MRNA vaccines." 
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c. May 2. 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 101 to 104 of 116: ''The mafia tactics of the Federation 
of State Medical Boards, filtered down to individual health professionals, has been highly 
effective in suffocating dissent, stigmatizing critical thinking and helping to establish a Stasi
style culture." 

d. May 2. 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 68 to 72 of 116: "The federation expects its members 
will conduct more investigations that would lead to disciplinary actions. But in some cases, 
the responses from some medical boards and state officials have been stymied by political 
backlash. States like Tennessee and North Dakota, for example, have restricted state medical 
boards' powers. And now legislators in 10 other states - including Florida and South Carolina 
- have introduced similar measures." 

e. May 2. 2023 - Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 83 to 88 of 116: "Physicians who generate and spread 
COVID-19 vaccine misinformation or disinformation are risking disciplinary action by state 
medical boards, including the suspension or revocation of their medical license ... Spreading 
inaccurate COVID-19 vaccine information ... threatens to further erode public trust in the 
medical profession and puts all patients at risk." 

Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB and its COVID manufacturing corporate masters and their 
investors are today responsible for the deaths and injuries of millions of global citizens who 
were forced/coerced into inoculation. This constitutes further evidence as to the urgent need 
for a "Reformation Of American Medical Boards", the foundation of which Jarkesy and Loper 
provide. 

f. May 2. 2023 - Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 91 of 116: ''The COVID-19 pandemic may someday be 
the subject of countless volumes of literature describing it as a sinister man-made global 
plague. In today's America, it has introduced a dark age of medical science. Nowhere has this 
fact been demonstrated more clearly than by the actions of state medical licensing boards, 
most of whom take their cues from the Federation of State Medical Boards (FSMB). Their 
drive to control medical practice has been gaining momentum for decades, but their current 
stance and methodology is an all-out assault on the once noble and legitimate medical 
profession. Having received the infamous honor of being the first medical doctor in the U.S. 
to have my medical license first suspended, then fully revoked, because of COVID 
malevolence, I've learned many lessons about exactly how state medical boards have honed 
the process of destroying good physicians. Now, to be sure, there are no perfect physicians, 
just as there are no perfect people. But a serious problem must exist when the Oregon 
Medical Board (0MB) is able to take down a physician who has done no harm and who 
actually had no patient complaints concerning the board's allegations against him. 
In this story of my experience, I am just an example. It exposes the corruption and dirty 
secrets of an agency that is out of control, without accountability, and devoid of any regard 
for the best science and sound medical practice. State medical licensing boards have evolved 
into monsters that devour any medical practitioners in their path who do not comply with the 
government narrative. When government goes rogue, the medical system becomes an unholy 
alliance that ultimately wreaks havoc on patients. When the physician-patient kinship is 
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compromised, the healing arts suffer greatly. Any collaboration between government and 
medicine spells disaster." 

g. May 2. 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 47 to 64 of 116: "The Committee's Long-Standing 
Interest in the Opioid Epidemic ... the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) and 
others, it stressed the critical need to remain diligent, especially during the COVID-19 
pandemic ... we sent letters to 10 tax-exempt organizations and requested information about 
their financial relationships with opioid manufacturers 

Purdue funneled bribes to Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator in exchange for the issuance of an 
order in or around 2000, that resulted in the disciplining of physicians who under-prescribed 
opiates in the treatment of chronic pain patients. 

h. May 2, 2023- Kll-10: D.E. 19 Page 96 of 116: "Recently, there have been increasing calls in 
the medical community, including from the Federation of State Medical Boards (FSMB) and 
professional certification boards such as the American Boards of Family Medicine (ABFM), 
Internal Medicine (ABIM), and Pediatrics (ABP) to revoke the licenses and board certifications 
of physicians who promulgate medical misinformation." 

Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB knew the so called 'vaccine' was toxic and ineffective, 
and knew that its use of the US wires to transmit such knowingly fraudulent information 
constituted wire fraud, but more importantly, that the forced inoculation of the public would 
cause death and life-threatening long-term morbidity. Genocidal crimes against humanity 
rendered through the quid pro quo 'hijacking' of the apparatus of world governments. 

i. May 30. 2023 -Article "COVID outbreak at CDC gathering infects 181 disease detectives": 
"Nearly all of the survey takers, 1,435 (99.4%), reported having received at least one COVID-
19 vaccine." 

214. On June 17, 2024, a laws.uit was filed against Pfizer by the State of Kansas (Exhibit 15), a 
case that will expose more new evidence to further substantiate the Kll-20 facts of Defendant 
FSMB's knowing commission of crimes against humanity. The outcome of Kll-20 has immense 
consequences for the public, not only in exposing the truth and in ensuring such crimes are 
never again committed, but in bringing about a long-overdue and much needed "Reformation 
Of American Medical Boards". 

(iii) DEFENDANT FSMB/CO-CONSPIRATOR TMB'S PROFITEERING FROM THE OPIATE EPIDEMIC 

215. In approximately 2000, numerous opiate manufacturers, including Purdue, commenced 
bribing Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB and its directors, in a series of quid pro quo 
schemes, in which monies were exchanged in return for forcing/coercing physicians to dispense 
opiates under threat of license suspension/revocation. 
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210. Indeed, many physicians who chose to treat pain without opiates had their licenses 
suspended/revoked, their livelihoods destroyed and many of these physicians/family members 
committed suicide. 

216. In 2012, the United States Senate opened an investigation into these illegal schemes, and 
on May 8, 2012, requested from Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB, a list of all exchanged 
monies/information pertaining to facts of the genesis and perpetuation of the opiate epidemic 
and related deaths: "It is clear that the United States is suffering from an epidemic of 
accidental deaths and addiction resulting from the increased sale and use of powerful 
narcotic painkillers such as Oxycontin (oxycodone), Vicodin (hydrocodone), and Opana 
(oxymorphone) ... Deaths from these drugs rose more rapidly "from about 4,000 to 14,800" 
between 1999 and 2008, than any other class of drugs and now kill more people than heroin 
and cocaine combined ... Recent investigative reporting from the Milwaukee Journal 
Sentinel/MedPage Today and ProPublica revealed extensive ties between companies that 
manufacture and market opioids and ... the Federation of State Medical Boards .. .'' 

217. On December 16. 2020, the results of the investigation and the Senate's demand for 
greater transparency in commercial relationships between for-profit healthcare corporations 
and Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB /other tax-exempt groups, were published: "Senate 
Finance Committee Ranking Member Ron Wyden, D-Ore., and Chairman Chuck Grassley, R
lowa, today issued a report to committee colleagues illuminating the extensive connections 
between opioid manufacturers and opioid-related products, and tax-exempt entities that 
have helped drive up sales while downplaying the risks of opioid addiction." 

218. Almost as soon as the Senate admonished Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB, it 
commenced its public campaign of promoting the so called 'vaccine' and began 
suspending/revoking the licenses of those physicians who highlighted its toxicity and 
ineffectiveness. George Orwell's '1984' dystopian "think-speak" at work. 

d. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANT CHRISTIE 

219. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant Christie's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 

220. Defendant Christie has not denied any fact asserted against him within The Kaul Cases, in 
a period from February 2016 to June 2024, including those asserted in Kll-17, facts pertaining 
to the felonies of amongst other things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire 
fraud/embezzlement/public corruption/judicial corruption. 

221. The facts to which Defendant Christie has admitted in Kll-17 are contained within the 
FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS AS TO DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE (Exhibit 
~). 
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222. Contained within the Kll-20 body of fact is fact already proven in Kll-15 (Exhibit 20). a 
case that details Defendant Christie's attempts to cause either an actual or effective cessation 
of Plaintiff Kaul's physical existence. 

e. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANT HEARY 

223. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant Heary's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 

224. Defendant Heary has not denied one fact asserted against him within The Kaul Cases, in a 
period from February 2016 to June 2024, including those asserted in Kll-17. Facts pertaining to 
the felonies of amongst other things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire 
fraud/embezzlement/public corruption/judicial corruption. 

f. FACTS AS TO DEFENDANT STOLZ 

225. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant Stolz's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 

226. Defendant Stolz has not denied one fact asserted against him within The Kaul Cases. in a 
period from April 2018 to June 2024, including those asserted in Kll-17, facts pertaining to the 
felonies of amongst other things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire 
fraud/embezzlement/public corruption/judicial corruption. 

g. FACTS AS TO Kll-8 RESPONDENT-DEFENDANT AND Kll-20 THIRD-PARTY 
WITNESS JAMES PAUL OETKEN 

227. The factual foundation of Kll-18 Respondent-Defendant James Paul Oetken's 
involvement/interference in Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental litigation rights in The Kaul Cases is 
detailed in the Kll-18 Complaint (Exhibit 19) and in Plaintiff-Petitioner Kaul's Kll-18 
INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF in the U.S.C.A. for the 4th Circuit (Case No. 24-1417) (Exhibit 9). 

228. Central to Oetken's knowingly fraudulent Kll-7 September 12, 2022 'opinion-order
injunction' in Kll-7 and his March 15, 2024 'order' threatening to hold Plaintiff Kaul in 
contempt if he did not dismiss Kll-17 by March 29, 2024, was his bribery induced participation 
in the ongoing conspiracy of The Kaul Cases Defendants, an inducement that commenced 
sometime after August 19, 2021, the Kll-7 filing date. 
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229. The Kaul Cases Defendants corruption of certain judges was critical to their scheme to 
prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing their decades of crime. Oetken's entanglement in 
The Kaul Cases Defendants conspiracy and the November 20, 2023, negation by Chief Judge 
Myers of Oetken's September 12, 2022, purported injunction, caused Oetken, under threat 
from the Kll-7 Defendants of exposing his bribery/public corruption felonies, to issue his 
March 15, 2024, order of contempt against Plaintiff Kaul. 

230. Oetken's failure to deny the facts in Kll-18, did, pursuant to F.R.C.P 8(b)(6) cause them to 
become admitted. 

231. Within Kll-18, and on March 25, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul states at para. 13 (Exhibit 19): 

"Defendant Oetken's ... failure of the Kll-17 Defendants to cause the submission of affidavits 
from the New York State Ethics Committee, the Judicial Disciplinary Council, and or any other 
judge within the SDNY, as to Defendant Oetken's refuting that Defendant Oetken engaged in 
criminal schemes with the Kll-17 Defendants." 

232. On June 12, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul responded to a letter from the NYS Ethics Committee 
(Exhibit 18), in which Plaintiff Kaul stated, amongst other things, that his WIX application had 
been deactivated after he distributed a June 9, 2024, release regarding Kll-18 and President 
Trump's comments as to judicial corruption in the New York courts (Exhibit 18) 

233. The timing of the letter from the NYS Ethics Committee is noteworthy in that the 
complaint was filed on November 30, 2022, and the committee's fraudulent 'whitewash' 
response was issued on June 12, 2024, after the filing of Kll-18, a copy of which was served 
upon the Chief Judge of the SDNY and the Judicial Disciplinary Council of the 2nd Circuit. 
Plaintiff's Kaul seeks production of the entire committee's file as to Oetken. 

234. Respondent-Defendant Oetken became conflicted in November 2022 when Plaintiff Kaul 
filed complaints against him with the NYS Ethics Committee and the Judicial Disciplinary 
Council. Oetken's purported 'injunction' was rendered null/void and a 'Fraud on the Court' 
when he failed to respond to Plaintiff Kaul's September 14, 2022, request that by October 6, 
20222 he disclose his financial holdings and all exparte communications (Exhibit 19). As of the 
July 11, 2024, filing of the Kll-20 Compliant, the information has still not been disclosed. 

235. Respondent-Defendant Oetken's purported 'injunction' became a 'Fraud on the Court on 
October 6, 2022. From October 6, 2022, to March 25, 2024, the filing date of Kll-18, the 
purported 'injunction' has remained a 'Fraud on the Court', and on April 8, 2024, Kll-18 was 
dismissed with prejudice without Defendant-Respondent Oetken denying the facts, the non
denial of which caused their admittance. For example: 

"Through their nexus with K3 Defendant Charles Schumer and Kll-3 Defendant Kevin 
McNulty, counsel for the Kll-7 Defendants knew that Defendant Oetken was a well-known 
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"racketeer'' within the SDNY, with a reputation for 'selling' his opinion to the 'highest 
bidder'." 

236. Chief Judge Myers, in the knowledge that Respondent-Defendant Oetken was conflicted 
and that his September 12, 2022, purported 'injunction' was an admitted 'Fraud on the Court', 
did enter on March 13, 2024, an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (Exhibit 5), an order 
illegitimately ignored by the Kll-17 Defendants. 

237. However, on June 14, 2024, Chief Judge Myers, in the knowledge that he himself was 
conflicted consequent to Plaintiff Kaul's appeal of his April 8, 2024, dismissal of Kll-18 with 
prejudice, did dismiss Kll-17 with prejudice based on the knowingly conflicted and fraudulent 
'injunction' of Kll-18 Respondent-Defendant Oetken. 

238. The dismissal of Kll-17 is an admitted 'Fraud on the Court' invalid for all purposes (Exhibit 
1,) and for which the law permits the refiling of claims (Exhibit 5): 

"The truth is more important than the trouble it takes to get it" See Publicker v. Shallcross 106 
F.2d 949 (3rd Circuit 1939) (Exhibit 5). 

239. However, for some inexplicable reason, Chief Judge Meyers went from seeking the truth 
on March 13, 2024, to not on June 14, 2024, when he issued an opinion within which he states, 
amongst other things: "no court has invalidated the filing injunction. Thus, the filing 
injunction remains in full effect." 

240. The nullity/falsity of this statement is evidenced by numerous facts: 

241. The purported injunction was rendered a 'Fraud on the Court' on October 6, 2022, 
consequent to Respondent-Defendant Oetken's failure to submit his financial holdings/exparte 
communications as required by law; 

242. it has continued to constitute a 'Fraud on the Court' consequent to Respondent-Defendant 
Oetken's continued failure to submit his financial holdings/exparte communications; 

243. Chief Judge Myers, in full knowledge of the purported injunction, did enter an ORDER FOR 
DISCOVERY PLAN on March 13, 2024; 

244. Respondent-Defendant Oetken's failure to deny the facts of, amongst other things, 
bribery/public corruption asserted in Kll-8 did cause their admission; 

245. the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court' as applied to Respondent-Defendant Oetken's 
admission of the Kll-18 facts places the burden of proof on Respondent-Defendant Oetken to 
prove his innocence, a proof for which no judicial intervention is required and a proof he 
continues to fail to submit; 
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246. the SCOTUS rulings in Jarkesy and Toper invalidate every administrative 
proceeding/defense/court ruling associated the illegal 2014 revocation, and that includes 
Respondent-Defendant Oetken's September 12, 2022, purported 'injunction' and Chief Judge 
Myers June 14, 2024, order in Kll-17. 

247. Consequent to these facts, the purported 'injunction' continues to constitute an illegal 
violation of Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights, that Chief Judge Meyers, in his 
state of knowing conflicted-ness, had no authority on which to submit an opinion onto the 
federal docket. 

248. Chief Judge Myers ought to have recused himself from Kll-17 and had the matter 
adjudicated by another judge, but did not, an act consistent with the twelve (12) years-worth of 
violations of Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights. 

249. The 'clock has been turned back' to 11 am EST on April 9, 2012, and every injury/violation 
caused to Plaintiff Kaul consequent to the illegal suspension/revocation, including those 
committed by certain judges within the United States District Court, will be remediated. 

250. AND every argument/defenses/opinion/order/'injunction' is invalidated, for the simple 
fact that the 2014 revocation was procured illegally, remained knowingly illegal for ten (10) 
years and is illegal in 2024, an inescapable illegality for which the Court, post Jarkesy/Loper, 
must order, amongst other things, the immediate reinstatement of Plaintiff Kaul's illegally 
revoked NJ license. 

251. Every consequence/injury/violation and every element of Plaintiff Kaul's 'universe of 
existence' that was affected/is affected/will be affected by the illegal revocation and its 
consequences to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation (2012-2024) does substantiate 
compensation and will substantiate further charges against The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

252. The below stated facts of Respondent-Defendant Oetken's judicial misconduct in the 
period preceding the filing of Kll-17 were pied in the Kll-17 Complaint, and were facts on 
which Chief Judge Myers transferred the case to his remit, and facts on which he entered an 
ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN on March 13, 2024. 

253. Chief Judge Myers, being aware of these facts, did then inexplicably permit the Defendants 
and Respondent-Defendant Oetken to continue their misconduct/violations in the E.D.N.C. by 
ignoring his March 13, 2024, ORDER and threatening Plaintiff Kaul on March 15, 2024, with 
contempt of court if he did not dismiss Kll-17. 

254. Chief Judge Myers, in not providing Plaintiff Kaul a protective order against Respondent
Defendant Oetken's threat, did violate the authority of the E.D.N.C., and did, in furtherance of 
this error, then ascribe validity to Respondent-Defendant Oetken's fraudulent 'injunction' in his 
June 14, 2024, order of dismissal, when he had done the exact opposite on November 20, 2023 
(Kll-17 filing) and March 13, 2024. 
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250. Chief Judge Myers provided no factual/legal basis nor rationale for his starkly 
contradictory positions (March 13, 2024, vs. June 14. 2024). 

(i) JUDICIAL CORRUPTION+ FRAUD ON THE COURT- 'THE OETKEN ANALYSIS' - DEFENDANTS 
PERPETRATION IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OF A 'FRAUD ON THE COURT' AND 
RESULTANT NULLITY OF THE Kll-7 SEPTEMBER 12. 2022, PURPORTED 'OPINION/ORDER' OF 
JAMES PAUL OETKEN AND THE Kll-10 MAY 10. 2023, ORDER OF U.S.D.J. ROCHON 

255. The fraudulence/illegality of U.S.D.J. James Paul Oetken's Kll-7 September 12, 2022, 
order/opinion became established on September 14, 2022, AND has since been further 
confirmed by 'THE OETKEN ANALYSIS' which proves the ADMITTANCE of every argument 
submitted in Kll-7 by Plaintiffs Kaul/Basch from August 19, 2021, to September 12, 2022, AND 
by Oetken's continued failure (September 12, 2022, to November 5, 2023) to deny the fact that 
he was bribed/corrupted by the Kll-7 Defendants.-

256. IN FACT, and in a further tacit admission that he [Oetken] received bribes from the Kll-7 
Defendants/engaged in exparte communications, Oetken DID on August 14, 2023, ten (10) 
months after Plaintiffs Kaul/Basch filed a motion (October 6, 2022) to disqualify him and two (2) 
months after Plaintiffs filed Kll-14 (June 22, 2023) in the U.S.D.C. - Southern District Florida, 
Defendant-Respondent Oetken INADVERTENTLY CAUSED a further tacit admission of the fact 
that he was bribed/engaged in exparte communications in the manufacturing of his September 
12, 2022, purported 'injunction', by filing a response to the motion to disqualify (Kll-7: D.E. 
172), without denying any of the facts, thus causing them to become admitted. 

257. Respondent-Defendant Oetken's admissions of bribery/exparte communications occurred 
on October 6, 2022/August 14, 2023/April 8, 2024, and the invalidation of all his opinions
orders-injunctions did occur on June 27 /28, 2024, with Jarkesy and Loper. This also further 
invalidates Chief Judge Myer's April 8, 2024, statement in his dismissal of Kll-18: 

" ... no court has invalidated the filing injunction. Thus, the filing injunction remains in full 
effect." (Kll-17: D.E. 113 Page 4 of 6). 

258. Oetken's motivation for filing a document (Kll-7: D.E. 172) on August 14, 2023, in Kll-7 
(a case he ordered closed in October 2022) was an attempt, albeit unsuccessful, to belatedly 
un-deny facts that had already been admitted in October 2022, and to attempt to disguise his 
motivation by framing it as a 'denial' of Plaintiffs Kaul/Basch October 6, 2022, motion for 
disqualification. 

259. Oetken's motivation for seeking to un-deny these admitted facts was an attempt to 
buttress/reassure the August 23, 2023 'injunction' based dismissal of Kll-14 by the district 
judge in the U.S.D.C for the Southern District of Florida, a judge whose opinion evidences her 
immense hesitation in referencing Oetken's corrupted 'injunction' in the opinion. 
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260. However, and as even further ·evidence of his guilt, and in 'digging himself even deeper 
into his crime' is his explicit non-denial of the already admitted disqualification facts. 

261. For example, in his Kll-7 August 23, 2023, submission, he does not certify that he did not 
receive bribes nor engage in exparte communications nor render a knowingly 
fraudulent/corrupted 'injunction', but instead alludes to Plaintiff Kaul's Rule 36 procurement of 
fact as being an "impermissible" and "speculative" process. 

262. Oetken's August 23, 2023, submission/defense effectively says: "yes I committed the 
crimes, but you [Kaul/Basch) do not have the evidence to prove it". 

263. Oetken's September 12, 2022, purported 'injunction' is not only now invalid, but is a 
'Fraud on the Court', a fact exposed and re-exposed on October 6, 2022 (Kll-7)/August 23, 
2023 (Kll-14)/April 8, 2024 (Kll-18)/June 14, 2024 (Kll-17)/June 27, 2024-Jarkesy/June 28, 
2024-Loper. 

264. Respondent-Defendant Oetken has still not denied the facts of his felonies (August 19, 
2021, to July 7, 2024), a non-denial not dissimilar to that of Martin Thomas Manton. 

265. The below section (para. 271 to para. 312) up until STATEMENT OF EVIDENTIAL EXHIBITS 
appears in Kll-14 and Kll-17, and evidences the perpetuation of Defendant-Respondent
Oetken's September 12, 2022, fraudulent September 12, 2022, purported injunction by the 
Kll-10 judge through the S.D.N.Y. AND although Kll-20 is replete with admitted/undisputed 
fact sufficient for Summary Judgment,_ Plaintiff Kaul's purpose in retaining this section within 
Kll-20 is to illustrate in the context of SCOTUS in Jarkesy (June 27, 2024) and Toper (June 28, 
2024) the extent to which The Kaul Cases Defendants, Respondent-Defendant Oetken and 
certain other district judges acted illegally in attempting to conceal The Kaul Cases Defendants 
criminal conspiracy (2005 to 2024), and crimes, in using the United States District Court as a 
conduit and 'cover' for their "pattern of racketeering''. 

266. A fundamental error of every district court that has dismissed one of The Kaul Cases is that 
every court incorporated into its decision, the illegal/fraudulent opinions/orders of all prior 
district courts/NJ administrative law court/NJ state medical board (2012 to 2024}. thus 
rendering its opinion/order as equally illegal/fraudulent. 

267. It is scenarios such as this that strongly counsel for the prompt 
investigation/recognition/remediation of suspected and proven acts of 'Fraud on the Court' and 
or other violations/crime, in order that innocent and unsuspecting judges/courts are not 
dragged into The Kaul Cases Defendants' criminal conspiracy. 

268. Defendants admittance of fact and defenseless-ness is absolute, in that at the heart of all 
judicial opinions/orders within The Kaul Cases is the illegal 2014 revocation. 
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269. Moreover the ongoing/"new" injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 
and ongoing/"new" violations of his human/civil/constitutional rights {2012-2024) will continue 
to substantiate new claims until the injuries/violations/offenses are 
remediated/recompensed/causes to cease. 

270. On May 10, 2023, in Kll-10, a purported order/opinion was entered by the district judge, 
Jennifer L. Rochon. The document perpetuates the admitted Kll-7 'Fraud on the Court', in that 
its purpose, nature, substance and character are identical to the fraudulent Kll-7 September 
12, 2022, order/opinion of district judge, James Paul Oetken. 

271. On May 2. 2023. in Kll-10, a case in which Oetken was deprived of adjudicative power, 
consequent to pending complaints before state/federal disciplinary committees/councils, 
counsel for Defendant ICE filed a letter with the Court in which he copied Oetken, thus 
converting him from a jurist to a witness/defendant, a fact stated in Plaintiffs Kll-10 May 12. 
2023. response to the Kll-10 district judge's May 10, 2023, purported order/opinion. 

272. On May 9, 2023. in Kll-10 and in response to Defendant ICE's May 2. 2023. letter, 
Plaintiffs submitted opposition papers, in which they identified, amongst other things, 
Defendant ICE's "conspicuous failure to have the New York State ATTORNEY GRIEVANCE 
COMMITTEE issue an opinion of no cause regarding the Kll-7 district judge, does further 
consolidate the corpus of fact substantiating 'Fraud on the Court' as a basis for Kll-10." 

273. The Kll-10 district judge's knowingly improper May 10, 2023, incorporation, and use of 
the US wires/United States District Court, to propagate Oetken's fraudulent September 12, 
2022, Kll-7 order/opinion, did cause to be rendered fraudulent and thus null/void the Kll-10 
district judge's May 10, 2023, purported order/opinion (Kll-10: D.E. 27). 

274. However, in addition to the procedural 'Fraud on the Court' based nullity, the purported 
Kll-10 order/opinion of May 10, 2023, is without legal effect consequent to multiple 
misrepresentations/mischaracterizations of fact, as identified in the below analysis of the May 
10, 2023, Kll-10 opinion/order: 

BACKGROUND (Kll-10): 

275. Filing History: The Court states: "In March 2014, the New Jersey State Board of Medical 
Examiners ... any request will be denied for failure to comply with this Opinion and Order, 
and Plaintiff Kaul may be subject to sanctions, including monetary penalties or contempt." 
Id. at *9." 

276. The opinion was drafted by the Defendants lawyers, and contains verbiage that is almost 
an exact copy of that submitted in prior judicial opinions, the purpose of which is an attempt to 
undermine Plaintiff Kaul's credibility, character, and competence, by misrepresenting the facts 
pertaining to the politico-legal events preceding/surrounding the illegal February 12, 2014, 
revocation/revocation proceedings (April 9 to June 28, 2013). 

58 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 59 of 160

277. The revocation/revocation proceedings were and are illegal, a fact known to the Kll-10 
district judge, a fact admitted to by The Kaul Cases Defendants, and a fact substantiated by the 
undisputed and claim conclusive evidence within The Kaul Cases. 

278. From the commencement of The Kaul Cases on February 22, 2016 (Kl), the Defendants 
defense strategy has involved bribing politicians/judges (See April 27. 2022, Wall Street Journal 
article - 'Dozens of Federal Judges Had Financial Conflicts: What You Need to Know') to prevent 
any of the cases advancing into discovery and to have cases dismissed for legally invalid 
reasons, and to then use these fraudulently procured dismissals to argue, and have judges 
argue the mantra that because "Plaintiff Kaul has never received any relief in these cases." 
that therefore the case before them, regardless of new evidence/facts/injuries should be 
dismissed. 

279. At no point have The Kaul Cases Defendants contested/refuted/rebutted/addressed any 
of the evidence/facts, facts they have admitted sufficient for Summary Judgment, and facts that 
support claims that they continue to falsely describe as "frivolous". 

280. In furtherance of the Kll-10 Defendants/District Judge's scheme to undermine Plaintiff 
Kaul/Basch's credibility, is the district court judge's blatant misrepresentation of the FACT that 
the insurance industry was indeed born out of the trans-Atlantic slaving industry, did profit 
from the Nazi engineered Holocaust and continues to profit from the mass mandated 
dissemination of so called COVID vaccines. 

281. Defendants have not denied these facts, nor indeed could they as they are part of historic 
and legal records, as a simple Google search does prove. 

282. Plaintiffs submitted these facts in The Kaul Cases and specifically in Kll-2 as evidence of a 
four hundred year-plus "pattern of racketeering" and a general profit-purposed criminal state
of-mind consistent with the wrongdoing committed against the Plaintiffs, as identified in The 
Kaul Cases, and NOT, as the district judge disingenuously claims, a direct conspiracy against 
Plaintiffs Kaul/Basch; although the insurance industry does indeed view/treat ethnic minority 
physicians as modern-day slaves. 

283. The Kll-10 district judge states: "Plaintiff Kaul has never received any relief in these 
cases as the District of New Jersey dismissed many of Kaul's claims and Kaul voluntarily 
dismissed others. Id. at *2." 

284. All cases were in fact voluntarily dismissed, and the district judge's statement is false and 
purposed to mislead the record and any future readers of the record into believing the 
Defendants false narrative that The Kaul Cases claims are without merit. The claims, as 
evidenced by the admitted fact, do indeed have merit, a fact known to the district judge. 

285. Similarly, the Kll-10 district judge, in keeping with and furthering the Kll-7 district 
judge's September 12, 2022 'Fraud on the Court' (Exhibit 12) mischaracterizes a kidnapping of 
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Plaintiff Kaul on May 27, 2021 as a "purported kidnapping", and re-enters onto the record a 
quote from the knowingly fraudulent September 12, 2022 document: "The Court warned that 
"[i]f Plaintiff Kaul violates this Opinion and Order and files any materials without first 
obtaining leave to file, any request will be denied for failure to comply with this Opinion and 
Order, and Plaintiff Kaul may be subject to sanctions, including monetary penalties or 
contempt." Id. at *9. 

286. Kll-10 was filed on March 9, 2023, and the Court after having reviewed the Complaint, 
issued summonses for all Defendants, four (4) of whom were served. The Kll-10 district judge 
only dismissed the case after direct interference from Oetken, the jurist who was converted 
into a witness/defendant consequent to being copied on Defendant ICE's May 2, 2023, letter 
(Kll-10: D.E. 17). 

287. Factual Background: The Court states: "Plaintiffs have now filed, without leave, another 
complaint alleging that Defendants supported ... Plaintiffs allege that PACE submitted a false 
report to the Pennsylvania Medical Board stating that Kaul "would be a danger to the public" 
and "likely never meet the standards to ever return to the practice of medicine." Id. ,i 64" -

288. The strategy of the Defendants/District Judge involves citing statements from Plaintiffs' 
pleadings that are either unrefuted/uncontested/unrebutted/undenied, 
mischaracterized/misrepresented and or contextually excerpted, in an attempt to 
mischaracterize Plaintiffs' claims as implausible and or evidentially unsupported. 

289. The Defendants/District Judge's mischaracterization is an attempt to mitigate Oetken's 
Kll-7 'Fraud on the Court' and justify the Kll-10 district judge's knowingly improper attempt 
to further perpetrate this fraud within the United States District Court. The Court states: 
"Plaintiffs claim that the Defendant insurance companies are committing racketeering 
through a "Slaving-Nazi-COVID-lnsurance Axis" to "force[] mass global vaccination programs." 
Campi. ,i,i 17-18.'' 

290. This is a gross mischaracterization ofthe pied fact that the insurance industry (the 
principal perpetrator in The Kaul Cases) began with the trans-Atlantic slaving industry, profited 
from the Nazi Holocaust, and continues to profit from mandated COVID vaccine programs. 
These constitute forms of legalized human trafficking/exploitation, a theme within The Kaul 
Cases of legally facilitated exploitation of principally ethnic minority physicians 
(Hispanic/Asian/African American), through the coopting of the government/courts and the 
enactment/perversion of law to provide 'legal' cover for such crimes against humanity. 

291. These historical facts substantiate a four-hundred-year-plus "pattern of racketeering", 
facts regarding the continuance of which are pied in The Kaul Cases. The Court states: 
"Plaintiffs admit to filing several similar lawsuits between 2015 and 2022. Id. ,i 4 ... These 
claims are summarized in Judge Oetken's opinion, and the Court assumes familiarity with 
those allegations. Kaul 2021 at *2-3.'' 
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292. The Kll-10 district court judge has misrepresented the pleading, in that in paragraph 4. 
the Plaintiffs did NOT admit to filing several similar lawsuits between 2015 to 2022, as is 
evident from a plain reading of para. 4. The Court states: "Portions of the Complaint are 
seemingly a "copy and paste" from the amended complaint filed in Kaul 2021. Compare id. 
'11'1116-21, 27, 29-35, 71-222 with Kaul v. Intercontinental Exch., No. 21-cv-6992 (JPO), ECF No. 
14 ("Kaul 2021 Campi.") '!I'll 6-10, 12-152." 

293. This is a contextually excerpted and grossly misleading statement of the legal warranty of 
Kll-10 pursuant to the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court' which permits a case to be refiled in 
the same or a different court, as substantiated in Kll-10 with reference to controlling SCOTUS 
law (Kll-10: D.E. 1 Page 82 of 169) (Exhibit 5). 

294. This accounts for the fact that the majority of Kll-10 is indeed identical to Kll-7. A lack of 
identity between Kll-10 and Kll-7 would be inconsistent with the foundational doctrine of 
'Fraud on the Court', but even absent this basis, Kll-10 was brought jointly on new 
evidence/facts/injuries. 

295. On May 10, 2023, in Kll-10 the Court/Defendants state: "Notwithstanding, Plaintiffs 
claim this lawsuit is an "independent action" alleging new facts and "new racketeering 
injuries." Campi. 'II 7. The first "new'' allegation is that Judge Oetken fraudulently dismissed 
Plaintiffs' previous case, Kaul 2021; and Judge Oetken "tacitly admitted to having received 
bribes and conspiring with the Defendants and or their agents." Campi. '!I'll 5, 12. Plaintiffs 
allege that various Defendants bribed Judge Oetken to dismiss Kaul 2021 and enter the 
injunction that prevents Plaintiff from prosecuting the "Kaul Cases." Id. '!I'll 22-24 ... Second, 
Plaintiffs allege that the New York State Medical Board colluded with "[t]he Kaul Cases 
Defendants" to deny Kaul's medical license application ... Third, Plaintiffs claim that three 
defendant insurers - FSMB, Allstate, and GEICO- used the State of California - UC San Diego 
Physician Assistant and Clinical Education ("PACE") Program to further their racketeering 
scheme." 

296. Neither the Court nor the Defendants have refuted/rebutted/contested/addressed these 
facts, but in simply re-stating them on the federal record, they have inadvertently admitted the 
facts. Attached to Kll-10 was a copy of a lawsuit Plaintiff Kaul had drafted against Defendant 
PACE (Kll-10: D.E. 1 Page 151 of 169), another so called 'physician assessment' program whose 
commercial survival is dependent on Defendant FSMB. Kll-8 Defendant PACE rendered a 
report in October 2022, the fraudulence of which was proved by Plaintiff Kaul's recording of the 
May/June 2022 virtual interviews. 

Procedural Background (Kll-10): 

297. The Court states: "Plaintiffs filed the Complaint on March 9, 2023. See id. Defendant 
Allstate requested dismissal of this action on April 19, 2023, on the grounds that the 
Complaint violates an anti-filing injunction. ECF No. 3. Plaintiffs filed a motion for summary 
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judgment on April 21, 2023, ... Plaintiffs responded to Defendant Intercontinental Exchange's 
letter on May 9, 2023. ECF No. 24." 

298. This is a purposefully incomplete recitation, in that the Court fails to specifically identify 
Defendant Heary's April 24. 2023, ADMISSION OF MATERIAL AND UNDISPUTED FACT OF 
DEFENDANT ROBERT HEARY (Kll-10: D.E. 9). These admissions, pursuant to RICO's vicarious 
liability doctrine, did on May 24. 2023. become admitted with regards to all other Kll-10 
Defendants, sufficient to substantiate Summary Judgment. 

DISCUSSION (Kll-10): 

Anti-Filing Injunction Against Kaul: 

299. The Court states: "This lawsuit runs afoul of Judge Oetken's order barring Kaul from filing 
any lawsuits related to the facts of his earlier cases ... The Court finds that Kaul is barred from 
bringing the Complaint in this lawsuit as it clearly falls with Judge Oetken's anti-filing 
injunction." 

300. The Kll-10 district judge's analysis incorporates and perpetuates Oetken's Kll-7 
September 12, 2022, knowing 'Fraud on the Court' and is knowingly/willfully false in that the 
Kll-10 district judge knew and knows that the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court' as applied to 
Oetken's September 12, 2022 admitted fraud and further (Kll-18-March 25, 2024) proven 
fraud (Exhibit 19). rendered/renders null and void Oetken's September 12, 2022 Kll-7 opinion 
and all purported orders within the opinion. including that of the purported 'anti-filing 
injunction'. 

301. The Kll-10 district judge, by willfully incorporating into a judicial opinion/order, the 
contents of the knowingly fraudulent Kll-7 document, the Kll-10 district judge has, for 
political/professional reasons, assumed Oetken's liability of fraud, an act that was a 
consequence of her/his calculation that the liability of fraud assumption was outweighed by the 
risk that without such an order, the Plaintiffs would not be coerced/intimidated into not 
continuing to litigate The Kaul Cases to the emergence of 'the truth. 

302. The Kll-10 district judge evinces her fraudulent state-of-mind in devoting twenty (20) 
lines to a purported analysis of why Oetken's fraudulent September 12, 2022, opinion/order 
applies to Kll-10, while willfully omitting the fact that Kll-10 pleads new and "ongoing 
racketeering'' offenses/injuries, for which the law regarding new evidence/facts authorizes new 
claims as does the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court'. The Kll-10 opinion/order are legally 
unsubstantiated. 

303. The Kll-10 district judge's failure to contest/rebut/refute/analyze the applicability of 
'Fraud on the Court' /"ongoing racketeering" constitutes a tacit admission of these doctrines, 
which further substantiates the filing of Kll-17. 
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304. These admissions further invalidate the purported 'anti-filing injunction' and further 
validate the filing of Kll-17, while the Kll-10 judge's tangential referencing of the doctrines, 
although intended to convey the impression of analysis, does nothing but evidence a fraudulent 
state-of-mind and its attempted perpetuation, as does the footnote on page 6: " ... 
procedurally proper way to challenge the decision in Kaul 2021 [Kll-7]", which is a blatant 
attempt to mischaracterize Oetken's September 12, 2022 Kll-7 opinion/order as a legitimate 
honest act, which it is not, and which has been admitted/proven as such .. 

Collateral Estoppel IK11-10): 

305. The Court states: "The doctrine of claim preclusion, also called collateral estoppel, also 
bars most of Plaintiffs' claims ... bars all of the claims in this action except the three new RICO 
claims, which were not already adjudicated, but which are barred by the injunction." 

306. The doctrine is inapplicable/invalid for the same reasons that invalidate the purported 
'anti-filing injunction', those being the "ongoing racketeering" offenses/injuries and 'Fraud on 
the Court'; reasons not contested/rebutted/refuted/analyzed by the Kll-10 district judge, and 
for the simple fact that the Kll-7 issues were never litigated nor legitimately decided, and the 
facts were admitted. 

307. The Kll-10 judge's reliance on Somerset v Partners. LLC. No. 20-cv001241 is misplaced, in 
that in the Somerset cases there was no 'Fraud on the Court', and there was one discrete 
alleged offense/injury that was highly circumscribed in time and there was neither any 
"ongoing pattern of racketeering" nor "new racketeering injuries" as was the case in Kll-
7 /Kll-10 and is the case in Kll-17. 

308. The Kll-10 district judge chose to raise a preclusion defense, knowing that within The 
Kaul Cases. including Kll-7, the Defendants use of these defenses had uniformly failed, in that 
neither the Defendants nor the courts disproved Plaintiff Kaul's negation of the defenses. The 
Kll-10 district judge knew this to be the law of The Kaul Cases, including Kll-10, but in 
attempting to violate the law, did further perpetuate the 'Fraud on the Court'. 

Rule 8(aH2l (Kll-10): 

309. The Court states: ''The Complaint should also be dismissed pursuant to Rule 8(a)(2). Rule 
8(a)(2) requires "a short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled 
to relief." ... Therefore, the Court also dismisses this complaint pursuant to Rule 8(a)(2)." 

310. The Kll-10 district judge's strategy of 'throwing everything at the wall, to see what sticks' 
is most distinctly evidenced in raising a Rule 8 defense, a defense that failed in Kll-7 in that 
neither the Defendants nor the court disproved Plaintiff Kaul's negation of the defense. 

311. In fact, the mere raising of this defense by the Kll-10 district judge constitutes evidence of 
the knowing invalidity of the purported 'anti-filing injunction' and collateral estoppel defenses, 
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in that if these defenses were indeed valid, which they are not, their validity would render 
moot/unnecessary a Rule 8 defense, but from which in fact, the lack of mootness and specific 
Rule 8 citation do infer the invalidity of the purported 'anti-filing injunction' and collateral 
estoppel defense. Put otherwise, the Kll-10 judge's mere raising of Rule 8 evidences her 
knowing invalidity of the anti-filing injunction/collateral estoppel defenses. 

312. The Kll-10 district judge's May 10, 2023, opinion/order constitute a 'Fraud on the Court', 
but even if it did not, which it does, Kll-17 is legally warranted as it is based on new/ongoing 
offenses/injuries, previously not in existence, and contains undisputed facts material to the 
proof of Summary Judgement. 

Rule 54 Infraction. Admission Of Undisputed Material Fact And Oetken's Conversion Into A 
Witness/Defendant IKll-10): 

313. On May 12. 2023. Plaintiffs submitted a letter to the Kll-10 district judge in which they 
raised the following facts: (i) the Kll-10 May 10, 2023 opinion/order (D.E. 27) was invalid/null 
and void consequent to unadjudicated motions, as pursuant to Rule 54(b) "Otherwise, any 
order or other decision, however designated, that adjudicates fewer than all the claims or the 
rights and liabilities of fewer than all the parties does not end the action as to any of the 
claims or parties and may be revised at any time before the entry of a judgment adjudicating 
all the claims and all the parties' rights and liabilities."; (ii) On May 24. 2023. the facts 
contained within the Kll-10 April 24. 2023 ADMISSION OF MATERIAL UNDISPUTED FACT OF 

DEFENDANT ROBERT HEARV (Kll-10: D.E. 9) became permanently admitted not just as to 
Defendant Heary, but as to all Defendants pursuant to RICO's vicarious liability doctrine; (iii) the 
Defendants and the Kll-10 district judge failed to provide authority to negate the controlling 
law of the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court', a failure that corroborated Oetken's September 14, 
2022 admission in Kll-7 that his purported opinion/order were/are a 'Fraud on the Court'; (iv) 
Defendant ICE, in improperly copying Oetken on their May 2, 2023 letter to the court (Kll-10: 
D.E. 17) (an individual with no legitimate adjudicative power in Kll-10) did cause him to 
become a witness/defendant. who obstructed justice in Kll-10 by conspiring with the Kll-10 
district judge to dismiss Kll-10 with prejudice, knowing that a public prosecution of Kll-10 
would expose evidence of all his prior wrongful acts, be they civil and or criminal. 

The Inapplicability Of Mootness (Kll-10): 

314. On May 16. 2023. and in response to Plaintiffs' May 12. 2023. letter, the Kll-10 district 
judge, absent any citation to legal authority and further evidencing her 'Fraud on the Court' did 
alter the Plaintiffs' May 12. 2023, letter (Kll-10: D.E. 29) to claim that her willful non
adjudication of motions filed by Plaintiffs for Summary Judgment/Default Judgment was 
"moot" because the dismissal had the "effect of denying as moot all open motions". 

315. The Kll-10 district judges mootness argument is fallacious because: (i) The major premise 
of the Kll-10 district judge's purported opinion/order is Oetken's September 12, 2022, Kll-7 
purported order/opinion, an admitted/proven 'Fraud on the Court' and thus a premise fatally 

64 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 65 of 160

undermined by the authoritative principles of Rule 60/Doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court'; (ii) 
Finality, pursuant to Rule 54, cannot exist without adjudication of all pending motions, which 
thus renders null/void the May 10, 2023 Kll-10 district judge's purported opinion/order (Kll-
10: D.E. 27); (iv) the legal definition of 'moot' is that of an open question, or a thing that is 
debatable, unsettled or subject to argument, and thus the Kll-10 district judge undermined 
her purported opinion/order in using this term (there remain debatable/unsettled 
questions/issues with The Kaul Cases) but even ifthis were not the unintended result, the new 
and ongoing evidence/facts/offenses/injuries continuing to be caused to Plaintiff Kaul (2012 to 
2023 and ongoing) will continue to preclude from The Kaul Cases any consideration of the 
concept of mootness, until the offenses cease and the injuries are 
rectified/remedied/remediated. 

316. The facts that preclude mootness exist within the scheme that has been perpetrated and 
continues to be perpetrated by The Kaul Cases Defendants, certain judges within 
administrative/state/federal courts and others, whereby these individuals have violated and 
continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his livelihood/life/liberty/economic 
standing/reputational standing/professional standing/social standing/physical 
standing/psychological standing by obstructing his efforts to litigate his legal claims, have his 
New Jersey license reinstated, actualize the May 27, 2020 grant of his Pennsylvania license and 
or obtain a license in any other state, including Texas. 
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5. STATEMENT OF EVIDENTIAL EXHIBITS CONTAINED WITHIN THE 
KAUL CASES 

317. This body of admitted claim conclusive evidence, some of which was submitted in Kll-19 
and the remainder of which is contained within The Kaul Cases, does exceed the Summary 
Judgment standard, evidences criminal violations of American law, gross violations of Plaintiff 
Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights and is as follows w/excerpts: 

a. July 28, 2023-COMPLAINT IN KAUL v. CHRISTIE/MURPHY: 23-CV-22582 {Kll-15): 

"The conspiracy to violate Plaintiff Kaul's civil rights continued from the Morristown Police 
Department to the United States Marshals Service and into the Mercer County Correctional 
Center, where the scheme, for which Defendants Christie/Murphy, and in fact all of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants, pursuant to RICO's vicarious liability doctrine, are liable, involved an 
attempt to use anti-psychotics to render Plaintiff Kaul mentally infirm, psychiatrically 
labelled, susceptible to serious injury/death, in order to effectively eliminate his right to life 
and to actually eliminate Plaintiff Kaul." 

b. April 4, 2023- ADMISSION OF MATERIAL AND UNDISPUTED FACT OF DEFENDANT ROBERT 
HEARY: 23-CV-2016 {Kll-10) 

"I admit that the knowing, willful, malicious, and purposeful violation of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human rights is commensurate with the standard of that of a crime against humanity." 

c. February 11, 2022- INTERVIEW OF DEFENDANT CHRISTIE'S POLITICAL COLLEAGUE, 
ANTHONY CAPPELLO: 21-CV-06992 {Kll-7): 

"Mr. Cappello, a decades-long New Jersey political insider, was presented with various pieces 
of evidence, and with his intimate knowledge of Defendant Christie, did unequivocally state 
that the case was "totally believable". His statement undermines the Defendants 
mischaracterizations of the case as "vexatious ... frivolous ... meritless ... abusive ... 
harassing", and we respectfully request this document's contents be incorporated into your 
consideration of Defendants' motions ... From 2012 to 2017, my requests to Kathleen for this 
person's identity were unsuccessful, as were my requests for her brother's contact 
information. She remained fearful of the consequences to her life, but did upon my continued 
plea, provide an affidavit in September 2017, factually establishing certain content of her 
brother's communications with the then anonymous state government person." 

d. May 28, 2021- LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF KAUL TO U.S.D.J. ALLISON BURROUGHS RE: KAUL 
KIDNAPPING SCHEME: 21-CV-10326 {Kll-2) 

"These events lend further evidential weight to the claims, that is irrefutable. As is clear from 
the record, the commission and attempted cover-up by the Defendants now involves the 
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executive/legislative/judicial branches of the State of New Jersey. The Defendants scheme 
now involves the use of police to threaten, harass and intimidate process servers, witnesses, 
and the Plaintiff himself, while violating the jurisdiction/authority of the United States ... My 
concern is that with this escalation of armed force, people will be killed. In that regard, I do 
request that there be emergently schedule a case management conference. in order to 
mitigate this threat, and stop the Defendants criminal abuse of state power and continued 
falsification of evidence." 

e. August 23, 2021- DEFENDANT ALLSTATE ADMISSIONS OF FACT RE: COMMISSION SECURITIES 
FRAUD: 21-CV-06992 (Kll-7): 

"Defendant Allstate does admit to the following facts: .... That in its 2018 lOQ filing, it did, on 
"Page 92 of 93, under "PART II. OTHER INFORMATION-Item 1. Legal Proceedings" with 
fraudulent intent and effect, omit a material legal proceeding and divert attention to a 
general "discussion under the heading "Regulations and Compliance". 

Defendant Allstate, as the SEC record shows. filed false returns for five (5) years, from 2016 to 
2021, this being the year it was exposed by Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-7. As a consequence of this 
fraud and Defendant Allstate being sued in India by Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-5 for its practice/policy 
of racial discrimination, its share price decreased. 

f. February 11. 2019 - 'THE SOLOMON CRITIQUE 2': 

This document evidences the massive fraud perpetrated by Defendant Solomon in 
collusion/conspiracy with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants in the April 9 to June 
30, 2013, NJ OAL revocation proceeding, and then in the December 13, 2013, issuing of 
Defendant Solomon's report, a report that was adopted by The Kaul Cases Defendant NJBME 
on February 12, 2014, and that caused the illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license on March 
24, 2014. 

"From April 9, 2013, to June 28, 2013, there was conducted a hearing in the New Jersey Office 
of Administrative Law, the purpose of which was to illegally revoke Kaul's medical license. 
The proceeding was a massive fraud, orchestrated with criminal intent by K2 defendant 
Christopher J. Christie. The proceeding was polluted with perjury+ evidential omissions+ 
misrepresentations+ falsifications+ gross mischaracterizations ... 

This analysis, 'The Solomon Critique 2', focuses entirely on Defendant Przybylski and it proves 
that he, in conjunction with K2 defendants Hafner+ Solomon collectively committed two 
hundred and twenty--two (222) separate instances of perjury+ evidential omissions 
falsifications+ misrepresentations. K2 defendant Solomon based his opinion on a record that 
Kaul has since proven to be one replete with perjury+ evidential omissions+ fabrications+ 
falsifications+ misrepresentations. A massive fraud." 
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g. September 21, 2018-CERTIFICATION OF MINIMALLY INVASIVE SPINE SURGEON DR. ARNOLD 
ERWIN FELDMAN: 

"It was at this meeting that I first met Dr. Kaul, and to the best of my recollection it was his presence 

that prompted Dr. Yeung to make the following statement to a group of approximately five (5) 

physicians: 

'7here is a doctor in New Jersey, Richard Kaul, who is performing fusions, but they are going to get 

him." 

Dr. Kaul, like myself, was a victim of professional jealousy, that manifested itself through a corrupt 

medical board, that like many in the United States, flagrantly violate the due process rights of 

physicians." 

h. January 16, 2018 - 'THE SOLOMON CRITIQUE': 

"This document is a detailed analysis of the trial transcript of the hearing in the MATTER OF THE 
SUSPENSION OR REVOCATION OF THE LICENSE OF RICHARD A. KAUL, M.D. TO PRACTICE MEDICINE 
AND SURGERY IN NEW JERSEY - OAL DOCKET NO. BDS 08959-12. The document demonstrates the 
enormous volume of willful misrepresentation, perjury, critical evidential omission, and gross 
mischaracterization that were committed by Jay Howard Solomon, Esq, Gregory Przybylski, MD and 
Andrew Kaufman, MD, during the proceeding ... 

These numbers suggest that the evidence provided was flawed and dishonest and that the 
interpretation of evidence was selective and prejudiced. The analysis proves that two of the 
defendants in Kaul v Christie provided misinformation and that they committed perjury. The extent 
of the corruption of information that was committed suggests the need for a criminal investigation 
into the reasons why Jay Howard Solomon would violate the law in such a concerted manner." 

i. August 6, 2017- CERTIFICATION OF PLAINTIFF KAUL PATIENT, JOHN ZERBINI: 

"Dr. Kaufman seemed to have some kind of vendetta against Dr. Kaul, and made comments to the 
effect that he was going to destroy Dr. Kaul's medical career, his reputation, and make sure he never 
worked again as a doctor. He stated that he was going to make sure Dr. Kaul was ostracized, and that 
he and a group of five other doctors had been working together since at least 2011, to make sure Dr. 
Kaul's medical license was revoked. He mentioned that they were going to have articles and stories 
published, that caused permanent damage to Dr. Kaul's reputation, so that he would never be able 
to find work.". 

j. September 21, 2017-CERTIFICATION PLAINTIFF KAUL PATIENT, KATHLEEN CALABRESE: 
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"In approximately May/June 2012 my brother related to me a conversation he had with his 

acquaintance, during which the acquaintance made the following comment in regard to the 

suspension of Dr. Kaul's license: "I think it is terrible what they are doing to Dr. Kaul"". 

k. July 12, 2017-AFFIDAVIT OF PLAINTIFF KAUL PATIENT, KENNETH SABO: 

"After the interview Ms. Hafner [NJ DAG involved in revocation scheme telephoned me 
approximately six times, and on each occasion attempted to have me testify against Dr. Kaul, 
and on each occasion I refused." 

I. October 6, 2016- LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF KAUL TO Kl U.S.M.J. STEVEN MANNION: 

"On September 21, 2016, at approximately 1:30am eight armed police officers from the 
Somerset County Sheriff's Office arrested me at my residence on a warrant for non-payment 
of child support. The revocation of my medical license caused immense economic harm to my 
family and resulted in the loss of my surgical center, Manhattan townhouse, professional 
practices ... I believe that, as a consequence of the federal lawsuit, state agencies, under the 
control of the defendant politician, are being used in a retaliatory manner, with the clear 
intention of harassment and intimidation." 

m. October 24, 2015 - EMAIL FROM THIRD PARTY WITNESS/PHYSICIAN STEVEN WALDMAN, MD 
TO PLAINTIFF KAUL: 

"Revolutionaries are often met with great resistance even when they are trying to do great 
and beneficial things. I'm sorry that the fascists in the Medical Board and state government 
have pulled your license. They are bullies and clearly politically motivated." 

n. September 13, 2013- LETTER FROM PLAINTIFF KAUL PATIENT. COREY JOHNSON, TO CEO OF 
UMDNJ UNIVERISTY HOSPITAL. JAMES GONZALEZ REGARDING THE KAUL CASES DEFENDANT, 
ANDREW KAUFMAN, MD: 

''That motherfucker Richard Kaul is trying to take over the spine business and we are going to 
put a stop to it - I later worked out that he made this comment when he realized I had been 
under the care of Dr. Kaul since 2006 and who in my opinion had provided excellent care." 

6. STATEMENT OF FACT SPECIFIC TO DEFENDANT ALLSTATE 

318. The admitted facts substantiating Defendant Allstate's violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights and causing injury to his life/liberty/property are pied within 
the below claims and are referenced within the PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201 ... TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL (Exhibit 2). 
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319. Defendant Allstate has not denied any fact asserted against it within The Kaul Cases, in a 
period from February 2016 to July 2024, including those asserted in Kll-17. Facts pertaining to 
the felonies of amongst other things, perjury/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/wire 
fraud/embezzlement/public corruption/judicial corruption. 

The historical facts of racial discrimination integral to the origins and industrial perpetuation 
of modern-day economic slavery of Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD, 
the latter three derived from the British banking-insurance cartels. are those of a "pattern" of 
profit purposed racketeering/human rights violations/crimes against humanity. 

320. The facts within the articles contained within submissions filed in The Kaul Cases since 
Kll-2 (February 24, 2021) are facts never denied and thus admitted (Exhibit 1) for the purpose 
of proving Defendants four hundred(400) year-long "open-ended pattern of racketeering" and 
human rights violations, that continues today against American physicians. 

321. In his Kll-17 June 14, 2024, opinion, Chief Judge Myers' cursory reference to these facts 
contained no analysis to disprove that these facts are highly probative to the claims, but instead 
attempted to characterize and imply their inclusion as being consistent with The Kaul Cases 
Defendants' eight-year-long derogation of the claims, the facts of which are now all admitted 
(Exhibit 2). The absurdity of The Kaul Cases Defendants' defenses of derogation is that if all 
claims are indeed "frivolous ... bizarre ... far-fetched ... etc ... etc ... etc" then why not just deny 
everything. 

322. The district judges who have aligned themselves with this absurdity are in the great 
minority and are simply wrong. 

323. Kll-2: D.E. 4-1 Page 33 of 254-Article NYT May 18. 1998- "Insurers Swindled Jews. Nazi 
Files Show": ''The documents, which abound with anti-Jewish slurs, include a confidential 
industry estimate that at least 19 of the 43 German fire insurance companies stood to suffer 
losses for the year if they fulfilled their obligations to Jewish policyholders for Kristallnacht. 
That contradicts an assertion of some German insurers that they did not profit from the 
Holocaust.". 

324. Kll-2: D.E. 4-1 Page 28 of 254-Article The Guardian November 26, 2016- "Family's quest 
for truth reveals top insurer's link to SS death camps": "After Gold's book was published, an 
executive of Ergo, the company that now owns the insurer, allowed her to see the archive 
recording the activities of the firm during the Nazi era. They revealed that the SS, which ran 
factories in the camps at Auschwitz, Buchenwald and Stutthof, close to what is now Gdansk, 
paid a consortium of firms, including the Victoria, premiums of 3.7m reichsmarks a year 
(£320,000 at 1939 exchange rates) to insure the factories ... ''They didn't insure the workers,'' 
says Gold. "They were too easily replaced.". 

325. Kll-2: D.E. 4-1 Page 95 of 254-Statement of historical fact of insurance/banking 
industry's critical role in the trans-Atlantic slaving industry and Nazi Holocaust - "The Slaving-
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Nazi-Insurance Axis": ''The common thread connecting the slaving industry, the Nazi atrocities 
and the ''War on Doctors" (1990 to the present) is the ruthless/genocidal for-profit 
insurance/banking industry/machine of which Defendants Allstate/Geico/TD/Northern 
Trust/Boston Partners are members ... The atrocities/crimes 
(murder/manslaughter/enslavement/economic servitude/human trafficking/imprisonment) 
against humanity of the slaving industry/the holocaust/the targeted extermination of the 
infirm/specific racial groups continues to be perpetrated today in the United States by the 
insurance industry against ethnic minorities, occupied principally by 
immigrants/Indians/Hispanics/Blacks ... Similarly, the insurance industry propaganda 
machine has concealed from the American public its "War on Doctors" and patients with 
chronic illnesses. It has concealed its pervasive corruption of the judiciary and crooked 
physicians willing to provide false testimony against physicians to whom the insurance 
industry owes money, in order to have these physicians (mostly Indians) eliminated through 
incarceration/loss of livelihood/license suspension/revocation/suicide/social 
ostracization/professional ostracization." 

The insurance industry's four hundred (400) year-plus "pattern" of profit purposed 
racketeering/human rights violations/crimes against humanity continues in its ongoing abuse 
of American investigative/prosecutorial/adjudicative agencies in the filing/procuring of false 
criminal indictments/prosecutions/incarcerations of innocent ethnic minority physicians. 

326. In the five (5) week trial of Dr. Lesly Pompv (USA v Dr. Lesly Pompy (18-cr-20454). a 
physician from Haiti acquitted on all thirty-eight (38) counts, there emerged evidence on 
December 2, 2022, in the form of testimony from a James Stewart Howell, an ex-police 
officer/Blue Cross Blue Shield 'undercover investigator' /Government witness, that detailed the 
massive schemes of fraud perpetrated against principally ethnic minority physicians by Blue 
Cross Blue Shield and governmental persons/agencies. 

327. Plaintiff Kaul incorporated the transcript of this testimony into the matter of Kaul v 
BCBS/Marino: 23-CV-00518 (Kll·ll) (D.E.1·4) and submits into Kll-20 excerpts of the Kll·ll 
Complaint, which contain facts pertaining to racial targeting and insurance industry "patterns 
of racketeering" that are highly probative of the claims in Kll-20: 

"In 2018, Dr. Lesly Pompy, a Michigan based interventional pain physician of Haitian origin, 
was indicted by the US Government on charges of healthcare fraud, in a case almost identical 
to that filed against Dr. Anand". 

"However, during the trial evidence emerged of the fraudulent schemes perpetrated by the 
Blue Cross Blue Shield corporations in their efforts to entrap knowingly innocent physicians, 
mostly of whom belonged to ethnic minorities". 

"During the testimony of a James Howell, an ex-police officer employed by Blue Cross Blue 
Shield to manufacture entrapment schemes. Howell testified that in furtherance of these 
schemes he was provided fraudulent medical documents, driving licenses and other official 
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documents by agencies/persons of the State of Michigan and physicians employed by Blue 
Cross Blue Shield". 

"Howell's prior testimony in various other prior court proceedings had resulted in the 
wrongful conviction and incarceration of other ethnic minority physicians, all of whom 
continue to languish in jail". 

''The trial of Dr. Pompy unequivocally establishes the "pattern of racketeering" being 
perpetrated by the American insurance industry and specifically the Blue Cross Blue Shield 
corporations, and corroborates the claims that Kaul has asserted within The Kaul Cases, since 
2016.". 

The American insurance industry's schemes of racial discrimination/asset seizure and 
commercial conspiracies with governmental agencies against ethnic minority physicians 
(Hispanic/Black/Indian) are almost exact replicas of those perpetrated against Jews by 
German industrialists and the Nazi Government as detailed in the final reports of the 
Nuremberg Trial. 

328. The parallels between the Nazis persecution of the Jews/others {1933-1945) as detailed in 
the Nuremberg trial/final report and the persecution of ethnic minority physicians by an 
insurance industry-government totalitarianism (1990s and ongoing) is more than coincidental, 
and is fact, simply a continuation of the four hundred (400) year-plus "pattern" of profit 
purposed racketeering/human rights violations/crimes against humanity. 

329. Irrefutable evidence of these crimes against humanity was released by the American 
Government under a FOIA request and was published as part of a May 17, 2023, press release 
issued by Plaintiff Kaul. 
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C. LEGAL CLAIMS, RELIEF AND 
CERTIFICATION 
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1. COUNT ONE 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of Texas-State of Colorado l"SNC-SC Association-In-Fact 
Enterprise") 

Defendant Persons: CPEP/FSMB 
Co-conspirators: Defendant Solomon/Allstate/Christie 

RICO Predicate Acts: Wire Fraud/Bribery/Witness Tampering/Evidential Tampering 

Overview: 

330. In a period commencing in early 2023, Defendant CPEP after having been contacted on 
January 11, 2023, by Plaintiff Kaul regarding the conduction of a physician assessment course as 
per the February 8, 2021, final order of the Pennsylvania Medical Board, did enter into a 
knowingly illegal conspiracy with Defendant FSMB and indirectly with co-conspirators 
Defendants Solomon/ Allstate/Christie. 

331. The purpose of the conspiratorial scheme was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from obtaining his 
Pennsylvania license by manufacturing a false reason/s to fail Plaintiff Kaul on the physician 
assessment. 

332. Defendants CPEP/FSMB recognized that the issuance to Plaintiff Kaul of his Pennsylvania 
license would cause his economic resurgence, which would facilitate his ability to prosecute 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

333. Defendants CPEP/FSMB recognized that an enhanced prosecutorial ability would facilitate 
the emergence of evidence as to the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants and their co
conspirators. 

334. Defendant CPEP, a subjugate element of Defendant FSMB, an entity from whom it derives 
the majority of its business, did use the US wires to exchange information with Defendant FSMB 
in the conception/development of the scheme to fail Plaintiff Kaul. 

In these communications the following points were agreed upon: 

335. Defendant CPEP would deceive Plaintiff Kaul into believing it would conduct an honest and 
impartial evaluation. 

336. Defendant CPEP would financially defraud Plaintiff Kaul for a service it knew it would 
conduct fraudulently. 
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337. Defendants CPEP/FSMB recognized that their misconduct and use of the US wires to 
perpetrate such misconduct was illegal but persisted in the belief, quite incredulously, that 
Plaintiff Kaul would not expose their crimes. 

338. Defendants CPEP/FSMB were convinced that Plaintiff Kaul would not expose their crimes 
because they expected that a purported nationwide 'injunction' entered (albeit a 'Fraud on the 
Court') on September 12, 2022, in Kll-7 by U.S.D.J. James Paul Oetken in the SDNY (Exhibit 13) 
would cause Plaintiff Kaul to believe he was foreclosed from filing claims against them/others 
for both "ongoing" and "new" racketeering injuries. Defendants expectation is knowingly 
contrary to the law: Lawlor v. National Screen Service Corp., 349 U.S. 322 (1955) + Sedima, 
S.P.R.L. v. lmrex Co., Inc., 473 U.S. 479 (1985) 

Wire Fraud: 

339. Defendant CPEP's knowledge of the nature/character of acts that substantiate the 
elements of the RICO predicate act of wire fraud pre-dated their January 2023 entry into The 
Kaul Cases Defendants "ongoing pattern of racketeering". 

340. Defendant CPEP entered the conspiracy, so to speak, with their 'eyes wide open' and with 
a willful/knowing/malicious intention to cause/perpetuate harm to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property, the principal purpose of which was an attempt to conceal the crimes of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

341. Defendant CPEP was motivated to enter the conspiracy as its commercial survival is 
inextricably intertwined with that of Defendant FSMB and its for-profit healthcare corporation 
quid pro quo collaborators. 

342. Defendant CPEP did, with a knowing illegality, use the US wires to transmit information in 
furtherance .of The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to attempt to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's efforts 
to have reinstated his 2014 illegally revoked New Jersey license/obtain a license in any state. 

343. Defendant CPEP did, with a knowing illegality, use the US wires to transmit information in 
furtherance of The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to attempt to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's efforts 
to procure justice/compensation in the United States District Court by hindering his license 
related economic ability to prosecute the claims. 

344. Subsequent to Defendant CPEP's entry into the conspiracy, it transmitted fraudulently 
purposed communications across the US wires with Defendant FSMB on hundreds of occasions, 
the content and subject matter of which pertained to the above agreed upon points. 
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345. Defendant CPEP did know that the transmission of each communication constitutes 
sufficient fact for the charge of a separate count of wire fraud. 

346. Defendant CPEP, despite knowledge of the civil/criminal liability associated with its wire 
fraud offenses, did nonetheless perpetrate these crimes in the conviction that Plaintiff Kaul 
would not expose the crimes and even if he did, he would be precluded from holding liable 
Defendant CPEP and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

Bribery: 

347. Defendants FSMB/CPEP engage in multiple quid pro quo schemes of bribery with for-profit 
healthcare corporations, in which they receive monies in exchange for causing, aiding/abetting 
and or otherwise facilitating the elimination from and obstruction of re-entry into the 
healthcare market of physicians who either threaten or fail to support corporate 
agenda/profits. 

348. Defendants CPEP/FSMB manufacture and publicly propagate lies to justify and provide 
'cover' for their schemes of profit purposed grand corruption and racketeering, the so called 
COVID 'vaccine' being the most recent. 

349. One of Defendants CPEP/FSMB most frequently propagated lie is that the targeted 
physician, mostly an ethnic minority individual, is allegedly incompetent and a threat to public 
safety. 

350. In furtherance of this lie Defendants CPEP/FSMB conspire with state medical boards to 
conduct fraudulent legal proceedings in which evidence is tampered with/falsified and 
witnesses are suborned to perjury in order to substantiate corruptly engineered foregone 
conclusions of license revocation. 

351. In conjunction with Defendants CPEP/FSMB bribery related license revocation schemes are 
the license reinstatement/issuance obstruction schemes, in which Defendant CPEP and other so 
called 'physician assessment programs', which coincidentally are owned/overseen by 
nurses/lawyers/businessmen, do 'fail' targeted physicians, and particularly those that fight for 
their rights, such as Plaintiff Kaul. 
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352. Within this "HIPI.C-FC" system of tyrannical medical boards/regulatory agencies that 
conduct the 'dirty work' or 'dirty war' of the for-profit healthcare corporations, those 
physicians who seek justice/truth and who fight for their human/civil/constitutional rights are 
further targeted through criminally conducted elimination schemes and reputational injury, as 
was/is Plaintiff Kaul (Exhibit 20 Para. 114): "It also became apparent to Plaintiff Kaul that 
Defendant Christie's scheme involved attempting to have Plaintiff Kaul held for as long as 
possible, with the intention of having him, while in a mentally incapacitated state, physically 
injured/killed, in order to prevent him from continuing his prosecution of The Kaul Cases by 
his elimination through either death or severe physical/psychological injury." 

353. Defendants CPEP/FSMB corporate-charity structures provide some of the conduits through 
which bribes are funneled, while other bribe-monies are funneled towards the paying of 
personal expenses for senior members of Defendants CPEP/FSMB. 

Witness/Evidential Tampering: 

354. Defendants CPEP/FSMB schemes of physician elimination (license 
revocation/reinstatement+ issuance prevention) necessarily involve causing witnesses 
(patients/physician 'experts') to lie in legal/associated proceedings in order to pervert the 
'means' to justify the 'ends'. 

355, Defendants CPEP/FSMB identify and repeatedly use the same corrupted/conflicted 
witnesses in furtherance of their schemes, witnesses whose annual incomes rely substantially 
on monies received from Defendants CPEP/FSMB and other so called 'physician assessment 
programs'. 

356. Defendants CPEP/FSMB knew that Drs. Antony/Brown/Harned were conflicted and knew 
that in using these individuals in the February 22/23, 2023, assessments did constitute a 
knowing violation of Plaintiff Kaul's due process rights. ~ 

357. Defendants CPEP/FSMB knew that Drs. Antony/Brown/Harned (the assessment physicians) 
were conflicted and knew that in using these individuals in the February 22/23, 2023, 
assessments did constitute a knowing/willful 'Fraud on the Court', a fraud to which Plaintiff 
Kaul has been subjected since at least 2010. 

358. Defendants CPEP/FSMB were motivated to continue the perpetration of such a fraud 
because their economic survival is inextricably intertwined with that of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, and economic/professional/reputational advances by Plaintiff Kaul equate to their 
equivalent retreats by The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

359. Defendants CPEP/FSMB conspired with Antony/Brown/Harned to ensure their reports 
would be false representations of the case discussions with Plaintiff Kaul in order to cause a 
'fail' of the assessment program, and thus a non-issuance of his Pennsylvania license. 

360. Defendants CPEP/FSMB believed that their scheme to have falsified documents submitted 
onto the assessment record would go undetected/unprovable, as Defendant CPEP had inserted 
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into their contract with Plaintiff Kaul a clause that prohibited Plaintiff Kaul from recording the 
virtual assessments. 

361. Defendant CPEP/FSMB believed that this non-recording clause would prevent Plaintiff Kaul 
from obtaining evidence to prove the fraud they planned to commit. 

362. Defendants CPEP/FSMB knew that in July 2022, Plaintiff Kaul had recorded his assessments 
with The Kaul Cases Defendant PACE, and that the recording proved Defendant PACE had 
falsified its report, as pied in Kll-8. Therefore, Defendants CPEP/FSMB sought to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul from exposing their planned falsification in a similar manner. 

363. Defendant CPEP informed Plaintiff Kaul to expect the report within four (4) to six (6) weeks 
after the assessment, but by the end of April, Plaintiff Kaul had received no report. 

364. In or around the first week of May 2023 Plaintiff Kaul commenced researching Harned, as 
he had seemed the most suspicious individual, in that throughout the ninety {90) minute 
conversation he had not once looked directly at Plaintiff Kaul. Instead, he looked down or to the 
side, with a demeanor of anxiety and tone that vacillated between overt aggressiveness and a 
bizarre superciliousness. 

365. Plaintiff Kaul's research revealed that Harned was a director of the Kentucky chapter of 
The Kaul Cases Defendant, American Society of lnterventional Pain Society ("ASIPP"), an 
organization that in 2012 publicly criticized Plaintiff Kaul for performing percutaneous spinal 
fusions and a member of whom (Andrew Kaufman, MD) testified against Plaintiff Kaul in the 
2012-2013 license revocation proceedings. However, since at least 2016, The Kaul Cases 
Defendant ASIPP has taught its members how to perform the percutaneous spinal fusion 
procedure invented by Plaintiff Kaul in 2005. 

366. The Kaul Cases Defendant ASIPP/Members motivation for criticism was professional 
jealousy, in that most of these individuals did not possess the skill to conduct such procedures, 
including Harned/Antony/Brown. It was more expeditious for them to 'gang-up'/bribe a corrupt 
governor/defame Plaintiff Kaul than strive to emulate, a conspiracy subsequently 
aided/abetted, for the purposes of crime concealment. by Defendants CPEP/FSMB's ill
conceived February 2023 assessment fraud. 

367. Plaintiff Kaul, having established Harned's conflicted state, provided Defendant CPEP an 
opportunity to claim no knowledge of this offense (Exhibit 14). 

368. Defendant CPEP's non-response caused a tacit admission of its knowledge that Harned 
was conflicted. 

369. Plaintiff Kaul subsequently established that Antony/Brown were similarly conflicted, and it 
was at this point that Plaintiff Kaul provided Defendant CPEP an opportunity to rectify their 
wrongdoing and repeat the assessment with non-conflicted physicians. 

370. Defendant CPEP's response constitutes an admission of guilt and evidences a guilty state
of-mind in Defendant CPEP's comment regarding Plaintiff Kaul's sudden inappropriateness for 
the assessment, an inappropriateness that conveniently appeared after Plaintiff Kaul exposed 
their scheme (Exhibit 14). 
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371. Plaintiff Kaul's request for a complete copy of his file, a file for which he paid $14,500, was 
denied and no report was ever issued. 

2. COUNT TWO 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: New Jersey Medical Board-Federation State Medical Boards
Texas Medical Board l"NJMB-FSMB-NCMB Association-In-Fact Enterprise") 

Defendant Persons: Solomon/Christie/Allstate 
Co-conspirators: Geico/TD 

RICO Predicate Acts: Mail Fraud/Wire Fraud/Public Corruption/Bribery 

Overview: 

372. In a time period commencing in or around 2010, the Defendants did conspire to commit, 
and did commit a knowingly illegal "pattern of racketeering" and did convert the New Jersey 
Medical Board/Federation State Medical Boards/Texas Medical Board into an association-in
fact enterprise ("NJMB-FSMB-NCMB Association-In-Fact-Enterprise") through and under cover 
of which they perpetrated the RICO predicate acts of 'Fraud on the Court'/public corruption, 
that in conjunction with the other RICO schemes, were purposed to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul by 
attempting to prohibit his access to the courts for compensatory redress/re-procurement of a 
livelihood. 

373. As a New Jersey administrative law judge, Defendant Solomon was subjugated to the 
executive branch of the New Jersey government, of which Defendant Christie, as the then 
governor, was the 'executive'. 

374. In a period between 2010 and 2012, Defendant Solomon entered into a quid pro quo with 
Defendant Allstate, in which he exited retirement for the sole purpose of adjudicating Plaintiff 
Kaul's 2013 licensing case/hearing. This quid pro quo scheme was orchestrated by Defendant 
Christie and involved the funneling of bribes from Defendant Allstate to Defendant Solomon, in 
return for which he would, in a knowingly criminal act, order the illegal revocation of Plaintiff 
Kaul's New Jersey license on December 13, 2013. 

375. The benefit that inured to Defendant Christie from this scheme was the revocation of 
Plaintiff Kaul's license, a knowingly illegal act, for the perpetration of which he had received 
bribes from Defendant Allstate and others. 

376. The benefit that inured to Defendant Solomon was that he would re-enter retirement a 
much wealthier man than when he exited. 

377. The benefit that inured to Defendant Allstate was that the revocation related non
payment of monies owed to Plaintiff Kaul for the provision of professional services, would 
translate into increased executive/shareholder compensation. 
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378. Defendant Christie knew that the illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license would benefit 
Defendant Allstate in that Defendant Allstate would use it as an excuse to not pay Plaintiff Kaul 
for medical services he had rendered to Defendant Allstate's fee-paying customers who had 
sustained auto-accident-related injuries. 

379. Defendants Christie/Solomon/Allstate knew that their scheme constituted an illegal theft 
of services and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood right. 

380. Defendants Christie/Solomon/Allstate did nonetheless use the apparatus of state to 
perpetrate a knowingly illegal scheme from which they all profited at the expense of Plaintiff 
Kaul's life/liberty/livelihood. 

2009- 2012 

381. Defendants knowingly illegal scheme to revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license commenced in or 
around 2009, shortly after Defendant Christie assumed the New Jersey governorship. 

382. Defendant Christie, in using the governorship as a political weapon to exact bribes/extort 
monies from those seeking favors/looking to escape extortionate criminal indictments filed by 
his subjugate attorney general, did signal his intent to trade the resources/power of the State 
of New Jersey in quid pro quo schemes with anyone willing to bribe him. 

383. Defendant Allstate, having perpetrated schemes of judicial corruption within the State of 
New Jersey since at least 1999, did through intermediaries propose to Defendant Christie such 
a quid pro quo, in which monies were funneled into Defendant Christie's offshore financial 
vehicles, his political campaign/businesses associated with him and from which he profited. 

384. In the conceiving/planning/execution of this scheme, Defendants Christie/Allstate agreed 
upon the value of the bribes and the method in which they would be delivered, with a 
percentage being funneled before the revocation (2010-2013) and the balance after the 
revocation (2014). 

385. The planning/development of the scheme involved Defendants Christie/Allstate's use of 
the US wires in the exchange of information that included, amongst other things, which persons 
would be involved, the extent of their knowledge of the scheme's illegality, the risk of 
information leaks prior to the April 2, 2012, filing of the revocation case against Plaintiff Kaul 
and how to manipulate the media into propagating their knowingly fraudulent narrative. 

386. A critical part of the scheme was choosing an administrative law judge whose career had 
ended and whom they believed needed the money, would take the risk of participating in the 
scheme and would lose little if the scheme was exposed. 
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387. Defendant Solomon was recommended to Defendants Christie/Allstate as such an 
individual. 

388. In the period from 2010 to 2011, there were multiple communications (digital/non-digital) 
meetings and negotiations between Defendant Solomon and Defendants Christie/Allstate, in 
which they agreed upon the terms of their quid pro quo scheme. 

389, Defendant Allstate provided Defendant Solomon a similar but lesser deal as the one they 
agreed upon with Defendant Christie, but stipulated in their corrupt pact with Defendant 
Solomon that their lawyers would co-draft his final opinion/order (December 13, 2013). 

390, In the discussions regarding the contents of the final opinion/order, many of which were 
conducted over the US wires and others in face-to-face meetings, Defendants Allstate/Solomon 
agreed that all of Plaintiff Kaul's witnesses (15) would be found not credible and all of 
Defendant Christie's witnesses would be found credible. 

391. It was also agreed that any/all evidence that supported Plaintiff Kaul's case and 
undermined Defendant Christie's case would be excluded and that all evidence that 
undermined Plaintiff Kaul's case and supported Defendant Christie's case would be included 
and amplified. 

392. It was also agreed that evidence would be falsified and tampered with as deemed 
necessary to substantiate the revocation and penalties. 

393. It was also agreed that Defendant Christie's witnesses would be treated with immense 
respect, while Plaintiff Kaul and his witnesses would be demeaned and harassed. 

394. It was also understood that Defendant Christie's then deputy attorney general, Doreen 
Hafner would coerce and cajole some of Plaintiff Kaul's patients into perjuring themselves by 
providing knowingly false testimony against Plaintiff Kaul. 

395, It was also understood that state persons working under Defendant Christie would 
telephone Plaintiff Kaul's patients seeking to have them fabricate complaints about the care 
they received from Plaintiff Kaul. 

396. Defendants Allstate/Solomon/Christie knew that evidential falsification/witness 
tampering/subornation perjury/fraud were crimes under state/federal law, but yet persisted in 
their prolonged perpetration as they believed Plaintiff Kaul would never expose their criminal 
conspiracy as he would be jailed/psychologically incapacitated/killed or otherwise unable to 
survive due to economic/reputational destruction. 

397. Defendants Allstate/Solomon/Christie believed that even if Plaintiff Kaul did expose their 
crimes, he would not be able to initiate legal action as he would have no money to retain a 
lawyer and did not himself know the law. 
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398. Defendants Allstate/Solomon/Christie believed that even if Plaintiff Kaul taught himself 
the law, he would be unsuccessful in prosecuting a lawsuit as Defendants 
Christie/Allstate/Solomon along with The Kaul Cases Defendants would bribe and or otherwise 
corrupt state/federal judges into dismissing his cases. 

399. Defendants Allstate/Solomon/Christie believed that if Plaintiff Kaul were able to mount a 
legal challenge, it would be limited to the filing of one lawsuit with the venue restricted to the 
District of New Jersey, a district in which they controlled the judges. 

400, Defendants believed that the restriction to the District of New Jersey would cause Plaintiff 
Kaul's one and only lawsuit to be dismissed with prejudice by a judge who had been bribed by 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

401. In the 2010-2012 planning of the scheme, Defendants Allstate/Solomon/Christie never 
imagined that in 2023 their crimes would be before the United States District Court for the 
Southern District of Texas, the state from which Defendant FSMB coordinated its worldwide 
COVID 'vaccine' scheme. 

402. Defendants Allstate/Solomon-lawyer/Christie-lawyer inability to imagine such a scenario 
accounts for their shameless and knowingly willful commission of crime. 

403. The malice with which the crimes were committed reflects Defendants 
Allstate/Solomon/Christie's criminal state-of-mind. 

404, Defendants Christie/Allstate/Solomon agreed that as soon as Plaintiff Kaul's license was 
revoked (March 24, 2014), Defendant Solomon would leave the State of New Jersey and move 
out-of-state to avoid and or render less likely any civil or criminal repercussions. 

405. It was agreed that Defendant Solomon, upon taking residence out-of-state would not 
discuss the case with anybody and would attempt to conceal his prior professional history in 
New Jersey. 

406, It was also agreed that Defendant Solomon would inform any interested parties that his 
name was Howard Solomon and not his full name, which is James Howard Solomon, in order 
that his whereabouts would remain concealed. 

2012-2014 

407. Defendants Christie/Allstate/Solomon, having agreed upon the terms of their quid pro quo 
arrangements and the operative/structural elements of their scheme, did agree that it's 
perpetration against Plaintiff Kaul would commence on April 2, 2012, with the filing of a 
complaint to revoke his license, to be accompanied with widespread highly defamatory media 
coverage over the internet, radio, tv and print. 
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408. Defendants Christie/Allstate/Solomon and others discussed the scheme in military terms 
as being like that of a legal media 'blitzkrieg' that Defendants were convinced would cause 
Plaintiff Kaul to simply 'disappear' under a 'barrage' of legal action, civil investigations, criminal 
investigations, and continuously negative media coverage. 

409. A critical element of the scheme was to attempt to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any kind of 
professional/economic/social support in order that he be unable to find legal representation, 
medical experts, and or witnesses to testify on his behalf. 

410. Defendants Christie/Allstate/Solomon and others, in believing that Plaintiff Kaul would 
indeed be professionally/economically/socially isolated and thus either unable to mount any 
defense or a minimal defense did schedule only six (6) days for the hearing, most of which they 
believed would be occupied by the testimony of their witnesses. 

411. Defendants Christie/Allstate/Solomon believed that Plaintiff Kaul would depart the United 
States shortly after the commencement of their 2012 legal media 'blitzkrieg', or as 
communicated to one of Plaintiff Kaul's then lawyers (Paul Schaff) by a person within the office 
of the NJ AG: "He [Kaul] is probably going to pack his bags and leave" 

412. It was this mistaken belief regarding Plaintiff Kaul's departure that caused Defendants 
Christie/Allstate/Solomon and others to experience no sense of risk/danger in perpetrating 
their crimes by, through and with state persons/authority/apparatus. 

413. This mistaken belief was further bolstered by Defendants conviction that Defendant 
Christie would become the 2016 US President, and would, if Plaintiff Kaul did not depart, use its 
power to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated, in the same manner as he had abused the power of the 
office of the US Attorney (2001-2009) to eliminate his political opponents (Democratic donor 
Charles Kushner/Governor James McGreevey/Mayor Sharpe James) or those who refused to 
support him (Fort Lee Mayor Mark Sokolich). Political Gangsterism. 

414. With the commencement of the scheme on April 2, 2012, Defendants used the US wires to 
exchange information regarding media coverage, legal proceedings and the ongoing incitement 
and conspiracy with patients/insurance companies to file lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul, as part 
of Defendants 'blitzkrieg'. 

415. In the time period from April 2, 2012, to August 2012 Defendants 
Christie/Allstate/Solomon and their agents used the US wires to disseminate orders to every 
legal/medical professional in New Jersey to refuse to assist Plaintiff Kaul if he/his lawyer so 
requested, the purpose being to render him unable to fight the revocation case. 

416. Shortly after the April 2, 2012, commencement, persons who had initially pledged support 
did withdraw, a withdraw! that coincided with the rescindment of loans/closure of accounts by 
The Kaul Cases Defendant TD, Plaintiff Kaul's then bank. A central element of the scheme was 
the destruction of Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing. 
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417. Despite the highly concerted and conspiratorial organization of the scheme, Defendants 
were not successful in preventing Plaintiff Kaul from finding counsel to prepare an opposition to 
the revocation case. 

418. However, Defendants inability to prevent Plaintiff Kaul's case preparation did not deter 
them from continuing their sabotage, and approximately two (2) weeks before the April 9, 
2013, commencement of the hearing with Defendant Solomon, Plaintiff Kaul's then lawyers 
were told by Defendant Christie/agents that Defendant Solomon had been ordered to revoke 
Plaintiff Kaul's license regardless of what evidence he presented. 

419. Consequently, two (2) weeks before the hearing commencement, Plaintiff Kaul's lawyers 
demanded $200,000 with the threat that if Plaintiff Kaul did not pay them within twenty-four 
(24) hours they would withdraw from the case, 

420. Twenty-four (24) hours later they withdrew from the case as Plaintiff Kaul did not have the 
funds and had already paid them approximately $200,000. 

421. Within three (3) days a lawyer with whom Plaintiff Kaul had worked since 2007 agreed to 
represent him at the hearing, which commenced on April 9 and concluded on June 28, 2023. 

422. On December 13, 2013, Defendant Solomon issued a knowingly fraudulent opinion/order 
and used the US wires to transmit the document in furtherance of the scheme of Defendants 
Solomon/Allstate/Christie and The Kaul Cases Defendants to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty /property. 

423. Defendant Solomon recommended revocation and a three hundred thousand dollar 
($300,000) 'fine'. He knew this number was purposed to extort Plaintiff Kaul, knew it was 
illegal, knew it was part of Defendants illegal scheme and knew it was caused into existence 
through nothing but Defendants criminal conspiracy. 

424. Defendants Solomon/Christie, both lawyers, knew that that December 13, 2013, 
opinion/order was a 'Fraud on the Court', a fraud that was illegally incorporated into 
subsequent multiple legal proceedings and caused the issuance of fraudulent 
judgements/multi-million-dollar payouts on fraudulent medical malpractice claims. 

425. In the time period from April 2, 2012, to December 13, 2013, Defendants scheme caused 
Plaintiff Kaul's corporations to file for Chapter 11 bankruptcy and the fraudulent filing of 
multiple lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul in state/federal courts in New Jersey by ex
patients/insurance companies (Defendant Allstate/The Kaul Cases Defendant Geico) and other 
persons/entities owed money by Plaintiff Kaul's corporations. 

426. Defendant Solomon's knowingly fraudulent opinion/order was disseminated across the US 
wires/internet to state/federal/international healthcare/regulatory agencies (state medical 

84 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 85 of 160

boards/DEA) and state/federal investigative/prosecutorial/adjudicative agencies as part of 
Defendants ongoing attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 
2014-2023: 

427. From the inception of Defendants scheme, it was their intention to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/property and to deprive him of his liberty, and to do so through an ongoing deprivation of 
his economic/reputational standing in order to attempt to prevent him from exposing their 
crimes. The Kaul Cases Defendants conspiracy commenced in 2005/6 and its ongoing-ness in 
2023 is consequent to The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul 
from causing further evidential exposure of their crimes. The conspiracy's ongoing-ness is one 
cause of the continued cause of action generation. The Kaul Cases Defendants are trapped 
between either admitting their crimes/remediating Plaintiff Kaul (NJ license 
reinstatement/compensation/public apology) or devoting decades/millions dollars to defending 
against The Kaul Cases. 

428. In this time period the Defendants, as did others, came to know that if Plaintiff Kaul were 
to continuing prosecuting claims against them, he would ultimately prevail in procuring 
remedies to the eleven-year-plus (11 +) injuries (2012-2023) Defendants have caused and 
continue to cause Plaintiff Kaul. 

429. In this knowledge and seeking to "shut Kaul down" the Defendants and The Kaul Cases 
Defendants did bribe senators/judges and corrupt courts in an attempt to thwart Plaintiff Kaul's 
prosecution of The Kaul Cases. one example being the corruptly engineered September 12, 
2022, purported injunction from a district judge in New York. 

430. However, immediately after the March 24, 2014, revocation, Defendants, and others were 
convinced they had 'gotten away' with their crimes of bribery/subornation perjury/evidential 
tampering/witness tampering/wire fraud/public corruption/honest services fraud/kickbacks 
and overall "patterns of racketeering". 

431. Defendant Allstate in finalizing the final bribes to Defendants Christie/Solomon did 
continue to use the US wires in the transmission of confirmation of how and where the bribes 
were transmitted, such was their confidence that Plaintiff Kaul would be caused to exist or 
effectively exist. 

432. From 2014 to 2016, Defendants continued to perpetuate the publishing of defamatory 
articles about Plaintiff Kaul, to coincide with every illegal judgment from every illegal case filed 
in the New Jersey courts. 

433. Every time a defamatory article was published, the New Jersey journalists (Lindy 
Washburn/Susan Livia) would enquire of Plaintiff Kaul's then lawyer if Plaintiff Kaul had left the 
country, the reason being that if he had, it would signal to The Kaul Cases Defendants a 
minimal likelihood of their crimes being exposed. Livia/Washburn did The Kaul Cases 
Defendants bidding. 
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434. Defendants intended and knew that the illegal cases/deleterious effects precipitated by 
the events of the previous years (2010-2014) would continue for many years (2014-2023) and 
would cause "ongoing" and "new'' injuries to Plaintiff Kaul in many jurisdictions. 

435. Defendants knew that the illegal cases would continue in the New Jersey courts as the 
state judges, many appointed and still under the gubernatorial control of Defendant Christie, 
would ensure knowingly illegal multi-million-dollar judgements against Plaintiff Kaul. 

436. In January 2019, Defendant Allstate, central to the criminal conspiracy and having filed 
knowingly false lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul since 2006/7 purposed to harass/deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of payments due him, did procure an illegal judgment for almost six million dollars 
($6,000,000) from a state court judge appointed by Defendant Christie. 

437. Defendant Allstate and other insurance companies had since at least 1999 been involved 
in a massive racketeering scheme within the New Jersey courts in which they bribed judges in 
return for entering judgements against physicians and other so called 'healthcare providers'. 

438. The purpose ofthis racket was to eliminate physician/surgical center market competitors 
and increase executive/shareholder compensation through theft of services/extortion 
perpetrated under the cover of corrupt judges/courts/politicians. 

439. Defendants continuation ofthis "ongoing'' court-based racket against Plaintiff despite the 
Wall Street Journal's September 2021 articles regarding judicial corruption/recent 2023 
subpoenas by the Senate Judiciary Committee as to persons who participated in judicial 
corruption, evidences the risk they and others are prepared to take to attempt to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing their past/ongoing crimes. 

440. In this period, occurring concurrently with Defendants corruption of the courts, has been 
their conspiracy with Defendant FSMB to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's efforts to have his illegally 
revoked NJ license reinstated and or obtain a license in any other state including Texas, willful 
injuries that are ongoing, cumulative, and compounding in their causation of monetary 
damages. 

441. In the most recent of The Kaul Cases (Kll-14/Kll-15), the Defendants waived an 
opportunity to mitigate their damages in refusing to discuss settlement at a Rule 26 Conference 
on October 20, 2023, a repeat of their refusal to participate in a Rule 26 Conference in KS on 
January 26, 2021. 

442 .. Defendants willfulness/contumaciousness in continuing to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights by obstructing his licensing reinstatement/issuance efforts 
and his good faith efforts at dispute mediation are continuing to cause "new racketeering 
injuries" to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/livelihood for which the law substantiates new claims 
(Lawlorv. National Screen Service Corp., 349 U.S. 322 (1955); Sedima. S.P.R.L. v. lmrex Co .. Inc., 
473 U.S. 479 (1985)) as are now filed in Kll-17, and will continue to be filed until the current 
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eleven-plus-years (11+) of injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul by The Kaul Cases Defendants are 
compensated for andremediated (). 

3. COUNT THREE 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: Corporations-Governments-FSMB//Co-conspirator TMB 
IAMRA-Medical Boards/Councils-NYSE ("CFN Association-In-Fact RICO Enterprise") 

Defendant Person: FSMB 
Co-conspirator TMB 

Co-conspirators: pfizer/Moderna/Astra Zenica/Johnson + Johnson + Corporate Media 
RICO Predicate Acts: Wire Fraud/Murder/Mansiaughter/Public Corruption/Bribery/Money 

Laundering 

Overview: 

443. In a time period commencing in or around May 2020, Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator 
NCMB /agents in collusion and conspiracy with co-conspirators Pfizer/Moderna/agents and 
others did order American state medical boards and coerce foreign medical councils to compel, 
under penalty of license suspension/revocation and or medical registration suspension/erasure, 
its physicians to deceive patients into being inoculated with an mRNA compound that patients 
were falsely led to believe was a vaccine against COVID, but that Defendant FSMB/Co
conspirator NCMB and its corporate/state medical board co-conspirators knew was not only 
not a vaccine, but a substance with lethal toxicity. 

444. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB/co-conspirators were motivated by profit and 
used the apparatus of law, medicine, business, and government to perpetrate through and 
attempt to conceal a knowingly illegal scheme/crime against humanity, that involved the 
commission of a global "pattern of racketeering'' that converted the NYSE/State Medical 
Boards/Foreign Medical Councils/American State Governments/Foreign Governments into an 
association-in-fact enterprise ("CFN Association-In-Fact RICO Enterprise"). 

445. The RICO predicate acts included and include fraud/murder/manslaughter/public 
corruption/bribery/money laundering. 

The "CFN Scheme": 

446. The scheme involved the sudden and unscientifically explained appearance of the COVID-
19 virus (SARSCoV2) in or around late 2019 and was rapidly followed by corporate-government 
emergency orders that forced/coerced the public into becoming inoculated with the mRNA 
compound/complying with so called draconian 'lockdowns' /bankrupting businesses/closing 
schools/forcing the useless wearing of masks/restricting travel and 
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arresting/jailing/fining/otherwise penalizing citizens who chose not to comply with these 
dictates. 

447. Defendants FSMB/Allstate/Co-conspirators TMB/Geico/TD and their corporate co
conspirators/shareholders generated profits in the billions from the sale of the so-called 
vaccine to governments, who used tax payer funds to purchase the so called 'vaccine'. 

448. Structure: In order to attempt to conceal and mitigate the civil/criminal liability of all 
persons associated in any manner with any element of the 
conception/research/development/production/marketing/public 
relations/distribution/storage/professional coercion/defamation of so called 'anti
vaxers/dispensation/inoculation or any aspect with any relevance/connection/association to 
any facet of the process, Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB and its corporate co
conspirators established a structural hierarchy, through which communications were conducted 
in a strict manner that limited them, in a militaristic manner, to persons/agencies immediately 
above or below in the hierarchy in an attempt to create a plausible deniability defense 

449. The five (5) tiers in descending order are: (i) Corporations/Corporate Media: the 
CEOs/Agents of the toxin manufacturers, that include CEO Joaquin Duato/Agents (Johnson+ 
Johnson) CEO Albert Bourla/Agents (Pfizer), Pascal Soriot/Agents (AstraZeneca) and CEO 
Stephane Bancel/Agents (Moderna); (ii) Government: persons within the US Food.and Drug 
Administration that authorized the dispensation of the toxin and persons within the US 
Treasury that authorized tax payers money be diverted to the toxin manufacturers and persons 
within the US DOJ that provided immunity to the toxin manufacturers AND persons within 
international governments/agencies who authorized the use of the toxin and the transfer of 
wealth from the 'public purse' to the corporate toxin manufacturers; (iii) FSMB/Co
conspirators TMB/IAMRA: Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB, its CEO/Directors including 
Humayun Chaudry/Lisa Robbins/Agents and the International Association Medical Regulatory 
Agencies (IAMRA)/ Agents; (iv) Medical boards/councils: the executive directors of all medical 
boards/councils/ Agents; (v) Medical boards/councils: the physician/lay person members of all 
American state medical boards/international medical councils/Agents. 

450. Functions: The principal and only function of the "CFN Scheme" is corporate/shareholder 
profit, which was/is achieved through governments knowingly illegal diversion of tax payers 
money to 'vaccine 'manufacturers in exchange for the 'vaccine'. 

451. However, for the scheme to work it required the participation of Defendant FSMB-/IAMRA 
and its coercive, punitive, and potentially life-ending 'policing powers' within the global medical 
profession, to force physicians to both receive and dispense the 'vaccine'. 

452. Within the scheme there exist communication channels within and between persons in 
each tier and a covert system through which bribes/other monies were/are secretly funneled in 
either tax avoidance/evasion schemes. Taxpayers money became distributed, albeit unevenly, 
throughout the scheme's participants. 
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453. The overall coordination of the scheme is conducted by the Corporations/Agents, who use 
their Corporate Media as a 'whip' to control/intimidate/direct the public and publicly humiliate 
those that attempt to expose/expose their crimes against humanity. 

454. Suppression of free speech regarding the toxicity of the 'vaccine' is a critical element for 
the perpetration of the scheme, and is achieved by the Corporate Media not reporting the 
toxicity/complications/deaths associated and or caused by the 'vaccine', and by the 
manipulation of internet search algorithms in an attempt to 'bury' such information. 

455. To ensure the schemes profits were protected from lawsuits expected by the 
Corporations, and as further evidence they knew of the 'vaccine's' toxicity, governmental 
agencies provided them immunity against lawsuits and established so called 'Vaccine Injury 
Funds to attempt placate the public. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspiratorTMB/IAMRA have no 
such immunity. 

456. For the scheme to have been successful, it required the knowingly illegal use of the US 
wires/other modes of digital/non-digital communication to propagate/perpetuate lies/pretexts 
regarding the safety/effectiveness of the 'vaccine', the symptom mitigating effect of the 
'vaccine' and the increased risk of morbidity/mortality of not being 'vaccinated'. 

457. The scheme was also furthered by the effect of having publicly ostracized/punished 
members of the public who refused to be inoculated, this function including the deployment of 
economic/reputational/social/professional pressure to force the 'vaccine' objectors into 
becoming inoculated or becoming homeless/poverty stricken/socially ostracized. 

The "CFN Association-In-Fact RICO Enterprise" ("CFN"l 

458. The "CFN" is pied consequent to the pleading of the RICO predicate acts and a "pattern of 
racketeering", which in this case has involved billions of RICO predicate acts, from the 
conception to the inoculation to the fraud/lies preceding/surrounding/concealing the crimes 
against humanity, as are codified within the Nuremberg Code. 

459. Structure: The elements comprising the "CFN Association-In-Fact Enterprise" are (i) 
Corporations/Corporate Media; (ii) Government; (iii) FSMB/Co-conspiratorTMB /IAMRA 
Medical Boards/Councils are separate legal entities that coalesced through conspiracy for the 
purpose/act of perpetrating a knowingly illegal profit purposed scheme 
(coerced/forced/mandated 'vaccination'} and for the purpose of attempting to use the 'cover' 
of government/regulatory agencies to conceal and or otherwise legitimize their crimes against 
humanity. 

460. The knowing/willful/conspiratorial nature of the crimes and the construction of a legal 
artifact to attempt to conceal/legitimize/immunize against the crimes, do deprive of any 
immunity (limited/qualified/absolute} the separate legal entities and the "CFN Association-In-
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Fact Enterprise" and thus specifically, the purported immunity granted to the 'vaccine 
manufacturers' is deprived, and they are therefore subject to suit. 

461. Function: The principal purpose of the "CFN Association-In-Fact RICO Enterprise" was/is a 
conduit and 'cover' for the concealed perpetration of a knowing crime against humanity. 

462. The mechanism of these two functions - conduit/cover - consists respectively of: (i) the 
scheme and its "pattern of racketeering" required and indeed could not have been perpetrated 
absent the "CFN", which is a critical conduit for the scheme's commission. The power of the 
"CFN" to act as a conduit is illegally derived from the power of government, which itself is 
derived from the power of the people, and for the "CFN" to act as a conduit without the risk of 
global revolution (revolution already underway in France), required the public be deceived by 
the "CFN" elements into believing the 'vaccine' was indeed a vaccine and was safe/effective, 
which it is not; (ii) the scheme's 'cover' was effectuated by the perpetration of lies by and 
through persons/agencies within governmental, non-governmental and media structures with 
an apparent legitimacy and 'expertise' in healthcare/regulatory related matters. 

The RICO Predicate Acts 

463. Wire Fraud: In a period commencing in approximately late 2019/early 2020, if not before, 
Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB commenced conspiring to commit and did commit 
millions of ongoing acts of wire fraud in the furtherance/perpetration of the knowingly 
fraudulent "CFN" scheme, a scheme from which Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB profited 
from the receipt of bribes from manufacturers of the 'vaccine' and associated 
testing/prevention paraphernalia. 

464. The fraudulent communications, transmitted across the US wires, were conducted with 
their co-conspirators in government and the CEOs/agents at Pfizer/Moderna/Johnson + 
Johnson, and were purposed to and did in fact increase corporate/shareholder profit and 
ensure ongoing governmental kickbacks. 

465. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB /co-conspirators committed these acts at the 
knowing expense/exploitation of human life. 

Defendant FSMB /Co-conspirator TMB + Co-conspirators Pfizer/Moderna/Astra 
Zeneca/Johnson + Johnson CEOs Albert Bourla/Joaquin Duato/Pascal Soriot/Stephane 
Bancel/Agents + Corporate Media 

466. Date range: 2019 to 2023 

467. Conduits of Communication+ Bribery by Pfizer/Bourla/Agents to Defendant FSMB/Co
conspirator TMB /Agents (Executive Directors US and Foreign Medical Boards/Councils): 
Communication: Directly and through law/public relation firms. Bribery: Directly (disguised as 
'philanthropic' donations) and through offshore bank networks. 
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467. Mode of Communication: Email+ Voice+ SMS (text)+ Face to Face 

468. Substance of Communication: Scheme to cause knowingly illegal mass inoculation of toxin 
into human race, while profiteering through the embezzlement of monies from the 'public 
purse' and eliminating/weakening that percentage ofthe world's population considered to be 
infirm/detrimental/unhelpful to the corporate agenda/profits. 

Tactics Employed: 

469. Use of the US wires to initiate a discussion regarding the scheme. 

470. Use of the US wires to communicate that the use of governmental/regulatory/public 
health /drug regulatory agencies/persons (Anthony Fauci et al) for the scheme's perpetration 
would provide seemingly legitimate 'cover' which would negate or substantially mitigate the 
risk of public exposure. 

471. Use of the US wires to communicate that the perpetration of the scheme/crimes against 
humanity in collusion/conspiracy with western governmental agencies/persons, would render 
criminal charges more likely in courts of the BRICS nations. 

472. Use of the US wires to communicate that although Defendant FSMB had no immunity, it 
was highly unlikely their involvement would be exposed. 

473. Use of the US wires to communicate that it was highly unlikely that any lawyer/person 
would identify the "willful misconduct" immunity exception of Defendant FSMB/Co
conspirator NCMB's conspiracy/bribery with the 'vaccine' manufacturers. 

474. Use of the US wires to communicate the potential profit of billions dollars from the 
scheme. 

475. Use of the US wires to communicate an outline of the scheme. 

476. Use of the US wires to communicate the elements of the scheme. 

477. Use of the US wires to identify/describe each element of the scheme. 

478. Use of the US wires to describe how public fear would be engineered by incorporating into 
the scheme the elements of (para. 446 to 452): 

479. ordering the corporate media's use of the US wires in the willful 
dissemination/propagation of the knowingly false narrative that contraction of the COVID-19 
virus would cause permanent damage and or death; 
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480; having its corporate hospital partners manipulate hospital death statistics to 
willfully/knowingly/fraudulently ascribe the deaths to the COVID virus. 

481. ordering the corporate media's use of the US wires in the willful 
dissemination/propagation of the knowingly fraudulent death statistics. 

482. ordering the corporate media to produce willfully/knowingly fraudulent video news 
interviews that involved paid actors posing as persons whose relatives died consequent to the 
COVID-19 virus. 

483. ordering the corporate media's use of the US wires in the willful 
dissemination/propagation of the knowingly false narrative that so called 'social distancing' and 
the wearing of face masks reduced transmission. 

484. ordering the corporate media to continuously report on persons who were denied 
employment/housing/healthcare because they refused to be inoculated, wear masks and or 
engage in so called 'social distancing'. 

485. ordering the corporate media's use of the US wires in the willful 
dissemination/propagation of the knowingly fraudulent narrative that governmental members 
received the 'vaccine' when in fact it was a saline injection. 

486. Use of the US wires to describe how, by incorporating into the scheme the following 
element, fear would be engineered within the global medical community in order to coerce 
physicians to inoculate the public and to silence any dissent as to the toxicity/ineffectiveness of 
the 'vaccine'. 

487. bribing/coercing the executives of medical boards/councils to enact disciplinary policies 
that forced physicians to become inoculated and to inoculate patients, and to 
suspend/revoke/erase their licenses/registrations if they either refused self/patient inoculation 
and or provided digital/non-digital information regarding the toxicity/dangers of the 'vaccine'. 

488. Use of the US wires to describe how the power of fear/coercion would be engineered 
within the global population by incorporating into the scheme the following elements (para. 
456 to 461). 

489. coopting conspiring with the World Health Organization in the issuance of reports/releases 
that disseminated as fact, the knowing falsehood that contraction of the COVID-19 virus would 
cause serious permanent injury and or death. 

490. coopting conspiring with the World Health Organization in the issuance of reports/releases 
that disseminated as fact, the knowing falsehood that the 'vaccine' was safe/effective. 
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491. coopting conspiring with the US Federal Drug Administration in the issuance of 
reports/releases that disseminated as fact, the knowing falsehood that the 'vaccine' was 
safe/effective. 

492. coopting conspiring with the US Centers for Disease Control in the issuance of 
reports/releases that disseminated as fact, the knowing falsehood that contraction of the 
COVID-19 virus would cause serious permanent injury and or death. 

493. coopting and conspiring with governmental public health and drug regulatory 
agencies/persons across the planet in the dissemination as fact, the knowing falsehoods that 
contraction of the COVID-19 virus would cause serious permanent injury and or death and that 
the 'vaccine' was safe/effective. 

494. coopting and conspiring with police forces across the planet in the enforcement through 
physical force/restraint/incarceration and so called 'lockdowns' of the human race, including 
those that had been inoculated and wore masks. 

495. Use of the US wires to describe how Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB's co
conspirator corporate media partners, would conspire/scheme with the tech industry to 
corrupt digital news feeds by suppressing any information that exposed the 'vaccine' toxicity 
and promoted any that extolled its safety. 

496.Use of the US wires to describe the critical nexus of the scheme's elements, those of 
dissemination of lies, the generation offear, coerced/forced inoculation, behavioral 
conditioning/modification, the suppression of truth, the absolute enslavement of humanity and 
the generation of corporate profit. 

Defendant FSMB /Co-conspirator TMB + Co-conspirators IAMRA/Medical Board/Council 
Executives: 

497. Date range: 2019 to 2023. 

498. Conduits of Communication+ Bribery by Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB to 
Executive Directors Medical Boards/Councils: Communication: Directly through the IAMRA and 
indirectly through law/public relation/political lobbying firms. Bribery: Through the IAMRA and 
through offshore bank networks. 

499. Mode of Communication: Email+ Voice+ SMS (text)+ Face to Face. 

500. Substance of Communication: A Scheme in which Defendant FSMB an American 
corporation, in violation of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, uses its corruptly procured power 
to corrupt the 'regulatory/disciplinary' apparatus of foreign medical boards/councils into 
ordering their executives to perpetrate the Scheme, disguised as policy, that 
suspended/revoked/erased medical licenses/registrations of physicians who refused to be 
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inoculated/refused to inoculate his patients/advised patients against inoculation/used the 
internet to communicate any information adverse to the 'vaccine', including but not limited to 
stating it was lethal, caused permanent injury and was ineffective. 

Tactics Employed: 

501. Use of the US wires to disseminate the order, falsely disguised as 'COVID Policy', to 
implement the Scheme of eliminating physicians who either undermined the corporate profit 
agenda or failed to support it. 

502. Use of the US wires to exchange information on a daily basis as to any media or other 
reports of physicians not complying with the corporate agenda. 

503. Use of the US wires to exchange information on a daily basis as to the quota of 'vaccines' 
being dispensed in various global regions. 

504. Use of the US wires to exchange information on a daily basis asto regulatory policing 
enforcements actions against 'underperforming' physicians 

505. Use of the US wires to issue orders to subjugate medical boards/councils to have 
eliminated underperforming' physicians through license/registration 
suspension/revocation/erasure. 

506. Crimes Against Humanity: Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB and its 'vaccine' 
manufacturer co-conspirators CEO Joaquin Duato/Agents (Johnson+ Johnson) CEO Albert 
Bourla/Agents (Pfizer), Pascal Soriot/Agents (AstraZeneca) and CEO Stephane Bancel/Agents 
(Moderna), knew that the 'vaccine' was toxic and ineffective, and that it would cause death, 
permanent injury, and generational injury in that 'vaccine' caused genetic mutations/injuries 
would be transmitted in reproduction. 

507. The motivation for these crimes, other than immediate profit from the tax payer funds, 
lies in the fact that advancing technology, such as Artificial Intelligence, renders obsolete the 
requirement for humans, and that by eliminating 'useless food eating' humans and their ability 
to procreate, the so called '1%" will retain an increasingly greater percentage of the planet's 
resources for themselves and their progeny. 

508. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator TMB/Other Co-Conspirators have been perpetrating 
these ongoing crimes since at least 2019, in collusion/conspiracy with governmental 
agencies/persons, in multiple jurisdictions across the globe, including this jurisdiction, in 
furtherance of corporate/personal profit, in knowing violation of human rights and with 
knowledge that the crimes caused, are causing and will continue to cause death and permanent 
injury. 

509. Evidence of these crimes is contained within (Exhibit 15) andwithin The Kaul Cases. 

94 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 95 of 160

510. Public Corruption: In a period commencing in approximately, if not before 2019, 
Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB and other co-conspirators entered into a conspiracy 
with governmental agencies/persons, in which tax payers monies were funneled from 
government treasuries to the 'vaccine' manufacturers who then funneled some of these 
monies as bribes to Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB, its executives and executives 
associated with medical boards/councils across the globe. 

511. The co-conspirator 'vaccine' manufacturers, while bribing Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator 
NCMB/Medical Board and Council Executives, did kickback a percentage of the embezzled tax 
payer money to corrupt politicians/governmental officials. 

512. The injuries caused by this scheme were to the public treasury, to the public 
health/welfare, to the public's right to honest services, to the public's human rights and to the 
SOCIAL CONTRACT between the people and government. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator 
NCMB/Governmental and Corporate Co-Conspirators acts of public corruption have violated 
and continue to violate the SOCIAL CONTRACT, such that its terms are no longer valid. 

513. Bribery: In a period commencing in approximately, if not before 2019, Defendant 
FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB and its medical board/council co-conspirators did receive bribes 
from the 'vaccine' manufacturer co-conspirators (Johnson+ Johnson/Pfizer/Astra 
Zeneca/Moderna) in a series of quid pro quo schemes, in which the bribes were paid in 
exchange for Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB's abuse of regulatory power in the 
coercion of physicians, under threat of license/registration suspension/revocation/erasure into 
inoculating patients with the 'vaccine', while knowing it would cause death/permanent injury. 

514. Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB knew that the more doses dispensed, the more 
taxpayer monies were funneled from the government to the 'vaccine' manufacturers, the 
greater their corporate profits and the greater the bribes. 

515. The bribes were disguised as 'philanthropic' payments to the corporate vehicle of 
Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB and were also funneled to offshore bank networks of 
executives associated with Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB Medical Boards/Medical 
Councils, in order to ensure they enforced the coercion of physicians into inoculating patients 
with the 'vaccine'. 

516. Money Laundering: The bribes received by Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB 
/Medical Board Executives/Medical Council Executives from the 'vaccine' manufacturers as part 
of a series of quid pro quo schemes in which physicians under threat of license/registration 
suspension/revocation/erasure were forced/coerced into knowingly inoculating patients with a 
substance they knew would cause death and permanent injury, were funneled into, and 
laundered through offshore bank networks and through Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator 
NCMB US based tax-deducting corporation and stock market investment vehicles. 
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517. The financial benefit of bribes was also realized through the laundering-effect of 
remittance by the 'vaccine' manufacturers to law firms/lawyers to whom Defendant FSMB/Co
conspirator NCMB owed monies, and whom the 'vaccine' manufacturers retained specifically to 
launder the bribes, the payment of which directly benefited Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator 
NCMB. 

4. COUNT FOUR 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: United States District Court-NYSE l"SDNY-NYSE Association-In
Fact-Enterprise)· 

Defendant Persons: Allstate 
Co-conspirators: Geico/TD/ICE 

RICO Predicate Acts: Bribery/Fraud on the Court/Public Corruption/Money Laundering 

Overview: 

518. In a time period commencing in approximately September 2021, the Defendants did 
conspire to commit, and did commit a knowingly illegal "pattern of racketeering" and did 
convert the Chambers of U.S.D.J., James Paul Oetken and the New York Stock Exchange into an 
association-in-fact enterprise ("SDNY-NYSE Association-In-Fact-Enterprise") through and under 
cover of which they perpetrated the RICO predicate acts bribery/fraud on the court/public 
corruption/money laundering, purposed to eliminate the Plaintiffs by having U.S.D.J. Oetken 
dismiss Kll-7 with prejudice and permanently injunct Kaul/Basch from prosecuting their claims 
against the Defendants. 

519. In the latter half of September 2021, the corporate Defendants did begin conspiring to 
perpetrate a knowingly illegal scheme ("SDNY-NYSE Scheme") against the United States District 
Court for the Southern District of New York, in which they planned, and did eventually 
effectuate, a quid pro quo scheme with U.S.D.J. James Paul Oetken, that involved the funneling 
of non-tangible/tangible favors (stocks/shares/bonds in return for having Kll-7 dismissed with 
prejudice and Kaul/Basch injuncted from further prosecuting The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

520. In September 2021, the Defendants, having realized that U.S.D.J. Oetken did not intend on 
dismissing or transferring the case to the District of New Jersey, a court whose judges are on 
their 'payroll', initiated a series of digital/non-digital communications/meetings in which they 
agreed that their only option was to bribe U.S.D.J. Oetken. 

521. The Defendants and their lawyers discussed the details of how to minimize any exposure 
of the scheme, and conceal the communications and funneling of bribes, and decided to utilize 
an 'arms-length' tactic, by co-opting third-party agents as the 'middlemen', a ruse employed by 
the Defendants for decades in the New Jersey courts. 

96 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 97 of 160

522. It was not until approximately February 2022, that the specifics of the scheme had been 
agreed upon and willing third-party agents identified. 

523. The next phase involved persuading U.S.D.J. Oetken to participate in the scheme, and 
consisted of intensive time-consuming third-party mediated communications, which occurred 
slowly due to the Defendants priority for the maintenance of secrecy and their recognition that 
if any information were leaked to court staff, it would sabotage the scheme, and cause U.S.D.J. 
Oetken to withdraw. 

524. A substantial part of the time from inception to execution was assigned to the contents of 
U.S.D.J.'s September 12, 2022, and to the Defendants attempt to effectively and permanently 
suppress Plaintiff Kaul's ability to vindicate his rights. 

525. In these communications, the Defendants' lawyers transmitted across the US wires to non
official emails belonging to U.S.D.J. Oetken and or agents acting on his behalf, the substance of 
the September 12, 2022, report, which the Defendants intended to disseminate to their 
shareholders, who had been withdrawing their positions. 

526. The Defendants recognized that unless the opinion/order permanently suppressed Plaintiff 
Kaul's legal rights, their shareholders would continue their withdrawal and their share price 
would continue to decrease. 

527. Subsequent to the September 12, 2022, opinion/order Defendant Allstate's share price has 
risen, a rise that has enriched U.S.D.J. Oetken, and a rise that is a direct consequence of his 
illegally procured order. Defendant Allstate continues to launder the proceeds of this crime 
through the NYSE, and to cause the dissemination ofthese fraudulent assets into the global 
equities market, including that in India. 

528. In the planning and perpetration of the scheme, neither the Defendants nor U.S.D.J. 
Oetken discussed nor expected the Plaintiffs to request U.S.D.J. Oetken's financial 
holdings/exparte communications, nor file a motion for his disqualification, but they did 
conspire to include verbiage encouraging the Plaintiffs to file an appeal, knowing that an appeal 
would prohibit a judicial disciplinary investigation, and more likely conceal their corruption of 
the Court. 

529. However, when the Plaintiffs did request U.S.D.J. Oetken's financial holdings/exparte 
communications, the Defendants in collusion/conspiracy with U.S.D.J. Oetken through their 
third-party agents, concluded that their optimal option was to ignore the Plaintiffs' request and 
motion, believing that the Plaintiffs would. not ascertain a legal basis on which to render 
null/void the order, and that even if they did, they would not ascertain the requisite law to 
exclude U.S.D.J. Oetken and his purported 'injunction' from any involvement in a future filing. 
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530. In the perpetration of this overall scheme, the Defendants have, through their use of the 
US wires, knowingly committed wire fraud and through their use of the apparatus of the United 
States District Court, committed honest services fraud against the American public. 

5. COUNT FIVE 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of New York-New York State Medical Board-State of 
Texas-Texas Medical Board {"NYSMB-FSMB-NCMB Association-In-Fact-Enterprise) 

Defendant Persons: FSMB/Allstate 
Co-conspirator: Geico 

RICO Predicate Acts: Bribery/Fraud on the Court/Public Corruption 

Overview: 

531. In a time period commencing in approximately April 2021, the Defendants did conspire to 
commit, and did commit a knowingly illegal "pattern of racketeering'' and did convert the State 
of New York/New York State Medical Board/State of Texas/Texas Medical Board into an 
association-in-fact enterprise ("NYSMB-FSMB-TMB Association-In-Fact-Enterprise") through 
and under cover of which they perpetrated the RICO predicate acts fraud on the court/public 
corruption, purposed to, in conjunction with the other RICO Schemes, purposed to eliminate 
Plaintiff Kaul, by attempting to prohibit his access to the courts for compensatory redress and 
his access to a livelihood. 

532. In February 2021, Plaintiff Kaul submitted a licensure application to the New York State 
Medical Board, and on July 14, 2021, an investigator for the state emailed him a letter, stating 
that his application had been denied by a supposed sub-committee of the board who allegedly 
found that there existed a "question of moral suitability". This was and is a lie, as no 
subcommittee ever considered Plaintiff Kaul's application. This illegal/fraudulent denial was 
circulated via the US wires to the National Practitioner Data Bank/Defendant FSMB and to 
every state medical board, including Texas. 

533, Plaintiff Kaul, after having been informed by this person of his right to appeal, requested a 
copy of the alleged opinion, in order to ascertain the basis of the opinion, but was informed it 
would not be provided until the conclusion of the appeal. 

534. Plaintiff Kaul indicated he would seek judicial relief if the document was not provided by 
August 25, 2021, and on September 17, 2021, Plaintiff Kaul filed a petition for an OTSC in the 
New York State Supreme Court. 

S35. The petition was directed at Defendant Hengerer and Dr. Howard Zucker, the New York 
State Health Commissioner, and sought an order compelling production of the alleged opinion. 
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536. The NY AG responded for the Respondents, arguing that Kaul had no "clear legal right" to 
the document, despite knowing that no such document existed. and the NY AG thus implicitly 
adopted the Respondents knowingly false position that such a document existed. 

537. The Respondents/NY AG propagated their fraud into the New York State Supreme Court, 
and on January 3, 2022, the judge adopted their fraud and denied Kaul's petition based on the 
"clear legal right" defense. 

538. Plaintiff Kaul appealed to the First Department of the New York State Supreme Court, 
Appellate Division, at which point a senior appellate litigation counsel within the NY AG entered 
the case. 

539. However, in April 2022, while this matter was proceeding through the New York State 
Supreme Court, Plaintiff Kaul was contacted by counsel for the New York State Medical Board, 
and advised that his application was to be scheduled for a hearing on October 3, 2022. 

540. Plaintiff Kaul re-requested a copy of the alleged opinion of the supposed sub-committee, 
but none was provided, and in June 2022, Kaul had a senior board member admit that no 
subcommittee had ever convened regarding his application and that no opinion had ever been 
issued (Exhibit 32). 

541. Plaintiff Kaul served a subpoena on this individual to appear at the October 3, 2022, 
hearing. He did not move to quash the subpoena nor appear. 

542. The virtual hearing was initiated on October 3, 2022, and was adjudicated by a hearing 
officer with a panel of approximately twelve (12) members of the New York State Medical 
Board. 

543. As the matter commenced it became immediately apparent to Plaintiff Kaul that the 
proceeding's sole purpose was to provide cover for the fraud of the alleged opinion and to deny 
Plaintiff Kaul's appeal. 

544. Plaintiff Kaul halted the proceeding by asserting that unless the alleged opinion was 
produced, the matter could not proceed, and that regardless, the issue of the alleged opinion 
was pending in the Appellate Court. 

545. The hearing officer/panel went off-line for approximately ten (10) minutes, to discuss 
whether to proceed. Counsel for the board argued that the matter should proceed, but the 
officer/panel discontinued the hearing, pending the outcome of the Appellate Division. 

546. Plaintiff Kaul subsequently procured a transcript of the approximately twenty (20) minute 
hearing. 
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547. The New York State Medical Board is a member of the "Federation Cartel" and profits 
from the fees, fines and other expensive and uselessly proven educational activities that 
American physicians are forced to undergo to obtain, retain and have licenses reinstated. The 
commercial existence of these units of the "FC" depends on this revenue stream, and the 
monies generated from disciplinary actions. 

548. The greater the number of state board disciplinary actions, the more affected physicians 
are shunted into 'Solent-Green' like "FC" system, with the majority of physicians being either 
ethnic minorities and or foreign medical graduates, most of whom have 'slaved' in the 
American system for decades, and most of whom have their life assets illegally seized by 
government agencies under direction from the insurance industry. 

549. The "NYSMB-FSMB-TMB Scheme" was conceived of shortly after Plaintiff Kaul 
commenced his application for licensure in the State of New York, and involved the Kll-7 
Defendants/agents conspiring/colluding with the New York State Medical Board/agents in the 
perpetration of a scheme to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from obtaining a license in order 
to facilitate, in conjunction with the other RICO Schemes, the elimination of Plaintiff Kaul, in 
order to attempt to eradicate the legal/economic/political/public relations threats posed by 
Plaintiff Kaul's economic resurgence and or their continued prosecution by Plaintiff Kaul in the 
United States District Court. 

550. One of the litigation benchmarks in The Kaul Cases appears to be Defendant Allstate's 
share price, which fell during the pendency of Kll-7, and only began to rise after the illegal 
September 12, 2022, opinion/order. 

551. The litigation related fall substantiated the merit of Kll-7. Investors, such as Kll-2 
Defendant Boston Partners, withdraw their positions after consultation with litigation counsel. 

552. The "NYSMB-FSMB-TMB Scheme"/ SD NY-NYSE Scheme"/ "UC-PACE Scheme" emerged in 
late 2022, and were coordinated principally by the "FC" and the corporate Kll-7 Defendants, 
with the purpose of attempting to prohibit Plaintiff Kaul's access to the courts for 
compensatory redress/evidential disclosure and his access to a livelihood. 

553. Within the conspiratorial digital/non-digital communications relevant to the conception, 
planning and perpetration of the "NYSMB-FSMB-TMB Scheme", the Defendants did not 
anticipate that Plaintiff Kaul would pursue the issue of the alleged opinion to the Appellate 
Division, nor have a senior board member admit that no subcommittee was ever convened nor 
any opinion ever issued, and so they perpetrated their fraud through the state's 
administrative/judicial/prosecutorial apparatus with a sense of experienced impunity, and with 
an overall purpose of attempting to contribute to halting Kaul's prosecution of the Kll-7 
Defendants. 

554. The Defendants used the US wires in the perpetration of the "NYSMB-FSMB-TMB 

Scheme" and within the corpus of communication, there exists evidence of a knowingly illegal 
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agreement with the New York State Medical Board that any response to Plaintiff Kaul's 
application should be delayed, and that if Plaintiff Kaul persisted in requiring a response, a false 
response should be fabricated without involving any member of the board, but falsely claiming 
otherwise. 

555. It is noteworthy that during the October 3, 2022, hearing, Plaintiff Kaul observed an 
appearance of 'shock' on the faces of several panel members when he raised the issue that 
senior members (Dr. Jane Massie/Dr. Raju Ramanathan) had admitted that no 
subcommittee/opinion had ever been convened/issued. 

556. It is the "pattern" of the Defendants to conduct their "pattern of racketeering" through 
courts/governmental agencies in a manner that is restricted, for the purpose of secrecy, to a 
person/limited persons, with whom the Defendants engineer or have already engineered a 
bribery-based quid pro quo scheme. 

557. The immensity of the potential losses of liberty/property/life associated with the crimes of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants, has caused them to coerce others into committing knowing/willful 
violations of the law and Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional rights, with the most recent 
coercion consisting of an assurance that U.S.D.J. Oetken's purported 'injunction' would 
definitely eliminate any threat posed by Plaintiff Kaul. 

558. The Defendants have conducted this "pattern of racketeering" for decades in 
collusion/conspiracy with the state medical board members ofthe "FC", by using the medical 
boards purported mission to "protect the public" as cover for their profit purposed 
racketeering crimes of illegally suspending/revoking the licenses of innocent physicians. In fact, 
Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB's long-standing mandate to its subjugate medical 
boards is to increase their quotas of profit-generating 'physician discipline', a scheme to which 
it attaches monetary incentives for those that meet the corporate quota, or put otherwise 
corporate 'bonuses'. 

559. Defendant FSMB publishes lists of subjugate medical board ranking in terms of 
'disciplinary' actions, in order to 'shame' those in the lower sections into manufacturing higher 
numbers. The greater the number of actions, the more profit to the "FC", from so called 'fines' 
and legal/other fees required by the targeted/victimized physician to regain his/her illegally 
seized license. 

560. There exists admitted fact within The Kaul Cases that medical boards do not "protect the 
public", as the "FC" system of physician discipline related fees/fines and slave physician labor 
for the insurance industry, is purposed simply for corporate/executive profit. A continuation of 
a four hundred (400) year "pattern". 

101 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 102 of 160

6. COUNT SIX 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of California-UC San Diego Physician Assessment and 
Clinical Education [PACE) Program 
Defendant Persons: FSMB/Allstate 

Co-conspirator: Geico 
RICO Predicate Acts: Wire fraud/Conspiracy/Public Corruption 

Overview: 

561. In a time period commencing in approximately April 2022, Defendants FSMB/Allstate, and 
Co-conspirators NCMB/Geico did conspire to commit, and did commit a knowingly illegal 
"pattern of racketeering'' and did convert the State of California and the UC San Diego 
Physician Assessment and Clinical Education (PACE) Program into an association-in-fact 
enterprise ("UC-PACE Association-In-Fact-Enterprise") 

562. It was through and under cover of the "UC-PACE Association-In-Fact-Enterprise" that 
Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators NCMB/Geico perpetrated the RICO predicate 
acts of fraud on the court/public corruption, purposed to, in conjunction with the other RICO 
Schemes to attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul by attempting to prohibit his access to the courts 
for compensatory redress and his access to a livelihood/license. 

563. On May 27, 2020, the State of Pennsylvania granted Kaul's application for licensure after a 
one-day administrative hearing on February 7, 2020. 

564. In order for Plaintiff Kaul to be provided an actual license, he was required to take an 
assessment course, which he commenced with Kll-8 (Kaul v PACE/Leung-USDC-SDC-23-CV-
00955) Defendant PACE in May 2022, with the conduction of three virtual interviews on May 4, 
June 15, and July 6, 2022. 

565. Kll-8 Defendant PACE, a for-profit corporation, derives the majority, if not all of its 
business from the "FC", and prior to Plaintiff Kaul's first interview it knew the FSMB was a 
Defendant in Kll-7. During the first interview, Plaintiff Kaul detected a suspicious tone, which 
caused the subsequent two (2) interviews to be recorded. 

566. On July 21/22, Plaintiff Kaul completed the second and on-site component of the course at 
the Kll-8 Defendant PACE's facility in San Diego, the entirety of which was video recorded by 
Kll-8 Defendant PACE and from which Plaintiff Kaul retained contemporaneous notes. 

567. At the conclusion of the course on July 22, 2022, after Plaintiff Kaul had drafted the final 
note to be submitted to the evaluation committee, he created a copy of this note for his 
records. 
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568. Prior to Plaintiff Kaul's departure he enquired as when he would receive the final report, 
and was informed it would be emailed directly to him, and only him within eight (8) weeks. 

569. On September 22, 2022, having not received the report, Plaintiff Kaul telephoned Kll-8 
Defendant PACE and was informed by the person responsible for drafting the report that she 
has allegedly been out on "sick leave" and no other staff member had wanted to "work" on the 
report. 

570. On October 12, 2022, Plaintiff Kaul received an email from this person, in which she 
requested Kaul provide her an email/telephone number of a "contact person" at the 
Pennsylvania Medical Board. 

571. Plaintiff Kaul instructed this person that the report was NOT to be sent to any person 
associated with the medical board until he had reviewed it. 

572. Kll-8 Defendant PACE perpetrated the "FC-PACE Scheme" with Defendant FSMB to 
render a false and negative report regarding Plaintiff Kaul, and to transmit it directly to the 
Pennsylvania Medical Board to attempt to cause it to not issue Plaintiff Kaul a license, and to 
prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing its fraudulence and to then claim qualified immunity if and 
when Plaintiff Kaul sued. 

573. The perpetration of this scheme was conducted across the US wires by emails and 
telephone conversations, and it was agreed that a knowingly false and highly defamatory report 
would be issued, in which Kll-8 Defendant PACE would describe Plaintiff Kaul as not only being 
a danger to the public, but that he would likely never meet the standards to ever return to the 
practice of medicine. 2 

574. The Kll-7 Defendants conducted the same negative report/opinion/order generating 
scheme with Kll-8 Defendant PACE, as it did with U.S.D.J. Oetken. Kll-8 Defendant PACE, in 
drafting and transmitting the knowingly fraudulent report, did not anticipate that the virtual 
interviews had been recorded and that Plaintiff Kaul had retained a copies of his 
contemporaneous notes. 

575. On October 17, 2022, Kll-8 Defendant PACE used the US wires to transmit to Plaintiff Kaul 
a copy of their knowingly fraudulent report. It is an eleven (11) page document that Plaintiff 
Kaul's audio/final note evidence proves is fraudulent. 

'(The Kaul Cases Defendants were seeking to permanently "shut Kaul down" in his efforts to 
procure a license, fearful that Plaintiff Kaul's license related economic resurgence would 
facilitate his prosecution of The Kaul Cases Defendants/further exposition of their crimes, 
which accounts for the rampant falsification of Kll-8 Defendant PACE's 'assessment') 
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576. Plaintiff Kaul, having reviewed the report, did then request he be sent a copy of his entire 
case file, which includes the video recordings of the July 21/22 on-site assessments. 

577. Kll-8 Defendant PACE continues to withhold the property of Plaintiff Kaul's file. 

578. On October 19, 2022, Plaintiff Kaul sent a letter to Kll-8 Defendant PACE, in which he 
included a link to the July 6, 2022, audio recording and re-requested a copy of his file. 

579. No file was produced. 

580. On October 31, 2022, Plaintiff Kaul sent a second letter, in which he provided further 
evidence of the fraudulence of the October 17, 2022, report, and re-requested a copy of his 
case file. 

581. No file was produced. 

582. Kll-8 Defendant PACE remained in communication with Defendant FSMB and used the US 
wires to discuss what steps it should implement to address Plaintiff Kaul's exposition of their 
fraud, and Plaintiff Kaul's October 19/31 letters. 

583. Within these communications it was agreed that Kll-8 Defendant PACE should not amend 
its fraudulent report, as U.S.D.J. Oetken's September 12, 2022, order/opinion purported to 
foreclose Plaintiff Kaul from filing suit in the United States District Court, and thus, in their 
estimation, Plaintiff Kaul could not seek redress for Defendant PACE's violation of his rights. 

584. Kll-8 Defendant PACE's lawyers obtained a copy of U.S.D.J. Oetken's September 12, 2022, 
report, and advised Kll-8 Defendant PACE that Plaintiff Kaul had no legal recourse for their 
false report, and that they should send Plaintiff Kaul a letter informing him that they would not 
amend their report. 

585. In the commission of this scheme, Kll-8 Defendant PACE knew its misconduct constituted 
a violation of the wire fraud act, the honest services act and of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/constitutional rights, and that their misconduct had converted the University of 
California - San Diego into a "racketeering enterprise" that furthered the interests of the "FC" 
at the expense of the people of the State of California. 

586. The Kaul Cases Defendants decade-plus-long criminal conspiracy has exposed the State of 
California to immense domestic/international legal liability. 

587. On November 10, 2022, Plaintiff Kaul submitted a FOIA request to the UC-San Diego 
seeking copies of all physician assessment reports since 2012. Kll-8 Defendant PACE was 
notified of this request. Plaintiff Kaul's request was denied. 
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588, On May 25, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against Kll-8 Defendants PACE/Leung in the 
United States District Court for the Southern District of California. 

7. COUNT SEVEN 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of Texas-NYSE-SEC ("SNS Association-In-Fact-Enterprise} 

Defendant Persons: Allstate/Christie 
Co-conspirators: TD/Geico/lCE 

RICO Predicate Acts: Securities fraud/mail fraud/wire fraud/money laundering 

Overview: 

589. In a time period commencing in approximately 2009, the Defendants Allstate/Christie and 
Co-Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE did conspire to commit, and did commit a knowingly illegal 
"pattern of racketeering" and did convert the NYSE/SEC/State of Texas into an association-in
fact enterprise, through and under cover of which they perpetrated thousands of the RICO 
predicate acts of mail fraud/wire fraud/securities fraud/money laundering, purposed to 
advance their political/economic agenda. 

S90. Specifically, Defendant Christie sought to raise monies for gubernatorial and presidential 
campaigns, while Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD/ICE sought to increase 
executive compensation and share price. 

591. The Defendants "State of Texas-NYSE-SEC" ("SNS Scheme") scheme involved an 
intersection of the worlds of medicine/business/law/politics, and commenced in 2009, with 
the purpose of causing injury to Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
standing/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life through the perpetration of the following acts (474-
480) of state/court-facilitated misconduct. 

592. having Plaintiff Kaul's medical license revoked. 

593. eradicating all debt owed to Plaintiff Kaul by insurance carriers (approx. $45 million). 

594. destroying Plaintiff Kaul's reputation; 

595. eliminating any future financial liability to Plaintiff Kaul. 

596. causing Plaintiff Kaul to enter a state of poverty/homelessness; 

597. attempting to cause/actually causing Plaintiff Kaul to be jailed/deported/attempted 
drugging-killing. 
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598. intimidating other minimally invasive spine surgeons into not performing minimally 
invasive spine surgery, in order to divert a greater percentage of the public's insurance 
premiums into corporate/executive compensation. 

599. Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE have colluded and 
conspired to orchestrate both their underlying "SNS Scheme" and the subsequent, and multiple 
schemes to conceal and provide cover for the "SNS Scheme". 

600. The concealment has been perpetrated through massive schemes of corruption of 
state/federal politicians/judges, in an attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing The Kaul 
Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators decades-long schemes of judicial/public corruption. 

601. In 2005, Plaintiff Kaul invented and successfully performed the first outpatient minimally 
invasive spine surgery, at a NJ surgical center that had credentialed him to perform the 
procedure, and under the authority of his state medical license; a license issued in 1996 by the 
State of New Jersey for both medicine and surgery. 

602. The state argued in administrative proceedings (NJ Office Administrative Law) from April 2 
to June 28, 2013, that Plaintiff Kaul was not licensed to perform surgery. In this proceeding the 
Defendants and the state committed massive fraud, as evidenced in 'The Solomon 
Critique' /The Solomon Critique 2'. 

603. From 2006 to approximately 2009, Plaintiff Kaul was subjected to rule-of reason antitrust 
violations by The Kaul Cases Defendants, who wanted to eliminate the threat of Plaintiff Kaul's 
rapidly expanding minimally invasive spine surgery practice. 

604. In furtherance of this scheme, The Kaul Cases Defendants did engage in multiple quid pro 
quo schemes with Defendant Christie, in which they funneled bribes into his political campaign, 
purposed to have him use state power to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license, 
an act that commenced illegally, was conducted illegally, and remains illegal (2008/9-2023) 

605. Plaintiff Kaul's license was illegally suspended/revoked on April 2, 2012/March 24, 2014, 
and The Kaul Cases Defendants did with knowing illegality, use the US mail/wires to transmit 
this fraudulent notice globally to all governmental agencies, all state medical boards, including 
Texas/National Practitioners Data Bank/DEA/FBI. 

606. From 2012 to 2020, pursuant to RICO's vicarious liability doctrine, Defendants 
Allstate/Christie, and Co-Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE, did conspire to commit, and did commit 
bankruptcy fraud and insurance fraud, by causing Plaintiff Kaul's medical malpractice carriers to 
be defrauded of millions of dollars by aiding/abetting the submission and fraudulent judicial 
adjudication of false 'medical malpractice' claims, as pied in Kll-4. 

607. Commencing in 2016, Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE, did 
extend their "pattern of racketeering" into the NYSE, through an ongoing commission of the 
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predicate acts of securities fraud, in that they submitted false SEC filings/accounts, that 
defrauded, and continue to defraud the global equities market. 

608. Based on this knowingly false information, Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co
Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE did perpetrate millions of trades with unsuspecting investors, 
concealing from them the massive risk associated with the purchase of these fraudulent 
equities. 

609. In conjunction with these crimes, Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-Conspirators 
TD/Geico/lCE did not disclose to the market that its profits, including those from Texas, are the 
product of crimes, as detailed in The Kaul Cases. but yet willfully and with knowledge of its 
illegality, did launder the proceeds of these crimes through the NYSE. 

610. The Kaul Cases Defendants have converted the NYSE into a massive money-laundering 
operation, into which it has funneled the proceeds of its global "patterns of racketeering'', 
including those generated from the mass inoculation (5.5 billion humans) of the experimental 
toxic gene-splicing mRNA compound. 

611. From 2006 to the present, the overarching theme of Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co
Conspirators TD/Geico/lCE crimes, has been the commission of increasingly more serious 
crimes, in an attempt to conceal their prior crimes, malfeasance and misconduct. 

612. What commenced in 2006 with the professional jealousy of Plaintiff Kaul's competitors, of 
which Defendant Heary was a 'ring-leader', is in 2023, a multitude of felonies that include, 
amongst others: (i) bankruptcy fraud; (ii) securities fraud; (iii) mail fraud; (iv) wire fraud; (v) 
perjury: (vi) bribery; (vii) obstruction of justice; (viii) public/judicial corruption; (ix) civil rights 
violations; (x) evidence tampering; (xi) witness tampering; (xii) false imprisonment; (xiii) false 
prosecution: (xiv) insurance fraud; (xv) kickbacks; (xvi) human rights violations; (xvii) 
retaliation; (xviii) false seizure of property; (xix) honest services fraud; (xx) racketeering; (xxi) 
conspiracy; (xxii) market manipulation/money laundering; (xiii) crimes against humanity; (xiv) 
violations of the Nuremberg Code. 

Co-conspirator ICE: 

613. From 2016 to the present, Co-conspirator ICE knew or should have known that Co
conspirators TD/Geico and Defendant Allstate committed securities fraud, in willfully, and with 
knowledge of its illegality, failing to report to the market and the SEC their liability in The Kaul 
Cases. 

614. Co-conspirator ICE was motivated to willful ignorance and did fail to cross reference court 
records with the filings of Co-conspirators Geico/TD and Defendant Allstate. 
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615. Co-conspirator ICE, in recognizing that its profits were tied to those of Defendant Allstate 
and Co-conspirators TD/Geico did tacitly conspire with these Defendant/Co-conspirators to 
perpetrate a knowingly illegal scheme of securities fraud concealment, that artificially 
manipulated the market, and was purposed to prevent a decrease in its share price. 

616. Co-conspirator ICE used the US mail and wires to exchange information with Defendant 
Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD, in furtherance of the "SNS Scheme", in recognition of 
the illegality of the scheme and the manipulation of the market that would be caused by such a 
fraud. 

617. Co-conspirator ICE did conspire with and did commit a "pattern of racketeering" by aiding 
and abetting the laundering of the criminal proceeds of Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators 
TD/Geico through the apparatus of the "SNS Association-In-Fact Enterprise", the principal 
purpose of which was to increase insurance industry executive profit and share price, at the 
expense, and through the exploitation of Plaintiff Kaul and thousands of other physicians, many 
of whom remain falsely imprisoned. 

618. Co-conspirator ICE, although having reported regulatory/litigation risks in its SEC filings, 
did willfully and knowingly fail to specifically identify the securities fraud crimes of Defendant 
Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD and is thus liable for these crimes. 

619. Similarly, Co-conspirator ICE is also liable for the crimes from which Defendant Allstate/Co
conspirators TD/Geico's invested criminal proceeds originated, crimes that constitute a 
"patterns of racketeering" within the geographic boundaries of the State of Texas, 
commencing in a period at least, if not before, Defendant Christie's first term as governor. 

620. Co-conspirator ICE recognizes that because it both trades on the NYSE and engages in 
commerce with global exchanges, which affects the value of those exchanges, that its 
participation in the "SNS Scheme" caused it to become a conduit to these global exchanges of 
NYSE market valuation that it knew, or ought to have known were false and were the product 
of crime, but did also become a crime itself [market valuation) consequent to Co-conspirator 
ICE's global dissemination of a knowingly false market valuation that concealed the fact that the 
monies underpinning it were derived from the crimes of Defendant Allstate and Co-
conspirators Geico/TD 

621. Co-conspirator ICE used the US mail/wires to globally transmit knowingly fraudulent 
information about the market valuation of Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD in 
that it omitted any specific reference within its SEC filings of the legal liability ($28,000 trillion+) 
to the global equities market of The Kaul Cases. 

622, Co-conspirator ICE, in propagating this knowingly fraudulent information to the global 
equities market, did recognize its role in false equity evaluations and the creation of a 'bubble 
market' in India. 
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623. Co-conspirator ICE's Indian headquarters is Hyderabad (Plaintiff Kaul's birthplace), and it is 
cognizant of the fact that the Indian stock market was reported as being in a 'bubble' by the 
Reserve Bank of India. On December 16, 2022, Plaintiff Kaul filed a notice of litigation against 
Defendant ICE (India). 

624. Defendant ICE recognizes that the false evaluations of the NYSE are responsible for the 
Indian 'bubble', and that the false evaluations of the NYSE are a consequence of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants financial crimes. 

625. Co-conspirator ICE committed and continues to commit a massive fraud on the global 
financial market. 

Christie: 

626. From 2001, the year that Defendant Christie was appointed the US Attorney for the 
District of New Jersey, he abused state power and converted state/federal agencies into 
"racketeering enterprises", through which he has conducted a "pattern of racketeering" 
purposed to further the economic/political agendas of himself and those individuals with whom 
he engaged in quid pro quo schemes of bribery and public corruption. 

627, Commencing in or around 2008/2009, Defendant Christie entered into knowingly illegal 
conspiracies with Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD, in which they methodically 
planned schemes to have eliminated Plaintiff Kaul (economic 
standing/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life) through the abuse of governmental power and 
physical violence). 

628. Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD/ICE conspired with 
state/federal investigative/prosecutorial authorities to file knowingly false criminal indictments 
against Plaintiff Kaul. These investigations ceased when Plaintiff Kaul filed Kl (February 22. 
2016) except for, in a retaliatory manner, the filing of a knowingly false state tax indictment 
(May 2016) and suspension of Plaintiff Kaul's driving license (February 27. 2016). 

629. From 2009 to 2017, Defendant Christie converted the executive/legislative/judicial 
branches of the State of New Jersey into a "racketeering enterprise", that he used against 
Plaintiff Kaul, in a scheme to have him jailed/deported/seriously injured/killed. 

630. The scheme sought to eliminate the debt owed to Plaintiff Kaul by the insurance industry. 

631. The scheme sought to eliminate future liability to Plaintiff Kaul by the insurance industry. 

632. The scheme sought to eliminate the threat that Plaintiff Kaul's minimally invasive spine 
surgery practice posed to The Kaul Cases physician/hospital Defendants, from whom, along 
with Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/TD, Defendant Christie had received bribes. 
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633. Defendant Christie believed that he would become the 2016 President of the United 
States, that Plaintiff Kaul would be eliminated, and the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants 
would go undetected, and that Plaintiff Kaul would not commence litigation in 2016. 

634. However, when Plaintiff Kaul did commence litigation, Defendant Christie, in 
collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants and certain judges within the United 
States District Court, did perpetrate a massive scheme of obstruction of justice, that violated 
Plaintiff Kaul's human rights, and was intended to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing the 
crimes, and to obviate the obligation of Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators TD/Geico 
(Berkshire Hathaway) to report the $28,000 trillion+ in their SEC filings. 

63S. In the perpetration of the "SNS Scheme", Defendant Christie did use the US mail/wires to 
exchange information with The Kaul Cases Defendants regarding the bankruptcy and securities 
fraud, as it pertained detrimentally to the share price of Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirator 
TD/Geico. 

636. In aiding and abetting the "SNS Scheme", Defendant Christie did fully recognize its 
illegality and the international criminal consequences of his participation in the defrauding of 
the global equities market. 

637. Defendant Christie, nonetheless, did persist in the perpetration of the scheme out offear 
that if the $28,000 trillion+ liability were disclosed to the global equities market, it would cause 
shareholder litigation, that would expose the massive crimes committed by The Kaul Cases 
Defendants within the executive/legislative/judicial branches of the State of New Jersey, the 
United States District Court, and the United States Bankruptcy Court (2006 to Present). 

638. Defendant Christie was also motivated to aid and abet the securities/bankruptcy fraud, as 
he had been bribed with shares from Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico, as part of 
the quid pro quo scheme in which he ordered the medical board to revoke Plaintiff Kaul's 
license. 

639. Defendant Christie maintains a controlling position within the "SNS Association-In-Fact 
Enterprise" from which he continues to illegally profit, the profits of which he launders through 
the enterprise of his political lobbying/law business, that currently provide cover for his 
"ongoing'' schemes of bribery and public corruption. 

Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico: 

640. Plaintiff Kaul commenced suit against Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico on 
February 22, 2016, in Kl, in which Plaintiff Kaul sought $28,000 trillion+ in monetary damages. 
Allstate's market capitalization was approximately $33 billion, and thus it was obligated to 
report the claims in its SEC filings. It did not. and still has not. 
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641. Pursuant to RICO's vicarious liability doctrine, Defendant Allstate remains liable for the 
securities violation of its Co-conspirator, Geico. 

642. Co-conspirator Geico, in recognizing the immense civil/criminal !=Onsequences of 
disclosure, and the damage to its reputation within the global equities market, did conspire 
with Co-conspirator ICE in its withholding of this information. 

643. Co-conspirator ICE was motivated to participate in the "SNS Scheme" as its share price and 
corporate profits were linked to those of Co-conspirator Geico, and it recognized that exposure 
to the global equities market of the $28,000 trillion+ liability had the potential to bankrupt Co
conspirator Geico. 

644. Co-conspirators ICE/Geico did use the US mail/wires and face-to-face meetings to 
exchange information about the "SNS Scheme". 

645. Within the corpus of communication, Co-conspirators ICE/Geico concluded that the risk of 
Plaintiff Kaul exposing a securities fraud violation was minimal compared to the risk of 
bankruptcy if The Kaul Cases were exposed to the global equities market. 

646. Co-conspirator Geico, in recognizing that Co-conspirator ICE would not report its false 
filings to the SEC/DOJ, did continue to fraudulently trade millions of shares from 2016 onwards, 
in the knowledge of its illegality, and that it would cause false market valuations, market 
manipulations and investors to be defrauded. 

647. Co-conspirator Geico reaped illegal profits from the "SNS Scheme", 

648. Co-conspirator Geico funneled the illegal profits as bribes to certain judges within the 
United States District Court (Kll-3) and certain state/federal politicians (Kll-1), in order to 
control the "racketeering enterprise" into which The Kaul Cases Defendants had converted 
certain courts (district/appellate) within the United States District Court. 

649. In a period commencing in approximately 2008/2009, Co-conspirator Geico, a corporation 
that conducts business in every state, did, through a "pattern of racketeering'', and in 
conspiracy/collusion with The Kaul Cases Defendants, convert into "racketeering enterprises" 
the State of Texas/All Other American States, the United States District Court, the United States 
Bankruptcy Court, the New York Stock Exchange and state/federal investigative/prosecutorial 
authorities, all purposed to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul from the American healthcare market and 
life itself. 

650. Co-conspirator Geico then used the "racketeering enterprises" (State of Texas/All Other 
American States, the United States District Court, the United States Bankruptcy Court, the New 
York Stock Exchange, and state/federal investigative/prosecutorial authorities) to attempt to 
obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's litigation/license procurement, in order to provide cover for their 
crimes, when their Kaul elimination scheme failed (2008/9 to 2021). 
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Co-conspirator TD: 

651, On February 22, 2016, with the filing of Kl, Plaintiff Kaul did expose the crimes of Co
conspirator TD, and their role in the willful deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's economic resources, 
necessary to fight the revocation proceedings filed by Defendant Christie's then state AG, 
Jeffrey Chiesa. 

652. In Kl, Plaintiff Kaul also exposed Co-conspirator TD's knowingly illegal/conspiratorial use of 
state/bankruptcy courts within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey to 
bankrupt Plaintiff Kaul's corporations and illegally deprive him of his personal/business assets 
($45 million accounts receivable/others). 

653. Co-conspirator TD, a corporation that conducts business in Texas/All Other American 
States, commenced conspiring with Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico in or 
around 2010, in a series of quid pro quo schemes, in which Co-conspirator TD received 
regulatory favors from Defendant Christie in return for arbitrarily foreclosing on Plaintiff Kaul's 
personal/commercial loans. 

654. Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico had bribed Defendant Christie to eliminate 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

655. Defendant Christie's quid pro quo with Co-conspirator TD, was partially purposed to 
deprive Plaintiff Kaul of monies to litigate the licensing case against the State of New Jersey. 

656. Defendant Christie's quid pro quo with Co-conspirator TD, was partially purposed to 
bankrupt his corporations in order to facilitate the elimination of debt ($45 million) owed to 
Plaintiff Kaul by the insurance industry. 

657. Co-conspirator TD, in recognizing the immense civil/criminal liability of The Kaul Cases. did 
conspire with Co-conspirator ICE to conceal the litigation from the global equities market, and 
did submit false SEC filings and accounts from 2016 to 2021, 

658. Co-conspirator TD submitted false SEC filings in the belief that Kaul would not expose its 
prior crimes, as The Kaul Cases Defendants had bribed certain judges within the United States 
District Court and the United States Bankruptcy Court. 

659. Co-conspirator TD submitted false SEC filings with a sense of impunity derived from its 
knowledge of the fact that Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB acting through the 
"Federation Cartel" would attempt to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's efforts at license procurement. 

660. Co-conspirator TD submitted false SEC filings with a sense of impunity derived from its 
belief that The Kaul Cases Defendants obstruction of Plaintiff Kaul's litigation and the "FC"s 
obstruction of license procurement would collectively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul from procuring 
funding to litigate and even if he did, to actually litigate. 
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661. From 2016 onwards Co-conspirator TD did use the US mail/wires and engage in face-to
face meetings with Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirators ICE/Geico in furtherance 
of the "SNS Scheme". 

662. At these meetings, and within these communications, Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co
conspirators Geico/lCE did discuss and conclude that the risk of Plaintiff Kaul exposing their 
securities fraud violation was substantially outweighed by the risk of disclosing the $28,000 
trillion+ liability to the global equities market. 

663. In conspiring with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Co-conspirator TD did recognize the 
illegality of their failure to disclose and did follow the advice of counsel in failing to disclose. 

664. Co-conspirator TD's counsel did conspire/collude with counsel for The Kaul Cases 
Defendants in furtherance of the "SNS Scheme" for the purpose of concealing their prior 
crimes, 

665. Co-conspirator TD's. prior crimes involved massive schemes of judicial/public corruption, at 
the center of which was Defendant Christie, his presidential ambitions, and the commercial 
agendas of corporations/persons from whom Defendant Christie had received bribes. 

666. Co-conspirator TD, in willfully committing securities fraud and defrauding the global 
equities market of their right to honest services, did perpetrate such a scheme with the 
premeditated purpose of violating Plaintiff Kaul's litigation rights, in that it stymied his 
'whistleblowing' on the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

667. Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD did recognize that disclosure to the 
global equities market would cause investors to withdraw their stock position, as occurred with 
Kll-2 Defendant Boston Partners, after Plaintiff Kaul informed them in November 2018 of the 
pending litigation in K1/K2. 

668. Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD did recognize that a disclosure of the 
$28,000 trillion+ liability would cause massive shareholder litigation and damaging publicity 
regarding their schemes of judicial/public corruption, and that this litigation/publicity would 
augment Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights. 

669. Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD knowing, and willful violation of the 
Sarbanes-Oxley Act was purposed to provide cover for their previous crimes against Plaintiff 
Kaul (bribery/mail fraud/wire fraud/judicial corruption/public corruption/civil rights 
violations/perjury/kickbacks/false arrest/false imprisonment/obstruction of justice/illegal 
seizure of assets/money laundering/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud), and were purposed to, and 
did in fact, violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights. 
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8. COUNT EIGHT 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of Texas-United States Bankruptcy Court-NYSE 
Defendant Persons: Allstate/Stolz 

Co-conspirators: Geico/TD 
RICO Predicate Acts: bankruptcy fraud/mail fraud/wire fraud/public corruption/bank 

fraud/securities fraud/money laundering 

Overview: 

670. In a period from approximately 2008/2009 to 2013, Defendant Allstate and Co
conspirators Geico/TD, entities that conduct business in all states, did commence conspiring to 
commit, and did commit a "pattern of racketeering" through the enterprise of the State of 
Texas/All Other American States. 

671. From 2013 to 2016, Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD did extend and 
amplify this "pattern of racketeering" into the United States Bankruptcy Court. 

672. From 2016 onwards, Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD and did extend and 
amplify this "pattern of racketeering" into the NYSE, to form an association-in-fact enterprise, 
the ustate of Texas-United States Bankruptcy Court-New York Stock Exchange Association-In
Fact Enterprise" ("SUN-Association-In-Fact Enterprise"). 

673. The Defendant Persons that orchestrated, controlled, aided, and abetted, and that did 
either occupy or effect controlling positions within the enterprises were Defendants 
Stolz/Allstate. 

674. The Co-conspirators, Geico/TD and specifically, Kll-3 Defendant/U.S.B.J. John Sherwood, 
did aid and abet Defendants Stolz/Allstate's perpetration of their "SUN Scheme" through a 
"pattern of racketeering". • 

675. The "pattern of racketeering" involved the commission of the RICO predicate acts of mail 
fraud/wire fraud/perjury/obstruction of justice/kickbacks/judicial corruption/public 
corruption/money laundering/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/securities fraud, 

676. The "pattern of racketeering" and the RICO predicate acts were knowingly/willfully 
committed, and with knowledge of their illegality, through a purposeful conversion of the State 
ofTexas/U.S.B.C./NYSE into "an association-in-fact racketeering enterprises", the principal 
purpose of which was to increase executive/corporate profit and compensation for Defendant 
Allstate, who funneled bribes to Defendants Stolz/Christie. 

677. The bribes funneled by Defendant Allstate to Defendants Stolz/Christie were either 
disguised as 'legal fees' /political campaign 'donations', or deposited in offshore bank 
accounts/trusts. 
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678. Defendants Stolz/Christie and Co-conspirators Geico/TD did use the US mail/wires and 
conduct face-to-face meetings in Texas, for the purpose of devising, planning, and executing 
the knowingly illegal "SUN Scheme". 

679. Defendants Stolz/Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirators Geico/TD, in the initial planning of 
their criminal enterprise did not anticipate that in 2016, Plaintiff Kaul would commence 
litigation, or that the damages sought would be in excess of ten percent (10%) of their market 
capitalization. 

680. In fact, Defendants Stolz/Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirators Geico/TD believed that 
Plaintiff Kaul would be deported/jailed/killed, and on May 27, 2021, they did, in a state of 
desperation, perpetrate a scheme in which Plaintiff Kaul was illegally 
arrested/kidnapped/imprisoned, with the intention of having him permanently injured or killed 
in the Mercer County jail in Trenton, New Jersey. 

681. The scheme failed, and Plaintiff Kaul filed suit on June 15, 2021, against Kll-9 Defendants 
Christopher J. Christie/Philip Murphy/Doreen Hafner/Robert McGuire/Gurbir Grewal, the latter 
who is named in pending criminal indictment against Senator Robert Menendez. 

682. Defendants Stolz/Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirators Geico/TD, in recognizing their 
$28,000 trillion+ liability, did conspire with Co-conspirator ICE, in the concealment of this 
information from the global equities market, in which Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators 
Geico/TD trade. 

683. In 2012, Defendant Allstate extended its operations into India, while simultaneously 
conducting, in collusion/conspiracy with American state/federal investigative/prosecutorial 
authorities, policies of racially targeting Indian physicians for license revocation and 
imprisonment. 

Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico: 

684. In June 2013, Co-conspirator TD, in furtherance of the Defendants "racketeering schemes" 
(2008/2008-2023) caused Plaintiff Kaul's corporations to file for Chapter 11 bankruptcy, by 
arbitrarily/illegally cancelling all his personal/business loans and closing all his 
personal/business accounts. 

685. On July 21, 2014, the Chapter 11 was converted to a Chapter 7, because of the illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license on March 24, 2014. Defendant Stolz and his now deceased 
law partner, Robert Wasserman, were assigned as the trustee. 

686. In a period that commenced in approximately July 2014, Defendant Allstate/Co
conspirator Geico did enter into a conspiracy with Defendant Stolz, in which Defendant Stolz 
accepted bribes from Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico in return for not pursuing the 
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$45 million accounts receivable owed to Plaintiff Kaul by Defendants Allstate/Co-conspirator 
Geico and others within the insurance industry, as is irrefutably pied in K4. 

687. Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico did use the US mail/wires and face-to-face 
meetings with Defendant Stolz to exchange information regarding the perpetration of the "SUN 
Scheme", the purpose of which was to increase share price/executive compensation and bribes 
to Defendant Stolz. 

688. During these communications, Defendants Allstate/Stolz and Co-conspirator Geico did 
consider the money laundering risk posed by the investment of the proceeds of their crimes 
into the NYSE. 

689. Defendants Allstate/Stolz and Co-conspirator Geico calculated that the risk was minimal, 
as Plaintiff Kaul would be eliminated and any person who had knowledge of the crimes would 
remain silent, fearful of retaliation of a criminal indictment from Defendant Christie, who was 
still the NJ Governor. 

690. Defendants Allstate/Stolz and Co-conspirator Geico calculated that their illegal scheme 
would cause an elevation of share price, the false basis of which would be concealed from the 
global investment community. 

691. Subsequent to the filing of Kl, the Defendants Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/TD did 
conspire to not report the case in their SEC filings, in order to provide cover for, amongst other 
things, their crime of bankruptcy/creditors fraud. 

692. However, in filing knowingly false SEC returns, they committed securities fraud, a crime 
that they have committed before, but in this case, a crime that commenced in 2016, and is 
ongoing in 2023. 

693. On May 27, 2021, The Kaul Cases Defendants attempted to have Plaintiff Kaul seriously 
injured or killed (Kll-9) and on June 14-15, 2023, did have Plaintiff Kaul illegally 
arrested/jailed/attempted murder. 

Defendant Stolz: 

694. Defendant Stolz, a lawyer, knew that in conspiring to commit and committing the RICO 
predicate acts of bankruptcy fraud/securities fraud/mail fraud/wire fraud, through a "pattern 
of racketeering" in which he converted the United States Bankruptcy Court into a 
"racketeering enterprise", for a period commencing on July 21, 2014, he has defrauded the 
global equities market of its right to honest services, caused injury to foreign markets and has 
thus incurred international criminal liability. 
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695. Plaintiff Kaul has exposed the crimes of Defendant Stolz, who from 2018 conspired with 
corrupted judges in the District of New Jersey to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from prosecuting his 
claims against Defendant Stolz. 

696. The tactics used by Defendant Stolz included having Co-conspirator/Kll-3 Defendant 
U.S.B.J. John Sherwood enter an order in February 2020, that sought to bar Plaintiff Kaul from 
prosecuting Defendant Stolz for his crimes. 

697. Co-conspirator/Kll-3 Defendant Sherwood, as plausibly and irrefutably pied in Kll-3, did 
accept bribes from Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico and Kll-11 Defendant Blue Cross 
Blue Shield in return for entering judgements adverse to Plaintiff Kaul/creditors in the 
bankruptcy proceedings (July 21, 2014, to July 31, 2020). 

698. The Kaul Cases Defendants 'hijacked' the authority of the United States Bankruptcy Court 
through massive schemes of judicial corruption/bribery. 

699. When Plaintiff Kaul commenced litigation against Defendant Stolz in 2018 (K4) Defendant 
Stolz and his lawyer, Scott Rever, desperate to prevent their prosecution by Plaintiff Kaul, did 
threaten to expose the names of state/federal politicians and judges, who had either 
participated/facilitated his bankruptcy fraud in Plaintiff Kaul's case, or had received bribes from 
the insurance industry in cases involving other physicians/healthcare providers. 

700. From 2016 to the present, Defendant Stolz, with knowledge of Defendant Allstate/Co
conspirators Geico/TD's securities fraud crimes, has failed to report the crimes to regulators or 
the global equities market, as he recognizes that to report would expose his crime of 
bankruptcy fraud, and the crimes/malfeasance of all of The Kaul Cases Defendants, extending 
back to 2006. 

701. Defendant Stolz has knowledge that Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirators Geico/TD did 
conspire with Co-conspirator ICE to conceal from the global equities market, their $28,000 
trillion+ liability. 

702. Defendant Stolz has knowledge that Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirators Geico/TD did 
conspire with the SEC to have Kll-9 Defendant/Co-conspirator and ex-NJ AG Gurbir Grewal, 
transferred on June 29, 2021, from the Office of the NJ AG to the securities fraud enforcement 
division, after Plaintiff Kaul sued him in Kll-9 for his role in the May 27, 2021, kidnapping of 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

703. Defendant Stolz has knowledge that Kll-2 Defendant, Boston Partners, admitted to 
withdrawing its position in Co-conspirator Allstate, after they received a letter from Plaintiff 
Kaul in November 2018, that informed them of securities fraud violations committed by 
Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirators Geico/TD, in submitting knowingly false SEC filings in a 
period from 2016 onwards. 
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Co-conspirator TD: 

704. In approximately 2010, Co-conspirator TD commenced conspiring against Plaintiff Kaul 
with Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirator Geico in a scheme to eliminate Plaintiff 
Kaul through the destruction of his career/livelihood/reputation/economic standing. 

705. In furtherance of this scheme, Co-conspirator TD used the US mail/wires to transmit 
information regarding the scheme's devising/implementation/execution, in the knowledge that 
such transmission constituted the crimes of mail/wire fraud. 

706. However, Co-conspirator TD did not believe that Plaintiff Kaul would expose its crimes, as 
it received information from Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico that 
Plaintiff Kaul would be eliminated. 

707. Co-conspirator TD entered into a series of quid pro quo schemes with Defendants 
Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirator Geico in which they conducted a "pattern of racketeering'' 
through the American banking system and United States Bankruptcy Court, through the 
commission of the RICO predicate acts of mail fraud/wire fraud/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud. 

708. Co-conspirator TD, in its conspiratorial role in the nationwide licensing 
suspension/licensing prohibition scheme directed at Plaintiff Kaul that commenced in 2012 in 
NJ, did subsequently convert into an "association-in-fact racketeering enterprise", the State of 

Texas/United States Bankruptcy Court/NYSE in the knowledge of the immense civil/criminal 
liability that such crime, if exposed, would cause to them and their shareholders. 

709. In approximately late 2013/2014, Co-conspirator TD, in collusion/conspiracy with 
Defendants Allstate/Christie and Co-conspirator Geico did file a knowingly false banking fraud 
claim against Kaul, with www.checksystems.com. 

710. The purpose and effect of this fraudulent www.checksystems.com claim was to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul's access to banking services, cause a deterioration in his credit score in order to 
prevent him funding the licensing litigation. 

711. Co-conspirator TD did not anticipate that Plaintiff Kaul would sue them in 2016, nor that 
he would expose their securities fraud violation (2016 to present). 

712. During the Chapter 11 and then Chapter 7 bankruptcy proceedings (June 17, 2013, to July 
31, 2020), Co-conspirator TD, with knowledge oft he illegality of the revocation of Plaintiff 
Kaul's license, and the "racketeering schemes" perpetrated by, amongst others, Defendants 
Allstate/Christie, and Co-conspirator Geico that caused the revocation/subsequent legal cases 
against Plaintiff Kaul, did conspire with its counsel to not report the bankruptcy fraud to 
authorities. 
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713. Co-conspirator TD's reason for failing to report the bankruptcy fraud was that it did not 
want exposed its prior crimes and involvement in The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to 
eliminate Plaintiff Kaul (livelihood/reputation/assets/freedom/human rights). 

714. Co-conspirator TD conspired with Defendants Stolz/Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico and 
Kll-2 Defendant, John Diiorio, Esq, Plaintiff Kaul's Chapter 7 lawyer, to threaten Plaintiff Kaul 
that unless he signed over title to the real estate in which his surgical center was located, 
despite it belonging to a corporation not part of the Chapter 11 proceeding, that Plaintiff Kaul's 
ex-wife would be sued by Defendant Stolz and she/Plaintiff Kaul's young children would be 
evicted from their childhood home. 

715. In a period from 2016 onwards, Co-conspirator TD conspired with its lawyers/accountants 
to defraud the global equities market of its right to honest services, through the submission of 
false SEC filings and accounting reports. 

716. Co-conspirator TD perpetrated these criminal deceptions on the global equities market, in 
the belief, and with the intention of violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights in Kl, knowing 
that disclosure of the Kl facts and the immense financial liability would have caused investors 
to withdraw their positions and commence shareholder litigation. 

717. Co-conspirator TD knew that shareholder litigation would have exposed their crimes, that 
include those associated with the purchase of Commerce Bank in 2007, in which they bribed 
multiple NJ state politicians in a 'pay-to-play' scheme, in order to complete the purchase. 

718. Co-conspirator TD knew that such an exposition of crime would have conclusively proved 
Plaintiff Kaul's claims in Kl and specifically the fact of the 2009/2010 quid pro quo scheme with 
Defendant Christie, in which Co-conspirator TD, in exchange for regulatory banking favors in 
New Jersey, did consent to cancelling Plaintiff Kaul's personal/commercial loans, closing his 
accounts, and filing a knowingly fraudulent claim with www.checksystems.com 

9. COUNT NINE 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of Texas-United States District Court 
Defendant Persons: Christie/Heary 

Co-conspirator: AHS 
RICO Predicate Acts: mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of justice/public 

corruption/money laundering 

Overview: 

719. In a period commencing in approximately 2006, Defendants Christie//Heary and Co
conspirator AHS commenced conspiring to commit, and did commit, a "pattern of 
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racketeering'' through the association-in-fact enterprise of the State of Texas and the United 
States District Court, the "SU Association-In-Fact Enterprise", in furtherance of the "SU 
Scheme", 

720, Defendants Christie//Heary and Co-conspirator AHS perpetrated the "SU Scheme" 
through the commission of the RICO predicate acts of mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/public 
corruption/obstruction of justice/perjury/kickbacks/bank fraud/investor fraud. 

721. A motivating factor for the "SU Scheme" was to increase Defendants Christie//Heary and 
Co-conspirator AHS's economic/political power within the American 
legal/medical/business/political sectors of industry, at the expense of Plaintiff Kaul, free 
standing surgical centers, and non-neurosurgical minimally invasive spine surgeons, 

722. A reassuring factor in the "SU Scheme", one that provided a sense of impunity, was 
Defendant Christie/Heary and Co-Conspirator AHS's belief that through corruption, they could 
indefinitely pervert the United States District Court into providing cover for their crimes within 
the State of Texas/All Other American States. 

Defendant Christie: 

723. In 2000, when Defendant Christie was appointed the US Attorney for the District of New 
Jersey, he commenced abusing state prosecutorial power for advancement of his 
personal/political/economic agendas by manufacturing false indictments to threaten persons 
with criminal prosecution in order to coerce them into funneling money (directly/indirectly) 
into his political campaigns and offshore bank accounts/trusts. 

724, Defendant Christie used this money to occupy the governor's office in 2009/2013, from 
which he continued the "pattern of racketeering'' of extortion and quid pro quo scheme 
bribery, in which bribes were funneled into his political campaigns/offshore bank accounts by, 
amongst others, Defendant Heary and Co-conspirator AHS. 

725. The quid pro quo schemes were purposed to have eliminated Plaintiff Kaul from the 
healthcare market and from life itself. 

726. The quid pro quo schemes were purposed to have eliminated free standing surgical 
centers. 

727. The quid pro quo schemes were purposed to have eliminated billing codes for outpatient 
spine surgery. 

728. The quid pro quo schemes were purposed to have introduced legislation that prevented 
the issuance of state licenses for physician owned surgical centers 
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729. The quid pro quo schemes were purposed to have downgraded the RVU of billing codes 
for spine surgery in free standing physician owned surgical centers. 

730. These illegally conducted tactics were part of an overall strategy perpetrated by for-profit 
healthcare corporations, such as Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/AHS, to illegally 
monopolize, through both per se/rule of reason violations, the American healthcare market. 

731. At the heart of this conspiracy lies the "HIPIC-FC" ("Hospital-Insurance-Pharmaceutical
Industrial Complex - Federation Cartel") and related to this is the "Hospital-Insurance
Pharmaceutical-Industrial-Complex-US Government Cartel" the "HIPIC-USC". 

732. These two cartels, "HIPIC-FC" and "HIPIC-USC", operate to eliminate physicians through 
license revocation/incarceration/suicide/death, in order to increase the corporations' 
profits/share price, by reducing the amount of patient care provided, by reducing the number 
of physicians. 

733. Defendant Christie, in his capacity as the US Attorney did come to understand the 
mechanics of the securities market, and was involved with securities fraud cases. Co
conspirator ICE came into existence as recently as 2000, the year Defendant Christie became US 
Attorney, but yet by 2021 it has a market capitalization of $68 billion. 

Bribery: 

734. Defendant Christie's relationship with bribers, bribery and quid pro quo schemes extends 
back to his early political/legal career in Morris County, New Jersey. 

735. In a time period from 2008 to 2016, Defendants Heary and Co-conspirator AHS funneled 
bribes to Defendant Christie, using as cover, his political campaign account and law/public 
relation/political lobbying firms with whom Defendant Christie conducted illegal transactions, 
in which he used the public treasury to funnel state contracts to these firms in return for bribes. 

736. The bribes flowed from Defendants Heary and Co-conspirator AHS to Defendant Christie, 
and the public's money (kickbacks) flowed from Defendant Christie to Defendants Heary {$3.1 
million state 'salary') and Co-conspirator AHS, in the form, amongst others, of government 
grants and tax deductions/exemptions. 

Mail Fraud/Wire Fraud: 

737. In a period from 2008 to 2021 Defendant Christie did, with knowledge of its illegality, use 
the US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendants Heary and Co-conspirator AHS in 
furtherance of the "SU Scheme", for the purpose of illegal spine market monopolization (2008-
2014) 
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738. In a period from 2008 to 2021 the Defendants Christie/Heary and Co-conspirator AHS did, 
with knowledge of its illegality, use the US mail/wires to exchange information regarding the 
provision of cover in the United States District Court against Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of their 
antitrust/racketeering/civil rights crimes (2016-2021). 

739. The attempted procurement of cover constituted an effort to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not 
expose The Kaul Cases Defendants illegal spine market monopolization. 

Obstruction of Justice: 

740. In a period from 2012 to 2021, Defendant Christie did conspire to commit, and did commit 
an obstruction/violation of Plaintiff Kaul's right to justice by, through and as a consequence of 
his control of the executive/judicial/legislative branches of the State of New Jersey. 

741. The obstruction/violation caused "ongoing" and "new racketeering" injuries to Plaintiff 
Kau I's economic standing/reputation/livelihood/life/liberty. 

742. Defendant Christie conspired with Defendants Stolz/Allstate and Co-ConspiratorTD/Geico 
to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's right to justice in the United States Bankruptcy Court (2013 to 2020), 
an obstruction that caused further new injuries and exacerbated ongoing injuries. 

743. Defendant Christie conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants/counsel (2016-2021) to 
obstruct/violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights in the United States District Court, 

744. The purpose of the violation/obstruction was to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from 
further exposing their crimes in the State of New Jersey and the United States Bankruptcy 
Court. 
Public Corruption: 

745. In a period from 2008 to 2021, Defendant Christie abused his political power and public 
office to engage in acts of public corruption with private actors (persons/corporations), 
state/federal judges, medical boards, and NJ state police. 

746. Defendant Christie's corrupt acts were purposed to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul 
(deportation/jailed/suicide-killed). 

747. Defendant Christie's corrupt acts were purposed to order/coerce state judges/courts to 
obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's right to justice and to have entered multi-million-dollar judgments in 
knowingly fraudulent cases brought against him by The Kaul Cases Defendants/Co-Conspirators 
(lawyers/patients), in the widely publicized (2012 to 2015) aftermath of the illegal 2012/2014 
suspension/revocation. 

748. Defendant Christie's corrupt acts were purposed to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's right to justice 
in the United States Bankruptcy Court (2013-2020). 
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749. Defendant Christie's corrupt acts were purposed to violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial 
rights in the United States District Court (2013-2023). 

750. Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/TD conspired with the SEC to have 
Co-Conspirator Grewal transferred to the enforcement division of the SEC on June 29, 2021, to 
attempt to quash a securities fraud prosecution of Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/TD. 

Mail/Wire Fraud: 

751. In a period from approximately 2008/2009 to 2014, Co-Conspirator AHS did with 
knowledge of its illegality, use the US mail/wires to conspire with, amongst others, Defendant 
Christie, regarding the perpetration of the first half of the "SU Scheme". 

752. The first half of the "SU Scheme" involved the illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license, 
the destruction of his economic standing/reputation and elimination, be it by 
jail/deportation/suicide-death. 

753. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant AHS/counsel did, with knowledge of its illegality, use the 
US mail/wires to conspire with The Kaul Cases Defendants/counsel, regarding the perpetration 
of the second half of the "SU Scheme", 

754. The second half of the "SU Scheme" involved the corruption of judges within the United 
States District Court to obstruct justice by violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights. 

755. The purpose of the second half of the "SU Scheme" was to attempt to prevent Plaintiff 
Kaul from further exposing the crimes committed in the first half of the "SU Scheme", and the 
securities fraud violations of Defendants Allstate and Co-conspirators TD/Geico. 

756. Co-Conspirator AHS's shareholding in these corporations has increased since the filing of 
Kl, on February 22, 2016, as is a fact with many other of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

Bribery: 

757. In a period from 2008/2009, Co-Conspirator AHS did engage in a series of quid pro quo 
schemes with Defendant Christie, in which they converted the executive/legislative/judicial 
branches of the State of New Jersey into a "racketeering enterprise", 

758. Through the "racketeering enterprise" Co-Conspirator AHS conducted a "pattern of 
racketeering''. 
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759. Co-Conspirator AHS's "pattern of racketeering" involved a conspiracy to commit, and the 
actual commission with knowing illegality of the RICO predicate acts of bribery/public 
corruption. 

Mail/Wire Fraud: 

760. In a period from approximately 2008/2009 to 2014, Defendant Heary did with knowledge 
of its illegality, use the US mail/wires to conspire with, amongst others, Defendant Christie, 
regarding the perpetration of the first half of the "SU Scheme", 

761. The first half of the "SU Scheme" involved the revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license, the 
destruction of his economic standing/reputation and elimination, be it by 
jail/deportation/death. 

762. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant AHS/counsel did, with knowledge of its illegality, use the 
US mail/wires to conspire with The Kaul Cases Defendants/counsel, regarding the perpetration 
of the second half of the "SU Scheme", 

763. The second half of the "SU Scheme" involved the corruption of judges within the United 
States District Court to obstruct justice by violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutoria I rights, 

764. The purpose of the second half of the "SU Scheme" was to attempt to prevent Plaintiff 
Kaul from further exposing the crimes committed in the first half of the "SU Scheme", and the 
securities fraud violations of Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators. 

765. Defendant Heary's shareholding in these corporations has increased since the filing of Kl, 
on February 22, 2016, as is the case with many other of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
Bribery/Public Corruption: 

766. In a period from 2008/2009, Defendant Heary did engage in a series of quid pro quo 
schemes with Defendant Christie, 

767. In the perpetration of these quid pro quo schemes, Defendants Christie/Heary did 
directly/indirectly convert the State of Texas into a "racketeering enterprise". 

768. Defendants Christie/Heary and the Co-Conspirators in collusion with The Kaul Cases 

Defendants, perpetrate through the "racketeering enterprise" a "pattern of racketeering". 

769. The "pattern of racketeering" involved conspiring to commit and actually committing with 
a knowing illegality, the RICO predicate acts of bribery/public corruption. 
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10. COUNT TEN 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of New Jersey-United States District Court-United States 
Bankruptcy Court-NYSE 

Defendant Persons: FSMB/Christie/Allstate 
Co-conspirators: Geico/NCMB 

RICO Predicate Acts: mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of justice/public 
corruption/money laundering 

Overview: 

770. In a period that commenced in approximately 2008/2009, the Defendants did conspire to 
commit, and did commit, with knowledge of its illegality, a "pattern of racketeering''. 

771. The "pattern of racketeering" involved conspiring to commit and actually committing with 
a knowing illegality RICO predicate acts of mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of 
justice/public corruption. 

772. Defendants Allstate/FSMB/Christie and their Co-Conspirators Geico/NCMB in perpetrating 
a "pattern of racketeering" did convert the State of Texas, the United States Bankruptcy Court, 
the United States District Court, and the NYSE into an association-in-fact racketeering 
enterprise, the "SUUN Association-In-Fact Enterprise". 

773. Through the "SUUN Association-In-Fact Enterprise" Defendants Allstate/FSMB/Christie 
and their Co-Conspirators Geico/NCMB perpetrated the "SUUN Scheme". 

774. A purpose of the "SUUN Scheme" was to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul (jailed/deported/suicide
killed) 

77S. A purpose of the "SUUN Scheme" was to have Defendant Christie become the 2016 US 
President. 

776. A purpose ofthe "SUUN Scheme" was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing their 
crimes, and the securities fraud/bank fraud/bankruptcy fraud of Defendant Allstate and Co
conspirators Geico/TD Bank. 

777. Central to the perpetration of the "SUUN Scheme" was the "Hospital-Insurance
Pharmaceutical-Industry-Complex" ("HIPIC-FC") and their monopolization/control of all 
elements of American medicine by for-profit public-private corporations. 

778. The shared economic mission of the "HIPIC-FC" is the maximization of corporate profit and 
share price. 
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779. The "HIPIC-FC" maximization of corporate profit/share prices is procured through the 
exploitation of the American public (denial of care) and medical profession (license 
suspension/revocation/incarceration) achieved through their corrupt control of the 
executive/legislative/judicial branches of state/federal government. 

Christie: 

Mail/wire fraud: 

780. In a period commencing from approximately 2008/2009 to 2016 Defendant Christie did 
use the US mail wires in a knowing illegal manner, to exchange information with Defendant 
Allstate and Co-conspirator Geico regarding the perpetration of the first half of the "SUUN 
Scheme". 

781. The first half of the "SUUN Scheme" involved the revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license, the 
destruction of his economic standing/reputation and elimination, be it by 
jail/ deportation/ death. 

782. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant Christie did use the US mail/wires in a knowingly illegal 
manner, to exchange information with Defendants Allstate/FSMB and Co-conspirators 
Geico/TD regarding the second half of the "SUUN Scheme". 

783. The second half of the "SUUN Scheme" involved obstructing Plaintiff Kaul's efforts to 
procure a license anywhere in the world. 

784. The second half of the "SUUN Scheme" involved violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial 
rights and obstructing his access to justice by corrupting judges within the United States District 
Court. 

785. The purpose of the second half of the "SUUN Scheme" was an attempt to prevent Plaintiff 
Kaul from further exposing the crimes of Defendants Allstate/FSMB/Christie and Co
conspirators Geico/TD. 

786. These crimes include securities fraud/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud. 

787. Defendant Christie received substantial shares from Defendant Allstate and Co
Conspirators Geico/TD as part of the quid pro quo schemes of bribery, to eliminate Plaintiff 
Kaul. 

Bribery: 

788. In a period from 2008/2009 to 2016, Defendant Christie did enter into a series of quid pro 
quo schemes with Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico. 
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789. In these quid pro quo schemes, Defendant Christie received bribes disguised as political 
campaign donations and corporate shares, 

790. In these quid pro quo schemes, Defendant Christie received bribes (monies) transferred 
into multiple tax-free offshore havens, including Israel. 

791. In a period from 2016 to 2021, Defendant Christie did corrupt judges within the United 
States District Court in quid pro quo schemes purposed to violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial 
rights. 

792. The purpose of violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights was to prevent him from 
further exposing the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

793. These crimes include securities fraud/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud. 
Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

794. In a period from 2008/2009 to 2016, Defendant Christie conspired to commit, and did 
commit, in collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, and as part of the first half of 
the "SUUN Scheme", an ongoing scheme to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to justice within 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey, 

795. The violations were the intended product of multiple quid pro quo schemes in which The 
Kaul Cases Defendants funneled bribes to Defendant Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated. 
796. In a period from 2016 to 2021, Defendant Christie did corrupt judges within the United 
States District Court to violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights and obstruct justice. 

797. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing 
Defendants Allstate/FSMB/Christie and Co-conspirators Geico/TD decades-long schemes of 
corruption of American state/federal politicians/judges/legislators. 

798. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing 
Defendants Allstate/FSMB/Christie and Co-conspirator Geico/TD crimes of securities 
fraud/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud. 

Money laundering: 

799. In a period from 2008/2009 to 2017, Defendant Christie did launder the proceeds of his 
"SUUN Scheme" related criminal activity, in the same places that he laundered the proceeds of 
his many other criminal enterprises. 

800. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his family. 

801. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through the NYSE. 
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802. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through offshore trusts/banks. 

803. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his law/political lobbying firm. 

804. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his lawyers. 

805. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his accountants. 

806. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his public relation personnel {Mercury 
Public Relations). 

807. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through investments in Defendants Allstate 
and Co-Conspirators Geico/TD/AHS. 

808. Defendant Christie laundered the proceeds through his real estate holdings. 

Allstate/Geico: 

Mail fraud/wire fraud: 

809. In a period commencing in 2008/2009, Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico did, 
with a knowing illegality, use the US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendant 
FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB, in furtherance of both the first half of the "SUUN Scheme" and in 
continued furtherance of the decades-long "HIPIC·FC" scheme {1986-Present). 

810. In these communications, Defendant Allstate, and Co-Conspirator Geico conspired with 
Defendant FSMB to globally disseminate knowingly fraudulent/highly defamatory information 
in furtherance of Plaintiff Kaul's elimination. 

811. The hoped-for-elimination {economic/reputation/livelihood/liberty/life) of Plaintiff Kaul 
was to prevent him exposing the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

812. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant Allstate did, with a knowing illegality, use the US mail/wires 
to exchange information with Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirators NCMB and all The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, in furtherance of the second half of the "SUUN Scheme". 

813. The second half of the "SUUN Scheme" involved violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial 
rights in the United States District Court through judicial corruption. 

814. A purpose of the violation was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing The Kaul 
Cases Defendants prior crimes {2008/2009-2016) in the State of Texas and the United States 
Bankruptcy Court. 
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815. A purpose of the violation was to attempt to conceal their securities fraud crimes on the 
NYSE {2016-2023). 
Bribery: 

816. Defendant Allstate/Co-conspirator Geico have, since 1986, participated in an illegal 
bribery-based scheme of racketeering with Defendant FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB/other state 
medical boards, the "HIPIC-FC" scheme, in a profit-purposed monopolization of the entire 
American healthcare system. 

817. The monopolization is made possible by the corruption/control of the political/judicial 
bodies of the American Republic, and remains facilitated by Citizens United {2010). 

818. From 2008/2009 to 2016 Defendants Allstate/FSMB and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/NCMB/other state medical boards perpetrated a massive series of crimes against Plaintiff 
Kaul, though the conduction of a "pattern of racketeering". 

819. The "pattern of racketeering" was perpetrated through the "SUUN Association-In-Fact 
Enterprise" 

820. The "pattern of racketeering" furthered the first half of "SUUN Scheme". 

821. The "pattern of racketeering" provides further evidence of the longstanding "HIPIC-FC" 

scheme, in which, in its simplest form, for-profit corporations operating in the healthcare 
market, engage in knowingly illegal quid pro quo bribery schemes with Defendant FSMB/Co
conspirator NCMB/other state medical boards, in which these entities operating through the 
"FC" ("Federation Cartel") have eliminated {license 
suspension/revocation/indictment/incarceration/suicide) physicians whose 
thoughts/words/actions either fail to support or undermine the corporate profit agenda. A 
scheme of CORPORATE TOTALATARIANSIM. 

Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

822. From 2008/2009 to 2016, Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico did, with knowing 
illegality, use the US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendant FSMB regarding the 
"SUUN Scheme" to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

823. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico did with knowing 
illegality use the US mail/wires to conspire to commit, and commit corruption of judges within 
the New Jersey Superior Court, the United States Bankruptcy Court {DNJ) and the United States 
District Court. 

824. The purpose of the judicial corruption was to obstruct justice by violating Plaintiff Kaul's 
prosecutorial rights. 
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825. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing 
The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes against Plaintiff Kaul in the State of Texas, crimes which 
commenced in 2012 and are ongoing. 

826. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing The 
Kaul Cases Defendants commission/aiding/abetting bankruptcy fraud in the United States 
Bankruptcy Court (2013-2020}. 

827. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to attempt to conceal The Kaul Cases 
Defendants securities fraud offenses committed in the NYSE (2016-2023}, crimes that have thus 
not been investigated by the SEC, because Co-Conspirator Grewal was fraudulently appointed 
its enforcement director in June 2021, for exactly this illegal purpose. 

Money laundering: 

828. Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico did launder and continue to launder the 
proceeds of their crimes (2008/2009-2023} through the NYSE and global investment 
community, including the sovereign funds of many other nations, and exchanges, including the 
London, Shanghai, and Bombay Stock Exchanges. 

829. Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico continue to fail to disclose to international 
markets their ongoing commission of securities fraud (2016-2023), with knowledge of the 

immense liability this continues to cause to private/sovereign funds currently invested on the 
NYSE. 

830. Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/TD have not disclosed the $28,000 trillion+ 
liability in any filings, anywhere in the world, at any point in time after 2016. 
FSMB/Co-conspirator NCMB: 

Mail fraud/wire fraud: 

831. In a period from 2008/2009 to 2016, Defendant FSMB did with knowing illegality use the 
US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/NCMB regarding the first half of the "SUUN Scheme", that involved the revocation of 
Plaintiff Kaul's license, the destruction of his economic standing/reputation and his elimination, 
be it by jail/deportation/killed. 

832. From 2016 to May 2023, Defendant FSMB did similarly use the US mail/wires to conspire 
with The Kaul Cases Defendants to commit acts of corruption of judges/senators within the 
United States District Court/US Government, purposed to violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial 
rights and obstruct justice. 
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833. Defendant FSMB's obstruction of justice was purposed to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from 
further exposing The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes (2008/2009 to 2023), including those of 
securities fraud. 

834. From 2014 to 2021, Defendant FSMB in collusion/conspiracy with and through the "FC", 
did conspire with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to obstruct Plaintiff Kaul from 
procuring a medical license anywhere in the world including the State of Texas. 

835. The purpose of a global obstruction of license procurement was an attempt to restrict 
Plaintiff Kaul's access to capital, in the belief/hope it would obstruct his ability to prosecute his 
claims to judgment. 

836. Defendant FSMB's purpose in attempting to violate Plaintiff Kaul's ability to prosecute his 
claims to judgment is to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing the crimes (2008/2009 
to 2021) of The Kaul Cases Defendants 

837. The crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including Defendant FSMB are mail fraud/wire 
fraud/perjury/ extortion/kickbacks/ obstruction of justice/pub lie corru ption/evide nee 
tampering/witness tampering/securities fraud/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/money 
laundering/judicial corruption/kidnapping/manslaughter/chemical weapon trafficking/COVID 
vaccine related crimes against humanity. 

Bribery: 

838. Since 1986, Defendant FSMB has conducted ongoing schemes of bribery with for-profit 
corporations ("HIPIC-FC") in furtherance of their scheme to monopolize all elements of 
American medicine, from the business of regulation to healthcare commerce. 

839. Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico bribed, and continue to bribe Defendant 
FSMB to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated from the market (2012/2014) 

840. Defendants Allstate, Co-Conspirator Geico and The Kaul Cases Defendants continue to 
bribe Defendant FSMB-NCMB to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul's re-entry into clinical 
practice. 

840. The purpose of attempting to prevent Plaintiff Kaul's re-entry is an attempt to deny him 
access to capital. 

841. Defendant FSMB-NCMB and all The Kaul Cases Defendants believe that if Plaintiff Kaul is 
denied capital, it will prevent Plaintiff Kaul from prosecuting them in the United States District 
Court. 
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842. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant FSMB-NCMB has bribed judges/senators within the United 
States District Court/US Government, in order to violate Kaul's prosecutorial rights and obstruct 
justice. 

843. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing 
The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes against Plaintiff Kaul in the State of Texas, crimes which 
commenced in 2012 and are ongoing. 

844. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing The 
Kaul Cases Defendants commission/aiding/abetting bankruptcy fraud in the United States 
Bankruptcy Court {2013-2020). 

845. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to attempt to conceal The Kaul Cases 
Defendants securities fraud offenses committed in the NYSE (2016-2023), crimes that have thus 
not been investigated by the SEC, because Co-Conspirator Grewal was fraudulently appointed 
its enforcement director in June 2021, for exactly this illegal purpose. 

Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

846. From 2016 to 2021, Defendant FSMB by, through and with the "FC", and in 
collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, did bribe judges/senators within the 
United States District Court/US Government. 

847. The purpose of bribing judges/senators was to pervert the course of justice by violating 
Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights. 

848. The purpose of violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights was to pervert the course of 
justice in order to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing the crimes of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 

Money laundering: 

849. Since 1986, Defendant FSMB has generated millions of dollars from its "pattern of 

racketeering'' within American medicine, through the willful exploitation/expense of the 
American public/medical profession. 

850. Defendant FSMB's criminal proceeds have been laundered through investments in 
corporations publicly traded on the NYSE, including Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator 
Geico and other health insurance companies including third-party carriers commercially allied 
with state/federal governments. 

851. Defendant FSMB's proceeds are also laundered through law/political lobbying/public 
relation firms that funnel bribes to state/federal judges/executives/legislators, in exchange for 
judgments/legislation that further the political/economic agendas of Defendant FSMB/Co-
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conspirator NCMB/other state medical boards and all corporations involved in commerce with 
the "HIPIC-FC-Association-ln-Fact Enterprise". 

11. COUNT ELEVEN 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of Texas-United States Bankruptcy Court-United States 
District Court 

Defendant Persons: Christie/Allstate 
Co-conspirators: Geico/Grewal/Murphy 

RICO Predicate Acts: kidnapping/mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of justice/public 
corruption 

Overview: 

852. In a period from April 2, 2012, to the present, Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co
Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy did conduct a "pattern of racketeering". within the 
association-in-fact enterprise of the State of Texas-United States Bankruptcy Court-United 
States District Court ("TBD Association-In-Fact Enterprise"). 

853. In conducting the "pattern of racketeering" within/through the "TBD Association-In-Fact 
Enterprise", Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy did 
convert the State of Texas/United States Bankruptcy Court/United States District Court into a 
"racketeering enterprise". 

8S4. lt was through the ''TBD Association-In-Fact Enterprise" that Defendants Christie/Allstate 
and Co-Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy perpetrated the RICO predicate acts of 
kidnapping/mail fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of justice/public corruption/judicial 
corruption. 

855. The purpose of Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy's 
commission of the RICO predicate acts through a "pattern of racketeering'' was to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing their crimes prior to the crimes of having Plaintiff Kaul 
kidnapped on May 27, 2021/illegally arrested-jailed on June 14, 2023. 

856. The purpose of the prevention of exposition of crimes, other than the civil/criminal 
liability, was Defendant Christie's 2024 political aspirations. 

857. Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy's scheme to 
suppress Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of The Kaul Cases. functioned partly in that all cases filed 
by Plaintiff Kaul, except Kll-1/Kll-3, were transferred to the District of New Jersey-Newark, 
where Plaintiff Kaul had no choice but to voluntarily dismiss them. 
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858. From the commencement of Kl on February 22, 2016, in only one case - KS - was a Rule 
16 Order entered (Exhibit 26). The KS Defendants, consistent with their corruption of the court, 
had the case transferred from the Camden to the Newark vicinage, where the Rule 16 Order 
was stayed. 

Christie: 

Kidnapping: 

859. On May 26, 2021, Defendant Christie was served at his law office in Morristown, with a 
summons and complaint in Kll-2. 

860. Shortly thereafter, Defendant Christie did, with knowing illegality, conspire with Defendant 
Allstate and Co-conspirators Murphy/Grewal/Geico to have Kaul kidnapped on May 27, 2021, 
by nine (9) armed individuals who purported to be NJ state police, as pied in Kll-9. 

861. No warrants were produced, and Plaintiff Kaul was forcibly detained against his will, and 
rapidly removed to a local police station, where he was chained to a bench (Exhibit 14). 

861. Plaintiff Kaul was then forcibly transferred to another police station and told that he was 
to be transferred to the Mercer County Jail in Trenton, NJ, 

862. Plaintiff Kaul's repeated requests for a warrant were ignored. 

863. Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Grewal/Murphy/Ihe Kaul Cases 
Defendants commission of this RICO predicate act was committed in order to have Plaintiff Kaul 
jailed/injured/killed. 

864. The purpose of having Plaintiff Kaul jailed/injured/killed was to cause him to become 
physically/psychologically unable to continue the prosecution of Kll-2/other future litigation 
by having him eliminated. 

865. The purpose of preventing Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of Kll-2 was to prevent him further 
exposing the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including those of securities fraud. 

866. On May 29, 2021, it was made evident to Plaintiff Kaul that many people had knowledge of 
the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme'. as Plaintiff Kaul received a phone call from his ex-wife, with 
whom he had not spoken since November 2020, in which she recounted specifics details of the 
event that she obtained from her cousin, a physician who works at Kll-2 Defendant 
Hackensack University Medical Center ("HUMC"). 

Mail/wire fraud: 
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867. In a period from May 26, 2021, to the present, Defendant Christie, with knowing illegality 
did use the US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/Grewal/Murphy/The Kaul Cases Defendants regarding the planning/execution and 
unexpected consequences of the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme. 

868. When the scheme failed, the Defendants, realizing that Plaintiff Kaul would file suit, did 
use the US mail/wires to conspire with judges/senators in the United States District Court/US 
Government to violate Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights by obstructing justice through venue 
transfer from the Southern District of New York to the District of New Jersey, 

869. Plaintiff Kaul's suit (Kll-9), after having been transferred to the .District New Jersey
Newark Vicinage, was dismissed, in an attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing 
the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants {2008/2009 to 2021). 

Bribery: 

870. In a period from 2008/2009 to 2016, Defendant Christie did engage in multiple quid pro 
quo schemes of bribery with Defendant Allstate and Co-Conspirator Allstate, in which he 
abused state power to further the economic/political agendas of, amongst others, himself and 
these corporate Defendant/Co-Conspirators. 

871. A purpose of the schemes was to have him elected the 2016 US President. 

872, A purpose of the scheme was to increase share value/executive compensation of 
Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico, through the knowing/willful exploitation of the 
American public and medical profession. 

873. During his tenure as NJ Governor (2009-2017) Defendant Christie abused state power to 
have incarcerated many innocent physicians (principally Hispanic/Indian/African American) to 
whom the insurance industry owed money for their provision of life-saving clinical services. 

874. These false prosecutions/convictions were perpetrated by his Attorney General, and in NJ 
state courts corrupted by Defendants Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico. 
Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

875. Defendant Christie, in conspiring to have Plaintiff Kaul kidnapped, did attempt to violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights, and obstruct justice in the United States District Court. 

876. Defendant Christie's obstruction of justice was purposed to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from 
exposing the massive crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants, of amongst other things, 
judicial/political corruption. 

Murphy: 
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Kidnapping: 

877. Co-Conspirator Murphy, prior to becoming the NJ Governor was the US Ambassador to 
Germany, and prior to that was a partner at Goldman-Sachs, a corporation that holds shares in 
Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico, the dividends from which Co-Conspirator Murphy 
continues to profit. 

878. Co-Conspirator Murphy, recognizing that there were no legitimate means of contesting 
Plaintiff Kaul's right to continue prosecuting The Kaul Cases Defendants, did conspire with 
Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Grewal/Geico to have Plaintiff Kaul 
eliminated on May 27, 2021, be it by either severe injury and or death. 

879. A purpose of eliminating Plaintiff Kaul was to prevent him from further exposing the 
crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including the securities fraud violations. 

880. Co-Conspirator Murphy, in perpetrating the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme' did recognize its 
illegality and violation of Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental human rights, but persisted nonetheless, 
because of the immense civil/criminal liability posed to The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

Mail/wire fraud: 

881. Co-Conspirator Murphy, in conspiring to perpetrate the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme' did, 
with knowledge of its illegality, use the US mail/wires to exchange information with Defendants 
Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Grewal/Geico regarding the execution and then the 
unintended consequences of the scheme's failure including Plaintiff Kaul's filing/publicization of 
Kll-9. 

Bribery: 

882. Co-Conspirator Murphy continues to receive bribes from Defendant Allstate/ Co
Conspirator Geico, under cover of dividends/shares from Goldman-Sachs, and has not, since 
becoming the NJ Governor, relinquished his/his family's holdings in the corporation, in 
accordance with NJ law pertaining to state official conflicts of interest. 

Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

883. Defendant Murphy, in conspiring to have Plaintiff Kaul kidnapped, did attempt to violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights, and obstruct justice in the United States District Court. 

884. A purpose of the obstruction of justice was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing the 
felonies of The Kaul Cases Defendants, of amongst other things, judicial/political corruption. 

885. Co-Conspirator Murphy, in furtherance of this scheme to obstruct justice, did in a period 
commencing June 15, 2021, conspire with judges/senators in the United States District 
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Court/US Government to have Kll-9 transferred from the Southern District of New York to the 
District of New Jersey. 

886. Co-Conspirator Murphy, in furtherance of this scheme to obstruct justice, did in a period 
commencing June 15, 2021, conspire with judges/senators in the United States District 
Court/US Government to have Kll-9 dismissed almost immediately after it had been 
transferred from the Southern District of New York to the District of New Jersey. 

Grewal: 

Kidnapping: 

887. On May 27, 2021, Co-Conspirator Grewal did conspire with Defendants Christie/Allstate 
and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Geico to have Plaintiff Kaul kidnapped on May 27, 2021, with the 
purpose of having him incarcerated in the Mercer County jail in Trenton, over the Memorial 
Day Weekend, in order to have him either seriously injured and or murdered. 

888. When the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme' commenced on May 27, 2021, at approximately 2:30 
pm EST, Co-Conspirator Grewal remained in constant contact with the kidnappers, and did, at 
approximately 7 pm EST, learn that the scheme had publicly failed. 

889. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the planning and execution of the scheme, did know that its 
principal purpose was to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated, 

890. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the planning and execution of the scheme, did know that its 
principal purpose of having Plaintiff Kaul eliminated was to prevent him further exposing the 
serious and massive crimes (2008/2009-2021) of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

Mail/wire fraud: 

891. Co-Conspirator Grewal, did know that in the planning, perpetration and 'damage control' 
phases of the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme' he did, with knowing illegality use the US wires to 
exchange information with Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Geico. 

892. Co-Conspirator Grewal knew that his illegal use of the US wires constituted the felony of 
wire fraud. 

893. In these exchanges over the US wires, Defendant Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/Murphy/Grewal expressed their opinion that the scheme would be successful. 

894. In these exchanges, conducted over the US wires, Defendant Christie/Allstate and Co
Conspirators Geico/Murphy/Grewal stated that the scheme's success would render Plaintiff 
Kaul mentally/physically unable to continue his prosecution of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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895. Also contained within these exchanges were frantic emails that evidenced their fear of 
public exposure when they learned that the scheme had failed, particularly as it related to the 
political careers of Defendant Christie and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Grewal. 
Bribery: 

896. Co-Conspirator Grewal made the decision to participate in the 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme' 
believing it would be successful in causing Plaintiff Kaul's elimination through severe 
physical/psychological injury and or death. 

897. However, when it failed and Plaintiff Kaul sued him on June 15, 2021 (Kll-9), he panicked 
and was transferred to the enforcement division of the SEC, in the belief it would shield him 
from prosecution by Plaintiff Kaul. 

898. Co-Conspirator Grewal 's transfer was part of a quid pro quo with the Defendants 
Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Geico. 

899. In the quid pro quo scheme, a purpose of the transfer from being the NJ AG to the SEC 
enforcement director was to 'purchase' /ensure the silence of Defendant Grewal regarding the 
'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme'. 

900. In the quid pro quo scheme, a purpose of Co-Conspirator Grewal's transfer from being the 
NJ AG to the SEC enforcement director was to prevent exposure of the securities fraud crimes 
of Defendant Allstate and Co-conspirators /TD/Geico (Berkshire Hathaway). 
Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

901. Co-Conspirator Grewal was appointed the NJ AG in 2017 by Co-Conspirator Murphy upon 
the recommendation of Defendant Christie, who had, while governor, appointed Co
conspirator Grewal a state county prosecutor. Co-conspirator Grewal worked under Defendant 
Christie while the latter was the US Attorney (2001-2009). 

902. Co-Conspirator Grewal obediently followed orders from Defendant Christie and the 
insurance industry, in the filing of indictments/license revocation actions against physicians to 
whom the insurance industry owed monies. 

903. Many of these false cases were brought on fabricated and meaningless claims regarding 
the prescription of pain-relieving medications. 

904. Co-Conspirator Grewal conspired with Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/Murphy in schemes of public corruption. 

905. Within these schemes of public corruption, Co-Conspirators Grewal/Murphy/Geico, and 
Defendants Christie/Allstate abused state/judicial power to knowingly/illegally violate the 
constitutional rights of principally ethnic minority (Indians/ African Americans/Hispanics) 
physicians to whom the insurance industry owed monies. 
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906. A principal purpose of violating their constitutional rights was to cause them a deprivation 
of their fundamental right to due process/obstruction of justice in their defense against the 
indictments/license revocation proceedings. 

907. A purpose of this judicially aided/abetted due process deprivation/obstruction justice 
scheme was to further the economic agenda of The Kaul Cases Defendants, through the 
exploitation of the American public. 

908. A purpose of this judicially aided/abetted due process deprivation/obstruction justice 
scheme was to further the political agenda of The Kaul Cases Defendants, through the 
exploitation of the American medical profession. 

909. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the commission of these RICO predicate acts (kidnapping/mail 
fraud/wire fraud/bribery/obstruction of justice/public corruption) did violate the authority of 
all districts of the United States District Court. 

910. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the commission of these human rights violations did violate the 
rights of the United States as delegated and enshrined within the Universal Declaration Of 
Human Rights. 

911. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the knowingly illegal commission of these human rights 
violations did further injure the reputation of the United States as a signatory/beneficiary of the 
duties/privileges owed/derived from the Universal Declaration Of Human Rights. 

912. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the knowingly illegal commission of these RICO predicate 
acts/human rights violations did recognize that he, a lawyer/NJ AG, converted the State of New 
Jersey into a "racketeering enterprise" to serve the interests of corrupt 
corporations/politicians/judges. 

913. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in the knowingly illegal commission of these RICO predicate 
acts/human rights violations did recognize that he, a lawyer/NJ AG, did act in a tyrannical 
manner. 

914. Co-Conspirator Grewal, in recognizing he did act in a tyrannical manner, did also recognize 
his acts re-affirmed/re-in forced Defendant Christie's conversion of the District of New Jersey 
(USA: 2000-2008) State of New Jersey (Governor NJ: 2009-2017) into a tyranny. 

915. Co-Conspirator Grewal was a subjugate of Defendant Christie as an AUSA DNJ, before 
being assigned as lead prosecutor in Bergen County, New Jersey by Co-conspirator Murphy. 

Allstate/Geico: 

Public Corruption/Fraud on the Court/Witness Tampering/Evidence Tampering/False 
Indictments/False Arrests/Kidnapping/False Incarcerations. 
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916. From 2006 to 2016, Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico employed a multi-pronged 
strategy to attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

917. The strategy included knowingly false denials of certification for patient clinical care. 

918. The strategy included knowingly false denial of payment after Plaintiff Kaul provided 
clinical care. 

919. The strategy included knowingly false contestations of Plaintiff Kaul at every fee 
arbitration. 

920. The strategy included the dissemination of knowing falsehoods to lawyers/doctors/surgical 
centers/hospitals to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation, 

921. The strategy included the dissemination of knowing falsehoods to lawyers/doctors/surgical 
centers/hospitals to attempt to make it impossible for Plaintiff Kaul to work. 

922. The strategy included the filing and their publicization of knowingly fraudulent lawsuits 
against Plaintiff Kaul in corrupted NJ state/federal courts. 

923. A purpose of the filing and publicization of knowingly fraudulent lawsuits was to re-litigate 
the arbitration hearings in which Plaintiff Kaul prevailed. 

924. Plaintiff Kaul prevailed in almost ninety-nine percent (99%) of all arbitration hearings. 

925. Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico's strategy to attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul 
included ordering the state medical board to revoke (illegally) Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

926. Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico's strategy to attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul 
included having the NJ State AG initiate highly publicized criminal investigations/grand jury 
proceedings purposed to societally alienate/ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

927. A purpose ofthe alienation/ostracization was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to retain 
witnesses to defend against planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 

928. A purpose of the witness deprivation was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the ability to defend 
against planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 

929. A purpose of the alienation/ostracization was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to procure 
monies to defend against planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 

930. A purpose of the monies deprivation was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the ability to defend 
against planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 
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931. A purpose of the defense deprivation {monies/witnesses) was an attempt to ensure 
Plaintiff Kaul was convicted consequent to planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 

932. A purpose of any conviction consequent to planned criminal indictments by the NJ State 
AG was to illegally seize Plaintiff Kaul/his family's assets. 

933. A purpose of any conviction consequent to planned criminal indictments by the NJ State 
AG was to have Plaintiff Kaul incarcerated. 

934. A purpose of any incarceration consequent to planned criminal indictments by the NJ State 
AG was to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated from the American healthcare market. 

935. A purpose of Plaintiff Kaul's NJ State AG caused elimination from the American healthcare 
market was to illegally increase, through antitrust violations, the profits of competing 
healthcare corporations by eliminating the competitive threat posed by Plaintiff Kaul. 

936. A purpose of any incarceration consequent to planned criminal indictments by the NJ State 
AG was to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing the crimes of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants (2006-Present). 

937. Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico's strategy to attempt to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul 
included have the US Attorney/FBI initiate criminal investigations purposed to societally 
alienate/ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

938. A purpose of the alienation/ostracization was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to retain 
witnesses to defend against planned criminal indictments by the US Attorney/FBI . 

939. A purpose of the witness deprivation was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the ability to defend 
against planned criminal indictments by the US Attorney/FBI. 

940. A purpose of the alienation/ostracization was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to procure 
monies to defend against planned criminal indictments by the US Attorney/FBI. 

941. A purpose of the monies deprivation was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the ability to defend 
against planned criminal indictments by the NJ State AG. 

942. A purpose of the defense deprivation (monies/witnesses) was an attempt to ensure 
Plaintiff Kaul was convicted consequent to planned criminal indictments by the US 
Attorney /F Bl. 

943. A purpose of any conviction consequent to planned criminal indictments by the US 
Attorney/FBI was to illegally seize Plaintiff Kaul/his family's assets. 
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944. A purpose of any conviction consequent to planned criminal indictments by the US 
Attorney/FBI was to have Plaintiff Kaul incarcerated. 

945. A purpose of any incarceration consequent to planned criminal indictments by the US 
Attorney/FBI was to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul eliminated from the American healthcare 
market. 

946. A purpose of Plaintiff Kaul's US Attorney/FBl's caused elimination from the American 
healthcare market was to illegally increase, through antitrust violations, the profits of 
competing healthcare corporations by eliminating the competitive threat posed by Plaintiff 
Kaul. 

947. A purpose of any incarceration consequent to planned criminal indictments by the US 
Attorney/FBI was to attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing the crimes of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants {2006-Present). 

948. The strategy included having Plaintiff Kaul indicted on false tax charges. 

949. The strategy included conspiring with Plaintiff Kaul's ex-wife to have him jailed on unpaid 
child support charges. 

950. The strategy included preventing Plaintiff Kaul access to banking services. 

951. The strategy included bribing judges/senators in federal court/government to 
obstruct/dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in the United States District Court. 

952. The strategy included scheming to have and actually having Plaintiff Kaul kidnapped on 
May 27, 2021, after Defendant Christie had been served with the summons/complaint in Kll-2 
on May 26, 2021. 

Mail/wire fraud: 

953. Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico, in the planning/execution/'damage control' 
phases ofthe 'Kaul Kidnapping Scheme', did, with knowledge of its illegality, use the US 
mail/wires to exchange information with Defendant Christie and Co-Conspirators 
Murphy/Grewal. 

Bribery: 

954. Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico did funnel bribes to Defendants 
Christie/Murphy/Grewal as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 
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955. The quid pro quo scheme involved Defendant Christie and Co-Conspirators 
Murphy/Grewal corruptly 'selling' public (state) power, without the public's permission, to 
Defendant Allstate/Co-Conspirator Geico. 

956. The scheme's purpose was to attempt to ensure the elimination of Plaintiff Kaul 
(jailed/deported/killed) to prevent him from further exposing their crimes. 
Obstruction of justice/public corruption: 

957. In having Plaintiff Kaul kidnapped on May 27, 2021/illegally arrested-jailed on June 14, 
2023, The Kaul Cases Defendants did violate with physical violence his prosecutorial rights in 
the United States District Court, in the belief that he would either be unwilling or unable 
(psychologically/physically) to continue the prosecution of his claims. 

958. In violating Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutorial rights, Defendants Christie/Allstate, and Co
Conspirators Murphy/Grewal/Geico did in the process, attempt to cause a knowingly illegal 
obstruction of justice within the United States District Court. 

959. Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Grewal/Geico, in coopting a 
state police agency into the commission of the crimes of kidnapping/mail fraud/wire fraud did 
obstruct justice in the United States District Court. 

960. In the commission of the obstruction of justice Defendants Christie/Allstate and Co
Conspirators Murphy/Grewal/Geico converted the apparatus of American State/United States 
District Court into a "racketeering enterprise". 

961. Through the "NCBD Association-In-Fact Racketeering Enterprise" Defendants 
Christie/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Murphy/Grewal/Geico, being aided/abetted by state 
police, did conduct a "pattern of racketeering" through the commission of RICO predicate acts 
of obstruction of justice/public corruption/bribery/wire fraud/public corruption/fraud on the 
court/witness tampering/evidence tampering/false indictments/false arrests/kidnapping/false 
incarcerations. 

962. The principal purpose of the "pattern of racketeering" was to attempt to eliminate 
Plaintiff Kaul to prevent him from further exposing the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants 
(2006-2023). 
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12. COUNT TWELVE 

Association-In-Fact Enterprise: State of New York-State of Texas-NYSE l"SSN Association-In
Fact Enterprise) 

Defendant Persons: Allstate/FSMB 
Co-conspirators: Gei co/Hengerer/NCM B 

RICO Predicate Acts: Bribery/Mail Fraud/Wire Fraud/Obstruction of Justice/Conspiracy 

Overview: 

963. In a period that commenced in late 2020, the Defendant FSMB/Allstate and Co
Conspirators Geico/Hengerer/NCMB did conspire to conduct, and did conduct a knowingly 
illegal "pattern of racketeering" 

964. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer/NCMB conducted the 
"pattern of racketeering'' through the "SSN Association-In-Fact Enterprise". 

965. The "pattern of racketeering" involved the commission ofthe RICO predicate acts of 
bribery/ mail fraud/wire fraud/obstruction of justice/conspiracy. 

966. A purpose of the "pattern of racketeering" was to illegally prevent Plaintiff Kaul from 
obtaining a physician license in the State of New York. 

967. The license prevention scheme was an attempt to suppress Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
resurgence, in the belief that such a scheme would hinder Plaintiff Kaul's exposure of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants' crimes (2006-2023). 

968. The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes include, amongst others, bribery/public 
corruption/evidence tampering/witness tampering/bankruptcy fraud/bank fraud/mail 
fraud/wire fraud/judicial corruption/perjury/kickbacks/securities fraud (2006-2023 committed 
within judicial/political/legislative bodies of the American state/federal systems). 

969. In the commission of obstructing Plaintiff Kaul's efforts to obtain a license in the State of 
New York {October 2020 to July 2021), Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/Hengerer did conspire to and did commit a multitude of frauds across the US wires to 
attempt to deceive, delay and deny Plaintiff Kaul's application, an "ongoing" injury consequent 
to an "ongoing pattern of racketeering", one purpose of which is to attempt to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul exposing The Kaul Cases Defendants crimes. 

970. Defendants FSMB/ Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer with others did use the US 
wires to propagate knowingly false information that the denial of Plaintiff Kaul's application by 
a supposed medical board subcommittee was based on a question of so called "moral 
suitability''. 
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971. Plaintiff Kaul's multiple requests for the production of any state policy regarding the 
process of character assessment were ignored. 

972. In furtherance of Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer effort to 
conceal the fraudulence of their "moral suitability'' scheme, they conspired with an individual 
by the name of "Vincent Vollaro". 

973. The conspiracy was purposed to attempt, on June 17, 2021, to engage Plaintiff Kaul in a 
non-recorded phone call, in which "Vincent Vollaro" a non-lawyer/non-physician/non-ethicist 
would "explain the process" ["moral suitability"] to Plaintiff Kaul. 

974. The call did not occur, but its purpose was to fabricate evidence to bolster Defendants 
FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer falsehood regarding a supposed 
subcommittee's purported "moral suitability'' as the basis for the denial of Plaintiff Kaul's NY 
February 2021 license application. 

975. Plaintiff Kaul has established as a matter of fact that no board subcommittee ever 
convened to consider Plaintiff Kaul's application. 

976. Plaintiff Kaul has established as a matter of fact that there exists no opinion, reasoned or 
not, that finds a "question of moral suitability" as the basis for denial of licensure. 

977. On July 14, 2021, consequent to Plaintiff Kaul having sent letters to every member of the 
NY State Government regarding the state's liability for the crimes of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, Defendants FSMB/Allstate, and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer did conspire with 
"Vollaro" to use the US wires to transmit a knowingly fraudulent document. 

978. In the knowingly fraudulent document "Vollaro" asserts that a "subcommittee" of the 
state medical board denied Plaintiff Kaul's application based on a purported "question of moral 
suitability''. 

979. Plaintiff Kaul's subsequent requests for a copy of the transcript and signed purported 
opinion of the supposed subcommittee were ignored and then denied. 

980. On August 27, 2021, Plaintiff Kaul filed a petition (Kaul v Zucker/Hengerer: 101019-2021) 
in the New York Supreme Court (Borough of New York), that sought to compel Defendant 
Hengerer to produce the purported "subcommittee" opinion. 

981. To date no physician/member of the New York State Medical Board has confirmed 
participating in any evaluation of Plaintiff Kaul's application. 
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Co-conspirator Hengerer: 

982. Co-Conspirator Hengerer is a board director of Defendant FSMB with whom he engages in 
commerce related to the business of so called "physician discipline". 

983. Co-Conspirator Hengerer is the Chairman of the New York State Board Committee for 
Professional Medical Conduct. 

984. Co-Conspirator Hengerer has a controlling position in deciding which physicians licenses 
are suspended and or revoked. 

985. Co-Conspirator Hengerer abuses the power of his position to have prohibited the issuance 
of licenses to physicians whom for-profit healthcare corporations 
(insurance/hospital/pharmaceutical) have targeted for elimination. 

986. Co-Conspirator Hengerer abuses the power of his position to have suspended/revoked the 
licenses of physicians whom for-profit healthcare corporations 
(insurance/hospital/pharmaceutical) have targeted for elimination. 

987. Co-Conspirator Hengerer is cognizant of the illegality of his participation in the "HIPIC-FC" 
("Hospital-Insurance-Pharmaceutical Industrial Complex - Federation Cartel") scheme. 

988. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer compete with Plaintiff 
Kaul in the American healthcare market. 

989. Despite Co-Conspirator Hengerer's cognizance ofthe illegality he persisted in his unlawful 
use of the US mail/wires to propagate the license prohibition scheme to prevent Plaintiff Kaul 
from participating in the relevant market. 

990. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer's license prohibition 
scheme constitutes a willful/ongoing antitrust injury to Plaintiff Kaul and the healthcare market. 

991. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/Hengerer's license prohibition 
scheme constitutes an offense that Defendant Hengerer recognizes is violative of Plaintiff Kaul's 
constitutional/human rights to life/liberty/property. 

992, Co-Conspirator Hengerer, despite knowing the penalties associated with his violations of 
antitrust law and of Plaintiff Kaul's constitutional/human rights, was motivated to commit the 
crimes. 

993. Co-Conspirator Hengerer's motivation pertained to the economic benefit that inured to 
him. 
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994. The economic benefit derived partly from his commercial association with the American 
Hospital Association, to which Plaintiff Kaul's revolutionary outpatient spine surgical work 
presented a substantial business threat. 

995. Co-Conspirator Hengerer was paid to be a surgical chairman at Strong Memorial Hospital 
in Rochester, NY for many decades. 

996. The economic benefit derived partly from his commercial association with Defendant 
FSMB which received bribes from for-profit healthcare corporations, whose commercial 
agendas were threatened by Plaintiff Kaul's revolutionary outpatient spine surgical work. 

997. In a period commencing on May 13, 2021, Co-Conspirator Hengerer, despite being noticed 
on multiple occasions by Plaintiff Kaul that he was participating in a "pattern of racketeering" 
did continue with his knowingly unlawful conduct. 

Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/NCMB: 

998. The introduction of the HCQIA in 1986 foreshadowed and created the conditions that 
spawned the "HIPIC-FC". 

999. Through the "HIPIC-FC" scheme Defendants Allstate/FSMB and Co-Conspirators 
Geico/NCMB have converted the American healthcare market into a massive "racketeering 
enterprise" purposed purely for profit at the expense and through the exploitation of the 
American public/medical profession. 

1000. The singular goal of for-profit healthcare corporations is the maximization of executive 
compensation/share price at the cost of human life. 

1001. A February 22, 2018, article in ProPublica exposed Strong Memorial Hospital in 
Rochester, NY, as a corporation that reaps vast/excessive/disproportionate profits from 
conducting business in the healthcare market. 

1002. For many decades, Co-Conspirator Hengerer was Chairman of the Surgical Department at 
Strong Memorial Hospital, a member of the American Hospital Association. 

1003. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico have conspired with/continue to 
conspire with Co-Conspirator TMB in using the Texas physician licensing apparatus to conduct a 
"pattern of racketeering''. 

1004. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Geico/TMB's "pattern of racketeering" 
involved the commission against Plaintiff Kaul of the RICO predicate acts of wire 
fraud/conspiracy/bribery/obstruction of justice. 
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1005. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirators Allstate/NCMB recognize that in 
committing these RICO predicate acts through the physician regulatory apparatus; they did 
knowingly convert the State of Texas into a "racketeering enterprise". 

1006. A purpose of the commission of the RICO predicate acts was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul 
from procuring a Texas license. 

1007. A purpose of the license prevention scheme was to suppress Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
resurgence. 

1008. A purpose of the suppression of Plaintiff Kaul's economic resurgence was to suppress his 
ability to prosecute The Kaul Cases. 

1009. A purpose of the suppression of Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of The Kaul Cases was to 
suppress any further exposure to the global equities market/international regulators of the 
securities fraud crimes of Co-Conspirators Geico/TD and Defendant Allstate. 

1010. Co-conspirator Geico/TD and Defendants Allstate/FSMB and their counsel do know that 
on September 7, 2021, a release was published to the world-wide-web entitled: "United States 
Securities And Exchange Commission Alerted To Securities Fraud Crimes Of Three Titans Of 
North American Finance". 

1011. The release was disseminated to the CEOs/CFOs of the S/P 500. 

1012. On September 7, 2021, Defendant Allstate's share price was 138, and on September 1, 
2023, it was 111. 

1013. Subsequent to the release, Co-conspirators Geico/TD and Defendant Allstate did use the 
US wires to transmit knowingly false information to their shareholders/global investment 
community. 

1014. The knowingly false information consisted of willful misrepresentations/omissions in SEC 
filings regarding litigation in India and the US. 

1015. In using the US wires to transmit knowingly false information to their shareholders/global 
investment community, Co-conspirators Geico/TD and Defendant Allstate did knowingly violate 
section lO(b) of the Securities/Exchange Act. 

1016. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-conspirators Geico/NCMB ongoing crimes constitute 
an "ongoing open-ended pattern of racketeering" being willfully conducted through "SSN 
Association-In-Fact Enterprise". 
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1017. Defendants FSMB/Allstate and Co-Conspirator Geico/NCMB's knowingly "ongoing open
ended pattern of racketeering" continues to violate Plaintiff Kaul's constitutional/human 
rights. 

1018. The knowing/willful violation continues to cause Plaintiff Kaul to be illegally deprived 
(2012-Present) of his right to a livelihood .. 

1019. The knowing/willful violation continues to cause Plaintiff Kaul to be illegally deprived 
(2012-Present) of his right/duty to support his children. 

1020. The knowing/willful violation continues to cause Plaintiff Kaul to be illegally deprived 
(2012-Present) of his right to freedom. 

1021. On May 27, 2021/June 14, 2023, The Kaul Cases Defendants, with knowledge of their 
immense civil/criminal liabilities in multiple international jurisdictions, did attempt to have 
Plaintiff Kaul seriously injured/killed and did have Plaintiff Kaul falsely arrested/jailed. 

1022. Pursuant to RICO's doctrine of vicarious liability, all of The Kaul Cases Defendants have 
incurred, and will continue to incur liability of the aforementioned crimes, and any further ones 
that any of the Defendants might commit. 

13. COUNT THIRTEEN 

Violation of Civil Rights 
Symbiosis of State/Private Actors 

1023. The 'state actor' Symbiotic test confirms that all Defendants and Co-Conspirators have 
'state actor' status for the purpose of a section 1983 claim. 

1024. The 'state actor' Joint Participation Doctrine test confirms that all Defendants and Co
Conspirators have 'state actor' status for the purpose of a section 1983 claim. 

1025. The 'state actor' State Command and Encouragement test confirms that all Defendants 
and Co-Conspirators have 'state actor' status for the purpose of a section 1983 claim. 

1026. The 'state actor' Pervasive Entwinement test confirms that all Defendants and Co
Conspirators have 'state actor' status for the purpose of a section 1983 claim. 

1027. The 'state actor' Public Function test confirms that all Defendants and Co-Conspirators 
have 'state actor' status for the purpose of a section 1983 claim. 
1028. All of the above pied facts do confirm the intertwinement, for the purposes of section 
1983 claims, of the 'state actor' status of the private actors/defendants/co-conspirators. 
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1029. All of the above facts do confirm the intertwinement, for the purposes of section 1983 
claims of the conferring on the state of the liability of the crimes caused by the private 
actors/defendants/co-conspirators against Plaintiff Kaul. 

1030. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of monies 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through American states. 

1031. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of monies 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through the United States District Court. 

1032. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of monies 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through the United States Bankruptcy 
Court. 

1033. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of information 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through American states. 

1034. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of information 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through the United States District Court. 

1035. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of information 
pertaining to "patterns of racketeering" conducted through the United States Bankruptcy 
Court. 

1036. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of monies for the 
purchase of state power/function through schemes of judicial/political bribery. 

1037. The above facts include the exchange between private and state actors of monies for the 
funding by the state of legal defenses of private actors/defendants in The Kaul Cases. 

14. COUNT FOURTEEN 

Section 1983 claim 

1038. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as 'state actors' 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the First Amendment of the United States 
Constitution. 

1039. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as 'state actors' 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
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Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Second Amendment of the United 
States Constitution. 

1040. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as state-actors 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Fourth Amendment of the United 
States Constitution. 

1041. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as state-actors 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Fifth Amendment of the United States 
Constitution. 

1042. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as state-actors 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Sixth Amendment of the United States 
Constitution. 

1043. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as state-actors 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and-deprive/continue to deprive 
Plaintiff Kaul of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Eight Amendment of the United States 
Constitution. 

1044. In a period from 2008/2009 to the present, The Kaul Cases Defendants, as state-actors 
did abuse state/federal power to knowingly/willfully violate and deprive/continue to deprive 
Kaul Plaintiff of his constitutional rights pursuant to the Fourteenth Amendment of the United 
States Constitution. 

1045. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of his livelihood. 

1046. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his business real 
estate. 

1047. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his personal real 
estate. 

1048. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his life earnings. 

1049. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his pensions. 
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1050. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Pl~intiff Kaul of the property of all his financial 
investments. 

1051. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his professional 
licenses. 

1052. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his accounts 
receivable. 

1053. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to due process. 

1054. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to free speech. 

1055. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to impartial 
tribunals/judges/courts. 

1056. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to prosecute his claims. 

1057. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to equal protection under the 
law. 

1058. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to liberty. 

1059. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by The Kaul Cases Defendants 
did illegally deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of eleven (11) years of his 
life. 

1060. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by private 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the executive/judicial apparatus of the American 
State. 

1061. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by private 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the United States Bankruptcy Court. 
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1062. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by private 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the United States District Court. 

1063. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by private 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the New York Stock Exchange. 

1064. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by state 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the executive/judicial apparatus of the American 
State. 

1065. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by state 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the United States Bankruptcy Court. 

1066. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by state 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the United States District Court. 

1067. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by state 
actors within/through/with the assistance of the New York Stock Exchange. 

1068. The commercial/communications nexus between state and private actors within The Kaul 
Cases, critical to the perpetration of the within pied schemes confers 'state actor' liability on all 
private actors as to the deprivations/violations/injuries caused to Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/constitutional rights. 

1069. The commercial/communications nexus between state and private actors within The Kaul 
Cases, critical to the perpetration of the within pied schemes confers 'state actor' liability on all 
private actors as to the deprivations/violations/injuries caused to all Plaintiff Kaul's property 
rights, as stated above. 

1070. The Kaul Cases Defendants were and are motivated to commit and continue to commit 
these deprivations/violations/injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1071. The motivation is based on The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to prevent Plaintiff Kaul 
from exposing their crimes, including those of defrauding the global equities market. 

15. COUNT FIFTEEN 

UN Human Rights Violation 
The United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

1072. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 1 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
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Human Rights: "All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed 
with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood." 

1073. The Article 1 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1074. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 2 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights. Plaintiff Kaul is a citizen of India: "Everyone is entitled to all the rights and 
freedoms set forth in this Declaration, without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, 
language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, or other 
status. Furthermore, no distinction shall be made on the basis of the political, jurisdictional, or 
international status of the country or territory to which a person belongs, whether it be 
independent, trust, non-self-governing or under any other limitation of sovereignty." 

1075. The Article 2 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1076. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 3 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person." 

1077. The Article 3 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1078. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 4 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "No one shall be held in slavery or servitude; slavery and the slave trade shall be 
prohibited in all their forms." 

1079. The Article 4 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1080. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 5 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment 
or punishment." 

1081. The Article 5 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kiiul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1082. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 6 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to recognition everywhere as a person before the law." 
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1083. The Article 6 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1084. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 7 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "All are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to equal 
protection of the law. All are entitled to equal protection against any discrimination in violation of 
this Declaration and against any incitement to such discrimination.'' 

1085. The Article 7 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1086. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 8 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to an effective remedy by the competent national 
tribunals for acts violating the fundamental rights granted him by the constitution or by law." 

1087. The Article 8 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1088. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 9 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile." 

1089. The Article 9 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1090. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 10 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public hearing by an 
independent and impartial tribunal, in the determination of his rights and obligations and of 
any criminal charge against him." 

1091. The Article 10 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1092. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 12 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: ''.No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his privacy, family, home 
or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour and reputation. Everyone has the right to the 
protection of the law against such interference or attacks." 

1093. The Article 12 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 
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1094. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 17 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "1. Everyone has the right to own property alone as well as in association with 

others. 2. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his property." 

1095. The Article 17 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1096. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 19 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes 

freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and 

ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers." 

1097. The Article 19 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1098. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 23 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to work, to free choice of employment, to just and 
favourable conditions of work and to protection against unemployment." 

1099. The Article 23 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1100. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 23 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and 
well-being of himself and of his family, including food, clothing, housing and medical care and 
necessary social services, and the right to security in the event of unemployment, sickness, 
disability, widowhood, old age or other lack of livelihood in circumstances beyond his 
control." 

1101. The Article 23 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

1102. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 28 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Everyone is entitled to a social and international order in which the rights and 

freedoms set forth in this Declaration can be fully realized." 

1103. The Article 28 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 
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1104. The Kaul Cases Defendants and Co-Conspirators did knowingly and maliciously violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 30 of the United Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights: "Nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as implying for any State, group or 
person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the destruction of any of 
the rights and freedoms set forth herein.'' 

1105. The Article 30 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 
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16. RELIEF 

1. COMPENSATORY+ CONSEQUENTIAL+ PUNITIVE DAMAGES: On September 28, 2023, in 
Kll-15, Plaintiff Kaul submitted a MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT that contains a 
substantiated damages report based on Plaintiff Kaul's tax filings from 2001 to 2011 (Exhibit 
33). 

2. A PUBLIC APOLOGY FROM DEFENDANTS CHRISTIE/HEARY/STOLZ to be published on the 
platforms identified in the Kl February 22, 2016 'Settlement Terms' (Kl: D.E. 1) .. 

3. IMMEDIATE REINSTATEMENT OF PLAINTIFF KAUL'S UNRESTRICTED NEW JERSEY LICENSE 

4. ANY OTHER RELIEF THE COURT DEEMS APPROPRIATE AND NECESSARY FOP THE PURPOSE 
OF DETERRENCE. 
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17. CERTIFICATION 

I, RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD the Plaintiff, do certify that the above statements are true and 
accurate to the best of my knowledge, and that if it is proved that I knowingly and willfully 
misrepresented the facts, then I will be subject to punishment. 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

DATED: AUGUST 22, 2024 
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\ 

CLERK OF THE COURT 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
HOUSTON DIVISION 
515 RUSK AVENUE 
HOUSTON, TX 77002 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

AUGUST 22, 2024 

RE: KAUL v. FEDERATION STATE MEDICAL BOARDS ET AL 
Kll-20 
COMPLAINT 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Please find submitted the following documents: 

1. COMPLAINT WITH EXHIBITS. 

2. CIVIL COVER SHEET. 

3. SUMMONS (2 COPIES) FOR ALL DEFENDANTS. 

4. MONEY ORDER FOR FOUR-HUNDRED AND five DOLLARS ($405.00) PAYABLE TO THE 'UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT COURT'. 

Thank you in advance for your assistance. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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FACTS 

The undisputed/admitted facts material to the Summary Judgment proof of all elements of all 

claims are: . 

1. In a time period commencing In or around 2005/6, Defendants did perpetrate massive 

nationwide schemes of racketeering against Plaintiff Kaul that are ongoing. 

2. In a time period commencing in or around 2005/6, Defendants did perpetrate anti-trust 

infractions against Plaln'tlff Kaul that are ongoing. 

3. In a time period commencing In or around 2005/6, Defendants did perpetrate civil rights 

violations against Plaintiff Kaul that are ongoing. 

4. In a time period commencing In at least 2000, the Defendants did submit knowingly false 

data to the New Jersey Department of Banking and Insurance in support of their annual 

applications to increase the public's cost of health insurance premiums. 

5. The New Jersey Department of Banking and Insurance was either willfully blind/failed to 

conduct proper due diligence in its verification of the accuracy and truthfulness of the 

Defendants fraudulent data. 

6. Defendant BCBS did, In a time period that commenced In at least 2000, enter into 

conspiracies with certain governmental agencies/persons under the subsequent cover of the so 

called 'Healthcare Fraud Prevention Partnership' (HFPP) (2012).that targeted principally ethnic 

minority physicians for elimination (license revocatlon/lndlctment/convtctlon/lncarceratlon) 

and asset seizure. 
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7. Defendant BCBS fraudulently refused to pay Plaintiff Kaul for clinical services he rendered to 

their fee-paying clients. 

8. Defendant BCBS's Illegal non-payment was purposed to increase compensation to their 

corporate executives and bribes to corrupted politicians/Judges on their 'payroll', through the 

exploitation/theft of services from Plaintiff Kaul and other physicians. 

9. Consequent to Defendant BCBS's non-payment Plaintiff Kaul flied suit against them on two 

(2) occasions between 2004 to 2012. 

10. In retaliation for the lawsuits, Defendant BCBS In collus_lon/cor:isplracy with The Kaul Cases 

Defendarits coopted, within the State of New Jersey, both state/federal 

investlgative/prosecutorlal/Judlcial agencies to have Plaintiff Kaul's physician license revoked 

11. In retaliation for the lawsuits, Defendant BCBS In collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases 

Defendants coopted, within the State of New Jersey, both state/federal 

lnvestlgatlve/prosecutorial/Judicial agencies to have to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

12. In retaliation for the lawsuits, Defendant BCBS in collusion/conspiracy with The Kaui Cases 

Defendants coopted, within the State of New Jersey, both state/federal 

lnvestlgatlve/prosecutorlal/Judicial agencies to have to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul convicted. 

13. In retaliation for the lawsuits, Defendant BCBS In collusion/conspiracy with The Kaul Cases 

Defendants coopted, within the State of New Jersey, both state/federal 

lnvestigative/prosecutorlal/Judicial agencies tci have to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul 

Incarcerated. 

14. In May 2016 Defendant BCBS aided/abetted a similar retaliation scheme in retaliation for 

Plaintiff Kaul having flied Kl. 
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16. In ·a period from approximately 2012 to 2016, Defendants BCBS/Marlno, after having 

aided/abetted the 2014 illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license, did, In 

collusion/conspiracy with both state/federal lnvestlgatlve/prosecutorlal/Judlclal agencies and 

The Kaul Cases Defendants cause him to be continually subjected to state/federal criminal 

Investigations, 

17. None of these Investigations produced any evidence of wrongdoing, 

18. The lack of evidence constitutes further proof of the fraudulence of the entire case that 

caused the illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

19. In a period from February 22, 2016, to January 27, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul flied suit In the United 

States District Court, against the individuals/corporations that had conspired to commit and did 

commit a "pattern of racketeerlnB" against Plaintiff Kaul. 

20. On June 17, 2013, consequent to the suspension of Plaintiff Kaul's license, Plaintiff Kaul's 

corporations became obligated to file for Chapter 11 bankruptcy. 

21. Defendant BCBS was Identified as a debtor In the Chapter 11 bankruptcy. 

22. In a period from 2012 to approximately 2016, Defendant BCBS conspired with The Kaul 

Cases Defendants to cause the publication of highly defamatory press coverage. 

23. The purpose of the knowingly false and highly defamatory press coverage was to 

economicaliy/professionally/socially/reputatlonally alienate Plaintiff Kaul. • 

24. Defendant BCBS's purpose of alienation was to attempt to eliminate the risk of Plaintiff 

Kaul's continued existence. 

11 
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25. Defendant BCBS's purpose In attempting to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul was to attempt to 

ensure he would be unable to fight the revocation. 

26. Defendant BCBS's purpose in attempting to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul was to attempt to 

ensure he would be unable to file charges against The Kaul Cases Defendants, Including 

Defendants BCBS/Marino. 

27. During the bankruptcy proceedings, the trustee and his lawyer, the latter, Daniel Stolz, Esq, 

a Defendant In The Kaul Cases. conspired with Defendant BCBS/other Insurance carriers to not 

file claims to collect the monies owed to Plaintiff Kaul's estate by Defendant BCBS/other 

Insurance carriers. 

28. The Kaul Cases Defendant, Daniel Stolz, _did enter into a quid pro quo with Defendant BCBS, 

In which In return for the bankruptcy related fraud of non-collection of Plaintiff Kaul's fees, he 

received bribes, disguised as 'legal fees'. 

29. In 2018, Dr. Lesly Pompy, a Michigan based lnterventlonal pain physician of Haitian origin, 

was Indicted by the US Government on charges of healthcare fraud. 

30. Defendant BCBS's BCBS Association's partner, BCBS of Michigan, caused the filing of the 

indictment, In order to eliminate Its debt to Dr. Pompy/ellrillnate him from the healthcare . . 

market. 

31. During the trial evidence emerged of the fraudulent schemes perpetrated by the Blue Cross 

Blue Shield Association corporate members In their efforts to entrap knowingly Innocent 

physicians, mostly of whom belonged to ethnic minorities. 

32, During the testimony of a James Howell, an ell-police officer employed by BILie Cross Blue 

Shield to ma~ufacture entrapment schemes, Howell testified that In furtherance of these 
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schemes he was provided fraudulent medical documents by agencies/persons of the State of 

Michigan and physicians employed by Blue Cross Blue Shield. 

33, During the testimony of a James Howell, an ex-police officer employed by Blue Cross Blue 

Shield to manufacture entrapment schemes, Howell testified that In furtherance of these 

schemes he was provided fraudulent driving licenses by agencies/persons of the State of 

Michigan and physicians employed by Blue Cross Blue Shield. 

34. During the testimony of a James Howell, an ex-police officer employed by Blue Cross Blue 

Shleld to manufacture entrapment schemes, Howell testified that In furtherance of these 

schemes he was provided other official documents by agencies/persons ofthe State of 

Michigan and physicians employed by Blue Cross Blue Shield. 

35. Howell's prior testimony in various other.prior court proceedings had resulted in the 

wrongful conviction and Incarceration of other ethnic minority physicians, many of whom 

continue to languish In Jail. 

36. Evidence from the trial of Dr. Pompy/others substantiates the perpetration of Ions-standing 

"patterns of racketeering" by the Blue Cross Blue Shield Association members, of which 

Defendant Horizon BCBS Is one. 

37. The evidence from the trial of Or. Pompy/others corroborates the claims that Plaintiff Kaul 

has asserted within The Kaul Cases. since 2016. 

3B. In a period commencing approximately 2003/2004, Defendant BCBS commenced conspiring 

to commit and did commit a fraudulent scheme that targeted Plaintiff Kaul, an Indian physician. 

13 
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39. The scheme involved misrepresentations by Defendant BCBS that caused Plaintiff Kaul to 

provide clinical care to their fee-paying clients, with the pre-certification promise of 

renumeration. 

40. Defendant BCBS defrauded Plaintiff Kaul of his services by refusing to pay his invoices for 

pre-certified care he had provided In good faith. 

41. In the perpetration of this scheme, Defendant BCBS, conducted a upattern of racketeering'' 

through the willful and knowingly Illegal commission of the RICO predicate acts of wire 

fraud/mall fraud/theft. 

42. In the perpetration of this scheme, Defendant BCBS's corporate officers, Including 

Defendant Marino, converted the State of New Jersey and the BCBSA corporation Into the 

"State of New Jersey-BCBS Association-In-Fad: Enterprise" (uNJ.BCBS Alf Enterprise") 

43. Through the NJ•BCBS Alf Enterprise Defendants Marlno/BCBS funneled bribes to multiple 

• New Jersey based politicians, Including The Kaul Cases Defendant, Christie, 

44. The Kaut Cases Defendant Christie did, in exchange for these bribes, abuse his executive 

power to order the state medical board to cause a knowingly Illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's 

license. 

45. The revocation was purposed to eliminate Defendant BCBS's debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

46. The revocation was purposed to eliminate the legal liability posed by the lawsuit flied by 

Plaintiff Kaul In February 2012. 
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47. The Kaul cases Defendant Christie did, In e~change for these bribes, abuse his executive 

power to order the state'medlcal board to cause a knowlngiv Illegal commencement of criminal 

Investigations. 

48, The criminal investigations sought to Incarcerate Plaintiff Kaul, in order to prevent him from 

exposing the a-Imes of The Kaul cases Defendants, Including Defendants Horizon/Marino. 

49, In the perpetration of the fraudulent scheme, Defendants Horizon/Marino did 

knowingly conduct a "pattern of racketeering" (18 U.S.C. §§ 1961(1), 1961(5) and 

1962(c)), 

SO. In the perpetration of the fraudulent scheme, Defendants Horizon/Marino did 

knowlnglv commit mall fraud (§ 1341). 

s1; In the perpetration of the fraudulent scheme, Defendants Horizon/Marino did 

knowlnglv commit wire fraud (§ 1343). 

52. Defendants Horizon/Marino knowlnglv committed multiple state felonies In their 

commission of RICO predicate acts. 

53. Defendants Horizon/Marino knowingly conspired to commit multiple state felonies 

In their comml~slon of RICO predic;ate acts within the last ten (10} years. 

54. Defendants Horizon/Marino knowlnglv aided/abetted the commission of multiple 

state felonies (RICO predicate acts) In their commission of RICO predicate acts within 

the last ten (10) years. 

·ss. Defend.ants Horizon/Marino's knowlnglv Illegal commission of these multiple state 

felonies (RICO predicate acts) did constitute a upattern of racketeering". 
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5&, Defenda,nts Horizon/Marino, in their knowinl!IY Illegal commission of state felonies 

(RICO predicate acts) did know the lel!al Interpretation of the term "pattern of 

racketeering". 

57. Defendants Horizon/Marino did aide/abet In the commission of the "pattern of 

racketeering". 

58. Defendants Horizon/Marino, In their commission of the "pattern of racketeering" 

did know that the state felonies (RICO predicate acts) posed a threat of continued 

racketeering activity. 

59. Defendants Horizon/Marino, in their knowlnl!IY lllel!al commission of state felonies 

(RICO predicate acts) did know the legal Interpretation of the term 'racketeering 

activity'. 

&O, Defendants Horizon/Marino facilitated the 'racketeering activity' throul!h the use of 

state-corporate facliltles. 

&1, Defendants Horizon/Marino facilitated the 'racketeering activity' through the use of 

state-corporate services. 

&2. Defendants Horizon/Marino facilitated the 'racketeering activity' through the use of 

state-corporate distribution channels. 

&3. Defendants Horizon/Marino facilitated the 'racketeerlnl! activity' through the us!! of 

state-corporate employees associated with the "NJ•BCBS Alf Enterprlseu 

64, Defendants Horizon/Marino participated In the fraudulent scheme by 'hijacking' the 

interstate/foreign commerce functions of the US mall. 
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65. Defendants Horizon/Marino participated In the fraudulent scheme by 'hijacking' the 

Interstate/foreign commerce functions of the US telephonic system. 

66. Defendants Horizon/Marino participated In the fraudulent scheme by 'hijacking' the 

Interstate/foreign commerce functions of the US wires/Internet. 

67. The Defendants used thousands of interstate mall and wire communications In. 

furtherance of their fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform m lsrepresentatlons. 

68. The Defendants used thousands of Interstate mall and wire communications In 

furtherance of their fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform concealments. 

69. The Defendants used thousands of Interstate mall and wire communications In 

furtherance of their fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform material omissions. 

70. Defendants BCBS/Marino directed the use of thousands of Interstate mall and wire 

communications In furtherance ofthelr fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform 

misrepresentations. 

71. Defendants BCBS/Marlno directed the use of thousands of Interstate mail and wire 

communications In furtherance of their fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform 

concealments. 

72, Defendants BCBS/Marlno directed the use of thousands of Interstate mall and wire 

communications In furtherance of their fraudulent scheme through virtually uniform 

omissions. 

73. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 
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of his reputation by communicating to the m!lli that the Plaintiff was not guaUfled to 

perform minimally Invasive spine surgery (a materially false representation). 

74. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plalntlff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to the m!lli that the Plaintiff had committed 
' 

insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

75. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicatinB to the mm!!£ that the Plaintiff had committed 91.!!Js. 

fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be indicted. 

76. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff was .!!Q1 

qualified to perform mlnlmaHy Invasive spine surgery la materially false representation). 

77. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff had 

committed Insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

78, In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff had 

committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

79. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

18 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 12 of 288

of his reputation by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's professional coHeagues that the 

Plalntlffwas not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery la materially false 

representation). 

so. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's profess)onal colleagues that the 

Plaintiff had committed insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

81, In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his reputation by communicating to Pla)ntlff Kaul's professional colleagues'that the 

Plaintiff had committed bank fraud la knowing falsity) and would be indicted. 

82. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical Hcense by communicating to the m!ll!!& that the Plaintiff was not quaHfled 

to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery (a materially false representation). 

83. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical license by communicating to the~ that the Plaintiff had committed 

insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

84. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical Ucense by communicating to the ru!l1!!.c that the Plaintiff had committed 

bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 
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85. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 
. . 

of his medical license by communicating to PlalntiffKaui's patients that the Plaintiff was 

not aualffied to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery la materially false 

representation). 

86. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plalntlff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical license by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff had 

committed Insurance fraud la knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

87. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical license by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff had 

committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

88. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical license by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's professional colleagues that 

the Plaintiff was not qualified to perform minimally invasive spine surgery la materially 

false representation). 

89. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his medical license by communicating to Plaintiff Kayl's professional colleagues that 

the Plaintiff had committed Insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

90. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 
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of his medical license by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's professional coUeagues that 

the Plaintiff had committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be indicted. 

91. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare busjness by communicating to the IUl!ill£ that the Plaintiff was !!Q! 

aualifled to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery (a materially false representation). 

92. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plalntlff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to the ayJili£ that the Plaintiff had 

committed insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

93. In perpetrating t~e fraudulent scheme, Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff t<aul of the property rights 

of his healthcare busjness by communicating to the lll!Jili£ that the Plaintiff had 

committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

94. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plalntiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff 

was not gualjfled to perform minimally jnvaslve spjne surgery la materially false 

representation). 

95. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plaintiff Kaui's patients that the Plaintiff 

had committed insurance fraud la knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 
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96. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's patients that the Plaintiff 

had committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted, 

97. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marino devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plaintiff Kaul's professional colleagues 

that the Plaintiff was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery (a 

materially false representation), 

98. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plaintiff Kaui's professional colleagues 

that the Plaintiff had committed Insurance fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be 

Indicted. 

99. In perpetrating the fraudulent scheme. Defendants BCBC/Marlno devised and 

knowingly carried out a scheme purposed to defraud Plaintiff Kaul of the property rights 

of his healthcare business by communicating to Plaintiff Kaui's professional colleagues 

that the Plaintiff had committed bank fraud (a knowing falsity) and would be Indicted. 

100. Defendants BCBS/Marlno did, In the relevant period, with knowing illegality conspire to 

use the US mail to transmit knowingly fraudulent information to Plaintiff Kaul that he would be 

renumerated for the pre-certified provision of care to patients with health insurance provided 

by Defendant BCBS. 

101, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did, In the relevant period, and with knowing Illegality use the 

US mall to transmit knowingly fraudulent Information to Plaintiff Kaul that he would be 
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renumerated for the pre-certified provision of care to patients with health Insurance provided 

by Defendant BCBS. 

102. In rendering these representations, Defendants BCBS/Marlno knew the statements were 

materially false, consistent with. their schemes of theft of service and contractual derogation. 

103. In rendering these representations, Defendants BCBS/Marlno knew they had no intention 

of paying Plaintiff Kaui, consistent with their schemes of theft of service and contractual 

derogation. 

104, Defendants Marino/BCBS did, In the relevant period, with knowing illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent Information to agents of the executive arm of 

state government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health Insurance. fraud. 

105. Defendants Marino/BCBS did, in the relevant period; with knowing illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls ·and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent information to agents of the executjve arm of 

federal government that Plaintiff Kaui had committed health Insurance fraud. 

106. Defendants Marino/BCBS did, in the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent information to agents of the Investigative arm of 

state government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health insurance fraud. 

107. Defendants Marlno/BCBS did, in the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent Information to agents of the Investigative arm of 

federal government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health insurance fraud. 
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108. Defendants Marino/BCBS did, In the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent information to agents of the prosecutorlal arm 

of state government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health Insurance fraud. 

109, Defendants Marino/BCBS did, In the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to \lse the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent information to agents of the prosecutorial arm 

of federal government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health Insurance fraud. 

110. Defendants Marlno/BCBS did, In the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent Information to agents of the adjudicatiye arm of 

state government that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health insurance fraud. 

111. Defendants Marino/BCBS did, In the relevant period, with knowing Illegality 

conspire to use the US wires to transmit, during phone calls and other digital 

communications, knowingly fraudulent information to agents of the adjudicative arm of 

federal goyerilment that Plaintiff Kaul had committed health insurance fraud. 

112. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marino's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

license revoked, in order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

113. The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marino's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

license revoked in order to eliminate the competltjon he presented to their commercial 

agenda. 

114. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marino's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

reputation destroyed. In order to eradicate their debt-to Plaintiff Kaul. 
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115. The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

reputation destroyed In order to eliminate the competition he presented to their 

commercial agenda. 

116. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

economic standing destroyed In order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

117, The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

economic standing destroyed in order to eliminate the competition he presented to 

their commercial agenda. 

118. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul 

ostracized In order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

119. The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul's 

ostracized In order to eHmlnate the competition he presented to their commercial 

agenda. 

uo. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul 

indicted In order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

121, The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul 

indicted In order to eliminate the competition he presented to their commercial agenda. 

122. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul 

Incarcerated In order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 
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123. The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plalntlff Kaul 

Incarcerated In order to eliminate the competition he presented to their commercial 

agenda. 

U4. The purpose ofthe Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul 
' 

leave the United States In order to eradicate their debt to Plalntlff Kaul. 

125, The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul Jem 

the United States In order to eliminate the competition he presented to their 

commercial agenda. 

126. The purpose of the Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plalntlff Kaul 

be deported In order to eradicate their debt to Plaintiff Kaul. 

127. The purpose of Defendants BCBS/Marlno's scheme was to have Plaintiff Kaul M 

deported In order to eliminate the competltjon he presented to their commercial 

agenda. 

UB. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to perpetrate the scheme to bribe Defendant 

Christle, In order to have him order the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kayl's llcen51!, 

U9. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to bribe Defendant 

Christie, in order to have him order the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

130. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to perpetrate the scheme to bribe Defendant 

Christle, In order to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 
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131. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to bribe Defendant 

Christie, in order to have Plaintiff Kaul indicted. 

132. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us man to perpetrate the scheme to bribe 

Defendant Chrls~e, In order to have him order the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kaul's 

license. 

133. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors ~heir use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to bribe 

Defendant Christie, in order to have him order the medical board revoke Plaintfff Kaul's 

license. 

134. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

thjrd-party state actors their use of the US maH to perpetrate the scheme to bribe 

Defendant Christle, In order to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

135, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to bribe 

Defendant Christle, In order to have Plaint)ff Kaul Indicted. 

136. in the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mail to perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Pla)ntiff Kayl's Hcense as part of a quid pro quo 

scheme. 

137. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino _discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to perpetrate the scheme to use of public relations 
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!ian! to funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

138. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

139. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to perpetrate the scheme to use of public relatlons 
.' 

firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

140. ln the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul leave the United States as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

141. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to perpetrate the scheme to use public relations 

firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Pla)ntlff Kaul leave the United States as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

142. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us man to perpetrate the scheme to use of lilt 

.!!.aI!i to funnel bribes to Christie to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 
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143. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US mall to perpetrate the scheme to use of 

public relations firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Pla(ntlff Kaul's license 

as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 

144. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thlrd•party_state actors their use of the us mall to perpetrate the scheme to use of law 

flrms to funnel bribes to Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as part of 

. a quid pro quo scheme. 

14S. In the communlcatlpns of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us mall to perpetrate the scheme to use of 

public relations firms to funnel bribes to Christle to ha_ve Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 

destroyed as part of a qulc! pro quo scheme. 

146. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us maU to perpetrate the scheme to use of law 

flrms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul leave the United states as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

147. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state-actors their use of the us mall to perpetrate the scheme to use public 
. \ 

relations firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul leave the United States 

as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 

148. In the.communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license as part of a quid pro quo 

scheme. 
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149. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of public relations 

m to funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Plaintiff Kayl's license as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

150. In the' communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires td perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

' 151. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of public relations 

fi!n!! to funnel bribes to Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

152. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of law firms to 

funnel bribes to Christle to have plaintiff Kaul leave the United States as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 

153. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use public relations 

firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have plaintiff Kaul leave the United States as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

154 . .ln the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thi~d-party state actors their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of law 

firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license as part of a quid 

pro quo scheme. 
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155. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of 

public relations firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have revoked Plalntlff Kaul's license 

as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 

156. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of law 

firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation destroyed as pa rt of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

157. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of 

public relations firms to funnel bribes to Christle to have Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 

destroyed as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 

158. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to perpetrate the scheme to use of l!Yt 

flr!M to funnel bribes to Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul leaye the United States as part of 

a quid pro quo scheme. 

159. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to perpetrate the scheme to use ,PY!ill!; 

relations firms to funnel bribes to Christie to have Plaintiff Kaul leave the United States 

as part of a quid pro quo scheme. 

160. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

i!ach other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey~ politicians details 

. of the Illegal scheme to have re yoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 
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161. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey ml! polltlclans 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plafntiff Kaul's license. 

162. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US majl to exchange with New Jersey mm polltlclans details 

of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

163. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey g& polltlclans 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul indicted. 

164. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 
I . 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey mm politicians details 

of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

165. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey mm politicians 

de~lls of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

166. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey federal politicians 

deta_lls of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

167. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wJres to exchange with New Jersey federal politicians 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 
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168. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersey federal politicians 

details of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul indicted. 

169. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal polltlclans 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

170, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersev federal oolltlclans 

details of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul incarcerated. 

171, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal politicians 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

172. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US man to exchange with New Jersey state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

173. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

174, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to exchange with New Jersev state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 
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175. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their ·use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have PlaJntlff Kaul Indicted. 

176. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersev state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

177. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchan~e with New Jersey state prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

178, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersev federal prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

179, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

180. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 
' 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersev federal prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Jndlcted. 

181. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal prosecutors 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 
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182. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey federal prosecutors 

details of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

183. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal prosecutors 

details of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul incarceraied. 

184. ln the communications of the scheme,.Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersey state Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

185. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey state Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

186. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey state jnvestigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

187. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey state jnvestlgators 

details of the illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul indicted. 

188. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey state Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 
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189, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey state Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

190, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked PlalntlffKaul's license. 

191, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have revoked Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

192, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mail to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted, 

193. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BC BS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted. 

194. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

195. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to exchange with New Jersey federal Investigators 

details of the Illegal scheme to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 
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19&. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to file knowlnglv fals~ complaints against Plaintiff 

Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

197, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to file knowlnglv false complaints against Plaintiff 

Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

19B, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to file knowlnglv false 'complaints against Plaintiff . 

Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plalntiff_Kaul's license. 

199, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to file knowlnglv false complaints against Plaintiff 

Kaul with the medical board to have the medical boar~ reyoke Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

200. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us mail to file knowlnglv false complaints 

against Plaintiff Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff 

Kaul's license. 

201, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to file knowlnglv false complaints 

against Plaintiff Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaint]ff 

Kaul' s license. 

202, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US mail to file knowlnglv false complaints 
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against Plaintiff Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff 

Kaul's license. 

203. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed ~ 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to file knowingly false complaints 

against Plaintiff Kaul with the medical board to have the medical board revoke Plaintiff 

Kaul's license. 

204. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to send patients letters encouraging them to file 

frivolous lawsuits against Plalntlff Kaul 

205. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to send patients letters encouraging them to file 

frivolous lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul 

206. ln the communications of the scheme, Defendants BC BS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to send patients letters encouraging them to file 

frivolous lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul 

207, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to send patients letters encouraging them to file 

frivolous lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul 

zos. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us mall to send patients letters encouraging 

them to file frivolous lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul 
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209. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marfno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to send patients letters encouraslng 

them to file frivolous lawsuits against Plalntlff Kaul 
' 

209. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

th)rd-partystate actors their use of the US mall to send patients letters encouraging 

them to file frivolous lawsuits asalnst Plaintiff Kaul 

210. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed~ 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to send patients letters encouraging 

them to file frivolous lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul 

211, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to communicate false Information to patients, that 

he was not qualified to perform mlnlmally lnva~lve spine surgery. 

212. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BC BS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to communicate false Information to patients, that 

he was not qualllled to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

213, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to communicate false Information to patients, that 

he was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

214, In the.communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to communicate false Information to patients, that 

he was not qualified to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 
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215. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us maH to communicate false information to 

patients, that he was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

216. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us .wrres to communicate false information to 

patients, that he was not qualified to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

217. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US mail to communicate false Information to 

patients, that he was not qualified to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

218, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed~ 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to communicate false Information to 

patients, that he was not qualified to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

219, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants.BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US maH to send false Information to personal Injury lawyers 

that Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, had committed 

Insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and that the legal 

cases had no monetary value. 

220, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to send false Information to personal Injury lawyers 

that Kaul was not qualified to perform mlnlmally invasive spine surgery, had committed 

Insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and that the legal 
r. 

cases had no monetary value. 
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221. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mail to send false Information to personal Injury lawyers 

that Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, had committed 

Insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and that the legal 

cases had no monetary value. 

222. In the co_mmunlcatlons of the sch~me, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to send false Information to personal Injury lawyers 

that Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, had committed 

Insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and that the legal 

cases had no monetary value. 

223. In the ~mmunlcatlons of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thlrd-party state actors their use of the us mall to send false Information to personal 

Injury lawyers that Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, 

had committed Insurance fraud, that his accoun~ receivable could not be collected and 

that the legal cases had no monetary value. 

224. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wlres to send false Information to personal 

Injury lawyers that Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, 

had committed Insurance fraud, that his accounts recelvable could not be collected and 

that the legal cases had no monetary value. 

225. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thlrd-party state actors their use of the US mall to send false Information to personal 

Injury lawyers that Kaul was not qu_alified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, 

had committed Insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and 

thatthe legal cases had no monetary value. 
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22&. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to send false Information to personal 

Injury lawyers that Kaul was not qualified to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery, 

had committed insurance fraud, that his accounts receivable could not be collected and 

that the legal cases had no monetary value. 

227. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall ti> send false Information to New Jersey polltlclans, 

encouraging them, with the promise of political campaign 'donations' to coerce the 

medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him Indicted, 

228. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to send false information to New Jersey politlclans, 

encouraslng them, with the promise of polltlcal campaign 'donations' to coerce the 

medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him Indicted. 

229. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to send false Information to New Jersey polltlclans, 

encouraging them, with the promise of political campaign 'donations' to coerce the 

medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him Indicted. 

230. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to send false Information to _New Jersey polltlclans, 

encouraging them, with the promise of political campaign 'donations' to coerce the 

medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him indicted. 

231. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use. of the Us mall to send false Information to New Jersey 

politlclans, encouraging them, with the promise of political campaign 'donations' to 
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coerce the medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him 

Indicted. 

232. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants &CBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to send false Information to New Jersey 

politicians, encouraslng them, with the promise of political campalsn 'donations' to 

coerce the medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaurs license revoked and have him 

Indicted. 

233. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us mall to send false Information to New Jersey 

politicians; encourasins them, with the promise of political campalsn 'donations' to 

coerce the medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him 

Indicted. 

234, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to send false Information to New Jersey 

politicians, encouraging them, with the promise of political campaisn 'donations' to 

coerce the medical board/state prosecutors to have Kaul's license revoked and have him 

Indicted. 

235. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to transmit letters, emails and other materials 

indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been Instructed to 

Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any litlsatlon, In any form, be It 

financial and or professional. 

236. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants &CBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to transmit letters, emails and other materials 
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Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been Instructed to 

Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In.any lltlgatlon, In any form, be it 

flnanclal and or professional. 

237, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to transmit letters,-emails and other materials 

Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been Instructed to 

Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any litigation, in any form, be it 

financial and or professional, 

238. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to transmit letters, emails and other materials 

Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been Instructed to 

Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any lltigatlon, In any form, be It 

financial and or professional. 

239. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

thjrd-party state actors their use of the us mail to transmit letters, emails and other 

materials Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been 

Instructed to Inform t,heir colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any litigation, In any 

form, be It financial and or professional. 

240. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to transmit letters, emails and other 

materials Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been 

Instructed to Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul in any litigation, In any 

form, be it financial and or professional. 
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241. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thJrd-party state actors their use of the US mall to transmit letters, emails and other 

materials Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been 

Instructed to Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any litigation, In any 

form, be It financial and or profess Iona I. 

242. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed l!i!lth_ 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to transmit letters, emails and other 

materials Indicating that the Defendants co-conspirator lawyers/physicians had been 

Instructed to Inform their colleague not to support Plaintiff Kaul In any litigation, In any 

form, be It financial and or professional. 

243. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul, 

244, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or electronlc 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

245. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

246. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or electron!c 
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communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

247. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Martno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US mall to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

248. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

249. ln the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Martno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US majl to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

250, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed wJth 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

251, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCSS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 
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252. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

253. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US maU to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic. 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

254. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or electronic 

communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the revocation 

and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

255. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thlrd•party state actors their use ofthe US mail to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and Indictment investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

256. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

257. In the communlcatlons of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us maH to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the knowingly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and Indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 
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258, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed ?£!1h 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to disseminate written, telephone, or 

electronic communications regarding the kn_owlngly fraudulent events surrounding the 

revocation and indictment Investigations, In order to ostracize Plaintiff Kaul. 

259, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to collect the Increased revenues that flowed from 

the Illegal elimination of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

260. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to collect the Increased revenues that flowed from 

the Illegal elimination of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine, 

261, In the communications of the sch.eme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to collect the Increased revenues that flowed from 

the Illegal elimination of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

262, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wires to collect the Increased revenues that flowed from 

the Illegal elimlnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

263. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US maU to collect the Increased revenues that 

flowed from the Illegal elimination of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

264, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us wires to collect the increased revenues that 

flowed from the Illegal elimination of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 
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265. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BC BS/Marino discussed with 

thJrd-party state actors their use of the US mall to collect the Increased revenues that 

flowed from the Illegal elimlnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

266. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

thtrd-party state actors their use of the US w)res to collect the Increased revenues that 

flowed,from the Illegal ell~lnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul from the practice of medicine. 

267. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mail to transmit Information In furtherance of their 

scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering enterprise. 

268, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to transmit Information In furtherance of their 

scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering enterprise. 

269. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use ofthe us maU to transmit Information In furtherance of their 

scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering enterprise. 

270. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us wJres to transmit Information In furtherance of their 

scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering enterprise. 

271. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BC BS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us mall to transmit Information In furtherance 

of their scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering 

enterprise. 
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272. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to transmit Information In furtherance 

of their scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering 

enterprise. 

273, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

. third-party state actors their use of the US mail to transmit information in furtherance 

of their scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court Into a racketeering 

enterprise. 

274, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wjres to transmit information in furtherance 

of their scheme of converting the United States Bankruptcy Court into a racketeering 

enterprise. 

275. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to transmit false Information that Plaintiff Kaul had 

committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform mlnlmally invasive spine 

surgery. 

276. In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to transmit false Information that Plaintiff Kaul had 

committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine 

surgery. 

277, In the comm~nlcatlons of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us maH to transmit false Information that Plaintiff Kaul had 

committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine 

surgery. 
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278. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US wires to transmit false Information that Plaintiff Kaul had 

committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not quallfled to perform minim ally Invasive spine 

surgery. 

279. In the communications of the scheme/Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US man to transmit false Information that 

Plaintiff Kaul had committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform 

minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

280. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to transmit false Information that 

Plaintiff Kaul had committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform 

mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

281. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the US maH to transmit false Information that 

Plaintiff Kaul had committed insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform 

mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

282. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed~ 

third-party state actors their use of the US wires to transmit false Information that 

Plalntlff Kaul had committed Insurance/bank fraud, was not qualified to perform 

mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

283. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to discuss their acts of obstruction of Justice and 

evidence tampering ('The Solomon Critique'+ 'The Solomon Crltlque 2'1 In Plaintiff 

Kaul's licensing proceedings. 
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284, In the communications ofthe scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the us mall to discuss their acts of obstruction of Justice and 

evidence tampering ('The Solomon CrltJque' + 'The Solomon Critique 2'l in Plaintiff 

Kaui's licensing proceedings. 

285. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marino discussed with 

each other their use of the US mall to discuss their acts of obstruction of Justice and 

evidence tampering !'The Solomon critique' + 'The Solomon CrJtlque 2') In Plaintiff 

Kaul's licensing proceedings, 

286, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

each other their use of the us mail to discuss their acts of obstruction of Justice and 

evidence tampering ('The Solomon Critique' + 1he Solomon Critique 2'l In Plaintiff 

Kaul's licensing proceedings. 

287, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us maU to discuss their acts of obstruction of 

Justice and evidence tampering ('The Solomo~ Critique' + 'The Solomon Critique 2'l In 

Plaintiff Kaul's licensing proceedings. 

288, In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us man to discuss their acts of obstruction of 

Justice and evidence tampering (1he Solomon Critique'+ 'The Solomon Critique 2'l In 

Plaintiff Kaul's licensing proceedings. 

289, In the communications of the scheme,-Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed with 

third-party state actors their use of the us maH to discuss their acts of obstruction of 

Justice and evidence tampering ('The Solomon Critique'+ 'T)le Solomon Critique 2'l In 

Plaintiff Kaul's licensing proceedings, 
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29D. In the communications of the scheme, Defendants BCBS/Marlno discussed~ 

third-party state actors their use of the US mail to discuss their acts of obstructlon of 

Justice and evidence tampering ('The Solomon Critique' + 'The Solomon Critique 2'1 In 

Plaintiff Kaul's llcenslng proceedings. 

291, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BC BS/Marino did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to the mm!!£ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to destroy 

Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 1dobally. 

292. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to the public In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to destroy 

PlalntlffKaul's livelihood globally. 

293. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wJres. Information pertaining to 

the illegal revocation to the mm!!£ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to destroy 

Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing 11lobally. 

294, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the illegal revocatJon to the Jll!Jill£ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to destroy 

Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain a medical license anywhere In the world. 

295. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to the .lll!!ill£ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to destroy 

Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain any form of employment. 
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296. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to domestic healthcare regulators In furtherance of their scheme 

to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul'~ reputation globally. 

297, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

. Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marino did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their scheme 

to attempt to destroy Plalntlff Kaul's livelihood globally. 

298. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul. Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

the Illegal revocation to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their scheme 

to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing 11lobally. 

299. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marino did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

the illegal revocation to domestic health care regulators in furtherance of their scheme 

to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain a medical license anywhere in the 

world. 

300. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

the Ulega1 revocation to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their scheme 

to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain any form of employment. 

301. in furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

54 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 48 of 288

the nlegal revocation to international healthcare regulators In funherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation globally. 

302, In funherlng their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause onl!Olng Injury to Plalntlff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires, Information pertaining to 

the Ulegal revocation to International healthcare regulators In funherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood globally. 

303, In funherlng their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wjres. Information penalning to 

the IHegal revocation to International healthcare regulators In funherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing globally. 

304, In funherlng their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marino did transmit over the us wires. Information penalnlng to 

the Illegal revocation to inte matlonal healthcare regulators in funherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to obtain a medical license 

anywhere in the world. 

305, In funherlng their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plalntlff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires, Information pertaining to 

the Ulegal revocation to International healthcare regulators In funherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plalntlff Kaul's ablllty to obtain any form of employment. 

306, In funherlng their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires, Information penalnlng to 

the jndlctment Investigations to the mmlli; In funherance of their scheme to attempt to 

destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation globally. 
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307. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plalntlff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the indictment Investigations to the wm!l£ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to 
\ 

destroy Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood ~lobally. 

308. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the i.Js wires. Information pertaining to 

the indictment Investigations to the public ln furtherance of their scheme to attempt to 

destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing 1doba.lly. 

309. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plalntlff, 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires, Information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to the 1ll!!illc In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to 

destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to obtain a medical license anywhere In the world. 

310, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wfres. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment investigations to the ~ In furtherance of their scheme to attempt to 

destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to obtain any form of employment. 

311, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the t Indictment investigations to domestic healthcare regulators In furtherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation globally. 

312. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's IJyelihood l!lobally. 
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313. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing 11lobally. 

314. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment investigations to domestic health care regulators In furtherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain a medical license 

anywhere In the world. 

315. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to domestJc health care regulators In furtherance of their 

scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain any form of emplqyment. 

316. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to Jntematlonal healthcare regulators In furtherance of 

their scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 11lobally. 

317. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the US wires, information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to International healthcare regulators In furtherance of 

their scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's llvellhood globally. 

318. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marlno did transmit over the us wires, Information pertaining to 
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the indictment Investigations to lntematlonal healthcare regulators In furtherance of 

their scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing 1Jlobally. 

319. In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marino did transmit over the US wires. information pertaining to 

the Indictment Investigations to International healthcare regulators in furtherance of 

their scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to o~taln a medical license 

anywhere In the world. 

320, In furthering their fraudulent scheme/seeking to cause ongoing Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul, Defendants BCBS/Marino did transmit over the US wires. Information pertaining to 

the indictment Investigations to International healthcare regulators In furtherance of 

their scheme to attempt to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to obtain any form of 

employment. 

321, In a period commencing In at least, if not before 2005/2006, the Defendants did conspire 

to perpetrate a scheme of ongoing per se antitrust violations, 

322, In a period commencing In at least, If not before 2005/2006, the Defendants did commit a 

scheme of per se antitrust violations, the effects of which are ongoing. 

323, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marino, In conjunction with other members of the Blue Cross 

Blue Shield Association, did perpetrate their scheme In furtherance their Illegal monopoly of 

the finite financial 'pool' of the American health Insurance Industry. 

324. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno procured this Illegal per se monopoly through grand 

schemes of corruption of the executive/leglslatlve/Judlclal branches of both state and federal 

government. 
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325. The Defendants have directed their monopoly power towards the engineering of Illegal 

anticompetitive schemes to eliminate physician competitors, such as Plain.tiff Kaul. 

326. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marino have perpetrated these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through state courts In collusion/conspiracy wltl) the lnvestJgatjye arm of BOVernment that 

continues to cause the flllnB of false Indictments against Innocent principally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Qefendant Horizon BCBS owes money. . . 

327. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through state courts In collusion/conspiracy with the prosecutorjal arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false Indictments aBalnst Innocent principally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBSowes money. 

328. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through state courts In colluslon/consplracy with the prosecutorlal arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false convictions against Innocent prlnclpally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

329. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through state courts In colluslon/consplracy· with the adludlcatjve arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false convictions against Innocent prlnclpally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

330. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through state courts In collusion/conspiracy with the ad)udlcatlve arm of government that 

continues to cause the flllnB of false Incarcerations against Innocent principally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 
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331. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through federal courts In colluslon/consplracy with the lnyestlgatlve arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false Indictments against Innocent prlnclpally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

332. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have-perpetrated these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through federal courts In colluslon/consplracy with the prosecutorlal arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false lndl.ctments against Innocent prlnclpally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

333. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrate~ these Illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through federal courts In colluslon/consplracy with the prosecutorJal arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false conylctlons against Innocent principally ethnic minority 

P.hyslclans to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

334, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through federal courts In collusion/conspiracy with the ad1udlcatlve arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false convictions against Innocent principally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

335. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno have perpetrated these illegal anticompetitive schemes 

through federal courts in colluslon/consplracy with the adjudicative arm of government that 

continues to cause the filing of false Incarcerations against Innocent principally ethnic minority 

physicians to whom Defendant Horizon BCBS owes money. 

336. Defendants Horizon aces/Marino's illegal anticompetitive elimination schemes. the 

principal targets of which are ethnic minority physicians, are purposed to reduce the 

competlt)ve threat posed to the market by these physicians. 
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337. Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno's false/Illegal constriction of the market has caused a 
I 

drastic nationwide physician shortage. 

338. The artificial physician shortage has artlflclaiiy reduced competition. 

339. The artlflclaily/lllegaily caused reduction In competition has caused the public a market 

Injury, In that the price of healthcare has arbitrarily risen. 

340. The artlflclally/Ulegally caused reduction In competition has caused the public a market 

Injury, In that the supply of health care has been reduced. 

341. The artiflclaily/lllegaliy caused reduction In supply of healthcare has caused the public a 

market Injury, In that the price of healthcare has arbitrarily risen. 

342. In February 2005, Plaintiff Kaul revolutionized the field of minimally Invasive spine 

surgery, by Inventing and successfully performing the first outpatient minimally Invasive 

spinal fusion In a same-day surgical center. 

343. This event proved that such a surgery could be safely and effectively conducted In 

an outpatient surgical center by a no~rthopedlc/neurosurglcal physician with training 

In lnterventlonal pain/minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

344, This event presented a market threat to hospitals. 

345. This event presented a market threat to Insurance companies 

346, This event presented a market threat to the orthopedlc-neurosurglcal community, 
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347. The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive service based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

Introduction of sham anti-competitive leglslatjon. 

348. The Insurance companies, including Defendants Horizon BCBS reacted not by 

attempting to deliver a competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed 

their efforts toward corrupting the polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their 

competition eliminated through the Introduction of sham antl-compatltlve leglslatlon. 

349, The orthgpedlc-neurosurg)cal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 

corrupting the polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition 

eliminated through the Introduction of sham anti-competitive legislation. 

350. The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive service based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

polltlcal/)udlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of sham anU-competltjyelawsults. 

351, The Insurance companies. Including Defendants Horizon BCBS reacted not by 

attempting to deliver a competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed 

their efforts toward corrupting the polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their 

competition eliminated through the filing/aiding and abetting of filing/aiding and 

abetting of filing of sham anti-competitive lawsuits. 

352, The orthopedlc-neurosurglcal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 
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corrupting the polltlcal/Judldal/legislatlve processes to have their competition 

eliminated through the filing/aiding and abetting of filing of sham anti-competitive 

lawsuits, 

353. The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive seNlce based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

politlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of sham anti-competitive administrative complaints that restricted hospital 

privileges. 

354. The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive seNlce based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

politlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of sham anti-competitive administrative complaints that caused license 

revocations. 

355. The Insurance companies. Including Defendants Horizon BCBS reacted not by 

attempting to deliver a competitive seNlce based on price/quality, but Instead directed 

their efforts toward corrupting the politlcal/Judlclal/legislatlve processes to have their 

competition eliminated through the filing/aiding and abetting of filing/aiding of mmn 
antl-competltjve adm lnistratlve complalnts that caused license revocations. 

356. The insurance companies. Including Defendants Horizon BCBS reacted not by 

attempting to deliver a competitive seNlce based on price/quality, but Instead directed 

their efforts toward corrupting the polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their 

competition eliminated through the filing/aiding and abetting of filing of sham anti

competitive admfnlstratlve complaints that caused restricted hospital prlylleaes. 
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357. The orthopedlc-neurosurglcal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 

corrupting the polltlcal/judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition 

ellmlnated through the filing/aiding and abetting of filing of sham anti-competitive 

lawsuits that caused license revocations. 

358. The orthopedlc-neurosurglcal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 

corrupting the polltical/Judiclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition 

eliminated through the filing/aiding and abetting of flllng of sham antj-competjtjve • 

lawsuits that caused restricted hospital prJylleges. 

359. The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive service based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

polltical/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of complaints with state prosecutors that caused the false Incarceration of their 

market competitors. 

360, The hospitals reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive service based on 

price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of complaints with federal prosecutors that caused the false Incarceration of their 

market competitors. 

361. The Insurance companies reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive 

service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

polltlcal/Judlclal/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of complaints with state prosecutors that caused the false Incarceration of their 
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market competitors, 

362. The Jnsurance companies reacted not by attempting to deliver a competitive 

service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward corrupting the 

politlcal/Judicial/leglslatlve processes to have their competition eliminated through the 

filing of complaints with federal prosecutors that caused the false incarceration of their 

market competitors. 

363. The orthopedlc-neurgsurelcal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 

corrupting the polltlcal/judicial/legislatlve processes to have their competition 

eliminated through the filing of complaints with state prosecutors that caused the false 

jncarceration of their market competitors. 

364. The orthoped)c-neurosurglcal community reacted not by attempting to deliver a 

competitive service based on price/quality, but Instead directed their efforts toward 

corrupting the polltlcal/judlcial/leglslatlve processes to have their competition 

eliminated through the filing of complaints with federal prosecutors that caused the 

false Incarceration of their market competitors. 

365. Plaintiff Kaul was the principal and primary target In this grand anticompetitive 

scheme, a scheme In which the Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno were principal 

perpetrators. 

366. This grand anticompetitive scheme was orchestrated by The Kaul Cases Defendant 

Christle, In collusion and conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants. 
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367. Consequence to the Increase in competition In the minim ally Invasive spine surgery 

market, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno, In collusion and conspiracy with The Kaul 

~ Defendants, did, in _2011, illegally manipulate the AMA CPT coding system to 

downgrade the relative value units for endoscopic dlscectomy. 

368. The corruptly procured downgrading scheme Injured the commercial potential of 

Plaintiff Kaul's rapidly expanding outpatient minimally Invasive spine surgery practice, 

369. The downgrading scheme, in which the Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno played a 

central role, was concocted by a group of neurosurgeons, that Included the then 2011 

President of the North American Spine Society, Gregory Przybylski. 

370. These Individuals, because of their Influential positions within their professional 

societies, had the codes' RVUs reduced with the understanding that the majority of 

minimally Invasive spine surgeons, from lnterventlonal pain backgrounds, would be 

unable to perform open micro-discectomies. 

371. The neurosurgeons effectuated the change without publicizing It for comment, thus 

denying Plaintiff Kaul and other minimally Invasive spine surgeons the opportunity to 

object. 

372. The Kaul Cases Defendant, Gregory Przybylski, was the state's principal 'expert' 

witness against Plaintiff Kaul In the revocation proceedings. 

373. )n April 2018. The Kaul Cases Defendant, Gregory Przybylski, was found guilty by 

the American Association of Neurological Surgeons for having committed perjury while 

an 'expert' In a civil case against another neurosurgeon. 
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374. The downgrading scheme reduced the reimbursement rate for endoscopic 

dlscectomles. 

375. The reduced reimbursement caused a larger percentage of the Insurance health 

fund to be diverted to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno's profits. 

376, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno did not share the Increased profits with their 

clients by reducing premiums. 

377. In fact, despite the Increased profits, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno Increased 

annual premiums despite Internal actuarial calculations that substantiated a decrease. 

378. The downgrading scheme caused sustained/substantial losses and damage to 

Plaintiff Kaul personally consequent to reduced reimbursement associated with 

outpatient mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

379. The downgrading scheme caused sustained/substantial losses and damage to 

Plaintiff Kaul's business consequent to reduced reimbursement associated with 

outpatient minim ally Invasive spine surgery. 

380. The downgrading scheme caused sustained/substantial losses and damage to 

Plaintiff Kaul's property, consequent to reduced reimbursement associated with 

outpatient minim ally Invasive spine surgery. 

381, Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno did, through the bribing of polltlclans/leglslators, 

effectuate lllegltlmate legislative change the sole purpose of whlch was to ·arbitrarily 

Increase their profit at the expense/exploitation of the public and medical profession. 

67 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 61 of 288

382. The Illegitimate leglslatlve/regulatory i:hange ~Id not serve the public Interest In 

that It did not Improve patient outcomes. 

383. The lllegltlmate legislative/regulatory change did not serve the public Interest In 

that It did not Improve patient safety. 

384. The Illegitimate leglslatlve/regulatory change did not serve the publlc Interest In 

that It did not reduce patient annual premiums. 

385. The Illegitimate legislative/regulatory change did not serve the public Interest as 

Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno continued to increase annual patient premiums. 

386. The Illegitimate leglslatlve/regulatory change harmed Plaintiff Kaul's minimally 

Invasive spine surgery practice. 

387. The harm Included a downgrading In the Relative Value Unit associated with the 

CPT code for endoscopic dlscectomy. 

388. The harm Included a veto of a bill In 2011 by Defendant Christle, that was designed 

to permit state llcensure of one-room surgical centers. 

389. The harm Included Illegitimate refusal of Defendant Horizon BCBS to reimburse 

surgical centers for minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

390. These harms artlflclally/arbltrarlly reduced the avallablllty to the public of 

outpatient minimally Invasive spine surgery. 
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391, The reduction In the availabillty to the public of outpatient minimally Invasive spine 

surgery contributed to the opiate epidemic, due to opiates belnl! the only available 

option for pain treatment. 

392. The false Indictments caused an Illegal monopolistic effect on the healthcare 

premium-based fund element of the minimally Invasive spine surl!ery market. 

39~. The monopolistic effect of the false Indictments caused an Illegal diversion of 

' 
monopolistic profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno 

394. The Illegal diversion of false Indictments related monopolistic profits to Defendants 

Horizon BCBS/Marlno caused/continues to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul/healthcare 

premium paying public. 

395. The false convictions caused an Illegal monopolistic effect on the healthcare 

premium-based fund element of the mlnlmaliy Invasive spine surgery market. 

396, The monopolistlc effect of the false conylctions caused an Illegal diversion of 

monopolistic profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno 

397. The Illegal diversion of false convictions related monopolistic profits to Defendants 

Horizon BCBS/Marlno caused/continues to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul/healthcare 

premium paying public. 

398. The false Incarcerations caused an Illegal monopolistic effect on the healthcare 

premium-based fund element of the minimally Invasive spine surgery market. 

The monopolistic effect of the false Incarcerations caused an Illegal diversion of 
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. f!IOnopollstlc profits to Defendants Horizon· BCBS/Marlno 

399. The Illegal diversion of false Incarcerations related monopollstlc profits to 

Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno caused/continues to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul/healthcare premium paying public. 

400. The sham anti-competitive legislation caused an Illegal monopollstlc effect on the 

healthcare premium-based fund element of the mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery 

market 

401. The monopollstlc effect of the sham antJ:competltive legislation caused an illegal 

diversion of monopolistic profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno 

402. The Illegal diversion of sham anti-competltJve leglslatlon related monopolistic 

profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno caused/continues to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul/healthcare premium paying public. 

403, The sham anti-competitive lawsuits caused an Illegal monopolistic effect on the 

healthcare premium-based fund element of the mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery 

market 

404, The monopolistic effect of the sham antl-competltJye lawsuits· caused an Illegal 

diversion of monopollstlc profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marino 

405. The Illegal diversion of sham anti-competitive lawsuits related monopolistic profits 

to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno caused/continues to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul/healthcare premium paying public. 

70 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 64 of 288

406. The sham antJ-competJtJve admJnlstratJye complaints caused an illegal monopolistic effect 

on the healthcare premium-based fund element of the mlnlmally Invasive spine suraery market. 

407. The monopolistic effect of the sham anti-competitive administrative complaints 

caused an Illegal diversion of monopolistic profits to Defendants Horizon BCBS/Marlno 

408. The illegal diversion of sham anti-competitive administrative complaints related 

monopolistic profits to Defendants Horizon· &CBS/Marino caused/continues to cause 

Injury to Plaintiff Kaul/healthcare premium payina public. 

409. The Hle11ltlmate legislative/regulatory change caused an Illegal monopolistic effect on the 

healthcare premium-based fund element of the mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery market. 

410. The monopollstlc effect of the Hleglt)mate le@lslatlveJregulatpry change caused an Illegal 

diversion of monopol15!:lc profits to Defendants Horizon &CBS/Marino 

411. The illeaal diversion ofthe Hlegltlmate legislative/regulatory change related monopolistic 

profits to Defendants Horizon &CBS/Marino caused/continues to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul/healthcare premium paying publlc. 

412. The Defendants lllegltlmate scheme of non-reimbursement to Plaintiff Kaul/his 

surgical center for mlnlmally Invasive spine· surgery, caused him to file suit against the 

Defendant Horizon BCBS. 

413. Defendant BCBS retaliated by scheming with The Kaui cases Defendant Christle/NJ 

state agencies to have Plaintiff Kaul's license rev~ked, a knowingly Illegal act that ls 

ongoing. 
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414. Defendant BCBS retaliated by scheming v-,lth the NJ US Attorney/FBI to attempt to 

have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted/Incarcerated, as they had/have done with many other ethnic 

minority physicians. 

415. Defendant Horizon BCBS's Illegal anticompetitive conduct caused It to procure 

monopoly power. 

416. Defendant Horizon BCBS's Illegally procured power enabled It to charge consumers 

prices In excess of what It would otherwise would have been able to charge, absent Its 

unlawfl!I anticompetitive conduct. 

417. Defendant Horizon BCBS's excessive prices were not due to the provision of a 

superior service but due only to Its Illegally procured monopolistic market power. 

418. Defendant Horizon BCBS, In Its annual application to the state to Increase the cost 

of healthcare premiums, argued with fraudulent Intent and In a knowingly fraudulent 

manner that the price charged for minimally Invasive spine surgery had Increased. 

419, Defendant Horizon BCBS omitted with fraudulent Intent, the fact that although the 

Individual price had Increased, the overall volume of surgery had decreased. 

420, Defendant Horizon BCBS omitted with fraudulent Intent, the fact that their overall 

cost for mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery had decreased. 

421. Defendant Horizon BCBS omitted with fraudulent Intent, the fact that reason for 

the Increase In Individual price was the Illegal anticompetitive exclusion from the 

minimally Invasive spine surgery market of outpatient surgery centers and non• 
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neurosurglcal/orthopedlc physicians. 

422. Defendant Horizon BCBS omitted with fraudulent Intent that the Illegal 

anticompetitive exduslon from the minimally Invasive spine surgery market of 

outpatient surgery centers and non-neurosurglcaVorthopedlc physicians permitted 

hospitals/neurosurgeon-orthopedic surgeons to arbitrarily Increase the billed amounts. 

423. Defendant Horizon BCBS used with fraudulent Intent the average billed amount as 

if It were the paid amount to substantiate their fraudulent request to Increase the 

public's annual premiums. 

424, Thus, In submitting that the average paid amount had Increased, Defendant 

Horizon BCBS was, in collusion/conspiracy with the state, permitted to raise, albeit 

Illegally, the cost of premiums, while having substantially reduced avallablllty to the 

public of minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

425. The end-result Is that the public-pays more for less, while the Defendants 

corporate/executive profits continue to rise. 

426. Plaintiff Kaul's Invention and 2005 successful performance of an outpatient 

percutaneous spinal fusion opened up the minimally invasive spine surgery market to 

outpatient surgery centers and non-neurosurglcal/orthopedlc physicians. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD; 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

v. 

CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED EDUCATION FOR l;'HYSICIANS; 
JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON; 
FEDERATION STATE MEDI~ BOARDS; 
ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY; 
CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISllE; ROBERT FRANCIS HEARY 
DANIELSTOIZ;JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

CIVIL ACTION: NO.: 23-CV-00672 
(M-KS) 

FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS AS TO DEFENDANT 
CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE 

RESPONSES DUE MAY 22, 2024 

Respectfully Submitted 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

APRIL 22, 2024 
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RELEVANT REFERENCES TO THE KAUL CASES 

Kl- KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (FEBRUARY 22, 2016, TO NOVEMBER 16, 

2021-U.S.D.C.-D.N.J,) 

K2 • KAUL v CHRISTIE: 18-CV--08086 (APRIL 9, 2018, TO JULY 1,·2021-u.s.D.C.

D.NJ.) 

KS· KAUL V FEDERATION: 19-CV-3050 (OCTOBER 1, 2019, TO JULY 7, 2021-

U.S,D.C.-D.D.C,) 

Kll-2 • KAUL v BOSTON PARTNERS: 21-CV-10~26 (FEBRUARY 24, 2021, TO JULY 

30, 2021-U.S.D.C.-DISTRICT MASSACHUSETTS) 

Kll-4- KAUL v MURPHY: 21-CV-00439 (MARCH 30, 2021, TO JULY 13, 2021· 

U.S.D.C.-DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT+ DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY) 

K11•7 • KAUUBASCH v ICE: 21-CV-06992 (AUGUST 19, 2021, TO SEPTEMBER 12, 

2022-SOUTI-IERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK) 

Kll-10 • KAUI/BASCH v ICE: 23-CV-2016 (MARCH 9, 2023, TO MAY 16, 2023-

SOUTI-IERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK) 

K11·14 • KAUL v GEICO: 23-CV-22325 (JUNE 22, 2023, TO AUGUST 23, 2023-

SOUTI-IERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-15 - KAUL v CHRISTIE: 23-CV-22582 (JUNE 27, 2023, TO FEBRUARY 16, 2024-

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY AND SOUTI-IERN DiSTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-17 • KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 (DECEMBER 12, 2023, TO PRESENT-EASTERN 

DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA) 

2 
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Context To Schemes/Violations/Felonies 

1.1 admit that the facts substantiating the proof of Kll-17, the factual foundation of K11-17. 

extend from 2005, the year In which Plaintiff Kaul Invented and first successfully performed a 

percutaneous spinal fusion, to the present, 2024. 

2.1 admit that I became directly/proximately involved in the.generation of the factual 

foundation of K11-17 In or around 2005/7, when I commenced the procurement of monies 

from hospital corporations/Insurance corporations/neurosurglcal societies/neurosurgeons for 

my 2009 New Jersey gubernatorial campaign, 

3, I admit that I first came to know of Plaintiff Kaul and of his pioneering percutaneous spinal 

fusion procedure in or around 2006/7. 

4. I admit that In coming to know about Plaintiff Kaul and his work, I engaged in 
communications with hospital corporations/Insurance corporatlons/neurosurglcal 
societies/neurosurgeons who considered him/his work a threat to their share of the minimally 

Invasive spine surgery market. 

5. I admit that In coming to know that the hospital corporations/Insurance 
corporatlons/neurosurglcal soi;ietles/neurosurgeons considered Plaintiff Kaul and his 

pioneering percutaneous spinal fusion procedure a threat to their market share, I did enter Into 

a quid pro quo scheme with these persons/entitles; 

6.1 admit that the quid pro quo scheme Involved the funneling of monies/stocks/shares into my 

personal/political financial vehicles, In return for me abusing the power of state to have Plaintiff 

Kaul eliminated from the mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery market by having his license illegally 
revoked. 

7. I admit that I, as a lawyer and then US Attorney (2006) did know that the commission of quid 

pro quo schemes through the Office of the US Attorney/NJ Governor's Office/State of New 
Jersey did Involve felonies of, amongst other things, public corruption/wire fraud/bribery, 

8. I admit that despite my knowledge of the facts of the Illegality of the quid pro quo scheme, I 

did nonetheless perpetrate the crimes, 

9.1 admit that I perpetrated the crimes with Impunity, because of my conviction that Plaintiff 
Kaul would be eliminated through, amongst other things, ruin of his 
life/liberty/property/reputation. 

10. I admit that I perpetrated the crimes with Impunity, because of my conviction that Plaintiff 

l<llul would never ascertain the existence of the quid pro quo scheme. . . 
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11. I admit that I perpetrated the crimes with impunity, because of my conviction that even If 
Plaintiff Kaul did ascertain the existence/details of the quid pro quo scheme, his financial ruin 
would prohibit him from Initiating legal action. 

12.1 admit that I perpetrated the crimes with Impunity, betause of my conviction that even If 
Plaintiff Kaul did commence legal action, my becoming the Governor of New Jersey and then 
the 2016 President of t~e United States would pennlt me to abuse the power of state to have 
him arrested/jailed/killed. 

13. I admit that I perpetrated the crimes with impunity, because of my conviction that In 
becoming the Governor of New Jersey and then the 2016 President of the United States, I 
would be Immune from any civil and or criminal prosecution, including. amongst other things, 
kidnapping and murder. 

14. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to· 
not abuse the power of political office for personal/political/economic gain. 

15. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersev did abuse the power of 
political office for personal/political/economic gain. • 

16.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
uphold the law. 

17. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly not uphold 
the law 

18. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not violate the law. 

19. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersev did knowingly violate the 
law. 

20.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
conspiracy. 

21. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersev d1d knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of conspiracy in 
schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

22, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 i, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
bankruptcy fraud. 
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23, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowln@IY abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of bankruptcy fraud 
In schemes al!illnst Plaintiff Kaul. 

24, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
securities fraud. 

25. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of securities fraud as 
part of schemes al!ilinst Plaintiff Kaul. 

26.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171; as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of mail 
fraud. 

27, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of mall fraud In 
schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

28.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the-commission of acts of wire 
fraud. 

29, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of wire fraud in 
schemes al!illnst Plaintiff Kaui. 

30, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a legal duty to not 
abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
embezzlement.-

31, I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of embezzlement In 
schemes al!illnst Plaintiff Kaui. 

32. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
perjury. 

33. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey dtd knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of perjury In schemes 
against Plaintiff Kaul. 
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34. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
bribery. 

35, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of bribery In schemes 
against Plalntlff Kaul. 

36, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
kickbacks_.· 

37. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did know)ngly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of kickbacks In 
schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. • 

38, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
obstruction of Justice. 

39, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of obstruction of 
Justice in schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

40. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
public corruption. 

41.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and ,.bet the commission ·of acts of public corruption 
in schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

42.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
judicial corruption. 

43. I admit that from·2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abetthe commission 9f acts of judicial corruption 
in schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

44, l admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of politlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
human rights violations. • 
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45. i admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of human rights 
violations in scheme~ against Plaintiff Kaul. 

46. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey ha·d a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of civil 
rights violations. 

47.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of civil rights 
violations ln schemes against Plalntlff Kaul. 

48. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and·abet the commission of acts of 
constitutional rights vlolatlons. 

49, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of constltutlonal 
rights violations in schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

SO. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
evidence tampering. 

51. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of evidence 
tampering In schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

52.1 admltthatfrom 2008to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
witness tampering. 

53. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of politlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of witness ta'mperlng 
In schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

54. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to comn:itt or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
kidnapping. 

ss. I admit that in 20211, as the ex.Governor of New Jersey did knowingly aid and abet the 
abuse of power of political office to aid and abet the commission of an act of kidnapping of 
Plaintiff Kaul. • 
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56. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of Ni:w Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 

filing knowingly false criminal Indictments. 

57.1 admit that in May 20161, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the power of 

political office to aid and abet the commission of an act of filing a knowingly false tax related • 

criminal Indictment against Plaintiff Kaul. 

SB. I admit that the May 2016 knowingly false tax related criminal Indictment against Plaintiff 

Kaul was filed in retaliation for Plaintiff Kaul having flied Kl on February 22, 2016. 

59. I admit that the retaliatory purpose of the May 2016 knowingly false tax related criminal 

Indictment against Plaintiff Kaul was to cause him to become incarcerated and or 

harass/intimidate him into ceasing his prosecution of Kl. • 

60.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the perpetration of knowingly 

false arrests. 

61. I admit that on May 27, 2021, and June 14, 2023, I, as the Governor of New Jersey .!fu! 
knowingly abuse the power of politlcal office to aid and abet the perpetration of false arrests of 

Plaintiff Kaul. 

62.1 admit that the May 27, 2021/June 14, 2023, kidnapping/false arrests were purposed to 

cause Plaintiff Kaul to become Incarcerated and or harass/intimidate him Into ceasing his 

prosecution of The Kaul Cases. • 

63.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the perpetration of knowingly 

false imprisonments. 

64, I admit that on May 27, 2021, and June 14, 2023, I, as the Governor of New Jersey ,gjg 

knowingly abuse the power of political office to aid and abet the perpetration of false 

Imprisonments of Plaintiff Kaul. 

65, I admltthat from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 

not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the perpetration of knowingly 

false criminal prosecutions. 

66.1 admit that on commencing in May 2016, I, as the Governor of New Jersey did kn~wlngly 

abuse the power of polltlcal office to aid and abet the perpetration of a knowingly false state 

criminal prosecution of Plaintiff Kaul. 
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Fil, I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the perpetration of knowingly 
false state criminal fovestigatlons, 

68.1 admit that In a period commencing In approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey did knowingly abuse the power of polltlcal office to aid and abet the perpetration of a 
knowingly false ~criminal investigation of Plaintiff Kaul, 

69.1 admit that the purpose of the knowingly false state criminal investigation of Plaintiff Kaui 
was to cause the Illegal conviction/Incarceration of Plaintiff Kaul. 

7D. I admitthat a purpose of the attempted Illegal ~ conviction/Incarceration of Plaintiff 
Kaui was to seize his assets. 

71, I admit that a purpose of the attempted Illegal~ conviction/Incarceration of Plaintiff 
Kaul was to prevent him from exposing crimes committed by myself/The Kaul Cases 
Defendants/others. • 

72. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 1; as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of polltlcal office to commit or aid ani:1 abet the perpetration of knowingly 
false federal criminal investigations. 

n.1 admit that In a period commencing In approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey did knowingly abuse the power of political office to aid and abet the perpetration of a 
knowingly false federal criminal Investigation of Plaintiff Kaul. 

74. I admit that the purpose of the knowingly false federal criminal Investigation of Plaintiff 
Kaul was to cause the illegal conviction/Incarceration of Plaintiff Kaul. 

7S, I admit that In a period commencing In approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey and ex-US Attorney djd knowjnglv cause to be abused the power ofthe Office of the US 
Attorney to have Plaintiff Kaul falsely federally crlmlnallv Investigated. 

76. I admit that a purpose of the knowingly false federal criminal Investigation was to cause an 

ostracizatJon of Plaintiff Kaul. 

77. I admit that a purpose of the false federal criminal lnvestll!lltion related ostraclzatlon was to 
isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of SOCIAL support. 

78. I admit that a purpose of the false federal criminal Investigation related ostraclzatJon was to 
Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of FINANCIAL support. 

79. I admit that a purpose of the false federal criminal lnvestl11atlon related ostrac!zatlon was to 
Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of PROFESSIONAL support. 
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BO. I admit that a purpose of the false federal criminal Investigation related ostracization was to 
Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from ANY FORM of support. 

81. I admit that the purpose of the false federal criminal Investigation related ostraclzatlon and 
deprivation of support was to cause the elimination of Plalntlff Kaul. 

82.1 admit that in a period commencing in approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey and ex-US Attorney did knowingly cause to be abused the power of the Office of the US 
Attorney to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul falsely federally criminally indicted. 

83. I admit that a purpose of the attempted false federal criminal indictment was to cause an 
ostradzatlon of Plaintiff Kaul. 

84. I admit that a purpose·of the attempted false federal criminal Indictment related 
ostraclzatlon was to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of SOCIAL support. 

85. I admit that a purpose of the attempted false federal criminal Indictment related 
ostraclzatlon was to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of-FINANOAL support. 

86. I admit that a purpose of the attempted false federal criminal Indictment related 
ostraclzatlon was to Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of PROFESSIONAL support. 

87. I admit that a purpose of the attempted false federal criminal Indictment related 
ostracizatlon was to Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from ANY FORM of support. 

88. I admit that the purpose of the attempted false federal criminal indictment related 
ostracizatlon and deprivation of support was to cause the elimination of Plaintiff Kaul. 

89. I admit that In a period commencing in approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey and ex-US Attorney did knowingly cause to be abused the power of the Office of the US 
Attorney to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul falsely federally criminally convicted. 

90. I admit that a purpose of the attempted knowingly false federal criminal conviction was to 
cause an ostracizatlon of Plaintiff Kaul. 

91. I admit that a purpose of the attempted knowingly false federal criminal conviction related 
ostracization was to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of SOCIAL support. 

92.1 admltthat a purpose of the attempted knowingly false federal criminal conviction related 
ostracization was to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of FINANCIAL support. 

93, I admit that a purpose of the attempted knowingly false federal criminal conviction related 
ostraclzatlon was to Isolate Plaintiff Kaul from any form of PROFESSIONAL support. 
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94. I admit that a purpose of the attempted knowingly false federal crlmlnal conviction related 
ostracization was to isolate Plaintiff Kaul from ANY·FORM of support. 

95, I admit that In a period commencing In approximately late 2012, I, as the Governor of New 
Jersey and ex-US Attorney did knowlnglycauseto be abused the power of the Office of the US 
Attorney to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul falsely federally Incarcerated. 

96. I admit that the purpose of the attempted false federal criminal 
Investigation/Indictment/conviction/Incarceration related ostraclzatfon and deprivation of 
support was to cause the elimination of Plalntlff Kaul. 
I admit.that a collateral effect of the elimlnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul was to seize his assets. 

97. I admit that a purpose of seizing Plalntlff Kaul's assets was to attempt to render him unable 
to defend against any and all private/state/federal actions, be they 
admlnlstratlve/clvil/crlmlnal. 

98. I admit that a purpose of seizing Plaintiff Kaul's assets was to attempt to render him unable 
to Investigate and or Initiate legal action against me/!he Kaul Cases Defendants/Others 

99. I admit that a purpose of the eltminatjon of Plaintiff Kaul was to eliminate the debt owed to 
him by the insurance Industry for-clinical care he had provided to their premium-paying clients. 

100.1 admit that a purpose of the elimination of Plaintiff Kaul was to attempt to prevent him 
from competing in the minimally invasive spine surgery market. 

101. I admit that a purpose of the elimination of Plaintiff Kaul was to prevent him from 
exposing crimes committed by myself/!he Kaul Cases Defendants/others. 

102.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of 
perpetrating knowingly false allegations of Insurance fraud against knowingly innocent 
physicians. 

103.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of politlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of acts of pemetratlng 
knowingly false allegations of insurance fraud a~lnst knowingly innocent physicians. 

104, I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a swam legal duty to 
not abuse the power of politlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of kickbacks. 

105.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey dfd knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of kickbacks. 
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106.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of retaliation. 

1D7. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey d)d knowingly abuse the 
power of politlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of retaliation against 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

108. I admit that In May 20161 did retal)ate against Plaintiff Kaul because he filed Kl on 
February 22, 2016, by abusing state power, agencies, and persons to !=ause to be filed a 
knowingly false tax indictment 

109. I admit that on May 27, 2021, I did retaliate against Plaintiff Kaul because he filed Kll-2 on 
February 24, 2021, by abusing state power, agencies, and persons to cause his person to be 
kidnapped. 

110. I admit that on June 14, 2023, I did retaliate against Plaintiff Kaul because he continued his. 
prosecution of The Kaul Cases, the retaliation of which Involved an abuse of state power, 
agencies, and persons to cause his person to be knowingly falsely arrested. 

111. I admit that on June 14, 2023, I did retaliate against Plaintiff Kaui because he continued his 
prosecution of The Kaul Cases. the retaliation of which Involved an abuse of state power, 
agencies, and persons to cause his person to be knowingly falsely imprisoned. 

112.1 admit that on June 15, 2023, I did retaliate against Plaintiff Kaul because he continued his 
prosecution of The Kaul Cases, the retaliation of which Involved an abuse of state power, 
agencies, and persons to cause there to be an attempt on his life by an attempted drugging 
while incarcerated. 

113. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission offalse/)llegal 
seizure of property. 

114. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey d)d know)ngly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of false/illegal seizure of 
property that rightly/lawfully belonged to Plaintiff Kaul. 

115.1 admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey medical Ucense. 

116. I admit thatthe false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 

things, Plaintiff Kaul's reputation. 

117.1 admit that the false seizure of property Involved the illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's liberty. 
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118.1 admit that the false seizure of property Involved the illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood. 

U9. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, ?laintlff Kaul's life. 

120. I admit that the false selwre of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, all of Plaintiff Kaul's personal and business real estate. 

!21.1 admit that the false seizure of property involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's accounts receivable. 

122. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's business corporations . 

.. 
123. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's business assets. 

124. I admit that the false seizure of property involved the illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's personal assets. • 

125. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the illegal seizure of, amongst other 
• 

things, all of Plaintiff Kaul's state and federal prescribing licenses. 

126. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, all of Plaintiff Kaul's state and federal certifications/registrations relating to his surgical 
center. 

127. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's llcense to build a new surgical center. 

128. I admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, all of Plaintiff Kaul's ability to obtain a license in any other state. 

129.1 admit that the false seizure of property Involved the Illegal seizure of, amongst other 
things, Plaintiff Kaul's ab)llty to regain his UveHhood 

130. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of honest 
services fraud. • 

131. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersev did knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of honest serylces fraud 
against Plaintiff Kaul and the American public. 
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132. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn iegal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of 
racketeering. 

133. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of racketeering against 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

134.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of market 
manipulation. 

135.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of market manipulation 
against Plalntlff Kaul and the American public. 

136.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey had a s~orn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of money • 
laundering. . 

137.1 admit thatfrom 2008 to 20171, as the Goyernor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of money laundering by 
facilitating the ill-gotten gains of The Kaul Cases Defendants to be 'laundered' through private 
and state corporations/agencies/entitles within the State of New Jersey. 

138. I admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of money laundering by 
facilitating the New Jersey based ill-gotten gains of The Kaul Cases Defendants to be 
'laundered' without investigation through the NYSE. 

139. I admit that i was motivated to knowingly abuse the power of political office to commit or 
aid and abet the commission of money laundering because I personally profited from the Illegal 
schemes that generated the illegal profits. 

140. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of crjmes • 
against humanity .. 

141. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power_of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of crimes against human.tty. 

142. I admit that my commission of crimes against humanity was motivated by my need to raise 
monies fur my gi.Jbernatorlal/presidentlal campaigns. 

14 
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143.1 admit that my commission of crJmes against humanity involved, amongst other things, 
the trafficking of chemical weapon components to Syrian rebel forces in a period from 2012 to 
2013. 

144. I admit that I came to know of the lntemational networks Involved In the trafficking of 
chemical weapons during my tenure as the US Attorney for the District of New Jersey. 

145.1 admit that I know that the trafficking of chemical weapons Is strictly prohibited under 
both domestic and International law. 

146. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of violations 
of the Nuremberg Code. 

147.1 admit that I, as a lawyer and ex-US Attorney, do know and understand the Nuremberg 
Code. 

148.1 admit that I, as a lawyer and ex-US Attorney, do know that the Nuremberg Code was 
legislated Into International law as a consequence of the World War Two genocidal acts of the 
Nazis. 

149. I admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey ~Id knowingly abuse the 
power of polltlcal office to commit or aid and abet the commission of crimes against humanity 
and did knowingly violate the Nuremberg Code. • 

150.1 admit that from 2008 to 2017 I, as the Governor of New Jersey had a sworn legal duty to 
not abuse the power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of attempted 
murder through the use of drugs on incarcerated persons. 

151.1 admit that from 2008 to 20171, as the Governor of New Jersey did knowingly abuse the 
power of political office to commit or aid and abet the commission of attempted murder 
against Plaintiff Kaul by attempting to cause him to con,sume lethal drugs. 

152. I admit that the purpose of the attempted murder was to cause the elimination of Plaintiff 
Kaul. 

153. I admit that the attempted elimination of Plaintiff Kaul was to prevent him from exposing 
the decades-long crimes of myself, lhe Kaul Cases Defendants, and others. 

Facts Admitted In K1/K2/K5/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-
15 As Proof Of Claims In K11-17 

15 . 
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154.1 admit I know that some of the facts that substantiate and or otherwise prove my knowing 
violation of Plaintiff Kaul's human rights and of the claims levied against me in 
K1/K2/K4/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /Kll-10, are facts unambiguously asserted In support of the 
clalms levted against me In Kll-17 hy Plaintiff Kaul. 

155. I admit that I read the COMPLAINT and FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT filed against me by 
Plaintiff Kaul In Kl respectively on February 22, 2016 (Kl: D.E.1), June 8, 2016 (Kl: D.E. 57). 

156. I admit that In Kl I was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, charac_ter and meaning of the facts asserted against me In both complaints. 

157. I admit that In Kl, I, as a lawyer, did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me 
In both complaints. 

158. I admit that In Kl, I, as an ex-US Attorney.. did, absent the clarlficatlon provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In both com plaints. 

159.1 admit that In Kl, I; as the then New Jersey Governor (2009-2017), did, absent the 
clarification provided to me by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character, 
meaning and public Import of the facts asserted against me In both complaints. 

160. I admit that I read the COMPLAINT filed against m.e by Plaintiff Kaul In K2 respectively on 
April 9, 2018 (K2: D.E. 2). • 

161.1 admit that In K2 I was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of~he facts asserted against rrie in the Complaint. 

162. I admii that In K2, I, as a lawyer, did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me 
in both complaints. 

163. I admit that In K2, I, as an ex-US Attorney. did, absent the clarification provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In both complaints. 

164. I admit that I read the COMPLAINT flied against me by Plaintiff Kaul in KS on October 1, 
2019 (KS: D.E. ·1). • 

165.1 admit that In KS I was represented by oounsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts·asserted against me In the Complaint. 

16 
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166. I admit that In KS, I, as a lawyer. d!d, absent the darlflcatlon provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me 
in both complaints. • 

167. I admit that in KS, I, as an ex-US Attomev. did, absent the clarification provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. 

168, I admit that I read the COMPLAINT filed against me by Plaintiff Kaul in K11·2 on October 1, 
2019 (Kll-2: D.E. 1), 

169.1 admit that in 1<11-2 I was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me in the Complaint. 

170. I admit that ln Kll-2, I. as a lawyer, did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel. 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me 
in both complaints. • 

171. I admit that in K11-2, l, as an ex-US Attorney. did, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me in the Complaint. 

172.1 admit that I read the COMPLAINT and FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT flied respectively 
against me by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-4 on March 30, 2021, (Kll-4: D.E. 1) and April 8, 2021 (Kll-4: 
D.E.10). 

173. I admit that In Kll-41 was represented bv counsel, who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me In the Complaint. 

174. I admit that In K11-4, I, as a lawyer. did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me 
in both complaints. 

175. I admit that In K11-4. I. as an ex-US Attorney. did, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. 

176. I admit that I read the COMPLAINT and FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT flied respectively 
against me by Plaintiff Kaul ln KU-4 on March 30, 2021, (Kll-4: D.E. 1) and April 8, 2021 (Kll-4: 
D.E.10). 

177. I admit that In KU-41 was represented bv counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me In the Complaint. 

17 
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178, I admit that In K11-4, I, as a lawyer. did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against m·e 
in both complaints. 

179. I admit that ln K11-4, I, as an ex-US Attorney. did, absent the clariflcatlon provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. • 

180. i admit that I read the COMPLAINT and AMENDED COMPLAINT filed respectively against 
me by Plaintiff Kaul la K11-7 on August 19, 2021, (Kll-7: D.E. 1) and September 13, 2021 (Kll-
7: D.E.14). 

181.1 admit that In Kll-7 I was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me in the Complaint. 

• 182. I admit that in K11-7, I. as a lawyer. did, absent the clarification provided to me by counsel, 
know/understand ~he criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts· asserted against me 
In both complaints. 

183.1 admit that In K11-7, I, as an l!ll-US Attorney. did, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. 

184.1 admit that I read the COMPLAINT filed against me by Plaintiff Kaul in K11-10 on March 9, 
2023, (Kll-10: D.E. 1). 

185.1 admit that In Kll-10 I was represented by counsel, who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me In the Complaint. 

186.1 admit that In Kll-10, I, as a lawyer, did, absent the clariflcatJon provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me in both complaints. 

187. I admit that in Kll-10, I, as an ex-US Attorney. did, absentthe clarlflcatlon provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. 

188, I admit that I read the COMPLAINT filed against me by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-14 on June 22, 
2023, (Kll-14: D.E. 1). 

189. I admit that in K11-14 I was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me In the Complaint. 

18 
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190. I admit that in Kll-14, I, as a lawyer. did, absent the clarification provlded to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me in both complaints. 

191.1 admit that In Kll-14, I, as an ex-us Attorney. did, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. • 

192.1 admit that I read the COMPLAINT and AMENDED COMPLAINT filed respectively against 
me by Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-15 on June 22, 2023, (Kll-15: D.E, 1) and July 28, 2023 (Kll-15: D.E, 
4) 

193. l admit that In K11·15·1 was represented by counsel. who clarified and explained to me the 
criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me in the Complaint 

194.1 admit that in Kll-15, I, as a lawyer. did, absent the clariflcatlon provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In both complaints. 

195. I admit that In Kll-15, I, as an ex-US Attorney, did, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint 

196. I adinlt that I read the COMPLAINT filed respectively against me by Plaintiff Kaul In K11-17 
on November 20, 2023, (Kll-17: D.E. 1). 

197. I admit that in K11-17 I am represented by counsel. who has clarified and explained to me 
the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me in the Complaint. . . 
198.1 admit that in K11•17, I, as a lawyer. do, absent the clarification provided to me by 
counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me in both complaints. 

199. I admit that In Kll-17, I, as an ex-US Attorney, do, absent the clarification provided to me 
by counsel, know/understand the criminal nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted 
against me In the Complaint. 

200.1 admit that In K1 on November 23, 2016, I filed a procedural motion (Kl: D.E. 128) to 
dismiss the FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 

ZOL I admit that In K1 on May 3, 2017. I flied reply papers (Kl: D.E. 181) In support of my 
motion to dismiss the FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 
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202. I admit that in K1 on June 19, 2017, I flied a letter-motion (Kl: D.E. 195) that sought to stay 
the court's June 9, 2017, Rule 16 LITTER ORDER REGARDING SCHEDULING (Kl: D.E. 190) 
(Exhibit 1). 

203.1 admit that in Kl on August 17, 2018, I filed a ninety-two (92) ·page procedural motion (K~: 
D.E. 260) to dismiss the SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT. • 

204.1 admit that in K1 on December 12, 2018, I flied reply papers (38 pages) (Kl: D.E. 294) In 
support of my procedural motion to dismiss the SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT. 

205. I admit that In Kl on May 3, 2019, I flied supplemental reply papers (32 pages) (Kl: D.E. 
331) In support of my procedural motion to dismiss the SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT. 

206. I admit that In Kl, the facts set forth by Plaintiff Kaul In his April 29, 2021, motion to 
compel Defendants to conduct a Rule 26 Conference (Exhibit 2l as to my refusal to confer with 
Plaintiff Kaul are true. 

207. I admit that in K1 I refused to confer with Plaintiff Kaul pursuant to Rule 26 because I 
was/am gullty of the levied facts/charges, that now constitute an element of the factual 
foundation of Kll-17. 

208.1 admit that in 1<21 did not deny any of the facts or allegations, that now constitute an 
element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

209. I admit that In KS on February 13, 2020, I filed a procedural motion (KS: D.E. 82) to dismiss, 
sever and or transfer the Complaint to the District of New Jersey, while pending In the United 
States District Court for the District of Columbia, without denying facts that now constitute an 
element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. • 

210.1 admit that in KS the case was severed and transferred to the District of New Jersey
Camden Viclnage on December 1, 2020 (KS: D.E. 150), without denying facts that now 
constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

21L I admit that In KS on December 16, 2020, the court entered an ORDER FOR SCHEDULING 
CONFERENCE (ICS: D.E. 155), while I continued to not deny facts that now constitute an element 
of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

212. I admit that In KS on December 17, 2020, I flied a procedural motion (KS: D.E. 159) to 
transfer the case from the District of New Jersey-Camden Vicinage to the Newark Vlclnage, 
without denying facts that now constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

213. I admit that In KS on December 22, 2020, the case was transferred from the Camden 
Viclnage to the Newark Vlclnage (KS: D.E. 173), while I continued to deny facts that now 
constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

20 
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214. I admit that in KS on January 1, 2021, I flied a procedural motion (KS: D.E. 185) to stay the 
case, without denying facts that now constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

215. I admit that In KS on January 14, 2021, the case was stayed by a magistrate Judge In the 
District of New Jersey-Newark Vicinage (KS: D.E. 200), while I continued to not deny facts that 
now constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

216. I admit that In KS on July 7, 2021, the case was voluntarily dlsmlsse.d pursuant to Rule 41, 
while I continued to not deny facts that now constitute an element of the factual foundation of 
Kll-17. 

217.1 admit that in Kll-2 on June 30, 2021, I filed a procedural motion to dismiss and or 
transfer the case to the District of New Jersey (D.E. 46), without denying facts that now 
constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

218. I admit that at no point from the February 24, 2021, commencement of Kll-2 to the final 
February 22, 2024, entry on the appellate docket, did I deny facts that now constitute an 
element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

219. I admit that In Kll-4 on May 6, 2021, I flied a procedural motion seeking an order to: (I) be 
permitted to ignore the Complaint; (II) to not have to engage In discovery with Plaintiff Kaul; 
(Ill) to Ignore any motions filed by Plaintiff Kaul; (Iv) prohibit Plaintiff Kaul from communicating 
and or seeking discovery with Defendants and or any Third-Party Witnesses; (v) sanction 
Plaintiff Kaul for communicating and or seeking discovery with Defendants and or any Third
Party Witnesses; (vi) stay the case (Kll-4: D.E. 6). 

220. I admit that I sought the aforesaid relief without denying facts that now constitute an 
element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

221, I admit that at no point from the March 30, 2021, commencement of Kll-4 (Kll-4: D.E. 1) 
to the July 13, 2021, voluntary dismissal (Kll-4: D.E. 24), did I deny facts that now constitute 
an element of the factual foundation ofKll-17. 

ZZZ. I admit that In Kll-7 on November 29, 2021, I flied a procedural motion to 
dismiss/transfer the case to the District of New Jersey and to permanently lnjimct Plaintiff Kaul 
from seeking relief within the United States District Court (Kil-7: D.E. 117), without denying 
facts that now constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

223.1 admit that at no point from the August 19, 2021 (Kll-7: D.E.1) commencement of Kll-~ 
to the final August 14, 2023 (Kll-7: D.E. 172) entry on the district court docket, did I deny facts 
that now ~onstltute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

21 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 96-3 Filed 04/25/24 Page 22 of 57 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 88 of 288
UUUr\--, r\f.Jf.JOCll • .c...--,- 1--, I I LJVV, "'T-..:, I IIU\.I. u-..,1 IUIL.U&.."'T I ~• t:..oJ VI UV I UlGll I Gl~CV.\.a::.IU UJ VUV} 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 273 of 306 

224. I admit that at no point from the March 9, 2023 (Kll-10: D.E. 1) commencement of K11-1D 
to the final May 16, 2023 (Kll-10: D.E. 29) entry on the district court docket, did I deny facts 
that now constitute an element of the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

225. I admit that In K11-14 on August 16, 2023, I filed a procedural motion to dismiss the case 
(Kll-14: D.E. 34) without denying facts that now constitute an element of the factual 
foundation of Kll-17. 

226.1 admit that at no point from the June 22, 2023 (Kll-14: D.E. 1) commencement of Kll-14 
to the final December 28, 2023, appellate dismissal, did I deny facts that now constitute an 
element of the factual foundation of K11-17. 

227.1 admit that in Kll-15 on September 27, 2023, I flied a procedural motion to vacate a 
default Judgment (K11-15: D.E. 27), the Judgment of which did prove facts that now constitute 
an element of the factual foundation ofK11-17 and facts that I did not deny. 

228.1 admit that at no point from the June 27, 2023 (K11-15: D.E. 1) commencement of K11-15 
to the final February 20, 2024, docket·entry (Kll-15: D.E. 58) did I deny facts that now 
constitute an element of the factual foundation ofK11-17. 

229. I admltthat I know that In filing the procedural motions in K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-
7/K11-1Q/K11-14/Kl1-15 from 2016 to 2023 to sever/transfer/stay/dismiss I had the right to 
deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul. 

23D. I admit that I did not deny any of the facts of conspiracy/bankruptcy fraud/securities 
fraud/mall fraud/wire fraud/securities 
fraud/embezzlement/perjury/bribery/kickbacks/obstruction of justice/public 
corruption/judicial corruption/human rights vlolatlons/clvll rights violations/constitutional 
rights violations/evidence tamperins/witness tamperins/kidnappins/false indictment/false 
arrest/false Imprisonment/false prosecution/Insurance fraud/kickbacks/retaliation/false seizure 
of property/honest services fraud/racketeerlns/market manlpulatlon/money launderlng/crimes 
against humanity/violations of the Nuremberg Code/attempted drugging-killing. 
asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In the period from 2016 to 2D23. 

23L I admit that the reason I did not and have not denied the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul is 
because they are true. 

232. I admit that I know that I bad the right to file summary Judgment motions In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11•14{K11-15 to dismiss the complaints and or 
amended complaints. 

233. I admit that I did not flle summary Judgment motions to dismiss the complaints and or 
amended complalnts. 
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234, I admit tl)at the reason I did not file summary judgment motions to dismiss Is because I 
had/have no evidence or facts to disprove the summary Judgment standard truth of the facts 
asserted by Plaintiff Kaul. 
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Kll-17 

235.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of conspiracy. 

236, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly illegal conspiracy against 
Plaintiff Kaul as part of an ongolng"pattern of racketeering". 

237, I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of bankruptcy 
fm.!!!!.. 

238. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of bankruptcy 
fraud committed against Plaintiff Kaul and the elght,three (83) creditors of his estate in the 
U.S.8.C. for the District of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

239. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of securities 
fraud. 

240.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2016 to 2021 abuse or caused to be abused the 
power of public office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme 
of securities fraud within the NYSE against the public and Plalntlff Kaul as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering". 

241.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of mall fraud. 

242.1 admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly illegal mail fraud against 
Plaintiff Kaul as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering''. 

243. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation qf K11-17 Includes facts of wire fraud. 

244. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal wire fraud a~ainst 
Plaintiff Kaul as part of an ongoing "patterri of racketeering". 

245. I admit that I know the proven factual foundatJqn of K11-17 includes facts of 
embezzlement. 

246. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of 
embezzlement in the U.S.B.C. for the District of New Jersey against Plaintiff Kaul as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 
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247.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of perjury. 

248, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/perpetrate/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of perjury 
against Plaintlff Kaul In administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic 
boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

249.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of bribery. 

250, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowlngly Illegal scheme of bribery against 
Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
upattem of racketeering". 

25L I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power 'cf public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of bribery against 
Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the 
geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of 
racketeering". 

252. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of kickbacks. 

253. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of kickbacks against 
Plalntlff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
0 pattem of racketeering". 

254. I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of kickbacks against 
Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the 
geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of a_n ongoing "pattern of 
racketeering". 

255. l admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of obstruction 
ofiustice. 

256. I admit that I did In a time period bet,,yeen 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of obstruction of 
~ against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State· of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

257. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal sch~me of obstruction of 
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Justice against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within admlnlstrat!ve/state/bankruptcy/federal courts 
within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing upattern of 
racketeering", 

258. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 lncludes facts of public 
corruption. 

259, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the-present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of public corruption 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing 0 pattern of racketeering". 

260. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of public corruption 
against Plaintiff Kaui perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within 
the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of 
racketeering". 

261, I admit that I knc;,w the proven factual foundation of K11-17 includes facts of Judicial 
corruption. 

262, I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of Judicial 
corruption against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal 
courts within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering". 

263, I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of human rights 
violations. . 

264, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of human rights 
violations against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part 
ofan ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

265. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of human rfghts 
vlolatjons against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal 
courts within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering". 

266, I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 includes facts of clvil rights 
violations. 
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267. I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
: office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of clvil.J:!&lm 

violations against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part 
of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

268, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of clvll rights 
vlolatlons against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal 
courts within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering". 

269, I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 lncludes facts of 
constitutional rights violations. 

270. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of constitutional 
rights violations against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as 
part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

271.1 admltthat I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of constitutional 
rights violations against Plalntlff Kaul perpetrated within . 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

272. I admltthat I know the proven factual foundation of Kl1•17 Includes facts of evidence 
tampering. 

273. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of publlc 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of evidence 
tampering against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the St!!te of New Jer-sey as part 
of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

274.1 admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of evidence 
tampering against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/ha nkruptcy/federal 
courts within the geographic boundaries ofth!! State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering", 

275. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of Kll-17 Includes facts of witness 
tampering. 

276.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of witness 
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tampering against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part 
of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering", 

277.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of witness 
tampering against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal 
courts within the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing 
"pattern of racketeering". 

278. I admit that I know the proven t.jgual foundation of K11-17 includes facts of kldnapp)ng. 

279. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of kidnapping 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

280. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 includes facts of false 
indictment. 

281. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of false Indictment 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

282. I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid a"d abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of false indictment 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within a state court within the geographic boundaries of the 
State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

283. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11~17 Includes facts of false arrest. 

284. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of false arrest . 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

285.1 admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of false arrest 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within a state court within the geographic boundaries of the 
State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

286. I admit, that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 lnc;ludes facts of mlg 
Imprisonment. 
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287.1 admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of~ 
Imprisonment against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as 
part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering''. 

288.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power ofpubilc 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of false 
imprisonment against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within a state court within the geographic 
boundaries of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering", 

289. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of~ 
prosecution. • 

290, I admit that I did In a tlme period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of pubhc 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of false prosecution 
• against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

291. I admit that I did 111 a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of pubilc 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme offalse prosecutjon 
al!llinst Plaintiff Kaut perpetrated within a state court within the geographic boundaries of the 
State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

292.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 Includes facts of fmus!. 
committed against the public and physicians by Insurance companies. 

293. I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of fraud commjtted 
against Plaintiff Kaul and other physicians by insurance companies Perpetrated within agencies 
of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

294, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of fraud· committed 
against Plaintiff Kaul and other physicians by insurance companies Perpetrated within 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within ihe geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey 

295.1 admit that I know ~he proven factual foundation of K11-17 lncludes facts of retaliation. 

296.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal scheme of retaliation 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 
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the geographic boundaries ofthe State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of 
racketeering''. 

3D7.1 admit that I know the proven factual foundation of K11-17 includes facts of market 
manipulation. 

308. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of market 
manipulation against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated by agencies of the State of New 
Jersey as P.art of an ongoing a pattern of rack~teerlng" within the NYSE. 

309. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowlng!y Illegal scheme of market 
manipulation against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated by/through 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey as part of an ongoing upattem of racketeering" within the NYSE. 

310. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power ofpubllc 
office and state to In a knowingly fraudulent manner attempt to legitimize for investment on 
the NYSE, the Illegal profits procured by The Kaul cases Defendants through their knowingly 
illegal "pattern of racketeering" within agencies of the State of New Jersey. 

311, I admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse the power of public 
office and state to in a knowingly fraudulent manner attempt to legitlmlze for investment on 
the NYSE, the Illegal profits procured by The Kaul cases Defendants through their knowingly 
Illegal upattem of racketeering'' within administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within 
the geographic boundaries of the State of New Jersey. 

312. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of 1<11-17 includes facts of money 
laundering. 

313. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal 
scheme of money laundering against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated within/by 
agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

314. I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal 
scheme of money laundering against Plalntlff Kaul and the public perpetrated within 
admlnlstratiVe/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

315, I admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal 
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scheme of money launderlng against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated within the NYSE 
as part of an ongoing ."pattern of racketeering". 

316. I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of Kll-17 Includes facts of crimes 
agajnst humanity. 

317.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and state to engage/condui;t/ald and abet a knowingly Illegal 
scheme of gJmes against humanity against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated within/by 
agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing npattern of racketeering". 

318.1 admit that I did In a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and state to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly illegal 
scheme of crimes against humanity against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated within 
administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the State 
of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering''. 

319. I admit that one example of such a crime against humanity were the thousands of patients 
who were suddenly arid Inhumanely deprived of life-saving care consequent to the illegal 
revocation of Plalntlff Kaul's license 

320, I admit that these thousands of patients were victims of a crime agajnst humanity that I 
committed. 

321. I admit that hundreds of these lnvallded patients, many without insurance, sent me letters 
explaining the catastrophic effect the Illegal revocation has on their lives and those of their 
families. 

322. I admit I Ignored these pleas, knowing that I was committing/aiding and 
abetting/perpetrating a crime against humanity on Invalided persons who were citizens of the 
State of New Jersey. 

323. I admit I Ignored these desperate pleas as I did not believe Plaintiff Kaul would expose my 
crimes against humanity. 

324. I admit I Ignored these desperate pleas as to have reinstated Plaintiff Kaul's license would 
have Interfered with my gubematorlal/presldentlal ambitions. 

325. I admit that I Ignored these desperate pleas as none of these patients were sufficiently 
wealthy In monetary or voting numbers to be of use to my gubernatorlal/presidentlal 
ambitions. 

32&. I admit I discussed the letters with my political strategists, and we concluded that helping 
these Invalided patients with no Insurance would hinder our political campaigns. 
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I admit that I know the proven factual foundation of 1<11-17 Includes facts of violations of the 
Nuremberg Code. 

327.1 admit that I did in a time period between 2008 to the present abuse or caused to be 
abused the power of public office and ~ate to engage/conduct/aid and abet knowingly Illegal 
sche.mes ofvlolatjons of the Nuremberg Code against Plaintiff Kaul and the public perpetrated 
within/by agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an ongoing "pattern of racketeering". 

328. I admit that during my tenure as the US Attorney for the District of New Jersey (2001-
2009) through the New Jersey governorship (2009-2017), I engaged In/conducted/aided and 
abetted/perpetrated multiple schemes of violations of the Nuremberg Code. that Included 
profiteering from schemes In which c;:ertain New Jersey state Judges/courts 'funneled' persons 
Into drug rehabllltatlon centers/halfway hou~es/Jalls from which I received kickbacks, disguised 
as 'consulting-legal fees' and or polltlcal campaign donations. 

329.1 admit that these schemes (2001-2017) ofviolations of the Nuremberg code constitute 
facts of at least sbd:een (16) years of an ongoing "open ended pattern of racketeering''. 

330.1 admltthatthese schemes (2001-2017) ofvlolatlons of the Nuremberg Code constitute 
facts of at least sixteen (16) yea rs of an ongoing "pattern" human/civil/constitutional rights. 

331. I admit that the facts of these schemes (2001-2017) constitute further proof of the charges 
levied In K11-17. 

332. I admit that I know the proven fadual foundation of K11-17 lncludes facts of attempted 
drugging-kHHng. • 

333. I admit that I did In 2023 abuse or caused to be abused the power of public office and state 
to engage/conduct/aid and abet a knowingly Illegal schemes of attempted drugging-killing 
against Plaintiff Kaul perpetrated within/by agencies of the State of New Jersey as part of an 
ongoing 0 pattern of racketeering". 

334, l admit that the attempted drugging-ldlllng constitutes a criminal violation of Plaintiff 
Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights pursuant to domestic and international law. 

335, I admit that the attempted drugajng-kjlUng constitutes a crlmlnal violation of Plaintiff 
Kaul's human/civll/constltutlonal rights pursuant to the Nuremberg Code. 

336. I admit that I have not denied any of the facts that constitute the proven fadual 
foundation of K11-17. 

337. I admit that the reason I did not/have not denied the facts that constitute the proven 
factual foundation of K11-17 Is because they are true. 
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338.1 adm!t that I know that I had the right to file a summary Judgment motion In K11-17 to 
dismiss the Complaint. 

339. I admit that I did not flle a summary judgment motion to dismiss the Complaint. 

340. I admit that the reason I did not file a summary Judgment motion to dismiss the Complaint 
Is because I had/have no evidence or facts to disprove the summary Judgment standard truth of 
the facts that constitute the proven factual foundation of K11•17. 

341. I admit that in Kll-17 on January 11, 2024, I flied a procedural motion to dismiss the case 
(Kll-17: D.E.18) without denying any of the facts that constitute the proven factual 
foundation of K11-17. 

342. I admit that at no point from the December 12, 2023 (K11-17: D_.E. 1) commencement of 
K11•17 to the present, have I denied any facts that constitute the proven factual foundation of 
K11-17. 

343. I admit that In Kll-17 on January 19, 2024, I flied a reply (Kll-17: D.E. 28) to Plaintiff 
Kaul's January 12, 2024, MOTION FOR DEFAULT (KU-17: D.E. 25), 

344. I admit that I knew that through the January 19, 2024, reply, I had the right to attempt to 
deny the facts that constitute the proven factual foundation of K11-17. 

345. I admit that through the January _19, 2024, reply I did not deny the facts that constitute the 
proven factual foundation of Kll-17. 

346. I admit that the reason I did not deny through the January 19, 2024, reply, the facts that 
constitute the proven factual foundation of 1<11-17 ls because they are true. 

347. I admit that In or around late January 22, 2024, I did engage in exparte comm unlcatlons 
with persons/agents associated with persons/agents of the United States Court of Appeals for 
the 1st Circuit. 

348. I admit that the purpose of these knowingly improper communication was to cause the 
generation of legal opinion regarding venue, that I belleved would bolster my defense In Kll-17 
and cause dismissal. 

349.1 admit that this scheme was perpetrated without notice to Plaintiff Kaul In order to 
prevent Plaintiff Kaul from causing a nulllflcatlon of the opinion. 

350.1 admit that Plalntlff Kaul made himself aware of the Improperly procured opinion on or 
around February 14, 2024, and did submit a response that proves the erroneousness and 
Invalidity of the opinion. 
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351.1 admit that on February 15, 2024 (Kll-17: D.E. 53) I submitted the Improperly procured 
and knowingly erroneous opinion to the docket of the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of North Carolina. 

352. I admit that on February 16,-2024 (Kll-17: D.E. 54), Plaintiff Kaul submitted to the docket 
proof of the erroneousness of the Improperly procured opinion. 

353.1 admit that the scheme to manipulate an appellate court from another circuit into 
Improperly generating legal opinion for the sole purpose of obstructing Justice In a circuit in 
which I am being civilly prosecuted, does constitute further evidence of my guilt of the levied 
charges. 

354. I admit I know that the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North 
Carolina Is the proper venue for Kll-17. 

355. I admit that the reason I expended resources In having generated knowingly improper 
opinion from another circuit pertains to my knowledge of my guilt of the levied charges and my 
fear of its further exposure through discovery • 

. 356.1 admit that in the perpetration of this scheme to ,obtain this knowingly improper opinion 
from another circuit, I did, wltb a knowing Illegality, use the US wires to communicate detalls of 
the scheme with other Defendants and Third-Party Witnesses. 

357.1 admit that In these communications over the US wires It was decided that the appeal 
court's opinion would not reference my name or that of any of the Kll-2 Defendants. 

358. I admit that the purpose of having omitted my name or that of any of the Kll-2 
Defendants was to attempt to conceal from Plaintiff Kaul the conspiratorial element of the 
scheme of manlpulatlng appellate opinion to improperly procure legal opinion for the sole 
purpose of obstruction of justice within the United States District Court. 

359, I admit that the improperness/illegality of the scheme further evidences my guilt of the 
levied charges. 

) 

360. I admit that my perpetration of the scheme ls tan.tamount to an admission of the factual 
foundation of K11-17 

361.1 admit that on January 24, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul submitted his REPLY TO DEFENDANTS 
CHRISTOl?JERJ. CHRISTIE AND JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON'S MOTION TO DISMISS (Kll-17: D.E. 
31). 

362.1 admit that by February 1, 2024, I failed to respond to Plalntlff Kaul's REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS CHRISTOPJER J. CHRISTIE AND JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON'S MOTION TO DISMISS 
(K11-17: D.E. 31). 
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363.1 admit that I have continued to fall to respond to Plaintiff Kaul's REPLY TO DEFENDANTS 
CHRISTOPJER J. CHRISTIE AND JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON'S MOTION TO DISMISS (Kll-17: D.E. 
31). 

364.1 admit that my failure to respond constitutes an admission of the factual foundation of 
1<11-17 and further evidences my guilt ofthe levied charges. 

365. I admit that on March 13, 2023, the Court entered an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (Kll-
17: D.E. 65). 

366. I admit that I, In collusion/conspiracy with the other Defendants have willfully/knowingly 
violated and continue to violate the order. 

367. I admit that my wlllfuVknowlng vlolatlons of an order of the United States Oistrlct Court 
constitute an act of obstruction of Justice. 

368. I admit ~hat I, a lawyer, an ex-US Attorney, an ex-state governor and an ex-presidential 
candidate, have violated and continue to violate an order of the United States District Court 
because I am guilty of the levied charges. 

369. I admit that I, a lawyer, an ex-US Attorney, an ex-state governor and an ex-presldential 
candidate, have violated and continue to violate an order of the United States District Court 
and that these violations constitute an admission of the factual foundation of K11-17. 

370. I admit that my sllence In falllng to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that the facts were asserted dlrectly at me. 

371, I admit that my silence In falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11•7 /K11-10/K11•14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that the nature, character and meaning of the facts had been explained and clarified to 
me by my counsel. • 

372. I admit that my sllence In falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11•14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that the nature, character and meaning of the facts were known to me because I am a 
lawyer and an ex-us Attorney. 

373. I admit that my silence In faillng to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that I completely understood the nature, character-and meaning of the facts. 
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374. I admit that my silence In falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11•17 constitutes ·an admission of the 
facts In that I h~d/have direct knowledge of the truthfulness of the facts. 

375.1 admit that my sllence In falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11•17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that I was directly Involved In the perpetration of the facts. 

376. I admit that my silence in falllng to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11•14{K11-15/K11•17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that although I had the right and ability to deny the facts, I did not, because the facts 
are true. 

377.1 admit that my sllence In falling to deny the facts asserted by ~lalntlff Kaul In 
K1/1<2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the 
facts In that the substantial body of fact asserted in the Complaint required It be admitted, 
denied, or dismissed with contrary evidence or fact, and It was not. 

378. I admit that the absence of any ambiguity In my sllence In falling to deny the facts asserted 
by Plalntlff Kaut In K1/1<2/K5/KU-l/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 does further 
substantiate the factual foundation of KU-17. 

379.1 admit that my counsel clarified and explalned to me the clvil nature of K1/K2/KS/K11-
2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 

309.1 admit that because I am a lawyer/ex-US Attorney I know, Independently of counsel's 
advice, that the charges In K1/K2/K5/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 
were/are of a civil nature, 

380. I admit that I knew/know that K1/K2/K5/K11-2iK1t-4/K11-7 {K11-10/K11-14/K11-
15/K11-17 were/are civil proceedings with civil consequences. 

3B1. I admit that there existed and exist no other factors to explain my silence In falling to deny 
the facts contained within K1/K2/K5/K11-2/KU-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11•15 and or the 
factual foundation of K11-17 other than my knowledge that the facts are true. 

382. I admit that during the pendency of K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11· 
15/1<11-17. I was not subject to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, in which a 
smn!ru of the facts would have deprjved me of my right against self-Incrimination. 

383. I admit that during the pendency of K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 {K11-10/K11-14/K11• 
15/Klt-17. I was not subject to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which an 
admittance of the facts would have depriyed me of my right agajnst self-incrimination. 
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3B4. I admit that during the pendency of K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-
1S/K11-17. I was not subject to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which a 
.!!gnl!! of the facts would have actually caused me to self-Incriminate. 

385. I admit that during the pendency of K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-
15/IC11-17. I was not subject to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which an 
admittance of the facts would have actually caused me to self-Incriminate. 

386. I admit that I knew and know that if the facts were not true, I could have simply denied the 
facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-
'1,J. but I djd not and have not. because they are true, 

387. I admit that my knowledge of the truth of the facts asserted in K1/K2/KSIK11-2/K11-
4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11•15/K11-17 constitutes the sole basis for my silence In failing to 
deny the facts 

388. I admit that my knowledge of the truth of the facts asserted In K1(K2/KS/K11-2/K11-
4/K11-7{K11-10/K11-14/K11-15(K11-17 constitutes the sole basis for my actual failure to deny 
the facts. 

389. I admit that I know that If I were Innocent of the charges levied In K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11· 
4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11•15/K11•17. I would have simply denied the asserted facts, but I 
did/have not, because I was/am/will remain guilty of the levied charges. 

390. I admit that my failure to deny the facts asserted In K1/K2/K5/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /Kl.1-
10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 constitutes an admission of the factual foundation of K11-17. 

391. I admit that I read the Judicial opinions/orders In K1[KZ/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-
10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 • 

. 392. I admit that in almost all cases I was represented by counsel, who clarified and explained 
to me the nature, character and meaning of the judicial opinions/orders In K1/K2/K5/K11-
2/Kl.1-4/K11-7 /K11·1D/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17. 

393. I admit that as a lawyer and ex-US Attorney I did Independently of counsel's advice 
understand the nature, character and meaning of the Judicial opinions/orders In 
K1/K2/K5/K11-2/K11-4/K11•7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17. 

394.1 admit that I understood and understand the nature, character and meaning of the March 
13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (K11-17: D.E. 65). 

395. I admit that I know that the Court did not find that my silence In falling to deny the facts in 
K1/K2/K5/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 does not constitute an 
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admission of the facts, because the Court knew that my silence did In fact constitute an 
admlssjon of the facts. 

396. I admit that I know that the Court did not find that my actual failure to deny the facts in 
K1/K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-1S{K11-17 does not constitute a tacit 
admission of the facts, because the Court knew that my silence did In fact constitute an 
admjsslon of the facts. 

397. I admit that l know that the Court in K2/KS/K11-2/K11-4/K11-7 /K11-10[K11-14/K11-
1S/K11-17 did not flrid evidentially invalid my admissions· of undisputed fact in Kl, that were 
submitted Into evldence In subsequent cases, because the Court in K2/KS/K11-2[K11-4/K11-
7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-15/K11-17 did know that the Kl admissions of undisputed fact did 
contribute to the cumulative proof of subsequent claims (2016 to 2024). 
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The United Nations Universal Declaration Of Human Rights 

398.1 admit that I have read the attached document entitled 'Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights' 

399. I admit that I have known about the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights' since my 
attendance at college. • 

400.1 admit that since my attendance at college there has been no diminution of my 
knowledge regarding the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights'. 

401. i admit that since my attendance at law school there has been no diminution of my 
knowledge regarding the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights'. 

402. I admit that the absence of diminution of my knowledge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' ls a consequence of my license mandated attendance at 
obllgatory continuing legal education courses. 

403. I admit that the absence of diminution of my knowledge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' is a consequence of my private practice of law In New Jersey 
(1987-2001). 

404. I admit that the absence of diminution of my knowledge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' Is a consequence of my practice of law within the Office of the US 
Attorney (2001-2009). 

405. I admit that the absence of diminution of my knowledge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' is a consequence of iny legal obligation as the Governor of New 
Jersey (2009-2017) to ensure the protectlcm of the human/clvil/constltutlonal rights of Its 
citizens and all persons within Its geographic boundaries. 

406.1 admit that the obligatory continuing legal education courses Involve modules on legal 
ethics and human rights. 

407.1 admit that certain courses have Included modules on human rights violations committed 
during the Second World War by lawyers/judges/politldans associated with the Nazis. 

408. I admit that I know, from these courses and my general reading, that the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' emerged in part as.a consequence of human rights violations 
committed by lawyers/judges/politicians associated with the Nazis. 

409.1 admit that In 1987, the year I graduated from law school,-1 knew what rights were 
protected under the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights'. 
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410. I admit that from 2008 to 2017, I, as the Governor of New Jersey, had a legal duty to 
protect Plaintiff Kaul's human/clvll/constitutlonal rights. 

411.1 admitthat In 2008, the year I assumed the Office of the New Jersey Governor, I knew I 
was prohibited from conspiring to violate Plaintiff Kaul's human/clvll/constltutlonal rights. 

412. I admltthat In 2008 I knew I was prohibited from actually violating Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/clvil/constltutlonal rights. 

413, I admltthat In 2008 I knew It was Illegal to conspire to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/clvll/constltutlonal rights. 

414. I admit that In 2008 I knew it was Illegal to actually violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civll/constltutlonal rights. 

415, I admit that since 2008 I have conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to knowingly and 
willfully abuse the power of the American State to purposefully violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/constitutional rights. 

416. I admit that the knowingness, willfulness, mallclous-ness, and purposefulness In my 
conspiring with The Kaul cases Defendants to violate Plaintiff Kaul's human/ciVll/constltutlonal 
rights is proven by the within admitted facts about which there Is no material dispute. 

417.1 admltthat the knowingness, wlllfulness, mallcious-ness, and purposefulness of the~ 
violation of Plalntlff Kaul's human/clvll/constltutlonal rights by myself and The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, Is proven by the within admitted facts·about which there Is no material dispute. 

418. I admit that the knowing, willful, mallclous, and actual violation of Plaintiff Kaul's human 
rights Is commensurate with the standard of that of a crime against humanity. 
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Section 1983 

2005-2010 

419. I admit that I knew that my illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved quid pro quo 
schemes of bribery with, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, do substantiate an abuse of 
state power. 

420.1 admit that I knew· I was a public-state official pursuant to a Section 1983 claim. 

421. I admit that I knew Plaintiff Kaul retained human/civil/constitutional rights. 

422. I admit that I knew that my perpetration against Plaintiff Kaul of amongst·other things, 
illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved quid pro quo schemes of bribery, were 
knowing violations of his human/civil/constitutional rights by a public-state official. 

423.1 admit that I knew that my violations of Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights 
do substantiate proof of his section 1983 claims, as asserted In Kll-17. 

424. I admit that because of my Illegal schemes-of public corruption that Involved quid pro quo 
schemes of bribery with, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, they became intertwined 
wlth,.and In possession of state power and became state actors. 

425.1 admit that because of my Illegal schemes of public corruption th.at Involved quid pro quo 
schemes of bribery with, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, I sold, ln a knowingly Illegal 
manner, state-public power to, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants. 

426, I admit that because of my Illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved quid pro quo 
• schemes of bribery with, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, I sold, In a knowingly illegal 
manner, state-public power to, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, without the 
permission of the public. 

427. I admit that I did not see)< the permission of the public, as I knew It would be denied. 

428. I admit I know that the public would have denied permission because the public would 
have known my selling state-public power for personal gain was Illegal. 

429, I admit that had I sought permission from the public, It would have exposed my long
standing "pattern" of abuse of political-state power for personal gain. 
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430, l admit that had my long-standing Hpattern" of abuse of political-state power for personal 
gain been exposed, my gubernatorial and presidential ambitions/plans would have been 
negatively impacted. 

431. I admit that had my long-standing "pattern" of abuse of political-state power for personal 
gain been exposed, I would have become subject to criminal indictment. 

432. I admit that had I become subject to criminal indictment, all my prior crimes since the 
commencement of my political career In the 1990s would have become exposed. 

433. I admit that had all my prior crimes become exposed my gubernatorial and presidential 
ambitions/plans would have been negatively Impacted. 

434. I admit that because of my Illegal schemes of public corruption that involved quid pro quo 
schemes of bribery with, amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants, I sold, In a knowingly illegal 
manner, state-Judicial power to, amongst others, the KU-17 Defendants, without the 
permission of the publlc. 

435.1 admit that I was able to sell state-Judldal power to, amongst others, the Kll-17 
Defendants, because· by reason of the absolute power of the New Jersey Governor's Office over 
the state Judiciary, I retained absolute control of New J_ersey state Judges. 

436. I admit that.I abused my ab~olute control of state Judges and sold the power of the state 
judiciary to amongst others, the Kll-17 Defendants. 

437.1 admit that The Kaul cases Defendants, Including the Kll-17 Defendants, sought and 
required this power to suppress any legal challenges that Plaintiff Kaul flied against the illegal 
revocation and or Its consequences, 

438, I admit that I abused the gubernatorial power of state and that of the Office of the US 
.Attorney for the District of New Jersey to cause Judges within the New Jersey Superior Court 
(trial/appellate/supreme) to suppress any legal challenges/defenses flied by Plaintiff Kaul In 
regard to the illegal revocation and or Its consequences. 

439. I admit that I abused the gubernatorial power of state and that of the Office of the US 
Attorney for the District of New Jersey to cause Judges within the U.S.B.C. for the District of 
New Jersey to suppress any legal challenges/defenses flied by Plaintiff Kaul in regard to the 
Illegal revocation and or Its consequences. 

440.1 admit that I abused the gubernatorial power of state and that of the Office ofth'e US 
Attorney for the District of New Jersey to cause Judges within the U.S.D.C, for the District of 
New Jersey to suppress any legal challenges/defenses flied by Plaintiff Kaul In regard to the 
illegal revocation and or Its consequences. 
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441. I admit that I abused the gubernatorial power of state to cause all 
politicians/legislators/lawyers within the State of New Jersey to Ignore Plaintiff Kaul's requests 
for assistance and or enquiries as to any facts of the revocation scheme. 

442. I admit that I abused the gubernatorial power of state to silence all 
politlcians/legislators/lawyers as to the facts of the revocation scheme, with threats of 
professional ruin and or criminal Indictments. 

443. I admit that I knew that my perpetration of these schemes of human/clvil/constltutlonal 
rights violations were illegal and did/do constitute a knowing/willful deprivation of Plaintiff 
Kaul's rights u"!der 'color of state'. 

444. I admit that I perpetrated these schemes of deprivation of rights with Impunity, In the 
conviction that Plaintiff Kaul would· be eliminated. • 

445. I admit that I perpetrated these schemes of deprivation of rights with Impunity, in the 
conviction that would become the New Jersey Governor In 2009 and 2013, and would remain 
Immune to civil/criminal prosecution. • 

446.1 admit that I perpetrated these schemes of deprivation of rights with Impunity, In the 
conviction that I would become the US President In 2016, and would remain immune to 
civil/criminal prosecution. • 

447.1 admit that I was motivated by the promise of polltlcai campaign donations from hospital 
corporations/Insurance corporatlons/neurosurglcal societies/neurosurgeons to cause the Illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's llcen·se. 

448. I admit that I knew I had to manufacture a basis/pretext on which to cause the Illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

449. I admit that I knew there existed no legitimate or legal basis on which to cause the illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

450. I admit that recognizing there existed no legitimate or legal basis on which to cause the 
Illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license, I ordered my attorney general/state medical board 
there be manufactured a knowingly illegitimate/illegal case to cause the illegal revocation of 
Plaintiff Kaul' s license. 

451. I admit that the manufacturing of a knowingly lllegltil)late/lllegal case to cause the Illegal 
revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license did require the commission of perjury by other physicians. 

452. l admit I knew that the commission of perjury would be perpetrated by these other 
physicians while acting as experts for the state. 
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453. l admit that the commission of perjury by these other physicians while acting as experts 
for the state, would involve them falsely testlfylne under oath that Plaintiff Kaul had not been 
qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine sureery. 

454. I admit that these expert physicians were given assurances that they would not be 
crlminally prosecuted for perjury. 

455. I admit that I knew that these expert physicians were reassured they would not be 
clvllly/crimlnally prosecuted because they belleved Plaintiff Kaul would be eliminated. 

456, I admit that I knew that these expert physicians were reassured they would not be 
clvllly/crlminally prosecuted because they belleved that even If Plaintiff Kaul were not 
ellmlnated, he would never ascertain the facts that constitute the factual foundation of k11-
az. 
457.1 admit that I knew that these expert physicians were reassured they would not be 
civilly/criminally prosecuted because they belleved that even If Plaintiff Kaul were not 
eliminated, I would, as the NJ Governor/US President abuse the power of state/federal 
eovernment to suppress any legal attempt by Plaintiff Kaul to ascertain the facts that constitute 
the factual faundatJon of K11-17, 

458. I admit I knew that these experts physicians knew they would be committing perjury. 

459, I admit that I knew that VJhen these expert physicians actually committed perjury during 
the administrative proceeding (April 9 to June 28, 2013), they did so knowing that they were 
committing perjury. 

460. I admit that when these expert physicians committed perjury, they knew they were 
committing felonies. 

461.1 admit that I knew that these expert physicians knew Plaintiff Kaul was 
llcensed/tralned/cre"dentlaled/qualified to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

462, I admit that I knew that these expert physicians were motivated to commit perjury in 
order to eliminate the competitive threat of Plaintiff Kaul from the minimally invasive spine 
surgery market 

463, I admit that I entered into a series of quid pro quo schemes with medical malpractice 
lawyers.In which consequent to the revocation and publicity surrounding the Illegal revocation 
(2012-2014), they would file knowingly frivolous malpractice claims in state courts whose 
Judees I controlled. 

464.1 admit I knew that Plaintiff Kaul's medical malpractice carriers would settle the cases 
Immediately, consequent to the wide publicity regarding the suspension/revocation. 

45 
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465. I admit I knew that within these medical malpractice quid pro quo schemes, the lawyers 
would kickback a percentage of the settlement to. me. 

466. I admit that mltllons of dollars were actually paid by Plaintiff Kaul's medical malpractlce 
carriers In these knowingly fraudulent cases (2013-2017) 

467, I admit that I received kickbacks from these knowingly fraudulent settlements (2013-2017) 

468.1 admit that I knew the scheme conducted across the US wires, was Illegal and constituted 
wire fraud, 

469.1 admit that I knew the lawyers Involved In the medical malpractice guid pro quo scheme 
knew it was illegal and constituted wire fraud. 

470.1 admit that I knew the lawyers Involved in the medical malpractice quid pro quo scheme 
knew It was illegal and constltuted·publlc corruption. 

471. I admit that I knew that Plalntlff Kaul had been licensed since 1996 to perform both 
medicine and surgery In the State of New Jersey. 

472.1 admit that I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had been trained to perform minimally Invasive spine 
surgery since at least 2003. 

473. I admit that I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had been qualified to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery since at least 2003. 

474. I admit that I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had been properly licensed and credentlaled to 
perform minimally Invasive spine surgery since a~ least 2003. 

475. I admit that I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had been properly licensed and credentialed to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery by Medicare since at least 2005, 

476. I admit that I !mew that Plaintiff Kaul had In 2005 Invented the percutaneous spinal fusion 
procedure. 

477.1 admitthat I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had been credentlalled by at least six (6)state 
licensed surgical centers In New Jersey to perform minimally invasive spine surgery since at 
least 2003. 

478. I admit that I knew that Plaintiff Kaul had successfully performed hundreds of minimally 
invasive spinal fusions. 

479, I admit that despite knowing Plaintiff Kaul was 
experlenced/licensed/credentlalled/tralned/qualifled and had invented the percutaneous 

46 
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procedure, I did abuse the power of state and cause many other state 
offlclals/ludges/physiclans to participate in a knowingly Illegal scheme to have Illegally revoked 

Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

480. I admit that I acted with Impunity In the perpetration of the scheme, because I believed 

Plaintiff Kaul would never expose the facts that constitute·the factual foundation of Kll-17. 

481, I admit that I acted with Impunity in the perpetration of the scheme, because that even If I 

Plalntlff Kaul exposed the facts that constitute the factual foundation of K11-17. he would be 
financially ruined and unable to retain a lawyer. 

482. I admit that I acted with Impunity In the perpetration of the scheme, because even If 

Plaintiff Kaul exposed the facts that constitute the factual foundation of K11-17, and unable to 

retain a lawyer, did prosecute his claims, I would cause a corruption of the courts/obstruction 

of Justice to prevent his prosecution ofth~ case and procurement of discovery. 

, ' 

47 
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RICO - Count One 
'COVID Vaccine' Toxicity 

483. I admlt that I know the reason Defendant FSMB failed to address/completely Ignored the 

claims and facts pertaining to the known toxicity/Ineffectiveness of the so called 'COVID 

vaccine' and In fact mRNA toxin, Is because they are true. 

484. I admit that one of the reasons all Defendants have violated the Court's March 13, 2024, 

ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN Is to avoid having to disclose evidence of the global scheme of 

Inoculation of a knowing gene manipulating mRNA toxin Into billions of humans. 

DATED: APRIL 22, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
DAVID BASCH, MD 

Plaintiffs 

v. 

ROBERT HEARY 

Defendant. 

Dated: March 9, 2024· 

,-. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

FILED 
MAR 15 202~ 

P~&°&JiJ:r,ClERK BY I ,EONC 
V~ DEPCU( 

CASE NO.: 23-CV-2016 (JLR) 

. ADMISSION OF MATERIAL AND 
UNDISPUTED FACT OF DEFENDANT 
ROBERT FRANCIS HEARY 

.1 
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Context To Schemes And Violations 

l. I admit that since approximately 1999, I have been a nationally recognized and highly 
Influential leader within the political wing of the American neurosurglcal community. 

2. I admit that since approximately 1999, a substantial part of my time, ·effort and resources 
have been directed towards seizing power within the political wing of the American 
neurosurglcal community. 

3. I admit that sl.nce 1999 In have used this power to Ulegally exclude competition and to charge 
supr.H:Ompetitive professional fees. 

4. I admit that since 1999 my Illegal charging of supr~mpetitlve rates has caused me to 
Illegally amass a personal material fortune. 

5. I admit that my current personal net worth Is In excess of five hundred million dollars 
($500,000,000). 

6. I admit that my personal net worth ls in excess of five hundred million dollars ($500,000,000) 
was procured In large part through Illegal schemes ofraclceteerlng. antitrust and violations of 
the civil, constitutional, and human rights of my competitors and others. 

2 
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I 

Facts Admitted In K11-17 /K11·10/K11-14 As Corroborating Proof Of 

Claims In Kll-17 

7.1 admit I know that some of the facts that substantiate and or otherwise prove my knowing 

violation of Plaintiff Kaurs human rights and of the claims levied against me In Kll-17, were 

facts unambiguously asserted in support of the clalms lev!ed against me In Kll-7 /Kll-10 by 

Plaintiff Kaul. 

8.1 admit that l·read the complaint/amended complaint filed against me by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-

7 respectlv.ely on August 19, 2021 (Kll-7: D-E, 1)/September 13, 2021 (Kll-7:D.E. 14) AND the 

complaint flied against me by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-10 on March 9, 2023 (Kll-10: D.E. 1) AND the 

complaint filed against me by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-14 on June 22, 2023 (Kll-14: D.E. 1). 

, 
9, I admit that In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-141 was represented by counsel, who clarified and 

explained to me the nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against me In both 

complaints. 

10, I admit that I understood and understand the nature, character and meaning of the facts 

asserted against me In K11-7/K11-10/K11-14 In all the complaints and amended complaint. 

11. I admit that on December 23, 2021, I filed a procedural motion to dismiss the amended 

complaint In Kll-7 (D,E. 144/145) AND that In Kll-10/Kll-14, I failed to deny the 

allegations/facts/file a motion to dismiss AN!2 that In K11·14the Court entered Default (Kll-14: 

D.E. 32) against me. 

12. I admit tlfllt I know that In filing a procedural motion to dismiss the amended complaint, I 

had the right to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul AND that In K11·10/K11-14, I failed to 

answer or otherwise respond, although ! know I had the right to deny the facts asserted by 

Plaintiff Kaul AND that by filing a procedural motion to dismiss the Complaint In Kll-17, despite 

knowing I had the right to deny the Kll-17 facts, I have ADMITTED to the ALL the facts In Kll• 

7 /Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll/17. 

13, I adm~ that I did not deny the facts asserted DY Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-

17, 

14. I admit that the reason I did not deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kalil K11·7/K11•10/K11-

14/Kll-17 Is because they are true. 

15. I admit that I know that I had the right to file a sum111arv judgment motion to dismiss the 

complaints and llmended complaint In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-14 Al'llQ the Complaint In Kll-17. . . 

16. I admit that I did not file summary Judgment motions to dismiss the complaints and 

amended complaint in K11•7 /K11·1.0/K11•14 AND the Complaint In Kll-17. 

3 
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17.1 admit that the reason I did not file summary Judgment motions to drsnilss the complaints 

and amended complaint In K11-7/K11-10/K11-14 AND the Complaint In Kll-17, Is because I 

had/have no evlde~ce or facts to disprove the summary Judgment standard truth of the facts 

asserted by Plaintiff Kaul. •I 

18.1 admit that In Kll-7 on January 13, 2022, I flied a reply (D.E. 156/157) to Plaintiff Kaul's , 

January 13, 2022, opposition papers (D,E. 155) to my December 23, 2021, procedural motion to 

dismiss (D.E. 144/145). 

19. I admit that I know-that In filing my reply to Plaintiff Kaul's January 1"3, 2022, opposition 

papers (D.E. 155) to my December 23, 2021, motion (D.E. 144/145) I had the right to deny the 

facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in his September 13, 2021, amended complaint (D,E. 14) and 

January 13, 2022, opposition papers (D.E 155). 

20.1 admit that I did not deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in his September 13, 2021, 

amended complaint and or his January 13, 2022, opposition papers (D.E. 155). 

21. I admit that the reason I did not deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-7 ls because 

they are true. 

22, I admit that my silence In faillng to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In K11-7/K11-

10/K11-14/K11-17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that the facts were asserted 

directly at me. 

23, I admit that my silence in falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-7 /K11-

10/K11-14/K11-17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that the nature, character and 

meaning of the facts had been explained and c:larlfled to me by my counsel. 

24. I admltthat my sllenc:e In failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In K11-7 /Kll• 

10/Kll-14/Kll-17 constitute a tacit admission ofthe facts In that I completely understood the 

nature, character and meaning of the facts. 

25, I admit that my silence In falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul In K11-7 /Kll• 

10/Kll-14/Kll-17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that I had direct knowledge of the 

truthfulness of the facts. 

26. I admit that my silence in falling to deny the facts asserted. by Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-7 /K11-
10/K11-14/K11·17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that I was directly involved in the 

perpetration of the facts. 

27. I admit that my silence In falling to deny the facts asser1:ed by Plaintiff Kaul In Kll-7/Kll-

10/Kll-14/Kll-17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that although I had the right and 

ability to deny the facts, I did not, because the facts are true. 

4 
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28. I admit that my silence in falling to deny the-facts asserted by Plalntlff Kaul In Kll-7 /Kll-
10/Kll-14/Kll-17 constitute a tacit admission of the facts In that the substantial body of fact 
asserted In the K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-17 Complaints require It be admitted, denied, or 
dismissed with contrary evidence or fact, and It was not. 

•• • ·29.1 admltthatthe absence ofany ambiguity In my sllence In falling to deny the facts asserted 
by Plaintiff Kaul In the Kll-7/Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-17 Complaints tacitly substantiates the 
asserted facts. • 

30. I admit that my counsel clarified and explained to me the civil nature.of K11-7/K11-10/K11-
14/K11-17 .• 

31. I admit that I know that K11-7/K11-10/K11-14/K11-17 were/are clvll proceedings with clvll 
consequences, 

32. I admit that there existed and exist no other factors to explain my silence In falling to deny 
the facts, other than my knowledge that the facts were and are true. 

33, I admit that during the pendency of Kll-7/Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-17, I was not/am not subject 
to any state and or federal criminal investigations, in which a denial of the facts would have 
deprived/deprive me of my right against sejf-lncrimlnatlon. 

34. I admit that during the pendency of K11-7/K11-10/Kll-14/K11-17 I was not/am not sub)ect 
to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which an admittance of the facts would 
have deprlved/deprjye me of my right against self-lncrlmln_atlon. 

35. I admit that.during the pendency of Kll-7 /K11-10/K11-14/K11-17, I was not/am not subject 
to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which a denial of the facts would have 
caused/will cause me to self-Incriminate. • • • 

36.1 admit that during the pendency of Kll-7 /1(11~10/Kll-14/Kll-17, I was not/am not subject 
to any state and or federal criminal Investigations, In which an admittance of the facts would 
have caused/wlll cause me to self-lncrjmlnate. 

37.1 admit that I knew and know that If the Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-17 facts were not true, I 
could have simply denied the facts.asserted by Plaintiff Kaul, but I did not. because they are 
true. 

38, I admit that my knowledge of the truth of the facts asserted In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-
17 constitutes the sole basis for my silence In falling to deny the facts. 

39. I admit that my knowledge of the tr.uth of the facts asserted In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-
17 constitutes th~ sole basis for my actual fa)lure to deny the facts. 
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40, I admit that I know that If I were Innocent of the charges levied In Kll-7 /Kll-10/Kll-

14/Kll-17, I would have simply denied the fa~ asserted In K11-7/K11-10/K11·14/Kl1-17, but I 

did not, because I am guilty of the charges levied In K11-7/K11-10/K11·14/K11-17 AND no 
court/Jury has "stated and of found otherwise. 

41.1 adinltthat I have read the September·12, 2022, opinion, and order of the district Judge 
[D.E. 168) In Kll-17. 

42, I admit that In K~l-7 I was represented by counsel, who clarified· and explained to me the 

nature, character and meaning of the opinion and order of the district Judge [D.E. 168). 

43. I admit that I understood and understand the nature, character and meaning of the opinion 

and order of the district Judge (D.E. 168). 

-
44. I admit that I know that the district Judge did not find that my silence In falling to deny the 
facts In any of The Kaul Cases ~oes not constitute a tacit admission of the. facts, because the 
district iudf!e knew that my sHence DID IN FACT CONSTITUTE A TACIT-ADMISSION OF THE 
FACTS. 

45. I admit that I know that the district Judge did not find that my actual failure to deny the 

facts In any of The Kaul Cases does not constitute a tacit admission ofthe facts, because the 

district ludge knew that my silence DIP IN FACT CONSTITUTE A TACIT ADMISSION OF THE 
FACTS. 

46. I admit that I know that the dlsl(lct Judge In Kll-7 did not find evidentially Invalid my 
admissions of undisputed fact In Kl, that were submitted Into evidence In Kll-7, because the 
district lud@Jn K11-7 DID KNOW THAT THE Kl ADMISSIONS OF UNDISPUTED FACT DID PROVE 
1l!E K11-i CLAIMS. • 
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The United Nations Universal Declaration Of Human Rights 
47.1 admit that I have read the attached document entitled 'Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights (Exhibit 4). 

48. I admit that I have known about the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights' since my 

attendance at college. 

49. I admit that since my attendance at college there has been no diminution of my knowledge 

regarding the 'Universal Declaration of Human Rights'. 

SO. I admit that the absence of diminution of my knowledge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights' is a consequence of my license mandated attendance at 

continuing medical education courses. 

51. I admit that the continuing medical education courses Involve modules on medical ethics 

and human rights. • 

52. I admit that certain courses have Included modules on human rights violations committed 

during the Second World War by physicians associated with the Nazis. 

53. I admit that I know, from these courses and my general reading, that the 'Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights' emerged In part as a consequence of human rights violations 

committed by physicians associated with the Nazis. 

54. I admit that In 2005 I knew what rights were protected under the 'Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights'. 

~5. I admit that In 2005 I knew I was prohibited from conspiring to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
fundamental human/civil/constitutional rights. 

56. I admit that In 20051 knew I.was prohibited from violating Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental 

human/civll/constltutional rights. 

57. I ailmit that in 2005 I knew It was illegal to conspire to violate Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental 

human/clvil/constltutlonal rights. 

58. I admit that In 2005 I knew It was illegal to violate Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental 
human/civil/constitutional rights. 

59. I admit that since 2005 I have conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to knowingly and 
willfully abuse the power of the American State to purposefully violate Plaintiff Kaurs 
fundamental human/civil/constltutlonal rights. 

7 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Flied 03/15/24 Page 8 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 121 of 288
U.:>VJ-\q. l'-\µµec:u . .::::"t-1"+ 11 uu1,,;. --t-, 1 11c:u. uv, 1v,~u~"'T • ~- ,v v1 , v • vu .. u, u.M ..... "•\ 1,..., ..... ...,...,...,, 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 179 of 306 .. 

60. I admit that the knowingness, willfulness, mallclous•ness, and purposefulness In my 
conspiring with The Kaul Cases Defendants to·vlolate Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional 
rights Is proven by the below admitted facts about which there Is no material dispute, • 
61. I admit that the knowingness, wlllfulness, mallclous-ness, and purposefulness of the 
violation of Plaintiff Kaul's human/cMl/constJ\:utlonal rights by myself a11d The Kaul Cases 

• - -oefendants, Is proven by·the below admitted fa~ about which there Is no material dispute. 

62. I admit that the knowing, willful, malicious; and purposeful violation of Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/dvil/constltutlonal rights Is commensurate with th.e standard of that of a crime against 
humanity, 
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Section 1983 

2005-2010 
: 

.. 63. I admit that because of my Illegal schemes of publlc corruption that Involved bribing 

Defendant Christle I became Intertwined wlth1 and In possession of state power an.d became a 

state actor. • 

64.1 admit that because of my illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved bribing 

members of the state government I became Intertwined with, and In possession of state power 

and became a state actor. 

65. I admit that because of my illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved bribing 

members of the federal government I became Intertwined with, and In possession-of state 

power and became a state actor, 

66. I admit that because of my Illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved bribing 

members of the state legislature I became Intertwined with, and In possession of state power 

and became a state actor. 

67. I admit that because of my illegal schemes of public corruption that Involved bribing 

members of the state Judiciary I .became Intertwined with, and In possession of state power and 

became a state actor. 

68. I admit that because of my Jllegal schemes of public corruption that Involved bribing 

members of the federal Judiciary I became Intertwined with, and In possession of state power 

and became a state actor. 

69. I admit that my Illegal schemes of publlli: corruption and conspiring wltli state officials were 

perpetrated In a mutually beneficial and symbiotic manner . 

. 70.1 admit that my illegal schemes of publlc c;orruptlon and conspiring with state officials were 

perpetrated In a manner of mublal ·benefit and Joint participation, 

71. I admit that my illegal schemes of public corruption and conspiring with state officials were 
perpetrated In a manner of mutual benefit In which state officials and I used the US wires to 

exchange commands and words of encouragement In the successful execution of the schemes. 

72. I admit that my Jllegal schemes of public corruption and conspiring with state officials were 

purposed to and did In fact cause me to Illegally acquire the power and function of state, that I 

used to professionally threaten physicians who refused to support my schemes against Plalntlff 

Kaul. 

9 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Filed 03/i5/24 Page 10 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 123 of 288
Ut>VA4AppeaI:~4-Iq.I1 uuv."+-, • 111cu.vv,i..Ju ... v"""'· •~•''-""'''..., ................ .., ... _.\··--·---, 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 181 of 306 

• • 

• 
73. I admit that my Illegal schemes of publlc corruption and conspiring with state officials were 

purposed to and did in fact cause me to Illegally acquire the power and function of state, that I 

used to have professionally Investigated physicians who refused to support my schemes against 

Plaintiff Kaul. 

74. I admit that.my Illegal schemes of publlc corruption and conspiring with state officials were 

purposed to.and did In fact cause me to Illegally acquire the power and function of state, that I 

used to professionally threaten physlcl.ans who attempted to expose my schemes. • 

75, I admit that my illegal schemes of public corruption and conspiring with state officials 

created· a·nexus whereby the'state/lnsurance Industry's Independently motivated scheme to 

have Plalntlff Kaul Illegally eliminated In order to eradicate past debt/future financial liablllty to 

Increase Insurance corporate/executive profits AND kickbacks/bribes to state actors,~ 

PURPOSEFULLY FURTHERED AND CONCEALED under private cover of myself, neurosurglcal 

societies, and other non-official persons, by amongst other things, defamation, and derogation 

of Plaintiff Kaul's right and qualifications to perform mlnlmally invasive spine surgery. 

• 2010-2023 

76. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to conspire to violate 

Plaintiff Kaul's right to due process AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations 

to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

77. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 

Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against 

Plaintiff Kaul In state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 

and or facilitating the commission 9f schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and ln fact 

Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause In Jury to Plaintiff Kaurs 

llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

78.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of tlie New 

Jersey Board of Medical Examiners.to obstruct the course of Justice In cases fl(ed agajnst 
Plaintiff Kaul In state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 

and or facllltatlng the i:ommlsslon of schemes of evJdentlal fa(slflcatlon AND I admit I knew and 
In fact Intended for these vlolatlons to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plalntlff Kaul's 

llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In e~ry American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

10 
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79. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by p~rtlclpatlng with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 

Jersey Board of Medical EXaminel's to obstruct ihe course of Justice In cases flied agajnst 

Plaintiff Kaul In state boards within the geographic.boundaries of New Jersey by committing 

·and or fac]lltating the commission of schemes of witness tampering AND I admit I knew and in 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause lnJury to Plaintiff Kaurs 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life, 

BO. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by 'participating with, facllltating and or directing members of the New • 

Jer:sey Board of Medical EXamlners to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against 

PlaJntlff Kaul In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of fi:a.!!.11.afm I admit I knew and In 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause inJury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

81.1 admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to·vlolate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process !>y participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New • 

Jersey Board of Medical EXamlners to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against 

PlalntlffKaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 

·and or facilitating the commission of schemes of evjdentlal omission M!Q, I admit I knew and In 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to. Plaintiff Kaul's . 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Justin every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

82. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 

Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of Justice in cases flied against 

Plaintiff Kaul In state boards within the geogr,iphlc boundaries of New Jersey by committing 

and or facilitating the commission of schemes of [udlclal-llke corruption AND I admit I knew and 

in. fact ntended for these violations to cause/continue to cause lnJury to Plaintiff Kaurs 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in every America!) state, but in every country 

worldwide for the remainder of.his life. 

83, I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

rightto due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing Judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of Justice In eases flied against Plaintiff Kaul 

In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commission of schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

11 . 
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84.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by' participating with, facili~ting and or directing Judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative law to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Plaintiff Kaul 

In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commission of schemes of evidential falslflcatlon ~ I admit I knew and In fact 

intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

85. I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or directing Judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against PlaJntlff Kaul 

In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

. facllltatlng the commission of schemes of witness tampering AND I admit I knew and In fact 

Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 
' . . . 

86. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing Judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Plaintiff Kaul 

In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commission of schemes of fmw!. AND I admit I knew and in fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff KaUl's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his llfe.. ,, 

87.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing Judges of the New Jersey • 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice In cases flied agaJnst Plaintiff Kaul 

in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facllltatlng the commission of schemes of evidential omission l!riO I admit I knew and in fact 

intended for these vJolatlons to cause/continue to cause ir,Jury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but in every .country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

88. I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to vlol~e Plaintiff Kaui's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing Judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative La~ to obstruct the course·of justice In cases ·filed against Plaintiff Kaul 
In administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commission of schemes of ludiclal corruption Alm I admit I knew and In fact 

Intended for these v1oiat1ons to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his life. • 

12 
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89. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing ml!~bllrs of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney.General to obstruct the course of Justice In cases filed against Plaintiff 

. • ~Instate boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facllitatlng the· commission of schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and 

• •• ·- ---- ·1n fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plahitlff Kaul's . 

llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In every American state, but In every country 

world~lde for the remainder of his life. 

90.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of Justice In cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul In state boards and administrative courts within the,geographlc boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of evidential falslftcatlon AND I 

admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to 

Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In everv, American. state, but In every 

country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

91. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or dtr~ctlng members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attomey·General to obstruct th!! course of Justice In cases flied against Plaintiff 

Kaul In state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of witness tampering AND I admit 

1 knew and In fact intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

92. I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attor.ney General to obstruct the ·course of justice In cases flied against Plaintiff 

Kaul In state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facllltatlng the commission of schemes of f@!m Mm I admit I knew and In 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. ' 

93. I admit that 1 abused the Immense pow~r of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facllltatlng the commission of schemes of evldent)al omission AND I 

admit I knew and in fact intended for these violations to cau_se/contlnue to cause Injury to 

Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every 

country worldwide for the r~mainder of his life. . . 

13 
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94. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

rlght to due process by partlclpating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice In cases fifed against Plaintiff 

!Dl!I. in state boards and administrative courts within the·geographlc boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of Judicial-like and judicial 

corruption AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to 

cause Injury to _Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In every American state, 

but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life • 

95. I admit that I abused the lmmense power of my 'state· actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to· due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administration to obstruct the course of justice In cases filed agaJnst Plaintiff Kaul In 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facllltating the commission of schemes of per)ury AND I admit I knew and in 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

96, I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to d1:1e process 1>Y participating with, facllltatlhg and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administration to obstruct the course of Justice In cases filed against plaintiff Kaul In 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facllltatlng the commission· of schemes of evidential falsfflcatlon AND I admit 

I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

97, I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administration to obstruct the course of Justice in cases filed against Plalntjffj(aul in 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 
' committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of witness tampering Al!Q i admit I 

knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but in every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. ' 

98. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administration to obstruct the course-of Justice In cases flied against Plafntlff Kaul In 

state boards and admlnl~atlve courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of fraud AND I admit I knew and In 

fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's ' 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

14 
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99. I admit that i' abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to-violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administration to obstruct the course of justice In cases flied against PlaJntlff Kaul in 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facllltatlng the commission of schemes of evJdentlal omission arm, I admit I 

knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just ln every American state, 'but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

, 100, I admit that I a~used the Immense power of ll'!Y 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or directing members· qf 

Defendant Christie's administration to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied agaJnst 
plaintiff Kaul In state boards and administrative.courts within the geographic boundaries of 

New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of Judicial-like and 

iudlcial con;uptlon l'..!m I admit I knew and 1.n fact Intended. for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause lnJurytci Plaintiff Kaul's 
0

llfe/llberty/property/reputation not just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the r~alnder of his life. 

101. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 

state Judiciary to obstruct the course of Justice In cases fHed against Plaintiff Kaul In state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 

commission of schemes of perjury~ I admit I knew and in fact lntend_ed for these violations 

to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In 

fN.ery American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life, 

102. I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 

state Judiciary to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Platnt1ff Kaul In state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facllltatlng the 

commission of schemes of eyJdential falslflcatlon ~ I admit I knew and.In fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
llfe/ltberty/property/reputatlon not just in every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

103.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facl!ltatlng and or directing members of the 

state Judiciary to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied agaJnst Plalntjff Kaul In state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commission of schemes of witness tamperjng AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just In every American state, but in every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

15 
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104. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facllitatlng and or directing members of the 

state Judiciary to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Plaintiff Kaul tn state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facllltating the 

commission of schemes of ftl!m!.M!l I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just I~ 

every American state, but-In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

105. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due pr,ocess by participating with, facilltating and or directing members of the 

state judiciary to obstruct the course of Justice In cases flied against Plalntfff Kaul In state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and ~r facilitating the 

commission of schemes of eyldentlal omfsslgn AND I admit I knew and in fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

llfe/ltberty/property/reputatlon not Just in every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

106, I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' status to. violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facllltatlng and or-directing members of the 

state Judiciary io obstruct the course.of Justice h.1 cases flied against Plafntlff Kaul In state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 

commission of schemes of ludldal corruptiori A.Im. I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these 

vlolatlons to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon 

not Just In every American state, but In every country world~ide for the remainder of his life. 

107, I admit that I abused the Immense power (?f my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the mm 
(ydfclary to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul In state courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the state .of New Jersey by commlt;tlng and or factlltatlng the commission of 

schemes of obstruction of justice ANQ. I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations 

to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 1 

108. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state ac;tor' status to violate Plalntlff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the mm 
judiciary to dismiss all cases flied by-Plaintiff Kaul In state courts within the geographic 
boundaries of the state of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commission of 

schemes of public corrqptlon ANR I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plal/ltlff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 

every American state, but In every ~ountry worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

109. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corruptlng·members of the .si!l!l. 

government to coerce ~te Judges to dismiss all cases flied by Plaintiff Kaul In state courts 
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within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commission of schemes of obstruction of Justice AND I admifl knew and in fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but in every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

110.1 admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the state' 

ggyernment to coerce ~Ste Judges to dismiss all cases flied by Plaintiff Kaul In state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facllltating the 

commission of schemes of pybHc corruption A!lm I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plalntlff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/repu~tlon 

not Just In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

111. I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and·or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

ludiclary to dismiss all cases flied by Plaintiff Kaul in ~deral courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the commission of schemes of 

obstruction of Justice AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In 

every American state, but In every country world~lde for the remainder of his life. • 

lU. I admit that I abused the .Immense power of my .'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

ludldary to dismiss all cases flied by Plalntlff Kaul In federal courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the United States by comll)lttlng and or facilitating \he commission of schemes of 

pybUc corruption .AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these vlol11tlons to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to PlalntlffKaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon notjust In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

113. I admit that I abused the immense power of my 'state actor' statu~ to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

govemmentto coerce federal Judges to dismiss all cases flied by Plaintiff Kaul In federal courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilltatlng the 

commission of schemes of obstruction of Justice .l!!l!!2 I admit I k,new and Iii fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause In Jury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In every American state, but In every country 

worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

114. I admit that I abused the immense power pf my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right, to due process by bribing and or otherwls~ corrupting memb·ers of the federal 

goygrnment to coerce federal Judges to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul In federal courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commission of schemes of publjc corruption~ I admit I knew and In fact intended for these 
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violations to cause/continue to cause. lnjury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just In every American state, but in every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

115, I admit that I abused the Immense power of my 'state actor' status to vlolate Plaintiff 

Kaul'~ right to due process and· his property by conspiring with The Kaul Cases Defendants to 

Illegally depriyl!' Plaintiff Kaul of the property of his accounts rece)vable and other assets In the 
Chapter 11 proceedings In the bankruptcy court within the geographic boundaries of New 

Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commission of a scheme of bankruptcy fraud AND I 

admit I knew and ln fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to 

Plalntlff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatlon not Just In every American state, but In every 
country worldwide for the remainder of his life. • 

116. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate Plairitiff Kaul's right to regain his economic standing by obstructing, 
through schemes of judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations tQ 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not just In 
every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

117.1 admit t~at I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 
to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his reputation by obstructing, through 

schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases 

through discovery AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violations to 
cause/continue to cause Injury to PlalntlffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every co,untry worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

118. I admti: that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 
to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his ljvelihood by obstructing, through 
schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul cases 
through discovery a!\!R I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 
cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 
every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder.of his life. 

119. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the immense power of my 'state actor' status 
to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain hls·llberty by obstructing, through schemes 
of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases through 
discovery Afil2 I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to 

J cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/prop~rty/reputatlon not Just in every American state, 
but In eve_ry country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

120.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 
to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his life by obstructing, thr~ugh schemes of 
Judicial and public corruption, his due process. right to litigate The Kaul cases through discovery 
AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury 
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to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In fNery 

country worldwide for the remainder of his life. • 

U1. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his professional standing by obstructing, 

through schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

cases through discovery~ I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 

rNery American state, but in rNery country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

122. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate PlalntiffKaul's right to regain his social standing by obstructing, through 

schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process rlghtto litigate The Kaul cases 

through discovery AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

fNery American state, but In rNery count,y worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

123. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his psychological standing by obstructing, 

through sch em~ of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

cases through discovery A!l!I! I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

fNery American state, but In every country worldwide fc;,r the remainder of his life. 

124. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his physical standing by obstructing. 

through schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause In Jury to PlalntlffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

125, I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to.continue to violate-Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his financial standing by obstructing. 

through schemes of Judicial and public corruption, his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

~ through discovery AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for the~e violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

rNery American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

126, I admit that I abused and contln.ue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The·Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his economic standing by ob5'l'Uctlng. through schemes of public and private corruption, 

the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to 

cause deprivation of his liberty AND I ;:idmlt I knew and in fact Intended for these violations to 
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cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kai.d's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 

every Amerlcan state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

127, I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his economic standing by obstructing. through schemes of publlc and private corruption, 

his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 

including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just In every American .state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

128, I admit that I abused and continue to.abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain hisJ]!putatlon by obstructing. through schemes of public and private corruption, the 

return of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to cause 

deprivation of his liberty AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plalntlff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 

every American state, but in every country_ worldwide for the remainder of his fife. 

129.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, in conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaurs right to 

regain his reputation by obstructing, through schemes of publlc and private corruption, his 

efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 

Including India, his country of citizenshlo AND I admit I knew and In fact lniended for these 

Violatlons to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just In every American state, but In every country worfdy.ride for the remainder of his life. 

130.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense _power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to vlol;\te, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his Hvellhood by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption, the 

• return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of which continues to cause 

deprivation of his liberty &!QI admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

131. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 
to continue to violate, In conspiracy with lhe Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his llveUhood by obstructing. through schemes of public and private corruption, his 
efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 
Including lndla, his country of cltizenshlo AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause lnjuryto Plalntlff Kaul's llfe/liberty/property/reputatlon 

not just In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life, 
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132. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his llberty by o_bstructlng, through schemes of publlc and private corruption, the return 

of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to cause 

deprivation of his liberty Arm. I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaurs life/liberty/property/reputation not just in 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

133. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his liberty by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption, his efforts 

to restore his llberty through the procurement of a llcense anywhere In the world, Including 

India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and In fact l11tended for these violations to. 

cause/continue to cause Injury to PlalntiffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In 

every American state, but In every country_worldwlde for the remainder of his llfe. 

134. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plalntlff Kaul's right to 

regain his !!fg by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption, the return of 

the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to cause 

deprivation of his liberty AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plalntlff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

135.1 admit that I abused and cont!nue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintlff.Kaul's right to 

regain his !]fg_by obstructing, through schemes of publlc and private corruption, his efforts to 

restore his liberty through the procurement of a llcense anywhere In the world, Including India, 

his country of citizenship AND I adm,lt I knew and In fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to PlalntlffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but in every country worldwide for the remainder of his llfe. 

136.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his professional standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruption, the retUl'l) of the property of his New Jersey llcense, the lllegal seizure of \Nhlch 

continues to.cause deprivation of his llbe~v AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Ju~t In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life, 

131. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to ~ntinue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his prpfess)onal standing by obstructing, through schemes of publlc and private 

corruption, his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In 
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the world, including lndla, his country of citizenship Alm_ I admit I knew and In fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaui's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but in every country 

worldwide for th!! remainder of his rife. • 

·- 138. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy wlth The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his social standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption, the 

return of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to cause 

deprivation of his liberty~ I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plalntlff Kaul' s life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 

every American state, but in every country worl~wide for the remainder of his life. 

139. I admit that r abused and continue to abuse the Immense pow.er of my 'state actor' status 

to continue-to violate, in conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his social standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption, his 

efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 

Including India, his country of cl~lzenshlp AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just in every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder ~f his l~e. 

140. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse. the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his psychologlcal standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruption, the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which 

continues to cause deprivation of his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to ca1,1se Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not Just In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

141. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his psychologlcal standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruption, his efforts to restore his liberty throii11h the procurement of a license anywhere in 

the world, Including India, his country of citizenship AN.121 admit I knew and In fact Intended for 

these violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but·in every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

142.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the immen$e power of my 'stat~ actor' status 

to continue to violate, in conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's ri11ht to 

r~aln his physical standjng by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corrup~lon, 

the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the Illegal seizure of which continues to 

cause deprivation of his liberty AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these vlolatlons to 

22 
Case 5:23-cv-0_0672-M-KS Document 70 Filed 03/15/24 Page 23 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 136 of 288
Ut>VA4 Af.Jf)~i::ll: i::::.:+-1.:+ I/ UUI..,. -+-1 1 m:;;u. vv, 1v,-"-V'--r 1 ~• ,_..., ..,, • .., , ..,,._,, -::;--·,. - . -· _ --, 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7, Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 194 of 306 

. ' 
• 

cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 
eNery American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

143. I admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
l'l!gain his physical standing.by obstructing. th,rough schemes of publlc and private corruption, 

his efforts-to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 
Including India, his country of citizenship a!'ffl. I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 

violations to cause/continue to cause Injury to PlaintlffKa1,d's life/llberty/property/reputatlon 

not Just In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

144. I admit that I abused and continue to abu~e the Immense power of my 'state actor' status • 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his financial standing by obstructing, through schemes of publlc and private corruption, 

the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the lilegal seizure of which continues to 

cause deprivation of his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these violations to 

cause/continue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 
eNery American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

145.1 admit that I abused and continue to abuse the Immense power of my 'state actor' status 

to continue to violate, In conspiracy wltli The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his financial standing by obstructing. through schemes of publlc and private .corruption, 

his efforts to restore his llberty through the procurement of a license anywhere In the world, 
including India, his country ofdtlzenship AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these 
violations to cause/continue to cause Injury.to Plaintiff Kaul's ll(e/llberty/property/reputatlon 
not Just In every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

146. I admit that from 2005 to 2016 the purposll of my wlllful, knowing. and ongoing abuse of 

my Immense 'state actor' power was to perpetrate a scheme to yjglate plaJntlff Kaul's human 
and cpnst(tytjpgal rights that Involved, amongst other things, an osfraclzatlon of PlalntlffKaul, a 
destruction of his economic standing, reputation and livelihood, the resulta.nt deprivations of 
which caused and continue to cause conditions of homelessness, poverty and unemployment 
to him and his family AND I admit I knew anil In fact Intended for these vlolatlons-deprlvatlons 

to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 
every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

147. I admit that fror:n 2016 to 2023, and as a consequence of Plal~tlff Kaul's prosecution of The 
Kaul Cases, I and others schemed and continue to scheme, In-the violation of Pla(ntfff Kauj's • 
right tp due process In the United States District Court through the willful, knowing, and 
ongoing abuse of the Immense power of our 'state actor' status, the scheme's purpose being an 
attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing crimes commltte~ by myself and those oflml. 
Kaul Cases Defendants In. a period from at least 2005 to the present AND I admit I knew and In 
fact Intended for these violations-deprivations to cause/continue to_ cause Injury to Plaintiff 
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Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

148.1 admit that I used the US wires In a knowln@lv Illegal ma oner to nernetrate schemf!s In 
which I conspired with The KauJ cases Defendants to abuse the Immense power of my 'state 
actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kauf's human and constitutional rights and cause and to 

continue to cause Injury-to his economic • 
standing/reputatlon/livellhood/liberty/life/professlonal standing/social standing/psychological 
standins/physlcal standing/financial standing Arm I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these 
violations-deprivations to cause/continue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/llberfy/property/reputatlon not just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his Ufe. 

149. I admit that the schemes of knowing human and constitutional rights violations involved 

the Jllegal transmission across the us wjres of hundreds of emails and telephone calls between 
myself. The Kaul caw Defendants.-and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney 
General AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violations-deprivations to 
cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In 
every American state, but in every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

150, I admit that the schemes of knowing human and constitutional rights violations involved 

the mega! transmJssJpn across the us wires of hundreds of emails and telephone calls between 
myself. The Kaul Casgs Defendants, and members ofthe Office of the Office of the New Jersey 
Governor AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violatlons-deprilll!tions to 
cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul•s:Jife/liberty/property/reputatlon not Just in 
every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

151.1 admit that the schemes of knowing human and constitutional rights violations involved 
the U)egal transmission across the us wjres of hundreds of emails and telephone calls between 
myself. The Kaul Cases Defendants, and members of the New Jersey Office of Administrative 
Y!!,!!AND I admit I knew and in fact Intended for these violations-deprivations to· 
cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just in 
every Amedcan state, but In every country worl.dwlde for the remainder of his life. 

152. I admit that the schemes of knowing huma!l and constitutional rights violations involved 
the )!legal tcansmJssloa across the us wfres of hundreds of emails and telephone calls between 
myself, ]be KWJICases Defendants, and members of the New Jersey Board of Medical 
Examiners AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violations-deprivations to 
cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not just In 
every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his fife. • 
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RICO: 

OVeraH aaim Admission 

153. I admit to the fact that the below facts are undisputed, admitted and prove all elements of 

all claims asserted against me by Plaintiff Kaul. 

154, I do not refute/contest/rebut/deny the evidence contained within the following 

documents: (I) The Waldman E-mail; (11) The Zerblnl Certification; (111) The Sabo Certification; 

(Iv) The Solomon Critique; (v) The.Solomon Critique 2; (vi) The Calabrese Certification; (vii) The 

Przybylskl Disciplinary Notice; (viii) The Feldman i:ertlflcatlon; (Ix) The Yeung E-mail; (~) The 

Union County Court proceedings; (xi) The Clarrocca Complaint; (xii) The Federal Trade 

Commission Guidelines. 

155, I admit that the evidence referenced in point Z. ls further proof of the undisputed-ness of 

the facts asserted In the Complaint. 

Element Specfflc: Admissions 

CUipabie Person Who Wlllfully·or Knowingly . 

156.1 admit culpabllity for having wlllfully and knowingly engaged with other defendants In ~ 

pattern of racketeering, In a period that commenced In approximately 2006, In the State of 

New Jersey, and has continued through every other state and certain courts within the United 

States District Court to at least August 2023. 

157. I admit that I engaged In a. pattern o_f racketeering with other defendants In a period that 

commenced In approximately 2006, continued Into 2019 and occurred In multlple locations In 

the US, and across the US_ mall and wires. 

158. I admit that I wlllfully and knowingly violated the law, when I engaged In a pattern of 

racketeering with other defendants, in which I violated tile authority of state agencies and 

power by committing and or facllltatlng bribery, fraud, kickbacks, extortion, perjury, evidential 

falslflcatlon and witness tampering ANP. I admit I know that my Illegal violation of state 

authority and the US Constitution, to which I have sworn allegiance, does constitute high 

treason, 

159. I admit that I knew the purpose of having engaged In a pattern of racketeering was to 

destroy the economic standing, reputation, and llvellhood of Plaintiff Kaul. 

Commits Or Conspires To The Commission Of "Racketeering Actilllty" 
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160.1 admit that In a period fror:n 2006 to 2022, I conspired with other defe.ndants in the 

commission of racketeering activity by using email, telephone and In person meetings to 

organize a knowingly Illegal scheme that abused the authority of state agencies and r,ower to 

have Illegally revoked Kaul's New Jersey medlcal license, to Illegally destroy Plaintiff Kaul's 

economic standing, reputation, and livelihood and to obstruct Justice and facllitate the 

commission of a 'Fraud on the Court' In the United States District Court by bribing or aiding and 

abetting a scheme of bribery of a federal judge In Kaul v ICE: 21-CV-06992, to have the case 

Illegally dismissed with prejudice. 

Through A Pattem 

161.1 admit that in a period from 2006 to 20221 engaged In an ongoing pattern of corruption of 

administrative, state, and federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the United States, 

the purpose of which was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of any access to substantive Justice, Illegally 

deprive him.pf his medical license, his property, his llvellhood, his reputation, his material 

assets, his access to banking services and to have him Jalled, deported and or kllled. 

162.1 admit that In a period from 2006 to 2019, I did In concert and conspiracy with other 

defendants, knowingly, willfully, and Ulegajly convert administrative, state, and federal courts 

within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey into racketeering enterprises,' to further the 

scheme to destroy the economic standing, r!!putation, and llvellhood of Plaintiff Kaul. 

An Effect On Interstate Or Foreign Commerce 

163. I admit that I and other defendants knew that the license revocation and destruction of 

the economic standing, reputation and llvelihood of Plaintiff Kaul would prevent him from 

working anywhere in the world in any capacity, a trade restriction that would have a . 

detrimental effect on interstate and or foreign commerce, and reduce federal tax revenues. 

164.1 admit that after the widely publicized revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license on March 12, 

2014, I participated with other defendants In hundreds of emall, telepho'ne and in person 

communications, In which we celebrated the destruction of Plaintiff Kaul's llvelihood,,economlc 

. standing, reputation and lnablllty to find employment, 

165. I admit that after the revoClltlon of Plaintiff Kaul's license on March" 12, 2014, I participated 

with other defendants In hundreds of email, teleph.one and In person communications, in which 

we predicted and celebrated the Imminent descent of Plaintiff Kaul and his family Into poverty. 

Purpose 

166. I admit that commencing In approximately 2006, I, in concert and conspiracy with other 

defendants have engaged In schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness 

tampering, public corruption and kickbacks conducted through and facllitated by state actors, 
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agencies, and administrative, state, and federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the 

United States. 

167, I admit that I knew that the purpose of the sch!lmes of bribery, fraud, evidential 

tampering, witness tampering. publlc corruption and klckbacks was to destroy the economic 

standing. reputation, and Uvellhood of Plaintiff Kaul, 

168.1 admit that I knew the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness 

tampering, public corruption and kickbacks were Illegal. 

'2005-2010 

169, I admit that In or around mld-200S, I came·to know, and It became wldely known Within 

the spine community that Plaintiff Kaul had Invented and successfully performed the first 

outpatient minimally Invasive spinal fusion. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Bribery 

170. I admit that In approximately 2005, after. Plaintiff Kaul Invented and performed the first 

minimally Invasive outpatient spinal fusion, I and others In the American neurosurgical and 

orthopedic communities conclude.d his expertise In outpatient mlnlmally invasive spine surgery 

presented a substantial and expanding threat-ta our hospital-based spine t>uslness. 

171. I admit that commencing In approximately 2005/2006 I conspired with certain senior 

members of the American neuro-ortho surgical community to commence perpetrating a 

scheme ~f bribery with, amongst others, the then New Jersey Governor, Christopher J. Christle. 

172. I admit that I used my posltlo.n of power within the political wing of the American 

neurosurglcal community to knowingly deceive Its members Into participating In the scheme of 

bribery that Involved funneling money to the then New Jersey Governor, Christopher J. Christle. 
( . 

173. I admit that I knew that in the conception and perpetration of the scheme of bribery I 

would violate and did in fact violate the law. 

174. I admit that I knew that In the conception and perpetration of the scheme of bribery I 

would deprive and did In fact deprive Plalntlff Kaul ofhls human/clvll/constltutlonal rights. 

175. I admit that I knew that In the conception and perpetration of the scheme of bribery I 

would Illegally coopt and did In fact Illegally coopt the power of state. 

176.1 admltthat I knew that through the cooptlng of the power of state I would become and 

did in fact became a 'state actor' 
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177.1 admit that I knew that with the power of the state and as a 'state actor' I would deprive 
and did In fact deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his human/civil/constitutional rights. 

178. I admit that I knew that with the power of the state and as a 'state actor' It was my 
intention to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his human/civil/constitutional rights. 

179, I admit that I knew that my deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's human/clvil/constltutlona·l rights 
was Intended to ensure the cessation of his existence. 

180.1 admit that I knew that my Intention to cause the cessation of Plaintiff Kaul's existence 
was based on my effort to ensure he did not expose The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme of 
politico-Judicial bribery. ~ • 

181. I admit that I knew/know of the immense crlml.nal consequences to me and others if 
Plaintiff Kaul exposed our scheme of bribery, 

I • 

182. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
bribery was to permanent!y destroy Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood In all parts of the world, to cause 
him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants. 

183, I admit that my specific Intention In aiding arid abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
bribery was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's.eoonomlc standing In all parts of the world, to cause him 
to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes.of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants. 

184. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and iibettlng the perpetration of the scheme of 
bribery was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation In all parts of the world, to cause him to cease 
to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul cases Defend~nts. 

185. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
bribery was to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated, In order to cause him to cease to exist to 

attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaut Cases Defendants. 

186. I ~dmlt that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 

bribery was to force Plaintiff KaursJamlly Into a state of poverty, In order to cause ·him to cease 
to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes .of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

187, I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
bribery was to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them into poverty, In order to 
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cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he1;1ld not expose the crimes ofJbe Kaul 

cases Defendants. • 

188. I admit thirt my specific Intention In aiding and abetting-the perpetration of the scheme of 

bribery was to cause Plaintiff Kaul to commit suicide, In order to cause him to cease to exist to 

attemptto ensure he did not expose the crimes oflhe Kaul cases Defendants. 

189. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling of 

bribes to Defendant Christie In a quid pro quo exchange for him using his executive and ex-US 

Attorney political power to have violated Plaintiff Kaul's human/clvll/constltutlonal rights AND I 

admit I knew and In fact Intended for these vloJatlons-deprivatlons to cause/continue to cause 

Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's llfe/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In every American state, but In 

every country worldwide for the remainder of his life. 

190.1 admit that the scheme of bribery in which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling of 

bribes to Defendant Christle in exchange for him using his executive and ex-US.Attorney 

political power to have Plaintiff Kaul criminally Indicted by state and federal authorities AND I 

admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/clvll/constltutlonal rights to cause a knowingly Illegal lncan:eratlou,of Plaintiff Kaul AND 

to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's-life/llberty/property/reputatlon not Just In 

every American state, but In every country Y'Orldwlde for ~he·remalnder of his llfe IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not e11pose the crimes of The Kaul 

~ Defendants. 

191. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, lnvoh1ed the funneling of 

bribes to, amongst others,. Defendant Christle, who In ~ quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the power of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license Illegally revpked Mm I admit 

I knew and In fact Intended for these violations of Plaintiff Kaul's human/clvil/constltutlonal 

righu to cause a knowingly lllegarrevocatlon of Plaintiff Kaul' license AJlm 
to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but In every country worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 

Cases Defendants. 

192. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I k!'lowlngly engaged, Involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the power of state to have conducted grand Jury proceedings against Plaintiff 

Kaul AND I admit I knew and In fact Intended for these violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civll/constltutlonal rights to cause a knowingly illegal Indictment of Plaintiff Kaul Atm 
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to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In 

every American state, but in every country worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants. 

193. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the power of state to conduct grand jury proceedings to attempt to have 

Plaintiff Kaul Indicted and incarcerated a!!.12 to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/llberty/proper'ty/reputatlon not Just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure h·e did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

194. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

coerce, and did coerce the power of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a 
criminal Investigation against Kaul, AND to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's· 

life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remalnder·of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to-exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

195. I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling of 
bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christie, who In a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use his ex-US Attorney politlc;al power to cause to commence a federal criminal 

Investigation against Kaul, AND to cause/continue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
llfe/llberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every country 
worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

196.1 admit that the scheme of bribery In which l'knowlngly engaged, Involved the funneling of 
bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised.to use, and did use 

his executive power to cause state Investigators and prosecutors to commence state criminal 

Investigations against Kaul, AND to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not Just In every American state, but In every !=ountry 
worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 
ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul cases Defendants. 

197. I admit that the bribe monies were funneled to Defendant Christle through law flnms, 
political lobbyists, and public relation flnms with which he was poUtlcally and or commercially 
connected in any manner, AND to cause/continue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputation not just In every American state, but In every country 
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worldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

. ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul·ease~ Defendants. 

198. I admit.that I knew the purpose of funneling the bribe monies through law firms, political 

lobbylrts, and public reljltion firms, was to attempt to conceal the true quid pro quo bribery 

nature of the monies. . • 

199. I admit that I knew and know that the true quid pro quo bribery nature of the monies 
rendered my transactions Illegal. 

200.1 admit that I knew and know that I did not Inform my bank of the true quid pro quo 
bribery nature of the transacted monies. 

201, I admit that I knew and know that my transferring of the quid pro quo bribery monies 

constitutes bank fraud. • 

-202. I admit that I knew and know t~at my commission of bank fraud con5tltutes a crime. 

203. I admit that I knew and know that my commission of bank fraud Involved the commission 

of wire fraud. 

204.1 admit that I knew and know that the purpose of attempting to conceal the true bribery 

nature of the monies was my concern that my crimes and those oflhe Kaul Cases Defendants 

would be exposed. 

2D5. I admit that I knew and know that the purpose of the con~ealment of my quid pro quo 

bribery crimes would have been to falsely claim that the bribe monies paid to law firms, 
political lobbyists, and public relation firmt with which Defendant Christle was politically and or 
commercially connected In any manner, was for professional legal, lobbying and or public 

relation services. 

206. I admit that I knew and know that such a claim would have been false: 

207. I admit that I know that I cannot raise sucll a professional services defense In either tills 

case and or any otller·civll and or criminal case that might ever be filed against me. • 

208. I admit that I knew and know that my lawyers advlsetl me as to the scheme of 
concealment. 

2D9. I admit that In the period from 2005/2006 to 2022, the scheme of bribery expanded to 
.Involve an Increasing number of persons conducting business within the-private and public 

sectors. 

210, I admit that these persons include state and federal Investigators. 

31 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Flied 03/15/24 Page 32 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 145 of 288
LJ;:jljf\4 Appeal: ;:::q- I'+ I / UUI,,;, '"t- / 1 IJ'OV, U,Jt I UI.C..VL..--r 1 ::,• ,.r, .... , , .., , ............. -~--·,-- __ . ___ , 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 203 of 306 
•• 

21L I admit that these persons Include state and federal prosecutors. 

212.1 admit that these persons Include state and federal Judges. 

213. I admit that these persons Include persona_l ln)ury lawyers. 

214, I admit that these persons Include physicians who competed against Plalntlff Kaul In the 
minimally Invasive spine surgery market. 

215.1 admit that these persons/entitles included Journalists/media organizations who have 
commercial relatlonshlps with The Kaul Cases Defendants and or within referenced Third 
Parties. 

216. I admit that these persons Include Plaintiff Kaul's ex-patients, whom I and others conspired 

with the Ille lawsuits and complaints with the medical board. . 

217.1 admit that these persons Include Plalntiff Kaul's ex-physician employees, whom I and 
others conspired with to provtde false legal testimony against Plalntlff Kaul. 

218. I admit that these persons Include Plalntlff Kaul's ex-nursing employees, whom I and 
others conspired with to provide false lel!ill testimony against Plaintiff Kaul. 

RICO Predicate Ad Of Fraud 

219.1 admltthat as a consequence of Plaintiff Kaul having Invented and successfully performed 

the first outpatient mlnlmally Invasive spinal fusion, I, along with other spine physicians, . 
commenced conspiring to perpetrate a scheme of fraud, In order to attempt to obstruct 
Plaintiff Kaul's pradlce of mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

220, I adrnlt that the purpose of the scheme of fraud was to obstruct and destroy Plalntlff Kaul's 

mlnlmally invasive spine surgery practice. 

221. I admit that another purpose of the scheme of fraud was to Intimidate other physicians, 

similarly, trained as Plaintiff Kaul, from performing mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

222, I admit that the scheme of fraud In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the public 
dissemination, and or the aiding and abetting of public dissemination, of the knowing falsehood 
that Plaintiff Kaul was not quallfled/llcensed/credentlaled to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine 
surgery. 

iZ23. I admit that In the perpetration of the scheme· of fraud I knew that Plaintiff-Kaul was In fad 
legally qualified, credentialed and licensed to perform surgery, including mlnlmally Invasive 
spine surgery. 
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224. I admit that In the perpetration of the scheme of fraud I conspired with Ors. Andrew 

Kaufman and Gregory Przybylski In the subornation of perjury In the legal proceedings that 

caused the revocation of Plaintiff Kaufs license, in which they testified, with knowing falsity, 

that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified to perform mlnimally invasive spine surgery, and had 

grossly deviated from a standard of care. 

Z25. I admit that the scheme of fraud in which I knowingly engaged, Involved the dissemination, 

and or the aiding ancl_ abetting of dissemination Into cqurts of law of th!! knowingly falsehood 

that Plaintiff Kaul was not quallfled/llcensed/credentlaled to perform mlnlmally invasive spine 

SUl'l!ery. 

a. Public Obstruction 

226.1 admitthat the perpetration of the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and coopting 

Plaintiff Kaul's patients to sue him by telling them, with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had 

not been quallfled/credentialed/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery 

on them. 

227. I ·admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud Involved encouraging and cooptlng 

Plaintiff Kaul's patients to file medical board complaints against him by telling them, with 

knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had not b~en quallfied/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to 

perform minim ally Invasive $pine surgery on them. 

b. Legal Profession Obstruction 

228. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud Involved encouraging and cooptlng 

lawyers to file malpractice suits on behalf of Plaintiff Kaul's patients referred to them by me, by 

telling them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualifled/credentlaled/llcensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

229. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and cooptlng 

personal Injury lawyers to stop referring their Injured clients to Plaintiff Kaul, by telling them 

with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not quallfled/credentialed/llcensed/tralned to 

perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

c. Healthcare Profession Obstnictlon 

230. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme· of fraud Involved encouraging and cooptlng 

other physicians to not refer patients to Plalntlff Kaul by telling them, with knowing falsity, that 

Plalntlff Kaul was not quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally Invasive 

spine surgery. 

231. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud Involved encouraging and coopting 

surgical centers and hospitals td not provide Plaintiff Kaul hospital prlvileges by telllng 
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credentialing committee physlclans,.wlth knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualifled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally lnvas~e spine surgery. 

232. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud l,:,volved encouraging and cooptlng 

other physicians to file medical board complaints against Plaintiff Kaul by telling the medical 
board, with knowing falsity, that Plalntlff Kaul was not quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned 

to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery on them. 

233. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud Involved encouraging and coopting 

medical device representatives to not provide Plaintiff Kaul the necess;iry minimally Invasive 
• spine surgery devices, by telling them, with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, 

234.1 admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud Involved threatening medical device 

representatives that If they provided Plaintiff Kaul with the necessary minim ally Invasive spine 

surgery devices, I would use my Immense political power to coerce other neurosurgeons to 
stop using their devices. 

d. Insurance Industry qbstructlon 

235. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of fraud involved conspiring with the 
Insurance Industry to Illegally deny professional relmburseme1,1t to Plaintiff Kaul, . . 
236.1 admit that the fraudulent scheme of theft of services was perpetrated with physicians 

employed by the Insurance Industry, by telling them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was 

not qualified/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine su~gery. 

237, I admit that the purpose of the fraudulent scheme of theft of services, was an atteinpt to 

exhaust Plaintiff Kaul's business resources. 

238. I admit that I knew that the purpose of the fraudulent scheme of theft of services was an 

attempt to cause a liquidation of Plaintiff Kaul's business by causing a cessation of revenue. 

239. I admit that In the perpetration of the fraudulent scheme of theft.of services, I conspired 

with physicians and persons associated with the Insurance industry to have Illegally diverted to 

me monies that should have been paid to Plaintiff Kaul. 

240. I admit that I believed that the fraudulent scheme of theft of services would cause 
Immense financial hardship to Plaintiff Kaul. 

241. I admit that I believed tlils Immense flnanctal hardship would Illegally force Plaintiff Kaul 

out of the minimally lnvaslile spine surgery market. 
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242, I admlt that I belleved that If I caused this Immense financial hardship to Plaintiff Kaul, he 

would be forced to engage In unlawful conduct.· 

243. I admit that I intended for this Immense financial hardship to cause Plaln~lff Kaul to engage 

in unlawful conduct. 

244. I admit that I intended to have the Imagined unlawful conduct cause Plaintiff Kaul to be 

Jailed. 

e. Political Body Obstruction 

245, I admit that In or around 2007, I and other members of the neurosurglcal and orthopedic, 

spine community, recognized that the tactics of our scheme offra11d had failed to ell!'"inate 

Plaintiff Kaul from the mlnlmally invasive spine surgery market, • . 
. ' 

246: I admit that In recognizing the failure of our scheme of fraud and Its tactics of Interfering In 

Plaintiff Kaul's mlnimally·lnvasive spine surgery business, I; as a political leader within th!! 

neurosurglcal community, decided to bribe Qefendant Christopher J. Christle to have him use 

his executive power to order the medical board to revoke'Plalntlff Kaul's medical license. 

247. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and know that the Plaintiff Kaul 

elimination scheme was directly tied to the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 

members. 

248, I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and know and that there was a direct 

, connection between the cooptlng and capture of the polltlcal body and Its members and 

Plaintiff Kaul's ability to expose my crimes and those ofThe Kaul Cases Defendants. 
. . 

249.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul's unexpected exposing of my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants, despite our cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its members, evidences 

the fact that rand The Kaul Cases Defendants foolhardily committed with a long-standing sense 

. of prlvlleged Impunity, a massive amount of felonious conduct over almost two (2) decades. 

' 250. I admit that Defendant Christle was the US Attorney for the District of New Jersey from 

2000 to 2008. 

251.1 admit that Defendant Christle was the Governor for the State of New Jersey from 2009 to 

2017. 

252. I admltthat between 2012 to 2016 Defendant Christle campaigned In pursuit of the 

Republication nomination for the 2016 Presidential Campaign. 
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253. I admit that between 2016 to 2020, Defendant Christle closely collaborated with President 

Trump In the nomination of federal Judges within the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Third Circuit. 

254. I admit that between 2016 to 2020, Defendant Christle closely collaborated with President 

Trump In the nomination of persons to federal agencies. 

255. I admit that commencing In approximately 2005, Defendant Christle began seeking 
financial support for his'2009 political campaign for the governor's office, 

. ' . { 

256, I admit that I knew the failure of the tactics of our scheme of using the US wires to 

transmit knowingly fraudulent Information to members of the public, the legal profession, the 

healthcare profession, and the insurance Industry, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery, left me, as 
the leader of the neurosurglcal community, with no option but to bribe (?efendant Christie. 

257.1 admit that I, as a political leader within the Immensely powerful and ~ealthy 
neurosu111lcal community, and Its Politlcal Activation Committee, did corpmence a dialogue 

with Defendant Christie. 

258. I admit that a principal purpose of the dialogue pertained to the delineation of the quid 

pro quo scheme between myself, the neurosurglcal society members, and Defendant Christle. 

259. I admit that during the dialogues we discussed the exact nature of the quid pro quo deal in 

termsofwhen·and what monetary and non-monetary bribes would be exchanged for what 
elements of the scheme to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

260, I admit that the dialogue surrounding the quid pro quo deal was akin to discussions 
surrounding the enactment of terms of a conti:act, 

261.1 admit that I knew and know the purpose and substance of the dialogue and the 
enactment of the terms were Illegal elements of an overall criminal scheme that involved the 

commission of a course of an ongoing pattern of knowingly felonious conduct. 

262.1 admit that the principal purpose of the quid pro_quo purposed dialogue pertained to the 

scheme to elirillnate Plaintiff Kaul, 

263, I admltthat the dialogues were conducted using both digital and non-digital modes of 

communication. 
. 

264, I admit that the communications Involved many Individuals associated with the political, 

legal, medical, healthcare business and media worlds. • 
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' 265. I admit that a principal part of the dialogue Involved detailing the methods of how I and 

The Kaul Cases Defendants would achieve our objectives to ellmlnate Plaintiff Kaul. 

266. I admit that in the dialogue we described the exact method ·of how we would ellmlnate 

Plaintiff Kaul. • 

267. I admit that the exact method involved using the coercive power of.all branches of the 

State of New Jersey, the media, the polltical body, the Insurance Industry, the legal community, 

the medical community, and the public to attack and undermine Plaintiff Kaul's economic 

standlng/reputatlon/llvellhood/llberty/llfe/professlonal standing/social staridlng/psychological 

standlng/physkal stanillng/financlal standing. 

268.1 admit.that I conspired with, amongst others, Drs. Andrew Kaufman, Gregory Przybylski 

and Peter Carmel, to fraudulently coopt our m~lcal societies and their members into directirlg 

their monies into the gubernatorial and presidential political campaigns of Defendant Christle . 

. 269.1 admitthat i knew It was critical to my sctieme of fraud, that I concealed from the 

members of our medical societies that their monies were in fact bribes, the true purpose of 

which was to fund a knoWlngly Illegal quid pro_ quo scheme with Defendant Christle, purposed 

to Illegally revoke Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

270, I admit that in a period between 2005 and 2010 I, along with several other politically active 

neurosurgeons and ort(:iopedlc spine surgeons, ·inet on several occasions with Defendant 

Christie. 

271. I admit that that the purpose of these meetings was to discuss the perpetration of the 

scheme to revoke Plaintiff Kaul's llcense. 

272. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christie, in 

which he confirmed that he·had received the bribes. 

273. I admit that during these meetings I had se_veral conversations with Defen_dant Christie, in 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to Initiate 

legal proceedings to revoke Plaintiff Kaul's llcense. ' 

274. I admit that during these meetings I had several cor:iversatlons with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed tliat he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to order the 

medical board to suspend and then revoke· Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

275.1 admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to Instruct 

the New Jersey state bar to order It's members to refuse to support Plaintiff Kaul. 
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which he confirmed that he wo!Jld order, and did In fact order his attorney general to Instruct 

the New Jersey medical community to refuse to support Plaintiff Kaut. 

277.1 admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to Instruct 
the New Jersey plaintiffs' bar to file lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul. 

27B. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, in 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey Judicial community (administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal/appellate) to 
dismiss any cases/petitions flied by Plaintiff Kaul. 

279. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to Instruct 

the New Jersey media community to publish highly defamatory articles about Plaintiff Kaul. 

280, I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did in fact order his attorney general to order The . . -
Kaul cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Howard Solomon, to 
recommend revocation of Plaintiff Kaul' s license. 

281. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to order The 
Kaul Cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Howard Solomon, to 
recommend revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license regardless of the evidence presented by 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

282. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to order]:M 
Kaul cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Howard Solomon, to 
falsify his opinion If necessary to ensure the revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license regardless of 
the evidence presented by Plaintiff Kaul. ' 

283. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 

which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order .his attorney general to use the 
US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey media community copies of legal documents that 
perpetrated the knowing fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
quallfied/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

284. I admit that during th~e meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 
which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to use the 
US wires to disseminate to the New Jersev legal cm:rymunlty copies of legal documents that 
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perpetrated the knowing fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

285. I admit that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, In 
which he conflnned that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general tq use the 
• US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey rudtclal community copies of legal documents that 
perpetrated the knowing fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not . 
quallfled/credentlaled/licensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

286.1 admit that during-these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christle, in 
which he conflnned that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to use the 
US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey insurance community copies of legal documents that 
perpetrated the knowing fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

287.1 admlt that during these meetings I had several conversations with Defendant Christie, In 
which he confirmed that he would order, and did In fact order his attorney general to use the 
us wires to disseminate to the New Jersey medical community copies of legal documents that 
perpetrated the knowing fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

288. I admit that during these meet111gs I had several convers~tloris with Defendant Christie, In 
which I confirmed that I had persuaded The Kaul Cases Defendants, Ors, Andrew Kaufman and 
Gregory Przybylski, to testify, .ilbelt with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
quallfled/credentlaled/licensed/tralned to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. 

289, I admit that during these meetings I had ~veral 1=onversatlons with Defendant Christle, In 
which I confirmed that once Plaintiff Kaul's license was revoked, I would use my political power 
within the neurosurgical societies to have Its members support Defendant Christie's 2016 
presidential campaign. 

290, I admit that ln late 2009, I was Informed by persons associated with Defendant Christie 
that a preliminary evaluation committee of the New Jersey medical board had ordered Plaintiff 
Kaul to appear before them on February 3, 2010, 

291. I admit that I knew the February 3, 2010, hearing was the first procedural step in a series 
of legal proceedings, In which the outcome of the lllegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's IJcense 
was a foregone conclusion. 

292. I admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that one purpose 
ofthe legal proceedings was to deceive the public Into believing Plaintiff Kaul had been 
provided Justice and that the revocation was legal, which I and The Kaul Cases Defendants 
knew was not. 
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293.1 admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that one purpose 
of the highly publicized legal proceedings was to destroy Plalntlff Kaul's reputation. 

294, I admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that one purpose 
of the highly publicized legal proceedings was to fabricate a legal record to Justify the crime 
against Plaintiff Kaul. 

295.1 admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that one purpose 
of a state fabricated legal record, other than justifying the crime, would be to submit It as a 
defense If Plaintiff Kaul exposed the crimes and flied suit. • 

' •. 

296. I admit that I kn!!w, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that If l or any of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, It was expected 
that nobody would believe Plaintiff Kaul because of his prior history ln the UK. 

297.1 admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that If I or any of 
The KauJ Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, It was expected 
that nobody would believe Plaintiff Kaul because of his prior history In New Jersey. 

298. I admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christie, that if I or any of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, It was expected 
that nobody, Including Judges, would believe Plaintiff Kaul because by the time his license was 
revoked, myself and The Kaul·Cases D.efendants WO!Jld have destroyed his reputation. 

299.1 admit that I knew, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that If I or any of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, It was expected 
that nobody, Including Judges, would believe Plaintiff Kaul's claims. 

300. I admit that I kne~, based on my conversations with Defendant Christle, that even if 
anybody believed Plaintiff Kaul, by the time he exposed the crimes of myself and The Kaul 
,Cam Defendants, he would be bankrupted, unable to retain a lawyer and thus unable to 
prosecute a claim. 

301.1 admit that I knew, based on my own long-standing pattern of public corruption· and on 
my conversations with Defendant Christle, that even If Plaintiff Kaul acquired sufficient legal 
knowledge to flle his own claim, ltwould be dismissed because I and others would bribe the 
judges. 

302. I admit that based on my experience of my long-standing pattern of public corruption and 
on my conversations with Defendant Christle and certain members of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, I was convinced that our crimes would destroy Plaintiff Kaui's economic standing, 
reputation, livellhood, reputation, and life and Illegally deprive him of his liberty. 
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303, I admit that based on my experience of my long-standing pattern of public corruption and 
on my conversations with Defendant Christle and certal.n members of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, I was convinced In 2010 that Plaintiff Kaul would never expose ·my crimes or those 
of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

304. I admit that In the,period from-2005 to 2010 I was successful In corr.uptlng and 
manipulating p,ersons and agencies of the State of New Jersey Into the commission of a criminal 
course of conduct that ca!:Jsed and Involved the commencement on February 3, 2010, of the 
first procedural legal step In the Illegal revocation of Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

• 305. i adm~ that based on my conviction that my crimes and those oflhe Kaul Cases 
Defendants would go un-exposed, I did with a sense of lmpunlJ:y, perpetrate, aid, and abet and 
collaborate In the willful and knowing commission of a scheme of felonious conduct that 
commenced In or around 2005 In the State of New Jersey and extended through 2010 Into 
2023, as do Its permanent consequences, In, amongst others, the district courts of the United 
States District Court, American state/federal governments, the Courts of India, and the Internet. 

2010-2016 

RICO Predicate Act Of Fraud 

a. Public Obstruction 

306. I admit that after Plaintiff Kaul's Interrogation by a preliminary evaluation committee of • 
the New Jersey medical board on February 3, 2010, I became further emboldened In the 
scheme of fraud. 

307, I admit that In becoming further emboldened In the scheme of fraud, my efforts to 
alienate Plaintiff Kaul from the public became amplified. . . 

30B, I admit. these amplified efforts of fraud Included recruiting other physicians and surgeons 
to encourage ~nd coopt any of Plaintiff Kaul's patients to whom they had ever provided care, to 
sue him by telling them, albeit with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had not been 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform mlnlmally lnyasive spine surgery on them. 

309. I admit these amplified efforts of fraud included recruiting other physicians and surgeons 
to encourage and coopt any of Plaintiff Kaul's patients to whom they had ever provided care, to 
file medical board complaints against him by telllng his.patients, albeit with knowing falsity, 
that Plaintiff Kaul had not been quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/trained to perform minimall~ 
Invasive spine surgery. • 
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310. I admit these amplified efforts of fraud Included using the US wires, and encouraging 

others to use the US wires, to coopt the public Into becoming a 'mob' that attacked Plaintiff 
Kaul online with highly defamatory posts and publications. 

311, I admit I believed that by having this 'mob' attack Plaintiff Kaul onllne and In the court of 
public opinion, he would be deterred from fighting the publlcly conducted legal proceedings. 

. . 

312. I admit I believed that by having this 'mob' attack Plaintiff Kaul onllne and in the court of 

public opinion, he would be deprived In the board and admlnlstra.tlve proceedings of any 
testimonial support from his patients. 

313. I admit I believed that the 'mob' induced deprivation of public and patient support would 

cause Plaintiff Kaul to become socially ostracized and completely Isolated. 

314. I admit the purpose of ostracizing and Isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him financially. 
unable to fight the case In the courts of law and pu bile opinion. 

315. I admit the purpose of ostracizing and Isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him 

psychofoglcally unable.to fight the case In the courts of law and public opinion. 

316. I admit the purpose of ostracizing and Isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him soclaUy 
unable to fight the case In the courts of law and public opinion. 

317.1 admit the purpose of ostracizing and Isolating Plaintiff ~aul was to render him physically 

unable to fight the case In the courts of law and public opinion. 

• ( . 
31B. I admit that a purpose of attempting to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to fight, was to 
attempt to ensure he did not expose my crimes or those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

319. I admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes and 

those of The Kaul cases Defendants, was my recognition that such an exposure would evidence 

the Illegality of the events preceding the revocation proceedings. 

320.1 admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my'cfimes and 

those of The Kaul cases Defendants, was my recognition that such an exppsure would evidence 

the Illegality of the revocation proceedings. 

321. I admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes and 
those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, was my recognition that such an exposure would evidence 

the lllegallty of the revocation itself. • 

322.1 admit that that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes 
and those of The Kaul cases Defendants, was my recognition that such an exposure would 
subject me to criminal Indictment. 
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323. I admit that I, In conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, and other third media related 

parties, did use the US wires to pu~lish over twenty-two (22) highly defamatory and knowingly , 

false stories about Plaintiff Kaul. 

324. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to ostracize 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

325. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly· defamatory stories was to socially Isolate 

Plaintiff Kaul. 

326. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 

Kaul financlaHv unable to fight the case In the courts of law and pub~ic opinion. 

327.1 admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 

Kaul psychologically unable to fight the ca~e In the courts of law and public opinion. 

328.1 admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 

Kaul phys)cally unable to fight the case In the courts of law and public opinion. • 

329. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 

Kaul soclally unable to fight the case In the courts of law and public opinion. 

330, I admitthat I knew the purpose of these highly_ defamatory stories was to attempt to 

'break the spirit' of Plaintiff Kaul. 

331. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 

prevent the professional re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I know will facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul cases Defendants. 

332. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 

prevent the financial r-mergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I know wlll facilitate the exposure 

my crimes and those of The Kaul cases Defendants. 

333. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 

prevent the reoutatlonal re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I know will facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul cases Defendants; whose principal concern now is 
not bankruptcy or liquidation, but incarceration-

334. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defal'!'latory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the psychological re-emergence of Plali:itlff Kaul, a process I know wlll facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal concern now Is 

not bankruptcy or liquldat)on, but Incarceration. 
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335, I admit that I knew the purp·ose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 

prevent the social re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I know will facllltate the exposure 

mv crimes and those of ]be Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal concern now is not 
bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration, 

336, I admit that i knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 

prevent the physical re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I know will facilitate the exposure 

my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal concern now is not 

bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration. 

337. r admit that I knew and know that the professional re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul would 

expose, and has exposed my crimes and those ofihe Kaui Cases Defendants, a process I know 

will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal 

amcern now is not bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration. 

33B. I admit that I knew and know that the financial re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul would 

expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaut Cases Defendants, a process I know 

will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal 

CC!ncern now ls not-bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration. 

339. i admit that I knew and know that the psychological re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaui would 

expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 

will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal 

concern now is not bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration. 

340.1 admit that I knew and know that the social re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul would expose, 

and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know will 

facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal 

concern now ls not bankruptcy or liquidation, but incarceration. 

341. I admit that I knew and know that the physical re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul would 

expose, and has exposed !IIY crimes and those of The Kaul cases Defendants, a process I know 

will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul CaSes Defendants, whose principal 

concern now is not bankruptcy or llq"uidation, but incarceration. ' 

342. I admit that I knew and know that the reputatJonal re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul would 

expose, and has exposed niy crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, whose principal . 

concern now Is not bankruptcy or llquidatlon, but incarceration. 

343, I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to cause 

an effective r;essatJon of Plaintiff Kaul's e>dstence. a process I know will facilitate the exposure 
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my crimes and those of The Kau( Cai5e5 Defendants, whose principal concern now Is not 
bankruptcy or liquidation, but Incarceration. 

344. I admit that had an effective cessation of Plaintiff Kaurs ·existence been caused to occur, 
then my crimes and tho~e of The Kaul 91ses Defendants would never have been exposed, as 
they are now. • 

345. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to have 
Plaintiff Kaul commit suicide. 

346. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been caus~d to commit suicide, then my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants would never have been exposed, as they are now. 

b. Legal Profession Obstruction 

347. I admit, as detailed In the below admitted facts, a direct connection between Plaintiff 
Kaul's ability to retain counsel In 2013 to litigate the illegal revocation proceedings and the risk 
of his exposing In 2023 of my involvement In a criminally minded and criminal scheme that 
commenced In 2005 and expanded to Involve The Kaul Cases Defendants. and others. 

348, I admit that In recognizing the direct connection between Plaintiff Kaul's 2013 revocation 
related retention of counsel and the risk of Plaintiff Kaul's subsequent exposing (2016-2024) of 
the crimes ofThe Kaul Cases Defendants, I did conspire In 2012-2013 with The Kaul Cases 
Defendants to attempt to sabotage the relationship between Plaintiff Kaul and his 2013 
revocation related counsel. 

349. I admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases De_fendants perpetrated a fraud on 
members of the New Jersey State Bar bv.telllng them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul 
was not quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally l!lvasive spine surgery. 

350, I admit that I conspired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, Including 
Defendant Christle and members of the Office of the -New Jersey Attorney General, to Instruct 
members ofthe New Jersey State Bar to not provide legal representation to Plaintiff Kaul. 

351. I admit that I used my political power within the neurosurglcal societies to coerce•its 
members to refuse to provide expert' opinions to members of the state bar, If any members of 
Its members provided legal represe11tatlon and or advice to Plaintiff Kaul. • 

352. I admit that I knew the purpose of my fraudulent scheme on mer:nbli!rs of the New Jersey 
State Bar was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to find legal representation to fight the revocation 
proceedings In the courts of law. 

353. I admit that I knew that without legal representation, P.lal!ltiff Kaul would not have been 
able to contest the revocation proceedings. 
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• 
354. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his economic standing would deprive him of funds. and 
prevent the payment of legal fees, 

355, I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendaf.its to attempt to deprive Plalhtlff 
Kaul of legal representation by;uslng the US wires to manlpulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his reputation would deprive him of his abHltv to secure any 
wage-paving Job and or outside funding, and prey~nt the payment of legal fees . 

• 356. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatron by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that • 
the Injury caused by our scheme to hls.ghysldan llvellhood would deprive him of his abUlty to 
earn a wage. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

357.1 admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his llbertywould deprive hJm of his ablHtyto earn any 
wage-paying Job. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

358. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his life would deprJve hJm of his ability to earn any wage
paying Job. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

359. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
• Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to 'manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his professional standing would deprive him of his ability to 
earn any wage-paying job. and prevent the payment of leaal fees. 

360, I admit that I conspired w~ The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his social stanillng would deprive him ofbrs ablUty to earn 
any wage•paylog lob, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

361. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his social° standing would deprjve hJm of his ability to secure 
anv wage-paying lob, and prevent the payment of legal fees, 

362.1 admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt td deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his psychological standing wouid deprive him of his ability 
to secure any wage-paying 1ob: and prevent the payment of legal fees.' 
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363. I admit that l conspired with The Kaul cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with clalms that 
the Injury caused by our scheme to his physical standing would deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paving Job. -and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

364. i admit that I conspired with The Kaui cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the Injury caused by our scheme. to his flnandal standing would deprive him of funds and 
prevent the payment of legal fees. 

365.1 admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plalntlff 
Kaul of legal representation by using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his reputational standing would deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paying job, and preyent the payment of legal fees 

366.1 admit that I knew that without contesting the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff Kaul 
would not have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud committed and aided and 
abetted by myself and The Kaul cases Defendants. 

367. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would never 
have been able to generate proof of the fraud preceding the revocation proceedings. 

368, I admit that I knew that without the record of evldentlal fraud, that even If Plalntiff Kaul 
had considered the Illegality of the circumstances preceding and Involving the revocation, he 
would never have been able to generate proof of the fraud committed before and during tbe 
revocation proceedings. 

369.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul's successfully ablllty to ret,1in counsel to litigate the revocation 
proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now proves the revocation proceedings 
were and Illegal. 

370. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability to successfully retain counsel to litigate the revocation 
proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now proves the revocation was and Is 
Illegal. 

371, I admit that without counsel to litigate the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff Kaul's license 
would have been revoked without the generation of any record of state fraud. 

372. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his economjc standing. 

373. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his economic standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those oflht 
Kaul cases Defendants. 

47 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Filed 03/15/24 Page 48 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 161 of 288
uuvrvt Mµµt::c11. ~!Lt .. I&+ I I UVl,, .....-, I m:::;u. V.JI l,Jl~vc.- I ~- .JV VI I U I vic.11 1 a~c;..:Jo,\i:.. IV VI UVVJ 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 219 of 306 ... 

374, I admit that without a record of state fraud, Pl~lntlff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his reputatlonal standing. 

375, I admit that had Plalntlff Kaul been forever lleprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his reputatlonal standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

376. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his Uvellhood. 

377, I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of ~ny opportunity for the re
emergence of his llvellhood, he would never have exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul 
Cases Defendants. 

378. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul wou!d have bee.n forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-~mergence of his liberty. • 

379, I admit that had Pialntlff Kaul Ileen forever deprived pf any opportunity for the re
emergence of his liberty, he would never have exposed my crimes and those oflhe Kaul Cases 
Defendants. 

380.1 admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his life. 

381. I admit that had· Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his llfe, he would never have exposed my crimes and those oflhe Kaul Cases 
Defendants: 

382, I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his professional standing. 

383. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his professional standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those of 
lhe Kaul Cases Defendants. 

384. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his social standing, 

385, I admit that had Pia Intl ff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the .re
emergence of his social standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those "of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 

38&. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence ofhls psychological standing. 
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3B7. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been furever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his psychological standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

388. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plalntiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his physical standing. 

3B9. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his physical. standing, lie would never have exposed my crimes and those ofJhg 
Kaul Cases Defend~nts. 

390.1 admltthat without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever· 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his flnanclal standing. 

391.1 admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his flnani:lal standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and tl)ose of!bg 
Kaul Cases Defendants. "\ 

392.1 admit that without a record of state fraud., Plaintiff Kaul would have been forever 
deprived ofany opportunity for the re-emergence of his reputatlonal standing. 

393. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
e11Jergence of his reputatlonal standing, he would never have exposed my crimes and those of 
lhe Kaul Cases Defendants. • • 

394. I admit that I continued the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In encouraging and 
cooptlng lawyers to tlle malpractice suits on behalf of Plaintiff Kaul's patients referred to them 
by me, by telllng them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

395. I admit that I continued up until 20U In the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In 
encouraging and coopting personal Injury lawyers to stop referring their injured clients to 
Plaintiff Kaul, by telllng them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not· 
.quallfied/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. 

c. Healthcare Profession ObstNctlan 

396. I admit, as detailed In the below admitted facts, a direct connection between Plaintiff 
Kaul's ablllty to retain medical experts in 2013 to testify in the Illegal revocation proceeding and 
the exposing In 2023 of my Involvement In a criminally minded and criminal scheme that 
commenced In 2005 and expanded to Involve The Kaul Cases Defendants and others. 

397.1 admit that In recognizing the direct connection between Plaintiff Kaul's litigation 
purposed retention of medical experts and the exposing of my crimes, I did conspire with The 
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Kaul cases Defendants to attempt to sabotage the relationship between Plaintiff Kaul and his 
experts. 

398. I admit that I and members of jhe Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud on 
members of the New Jersey medical community by telling them with knowing falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualifled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform mlnlmally Invasive 
spine surgery. 

399.1 admit that I conspired with other members of The Kaul cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Christle and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to·Jnstruct 
members of the New Jersey medical commu·n1ty to not provide expert opinion on behalf of 
Plaintiff Kaul In any legal matter, including the revocation proceeding. 

400. I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce Its members to refuse to conduct healthcare related business with any physicians that 
supported Plaintiff Kaul. 

401.1 admit that I used my Immense polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal ~ocletles to 
coerce Its members to professionally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by 
filing knowingly false complaints against them to have their hospital privileges revoked. 

402. I admit that I used my Immense polltlcal power within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
Its members to professionally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by filjng 
knowingly false complaints against them to have their licenses suspended and or revoked. 

403. I admit that I used my immense polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal societies to coerce 
its members to professionally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by filing 
against them knowingly false complaJnts of Insurance fraud. 

404. I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to • 
coerce Its members to encourage physicians to use the US wires to disseminate knowingly 
fraudulent Information that Plaintiff Kaul was not quallfled/credentialed/llcensed/tralned to 
perform minimally Invasive spine surgery 

405.1 admit that I knew the purpose of my fraudulent scheme on members of the New Jersey 
medical community was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to find medical experts to fight the 
revocation proceedings In the courts of law. 

406.1 admit that I knew that without medical experts, Plalntlff Kaul would not have been able 
to contest the revocation proceedings. 

407. I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of medical experts. 
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408. I admit that the medical expert deprivation scheme was perpetrated by using the US wires 
and my immense political powerwlthln professional spine societies to manipulate potential 
minimally Invasive spine experts, 

409. I admit that the manipulation of potential mlnlmally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with datms that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 
would deprjve him of hfs abllltv to secure any wage-paying lob and or outside funding. and 
prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

410.1 admit that the manipulation of potential minimally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with dalms that the Injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
standing would deprive him of his abJl)ty to secure any wage-payJng lob and or outside funding. 
and prevenl:the payment o(medJcal expert fees,• • 

411. I admit that the manipulation of potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's physldan 
livelihood would deprjve him of his ability to earn a wage. and prevent the payment of medical 
expert fees-. 

412. I admit that the manipulation of potential minimally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the lnjury·caused ~Your scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's liberty would 
deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying lob and or outside funding. and prevent 
the payment of medical expert fees. 

413. l admit that the manipulation of potentla.1.mlnlmally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the lnju_ry caused by our scheme to Plaintiff )Caul's life would 
deprive him of his abjllty to secure any wage-paying lob and or outside funding. and prevent 
the payment of medical expert fees. 

414. ( admit that the manipulation of potential minimally Invasive spine experts was . 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's professional 
standing would deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying Job and or outside funding. 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

. . 
415, I admit that the manipulation of potential mlt1lmally Invasive spine .experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's social standing 
would deprive him of his abll(ty to secure any wage-paying lob and or gutside funding. and 
prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

416, I admit that the manlpulat1011 of potential minimally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's psycholo!!lcal 
standing would deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying lob and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 
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417.1 admit that the manipulation of potential mlnlmally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's physlcal 
standing would deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paving lob and or outside funding. 

' and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

418. I admit that the manipulation of potential minlmally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's financial 
standing would deprive him of his ·abHlty to secure·any wage-paving fob and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment ~f medical expert fees. 

419. I adinlt that the· manlpulatlon of potential° mlnlmally Invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's reputatlonal 
standing would deprive him of his abllity to secure any wage-paving )ob and or outside funding. 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

420. I admit that I knew that without contesting the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff Kaul 
would not have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud committed and aided and 
abetted by myself and The Kaul cases Defendants. • 

421. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul would never 
have been able to generate proof of the fraud preceding the revocation proceedings. 

422. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, that even if Plaintiff Kaul 
had considered the illegality of the circumstances preceding and Involving the revocation, he 
would never have been able to generate proof of the fraud committed before and during the 
revocation proceedings. 

423. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty to successfully retain out-of-state medical experts to 
litigate the revocation proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now proves the 
revocation proceedings were and Illegal. 

424. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability to successfully retain out-of-state medical experts to 
lltlgate the.revocation proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now provl!!s the 
revocation was and Is Illegal. • 

425.1 admit that without medical experts to lltlgate the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff Kaul's 
license would have been revoked without the generation of any record of state fra1,1d. 

426. I admit that I continued the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In encouraging and 
cooptlng physicians complaints with the medical board against Plaintiff Kaul, by complaining 
with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualifled/credentialed/llcensed/tralned to 
perform minimally Invasive spine surgery. • 
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427. I admit that I continued up untll 2012 In the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In 
encouraging physicians to stop referring patients to Plaintiff Kaul, by stating with knowing 
falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally 
Invasive spine surgery, • • 

d. Insurance Industry Obstruction 

428.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul has since 20i2 materially $ustalned his existence to a standard 
sufficient to prosecute The Kaul Cases. despite the perpetration and aiding and abetting by 
myself and The Kaul cases Defendants of a scheme that embezzled and Illegally deprived 
Plaintiff Kaul of monies owed to him by Insurance carriers for care he provided to their fee
paying patients. 

429. I admit, as detailed In the below admitted facts, a direct connection between Plaintiff 
Kaul's ability to exist and prosecute The Kaul Cases and the exposing In 2023 of my Involvement 
in a criminally minded and criminal scheme that commenced In 2005 and expanded to Involve 
The Kaul Cases Defendants and others. 

430.1 admit that In recognizing the direct connection between Plaintiff Kaul's Insurance based 
professional fee payment material existence and the exposing of my crimes, I did conspire with 
The Kaul Cases Defendants to-perpetrate ~nd aid and abet a knowingly illegal scheme of. 
deprivation of professional fee Insurance payments. 

431.1 admit that I recognized that the stronger was Plaintiff Kaul's financial position, the 
greater was the risk of him exposing my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

432. I admit that I was convinced that If I and The Kaul Cases Defendants forced Plaintiff Kaul 
Into a state of poverty, he would not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

433. I admit that the crimes committed by myself, and The Kaul Cases Defendants did force 
Plaintiff Kaul Into a state of poverty. 

434. I admltthat the United States District Court granted Plaintiff Kaul In forma paupera status. , : 

435. I aqmltthat Plaintiff Kaul's exposing of my crimes and.those of The Kaul cases Defendants, 
despite his official state of poverty, evidences the fact that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants 
committed with a long-standing foolhardy sense of privileged Impunity, a massive amount of 
felonious conduct over almost two (2) decades. 

436.1 admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud on 
members of the Insurance Industry by using the US wires to state with knowing falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally Invasive 
spine surgery, when we knew he was._ 
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437.1 admit that the purpose of using the US wires to disseminate the knowing falsity that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualifled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery, was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of monies owed to him by Insurance carriers for care 
he provided to their fee-paying patients. 

438, I admit that I conspired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, Including 
Defendant Christle and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to 
encourage members of the Insurance Industry to deprive Plalntlff Kaul of his legally mandated 
professional fees. 

439. I admit that In conspiring with members of the Insurance Industry In the professional fee 
deprlvatlon scheme, I did knowingly aid and abet the commission of a crime of theft of services 
against Plaintiff Kaul. 

440. I admit that I used my lmmens!! polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce Its members to refuse to conduct healthcare related business with any Insurance 
carriers that conducted business with Plaintiff Kaul. 

441. i admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to coerce 
its members to professionally undermine an_y physicians that continued to conduct any 
business with any Insurance carriers that continued to conduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
filing knowingly false complaints against these physicians to have their hospital privileges 
revoked. 

442. I a~mlt that I used my Immense polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal societies to have 
effectuated a sanctions-like scheme against members that either violated and or opposed my 
orders. 

443. I admit that.I used my Immense polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce Its members to professlonaliy undermine any physicians that continued to ·conduct any 
business with any Insurance cartiers that continued to conduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
filing knowingly false complaints against them to have their licenses suspended and or revoked. 

444. I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to coerce 
Its members to professionally undermine any physicians that continued to conduct any 
business with any Insurance carriers that continued to conduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
flllng against them knowingly false complaints of Insurance fraud. • 

445. I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce Its members to use the US wires to disseminate the names of those members who 
continued to conduct any business with any Insurance carriers that continued to conduct 
business with Plaintiff Kaul. 

54 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS • Document 70 • Filed 03/15/24 Page 55 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 168 of 288
u,::n.JM'+Mj.Jt,Jt:Cll.L'+•l'+II UV'-,, . ..,.-, 111..::;;u.vu,1v,t:..vt:..-r t ::,.v, v1 ,v ,u'""''' .... ::,._....,,\"-"""._.._., ..,..,...,, 

. ' Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 226 of 306 

446, I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
Its members to use the US wires to disseminate the names of those members who continued to 
provide any manner of support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

447. I admit that I knew a purpose of my Illegal sanctions-like scheme against neurosurglcal 
society members who vlolated_o~ opposed my orders, was to punish those that failed to comply 
with my orders. 

448.1 admit that I knew a purpose of my Illegal sanctions-like scheme against neurosur.glcal 
society members who violated or opposed .my orders, was tci ostracize those that failed to 
,comply with my orders. 

449. I admit that I knew a purpose of my Illegal sanctions-like scheme against neurosurglcal 
society members who violated or opposed my orders, was to Intimidate other members Into 
coercing Insurance carrier~, with whom they conducted business, Into depriving Plaintiff Kaul of 
his professional fees, • 

450. I admit that the ultimate purpose of my sanctions-like scheme against non-complying 
neurosurglcal society members was to prevent Plalntlff Kaul from exposing my crimes and 
those of The Kaul Cases Defendants ... 

• 451. I admit that I belie.ved that by causing and or coercing Insurance carriers Into deprl~lng 
Plaintiff Kaul of his professional fees, he would be rendered financially unable to contest the 
revocation proceedings. 

452, I admit that I conspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to Illegally attempt to cause and 
or coerce Insurance carriers to Illegally deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his professional fees. 

453, I admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was perpetrated by using the US 
wires and my immense political power within professional spine societies to manipulate the 
members Into causing and or coercing Insurance carriers to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
professional fees, 

454, I admit that multiple neurosurglcal society members occupy controlling seats on insurance 
Industry panels that detennlne payment. 

455. I admltthat I used the US wires In a knowlnl!IY Illegal manner to conspire with these 
members ta deny the payment of Plaintiff Kaul's professional fees. 

456. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants convinced Insurance carriers that there 
would be no repercussions to Illegally depriving Plaintiff Kaul of his pr~fesslonal fees. 

457, I admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's reputation by associated attacks on his 

55 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Filed 03/15/24 Page 56 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 169 of 288
U~\.JJ-\1•+ M.}J~C'OJ • .::.c+- I c+ I I uuv .. c+- I r 11io:1.1. U;JI I ~I.C.\J£."'+ -~, ~o UI IO I UlOI r d~c;';:,.~r::::r::::"'+ UI uvu J 

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-7 • ·Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 227 of 306 .. 

• economic standlng/llvellhood/liberty/llfe/professlonal standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the p'rofesslonal fee deprivation scheme. 

458, I admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
perr;nanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing by associated attacks on 
his reputatlon/llvellhood/llberty/llfe/professlonal standlng/.soclal standing/psychologlcal 
standing/physical standing/financial standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation scheme. . . . 

459.1 admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the· 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's )jyellhood by associated attacks on his 
reputation/economic standlng/llberty/llfe/professlonal standlng/s_odal ~tandlng/psychologlcal 
standing/physical standing/financial standing would cause his permanent ellmlnatlon, and 
ellmlnate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation scheme. 

460. I admit that the profession al fee deprivation scheme was coerced with cl alms that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's ~ by associated attacks on his 
reputation/economic standing/livelihood/life/professional standing/social . 
standing/psychological standing/physical standlng/flnanclal standing would cause his 
permanent ellmlnatlon, and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee 
deprivation scheme. 

461.1 admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was ~oerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's Jifg by associated attacks on his 
reputation/economic standlng/llvellhood/llberty/professlonal standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial standing would cause his 
permanent ellmlnatlon, and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee 
deprivation scheme. • 

462. I admit thatthe professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused io Plaintiff Kaul's professjonal standing by associated atta!=ks 

• on his fife/reputation/economic standing/llvellhood/liberty/soclal standing/psychological 
standing/physical standlng/flnanclal standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professl~al fee deprivation scheme • 

. 
463. I admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the lnjur.y caused to Plalntlff Kiiul's social standing by associated attacks on his 
fife/reputation/economic standlng/llvellho·od/llberty/professlonal standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation scheme. 

464.1 admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's PSIIJrhologlcal standing by associated attacks 
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on his life/reputation/economic standlng/llvellhood/llberty/professlonal standing/social 
standing/physical standlng/flnanclal standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation scheme. 

465.1 admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's physical standing by associated attacks on 
his life/reputation/economic standlng/llvellhood/llberty/professlonal standing/social 
standing/psychological standlng/flnanclal standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation scheme. 

466. I admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's flnanclal standing by associated attacks on 
his life/reputation/economic standing/livelihood/liberty/professional standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing would cause his permanent elimination, and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee deprivation sch~me. 

467.1 admit that the professional fee deprivation scheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's reputation al standing by associated attacks 
on his llfe/economlc-standlng/livellhood/llberty/professlonal standlng/spclal 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial.standing would cause his 
permanent elimination, and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professional fee 
deprivation scheme. 

468. I admit that I believed that by illegally depriving Plaintiff Kaul of his professional fees he 
would be deprived respectively of his ability and right to fund and retain counsel, and would 
actually be deprived of counsel to contest the revocation proceedings. 

469. I admit that I knew that without contesting the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff Kaul 
would never have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud of the revocation 
proceedings committed and aided _and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

470. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul WQUld never 
have been able to generate proof of the fraud preceding the revoc_atlon proceedings. 

471. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud of the revocation 
proceedings, that even If Plaintiff Kaul had considered the Illegality.of ~e circumstances 
preceding and Involving the revocation, he would never have been able to generate·proof of 
the fraud committed before and during the revocation proceedings. • 

. . . . 

472.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ablllty, despite the professional fee deprivation scheme, to 
litigate the revocation proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now proves the 
revocation proceedings were and Illegal. 
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473. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability, despite the professlQnal fee.deprivation scheme, t~ 
lltil!ate the revocation proceedings caused the generation of evidence that now proves·my l!Uilt 
ofthe levied charges. 

474. I admit that desp~e the professional fee deprivation scheme, Plaintiff Kaul was able to 
litigate the revocation proceedings ( Aprll 9 to June 28, 2013). 

475. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's lltlgatlon of the revocation proceedings caused the generation 
of evidence that now proves the revocation was -and Is Illegal. • 

476, I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul riot litigated the revocation proceedings, his license would 
have been revoked wltho4l the generation of any record of the crimes committed by·myself, 
The Kaul Cases Defendants and state actors . 

.. 477.1 admit that I knew and know that on or about March 23, 2013, approximately seventeen 
(17) days before the commencement of the revocation proceedings, Doreen Hafner, a lawyer 
employed by the State of New Jersey, attempted to have Plaintiff Kaul admit to her charges and 
to agree to have his license revoked for. seven (7) years and pay five hundred thousand dollars 
($500,000). 

!'78, l admit that I knew and know that the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
lltlgatlon that she knew would result In the generation of evidence that now proves my l!ullt of 
the charl!eS levied In Kll-17, and the gullt ofThe Kaul Cases Defendants. 

479.1 admit that I knew and know that the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
litigation that she knew would result In the l!eneratlon of evidence that now proves that the 
revocation proceedlnl!S were conducted illegally. 

480. I admit that I knew and know that the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
litigation that she knew would result In the generation of evidence.that proves that.the 
revocation was, Is and remains Illegal. • ' 

481.1 admit that I knew and know that the administrative law judl!e attempted to persuade 
Plaintiff Kaul to accept Hafner's proposal. 

482, I admit that I knew and know that Plaintiff Kaul rejected Hafner's proposal. 

483. I admit that I believe that Pla.lntlff Kaul rejected Hafner's proposal because he knew that 
his litigation ofthe proceedings would generate evidence favorable t9 his cause. 

484.1 admit that the evidence l!ener'ated In 2013 and ther4!after now Indeed proves Plaintiff 
Kaul's cause and my l!Ullt of the charl!es levied In The Kaul Cases. Including those of Kll-17. 
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485. I admit that I, In conspiracy with The Kaul cases Defendants, continued to aid an·d abet the 
perpetration of the professional fee deprivation scheme up until approximately July 30, 2020, 
the date of closure of Bankruptcy Petition: 13-23366. a case filed on June 17, 2013. 

486. I admit I knew and know that the professional deprivation scheme was_ Illegally 
perpetrated through the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of New Jersey. 

487, I admit I knew and know through communications with my lawyer of the truthfulness of 
the claims of the Adv~rsarlal Complaint asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in Case No, 18-01489 In the 
United States Bankruptcy Court, flied on September 20, 2018, AND I admit that I have reviewed 
the Adversarial Complaint {KAUL V STOLZ: CASE No;; 13-23366 (JICSl-DlSTRICT OF NEW 
JERSEY), In.which the non-denial bytrustee-lawyer Defendant Daniel Stolz of the facts/claims of 
FRAUD ON THE COURT/BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY+ WILLFUL NEGLIGENCE/ESTATE 
EMBEziLEMENT/MONEY LAUNDERING/KICKBACKS/HONEST SERVICES FRAUD/MAIL 
FRAUD/WIRE FRAUD caused their admission. 

489. I admit I knew and know that Case No. 18-01489 was dismissed because it exposed, 
amongst many other felonies, the professional fee deprivation scheme. 

e. Political Body Obstr1,1ction 

490.1 admit that up until February 22, 2016, the date PlalntlffKaul flied K1, I and The Kaul 
~ Defendants believed that the Plaintiff Kaul elimination scheme would absolutely succeed. 

491. I admit that this belief in Its absolute success, in conjunction with the belief that Defendant 
Olrlstle would become the 2016 American Presldent,accounts for the Impunity with which I 
and The Kaul cases Defendants conducted the commission of a pattern offelonlous conduct 
that cpmmenced in 2005 and is ongoing. 

492.1 admit that an element of the Plaintiff Kaul elimination scheme Involved using the media 
to perpetrate a public dehumanization and vilification of Plaintiff Kaul. 

493, I admit that both I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and know, that coercing a 
ma)orlty of members of the polltlcal body Into propagating/perpetuating the dehumanization 
and villficatlon scheme was critical to Its success. 

494.1 admit that the Impunity of my crimes and those of The Kaul cases Defendants stemmed 
In part from our belief that the majority of the public would never doubt our state actor actions 
and would never believe a dehumanlzed/vlllfled Plaintiff Kaul, who already had a mark on his 
record from the U IC. 

495.1 admit that the public dehumanlza!lon and vilification scheme provided me and The Kaul 
~ Defendants a sense, albeit false, that our knowingly felonious conduct was Justified and 
would go unpunished. • 
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496.1 admit that I used my immense political power VJitli the neurosurglcal community and the 

general medical community to propagate the knowingly false dehumanization and vilification 
scheme and narrative. 

497.1 admit.that the purpose of the propagation was to attemptto cause a global isolation of 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

498. I admltthat I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and know that Plaintiff Kaul had· 
worked and been educated and trained In many foreign countries, with which he had 
maintained su'bstantlal personal and professional contact. 

499, I admit that the purpose of the dehumanization and vlliflcatlon related global Isolation was 

to attempt to ensure the permanency of Plaintiff Kaul's global elimination, In an attempt to 
ensure that my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants would never be exposed. 

500.1 admit that it was my Intention and that of The Kaul Cases Defendants to coopt and 
capture the political body to manlpuiate the public \nto perceiving Plaintiff Kaul as 'public 
enemy number one', 

501. I admit that the principal reason for t~e Plaintiff Kaul elimination scheme purposed 'public 

enemy number one' mlscharacterlzation was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing both my 

long-standing pattern of felonious conduct and that of The Kaul Cases ~efendants. 

502. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants recognized that upon the April 2, 2012, 

commencement of the malicious and wide publlclzatlon of the revocation proceedings, Plaintiff 

Kaul would seek assistance from members of the political body. 

503. I admit that I know that Plalntlff Kaul did In fact commence seeking assistance from 
members of the political body. 

504. I admit that I know that Plaintiff Kaul's efforts In seeking assistance from members of the 

political body Involved him telephoning and sending letters to his political representatives. 

505. I admit that I know that Plaintiff Kaul's efforts In seeking assistance from members of the 
polltlcal body Involved having patients.of his, who were Involved In the New Jersey political 
process, to enquire as to the truth of why the state had comme~ced revocation proceedings. 

506. l admit that I know that the substance of Plaintiff Kaul's direct written communications to 

member of the polltlcal bbdy pertained to his eriqulry as to the truth of why the state had 

commenced revocation proceedings. 
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507. 1 admit that I knew and know that all membl!rs of the political body and their agents, had 

been ordered by Defendant Christle and his agents to Ignore all enquiries made by Plalntlff 
Kaul, his patients and or any persons acting on his behalf. 

508. l admit that I knew and know that all enquiries were In fact Ignored. 

509, I admit that I and m_embers of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud on 

members of the political body by telling them with knowing falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/tralned to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

510. I admit that I conspired with other members of The Kaul cases Defendants, Including 

D~fendant Christle and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to Instruct 
members of the political body to not provide any support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

511.1 admit that I used my immense politlcal_power within the neurosurglcal societies to coerce 

Its members to threaten to refuse to provide polltlcal campaign monies to any members of the 
political body, If they responded to anyof PlalntlffKaul's enquiries 

512.. I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to 

coerce Its members to threaten to refuse to provide political campaign monies to any members 

of the politlcal body th'at provided any manner of support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

513, I admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce Its members to threaten to refuse to provide polltlcal campaign monies to any members 

of the political body that provl~ed any revocation proceeding related information to Plaintiff 

Kaul. 

514.1 admit that I used my Immense political power within the n~urosurglcal societies.to 
coerce Its members to refuse to provide polltl"al campaign monies to those members of the 
polltlcal body who violated my order and provided Information and or support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

515. I admit that I used my Immense polltlcal power within the neurosurglcal societies tq coerce 
Its members to ostracize those neurosurglcal members who violated my order by providing 

political campaign donations to political body members who supported and or provided 
information to Plaintiff Kaul. • 

516.1 admit that I used my Immense political power within the neurosurglcal societies to 
coerce its members to professionally attack with complaints ·to, amongst others, medical 
boards, hospital credentialing committees and Insurance companies, those neurosurglcal 
members who violated my order by providing political campaign donations to political body 
members who supported and or provided Information to Plaintiff Kaui. 

517.1 admit that a principal purpose my egregious abuse of my Immense power with members 
of the neurosurgical societies and political body was to attempt to ensure the absolute 
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ellmlnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul In order to attempt to ensure he never exposed my crimes and 
those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, . 

518.1 admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew the purpose of our cooptlng and 
captur~ of the political body and Its members' was to render Plaintiff Kaul absolutely isolated 

• and unable to find any polttlcal support to fight the.revocation .proceedings In the courts of· 
public opinion and law. 

519.1 admit that I knew that depriving Plaintiff Kaul·of political support was a necessary 

element of the scheme to respectively attempt to destroy and deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
determination and ability to contest .the revocation proceedings. • • 

520. I admit that I knew and know that this scheme of destruction and deprivation were critical 
elements ofthe overall scheme of a permanent global ellmlnatlon of Plaintiff Kaul. 

521. I admit that I knew and know that the purpose of the permanent global elimination of 

Plalntiff Kaul was to prevent the exposing by Pia inti ff Kaul of the decades-plus long pattern of 
felonious conduct of myself and lhe Kaul cases Defendants, 

522. I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 

Kaul of.political support through the coopting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 

claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his economic standing would prevent the 
payment of polltlcal campaign donations. 

523. I admit that my conspiracy with lhe Kaul Cases oiifendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 

Kaul of polltlcal support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 

claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his reputation would deprive him of his ability to 

secure any wage-paying Job and or outside funding and would prevent the payment of political 

campaign donations. 

524. I admit that my conspiracy with lhe Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US .wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his physician llvellhood would deprive hlni of his 
ability to earn a wage and would prevent the payment of polltlcal campaign donations. 

525.1 admit that my conspiracy with The Kay! Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 

members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 

claims that the Injury.caused by our scheme to his~ would deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paylngJob and would prevent the payment of political campaign donations. 

62 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Filed 03/15/24 Page 63 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 176 of 288U~VA4 APRec:1.1: ~'+- I'+ 11 uut.:. '+-/ r11t::u. uu, 1u1c:.uc:.4 r~. uu u, ,o I uLa1 r~c.:,,\t:U I u, vuvJ 
Case 3:24-cv-00163 Docum·ent 1-7 Filed on 06/05/24 1n TXSD Page 234 of 306 

526. I admlnhat my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of polltlcal support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 
members, was perpetr,ited by using the US wires to manipulate polltlcal body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his life would deprive him of his ablllty to secure 
any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of political campaign donations. 

527, I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the polltlcal body and Its • 
members, was perpetrated by using.the US wires to manipulate polltlcal body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his professional standing would deprive him of 
his ablllty to secure any·wage-paylligjob, and prevent the payment of political i;ampalgn 
donations. 

528. I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and .capture of the political body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political °body members with 
clalms that the injury caused by our scheme to his· social standing would deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of polltlcal campaign 
donations. 

529. I admit.that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the political bddy and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to·manlpulate polltlcal body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his social standing would deprive him of his 
abllltyto secure any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
donations. 

530. I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate polltical body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his psychological standJng would deprive him of 
his ability to secure any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of polltlcal campaign 
donations. • 

- ' J 

53). I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the political body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the us wires to manipulate polltlcal body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his physJcal standing would deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
donations. • 

532, I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the cooptlng and capture of the polltic11l body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members wit~ 
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claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his financial standing would deprive him of his 
ability to secure ariy wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
donations. 

533. I admit that my conspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the coopting and capture of the politlcal body and Its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the Injury caused by our scheme to his reputatlonal standing would deprive him of 
his ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
donations. • 

534. I admit that I believed that by depriving Plaintiff Kaul of polltlcal support It would 
respectively destroy and deprive him of his determination and ablllty to contest the revocation 
proceedings. • 

535.1 admit that I knew. that a destruction of Plaintiff Kaul's determlriatlon and a deprivation of 
his ablllty to contest the revocation proceedings, would have prevented Plaintiff Kaul from 
creating a record of the evldentlal fraud committed and aided and abetted by myselfand The 
Kaul Cases Defendants, 

536. i admit that I continued the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In encouraging and 
cooptlng members of the political body to not support PlaintlffKaul's requests for Information 
and assistance, by telling them with knowing falsity, that Plaintif( Kaul was not • 
quallfled/credentlaled/llcensed/trained to perform minim ally invasive spine surgery. 

537. I admit that i' continued the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In encouraging and 
cooptlng members of the polltlcal body to not support requests for Information and assistance 
from persons acting on behalf of Plaintiff Kaul, by telling them with knowing falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not quallfled/credentlaled/licensed/tralned to perform minimally Invasive . 
spine surgery. 

538. I admltthat I continued and am continulng~he perpetration ofthe scheme of fraud In 
encouraging and cooptlng members of the political body to actlvely obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them that to so would be a tacit 
admission of my guilt and that of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

539. l admltthatl continued and am continuing the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In 
encouraging and cooptlng members of the political body to actively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them that to so would empower 
Plaintiff Kaul In the prosecution of claims against us. 

540.1 admit that I continued and am continuing the perpetration of the scheme of fraud In 
encouraging and cooptlng members of th, political body to actively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
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efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them thano so would empower 
Plalntlff Kaul In the prosecution of his .claims against us. 

541.1 admitthat I know t~at an empowerment of the prosecution ofthe claims against us wlll 

further expedite an even more detailed exposing of the crimes of bribery, fraud, evidential 

tampering. witness tampering. publlc corruption, and kickbacks knowlngly committed and 

aided and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants over at least the last two (2) 
decades. • 

542.1 admit that I know that a more detai!ed exposing ,of the crimes of bribery, fraud, evidential 
tamper-Ing. witness tampering, publlc corruption, and'klckbacks knowingly committed and 

aided and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants over at least the last two (2) 

decades will reveal multiple grave miscarriages of Justice committed against innocent, 
principally ethnic minority physicians. • 

543. I admit that I have read the testimony transcript In the matter of USA v Pompy: 18-cr-

20454 of James Stewart Howell, an undercover Investigator for Blue Cross Blue Shleld Insurance 

Company (Elehlblt 21. 

_544.1 admit that I know that the scheme detailed by Howell has been conducted on many 
occasions In the State of New Jersey, because I have spoken to a number of physicians with 

whom I conduct healthcare business, and who are employed by Horizon -Slue Cross Blue Shield 

of New Jersey In the perpetration of such schemes. 

545. I admit that although I have not directly participated In such schemes, I conduct healthcare 
business with physicians who use such schemes to eliminate physlclans·who pose a competitive 

threat to our business Interests. 

546. I admit that I know that In approximately August 2015, members of the political body and 

agents representing Defendant Christie attempted to entrap Plaintiff Kaul in a corruption 'sting 

operation' by having one-of Plaintiff Kaul's physician colleagues organize a meeting with the 
physician colleagues private wealth manager, on the pretext that this indMdual, recognizing the 

injustice of the revocation and having business connections with the state, wished to assist 

Plaintiff Kaul In his effort to have his ll~nse reinstated. 

547. I admit that I know that at the meeting the private wealth manager asked Plaintiff Kaul If 
he would be wllllngto donate ten inllllon dollars ($10,000,000) to Defendant Christie's political 
campaign, he could likely have his license reinstated. 

548. I admit that I know that Plaintiff Kaul responded with "I don't condone such conduct" and 

shortly thereafter departed the meeting. 

549.1 admit that !know Plaintiff Kaul reported these events to a number of people, one of 

whom submitted an affidavit contained In the EVIDENTIAL EXHIBITS. 
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' . 

RICO Prectrcate Act Of Evldentlal Tampering 

550, I admit that I knew about the scheme of evi"dentlal tampering. 

551.1 admit that I did aid and abet the scheme of evidential tampering by falllng to report this 
crime to prosecutorial authorities in any state in the United States, 

552, I admit that I knew that because the lllegal'revocatlon of Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license 
would illegally viola~e his right in any/all states to procure a license and that therefore 
prosecutors in these states-had Jurisdiction to file charges against me for aiding and abetting 
the crime of evidential tampering .. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Witness Tampering 
' 

553.1 admit that the scheme of witness tampering in which I. knowingly engaged, Involved 
encouraging patients and physicians to lie under oath. 

554.1 admit that my encouragement of patients to lie under oath, Involved instructing them to 
fabricate and provide knowingly false testimony under oath that their pain increased and that 
they experienced arm and· leg numbness and muscular weakness after having been operated on 

by Plaintiff Kaul. 

555. I admit that my encouragement of physicians to lie under oath, tnvolved instructing them 
to fabricate and provide knowingly false testimony under oath that Plaintiff Kaul was not legally 
qualified, credentialed and licensed to perform minimally Invasive spine surgery and his care 
had grossly deviated from a standard of care. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Public Corruption 

556, I admit that the scheme of public corruption In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christie, who In exchange promised to use, 
and did use the power of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revoked. 

557.1 admit that the scheme of public corruption In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who in exchange promised to use,. 
and did use the power of state to have conducted grand Jury proceedings. 

558.1 admit that the scheme of pubilc corruption in which I knowingly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christi~, who In exchange promised to use, 
and did use the power of state to conduct grand Jury proceedings to attempt to have Plaintiff 

Kaul Indicted and Incarcerated, 
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559. I admit that the scheme of pu~llc corruption In which I knowingly engaged, involved the 
funnefing of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised to 
coerce, and did coerce the power of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a 
criminal Investigation against Kaul. 

560.1 admit that the scheme of public corruption in which I knowingly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who in exchange promised to 
coerce, and did coerce the power of state Investigators and prosecutors to commence a 
criminal lnvestlgatlon against Kaul. 

561. I admit that my specific intention in aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruption was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's livelihood. 

562. i admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruptl_on was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' economic standlng. 

563.1 admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruption was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' reputation. 

564. I admit that my specific intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruption was to have Plaintiff Kaul Incarcerated. 

565.1 admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruption was to force Plalntlff Kaul's family Into a state of poverty. 

566.1 admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public corruption was to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from his chlldren by forcing them Into poverty. 

567.1 admit that mv, specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
public oorruptlon was to cause Plaintiff Kaul to commit suicide. 

568. I admit that my specific lntentlon In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the sch~me of 
public corruption was to have Plaintiff l<au l's llcense Illegally revoked. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Kickbacks 

569. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funnellng 
of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised to use, and did ',!Se 

• the power of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license Illegally revoked. 

570. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised to use, and did use 
the power of state to have conducted grand Jury proceedings.· 
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571. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised to use, and did use 
the ·power·of state to conduct grand Jury proceedings to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul Indicted 

and Incarcerated. 

572, I admit that the scheme of kickbacks In which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who In exchange promised to coerce, and did 
coerce the power of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a criminal invest]gat]on 
against Kaul. 

573. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in which I knowingly engaged, Involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amongst others, Defendant Christle, who in exchange promised to coerce, and did 
coerce the power of state investigators and prosecutors to commence a crlnilnal Investigation 
against Kaul. • 

' 
574.1 admit that my specific Intention in aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy Plajntjff Kaul's Hvellhood. . 

575, I admit that my specific Intention ln aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy plaJntjff Kaul' economic sta_ndjng. 

576, I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpet!'ltlon of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy Plalntlff Kau_l' reputation. 

577. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to have Plalnt]ff Kauf Incarcerated._ • 

578.1 admit that my specific Intention in aiding and abetting the perpetration ofthe scheme of 
kickbacks was to force Plaintiff Kaul's family Into a state of poverty. 

' 579. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from hJs ch]ldren bv forcing them lnto poverty. 

580. I admit that my specific intention In aiding and abetting the perp~tratlon of the scheme of ' 
kickbacks was to cause Pialnt]ff Kaul to commit suic]de. 

581. I admit that my specific Intention In aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of 
kickbacks was to have Plaintiff Kaul's l]cense Illegally revoked, 
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2016-2022 

RICO Predicate Act Of Bribery 

582, I admit that the scheme of bribery In which I knowingly engaged, did at some point after 
February 22, 2016; extend to persons employed within the United States District Court. 

583.1 admit that In the conception aild perpetration of the scheme of bribery within the United 
States Olstrlct Court, I knowingly and wlllfully deprived Plaintiff Kaul of hls 
human/clvll/constltutlonal rights. 

584, I admit that the principal purpose of the scheme of bribery that extended to persons 
employed within the United States District Court was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further 
exposing the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public 

• corruption, and kickbacks. 

585, I admit that I knew and know that my Involvement in the scheme of bribery constitutes a 
pattern of felonious conduct. 

586.1 admltthat I knew and know that this felonious conduct, under criminal prosecution, wlll 
cause my Incarceration. 

587.1 admit that I know that my perpetration and the aiding and abetting of the perpetration of 
the scheme of bribery with persons employed within the United States district Court 
constitutes an ongoing pattern offelonlous conduct. 

588. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of bribery with persons 'employed within .the 
United States District Court Involved the funneling of bribes to certain district court Judges In 
exchange for dismissing Plaintiff Kaul's cases. 

589.1 admit that bribes were funneled to certain district court Judges through lawyers and law 
firms. 

590.1 admit that the first district Judge to which Plaintiff Kaurs first lawsuit (Kl-ONJ-Newark 
Vlclnage) was assigned, had represented me In 1999 In the matter of Howard Y UMDNJ (ESX-L-
2366-99 -New Jersey Superior Court) In the New Jersey Supreme Court. 

591, I admit that In Howard y UMDNJ a Jury ha.d entered a verdict against me of$5.2 mllllon fur 
having operated on an otherwise healthy thirty-five (35) year old man, and causing him to 
become quadrlpleglc. 
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592. I admit that In Kl, I, through my lawyers, funneled brib.es to the ex-law firm of the district 

judge, a law firm In which he had been the managing director and from whom he continued to 
receive share dividends, while adjudicating Kl. 

593. I admit that neither I nor my lawyer nor the district judge disclosed this conflict of Interest 
to Plalntlff Kaul, ~he record, or the Court. • 

594. I admit that this conflict of Interest was revealed to the record by Plaintiff Kaul on May 22, 

. 2019, after which the district court judge became dlsquallfled. • 

• 595.1 admit that In the period from 2005/2006 to 2022, I paid bribes to certain state and 

federal judges that were part of a quid pro quo scheme In which the bribes were exchanged for 

the judges' dismissals of all cases filed by Plalntlff Kaul In American state/federal courts. 

596.1 admit that my pattern of judlclal bribery continued Into the United States District Court 

for the Southern District of New York In Kaul v ICE; 21-CV-06992 IKll-7). 

597.1 admit that my specific Intention In perpetrating the scheme of bribery was to prevent 

Plaintiff Kaul from exposing my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, the crimes of 

bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, Witness tampering. public corruption, and kickbacks. 

598.1 admit that I knew the bribes'funneled to the Kll-7 district Judge were part of a quid pro 

quo scheme In exchange for which the district Judge ente~ed an order on September 12, 2022, 

that dismissed Plaintiff Kaul's case 11111th prejudice. 

599. l admit that I knew the bribes funneled to the Kll-7 district Judge were part of a quid pro 
quo scheme _In exchange for which the district judge entered a purported 'Injunction' on 
September 12, 2022, that attempted to permanently prevent Plalntlff Kaul from forever seeking 

any relief In any American court. 

600. l admit that I knew the bribes funneled to the Kll-7 district judge were part of a quid pro 

quo scheme In exchange for which the district judge entered an order on September 12, 2022, 

that attempted effectively to have Plaintiff Kaul Jailed If he ever flied a case seeking relief. 

601.1 admit I knew that the district Judge, through·lntermediarles, demanded a bribe much 
larger than that funneled in previous cases, before he agreed to use the power of the United 
States District Court to enter the September U, 2022, order. 

602. l admit that I knew, through conversations with my t~en lawyer, that the district Judge 
knew his September 12, 2022, order was the product of bribery, was fraudulent In nature and 

vlolatlve of the law. 

603. I admit I knew that the district Judge, through Intermediaries, demanded a bribe much 
larger than that funneled In previous cases, before he agreed to use the power of the United 
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States District Court to further, and In such a knowingly egregious manner, violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's human/clvll/constltutlonal rights. 

604.1 admit I knew that the purpose of the Kll-7 order was draconian in that it sought to 
permanently deprive Plalntlff Kaul of his right to substantive due process, and to cause a 
cessation of his existence. 

605.1 admit that I knew the purpose of the Kll-7 order was draconian In that It sought to 
permanently and Illegally deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to his , 
llvelihood/llberty/lfe/reputatlon. 

606.1 admit that I knew The Kaul Cases Defendants while seeking to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
right to due process In the American courts, were simultaneously conspiring to obstruct and 
were obstructing his efforts to have the State of Pennsylvania Issue his medical license number. 

' . 
607.1 admit that I knew the purpose ofthe scheme of olistructlon ofllcense and deprivation of 
due process were elements of a wider conspiracy to cause the cessation of Plaintiff Kaul's 
existence, 

60B. I admit that the bribe monies were funneled from my lawyer to the Kll-7 corporate 
defendants lawyers who then funneled them to the Kll-7 district court judge and persons 
related to him to the third degree. • 

609. I admit that I knew and know that the purpose of funneling my bribe monies through 
lawyers and law firms to theKll-7 district Judge was to provide 'attorney-<:lient' cover for the 
scheme. 

610.1 admit that I knew and know that the purpose of the 'attorney-client' cover was and Is an 
Illegal attempt to obstruct any civil and or criminal lnvestlgatlon. 

611.1 admit that bribes were Indirectly funneled to the Kll-7 district court Judge by first 
funneling them to the corporate defendants, who then converted the monies Into stocks and 
shares and transmitted them to the Kll-7 district Judge. 

612.1 admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants Involved the sham 
purchase of corporate sh~res. 

613.1 admit that I knew and know that the corporate shares, pun;hased with fraudulent Intent, 
were then funn!!led to the Kll-7 district Judge as part of the bribery related quid pro quo 
scheme. ' 

614. I admltthat I knew and know that In exch.ange for the bribery related corporate shares, 
the district Judge dismissed Kll-7 with prejudice and effectively threatened Plalntlff Kaul with 
Jail If he ever sought to vindicate his human/clVll/constltutlonal rights. 
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615.1 admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants also Involved the 
purchasing of sham consulting and legal services from their lawyers by my lawyers. 

616. I admit that these sham consulting and legal service-related bribes were then funneled to 
the corporate defendants lawyers, who funneled them to the district court Judge and persons 
related to him to the third degree. 

617.1 admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants Involved the sham 
purchase of corporate shares. 

618, I admit that bribes were indirectly funneled to certain district court Judges by first 
funneling them to the corporate defendants, who then transmitted them to certain district • 
court Judges in the form of stocks and shares. •• 

619.1 admit that in a perlod from 2005/2006 to 2022 I conspired to attempt to conceal the 
scheme of bribery liy using the US wires to falsely disseminate to the public 'that Plaintiff Kaul 
·was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

620. I admit that in my scheme of concealment I did not Inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was revoked because of, amongst othe_r things, my scheme of bribery. 

621.1 admit that In my scheme of concealment I did.not Inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was revoked not because he was not quallfied/credentlaled/llcensed/trained to 
perform mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery. I admit I lied to the public. 

622. I admit that In my scheme of conceal_ment I did not inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was actually revokeil because I and others concluded his expertise In outpatient 
mlnlmally Invasive spine surgery presented a substantial and expanding threat to our hospital
based spine business. I admit I willfully/knowingly withheld the truth from the public. 

623. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery were 
purposed to cause circumstances that would destroy a·nd did destroy Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
standlng/reputation/llvellhood/llberty/llfe. 

624. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery were 
purposed to cause circumstances that would destroy anct did destroy the (Ives of Plaintiff Kaui's 
children. 

625. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery destrgyed 
Plalntiff Kaul's Uvellhood. • 

626. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of brlberv destroyed 

Plaintiff Kaul's economic standing. 
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627. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery destroyed 
Plaintiff Kaul's reputation. 

628. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery had Plaintiff 
Kaul kidnapped on Mav 27, 2021. 

629.1 admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of bribery had Plalntiff 
Kaul Incarcerated on June 14-15. 2023 • 

630.1 admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetration of the scheme of briberv forced 
PlalntlffKaul's famflv Into a state ofpovertv. -

631.1 admit that my aiding and abetting 'the perpetration of the scheme of bribery alienated 
Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them ]nto poverty. 

~2. I admit that I know that the admissions within this document, if not timely 
rebutted/contested/refuted, regardless of the ultimate civil disposition of the summary 
Judgment motion, will substantiate a basis for criminal Indictment. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Public Corruption 

633.1 admit that the scheme of public corruption In which I knowingly engaged, did at some 
point after February 22, 2016, extend to Include persons employed within the United States 
District Court. 

634. I admit tha~ the princiP,al purpose of the scheme of public corruption that extended Into 
the United States District Court was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing the schemes 
of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public corruption, and kickbacks. 

635.1 admltthat I knew and know that my Involvement In the schemes of bribery, fraud, 
evidential tampering, witness tampering. public corruption, and kickbacks constitutes a pattern 
offelonious conduct 

636. I admit-that I knew and know that this felonious conduct, under criminally prosecutlo_n, will 
cause my Incarceration. 

. . 
637.1 admit that I know that my perpetration and the aiding and abetting of the perpetratlc;m of 
the scheme of public corruption In the United States district.Court constitutes an ongoing 
pattern of felonious conduct. • 

638. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of publlc corruption In the United States 
.District Court Involved the funneling of bribes to certain district court judges In exchange for 
dismissing Plaintiff Kaul's cases. 
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RICO Predicate Act Of Kickbacks 
l 

639, I admit that the scheme of kickbacks In which I knowingly engaged, did at some ~oint after 

February i2, 2016, extend to persons employed within the United States District Court. 

640. I admit that the principal purpose of the scheme of kickbacks that extended to persons 

employed within the United States District Court was.to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further 

exposing the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tamperlng,.wltness tampering, public 

corruption, and kickbacks, 

64L I admit that I knew and know that my Involvement In the scheme of kickbacks constitutes 

a pattern of felonious conduct. 

642.1 admit that I knew and know that this felonious conduct, under criminally prosecution, will 

cause my incarceratlon. 

643. I admit that I know that my perpetration and the aiding and abetting of the perpetration of 

the scheme of kickbacks with persons employed within the United States district Court 

constitutes an ongoing pattern of felonious conduc,t. 

644. I admit that the perpetration of the scheme of kickbacks with persons employed within the 

United States District Court Involved the funneling of brlbes'to certain district court Judges In 

exchange for dismls~lng Plaintiff Kaul's cases, 

645. I admit that kickbacks were funneled to certain district court Judges through lawyers and 

law firms. • • • 

646.1 admit that kickbacks were Indirectly funneled to certain district court Judges by first 

funnelingt_hem to the corporate defendants, who then transmitted theni to certain district 

court Judges In the form of stocks and shares. 

647, I admit that the funneling ofklckba?(S through the corporate defendants Involved the 

sham purchase of corporate shares. 

648. I admit that the funneling of kickbacks th.rough the corporate defendants Involved the 

purchasing of sham legal services from thefr lawyers ·by my lawyers. • 

. 649. I admit that the kickbacks funneled to the corporate defendants lawyers were then 

funneled to certain district court Judges and· persons related to the third degree. 

r 
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Evidential Exhibits 

650.1 admit that the documents !=(>ntalned within the Evidential Exhibits were placed In my 

possession by my counsel, Mr. Edward SponzHH. 

651. l admit that I have read the documents contained within the Evidential Exhibits. 

652.1 admit that I know the documents are org~n1zed into. three exhibits that cover the time 

periods from 1998 to 2014, 201S to 2020 and 2021 to 2022. 

653. I admit that my counsel explained to me the context, content, relevance, and purpose of 

these documents. 

654.1 admit that! understand the context of these documents. 

655. I admit that I understand the content of these documents. 

656, I admit that I understand the relevance of these documents • 

657, I admltthat I understand the purpose of these documents. 

658.1 admit that my counsel explained to me the evidence and facts contained within these 

documents. • • 

659. I admit that I know and understand the evidence and facts contained within these 

documents. 

660. I admit that I had the right, opportunity, and ability to deny or otherwise refute the 

evidence and facts contained within these documents. 

661. I admit that I have not denied and or otherwise refuted the evidence and facts contained 

within these documents. 

662, I admit that-the facts contained within these documents are undisputed. 

663. I admit that the facts contained within these documents are admitted, 

664, I admit that the facts contained within these documents constitute no 11enulne Issue for 

trial. 

• 665.1 admit that the facts contained within these·documents corroborate those admitted 

within the STATEMEMT OF ADMlffiD FACT. 
' 
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666. I admit that the facts contained within these documents constitute proof of the elements 
of the charges levied against me by Plaintiff Kaul. 

DATED: MARCH 9, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

76 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 70 Flied 03/15/24 Page 77 of 77 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 190 of 288
Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-10 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 2 of 81 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD; 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

v. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

AUSTIN DIVISION 

CIVIL ACTION: NO.: 

TEXAS MEDICAL BOARD; ANDREW KAUFMAN; 
STEVEN LOMAZOW; NEW JERSEY BOARD OF MEDICAL 

EXAMINERS. 

COMPLAINT 

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACT AS TO DEFENDANTS ANDREW 

KAUFMAN/STEVEN LOMAZOW/NEW JERSEY BOARD OF MEDICAL 
EXAMINERS 

Respectfully Submitted 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

JUNE 3, 2024 
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RELEVANT REFERENCES TO THE KAUL CASES 

Kl- KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (FEBRUARY 22, 2016, TO NOVEMBER 16, 
2021-U.S.D.C.-D.N.J .) 

K2 - KAUL v CHRISTIE: 18-CV-08086 (APRIL 9, 2018, TO JULY 7, 2021-U.S.D.C.
D.N.J .) 

KS - KAUL V FEDERATION: 19-CV-3050 (OCTOBER 1, 2019, TO JULY 7, 2021-
U.S.D.C.-D.D.C.) 

Kll-2 • KAUL v BOSTON PARTNERS: 21-CV-10326 (FEBRUARY 24, 2021, TO JULY 

30, 2021-U.S.D.C.-DISTRICT MASSACHUSETTS) 

Kll-4- KAUL v MURPHY: 21-CV-00439 (MARCH 30, 2021, TO JULY 13, 2021-
U.S.D.C.-DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT+ DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY) 

Kll-7 - KAUL/BASCH v ICE: 21-CV-06992 (AUGUST 19, 2021, TO SEPTEMBER 12, 

2022-SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK) 

Kll-10 - KAUI/BASCH v ICE: 23-CV-2016 (MARCH 9, 2023, TO MAY 16, 2023-

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK) 

Kll-14 - KAUL v GEICO: 23-CV-22325 (JUNE 22, 2023, TO AUGUST 23, 2023-
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-15- KAUL v CHRISTIE: 23-CV-22582 (JUNE 27, 2023, TO FEBRUARY 16, 2024-
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY AND SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-17 - KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 (DECEMBER 12, 2023, TO PRESENT-EASTERN 

DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA) 
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Admission Of Guilt+ Unconstitutionality/Illegality Of Administrative 
Agency Revocation Re: Securities and Exchange Commission v. Jarkesy 
(Docket No. 22-859) 

1. WE admit that WE have no defenses against Plaintiff Kaul's claims In Kll-19. 

2. WE admit that the facts underpinning Kll-19 do prove the claims against us. 

3. WE admit that despite The Kaul Cases Defendants schemes (2016-2024) of obstructio nof 
justice and discovery, the corpus of fact substantiating pro cf of the Kll-19 claims did emerge 
over an eight (8) year period through our tacit and direct admissio nof fact. 

4. WE admit that WE have read and understand the June 3, 2024 'STATEMENT OF MATERIAL 
FACT AS TO DEFENDANTS ANDREW KAUFMAN/STEVEN LOMAZOW/NEW JERSEY BOARD OF 
MEDICAL EXAMINERS. 

5. WE admit that our counsel explained to us that because a RICO charge does vicariously cause 
the liability of ore defendant's offenses and caused injuries to become the liability of every 
other defendant charged with RICO, that we are liable to Plaintiff Kaul for the injuries caused to 
him by every other Defendant, and that every other Defendant is as equally liable to Plaintiff 
Kaul for the violation; and injuries that our misco rduct has caused and co rtinues to cause to 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

6. WE admit that we kno wthat by failing to remediate/rectify/compensate Plaintiff Kaul for the 
injuries we have caused to his life/liberty/property/reputatio nsince at least 2008, we are 
co rtinuing to kno wngly and willfully cause an o rgoing injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio n 

7. WE admit that we kno wthat by failing to remediate/rectify/compensate Plaintiff Kaul for the 
injuries we have caused to his life/liberty/property/reputatio nsince at least 2008, we are 
co rtinuing to cause "new" injuries to his life/liberty/property/reputation 

8. WE admit that we are guilty of the facts and charges levied in Kl/K2/KS/K7 /K11-1/K11-
2/K11-4/K11-19 

9. WE admit that our guilt prevents us from denying the facts and charges in Kll-19, as we 
kno wthat to deny these facts and charges w culd co n;titute the felo ry of perjury. 

10. WE admit that our guilt and our fear of the damage to our life/liberty/property/reputation 
of admitting to the facts and charges levied in K1/K2/KS/K7/K11-l/Kl1-2/K11-4/K11-19 is the 
reaso nwe co rtinue to violate the law and Plaintiff Kaul's human/civ(lfco n;titutfo raf rights. 
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11. WE admit that our counsel has advised us to violate court orders so that they can attempt 
to illegally interfere in the judicial process, as they have do re in all the prior cases. 

12. WE admit that we kno wthat the judicial interference scheme is illegal and co n;titutes the 
felo ry of public corruption 

13. WE admit that the lawyers involved in The Kaul Cases, including our ow rlawyers, have 
participated in schemes of judicial corruptio nthat were purposed to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from 
obtaining evidence of our crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

14. WE admit that the lawyers involved in The Kaul Cases, including our ow rlawyers, have 
participated in schemes of judicial corruptio nthat were purposed to cause the dismissal of The 
Kaul Cases. 

15. WE admit that the lawyers involved in The Kaul Cases, including our ow rlawyers, did 
kno wngly commit these felo ries because of the guilt of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

16. WE admit that the lawyers' kno wedge of the guilt of The Kaul Cases Defendants, and 
specifically that of Defendant Christie, did cause them to participate in schemes of judicial 
corruptio nto attempt to co rceal from the public the felo ries of Defendant Christie. 

17. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with our lawyers and The Kaul Cases 
Defendants that ore purpose of attempting to co rceal from the public the felo ries of 
Defendant Christie, pertained to his co n;piracy with President Trump's political oppo rents to 
use him to 'attack' President Trump in the 2024 electio n;. 

18. WE admit that we kno wthat the 2014 revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license was 
illegal, and was the product of a "pattern of racketeering'' based o nthe facts admitted within 
The Kaul Cases. 

19. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with our lawyers and The Kaul Cases 
Defendants that the illegality of the revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license was also premised on 
the fact that the revocatio nproceedings were illegally co rrlucted within administrative 
agencies of the State of New Jersey and not an Article 111 judge/court. 

20. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with our lawyers of the case of Securities 
and Exchange Commissio nv. Jarkesy, in w Heh there was oral argument before the Supreme 
Court of the United States o nNovember 29, 2023. 

21. WE admit that ore of the principal issues in this case is that administrative agencies of 
government do not have the co n;titutio ral or legal authority to deprive a perso nof their 
life/liberty/property without first a jury trial in anon-administrative court, be it a state or 
federal court. 
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22. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with our lawyers that Defendants Christie 
and Salomo nknew that they did not have the authority to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his New 
Jersey license, through the administrative/executive agencies of the New Jersey Board of 
Medical Examiners, the New Jersey Office of Administrative Law and the Office of the New 
Jersey Attorney General. 

23. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with my lawyers that the outcome of the 
Securities and Exchange Commissio nv. Jarkesy case is expected in June 2024. 

24. WE admit that we kno wthrough co rversatio n; with my lawyers that based o noral 
argument it is expected that the Court will rule in favor of Jarksey. and that the retroactive 
effect of such a ruling will invalidate the illegal revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license, and hold 
accountable The Kaul Cases Defendants, including ourselves, for the kno wngly illegal and 
o rgoing twelve (12} year-lo rg deprivatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 
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Context To Schemes And Violations . 

1. WE admit that since appro >imately 1999, we have been a natio rally recognized and highly 
influential leaders within the political wings of the American medical community. 

2. WE admit that since appro >imately 1999, a substantial part of our time, effort and resources 
have been directed to wirds seizing po ver within the political wings of the American medical 
community. 

3. WE admit that since 1999 we have used this po ver to illegally exclude competitio nand to 
charge supra-competitive professio ral fees. 

4. WE admit that since 1999 our illegal charging of supra-competitive rates has caused us to 
illegally amass perso ral material fortunes. 

5. WE admit that our current perso ral net w crth is in excess of hundreds of millio 1o of dollars. 

6, WE admit that our perso ral net w crth was procured in large part through illegal schemes of 
racketeering, antitrust and violatio lo of the civil, co 1otitutio rai, and human rights of our 
competitors and others. 
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Facts Admitted In K1/K2/KS/K7 /K11-1/K11-2/K11-4 As Corroborating 
Proof Of Claims In Kll-19 

7. WE admit we kno wt hat some of the facts that substantiate and or otherwise prove our 
kno vJng violatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's human rights and of the claims levied against us in Kll-19, 
were some of the facts unambiguously asserted in support of the claims levied against us in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

8. WE admit that we read ALL the Complaints and Amended Complaints filed against us by 
Plaintiff Kaul in Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

9. WE admit that in Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were represented by counsel, who 
clarified and explained to us the nature, character and meaning of the facts asserted against us 
in ALL the Complaints and Amended Complaints. 

10. WE admit that we understo al and understand the nature, character and meaning of the 
facts asserted against us in ALL the Complaints and Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/K5/K7 /Kll-
1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

11. WE admit that in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we either ignored the 
Complaints/Amended Complaints and or filed procedural motio rs to dismiss. 

12. WE admit that we kno wthat in filing procedural motio rs to dismiss the amended 
complaint, we had the right to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul AND that in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-l/Kll-2/Kll-4 we have failed to deny the facts. 

13. WE admit we knew/kno wwe had the right to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul. 

14. WE admit we knew/kno wthat by filing a procedural motio nto dismiss the 
Complaints/Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4, despite kno vJng we 
had the right to deny the within facts, we have ADMITTED to the ALL the facts within 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

15. WE admit that we did not explicitly deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

16. WE admit that the reaso nwe did not explicitly deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 is because they are true. 

17. WE admit that we kno wthat we had the right to file summary judgment motio rs to dismiss 
the Complaints/Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 
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18. WE admit that we did not file summary judgment motion; to dismiss the 
Complaints/Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

19. WE admit that the reaso nwe did not file summary judgment motion; to dismiss the 
Complaints/Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 
is because we had/have no evidence or facts to disprove the summary judgment standard truth 
of the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul. 

20. WE admit that in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we filed respo n;es to every reply filed 
by Plaintiff Kaul to every procedural motio nto dismiss that we filed in oppositio nto the 
Complaints/ Amended Complaints. 

21. We admit that we kno wthat in filing our replies/respo n;es we had the right to deny the 
facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in his Complaints/Amended Complaints in Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-
1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

22. WE admit that we did not deny ANY of the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 in his Complaints/Amended Complaints/Replies/Sur-Replies. 

23. WE admit that the reaso nwe did not deny ANY of the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 is because they are true. 

24. WE admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in . 
Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co n;titutes a tacit admissio nof the facts in that the facts 
were asserted directly at us. 

25. WE admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co n;titutes a tacit admissio nof the facts in that the nature, 
character and meaning of the facts had been explained and clarified to us by our counsel. 

26. WE admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co rstitutes a tacit admissio nof the facts in that we 
completely understo aJ the nature, character and meaning of the facts. 

27. We admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co n;titutes a tacit admissio nofthe facts in that we had 
direct kno wedge of the truthfulness of the facts. 

28. WE admit that our silence in falling to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/K5/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co n;titutes a tacit admissio nofthe facts in that we were 
directly involved in the perpetratio nof the facts. 
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29. We admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co n;titutes a tacit admissio nof the facts in that although we 
had the right and ability to deny the facts, we did not, because the facts are true. 

30. WE admit that our silence in failing to deny the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co rstitutes a tacit admissio nof the facts, in that the 
substantial body of fact asserted in the Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 
Complaints/Amended Complaints require it be admitted, denied, or dismissed with co rtrary 
evidence or fact, and it was not. 

31. WE admit that the absence of any ambiguity in our silence in failing to deny the facts 
asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in the Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 Complaints/Amended 
Complaints tacitly substantiates the asserted facts. 

32. WE admit that our counsel clarified and explained to me the civil nature of 

Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

33. WE admit that we kno wthat Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 were/are civil proceedings 
with civil co n;equences. 

34. WE admit that there existed and exist no other factors to explain our silence in failing to 
deny the facts, other than our kno wedge that the facts were and are true. 

35. WE admit that during the pendency of Kl/K2/K5/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were not/are 
not subject to any state and or federal criminal investigatio rs, in w Heh a denial of the facts 
w ruld have deprived/deprive us of our right against self-incriminatio n 

36. WE admit that during the pendency of Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were not/are 
not subject to any state and or federal criminal investigatio rs, in w Heh an admittance of the 
facts w ruld have deprived/deprive us of our right against self-incrimination 

37. WE admit that during the pendency of Kl/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were not/are 
not subject to any state and or federal criminal investigatio n;, in w Heh a denial of the facts 
w ruld have caused/will cause us to self-incriminate. 

38. WE admit that during the pendency of Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were not/are 
not subject to any state and or federal criminal investigation;, in w Heh an admittance of the 
facts w ruld have caused/will cause us to self-incriminate. 

39. WE admit that we knew and kno wthat if the Kl/K2/KS/K7/Kll-1/Kll-2/K11-4 facts were 
not true, I could have simply denied the facts asserted by Plaintiff Kaul, but we did not, because 
they are true. 
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40. WE admit that our kno wedge of the truth of the facts asserted in K1/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-
1/Kll-2/Kll-4 co rstitutes the sole basis for our silence in failing to deny the facts. 

41. WE admit that our kno wedge of the truth of the facts asserted in K1/K2/KS/K7/K11-1/K11-
2/K11-4 co rstitutes the sole basis for our actual failure to deny the facts. 

42. WE admit that we kno wthat if we were innocent of the charges levied in 
K1/K2/KS/K7/K11-1/K11-2/K11-4 we w ruld have simply denied the asserted facts, but we did 
not, because we are guilty of the levied charges AND no court/jury has stated and or found 
otherwise. 

43. WE admit that we have read ALL the opinio rs/orders rendered by judges in 
K1/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. 

44. WE admit that In K1/K2/KS/K7 /Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 we were represented by counsel, who 
clarified and explained to me the nature, character and meaning of the opinio rs/orders of the 
district judges. 

45. WE admit that we understo crl and understand the nature, character and meaning of the 
opinio rs/orders of the district judges in K1/K2/KS/K7/K11-1/K11-2/K11-4. 

46. WE admit that we kno wthat the district judges did not find that our silence in failing to 
qeny the facts in K1/K2/KS/K7 {Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4. did not co rstitute a tacit admissio nof the 
facts, because the district judges knew that our silence DID IN FACT CONSTITUTE A TACIT 
ADMISSION OF THE FACTS. 

47. WE admit that we kno wthat the district judges did not find that our actual failure to deny 
the facts in Kl{K2/KS/K7 {Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 did not co rstitute a tacit admissio nof the facts, 
because the district iudges knew that our silence DID IN FACT CONSTITUTE A TACIT ADMISSION 
OF THE FACTS. 

48. WE admit that we kno wt hat the district judges in K1/K2/K5/K7 {Kll-1/Kll-2/Kll-4 did not 
find evidentially invalid our admissio rs of undisputed fact in Kl, that were submitted into 
evidence in subsequent cases, because the district judge in these cases DID KNOW THAT THE Kl 
ADMISSIONS OF UNDISPUTED FACT DID PROVE THE SUBSEQUENT CLAIMS. 
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The United Nations Universal Declaration Of Human Rights 

49. WE admit that we have read the 'Universal Declaratio nof Human Rights. 

50. WE admit that we have know rebout the 'Universal Declaratio nof Human Rights' since our 
attendance at college. 

51. WE admit that since our attendance at college there has been no diminutio nof our 
kno wedge regarding the 'Universal Declaratio nof Human Rights'. 

52. WE admit that the absence of diminutio nof our kno wedge regarding the 'Universal 
Declaratio nof Human Rights' is a co n;equence of our license mandated attendance at 
co rtinuing medical educatio ncourses. 

53. WE admit that the co rtinuing medical educatio ncourses involve modules o nmedical ethics 
and human rights. 

54. WE admit that certain courses have included modules o nhuman rights violation; 
committed during the Seco rd World War by physicians associated with the Nazis. 

55. WE admit that we kno VII from these courses and my general reading, that the 'Universal 
Declaratio nof Human Rights' emerged in part as a co n;equence of human rights violation; 
committed by physicians associated with the Nazis. 

56. WE admit that in 2005 we knew w J-at rights were protected under the 'Universal 
Declaratio nof Human Rights'. 

57. WE admit that in 2005 we knew we were pro Hbited from co n;piring to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's fundamental human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

58. WE admit that in 2005 we knew we were pro tibited from violating Plaintiff Kaul's 
fundamental human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

59. WE admit that in 2005 we knew it was illegal to co n;pire to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
fundamental human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

60. WE admit that in 2005 we knew it was illegal to violate Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental 
human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

61. WE admit that since 2005 we have co n;pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to kno vJngly 
and willfully abuse the po v1er of the American State to purposefully violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
fundamental human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 
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62. WE admit that the kno wngness, willfulness, malicious-ness, and purposefulness in our 
co r.piring with The Kaul Cases Defendants to violate Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/co r.titutio rel 
rights is proven by the belo wadmitted facts about w Heh there is no material dispute. 

63. WE admit that the kno wngness, willfulness, malicious-ness, and purposefulness of the 
violatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/co r.titutio rel rights by ourselves and The Kaul Cases 
Defendants, is proven by the belo wadmitted facts about w Heh there is no material dispute. 

64. WE admit that the kno wng, willful, malicious, and purposeful violatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's 
human/civil/co r.titutlo rel rights is commensurate with the standard of that of a crime against 
humanity. 
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Section 1983 

2005 - 2010 

65, WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
Defendant Christie we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state po v.er and became 
'state actors'. 

66, WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
members of the state government we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state 
po v.er and became 'state actors'. 

67. WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
members of the federal government we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state 
po v.er and became a 'state actors'. 

68. WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
members of the state legislature we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state po v.er 
and became 'state actors'. 

69. WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
members of the state judiciary we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state po v.er 
and became 'state actors'. 

70. WE admit that because of our illegal schemes of public corruptio nthat involved bribing 
members of the federal judiciary we became intertwined with, and in possessio nof state po \\er 
and became 'state actors'. 

71. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co rspiring with state officials 
were perpetrated in a mutually beneficial and symbiotic manner. 

72. WE admit that our Illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co rspiring with state officials 
were perpetrated in a manner of mutual benefit and ioint participation 

73. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co rspiring with state officials 
were perpetrated in a manner of mutual benefit in w Heh state officials and us used the US 
wires to exchange commands and w crds of encouragement in the successful executio nof the 
schemes. 

74. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co rspiring with state officials 
were purposed to and did in fact cause us to illegally acquire the po v.er and functio nof state, 
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that we used to professio rally threaten physicians w h orefused to support my schemes against 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

75. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co n;piring with state officials 
were purposed to and did in fact cause us to illegally acquire the po ver and functio nof state, 
that we used to have professio rally investigated physicians w horefused to support our 
schemes against Plaintiff Kaul. 

76. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co n;piring with state officials 
were purposed to and did in fact cause us to illegally acquire the po ver and functio nof state, 
that we used to professio rally threaten physicians w hoattempted to expose our schemes. 

77. WE admit that our illegal schemes of public corruptio nand co n;piring with state officials 
created a nexus w t-ereby the state/insurance industry's independently motivated scheme to 
have Plaintiff Kaul illegally eliminated in order to eradicate past debt/future financial liability to 
increase insurance corporate/executive profits AND kickbacks/bribes to state actors, WAS 
PURPOSEFULLY FURTHERED AND CONCEALED under private cover of ourselves, neurosurgical 
societies, and other non-official perso rs, by amo rgst other things, defamatio 1J and derogation 
of Plaintiff Kaul's right and qualification; to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

From facts 78 to 675, please note that the below singular nouns should be 
read in the plural as all the facts apply equally to Defendants 
Kaufman/Lomazow/NJBME: 

"I" shou Id be read as "WE" 
"my" should be read as "our" 
"me" should be read as "us" 

2010- 2023 

78. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to co n;pire to violate 
Plaintiff Kaul's right to due process AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; 
to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

79. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
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and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and in fact 
intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

80. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential falsificatio nAND I admit I knew and 
in fact intended for these violatio n; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

81. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
and or facilitating the commissio nofschemes of witness tampering AND I admit I knew and in 
fact intended for these violatio n; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

82. 1 admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct tlie course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of fraud AND I admit I knew and in fact intended 
for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/llberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

83. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential omissio nAND I admit I knew and in 
fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

84. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the New 
Jersey Board of Medical Examiners to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
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Plaintiff Kaul in state boards within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing 
and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of judicial-like corruptio nAND I admit I knew and 
in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just In every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

85. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 
Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 
in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 
facilitating the commissio nof schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and in fact intend.ed for 
these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

86. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 
Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 
in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 
facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential falsificatio nAND I admit I knew and in fact 
intended for these violatio n; to cause/co rtinue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

87. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 
Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 
in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 
facilitating the commissio nof schemes of witness tampering AND I admit I knew and in fact 
intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

88. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 
Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 
in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 
facilitating the commissio nof schemes of fraud AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 
these violatio n; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

89. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 

16 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 206 of 288
Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-10 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 18 of 81 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 

in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential omissio nAND I admit I knew and in fact 

intended for these violatio IE to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

90. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing judges of the New Jersey 

Office of Administrative Law to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul 

in administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or 

facilitating the commissio nof schemes of judicial corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact 

intended for these violatio IE to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

91. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violatePlaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and 

in fact intended for these violatio IE to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

92. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commlssio nof schemes of evidential falsificatio nAND I 
admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio IE to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to 

Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every 

country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

93. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of witness tampering AND I admit 

I knew and in fact intended for these violatio IE to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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94. I admit that I abused the immense po 1,1er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of fraud AND I admit I knew and in 

fact intended for these violatio ri; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

95. I admit that I abused the immense po 1,1er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential omissio nAND I 

admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio ri; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to 

Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every 

country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

96. I admit that I abused the immense po 1,1er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the Office of 

the New Jersey Attorney General to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff 

Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey 

by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of judicial-like and judicial 

corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio ri; to cause/co rtinue to 

cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, 

but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life 

97. I admit that I abused the immense po 1,1er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and in 

fact intended for these violatio ri; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

98. I admit that I abused the immense po 1,1er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of Defendant 

Christie's administratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in 

state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 

committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential falsificatio nAND I admit 

I knew and in fact intended for these violatio r1, to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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99. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's 
right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of Defendant 
Christie's adminlstratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in 
state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by 
committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of witness tampering AND I admit J 
knew and in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff 
Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

100. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of 
Defendant Christie's administratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of 
New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of fraud AND I admit I 
knew and in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff 
Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

101. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of 
Defendant Christie's administratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of 
New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of evidential omission 
AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury 
to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every 
country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

102. I admit that I abused the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of 
Defendant Christie's administratio nto obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against 
Plaintiff Kaul in state boards and administrative courts within the geographic boundaries of 
New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of judicial-like and 
judicial corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 
every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

103. I admit that I abused the immense po \'.er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state judiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of perjury AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; 
to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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104. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state iudiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of evidential falsificatio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 
these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 
w rrldwide for the remainder of his life. 

105. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kau/'s right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state iudiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of witness tampering AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 
violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 
not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

106. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state iudiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of fraud AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w rrldwide for the remainder of his life. 

107. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state iudiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of evidential omissio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 
these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w rrldwide for the remainder of his life. 

108. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by participating with, facilitating and or directing members of the 
state iudiciary to obstruct the course of justice in cases filed against Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the 
commissio nof schemes of iudicial corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 
violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatlo n 
not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

109. I admit that I abused the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the state 
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judiciary to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in state courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the state of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof 

schemes of obstructio nof justice AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; 

to cause/co rtinue to cause Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

110. I admit that I abused the immense po Yoer of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the state 

judiciary to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in state courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the state of New Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof 

schemes of public corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to PlaintiffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

111.1 admit that I abused the immense po vier of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the state 

government to coerce state judges to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commissio nof schemes of obstructio nof justice AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 

these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

112. I admit that I abused the immense po vier of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the state 

government to coerce state judges to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in state courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commissio nof schemes of public corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

113.1 admit that I abused the immense po vier of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

judiciary to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in federal courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of 

obstructio nof justice AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio n; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

114. I admit that I abused the immense po vier of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

judiciary to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in federal courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof schemes of 

public corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 
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cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

115. I admit that I abused the immense po 11er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

government to coerce federal judges to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in federal courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commissio nof schemes of obstructio nof justice AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 

these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

116. I admit that I abused the immense po 11er of my 'state actor' status to.violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process by bribing and or otherwise corrupting members of the federal 

government to coerce federal judges to dismiss all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in federal courts 

within the geographic boundaries of the United States by committing and or facilitating the 

commissio nof schemes of public corruptio nAND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

117. I admit that I abused the immense po 11er of my 'state actor' status to violate Plaintiff 

Kaul's right to due process and his property by co n;plring with The Kaul Cases Defendants to 

illegally deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of his accounts receivable and other assets in the 

Chapter 11 proceedings in the bankruptcy court within the geographic boundaries of New 

Jersey by committing and or facilitating the commissio nof a scheme of bankruptcy fraud AND I 

admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to 

Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every 

country w cridwide for the remainder of his life. 

118. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 11er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his eco ncrnic standing by obstructing, 

through schemes of judicial and public corruptio rJ his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

119. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 11er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his reputatio nby obstructing, through 

schemes of judicial and.public corruptio rJ his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases 
through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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120. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his liveliho cn:I by obstructing, through 

schemes of judicial and public corruptlo 1J his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases 

through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

121.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his liberty by obstructing, through schemes 

of judicial and public corruptio I] his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases through 

discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio n; to cause/co rtinue to 

cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, 

but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

122. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his life by obstructing, through schemes of 

judicial and public corruptio 1J his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases through discovery 

AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury 

to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every 

country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

123. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his professio rnl standing by obstructing, 

through schemes of judicial and public corruptio 1J his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

124. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his social standing by obstructing, through 

schemes of judicial and public corruptio 1J his due process right to litigate The Kaul Cases 

through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

125.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his psychological standing by obstructing, 

through schemes of judicial and public corruptio rJ his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

126.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 1a1er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his physical standing by obstructing, 
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through schemes of judicial and public corruptio TJ his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

127. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate Plaintiff Kaul's right to regain his financial standing by obstructing, 

through schemes of judicial and public corruptio TJ his due process right to litigate The Kaul 

Cases through discovery AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

128. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co r.piracywith The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his eco ncrnic standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ 

the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to 

cause deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

129. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co r.piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his eco ncrnic standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruption 

his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw ll!re in thew crld, 

including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio n 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

130. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po v.er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his reputatio nby obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ the 

return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to cause 

de.privatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio n; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwid·e for the remainder of his life. 

131. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ver of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co r.piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his reputatio nby obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ his 

efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw ll!re in thew crld, 

including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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132. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his liveliho cm by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio I) the 

return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w lich co rtinues to cause 

deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio n; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

133. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his liveliho cm by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ his 

efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw tere in thew crld, 

including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtlnue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio n 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

134. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rs piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his liberty by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ the return 

of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w lich co rtinues to cause 

deprivatlo nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

135. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his liberty by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ his efforts 

to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw tere in thew crld, including 

India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

136. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his life by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio TJ the return of 

the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to cause 

deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio rs to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but In every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

137.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po ....er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his life by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio I) his efforts to 

restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw tere in thew crld, including India, 
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his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

138. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po 'I.er of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his professio rnl standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruptio rJ the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w lich 

co rtinues to cause deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

139. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po W!r of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his professio rnl standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruptio rJ his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw I-ere in 

thew crld, including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 

these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

140.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po W!r of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his social standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio rJ the 

return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to cause 

deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 

cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

141. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po W!r of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;plracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his social standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio rJ his 

efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw I-ere in thew crld, 

including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

142. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po W!r of my 'state actor' status 

to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

regain his psychological standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 

corruptio rJ the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh 

co rtinues to cause deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 

violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 

not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 
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143. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po \.\er of my 'state actor' status 
to co rtinue to violate, in co ropiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his psychological standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private 
corruptio 1J his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw rere in 
thew crld, including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for 
these violation; to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

144. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po \.\er of my 'state actor' status 
to co rtinue to violate, in co ropiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his physical standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio I] 

the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to 
cause deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

145.1 admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po \.\er of my 'state actor' status 
to co rtinue to violate, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his physical standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio I] 

his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw rere in thew crld, 
including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these 
violatio rs to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 
not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

146. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po \.\er of my 'state actor' status 
to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his financial standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio 1J 
the return of the property of his New Jersey license, the illegal seizure of w Heh co rtinues to 
cause deprivatio nof his liberty AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these vlolatio n; to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatlo nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

147. I admit that I abused and co rtinue to abuse the immense po \.\er of my 'state actor' status 
to co rtinue to violate, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, Plaintiff Kaul's right to 
regain his financial standing by obstructing, through schemes of public and private corruptio I] 

his efforts to restore his liberty through the procurement of a license anyw rere in thew crld, 
including India, his country of citizenship AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 
violatio rs to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation 
not just in every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

148. I admit that from 2005 to 2016 the purpose of my willful, kno vJng, and o rgoing abuse of 
my immense 'state actor' po 1Aer was to perpetrate a scheme to vjolate Plajntjff Kaul's human 
and co n;tjtutjo ml rjghts that involved, amo rgst other things, an ostracizatio nof Plaintiff Kaul, a 
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destructio nof his eco nanic standing, reputatio nand liveliho w, the resultant deprivatio ri; of 
w lich caused and co rtinue to cause co rrlitio r. of homelessness, poverty and unemployment 
to him and his family AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio r.-deprivatio r. 
to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 
every American state, but in every country w aldwide for the remainder of his life. 

149.1 admit that from 2016 to 2023, and as a co r.equence of Plaintiff Kaul's prosecutio nofThe 
Kaul Cases. I and others schemed and co rtinue to scheme, in the violatio nof Plaintiff Kayl's 
right to due process in the United States District Court through the willful, kno wng, and 
o rgoing abuse of the immense po v.er of our 'state actor' status, the scheme's purpose being an 
attempt to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing crimes committed by myself and those of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants in a period from at least 2005 to the present AND I admit I knew and in 
fact intended for these violatio r.-deprivatio r. to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff 
Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country· 
w aldwide for the remainder of his life. 

150. I admit that I used the US wires in a kno wngly illegal manner to perpetrate schemes in 
w lich I co r.pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to abuse the immense po v.er of my 'state 
actor' status to violate Plaintiff Kaul's human and co r.titutio ral rights and cause and to 
co rtinue to cause injury to his eco nanic 
standing/reputatio rfliveliho w/liberty/life/professio ral standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these 
violatio r.-deprivatio r. to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 
life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 
w aldwide for the remainder of his life. 

151. I admit that the schemes of kno wng human and co r.titutio ral rights violatio r. involved 
the illegal transmjssjo nacross the US wjres of hundreds of emails and telepho re calls between 
myself, The Kaul Cases Defendants, and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney 
General AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio r.-deprivatio r. to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w aid wide for the remainder of his life. 

152. I admit that the schemes of kno wng human and co r.titutio ral rights violatio r. involved 
the illegal transmissio □across the US wjres of hundreds of emails and telepho re calls between 
myself, The Kaul Cases Defendants, and members of the Office ofthe Office of the New Jersey 
Governor AND I admit I knew and In fact intended for these violatio r.-deprivatio ri; to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 
every American state, but in every country w aldwide for the remainder of his life. 

153. I admit that the schemes of kno wng human and co r.titutio ral rights violatio r. involved 
the jllegal transmissio nacross the us wjres of hundreds of emails and teleph ore calls between 
myself, The Kaul Cases Defendants, and members of the New Jersey Office of Administrative 
Law AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio r.-deprivatio r. to 
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cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

154. I admit that the schemes of kno wng human and co rstitutio ml rights violatio 1o involved 

the illegal transmissjo nacross the US wires of hundreds of emails and teleph o re calls between 
myself, The Kaul Cases Defendants, and members of the New Jersey Board of Medical 

Examiners AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio rs-deprivatio 1o to 
cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

RICO: 

Overall Claim Admission 

155. I admit to the fact that the belo wfacts are undisputed, admitted and prove all elements of 

all claims asserted against me by Plaintiff Kaul. 

156. I do not refute/co rtestjrebut/deny the evidence co rtained within the folio wng 
documents: (i) The Waldman E-mail; (ii) The Zerbini Certificatio ri (iii) The Sabo Certificatio rJ 

(iv) The Salomo nCritique; (v) The Salomo nCritique 2; (vi) The Calabrese Certificatio rJ (vii) The 
Przybylski Disciplinary Notice; (viii) The Feldman Certificatio rJ (ix) The Yeung E-mail; (x) The 
Unio nCounty Court proceedings; (xi) The Ciarrocca Complaint; (xii) The Federal Trade 

Commissio nGuidelines. 

157. I admit that the evidence referenced in point 2. is further pro cf of the undisputed-ness of 
the facts asserted in the Complaint. 

Element Specific Admissions 

Culpable Person Who Willfully Or Knowingly 

158. I admit culpability for having willfully and kno wngly engaged with other defendants in a 

pattern of racketeering, in a period that commenced in appro )imately 2006, in the State of 

New Jersey, and has co rtinued through every other state and certain courts within the United 
States District Court to at least August 2023. 

159. I admit that I engaged in a pattern of racketeering with other defendants in a period that 
commenced in appro limately 2006, co rtinued into 2019 and occurred in multiple locatio rs in 

the US, and across the US mail and wires. 
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160. I admit that I willfully and kno vJnglyviolated the law, w I-en I engaged in a pattern of 
racketeering with other defendants, in w Heh I violated the authority of state agencies and 
po ~r by committing and or facilitating bribery, fraud, kickbacks, extortio 11 perjury, evidential 
falsificatio nand witness tampering AND I admit I kno wthat my illegal violatio nof state 
authority and the US Co rstitutio 11 tow Heh I have sw crn allegiance, does co rstitute high 
treason 

161. I admit that I knew the purpose of having engaged in a pattern of racketeering was to 
destroy the eco ncmic standing, reputatio 11 and liveliho CIJ of Plaintiff Kaul. 

Commits Or Conspires To The Commission Of "Racketeering Activity" 

162. I admit that in a period from 2006 to 2022, I co rspired with other defendants in the 
commissio nof racketeering activity by using email, teleph ore and in perso nmeetings to 
organize a kno vJngly illegal scheme that abused the authority of state agencies and po ~r to 
have illegally revo led Kaul's New Jersey medical license, to illegally destroy Plaintiff Kaul's 
eco ncmic standing, reputatio 11 and liveliho cm and to obstruct justice and facilitate the 
commissio nof a 'Fraud o nthe Court' in the United States District Court by bribing or aiding and 
abetting a scheme of bribery of a federal judge in Kaul v ICE: 21-CV-06992, to have the case 
illegally dismissed with prejudice. 

Through A Pattern 

163. I admit that in a period from 2006 to 2022 I engaged in an o rgoing pattern of corruptio nof 
administrative, state, and federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the United States, 
the purpose of w Heh was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of any access to substantive justice, illegally 
deprive him of his medical license, his property, his liveliho CIJ, his reputatio 11 his material 
assets, his access to banking services and to have him jailed, deported and or killed. 

164. I admit that in a period from 2006 to 2019, I did in co rcert and co rspiracy with other 
defendants, kno vJngly, willfully, and illegally co rvert administrative, state, and federal courts 
within the geographic boundaries of New Jersey into racketeering enterprises, to further the 
scheme to destroy the eco ncmic standing, reputatio 11 and livelih o CIJ of Plaintiff Kaul. 

An Effect On Interstate Or Foreign Commerce 

165. I admit that I and other defendants knew that the license revocatio nand destructio nof 
the eco ncmic standing, reputatio nand livellho CIJ of Plaintiff Kaul w culd prevent him from 
w a-king anyw I-ere in thew crld in any capacity, a trade restrictio nthat w culd have a 
detrimental effect o ninterstate and or foreign commerce, and reduce federal tax revenues. 

166. I admit that after the widely publicized revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license o nMarch 12, 
2014, I participated with other defendants in hundreds of email, telepho re and in person 
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communication;, in w Heh we celebrated the destructio nof Plaintiff Kaul's livelih o cm, eco ncmic 
standing, reputatio nand inability to find employment. 

167. I admit that after the revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license o nMarch 12, 2014, I participated 
with other defendants in hundreds of email, telepho re and in perso ncommunicatio n;, in w Heh 
we predicted and celebrated the imminent descent of Plaintiff Kaul and his family into poverty. 

Purpose 

168. I admit that commencing in appro >imately 2006, I, in co rcert and co n;piracy with other 
defendants have engaged in schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness 
tampering, public corruptlo nand kickbacks· co rtfucted through and facilitated by state actors, 
agencies, and administrative, state, and federal courts within the geographic boundaries of the 
United States. 

169. I admit that I knew that the purpose of the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential 
tampering, witness tampering, public corruptio nand kickbacks was to destroy the eco ncmic 
standing, reputatio rJ and livelih o cm of Plaintiff Kaul, 

170. l admit that I knew the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness 
tampering, public corruptio nand kickbacks were illegal. 

2005-2010 

171.1 admit that in or around mid-2005, I came to know and it became widely know rwithin 
the spine community that Plaintiff Kaul had invented and successfully performed the first 
outpatient minimally invasive spinal fusio n 

RICO Predicate Act Of Bribery 

172. I admit that in appro >imately 2005, after Plaintiff Kaul invented and performed the first 
minimally invasive outpatient spinal fusio I) I and others in the American neurosurgical and 
orthopedic communities co rcluded his expertise in outpatient minimally invasive spine surgery 
presented a substantial and expanding threat to our hospital-based spine business. 

173. I admit that commencing in appro >imately 2005/2006 I co n;pired with certain senior 
members of the American neuro-orth o surgical community to commence perpetrating a 
scheme of bribery with, amo rgst others, the then New Jersey Governor, Christopher J. Christie. 

174. I admit that I used my positio nof po v.er within the political wing of the American 
neurosurgical community to kno wngly deceive its members into participating in the scheme of 
bribery that involved funneling mo rey to the then New Jersey Governor, Christopher J. Christle. 
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175.1 admit that I knew that in the co rceptio nand perpetratio nofthe scheme of bribery I 

w aJld violate and did In fact violate the law. 

176. I admit that I knew that in the co rceptio nand perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery I 

w aJld deprive and did in fact deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his human/civil/co n;titutio ral rights. 

177. I admit that I knew that in the co rceptio nand perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery I 

w aJ!d illegally co cpt and did in fact illegally co cpt the po v.er of state. 

178. I admit that I knew that through the co cpting of the po v.er of state I w aJ!d become and 

did in fact became a 'state actor' 

179. I admit that I knew that with the po v.er of the state and as a 'state actor' I w aJ!d deprive 

and did in fact deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his human/civil/co rstitutio ral rights. 

180. I admit that I knew that with the po v.er of the state and as a 'state actor' it was my 

intentio nto deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his human/civil/co n;titutio ral rights. 

181. I admit that I knew that my deprivatio nof Plaintiff Kaui's human/civil/co n;titutio ral rights 

was intended to ensure the cessatio nof his existence. 

182. I admit that I knew that my intentio nto cause the cessatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's existence 

was based o nmy effort to ensure he did not expose The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme of 

politico-judicial bribery. 

183. I admit that I knew/kno wof the immense criminal co n;equences to me and others if 

Plaintiff Kaul exposed our scheme of bribery. 

184. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to permanently destroy Plaintiff Kaul's liveliho ell in all parts of thew aid, to cause 

him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants. 

185. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's eco ncmic standing in all parts of thew aid, to cause him 

to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants. 

186, I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputatio nin all parts of thew aid, to cause him to cease 

to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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187. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to have Plaintiff Kaui incarcerated, in order to cause him to cease to exist to 

attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

188. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to force Plaintiff Kaul's family into a state of poverty, in order to cause him to cease 

to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

189. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them into poverty, in order to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 

Cases Defendants. 

190. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 

bribery was to cause Plaintiff Kaul to commit suicide, in order to cause him to cease to exist to 

attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

191. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to Defendant Christie in a quid pro quo exchange for him using his executive and ex-US 

Attorney political po v.er tci have violated Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/co ri;titutio ml rights AND I 

admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio ri;-deprivatio ri; to cause/co rtinue to cause 

injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in 

every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life. 

192. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to Defendant Christie in exchange for him using his executive and ex-US Attorney 

political po v.er to have Plaintiff Kaul criminally indicted by state and federal authorities AND I 

admit I knew and in fact intended for these violatio ri; of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/co ri;titutio ml rights to cause a kno wngly Illegal incarceratio nof Plaintiff Kaul AND 

to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to PlaintiffKaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 

Cases Defendants. 

193. I admit that the scheme of bribery In w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the po v.er of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revo led AND I admit 

I knew and in fact intended for these violatio rE of Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/co ri;t\tutio ml 

rights to cause a kno wngly Illegal revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul' license AND 

to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 

Cases Defendants. 
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194, I admit that the scheme of bribery in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the po v-er of state to have co n:lucted grand jury proceedings against Plaintiff 

Kaul AND I admit I knew and in fact intended for these violation; of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights to cause a kno wngly illegal indictment of Plaintiff Kaul AND 

to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in 

every American state, but in every country w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to 

cause him to cease to exist to attempt to ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul 

Cases Defendants. 

195. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use the po v-er of state to co rduct grand jury proceedings to attempt to have 

Plaintiff Kaul indicted and incarcerated AND to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

196. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant.Christle, w hoin a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

coerce, and did coerce the po v-er of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a 

criminal investigatio nagainst Kaul, AND to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

197. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin a quid pro quo exchange promised to 

use, and did use his ex-US Attorney political po v-er to cause to commence a federal criminal 

investigatio nagainst Kaul, AND to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnotjust in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

198. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling of 

bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, and did use 

his executive po v-er to cause state investigators and prosecutors to commence state criminal 

investigation; against Kaul, AND to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot Just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

199. I admit that the bribe mo ries were funneled to Defendant Christie through law firms, 

political lobbyists, and public relatio nfirms with w lich he was politically and or commercially 
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co nr-ected in any manner, AND to cause/co rtinue to cause injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputatio nnot just in every American state, but in every country 

w crldwide for the remainder of his life IN ORDER to cause him to cease to exist to attempt to 

ensure he did not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

200.1 admit that I knew the purpose of funneling the bribe mo ries through law firms, political 

lobbyists, and public relatio nfirms, was to attempt to co rceal the true quid pro quo bribery 

nature of the mo ries. 

201. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the true quid pro quo bribery nature of the mo ries 

rendered my transactio rs illegal. 

202. I admit that I knew and kno wthat I did not inform my bank of the true quid pro quo 

bribery nature of the transacted mo ries. 

203. I admit that I knew and kno wthat my transferring of the quid pro quo bribery mo ries 

co rstitutes bank fraud. 

204. I admit that I knew and kno wthat my commissio nof bank fraud co rstitutes a crime. 

205.1 admit that I knew and kno wthat my commissio nof bank fraud involved the commission 

of wire fraud. 

206. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of attempting to co rceal the true bribery 

nature of the mo ries was my co rcern that my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants 

w ruld be exposed. 

207. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of the co rcealment of my quid pro quo 

bribery crimes w ruld have been to falsely claim that the bribe mo ries paid to law firms, 

political lobbyists, and public relatio nfirms with w tich Defendant Christie was politically and or 

commercially co nrected in any manner, was for professio rel legal, lobbying and or public 

relatio nservices. 

208. I admit that I knew and kno wthat such a claim w ruld have been false. 

209.1 admit that I kno wthat I cannot raise such a professio rel services defense in either this 

case and or any other civil and or criminal case that might ever be filed against me. 

210. I admit that I knew and kno wthat my lawyers advised me as to the scheme of 

co rcealment. 

211. I admit that in the period from 2005/2006 to 2022, the scheme of bribery expanded to 

involve an increasing number of perso rs co rducting business within the private and public 

sectors. 
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212.1 admit that these person; include state and federal Investigators. 

213. I admit that these perso n; include state and federal prosecutors. 

214. I admit that these perso n; include state and federal judges. 

215. I admit that these person; include perso ral injury lawyers. 

216.1 admit that these person; include physicians w hocompeted against Plaintiff Kaul in the 

minimally invasive spine surgery market. 

217. I admit that these perso n;/entities included Journalists/media organizatio n; w h ohave 

commercial relatio r.hips with The Kaul Cases Defendants and or within referenced Third 

Parties. 

218.1 admit that these person; include Plaintiff Kaul's ex-patients, w han I and others co n;pired 

with the file lawsuits and complaints with the medical board. 

219. I admit that these perso n; include Plaintiff Kaul's ex-physician employees, w han I and 

others co n;pired with to provide false legal testimo rv against Plaintiff Kaul. 

220. I admit that these person; include Plaintiff Kaul's ex-nursing employees, w han I and 

others co r.pired with to provide false legal testimo rv against Plaintiff Kaul. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Fraud 

221. I admit that as a co r.equence of Plaintiff Kaul having invented and successfully performed 

the first outpatient minimally invasive spinal fusio fJ I, alo rg with other spine physicians, 

commenced co n;piring to perpetrate a scheme of fraud, in order to attempt to obstruct 

Plaintiff Kaul's practice of minimally invasive spine surgery. 

222. I admit that the purpose of the scheme of fraud was to obstruct and destroy Plaintiff Kaul's 

minimally invasive spine surgery practice. 

223. I admit that another purpose of the scheme of fraud.was to intimidate other physicians, 

similarly, trained as Plaintiff Kaul, from performing minimally invasive spine surgery. 

224. I admit that the scheme of fraud in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the public 

disseminatio fJ and or the aiding and abetting of public dissemlnatio fJ of the kno wng falseho en 
that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/licensed/credentialed to perform minimally invasive spine 

surgery. 
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225. I admit that in the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud I knew that Plaintiff Kaul was in fact 

legally qualified, credentialed and licensed to perform surgery, including minimally invasive 
spine surgery. 

226. I admit that in the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud I co rs pi red with Drs. Andrew 

Kaufman and Gregory Przybylski in the subornatio nof perjury in the legal proceedings that 
caused the revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license, in w Heh they testified, with kno wng falsity, 

that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified to perform minimally invasive spine surgery, and had 

grossly deviated from a standard of care. 

227. I admit that the scheme of fraud in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the disseminatio rJ 

and or the aiding and abetting of disseminatio ninto courts of law of the kno wngly falseho al 

that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/licensed/credentialed to perform minimally invasive spine 

surgery. 

a. Public Obstruction 

228. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 
Plaintiff Kaul's patients to sue him by telling them, with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had 

not been qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery 

o nthem. 

229. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 
Plaintiff Kaul's patients to file medical board complaints against him by telling them, with 

kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had not been qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery o nthem . 

. b. Legal Profession Obstruction 

230. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 

lawyers to file malpractice suits o nbehalf of Plaintiff Kaul's patients referred to them by me, by 
telling them with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

231. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 

perso ral injury lawyers to stop referring their injured clients to Plaintiff Kaul, by telling them 
with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

c. Healthcare Profession Obstruction 

232. l admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 
other physicians to not refer patients to Plaintiff Kaul by telling them, with kno wng falsity, that 
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Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive 

spine surgery. 

233. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 

surgical centers and hospitals to not provide Plaintiff Kaul hospital privileges by telling 

credentialing committee physicians, with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

234.1 admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 

other physicians to file medical board complaints against Plaintiff Kaul by telling the medical 

board, with kno \ling falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained 

to perform minimally invasive spine surgery o nthem. 

235. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved encouraging and co cpting 

medical device representatives to not provide Plaintiff Kaul the necessary minimally invasive 

spine surgery devices, by telling them, with kno \ling falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

236. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved threatening medical device 

representatives that if they provided Plaintiff Kaul with the necessary minimally invasive spine 

surgery devices, I w culd use my immense political po vier to coerce other neurosurgeo rs to 

stop using their devices. 

d. Insurance Industry Obstruction 

237. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud involved co rs pi ring with the 

insurance industry to illegally deny professio ral reimbursement to Plaintiff Kaul, 

238. I admit that the fraudulent scheme of theft of services was perpetrated with physicians 

employed by the insurance industry, by telling them with kno \ling falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was 

not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

239.1 admit that the purpose of the fraudulent scheme of theft of services, was an attempt to 

exhaust Plaintiff Kaul's business resources. 

240. I admit that I knew that the purpose of the fraudulent scheme of theft of services was an 

attempt to cause a liquidatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's business by causing a cessatio nof revenue. 

241.1 admit that in the perpetratio nof the fraudulent scheme of theft of services, I co rspired 

with physicians and perso rs associated with the insurance industry to have illegally diverted to 

me mo ries that should have been paid to Plaintiff Kaul. 

242. I admit that I believed that the fraudulent scheme of theft of services w culd cause 

immense financial hardship to Plaintiff Kaul. 
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243, I admit that I believed this immense financial hardship w aJld illegally force Plaintiff Kaul 

out of the minimally invasive spine surgery market. 

244. I admit that I believed that if I caused this immense financial hardship to Plaintiff Kaul, he 

w aJld be forced to engage in unlawful co rduct. 

24S. I admit that I intended for this immense financial hardship to cause Plaintiff Kaul to engage 

in unlawful co rduct. 

246. I admit that I intended to have the imagined unlawful co rduct cause Plaintiff Kaul to be 

jailed. 

e. Political Body Obstruction 

247.1 admit that in or around 2007, I and other members of the neurosurgical and orthopedic 

spine community, recognized that the tactics of our scheme of fraud had failed to eliminate 

Plaintiff Kaul from the minimally invasive spine surgery market. 

248. I admit that in recognizing the failure of our scheme of fraud and its tactics of interfering in 

Plaintiff Kaul's minimally invasive spine surgery business, I, as a political leader within the 

neurosurgical community, decided to bribe Defendant Christopher J. Christie to have him use 

his executive po v.er to order the medical board to revo le Plaintiff Kaul's medical license. 

249. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and kno wthat the Plaintiff Kaul 

eliminatio nscheme was directly tied to the co cpting and capture of the political body and its 

members. 

2S0. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and kno wand that there was a direct 

co nrectio nbetween the co cpting and capture of the political body and its members and 

Plaintiff Kaul's ability to expose my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

2S1.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul's unexpected exposing of my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants, despite our co cpting and capture of the political body and its members, evidences 

the fact that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants fo dhardily committed with a lo rg-standing sense 

of privileged impunity, a massive amount of felo rious co rduct over almost tw o(2) decades. 

252. I admit that Defendant Christie was the US Attorney for the District of New Jersey from 

2000to 2008. 

253. I admit that Defendant Christie was the Governor for the State of New Jersey from 2009 to 

2017. 

254. I admit that between 2012 to 2016 Defendant Christie campaigned in pursuit of the 

Republicatio nnominatio nfor the 2016 Presidential Campaign. 
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255.1 admit that between 2016 to 2020, Defendant Christie closely collaborated with President 

Trump in the nominatio nof federal judges within the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Third Circuit. 

256. I admit that between 2016 to 2020, Defendant Christie closely collaborated with President 

Trump in the nominatio nof person; to federal agencies. 

257. I admit that commencing in appro >imately 2005, Defendant Christie began seeking 

financial support for his 2009 political campaign for the governor's office. 

258, I admit that I knew the failure of the tactics of our scheme of using the US wires to 

transmit kno wngly fraudulent informatio nto members of the public, the legal professio ri the 

healthcare professio rJ and the insurance industry, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery, left me, as 

the leader of the neurosurgical community, with no optio nbut to bribe Defendant Christie. 

259. I admit that I, as a political leader within the immensely po Vlerful and wealthy 

neurosurgical community, and its Political Activatio nCommittee, did commence a dialogue 

with Defendant Christie. 

260. I admit that a principal purpose of the dialogue pertained to the delineatio nof the quid 

pro quo scheme between myself, the neurosurgical society members, and Defendant Christie. 

261.1 admit that during the dialogues we discussed the exact nature of the quid pro quo deal in 

terms of w l"en and w mt mo ~tary and non-mo ~tary bribes w culd be exchanged for w mt 

elements of the scheme to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

262. I admit that the dialogue surrounding the quid pro quo deal was akin to discussion; 

surrounding the enactment of terms of a co rtract. 

263. I admit that I knew and kno wthe purpose and substance of the dialogue and the 

enactment of the terms were illegal elements of an overall criminal scheme that involved the 

commissio nof a course of an o rgoing pattern of kno wngly felo rious co rrluct. 

264. I admit that the principal purpose of the quid pro quo purposed dialogue pertained to the 

scheme to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

265. I admit that the dialogues were co rducted using both digital and no rtdigital modes of 

communication 

266, I admit that the communication; involved many individuals associated with the political, 

legal, medical, healthcare business and media w crlds. 
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267. I admit that a principal part of the dialogue involved detailing the methods of howl and 

The Kaul Cases Defendants w ruld achieve our objectives to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul and 

describing the exact method of ho wwe w ruld use to eliminate Plaintiff Kaul. 

268. I admit that the exact method involved using the coercive po v.er of all branches of the 

State of New Jersey, the media, the political body, the insurance industry, the legal community, 

the medical community, and the public to attack and undermine Plaintiff Kaul's eco nanic 

standing/reputatio riliveliho <Il/liberty/life/professio ral standing/social standing/psychological 

standing/physical standing/financial standing. 

269. I admit that I co n;pired with, amo rgst others, Drs. Andrew Kaufman, Gregory Przybylski 

and Peter Carmel, to fraudulently co cpt our medical societies and their members into directing 

their mo ries into the gubernatorial and presidential political campaigns of Defendant Christie. 

270. I admit that I knew it was critical to my scheme of fraud, that I co n:ealed from the 

members of our medical societies that their mo ries were in fact bribes, the true purpose of 

w Heh was to fund a kno wngly illegal quid pro quo scheme with Defendant Christie, purposed 

to illegally revo le Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

271. I admit that in a period between 2005 and 2010 I, alo rg with several other politically active 

neurosurgeon; and orthopedic spine surgeon;, met o nseveral occasion; with Defendant 

Christie. 

272. I admit that that the purpose of these meetings was to discuss the perpetratio nof the 

scheme to revo le Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

273. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that he had received the bribes. 

274. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio rs with Defendant Christle, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed thai: hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to initiate 

legal proceedings to revo le Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

275. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to order the 

medical board to suspend and then revo le Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

276. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey state bar to order it's members to refuse to support Plaintiff Kaul. 

277. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that he w ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey medical community to refuse to support Plaintiff Kaul. 
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278, I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey plaintiffs' bar to file lawsuits against Plaintiff Kaul. 

279. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey judicial community (administrative/state/bankruptcy/federal/appellate) to 

dismiss any cases/petition; filed by Plaintiff Kaul. 

280. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to instruct 

the New Jersey media community to publish highly defamatory articles about Plaintiff Kaul. 

281. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to order The 

Kaul Cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Ho Wlrd Solomo rJ to 

recommend revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

283. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to order The 

Kaul Cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Ho Wlrd Solomo rJ to 

recommend revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license regardless of the evidence presented by 

Plaintiff Kaul. 

284. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to order The 

Kaul Cases Defendant, and New Jersey Administrative Law Judge, James Ho Wlrd Solomo rJ to 

falsify his opinio nif necessary to ensure the revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license regardless of 

the evidence presented by Plaintiff Kaul. 

285. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to use the 

US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey media community copies of legal documents that 

perpetrated the kno wng fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

286. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to use the 

US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey legal community copies of legal documents that 

perpetrated the kno wng fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

287. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w Heh he co rfirmed that hew ruld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to use the 
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US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey judicial community copies of legal documents that 

perpetrated the kno wng fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

288. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew wld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to use the 

US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey insurance community copies of legal documents that 

perpetrated the kno wng fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

289. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich he co rfirmed that hew wld order, and did in fact order his attorney general to use the 

US wires to disseminate to the New Jersey medical community copies of legal documents that 

perpetrated the kno wng fraud that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

290. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich I co rfirmed that I had persuaded The Kaul Cases Defendants, Ors. Andrew Kaufman and 

Gregory Przybylski, to testify, albeit with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

291. I admit that during these meetings I had several co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, in 

w tich I co rfirmed that o rt:e Plaintiff Kaul's license was revo led, I w wld use my political po wir 

within the neurosurgical societies to have its members support Defendant Christie's 2016 

presidential campaign. 

292. I admit that in late 2009, I was informed by perso n; associated with Defendant Christie 

that a preliminary evaluatio ncommittee of the New Jersey medical board had ordered Plaintiff 

Kaul to appear before them o nFebruary 3, 2010. 

293. I admit that I knew the February 3, 2010, hearing was the first procedural step in a series 

of legal proceedings, in w Heh the outcome of the illegal revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license 

was a forego re co rt:lusio n 

294. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, that ore purpose 

of the legal proceedings was to deceive· the public into believing Plaintiff Kaul had been 

provided justice and that the revocatio nwas legal, w H~h I and The Kaul Cases Defendants 

knew was not. 

295. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio n; with Defendant Christie, that ore purpose 

of the highly publicized legal proceedings was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 
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296. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that ore purpose 

of the highly publicized legal proceedings was to fabricate a legal record to justify the crime 

against Plaintiff Kaul. 

297. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that ore purpose 

of a state fabricated legal record, other than justifying the crime, w culd be to submit it as a 

defense if Plaintiff Kaul exposed the crimes and filed suit. 

298. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that if I or any of 

The Kaul Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, it was expected 

that nobody w culd believe Plaintiff Kaul because of his prior history in the UK. 

299. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that if I or any of 

The Kaul cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, it was expected 

that nobody w culd believe Plaintiff Kaul because of his prior history in New Jersey. 

300. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that if I or any of 

The Kaul cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, it was expected 

that nobody, including judges, w culd believe Plaintiff Kaul because by the time his license was 

revo led, myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants w culd have destroyed his reputation 

301. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that if I or any of 

The Kaul Cases Defendants used the state fabricated legal record as a defense, it was expected 

that nobody, including judges, w ruld believe Plaintiff Kaul's claims. 

302. I admit that I knew, based o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that even if 

anybody believed Plaintiff Kaul, by the time he exposed the crimes of myself and The Kaul 

Cases Defendants, hew ruld be bankrupted, unable to retain a lawyer and thus unable to 

prosecute a claim. 

303. I admit that I knew, based o nmy ow rio rg-standing pattern of public corruptio nand on 

my co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie, that even if Plaintiff Kaul acquired sufficient legal 

kno wedge to file his ow rclaim, it w ruld be dismissed because I and others w culd bribe the 

judges. 

304. I admit that based o nmy experience of my lo rg-standing pattern of public corruptio nand 

o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie and certain members of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants, I was co rvinced that our crimes w ruld destroy Plaintiff Kaul's eco ncmic standing, 

reputatio rJ liveliho al, reputatio ri and life and Illegally deprive him of his liberty. 

305. I admit that based o nmy experience of my lo rg-standing pattern of public corruptio nand 

o nmy co rversatio rs with Defendant Christie and certain members of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants, I was co rvinced in 2010 that Plaintiff Kaul w ruld never expose my crimes or those 

of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

44 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 234 of 288

Case 3:24-cv-00163 Document 1-10 Filed on 06/05/24 in TXSD Page 46 of 81 

306. I admit that in the period from 2005 to 2010 I was successful in corrupting and 

manipulating person; and agencies of the State of New Jersey into the commissio nof a criminal 

course of co n:luct that caused and involved the commencement o nFebruary 3, 2010, of the 

first procedural legal step in the illegal revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

307. I admit that based o nmy co ivictio nthat my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases 

Defendants w ruld go un-exposed, I did with a sense of impunity, perpetrate, aid, and abet and 

collaborate in the willful and kno wng commissio nof a scheme of felo nous co n:luct that 

commenced in or around 2005 In the State of New Jersey and extended through 2010 into 

2023, as do its permanent co n;equences, in, amo rgst others, the district courts of the United 

States District Court, American state/federal governments, the Courts of India, and the internet. 

2010-2016 

RICO Predicate Act Of Fraud 

a. Public Obstruction 

308. I admit that after Plaintiff Kaul's interrogatio nby a preliminary evaluatio ncommittee of 

the New Jersey medical board o nFebruary 3, 2010, I became further emboldened in the 

scheme of fraud. 

309. I admit that in becoming further emboldened in the scheme of fraud, my efforts to 

alienate Plaintiff Kaul from the public became amplified. 

310. I admit these amplified efforts of fraud included recruiting other physicians and surgeon; 

to encourage and co cpt any of Plaintiff Kaul's patients tow hon they had ever provided care, to 

sue him by telling them, albeit with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul had not been 

qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery o nthem. 

311. I admit these amplified efforts of fraud included recruiting other physicians and surgeon; 

to encourage and co cpt any of Plaintiff Kaul's patients tow hon they had ever provided care, to 

file medical board complaints against him by telling his patients, albeit with kno wng falsity, 

that Plaintiff Kaul had not been qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally 

invasive spine surgery. 

312. I admit these amplified efforts of fraud included using the US wires, and encouraging 

others to use the US wires, to co cpt the public into becoming a 'mob' that attacked Plaintiff 

Kaul o rline with highly defamatory posts and publication;. 

313. I admit I believed that by having this 'mob' attack Plaintiff Kaul o rline and in the court of 

public opinio ri hew ruld be deterred from fighting the publicly co n:lucted legal proceedings. 
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314. I admit I believed that by having this 'mob' attack Plaintiff Kaul o rline and in the court of 

public opinio ri hew ruld be deprived in the board and administrative proceedings of any 

testimo rial support from his patients. 

315. I admit I believed that the 'mob' induced deprivatio nof public and patient support w ruld 

cause Plaintiff Kaul to become socially ostracized and completely _isolated. 

316.1 admit the purpose of ostracizing and isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him financially 

unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

317.1 admit the purpose of ostracizing and isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him 

psychologically unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinio n 

318. I admit the purpose of ostracizing and isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him socially 

unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

319.1 admit the purpose of ostracizing and isolating Plaintiff Kaul was to render him physically 

unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

320. I admit that a purpose of attempting to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to fight, was to 

attempt to ensure he did not expose my crimes or those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

321. I admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes and 

those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, was my recognitio nthat such an exposure w ruld evidence 

the illegality of the events preceding the revocatio nproceedings. 

322. I admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes and 

those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, was my recognitio nthat such an exposure w ruld evidence 

t~e illegality of the revocatio nproceedings. 

323. I admit that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plajntiff Kaul did not expose my crimes and 

those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, was my recognitio nthat such an exposure w ruld evidence 

the illegality of the revocatio nitself. 

324. I admit that that a purpose of attempting to ensure Plaintiff Kaul did not expose my crimes 

and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, was my recognitio nthat such an exposure w ruld 

subject me to criminal indictment. 

325. I admit that I, in co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, and other third media related 

parties, did use the US wires to publish over twenty-tw o[22) highly defamatory and kno vJngly 

false stories about Plaintiff Kaul. 

326. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to ostracize 

Plaintiff Kaul. 
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327. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to socially isolate 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

328. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 
Kaul financially unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

329. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 
Kaul psychologically unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

330, I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 
Kaul physically unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

331. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to render Plaintiff 
Kaul socially unable to fight the case in the courts of law and public opinion 

332. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
'break the spirit' of Plaintiff Kaul. 

333. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the professio ml re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

334. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the financial re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the exposure 
my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

335. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the reputatio ml re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w ha;e principal co rcern no wis 
not bankruptcy or liquidatio I) but incarceration 

336. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the psychological re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the 
exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w ha;e principal co rcern no wis 
not bankruptcy or liquidatio I) but incarceration 

337. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the social re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the exposure 
my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w ha;e principal co rcern no wis not 
bankruptcy or liquidatio I) but incarceration 

338, I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to 
prevent the physical re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul, a process I kno wwill facilitate the exposure 
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my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w h ci;e principal co rcern no wis not 
bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceration 

339. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the professio rel re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd 
expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w hci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceration 

340, I admit that I knew and kno wthat the financial re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd 
expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w hci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatlo rJ but incarceration 

341.1 admit that I knew and kno wthat the psychological re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd 
expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w h ci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceration 

342. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the social re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd expose, 
and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I kno wwill 
facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w h ci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceration 

343. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the physical re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd 
expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w hci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceration 

344. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the reputatio rel re-emergence of Plaintiff Kaul w culd 
expose, and has exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, a process I know 
will facilitate the exposure my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w hci;e principal 
co rcern no wis not bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceratio n 

345. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to cause 
an effective cessatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's existence, a process I kno wwill facilitate the exposure 
my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, w h ci;e principal co rcern no wis not 
bankruptcy or liquidatio rJ but incarceratio n 

346. I admit that had an effective cessatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's existence been caused to occur, 
then my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants w culd never have been exposed, as 
they are now 

347. I admit that I knew the purpose of these highly defamatory stories was to attempt to have 
Plaintiff Kaul commit suicide. 
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348. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been caused to commit suicide, then my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants w ruld never have been exposed, as they are now 
b. Legal Profession Obstruction 

349. I admit, as detailed in the belo wadmitted facts, a direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff 
Kaul's ability to retain counsel in 2013 to litigate the illegal revocatio nproceedings and the risk 
of his exposing In 2023 of my involvement in a criminally minded and criminal scheme that 
commenced in 2005 and expanded to involve The Kaul Cases Defendants and others. 

350. I admit that in recognizing the direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff Kaul's 2013 revocation 
related retentio nof counsel and the risk of Plaintiff Kaul's subsequent exposing (2016-2024) of 
the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants, I did co n;pire in 2012-2013 with The Kaul Cases 
Defendants to attempt to sabotage the relatio n;hip between Plaintiff Kaul and his 2013 
revocatio nrelated counsel. 

351.1 admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud on 
members of the New Jersey State Bar by telling them with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul 
was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

352.1 admit that I co n;pired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Christie and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to instruct 
members of the New Jersey State Bar to not provide legal representatio nto Plaintiff Kaul. 

353. I admit that I used my political po W!r within the neurosurgical societies to coerce its 
members to refuse to provide expert opinio n; to members of the state bar, if any members of 
its members provided legal representatio nand or advice to Plaintiff Kaul. 

354. I admit that I knew the purpose of my fraudulent scheme o nmembers of the New Jersey 
State Bar was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to fin'd legal representatio nto fight the revocation 
proceedings in the courts of law. 

355.1 admit that I knew that without legal representatio rJ Plaintiff Kaul w ruld not have been 
able to co rtest the revocatio nproceedlngs. 

356. I admit that I co n;pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his eco ncmic standing w ruld deprive him of funds, and 
prevent the payment of legal fees. 

357. I admit that I co n;pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his reputation w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any 
wage-paying job and or outside funding, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 
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358, I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his physician livelihood w culd deprive him of his ability to 
earn a wage. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

359. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his liberty w culd deprive him of his ability to earn any 
wage-paying job. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

360.1 admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his life w culd deprive him of his ability to earn any wage
paying job, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

361. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his professional standing w culd deprive him of his ability to 
earn any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

360. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his social standing w culd deprive him of his ability to earn 
any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

362. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his social standing w culd deprive him of his ability to secure 
any wage-paying job. and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

363, I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his psychological standing w culd deprive him of his ability 
to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

364. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his physical standing w culd deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of legal fees. 

365. I admit that I co rspired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his financial standing w culd deprive him of funds and 
prevent the payment of legal fees. 
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366. I admit that I co r.pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of legal representatio nby using the US wires to manipulate his counsel with claims that 
the injury caused by our scheme to his reputational standing w culd deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paying lob, and prevent the payment of legal fees 

367.1 admit that I knew that without co rtesting the revocatio nproceedings, Plaintiff Kaul 
w culd not have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud committed and aided and 
abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

368. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd never 
have been able to generate pro cf of the fraud preceding the revocatio nproceedings. 

369. I admit that I knew that with out the record of evidential fraud, that even if Plaintiff Kaul 
had co r.idered the illegality of the circumstances preceding and involving the revocation he 
w culd never have been able to generate pro cf of the fraud committed before and during the 
revocatio nproceedings. 

370.1 admit that Plaintiff Kaul's successfully ability to retain counsel to litigate the revocation 
proceedings caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves the revocatio nproceedings 
were and illegal. 

371. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability to successfully retain counsel to litigate the revocation 
proceedings caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves the revocatio nwas and is 
illegal. 

372.1 admit that with out counsel to litigate the revocatio nproceedings, Plaintiff Kaul's license 
w culd have been revo led without the generatio nof any record of state fraud. 

373. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his eco ncmic standing. 

374. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his eco ncmic standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 

375.1 admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his reputatio rel standing. 

376. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his reputatio rel standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
377. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his liveliho w. 
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378. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his livelih o al, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul 
cases Defendants. 

379. I admit that with out a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his liberty. 

380. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his liberty, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants. 

381.1 admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his life. 

382. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his life, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases 
Defendants. 

383. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his professio rnl standing. 

384. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his professio rnl standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

385.1 admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w cuid have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his social standing. 

386. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his social standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 

387.1 admit that without a record at state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his psychological standing. 

388. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his psychological standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

389.1 admit that with out a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his physical standing. 
390. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his physical standing, hew culd never have exposed my crimes and those of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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391.1 admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w aJld have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his financial standing. 

392.1 admit that had Plaintiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his financial standing, hew aJ!d never have exposed my crimes and those of The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 

393. I admit that without a record of state fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w aJld have been forever 
deprived of any opportunity for the re-emergence of his reputatio rnl standing. 

394. I admit that had Plain.tiff Kaul been forever deprived of any opportunity for the re
emergence of his reputatio rnl standing, he waJld never have exposed my crimes and those of 
The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

395.1 admit that I co rtinued the perpetratio nofthe scheme of fraud in encouraging and 
co qiting lawyers to file malpractice suits o nbehalf of Plaintiff Kaul's patients referred to them 
by me, by telling them with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

396. I admit that I co rtinued up until 2012 in the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in 
encouraging and co cpting perso rnl injury lawyers to stop referring their injured clients to 
Plaintiff Kaul, by telling them with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

c. Healthcare Profession Obstruction 

397. I admit, as detailed in the belo wadmitted facts, a direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff 
Kaul's ability to retain medical experts in 2013 to testify in the illegal revocatio nproceeding and 
the exposing in 2023 of my involvement in a criminally minded and criminal scheme that 
commenced in 2005 and expanded to involve The Kaul Cases Defendants and others. 

398. I admit that in recognizing the direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff Kaul's litigation 
purposed retentio nof medical experts and the exposing of my crimes, I did co rspire with The 
Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to sabotage the relatio rship between Plaintiff Kaul and his 
experts. 

399. I admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud o n 
members of the New Jersey medical community by telling them with kno wng falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery. 

400, I admit that I co rspired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Christie and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to instruct 
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members of the New Jersey medical community to not provide expert opinio no nbehalf of 
Plaintiff Kaul in any legal matter, including the revocatio nproceeding. 

401.1 admit that I used my immense political po v-er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to refuse to co n:luct healthcare related business with any physicians that 
supported Plaintiff Kaul. 

402, I admit that I used my immense political po v-er within.the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to professlo rally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by 
filing kno wngly false complaints against them to have their hospital privileges revoked. 

403. I admit that I used my Immense political po v-er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to professio rally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by filing 
kno wngly false complaints against them to have their licenses suspended and or revoked. 

404. I admit that I used my immense political po v-er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to professio rally undermine any physicians that supported Plaintiff Kaul by filing 
against them kno wngly false complaints of insurance fraud. 

405. I admit that I used my immense political po v-er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to encourage physicians to use the US wires to disseminate kno wngly 
fraudulent informatio nthat Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery 

406. I admit that I knew the purpose of my fraudulent scheme o nmembers of the New Jersey 
medical community was to render Plaintiff Kaul unable to find medical experts to fight the 
revocatio nproceedings in the courts of law. 

407. I admit that I knew that without medical experts, Plaintiff Kaul w culd not have been able 
to co rtest the revocatlo nproceedings. 

408. I admit that I co r.pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of medical experts. 

409. I admit that the medical expert deprivatio nscheme was perpetrated by using the US wires 
and my immense political po v-er within professio ral spine societies to manipulate potential 
minimally invasive spine experts. 

410. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 
w culd deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding, and 
prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 
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411. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's economic 
standing w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying iob and or outside funding. 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

412. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's physician 
livelihood w ruld deprive him of his ability to earn a wage. and prevent the payment of medical 
expert fees. 

413.1 admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's liberty w ruld 
deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding. and prevent 
the payment of medical expert fees. 

414. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's life w ruld 
deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding. and prevent 
the payment of medical expert fees. 

415. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's professional 
standing w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

416. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's social standing 
w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding. and 
prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

417. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's psychological 
standing w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying iob and or outside funding. 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

418. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's physical 
standing w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

419. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's financial 
standing w ruld deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 
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420. I admit that the manipulatio nof potential minimally invasive spine experts was 
perpetrated with claims that the injury caused by our scheme to Plaintiff Kaul's reputational 
standing w culd deprive him of his ability to secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding, 
and prevent the payment of medical expert fees. 

421.1 admit that I knew that without co rtesting the revocatio nproceedings, Plaintiff Kaul 
w culd not have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud committed and aided and 
abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

422.1 admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd never 
have been able to generate pro cf of the fraud preceding the revocatio nproceedings. 

423. I admit that I knew that with out the record of evidential fraud, that even if Plaintiff Kaul 
had co n;idered the illegality of the circumstances preceding and involving the revocatio rJ he 
w culd never have been able to generate pro cf of the fraud committed before and during the 
revocatio nproceedings. 

424. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability to successfully retain out-of-state medical experts to 
litigate the revocatio nproceedings caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves the 
revocatio nproceedings were and illegal. 

425 I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability to successfully retain out-of-state medical experts to 
litigate the revocatio nproceedings caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves the 
revocatio nwas and is illegal. 

426. I admit that without medical experts to litigate the revocatio nproceedings, Plaintiff Kaul's 
license w culd have been revo led with out the gene ratio nof any record of state fraud. 

427.1 admit that I co rtinued the perpetratio nofthe scheme of fraud in encouraging and 
co cpting physicians complaints with the medical board against Plaintiff Kaul, by complaining 
with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

428. I admit that I co rtinued up until 2012 in the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in 
encouraging physicians to stop referring patients to Plaintiff Kaul, by stating with kno wng 
falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally 
invasive spine surgery. 

d. Insurance Industry Obstruction 

429. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul has since 2012 materially sustained his existence to a standard 
sufficient to prosecute The Kaul Cases. despite the perpetratio nand aiding and abetting by 
myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants of a scheme that embezzled and illegally deprived 
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Plaintiff Kaul of mo ries o y.ed to him by insurance carriers for care he provided to their fee
paying patients. 

430. I admit, as detailed in the beta wadmitted facts, a direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff 
Kaul's ability to exist and prosecute The Kaul Cases and the exposing in 2023 of my involvement 
in a criminally minded and criminal scheme that commenced in 2005 and expanded to involve 
The Kaul Cases Defendants and others. 

431. I admit that in recognizing the direct co nrectio nbetween Plaintiff Kaul's insurance based 
professio rel fee payment material existence and the exposing of my crimes, I did co rspire with 
The Kaul Cases Defendants to perpetrate and aid and abet a kno wngly illegal scheme of 
deprivatio nof professio ral fee insurance payments. 

432.1 admit that I recognized that the stro rger was Plaintiff Kaul's financial positio ~ the 
greater was the risk of him exposing my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

433. I admit that I was co rvinced that if I and The Kaul Cases Defendants forced Plaintiff Kaul 
into a state of poverty, hew culd not expose the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

434. I admit that the crimes committed by myself, and The Kaul Cases Defendants did force 
Plaintiff Kaul into a state of poverty. 

435. I admit that the United States District Court granted Plaintiff Kaul in forma paupera status. 

436. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's exposing of my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, 
despite his official state of poverty, evidences the fact that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants 
committed with a lo rg-standing fa dhardy sense of privileged impunity, a massive amount of 
felo rious co rrluct over almost tw o(2) decades. 

437. I admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud on 
members of the insurance industry by using the US wires to state with kno wng falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery, w ren we knew he was. 

438. I admit that the purpose of using the US wires to disseminate the kno wng falsity that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery, was to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of mo ries o 1/.ed to him by insurance carriers for care 
he provided to their fee-paying patients. • 

439. I admit that I co rspired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Christie and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to 
encourage members of the insurance industry to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his legally mandated 
professio ral fees. 
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440. I admit that in co n;piring with members of the insurance industry in the professio ml fee 
deprivatio nscheme, I did kno wngly aid and abet the commissio nof a crime of theft of services 
against Plaintiff Kaul. 

441. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to refuse to co rduct healthcare related business with any insurance 
carriers that co rducted business with Plaintiff Kaul. 

442. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to professio rally undermine any physicians that co rtinued to co rduct any 
business with any insurance carriers that co rtinued to co rduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
filing kno wngly false complaints against these physicians to have their hospital privileges 
revo led. 

443. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to have 
effectuated a sanctio rs-like scheme against members that either violated and or opposed my 
orders. 

444. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to professio rally undermine any physicians that co rtinued to co rduct any 
business with any insurance carriers that co rtinued to co rduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
filing kno wngly false complaints against them to have their licenses suspended and or revo led. 

445. I admit that I used my Immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to professio rally undermine any physicians that co rtinued to co rduct any 
business with any insurance carriers that co rtinued to co rduct business with Plaintiff Kaul, by 
filing against them kno vJngly false complaints of insurance fraud. 

446. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to use the US wires to disseminate the names of those members who 
co rtinued to co rduct any business with any insurance carriers that co rtinued to co rduct 
business with Plaintiff Kaul. 

447. I admit that I used my immense political po 1.1er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to use the US wires to disseminate the names of those members w h oco rtinued to 
provide any manner of support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

448. I admit that I knew a purpose of my illegal sanctio rs-like scheme against neurosurgical 
society members w hoviolated or opposed my orders, was to punish those that failed to comply 
with my orders. 

449. I admit that I knew a purpose of my illegal sanctio rs-like scheme against neurosurgical 
society members w h oviolated or opposed my orders, was to ostracize those that failed to 
comply with my orders. 
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450, I admit that I knew a purpose of my illegal sanctio n;-like scheme against neurosurgical 
society members w hoviolated or opposed my orders, was to intimidate other members into 
coercing insurance carriers, with w hon they co rducted business, into depriving Plaintiff Kaul of 
his professio rel fees. 

451. I admit that the ultimate purpose of my sanctio n;-like scheme against no n-complying 
neurosurgical society members was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing my crimes and 
those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

452.1 admit that I believed that by causing and or coercing insurance carriers into depriving 
Plaintiff Kaul of his professio rel fees, hew ruld be rendered financially unable to co rtest the 
revocatio nproceedings. 

453. I admit that I co n;pired with The Kaul Cases Defendants to illegally attempt to cause and 
or coerce insurance carriers to illegally deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his professio rel fees. 

454.1 admit that the professio rel fee deprivatio nscheme was perpetrated by using the US 
wires and my immense political po 11er within professio rel spine societies to manipulate the 
members into causing and or coercing insurance carriers to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
professio rel fees. 

455. I admit that multiple neurosurgical society members occupy co rtrolling seats o ninsurance 
industry panels that determine payment. 

456. I admit that I used the US wires in a kno wngly illegal manner to co n;pire with these 
members to deny the payment of Plaintiff Kaul's professio rel fees. 

457. l admit that land The Kaul Cases Defendants co rvinced insurance carriers that there 
w ruld be no repercussion; to illegally depriVing Plaintiff Kaul of his professio rel fees. 

458. I admit that the professio rel fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's reputatio nby associated attacks o nhis 
eco nanic standing/livelih o al/liberty/life/professio rel standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w ruld cause his permanent eliminatio 1J and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rel fee deprivatio nscheme. 

459. I admit that the professio rel fee deprlvatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's eco ncmic standing by associated attacks on 
his reputatio rflivelih o al/liberty/life/professio rel standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his permanent ellminatio IJ•and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rel fee deprivatio nscheme. 

460. I admit that the professio rel fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's liveliho al by associated attacks o nhis 
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reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/liberty/life/professio ral standing/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his permanent eliminatio rJ and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme. 

461. I admit that the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's liberty by associated attacks o nhis 
reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/livelih o cJJ/life/professio rnl standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his 
permanent eliminatio rJ and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio ral fee 
deprivatio nscheme. 

462. I admit that the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's life by associated attacks o nhis 
reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/liveliho cJJ/liberty/professio rnl standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his 
permanent eliminatio rJ and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rnl fee 
deprivatio nscheme. 

463. I admit that the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's professio rnl standing by associated attacks 
o nhis life/reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/livelih o cJJ/liberty/social standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w ruld cause his permanent eliminatio rJ and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme. 

464. I admit that the professio rnl fee deprlvatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's social standing by associated attacks o nhis 
life/reputatio r/eco ncmic standing/livelih o cJJ/liberty/professio rnl standing/psychological 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his permanent eliminatio ri and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme. 

465. I admit that the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the Injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's psychological standing by associated attacks 
o nhis life/reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/liveliho cJJ/liberty/professio ral standing/social 
standing/physical standing/financial standing w ruld cause his permanent eliminatio rJ and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme. 

466. I admit that the professlo rnl fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's physical standing by associated attacks on 
his life/reputatio r/eco nOl'lic standing/liveliho cJJ/liberty/professio ral standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/financial standing w ruld cause his permanent eliminatio rJ and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme. 

467. I admit that the professio ral fee deprivatlo nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kau l's financial standing by associated attacks o n 
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his life/reputatio r/eco nanic standing/liveliho al/liberty/professio ml standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing w culd cause his permanent eliminatio rJ and 
eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio ml fee deprivatio nscheme. 

468. I admit that the professio ml fee deprivatio nscheme was coerced with claims that the 
permanency of the injury caused to Plaintiff Kaul's reputatio ml standing by associated attacks 
o nhis life/eco nanic standing/livellho a!/liberty/professio ml standing/social 
standing/psychological standing/physical standing/financial standing w culd cause his 
permanent eliminatio 11 and eliminate the threat of any future challenge to the professio ral fee 
deprivatio nscheme. 

469. I admit that I believed that by illegally depriving Plaintiff Kaul of his professio ml fees he 
w culd be deprived respectively of his ability and right to fund and retain counsel, and w culd 
actually be deprived of counsel to co rtest the revocatio nproceedings. 

470. I admit that I knew that without co rtesting the revocatio nproceedlngs, Plaintiff Kaul 
w culd never have been able to create a record of the evidential fraud of the revocatio n 
proceedings committed and aided and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

471. I admit that I knew that with out the record of evidential fraud, Plaintiff Kaul w culd never 
have been able to generate pro d of the fraud preceding the revocatio nproceedings. 

472. I admit that I knew that without the record of evidential fraud of the revocation 
proceedings, that even if Plaintiff Kaul had co n;idered the illegality of the circumstances 
preceding and involving the revocatio rJ hew culd never have been able to generate prod of 
the fraud committed before and during the revocatio nproceedings. 

473. J admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability, despite the professio ml fee deprivatio nscheme, to 
litigate the revocatio nproceedings caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves the 
revocatio nproceedings were and illegal. 

474. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's ability, despite the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme, to 
litigate the revocatio nproceedlngs caused the generatio nof evidence that no wproves my guilt 
of the levied charges. 

475.1 admit that despite the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme, Plaintiff Kaul was able to 
litigate the revocatio nproceedings ( April 9 to June 28, 2013). 

476. I admit that Plaintiff Kaul's lltigatlo nof the revocatio nproceedings caused the generation 
of evidence that no wproves the revocatio nwas and Is Illegal. 

477. I admit that had Plaintiff Kaul not litigated the revocatlo nproceedlngs, his license w culd 
have been revo led with out the generatio nof any record of the crimes committed by myself, 
The Kaul Cases Defendants and state actors. 
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478. I admit that I knew and kno wthat o nor about March 23, 2013, appro limately seventeen 
(17) days before the commencement of the revocatio nproceedings, Doreen Hafner, a lawyer 
employed by the State of New Jersey, attempted to have Plaintiff Kaul admit to her charges and 
to agree to have his license revo led for seven (7) years and pay five hundred thousand dollars 
($500,000). 

479. I admit that J knew and kno wthat the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
litigatio nthat she knew w culd result in the generatio nof evidence that no wproves my guilt of 
the charges levied in Kll-17, and the guilt of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

480. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
litigatio nthat she knew w culd result in the generatio nof evidence that no wproves that the 
revocatio nproceedings were co rducted illegally. 

481. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of Hafner's proposal was to prevent 
litigatio nthat she knew w culd result in the generatio nof evidence that proves that the 
revocatio nwas, is and remains illegal. 

482. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the administrative law judge attempted to persuade 
Plaintiff Kaul to accept Hafner's proposal. 

483. I admit that I knew and kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul rejected Hafner's proposal. 

484. I admit that I believe that Plaintiff Kaul rejected Hafner's proposal because he knew that 
his litigatio nof the proceedings w culd generate evidence favorable to his cause. 

485.1 admit that the evidence generated in 2013 and thereafter no windeed proves Plaintiff 
Kaul's cause and my guilt of the charges levied in The Kaul Cases. including those of Kll-17. 

486.1 admit that I, in co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants, co rtinued to aid and abet the 
perpetratio nof the professio rnl fee deprivatio nscheme up until appro limately July 30, 2020, 
the date of closure of Bankruptcy Petltio n 13-23366. a case filed o nJune 17, 2013. 

487. I admit I knew and kno wthat the professio rnl deprivatio nscheme was illegally 
perpetrated through the United States Bankruptcy Court for the District of New Jersey. 

488. I admit I knew and kno wthrough communicatio rs with my lawyer of the truthfulness of 
the claims of the Adversarial Complaint asserted by Plaintiff Kaul in case No. 18-01489 in the 
United States Bankruptcy Court, filed o nSeptember 20, 2018, AND I admit that I have reviewed 
the Adversarial Complaint (KAUL v STOLZ: CASE NO.: 13-23366 fJKSl- DISTRICT OF NEW 
JERSEY), in w Heh the no n-denial by trustee-lawyer Defendant Daniel Stolz of the facts/claims of 
FRAUD ON THE COURT/BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY+ WILLFUL NEGLIGENCE/ESTATE 
EMBEZZLEMENT/MONEY LAUNDERING/KICKBACKS/HONEST SERVICES FRAUD/MAIL 
FRAUD/WIRE FRAUD caused their admission 
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489. I admit I knew and kno wthat Case No. 18-01489 was dismissed because it exposed, 
amo r&st many other felo ries, the professio ral fee deprivatio nscheme. 
e, Political Body Obstruction 

490. I admit that up until February 22, 2016, the date Plaintiff Kaul filed Kl, I and The Kaul 
Cases Defendants believed that the Plaintiff Kaul eliminatio nscheme w ruld absolutely succeed. 

491. I admit that this belief in its absolute success, in co n}Jnctio nwith the belief that Defendant 
Christie w ruld become the 2016 American President, accounts for the impunity with w Heh I 
and The Kaul Cases Defendants co rducted the commissio nof a pattern offelo rious co rduct 
that commenced in 2005 and is o r&oing. 

492. I admit that an element of the Plaintiff Kaul eliminatio nscheme involved using the media 
to perpetrate a public dehumanizatio nand vilificatio nof Plaintiff Kaul. 

493. I admit that both I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and kno v-i that coercing a 
majority of members of the political body Into propagating/perpetuating the dehumanizatio n 
and vilificatio nscheme was critical to its success. 

494.1 admit that the impunity of my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants stemmed 
in part from our belief that the majority of the public w ruld never doubt our state actor action; 
and w ruld never believe a dehumanized/vilified Plaintiff Kaul, w hoalready had a mark o nhis 
record from the UK. 

495. I admit that the public dehumanizatio nand vilificatio nscheme provided me and The Kaul 
Cases Defendants a sense, albeit false, that our kno wngly felo rious co rduct was justified and 
w ruld go unpunished. 

496. I admit that I used my immense political po W!r with the neurosurgical community and the 
general medical community to propagate the kno wngly false dehumanizatio nand vilification 
scheme and narrative. 

497. I admit that the purpose of the propagatio nwas to attempt to cause a global isolatio nof 
Plaintiff Kaul. 

498. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew and kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul had 
w crked and been educated and trained in many foreign countries, with w Heh he had 
maintained substantial perso rnl and professio rnl co rtact. 

499. I admit that the purpose ofthe dehumanizatio nand vilificatio nrelated global isolatio nwas 
to attempt to ensure the permanency of Plaintiff Kaul's global eliminatio rJ in an attempt to 
ensure that my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants w ruld never be exposed, 
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500. I admit that jt was my intentio nand that of The Kaul Cases Defendants to co cpt and 
capture the political body to manipulate the public into perceiving Plaintiff Kaul as 'public 
enemy number o re'. 

501. I admit that the principal reaso nforthe Plaintiff Kaul eliminatio nscheme purposed 'public 
enemy number o re' mischaracterizatio nwas to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing both my 
lo rg-standing pattern of felo rious co n:luct and that of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

502. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants recognized that upo nthe April 2, 2012, 
commencement of the malicious and wide publicizatio nofthe revocatio nproceedings, Plaintiff 
Kaul w wld seek assistance from members of the political body. 

503. I admit that I kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul did in fact commence seeking assistance from 
members of the political body. 

504. I admit that I kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul's efforts in seeking assistance from members of the 
political body involved him telepho Jing and sending letters to his political representatives. 

SOS. I admit that I kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul's efforts in seeking assistance from members of the 
political body involved having patients of his, w howere involved in the New Jersey political 
process, to enquire as to the truth of w ty the state had commenced revocatio nproceedings. 

506. I admit that I kno wthat the substance of Plaintiff Kaul's direct written communication; to 
member of the political body pertained to his enquiry as to the truth of w ty the state had 
commenced revocatio nproceedings. 

507. I admit that I knew and kno wt hat ail members of the political body and their agents, had 
been ordered by Defendant Christie and his agents to ignore all enquiries made by Plaintiff 
Kaul, his patients and or any person; acting o nhis behalf. 

508. I admit that I knew and kno wthat all enquiries were in fact ignored. 

509, I admit that I and members of The Kaul Cases Defendants perpetrated a fraud o n 
members of the political body by telling them with kno wng falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

510. I admit that I co n;pired with other members of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Christie and members of the Office of the New Jersey Attorney General, to instruct 
members of the political body to not provide any support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

511. I admit that I used my immense political po v.er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to threaten to refuse to provide political campaign mo ries to any members of the 
political body, if they res po n:led to any of Plaintiff Kaul's enquiries 
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512. I admit that I used my immense political po \\er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to threaten to refuse to provide political campaign mo lies to any members 
of the political body that provided any manner of support to Plaintiff Kaul. 

513. I admit that I used my immense political po \\er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to threaten to refuse to provide political campaign mo ries to any members 
of the political body that provided any revocatio nproceeding related informatio nto Plaintiff 
Kaul. 

514, I admit that I used my immense political po \\er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to refuse to provide political campaign mo lies to those members of the 
political body w h oviolated my order and provided informatio nand or supP.Ort to Plaintiff Kaul. 

515.1 admit that I used my immense political po \\er within the neurosurgical societies to coerce 
its members to ostracize those neurosurgical members w hoviolated my order by providing 
political campaign do ratio rs to political body members w hosupported and or provided 
informatio nto Plaintiff Kaul. 

516. I admit that I used my immense political po \\er within the neurosurgical societies to 
coerce its members to professio rally attack with complaints to, amo rgst others, medical 
boards, hospital credentialing committees and insurance companies, those neurosurgical 
members w hoviolated my order by providing political campaign do ratio n; to political body 
members w hosupported and or provided informatio nto Plaintiff Kaul. 

517. I admit that a principal purpose my egregious abuse of my immense po \\er with members 
of the neurosurgical societies and political body was to attempt to ensure the absolute 
eliminatio nof Plaintiff Kaul in order to attempt to ensure he never exposed my crimes and 
those of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

518. I admit that I and The Kaul Cases Defendants knew the purpose of our co cpting and 
capture of the political body and its members was to render Plaintiff Kaul absolutely isolated 
and unable to find any political support to fight the revocatio nproceedings in the courts of 
public opinio nand law. 

519. I admit that I knew that depriving Plaintiff Kaul of political support was a necessary 
element of the scheme to respectively attempt to destroy and deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
determinatio nand ability to co rtest the revocatio nproceedings. 

520. I admit that I knew and kno wthat this scheme of destructio nand deprivatio nwere critical 
elements of the overall scheme of a permanent global eliminatio nof Plaintiff Kaul. 

521. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of the permanent global eliminatio nof 
Plaintiff Kaul was to prevent the exposing by Plaintiff Kaul of the decades-plus lo rg pattern of 
felo rious co rduct of myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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522. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his eco ncrnic standing w culd prevent the 
payment of political campaign do ratio rs. 

523. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his reputatio nw culd deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paying job and or outside funding and w culd prevent the payment of political 
campaign do ratio rs. 

524.1 admit that my co rs piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his physician liveliho Cl:! w culd deprive him of his 
ability to earn a wage and w culd prevent the payment of political campaign do ratio rs. 

525. I admit that my co rs piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his liberty w culd deprive him of his ability to 
secure any wage-paying job and w culd prevent the payment of political campaign do ratio rs. 

526. I admit that my co rs piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his life w culd deprive him of his ability to secure 
any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign do ratio rs. 

527. I admit that my co n;piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his professio ral standing w culd deprive him of 
his ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

528. I admit that my co rs piracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co q:iting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his social standing w culd deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 
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529.1 admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co qiting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his social standing w ruld deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

530. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co cpting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his psychological standing w ruld deprive him of 
his ability to secure any wage-paying Job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

531. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co cpting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his physical standing w ruld deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

532. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co qiting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his financial standing w culd deprive him of his 
ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

533. I admit that my co rspiracy with The Kaul Cases Defendants to attempt to deprive Plaintiff 
Kaul of political support through the co qiting and capture of the political body and its 
members, was perpetrated by using the US wires to manipulate political body members with 
claims that the injury caused by our scheme to his reputatio rel standing w culd deprive him of 
his ability to secure any wage-paying job, and prevent the payment of political campaign 
do ratio rs. 

534, I admit that I believed that by depriving Plaintiff Kaul of political support it w ruld 
respectively destroy and deprive him of his determinatio nand ability to co rtest the revocation 
proceedings. 

535, I admit that I knew that a destructio nof Plaintiff Kaul's determinatio nand a deprivatio nof 
his ability to co rtest the revocatio nproceedings, w culd have prevented Plaintiff Kaul from 
creating a record of the evidential fraud committed and aided and abetted by myself and The 
Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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536. I admit that I co rtinued the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in encouraging and 
co cpting members of the political body to not support Plaintiff Kaul's requests for informatio n 
and assistance, by telling them with kno \ling falsity, that Plaintiff Kaul was not 
qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

537.1 admit that I co rtinued the perpetratio nofthe scheme of fraud in encouraging and 
co cpting members of the political body to not support requests for informatio nand assistance 
from perso rs acting o nbehalf of Plaintiff Kaul, by telling them with kno \ling falsity, that 
Plaintiff Kaul was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive 
spine surgery. 

538.1 admit that I co rtinued and am co rtinuing the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in 
encouraging and co q:,ting members of the political body to actively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them that to sow culd be a tacit 
admissio nof my guilt and that of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

539. 1 admit that I co rtinued and am co rtinuing the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in 
encouraging and co q:,ting members of the political body to actively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them that to sow culd empo v.er 
Plaintiff Kaul in the prosecutio nof claims against us. 

540. I admit that I co rtlnued and am co rtinuing the perpetratio nof the scheme of fraud in 
encouraging and co q:,ting members of the political body to actively obstruct Plaintiff Kaul's 
efforts to have his New Jersey license reinstated, by telling them that to sow culd empo v.er 
Plaintiff Kaul in the prosecutio nof his claims against us. 

541. I admit that I kno wthat an empo v.erment of the prosecutio nof the claims against us will 
further expedite an even more detailed exposing of the crimes of bribery, fraud, evidential 
tampering, witness tampering, public corruptio f) and kickbacks kno llingly committed and 
aided and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants over at least the last tw o(2) 
decades. 

542. I admit that I kno wthat a more detailed exposing of the crimes of bribery, fraud, evidential 
tampering, witness tampering, public corruptio f) and kickbacks kno llingly committed and 
aided and abetted by myself and The Kaul Cases Defendants over at least the last tw o(2) 
decades will reveal multiple grave miscarriages of justice committed against innocent, 
principally ethnic minority physicians. 

543. 1 admit that I have read the testimo ry transcript in the matter of USA v Pompy: 18-cr-
20454 of James Stewart Ho v.ell, an undercover investigator for Blue Cross Blue Shield Insurance 
Company. 

544. I admit that I kno wthat the scheme detailed by Ho v.ell has been co rducted o nmany 
occasio rs in the State of New Jersey, because I have spa !en to a number of physicians with 
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w hem I co rduct healthcare business, and w hoare employed by Horizo nBlue Cross Blue Shield 
of New Jersey in the perpetratio nof such schemes. 

545.1 admit that although I have not directly participated in such schemes, I co rduct healthcare 
business with physicians w house such schemes to eliminate physicians w hopose a competitive 
threat to our business interests. 

546. I admit that I kno wthat in appro >imately August 2015, members of the political body and 
agents representing Defendant Christie attempted to entrap Plaintiff Kaul in a corruptio n'sting 
operatic ri by having ore of Plaintiff Kaul's physician colleagues organize a meeting with the 
physician colleagues private wealth manager, o nthe pretext that this individual, recognizing the 
injustice of the revocatio nand having business co nrectlo n; with the state, wished to assist 
Plaintiff Kaul in his effort to have his license reinstated. 

547. I admit that I kno wthat at the meeting the private wealth manager asked Plaintiff Kaul If 
hew culd be willing to do rate ten millio ndollars {$10,000,000) to Defendant Christie's political 
campaign, he could likely have his license reinstated. 

548. I admit that I kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul respo rded with "I don't condone such conduct" and 
shortly thereafter departed the meeting. 

549.1 admit that I kno wPlaintiff Kaul reported these events to a number of people. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Evidential Tampering 

550. I admit that I knew about the scheme of evidential tampering. 

551. I admit that I did aid and abet the scheme of evidential tampering by failing to report this 
crime to prosecutorial authorities in any state in the United States, 

552.1 admit that I knew that because the illegal revocatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's New Jersey license 
w culd illegally violate his right In any/all states to procure a license and that therefore 
prosecutors in these states had jurisdictio nto file charges against me for aiding and abetting 
the crime of evidential tampering. 
RICO Predicate Act Of Witness Tampering 

553.1 admit that the scheme of witness tampering in w lich J kno wngly engaged, involved 
encouraging patients and physicians to lie under oath. 

554. I admit that my encouragement of patients to lie under oath, involved instructing them to 
fabricate and provide kno wngly false testimo rv under oath that their pain increased and that 
they experienced arm and leg numbness and muscular weakness after having been operated on 
by Plaintiff Kaul. 
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555.1 admit that my encouragement of physicians to lie under oath, involved instructing them 
to fabricate and provide kno wngly false testimo rv under oath that Plaintiff Kaul was not legally 
qualified, credentialed and licensed to perform minimally invasive spine surgery and his care 
had grossly deviated from a standard of care. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Public Corruption 

556. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, 
and did use the po '-\er of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revo led. 

557. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w lich I kno wngly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, 
and did use the po '-\er of state to have co rducted grand jury proceedings. 

558. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, 
and did use the po "'-t!r of state to co rduct grand jury proceedings to attempt to have Plaintiff 
Kaul indicted and incarcerated. 

559. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to 
coerce, and did coerce the po '-\er of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a 
criminal investigatio nagainst Kaul. 

560. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the 
funneling of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to 
coerce, and did coerce the po '-\er of state investigators and prosecutors to commence a 
criminal investigatio nagainst Kaul. 

561. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's livelih o al. 

562. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' eco ncmic·standing, 
563. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' reputation 

564. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to have Plaintiff Kaul incarcerated. 

565. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratlo nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to force Plaintiff Kaul's family into a state of poverty. 
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566. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them into poverty. 

567.1 admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to cause Plaintiff Kaul to commit suicide. 

568. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
public corruptio nwas to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revo led. 

RI CO Predicate Act Of Kickbacks 

569, I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w tich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, and did use 
the po v.er of state to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revo led. 

570. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w tich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, and did use 
the po v.er of state to have co rrlucted grand jury proceedings. 

571. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to use, and did use 
the po v.er of state to co rduct grand jury proceedings to attempt to have Plaintiff Kaul indicted 
and incarcerated. 

572. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w Heh I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to coerce, and did 
coerce the po v.er of the FBI and the US Attorney's Office to commence a criminal investigation 
against Kaul. 

573. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w tich I kno wngly engaged, involved the funneling 
of bribes to, amo rgst others, Defendant Christie, w hoin exchange promised to coerce, and did 
coerce the po v.er of state investigators and prosecutors to commence a criminal investigation 
against Kaul. 

574. I admit that my specific intentlo nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul's liveliho GI. 
575. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' eco ncrnic standing, 

576. I admit that my specific intentio .nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to destroy Plaintiff Kaul' reputation • 
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577. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio not the scheme of 
kickbacks was to have Plaintiff Kaul incarcerated. 

578. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to force Plaintiff Kaul's family into a state of poverty. 

579. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to alienate Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them into poverty. 

580. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to cause Plaintiff Kaul to commit suicide. 

581. I admit that my specific intentio nin aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of 
kickbacks was to have Plaintiff Kaul's license illegally revo led. 

2016-2022 

RICO Predicate Act Of Bribery 

582. I admit that the scheme of bribery in w lich I kno wngly engaged, did at some point after 
February 22, 2016, extend to person; employed within the United States District Court. 

583, I admit that in the co rceptio nand perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery within the United 
States District Court, I kno wngly and willfully deprived Plaintiff Kaul of his 
human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

584. I admit that the principal purpose of the scheme of bribery that extended to perso rs 
employed within the United States District Court was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further 
exposing the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public 
corruptio fl and kickbacks. 

585. I admit that I knew and kno wthat my involvement in the scheme of bribery co rstitutes a 
pattern of felo rious co rrluct. 

586.1 admit that I knew and kno wthat this felo rious co rrluct, under criminal prosecutio fl will 
cause my incarceratio n 

587. I admit that I kno wthat my perpetratio nand the aiding and abetting of the perpetratio nof 
the scheme of bribery with person; employed within the United States District Court 
co rstitutes an o rgoing pattern of felo rious co rrluct. 
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588.1 admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery with perso rs employed within the 
United States District Court involved the funneling of bribes to certain district court judges in 
exchange for dismissing Plaintiff Kaul's cases. 

589. I admit that bribes were funneled to certain district court judges through lawyers and law 
firms. 

590. I admit that the first district judge tow Heh Plaintiff Kaul's first lawsuit (Kl-DNJ-Newark 
Vicinage) was assigned, had represented me in 1999 in the matter of Ho wird v UMDNJ (ESX-L-
2366-99 -New Jersey Superior Court] in the New Jersey Supreme Court. 

591.1 admit that in Ho wird v UMDNJ a jury had entered a verdict against me of $5.2 millio nfor 
having operated o nan otherwise healthy thirty-five (35) year old man, and causing him to 
become quadriplegic. 

592. I admit that in Kl, I, through my lawyers, funneled bribes to the ex-law firm of the district 
judge, a law firm in w lich he had been the managing director and from w hon he co rtinued to 
receive share dividends, w lile adjudicating Kl. 

593. I admit that neither I nor my lawyer nor the district judge disclosed this co rflict of interest 
to Plaintiff Kaul, the record, or the Court. 

594. I admit that this co rflict of interest was revealed to the record by Plaintiff Kaul o nMay 22, 
2019, after w Heh the district court judge became disqualified. 

595. I admit that in the period from 2005/2006 to 2022, I paid bribes to certain state and 
federal judges that were part of a quid pro quo scheme in w Heh the bribes were exchanged for 
the judges' dismissals of all cases filed by Plaintiff Kaul in American state/federal courts. 

596. I admit that my pattern of judicial bribery co rtinued into the United States District Court 
for the Southern District of New York in Kaul v ICE: 21-CV-06992 (Kll-7). 

597. I admit that my specific intentio nin perpetrating the scheme of bribery was to prevent 
Plaintiff Kaul from exposing my crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, the crimes of 
bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public corruptio l) and kickbacks. 

598. I admit that I knew the bribes funneled to the Kll-7 district judge were part of a quid pro 
quo scheme in exchange for w Heh the district judge entered an order o nSeptember 12, 2022, 
that dismissed Plaintiff Kaul's case with prejudice. 

599. I admit that I knew the bribes funneled to the Kll-7 district judge were part of a quid pro 
quo scheme in exchange for w Heh the district judge entered a purported 'injunctio ri on 
September 12, 2022, that attempted to permanently prevent Plaintiff Kaul from forever seeking 
any relief in any American court. 
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600.1 admit that I knew the bribes funneled to the Kll-7 district judge were part of a quid pro 
quo scheme in exchange for w tich the district judge entered an order o nSeptember 12, 2022, 
that attempted effectively to have Plaintiff Kaul jailed if he ever filed a case seeking relief. 

601.1 admit I knew that the district judge, through intermediaries, demanded a bribe much 
larger than that funneled in previous cases, before he agreed to use the po Vier of the United 
States District Court to enter the September 12, 2022, order. 

602. I admit that I knew, through co rversatio n; with my then lawyer, that the district judge 
knew his September 12, 2022, order was the product of bribery, was fraudulent in nature and 
violative of the law. 

603. I admit I knew that the district judge, through intermediaries, demanded a bribe much 
larger than that funneled in previous cases, before he agreed to use the po Vier of the United 
States District Court to further, and in such a kno vJngly egregious manner, violate Plaintiff 
Kaul's human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

604. I admit I knew that the purpose of the Kll-7 order was draco rian in that it sought to 
permanently deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to substantive due process, and to cause a 
cessatio nof his existence. 

605. I admit that I knew the purpose of the Kll-7 order was draco rian in that it sought to 
permanently and illegally deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to his 
livelih o Cll/liberty/life/reputatio n 

606. I admit that I knew The Kaul Cases Defendants w tile seeking to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his 
right to due process in the American courts, were simultaneously co 1"6piring to obstruct and 
were obstructing his efforts to have the State of Pennsylvania issue his medical license number. 

607. I admit that I knew the purpose of the scheme of obstructio nof license and deprivatlo nof 
due process were elements of a wider co n;piracy to cause the cessatio nof Plaintiff Kaul's 
existence. 

608.1 admit that the bribe mo ries were funneled from my lawyer to the Kll-7 corporate 
defendants lawyers w h othen funneled them to the Kll-7 district court judge and person; 
related to him to the third degree. • 

609. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of funneling my bribe mo ries through 
lawyers and law firms to the Kll-7 district judge was to provide 'attorney-client' cover for the 
scheme. 

610, I admit that I knew and kno wthat the purpose of the 'attorney-client' cover was and is an 
illegal attempt to obstruct any civil and or criminal investigation 
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611. I admit that bribes were indirectly funneled to the K11-7 district court judge by first 
funneling them to the corporate defendants, w hothen co rverted the mo ries into stocks and 
shares and transmitted them to the Kll-7 district judge. 

612, I admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants involved the sham 
purchase of corporate shares. 

613. I admit that I knew and kno wthat the corporate shares, purchased with fraudulent intent, 
were then funneled to the Kll-7 district judge as part of the bribery related quid pro quo 
scheme. 

614. I admit that I knew and kno wthat in exchange for the bribery related corporate shares, 
the district judge dismissed Kll-7 with prejudice and effectively threatened Plaintiff Kaul with 
jail if he ever sought to vindicate his human/civil/co n;titutio rel rights. 

615. I admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants also involved the 
purchasing of sham co n;ulting and legal services from their lawyers by my lawyers. 

616. I admit that these sham co n;ulting and legal service-related bribes were then funneled to 
the corporate defendants lawyers, w hofunneled them to the district court judge and person; 
related to him to the third degree. 

617. I admit that the funneling of bribes through the corporate defendants involved the sham 
purchase of corporate shares. 

618. I admit that bribes were indirectly funneled to certain district court judges by first 
funneling them to the corporate defendants, w hothen transmitted them to certain district 
court judges in the form of stocks and shares. 

619. I admit that in a period from 2005/2006 to 2022 I co n;pired to attempt to co rceal the 
scheme of bribery by using the US wires to falsely disseminate to the public that Plaintiff Kaul 
was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to perform minimally invasive spine surgery. 

620. I admit that in my scheme of co rcealment I did not inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was revo led because of, amo rgst other things, my scheme of bribery. 

621. I admit that in my scheme of co rcealment I did not inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was revoked not because he was not qualified/credentialed/licensed/trained to 
perform minimally invasive spine surgery. I admit I lied to the public. 

622. I admit that in my scheme of co rcealment I did not inform the public that Plaintiff Kaul's 
license was actually revoked because I and others co rcluded his expertise in outpatient 
minimally invasive spine surgery presented a substantial and expanding threat to our hospital
based spine business. I admit I willfully/kno wngly with held the truth from the public. 
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623. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery were 
purposed to cau_se circumstances that w aild destroy and did destroy Plaintiff Kaul's eco nanic 
standing/reputatio rilivelih o Cll/liberty/life. 

624.1 admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery were 
purposed to cause circumstances that w wld destroy and did destroy the lives of Plaintiff Kaul's 
children. 

625. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nofthe scheme of bribery destroyed 
Plaintiff Kaul's liveliho m. 

626. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery destroyed 
Plaintiff Kaul's eco nanic standing. 

627. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery destroyed 
Plaintiff Kaul's reputation 

628 .. 1 admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery had Plaintiff 
Kaul kidnapped o nMay 27. 2021. 

629. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery had Plaintiff 
Kaul incarcerated o nJune 14-15. 2023 

630, I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery forced 
Plaintiff Kaul's family into a state of poverty. 

631. I admit that my aiding and abetting the perpetratio nof the scheme of bribery alienated 
Plaintiff Kaul from his children by forcing them into poverty. 

632. I admit that I kno wthat the admission; within this document, if not timely 
rebutted/co·rtested/refuted, regardless of the ultimate civil dispositio nofthe summary 
judgment motio ri will substantiate a basis for criminal indictment. 
RICO Predicate Act Of Public Corruption 

633. I admit that the scheme of public corruptio nin w Heh I kno vJngly engaged, did at some 
point after February 22, 2016, extend to include person; employed within the United States 
District Court. 

634, I admit that the principal purpose of the scheme of public corruptio nthat extended into 
the United States District Court was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing the schemes 
of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public corruptio ri and kickbacks. 
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635.1 admit that I knew and kno wthat my involvement in the schemes of bribery, fraud, 
evidential tampering, witness tampering, public corruption and kickbacks co n;titutes a pattern 
of felo rious co rduct. 

636. I admit that I knew and kno wthat this felo rious co rduct, under criminally prosecutio IJ will 
cause my incarceratio n 

637. I admit that I kno wthat my perpetratio nand the aiding and abetting of the perpetratio nof 
the scheme of public corruptio nin the United States district Court co n;titutes an o rgoing 
pattern of felo rious co rduct. 

638. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of public corruptio nin the United States 
District Court involved the funneling of bribes to certain district court judges in exchange for 
dismissing Plaintiff Kaul's cases. 

RICO Predicate Act Of Kickbacks 

639. I admit that the scheme of kickbacks in w lich I kno wngly engaged, did at some point after 
February 22, 2016, extend to person; employed within the United States District Court. 

640, I admit that the principal purpose of the scheme of kickbacks that extended to person; 
employed within the United States District Court was to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further 
exposing the schemes of bribery, fraud, evidential tampering, witness tampering, public 
corruptio 1J and kickbacks. 

641. I admit that I knew and kno wthat my involvement in the scheme of kickbacks co n;titutes 
a pattern of felo rious co rduct. 

642. I admit that I knew and kno wthat this felo rious co rduct, under criminally prosecution will 
cause my incarceratio n 

643. I admit that I kno wthat my perpetratio nand the aiding and abetting of the perpetratio nof 
the scheme of kickbacks with person; employed within the United States district Court 
co n;titutes an o rgoing pattern of felo rious co rduct. 

644. I admit that the perpetratio nof the scheme of kickbacks with person; employed within the 
United States District Court involved the funneling of bribes to certain district court judges in 
exchange for dismissing Plaintiff Kaul's cases. 

645.1 admit that kickbacks were funneled to certain district court judges through lawyers and 
law firms. 
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646.1 admit that kickbacks were indirectly funneled to certain district court judges by first 
funneling them to the corporate defendants, w h othen transmitted them to certain district 
court judges in the form of stocks and shares. 

647. I admit that the funneling of kickbacks through the corporate defendants involved the 
sham purchase of corporate shares. 

648. I admit that the funneling of kickbacks through the corporate defendants involved the 
purchasing of sham legal services from their lawyers by my lawyers. 

649. I admit that the kickbacks funneled to the corporate defendants lawyers were then 
funneled to certain district court judges and perso n; related to the third degree. 

2022-2024 

650. I admit that as a co n;equence of the above admitted facts of 'kickbacks' /public 
corruptio rfbribery an injunctio nwas entered o nSeptember 12, 2022, against Plaintiff Kaul in 
Kll-7. 

651. I admit that I read the document o nw Heh the injunctio nwas printed (Kll-7: D.E. 168). 

652. I admit my counsel explained to me the terms and meaning of the injunction 

653. I admit that based o nmy understanding as per my counsel's explanatio C) I believed 
Plaintiff Kaul w culd be pro Hbited from filing any further lawsuits against me without the 
permissio nofthe judge in Kll-7. 

654, I admit I kno wthat if Plaintiff Kaul did file any further lawsuits without the Kll-7 judge's 
permissio nhe w culd be sanctio red, held in co rtempt and jailed. 

655.1 admit I kno wthat Plaintiff Kaul did ho vever file Kll-10/Kll-14 against me. 
656.1 admit I kno wthat bot cases were dismissed because of the injunctio nfrom the court in 
Kll-7. 

657. I admit I kno wno sanction; nor co rtempt orders were levied against Plaintiff Kaul. 
658. I admit I kno wthat o nNovember 20, 2023, Plaintiff Kaul filed Kll-17 against me and 
others. 

659. I admit in a period commencing in late January 2024, I and the other Defendants in Kll-17 
did attempt to obstruct justice in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of 
North Carolina, by attempting to secretly have the United States Court of Appeals for the 1st 

Circuit issue an opinio nin Kll-2, that we believed w ruld bolster our venue defense in Kll-17. 
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660.1 admit that I kno wthis was an improper scheme to attempt to violate the authority and 
jurisdictio nof the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina. 

661. I admit that the purpose of this improper scheme of interference was to attempt to 
suppress the truth of my guilt and that of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

662. I admit that if I and any of The Kaul Cases Defendants were innocent, w lich we are not, 
then we w ruld have simply denied the facts/allegation; within The Kaul Cases and w ruld not 
have engaged in schemes to cause the generatio nof judicial opinio nto illegally obstruct justice 
in anothe~ court. 

663. I admit that I kno wthat o nMarch 13, Z0Z4, the Court in Kll-17 issued an ORDER FOR 
DISCOVERY PLAN (Kll-17: D.E. 65). 

664. I admit I read the o re-page document. 

665.1 admit my counsel explained to me the meaning of the terms of the document. 

666.1 admit that based o nmy counsel's explanatio nto me and my previous experience with 
medical malpractice and other types of lawsuits, I understo cd that the order required I, my 
counsel and all other Defendants and counsel were to co rfer with Plaintiff Kaul for the purpose 
of issuing a DISCOVERY SCHEDULE pursuant to Rule 26 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 

667. I admit that I, my counsel and all other Defendants/Counsel did recognize that providing 
Plaintiff Kaul the evidence of our twelve (12) year-lo rg-plus "pattern of racketeering" w ruld 
further expose evidence of not just our wro rgdoing/violatio rs, but that of others. 

668.1 admit that my counsel and counsel for all other Defendants agreed to ignore the Court's 
March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN. 

669. I admit that the strategy of my counsel and counsel for all other Defendants was to 
attempt to obstruct justice by refusing to participate in the discovery process. 

670. I admit that an element of our strategy of obstructio nwas to attempt to coerce the Court 
into adjudicating our motion; to dismiss, in the belief that the Kll-7 injunctio nw ruld cause a 
dismissal. 

671. I admit that an element of our obstructio nstrategy involved coercing the judge in Kll-7 
into issuing an order o nMarch 15, 2024, in w rich Plaintiff Kaul was threatened with co rtempt 
of court unless he dismissed Kll-1~ within fourteen (14) days of the March 15, 2024, order. 

672. I admit that I and all other Defendants and their counsel believed that this threat w ruld 
cause the dismissal of Kll-17. 
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673. I admit that I kno wthat the threat was unsuccessful, but in the circumstances surrounding 
this threat, facts emerged that thew crding of the September 12, 2022, injunctio nrestricted the 
injunctio nto cases filed prior to September 12, 2022, and to events related to the 2019 denial 
of Plaintiff Kaul's applicatio nfor reinstatement of his New Jersey license. 

674. I admit that my counsel explained to me that this restrlctio nnullified my entire defense in 
Kll-17 and in fact rendered erro rnous the prior dismissals of Kll-10/Kll-14. 

675. J admit that my counsel explained to me the co roequences and ramificatio roof this 
situation 

DATED: JUNE 3, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD; 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE, 

v. 

CHRISTOPHER J, CHRISTIE 
KENNETH MURPHY 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

DATED: DECEMBER 4, 2023 

UNITED STAlES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

FILED 

DEC 04 2023 
ANGl:IA E. NOBLE 

=~!fi.&'i 

CIVIL ACTION: NO.: 23-CV-22582 (BB)(AOR) 

STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 
FOR DEFENDANT KENNETH MURPHY 

I, RICHARD ARIUN KAUL, MD, the Plalntlff In the above matter do hereby submit that the wlthln 

facts are meterlal/undlsputed/admltted as to DEFENDANT KENNETH MURPHY ("DEFENDANT · 

MURPHY'1 

RICHARD ARIUN KAUL, MD 
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1, DEFENDANT MURPHY Is employed as a police officer at the Morristown Police Department In 

Morristown, Morris County, New Jersey (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 1), 

2. DEFENDANT MURPHY did knowingly and illegally seize Plaintiff Kaul's person on June 14, 

2023 (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 2), 

3. DEFENDANT MURPHY did knowingly and Illegally cause Plaintiff Kaul's person to be 

Imprisoned In a period from June 14 to 15, 2023 (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 3). 

4, DEFENDANT MURPHY Is a 'state actor' for the purpose of a civll rights claim (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 

13: Point 4). 

5. DEFENDANT MURPHY resides In Apt#lA, 60 Elm Street, Morristown, NJ 07960-4123 (D.E. 48 

Page 4 of 13: Point S). 

6. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the May 2016 tax related arrest warrant for Plaintiff Kaul was 

Illegal (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 6), 

7, DEFENDANT MURPHY was motivated to execute the knowingly Illegal arrest warrant as I 

believed it would advance my career (D,E, 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 7). 

8. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the basis for his belief that executing the knowingly Illegal 

~ warrant would advance hls career, were conversations he had with senior police officers 

at the Morristown Police Department (D.E, 4B Page 4 of 13: Point B), 

9, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that If he did not execute the knowingly Illegal arrest warrant his 

career would be seriously harmed (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 9). 

10. DEFENDANT MURPHY knewthatthe basis for his belief that not executlngthe knowingly 

Illegal arrest warrant would harm his career, were conversations he had with senior police 

officers at the Morristown Police Department (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 10). 

11, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the reason he did not report the illegal arrest of Plaintiff 

Kaul's person to federal authorities was that he knew It would seriously harm his career (D.E. 48 

Page 4 of 13: Point 11). 
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U. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that he was motivated to cause the Illegal Imprisonment of 

Plaintiff Kaul's person as he believed It would advance his career (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 

12). 

13. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew thatthe basis for his bellefthatcauslng the llYi • 
Imprisonment of Plaintiff Kaurs person would advance his career, were conversations he had 

with senior police officers at the Morristown Police Department (D.E, 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 13). 

14. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that If he did not cause the Illegal Imprisonment of Plaintiff 

Kaul's person his career would be seriously harmed (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 14). 

15, DEFENDANT M!,JRPHY knew that the basis for his belief that not causing the .II!!&!! 
Imprisonment of Plaintiff Kaul's person would harm his career, were conversations he had with 

senior police officers at the Morristown Pol!ce Department (D.E. 48 Page 4 of 13: Point 15). 

16. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the reason he did not report the Illegal Imprisonment of 

Plaintiff Kaul's person to federal authorities was that he knew It would seriously harm his career 

(D.E. 48 Page S of 13: Point 16). 

17. DEFENDANT MURPHY knowlngly/wllllngly/wlllfully participated directly In the Illegal arrest 

and Imprisonment scheme of Plalntlff Kaul for approximately four (4) hours, without reporting 

It to state or federal authorities (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 17), 

18. DEFENDANT MURPHY knowlngly/wllllngly/wlllfully participated indirectly In the Illegal 

arrest, Imprisonment, and attempted drugging-killing scheme for almost thirty-six (36) hours, 

without reporting It to state or federal authorities (D.E. 48 Page S of 13: Point 18). 

19. DEFENDANT MURPHY received orders that came from Defendant Christle via Morristown 

Police Department ta conduct an aggressive publlc search of Plaintiff Kaul's person (D.E. 48 
Page S of 13: Point 19). 

20. DEFENDANT MURPHY did conduct an oyerly amess)ve search of Plaintiff Kaul's person 

while he was standing with his face to the car, his arms extended, his hands on the top of the 

car and his legs apart (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 20). 

3 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-1   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 273 of 288

21. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the purpose.of this overly aggressive search was to 

manufacture a situation to Incite and Justify knowingly Illegal violent force (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: 

Polnt21). 

22, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that his perpetration against Plaintiff Kaul's person of a 

knowingly illegal and aggressive body search was conducted with a threatening tone for the 

purpose of harassment (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 22), 

Z3, DEFENDANT MURPHY did ~ at Plaintiff Kaul's person while he was standing with his 

face to the car, his arms extended, his hands on the top of the car and his legs apart (D.E. 48 

Page 5 of 13: Point 23). 

24, While DEFENDANT MURPHY was shouting at Plaintiff Kaul's person, he was stood 

Immediately behind him as PLAINTIFF KAUL was standing with his face to the car, his arms 

extended, his hands on the top ofthe car and his legs apart (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 24). 

ZS. DEFENDANT MURPHY received orders that came from Defendant Christle via Morristown 

Police Department to shout at PLAINTIFF KAUL that he should stop resisting whlle he was 

standing with his face to the car, his arms extended, his hands on the top of the car and his legs 

apart (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 25), 

26, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the purpose.of shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL'S person to stop 

resisting was to manufacture a situation to incite and Justify knowingly Illegal violent force (D.E. 

48 Page 5 of 13: Point 26). 

'El, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew Plaintiff Kaul was not reslstjng (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 27). 

28. DEFENDANT MURPHY continued shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL to stop resisting despite 

knowing that he was not resisting (D.E. 48 Page 5 of 13: Point 28). 

29. DEFENDANT MURPHY Received orders that came from Defendant Christle via Morristown 

Police Department to shout at PLAINTIFF KAUL that he should.widen his stance whlie he was 

standing with his face to the car, his arms extended, his hands on the top of the car and his legs 

• apart (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 29). 
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30. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the purpose_of shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL'S person that he 

should widen his stance while he was standing with his face to the car, his arms extended, his 

hands on the top of the car and his legs apart, was to manufacture a situation to Incite and 

Justify knowingly Illegal violent force (D,E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 30). 

31, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew.PLAINTIFF KAUL'S stance was adequate (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: 

Point 31). 

32. DEFENDANT MURPHY continued shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL to widen his stance despite 

knowing his stance was adequate (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 32). 

33. DEFENDANT MURPHY aggressively persisted with shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL to provoke 

him Into resisting (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 33). 

34, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew he was recording the events (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 34). 

35. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew he could use his shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL to not resist as 

evidence that he was resisting (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 35). 

36, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that Plaintiff Kaul was not resisting (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 

36). 

37, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that PLAINTIFF KAUL stated he was not resisting (D.E. 48 Page 6 

of 13: Point 37). 

38. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the purpose of his shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL to not 

resist was to manufacture for the video and legal record a reason for him and another pollce 

officer to use excessive violent force on PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 38). 

39. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that DEFENDANT CHRISTIE had ordered that a charge of 

resisting arrest be manufactured in the belief that It would hinder PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

prosecution and or seizure of his assets In 1<11-15 (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 39). 
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40. DEFENDANT MURPHY perpetrated an aggressive body search In an attempt to manufacture 

a knowingly false charge of resisting arrest (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 40). 

41. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the video of his perpetration of an aggressive body search 

would be viewed by his superiors and DEFENDANT CHRISTIE (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 41). 

42. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that the more shouting he directed at PLAINTIFF KAUL, the 

more likely he would resist (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 42). 

43, DEFENDANT MURPHY'S shouting at PLAINTIFF KAUL was purposed to cause PLAINTIFF 

KAUL'S person to tense or appear on video as If resisting (D.E. 48 Page 6 of 13: Point 43). 

44. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the purpose In attempting to cause PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

person to tense or appear on video as If resisting was to manufacture for the video and legal 

record a reason for HIM and another police officer to use excessive violent force on PLAINTIFF 

KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 44). 

45. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the purpose In attempting to cause PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

person to tense or appear on video as If resisting was to manufacture a knowingly false charge 

of resisting arrest (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 45). 

46. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that If he was able to manufacture a knowingly false charge 

of resisting arrest, he would benefit more through greater advancement to his career D.E. 48 

Page 7 of 13: Point 46). 
1 

47. DEFENDANT MURPHY has advanced knowledge of the law D.E. 48 Pap 7 of 13: Point 47). 

48, DEFENDANT MURPHY Is trained, qualified, and llcensed In the practical application of the 
law D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 48). 

49, DEFENDANT MURPHY ls trained, qualified, and llcensed In the proper and legal use of 

physical force In the enforcement of law O.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 49). • 

6 
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50. DEFENDANT MURPHY is educated to the general standards of conduct that control 
American pollclng D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point SO). 

51, DEFENDANT MURPHY Is educated to the general standards of conduct that control pollclng 
within the State of New Jersey D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 51). 

52. DEFENDANT MURPHY ls equipped with manuals that set forth the constraints on permitted 
courses of action D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 52). 

53, As part of DEFENDANT MURPHY'S professional obligations he regularly review these 
manuals (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 53). 

54. On June 14, 2023, while on active duty, DEFENDANT MURPHY was cognizant of the 
knowledge, Information, and standards within which he knew he was obllgated to conduct 

policing activities (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: P.olnt 54). 

55, DEFENDANT MURPHY knowlngly and wlllfully Ignored this knowledge and Information (D,E, 
48 Page 7 of 13: Point SS), 

56, DEFENDANT MURPHY knowingly and willfully violated these standards (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: 

Point 56). 

S7, DEFENDANT MURPHY knowingly and wlllfully Ignored this knowledge and Information In 
the belief that It would advance his career (D;E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 57). 

58. DEFENDANT MURPHY knowlngly and wlllfully violated these standards in the belief that It 
would advance his career (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 13: Point 58). 

59. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that his violations would go unexposed (D.E. 48 Page 7 of 

13: Point 59). 

60, DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that his violations would remain unexposed as he believed 
PLAINTIFF KAUL would be Incapable of exposing them, as he would be seriously psychologically , 
and or physically injured (D,E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 60). 
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61, DEFENDANT MURPHY'S beliefs were based on conversations and Information he received 

from other police within the Morristown Police Department (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 61). 

62, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the Information he received from police within the 

Morristown Police Department originated from DEFENDANT CHRISTIE (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: 

Polnt62). 

63. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that his violations of standard police cqnduct In knowingly and 

falsely arresting PLAINTIFF KAUL'S person did constitute a willful violation of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

human, civil and constitutional rights (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 63). 

64. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that his violations of standard police conduct in knowingly and 

falsely Imprisoning PLAINTIFF KALIL'S person did constitute a willful violation of PLAINTIFF 

KALIL'S human, civil and constitutlonal rights (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 64). 

65. DEFENDANT MURPHY had knowledge of the Illegality of the arrest of PLAINTIFF KALIL'S 

person and did facilitate the transport of his person from the site of the traffic stop to the 

Mercer County Correctional Center In a manner purposed to prevent PLAINTIFF KAUL from 

contacting a lawyer (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 65), 

66, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the purpose of preventing PLAINTIFF KAUL from contacting 

a lawyer, was to facilitate his elimination through either lncarceratlon/psychologlcal-physlcal 

Injury/death (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 66). 

67. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the purpose of eliminating PLAINTIFF KAUL was to prevent 

him from continuing his prosecution of DEFENDANT CHRISTIE and persons/entitles within The 

Kaul Cases (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 67). • 

68, DEFENDANT MURPHY came to know that PLAINTIFF KAUL'S prosecution of The Kaul Cases 

had caused political donors to not donate money to DEFENDAIIIT CHRISTIE (D.E. 4B Page B of 

13: Point 68), 

69. DEFENDANT MURPHY came to know that PLAINTIFF KALIL'S prosecution of The Kaul Cases 

had caused political donors to request that DEFENDANT CHRISTIE return previously donated 

money (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 69). 
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70. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the 2016 tax Indictment and arrest warrant were Illegal 

(D,E, 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 70). 

71. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that his facilitating the transfer of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S person to 

persons within the Mercer County Correctional Center was Illegal (D.E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 

71). 

n. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that his facllltatlon of this transfer constituted an ongoing and 

knowingly illegal vlolatlon of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S human/clvll/constitutlonal rights (D,E, 48 Page 8 

of 13: Point 72), 

73. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that It was within his duty and authority to halt any further 

violation of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S human/civil/constltut!onal rights (D,E. 48 Page 8 of 13: Point 73), 

74, DEFENDANT MURPHY did not halt any further violation of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

human/civll/constitutional rights as I believed it would harm my career (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: 

Point 7~). 

75, DEFENDANT MURPHY facilitated the ongoing violation of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

human/clvll/constltutlonal rights as he believed It would advance his career (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 

13: Point 75). 

76. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that In facilitating the ongoing violation of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/constitutional rights I knew that there was a substantial risk he would be 

psvchologlcally-physlcally Injured and or kllled (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 76). 

77. DEFENDANT MURPHY, despite knowing this serious risk to PLAINTIFF KALIL'S life, did 

facllltate the scheme as he belleved It would personally benefit him and his career (D.E. 48 Page 

9of13: Point n). • 

78. DEFENDANT MURPHY, at no point until he became aware of Kll-15, did he ever believe 

that his vlolatlons of law and rights would be exposed by PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: 

Polnt78), 
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79, DEFENDANT MURPHY, at no point until he became aware of Kll-15, did he ever belleve 

that his misconduct of not reporting the vlolatlons to state and or federal authorities would be 

exposed by PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 79). 

80, DEFENDANT MURPHY, at no point untll he became aware of Kll-15, did he ever belleve 

that his misconduct In falling to hatt: any further violation of PLAINTIFF KALIL'S 

human/clvll/constltutlonal rights would be exposed by PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: 

Point SO). 

81. DEFENDANT MURPHY, at no point until he became aware ofKll-15, did he ever believe 

that his crimes would be exposed by PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 81). 

82. DEFENDANT MURPHY did not Inform PLAINTIFF KAUL of his rights when he arrested him 

because he knew the arrest was Illegal (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 82). 

83, DEFENDANT MURPHY did not Inform Plaintiff Kaul of his rights when I arrested him as I 

knew there existed no warrant for his arrest (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 83). 

84. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that the Illegal May 2016 tax Indictment and warrant were 

manufactured by DEFENDANT CHRISTIE In retaliation for the racketeering lawsuit PLAINTIFF 

KAUL flied against DEFENDANT CHRISTIE In February 2016 (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 84). 

85. DEFENDANT MURPHY, a law enforcement officer, knew In the time between the Illegal. 

arrest of PLAINTIUFF KAUL'S person, his Illegal Imprisonment, and his illegal transfer to persons 

from the Mercer County COrrectlonal Center; that these violations originated from the Illegal 

May 2016 tax indictment (D.E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point BS). 

86, DEFENDANT MURPHY, a law enforcement officer, know that the facts of the Illegal May 

2016 tax Indictment were the direct and proximate cause of the facts of the May 27, 2021, 

kidnapping and the June 14, 2023, Illegal arrest (D,E. 48 Page 9 of 13: Point 86), 

87, DEFENDANT MURPHY, a law enforcement officer, and a per&0n credentlaled within the law, 

know that DEFENDANT CHRISTIE ls Joint and severally liable to PLAINTIFF KAUL for, amongst 

other things, the acts of May 27, 2021, and June 14-15, 2023 (D.E, 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 87). 

10 
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88. DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that In a period from 2017 to 202S, PLAINTIFF KAUL 
underwent multiple criminal background checks by state and federal agencies as part of 

applications he submitted for state medical licenses (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 1S: Point 88}. 

89. DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that no warrants or criminal history were found In these 
multiple background checks (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 1S: Point 89). 

90. DEFENDANT MURPHY did, on June 14, 202S, In the time between stopping PLAINTIFF KAUL 
and Illegally arresting his person, engage In a conversation with a person and or parsons at the 
Morristown Pollce Department (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 90). 

91. DEFENDANT MURPHY'S conversation was conducted on private cellular phones (D.E. 48 

Page 10 of 1S: Point 91). 

92. This conversations Involved DEFENDANT MURPHY being told that the order to arrest 
PLAINTIFF KAUL had been obtained from DEFENDANT CHRISTIE (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 

92). 

93. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the arrest 'would be illegal but that conducting the arrest would 

advance his career (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 93). 

94. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew the arrest would be Illegal but that not conducting the arrest 
would harm his career (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 94}. 

95, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that In conducting a knowingly Illegal arrest he would be 
vlolatlng the law (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 1S: Point 95). 

96, DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that In conducting a knowingly Illegal arrest he would be 
vlolatlng PLAINTIFF KAUL'S human/clvll/constltutlonal rights (O.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 96). 

97. DEFENDANT MURPHY knew that In conducting a knowingly Illegal arrest he would be 
engaging In police misconduct (D.E, 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 97), 
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98, DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that his violations and misconduct would go unexposed and 

unpunished because the order had been given by DEFENDANT CHRISTIE, an ex-governor, an ex• 
US Attorney, and a possible 2024 US Presidential Candidate (D.E, 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 98), 

99. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that DEFENDANT CHRISTIE would use his polltlcal power In 

the New Jersey courts ta prevent PLAINTIFF KAUL from exposing his Illegal misconduct through 

litigation (D.E. 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 99), 

100. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that 'DEFENDANT CHRlsnE would use his political power In 

New Jersey to prevent PLAINTIFF KAUL from exposing his vtolatlons through media exposure 

(D.E, 48 Page 10 of 13: Point 100), 

101. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that DEFENDANT CHRISTIE would use his political power in 

New Jersey ta coert:e witnesses with evidence into not cooperating with PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 

48 Page 11 of 13: Point 101), 

102. DEFENDANT MURPHY believed that his vlolatlons would be 'covered-up' by DEFENDANT 

CHRISTIE (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 102). 

103. DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that many persons who obeyed DEFENDANT CHRISTIE'S 

Illegal orders subsequently suffered loss of llvellhood/llberty/property (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: 

Point 103). 

104. DEFENDANT MURPHY.knows that he should not have followed DEFENDANT CHRISTIE'S 

order to Illegally arrest and Imprison PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 104), 

105. DEFENDANT MURPHY had a duty to halt the Illegal arrest and imprisonment of PLAINTIFF 

KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: ~int 105), 

106. DEFENDANT MURPHY had a duty ta report the Illegal arrest and Imprisonment of 

PLAINTIFF KAUL to state and or federal authorities (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 106). 

107, DEFENDANT MURPHY did knowingly/wlllfully/for selkervlng reasons violate that duty 

(D,E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 107). 

108. DEFENDANT MURPHY has come to know that manv persons and entitles conspired with 

DEFENDANT CHRISTIE against PLAINTIFF KAUL (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 108). 

12 
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109, DEFENDANT MURPHY has come to knowthatthls conspiracy commenced In 

approximately 2005 consequent to professional Jealousy of PLAINTIFF KAUL'S competitors upon 

his invention of the percutaneous spinal fusion (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 109). 

110. DEFENDANT MURPHY has come to know-that these persons and entitles are known as~ 

Kaul Cases Defendants/Co-conspirators (D,E, 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 110). 

111, DEFENDANT MURPHY, as a law enforcement officer, has come to know that The Kaul 

Cases Defendants/Co-conspirators did, In their perpetration of the conspiracy, 

knowingly/willfully violate PLAINTIFF KAUL'S human/clvll/constltutlonal rights (D.E. 48 Page 11 

of 13: Point 111). 

lU, DEFENDANT MURPHY, as a law enforcement officer, have come to know that The Kaul 

Cases Defendants/Co-conspirators did In their perpetration of the conspiracy violate civil law 

(D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 112), 

113, DEFENDANT MURPHY, as a law enforcement officer, did come to know that The Kaul 

Cases Defendants/Co-conspirators did In their perpetration of the conspiracy, 

knowingly/willfully violate criminal law (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 113). 

114. DEFENDANT MURPHY, did come to know through conversations with persons located In 

Morris County, New Jersey who are famillar with The Kaul Cases and know the history of the 

within facts, that PLAINTIFF KAUL'S claims against DEFENDANT· CHRISTIE are true (D.E, 48 Page 

11 of 13: Point 114). 

115. DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that the reason DEFENDANT CHRISTIE did not answer the 

Complaint Is because the claims are true (D.E. 48 Page 11 of 13: Point 115). 

116. DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that the reason DEFENDANT CHRISTIE violated the Court's 

October 16, 2023, Rule 26 order is that there exists highly Incriminating evidence of many other 

crimes committed by DEFENDANT CHRISTIE while he was the US Attorney and NJ Governor 

(D.E, 48 Page 12 of 13: Point 116). 

117, DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that the reason DEFENDANT CHRISTIE violated the Court's 

October 16, 2023, Rule 26 order is that this highly incriminating evidence Implicates other 

currently employed public servants (D.E, 48 Page 12 of 13: Point 117). 

118, DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that the reason DEFENDANT CHRISTIE violated the Court's 

October 16, 2023, Rule 26 order is that the highly Incriminating evidence would end his current 

campaign for the Republican nomination (D.E. 48 Page 12 of 13: Point 118), 

119, DEFENDANT MURPHY knows that the reason DEFENDANT CHRISTIE violated the Court's 

October 16, 2023, Rule 26 order is that the highly Incriminating evi<!ence would end his political 

career (D.E. 48 Page 12 of 13: Point 119). 
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120. DEFENDANT MURPHY has read a book by ex-NJ legislator, Louis Manzo, entitled 

'RUTHLESS AMBITION: THE RISE AND FALL OF CHRIS CHRIST.IE' (D.E. 48 Page 12 of 13: Point 

120), 

121, DEFENDANT MURPHY knows the truth of all the facts within this book (D.E. 48 Page 12 of 

13: Po Int 121), • 

DATED: DECEMBER 4, 2023 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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(Slip Opinion) OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

Syllabus 

NOTE: Where it is feasible, a syllabus (headnote) will be released, as is 
being done in connection with this case, at the time the opinion is issued, 
The syllabus constitutes no part of the opinion of the Court but has been 
prepared by the Reporter of Decisions for the convenience of the reader. 
See United States v, Detroit Timber & Lumber Co,, 200 U. S, 321,337. 

1 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

Syllabus 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION u. 
JARKESY ET AL. 

CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 

No. 22-859. Argued November 29, 2023-Decided June 27, 2024 

In the aftermath of the Wall Street Crash of 1929, Congress passed a 
suite oflaws designed to combat securities fraud and increase market 
transparency. Three such statues are relevant: The Securities Act of 
1933, the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, and the Investment Advis
ers Act of 1940. These Acts respectively govern the registration of se
curities, the trading of securities, and the activities of investment ad
visers. Although each regulates different aspects of the securities 
markets, their pertinent provisions-collectively referred to by regula
tors as "the antifraud provisions," App. to Pet. for Cert. 73a, 202a
target the same basic behavior: misrepresenting or concealing mate
rial facts. 

To enforce these Acts, Congress created the Securities and Exchange 
Commission. The SEC may bring an enforcement action in one of two 
forums. It can file suit in federal court, or it can adjudicate the matter 
itself. The forum the SEC selects dictates certain aspects of the litiga
tion. In federal court, a jury finds the facts, an Article III judge pre
sides, and the Federal Rules of Evidence and the ordinary rules of dis
covery govern the litigation. But when the SEC adjudicates the matter 
in-house, there are no juries. The Commission presides while its Divi
sion of Enforcement prosecutes the case. The Commission or its dele
gee-typically an Administrative Law Judge-also finds facts and de
cides discovery disputes, and the SE C's Rules of Practice govern. 

One remedy for securities violations is civil penalties. Originally, 
the SEC could only obtain civil penalties from unregistered investment 
advisers in federal court. Then, in 2010, Congress passed the Dodd
Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act. The Act au
thorized the SEC to impose such penalties through its own in-house 
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2 SEC v. JARKESY 

Syllabus 

proceedings. 
Shortly after passage of the Dodd-Frank Act, the SEC initiated an 

enforcement action for civil penalties against investment adviser 
George Jarkesy, Jr., and his firm, Patriot28, LLC for alleged violations 
of the "antifraud provisions" contained in the federal securities laws. 
The SEC opted to adjudicate the matter in-house. As relevant, the 
final order determined that Jarkesy and Patriot28 had committed se
curities violations and levied a civil penalty of $300,000. Jarkesy and 
Patriot28 petitioned for judicial review. The Fifth Circuit vacated the 
order on the ground that adjudicating the matter in-house violated the 
defendants' Seventh Amendment right to a jury trial. 

Held: When the SEC seeks civil penalties against a defendant for securi
ties fraud, the Seventh Amendment entitles the defendant to a jury 
trial. Pp. 6-27. 

(a) The question presented by this case-whether the Seventh 
Amendment entitles a defendant to a jury trial when the SEC seeks 
civil penalties for securities fraud-is straightforward. Following the 
analysis set forth in Gran/inanciera, S. A. v. Nordberg, 492 U.S. 33, 
and Tull v. United States, 481 U. S. 412, this action implicates the Sev
enth Amendment because the SEC's antifraud provisions replicate 
common law fraud. And the "public rights" exception to Article III ju
risdiction does not apply, because the present action does not fall 
within any of the distinctive areas involving governmental preroga
tives where the Court has concluded that a matter may be resolved 
outside of an Article III court, without a jury. 

(b) The Court first explains why this action implicates the Seventh 
Amendment. 

(1) The right to trial by jury is "of such importance and occupies 
so firm a place in our history and jurisprudence that any seeming cur
tailment of the right" has always been and "should be scrutinized with 
the utmost care." Dimick v. Schiedt, 293 U.S. 474, 486. When the 
British attempted to evade American juries by siphoning adjudications 
to juryless admiralty, vice admiralty, and chancery courts, the Ameri
cans protested and eventually cited the British practice as a justifica
tion for declaring Independence. In the Revolution's aftermath, con
cerns that the proposed Constitution lacked a provision guaranteeing 
a jury trial right in civil cases was perhaps the "most success[ful]" cri
tique leveled against the document during the ratification debates. 
The Federalist No. 83, p. 495. To fix that flaw, the Framers promptly 
adopted the Seventh Amendment. Ever since, "every encroachment 
upon [the jury trial right] has been watched with great jealousy." Par
sons v. Bedford, 3 Pet. 433, 446. Pp. 7-8. 

(2) The Seventh Amendment guarantees that in "[s]uits at com
mon law ... the right of trial by jury shall b,e preserved." The right 
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itself is not limited to the "common-law forms of action recognized11 

when the Seventh Amendment was ratified. Curtis v. Loether, 415 
U. S. 189, 193. Rather, it "embrace[s] all suits which are not of equity 
or admiralty jurisdiction, whatever may be the peculiar form which 
they may assume." Parsons, 3 Pet., at 447. That includes statutory 
claims that are ''legal in nature." Granfinanciera, 492 U. S., at 53. 
To determine whether a suit is legal in nature, courts must consider 
whether the cause of action resembles common law causes of action, 
and whether the remedy is the sort that was traditionally obtained ill 
a court of law. Of these factors, the remedy is the more important. 
And in this case, the remedy is all but dispositive. For respondents' 
alleged fraud, the SEC seeks civil penalties, a form of monetary relief. 
Such relief is legal in nature when it is designed to punish or deter the 
wrongdoer rather than solely to "restore the status quo." Tull, 481 
U. S., at 422. The Acts condition the availability and size of the civil 
penalties available to the SEC based on considerations such as culpa
bility, deterrence, and recidivism. See §§77h-l; 78u-2, 80b-3. These 
factors go beyond restoring the status quo and so are legal in nature. 
The SEC is also not obligated to use civil penalties to compensate vic
tims. SEC civil penalties are thus "a type of remedy at common law 
that could only be enforced in courts of law." Tull, 481 U.S., at 422. 
This suit implicates the Seventh Amendment right and a defendant 
would be entitled to a jury on these claims. 

The close relationship between federal securities fraud and common 
law fraud confirms that conclusion. Both target the same basic con
duct: misrepresenting or concealing material facts. By using "fraud" 
and other common law terms of art when it drafted the federal securi
ties laws, Congress incorporated common law fraud prohibitions into 
those laws. This Court therefore often considers common law fraud 
principles when interpreting federal securities law. See, e.g., Dura 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc. v. Broudo, 544 U.S. 336, 343-344. While fed
eral securities fraud and common law fraud are not identical, the close 
relationship between the two confirms that this action is "legal in na
ture." Gran/inanciera, 492 U.S., at 53. Pp. 8-13. 

(c) Because the claims at issue here implicate the Seventh Amend
ment, a jury trial is required unless the "public rights" exception ap
plies. Under this exception, Congress may assign the matter for deci
sion to an agency without a jury, consistent with the Seventh 
Amendment. For the reasons below, the exception does not apply. 
Pp. 13-27. 

(1) The Constitution prevents Congress from "withdraw[ing] from 
judicial cognizance any matter which, from its nature, is the subject of 
a suit at the common law." Murray's Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Im
protJement Co., 18 How. 272,284. Once such a suit "is brought within 
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the bounds of federal jurisdiction," an Article III court must decide it, 
with a jury if the Seventh Amendment applies. Stern v. Marshall, 564 
U. S. 462, 484. On that basis, this Court has repeatedly explained that 
matters concerning private rights may not be removed from Article III 
courts. See, e.g., Murray's Lessee, 18 How., at 284. If a suit is in the 
nature of an action at common law, then the matter presumptively 
concerns private rights, and adjudication by an Article III court is 
mandatory. Stern, 564 U. S., at 484. 

The Court also recognizes a class of cases concerning "public rights." 
Such matters ''historically could have been determined exclusively by 
[the executive and legislative] branches." Id., at 493 (internal quota
tion marks omitted). No involvement by an Article III court in the 
initial adjudication of public rights claims is necessary. Certain cate
gories that have been recognized as falling within the exception in
clude matters concerning: the collection of revenue; aspects of customs 
law; immigration law; relations with Indian tribes; the administration 
of public lands; and the granting of public benefits. The Court's opin
ions governing this exception have not always spoken in precise terms. 
But "even with respect to matters that arguably fall within the scope 
of the 'public rights' doctrine, the presumption is in favor of Article III 
courts." Northern Pipeline Constr. Co. v. Marathon Pipe Line Co., 458 
U. S. 50, 69, n. 23 (plurality opinion). Pp. 13-18. 

(2) In Granfinanciera, this Court previously considered whether 
the Seventh Amendment guarantees the right to a jury trial ''in the 
face of Congress' decision to allow a non-Article III tribunal to adjudi
cate" a statutory "fraud claim." 492 U.S., at 37, 50. There the issue 
was whether Congress's designation of fraudulent conveyance actions 
as "core [bankruptcy] proceedings" authorized non-Article III bank
ruptcy judges to hear them without juries. Id., at 50. The Court held 
that the designation was not permissible, even under the public rights 
exception. To determine whether the claim implicated the Seventh 
Amendment, the Court applied the principles distilled in Tull. Sur
veying English cases and considering the remedy these suits provided, 
the Court concluded that fraudulent conveyance actions were "quin
tessentially suits at common law." Granfinanciera, 492 U.S., at 56. 
Because these actions were akin to "suits at common law'' and were 
not "closely intertwined" with the bankruptcy process, the Court held 
that the public rights exception did not apply, and a jury was required. 
Id., at 54, 56. Pp. 19-20. 

(3) Gran/inanciera effectively decides this case. The action here 
was brought under the "anti-fraud provisions" of the federal securities 
laws and provide civil penalties that can "only be enforced in courts of 
law." Tull, 481 U.S., at 422. They target the same basic conduct as 
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common law fraud, employ the same terms of art, and operate pursu
ant to similar legal principles. In short, this action involves a "mat
ter[] of private rather than public right." Granfinanciera, 492 U. S., 
at 56. Pp. 20-21. 

(4) The SEC claims that the public rights exception applies be
cause Congress created "new statutory obligations, impose[d] civil pen
alties for their violation, and then commit[ted] to an administrative 
agency the function of deciding whether a violation ha[ d] in fact oc
curred." Brief for Petitioner 21. Granfinanciera does away with much 
of the SEC's argument. Congress cannot "conjure away the Seventh 
Amendment by mandating that traditional legal claims be ... taken 
to an administrative tribunal." 492 U.S., at 52. The SEC's argument 
that Granfinanciera does not apply because the Government is the 
party bringing this action also fails. What matters is the substance of 
the suit, not where it is brought, who brings it, or how it is labeled. 
Northern Pipeline Constr. Co., 458 U. S., at 69 n. 23 (plurality opinion). 
Pp. 21-22. 

(5) The Court's opinion in Atlas Roofing Co. v. Occupational Safety 
and Health Reuiew Comm'n, 430 U.S. 442, is not to the contrary. The 
litigation in that case arose under the Occupational Health and Safety 
Act. Facing agency enforcement actions, two employers alleged that 
the agency's adjudicatory authority violated the Seventh Amendment. 
See id., at 448--449. The Court concluded that Congress could assign 
the OSH Act adjudications to an agency because the claims involved 
"a new cause of action, and remedies therefor, unknown to the common 
law." Id., at 461. The cases Atlas Roofing relied upon applied the 
"public rights" exception to actions that were "'not ... suit[s] at com
mon law orin the nature of such ... suit[s].'" Id., at 453. Atlas Roofing 
therefore does not apply here, where the statutory claim is "'in the 
nature of"' a common law suit. Id., at 453. Later rulings also foreclose 
reading Atlas Roofing as the SEC does. This Court clarified in Tull 
that the Seventh Amendment does apply to novel statutory regimes, 
so long as the statutory claims are akin to common law claims. See 
481 U. S., at 421--423. And the Court has explained that the public 
rights exception does not apply automatically whenever Congress as
signs a matter to an agency for adjudication. See Granfinanciera, 492 
U.S., at 52. Pp. 22-27. 

The Court does not reach the remaining issues in this case. 
34 F. 4th 446, affirmed and remanded. 

ROBERTS, C. J., delivered the opinion of the Court, in which THOMAS, 
ALrrO, GORSUCH, KAVANAUGH, and BARRETI, JJ., joined. GORSUCH, J., 
filed a concurring opinion, in which THOMAS, J., joined. SOTOMAYOR, J., 
filed a dissenting opinion, in which KAGAN and JACKSON, JJ., joined. 
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CLERK·OF THE C.OURT 
UNIT~D STATES COJ,JRTOF APPEA~S 
FQR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 
1100 E. MAIN:STREET 
SUITE 501 
RICHMOND, VA 23219.-3517 

MAY 14,2024 

RE: RICHARD ARJUN KAUL,·,MD v.JA_MES PAUL OETKEN 
CASE NO. 24-1417 
(5:24-GV-00185,M-i<S) . 
PEJITIO['JER REQUEST TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE PURSUNAT TO F.R.E. 201 

Dear Clerk ofthe Court, . . . 

Please find. submitted the above petition. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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CASE NO. 24-1417 

INTHE 
UNJ'fED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE FO.URTH CIRCUIT 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL; .MD 
PETITIONER 

ON APPEAL FROM 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH.CAROLINA. 

:PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDERAL. 
RULE OF EVIDENCE 201, FOR THE <:;OURT 

TO TAK:E JUDICIAL NOTICE OF.FACTS ADMITTED 
IN PROCEEDINGS WITH A DIRECf CONNECTION 

tot.HE ISSUES ON,APPEAL 

SUBMITTED BY: 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
PROPRIA PERSONA PLAINTIFF 
241.VASHINGTON VALLEY ROAD 
MORIHSTOWN, NJ 07960 
cl rrir'hardkmil (ti; l'1nni I x,)m 
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PROCEEDINGS WITH A DIRECT CONNECTION TO THE 

ISSUES ON APPEAL 

Petitioner, RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, respectfully requests pursuant to: (i) Rule 

201 of the Federal Rules of Evidence; (ii) Rule 8 {b){6) of the F.R.C.P.; (iii) 

F.R.A.P. 10{c)(2); (iv) the Court's inherent equitable authority; (v) the principles 

of fairness, truth and judicial efficiency, that the Court be judicially noticed of the 

FACTS ADMITTED within the herein submitted and referenced 

COMPLAINTS/ADMISSIONS OF FACT/OTHER DISPOSITIVE 

SUBMISSIONS of THE KAUL CASES. Although, the first of THE KAUL 
CASES, Kl, was filed on February 22, 2016, and the most recent, Kl 1-18, on 

March 25, 2024, their factual foundation began in or around 2005/2006, shortly 

after Petitioner invented and successfully performed in a free-standing outpatient 

surgical center the first minimally invasive spinal fusion. 

SUBMITTED: 

JULY 28, 2023: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 23-CV-22582 (SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 

FLORIDA} CK 11-15): COMPLAINT - FACTS NOT DENIED, AND THUS 

ADMITTED PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b){6) (APPENDIX A). 

NOVEMBER 28. 2023: KAUL v BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD: 23-CV-00518 

(DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY} (Kl 1-11}: ADMISSIONS OF FACT 

(APPENDIX B). 

2 
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DECEMBER 4. 2023: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 23-CV-22582 <SOUTHERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA} CKI 1-15): ADMISSIONS OF FACT AS TO 

DEFENDANT KENNETH MURPHY (APPENDIX C). 

FEBRUARY 2, 2024: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 23-CV-22582 (SOUTHERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) (Kl 1-15): ORDER SETTING TRIAL AND PRE

TRIAL SCHEDULE, REQUIRING MEDIATION, AND REFERRING CERTAIN 

MA TIERS TO MAGISTRATE JUDGE (APPENDIX D). 

FEBRUARY 16. 2024: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 23-CV-22582 (SOUTHERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) (Kl 1-15): ORDER ON DEFENDANTS MOTION TO 

DISMISS (CASE DISMISSED) (D.E. 58) (APPENDIX E) 

MARCH 15, 2024: KAUL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 (EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA) (Kll-17): ADMISSIONS OF FACT AS TO 

DEFENDANT ROBERT FRANCIS HEARY (APPENDIX f). 

MARCH 15, 2024: KAUL v ICE: 21-CV-06992 (SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 

NEW YORK) (Kl 1-7): PURPORTED ORDER OF RESPONDENT JAMES 

PAUL OETKEN (APPENDIX G). 

APRIL 25.2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 (EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA) (Kl 1-17): ADMISSIONS OF FACT AS TO 

DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE (APPENDIX H). 

3 
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REFERENCED: 

FEBRUARY 22. 2016: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 <S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.} 

(Kl}: COMPLAINT <D.E. 1)- FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO 

RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JUNE 8, 2016: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 <S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.} (Kl}: 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 57)- FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

AUGUST 10, 2017: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.) <Kl}: 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT (D.E. 208) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

SEPTEMBER 26, 2017: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.) 

<KD: SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 209} FACTS NOT DENIED 

AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

OCTOBER 27, 2017: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.) 

(Kl): SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 214)- FACTS NOT DENIED 

AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

FEBRUARY 22, 2018: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 <S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.} 

<Kl}: SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 231} FACTS NOT DENIED 

AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

4 
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APRIL 9. 2018: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 18-CV-08086 <S.D.N.Y. - D.NJ.} (K2): 

COMPLAINT (D.E. 2) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

MAY 11. 2018: KAUL v CHRISTIE; 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.} (KI}: 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 239) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JUNE4. 2018: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.NJ.} (Kl}: 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT (D.E. 241}-FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

SEPTEMBER 20. 2018: KAUL v STOLZ: 18-01489 (U.S.B.C.-D.NJ,) (K4}: 

ADVERSARY COMPLAINT (D.E. 1} -FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

OCTOBER 29. 2018: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 (S.D.N.Y. - D.N.J.} 

(Kl): SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 268)- FACTS NOT DENIED 

AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JULY 23. 2019: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 18-CV-08086 (S.D.N.Y. - D.NJ.) (K2}; 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT (D.E. sm - FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

APRIL 4. 2019: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 19-CV-13477 <S.D.N.Y. - D.NJ.} <K3}: 

COMPLAINT <D,E, 2) -FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

5 
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OCTOBER I, 2019: KAUL v FEDERATION: 19-CV-3050 <D.D.C.-D.N.J.) 

<K5); COMPLAINT <D,E. 1)- FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO 

RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JUNE 18, 2020: KAUL v FEDERATION; 20-CV-01612 <D.D.C.) <K7): 

COMPLAINT (D.E. l) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JANUARY l l, 2021: KAUL v FEDERATION: 21-CV-00057 <N.D.T.) <Kl 1-ll: 

COMPLAINT <D.E. 3) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

FEBRUARY 5,2021: KAUL v ALLSTATE; 21-CV-00736 (NORTHERN 

DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS) (Kl l-3): COMPLAINT (D.E. I) - FACTS NOT 

DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

FEBRUARY 24,2021: KAUL v BOSTON PARTNERS: 21-CV-10326 

<DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS) (Kl 1-2): COMPLAINT (D.E. I) - FACTS • 

NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

MARCH 30, 2021: KAUL v MURPHY: 21-CV-00439 <DISTRICT OF 

CONNECTICUT- D.N.J.) <Kl 1:4): COMPLAINT (D.E. 1)- FACTS NOT 

DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

APRIL 8, 2021: KAUL v MURPHY: 2 l-CV-00439 ((DISTRICT OF 

CONNECTICUT-D,N.J.) {Kll-4): AMENDED COMPLAINT (D.E. IO)-

6 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 9 of 126U~yA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 4-1 Filed: 05/15/2024 Pg: 8 of 12 Total Pages:(8 of 303) 

FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE 

ADMITTED. 

JUNE 15. 2021: KAUL v MURPHY: 21-CV-13063 (S.D.N.Y. D.N.J.) (Kl 1-9): 

COMPLAINT (D.E. 1) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

AUGUST 19, 2021: KAUL v ICE: 21-CV-06992 <S,D.N.Y.) <Kl 1-7): 

COMPLAINT (D.E. 1) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

SEPTEMBER 13. 2021: KAUL v ICE: 21-CV-06992 <S.D.N.Y.) (Kl 1-7}: 

AMENDED COMPLAINT <D.E. 14}- FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT 

TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JANUARY 27, 2023: KAUL v BCBS: 23-CV-00518 <D.N.J.) (Kl l-11}; 

COMPLAINT (D.E. 1) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

MARCH 9, 2023: KAUL v ICE: 23-CV-2016 <S.D.N.Y.) <Kl 1-10): COMPLAINT 
' 

(D.E. 1)- FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY 

ARE ADMITTED. 

MAY 24. 2023: KAUL v US SAN DIEGO PACE PROGRAM: 23-CV-00955 

<SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA} <K 11-8): COMPLAINT (D.E. 1) -

FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE 

ADMITTED. 

7 
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JUNE 22, 2023: KAUL v GEICO: 23-CV-22325 (SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 

FLORIDA} <Kt l-14}; COMPLAINT <D.E. U-FACTS NOT DENIED AND 

PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JUNE 27, 2023: KAUL y CHRISTIE/MURPHY: 23-CV-03473 <D.NJ.} (Kl 1-15}: 

COMPLAINT <D,E. I) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JULY 27, 2023: KAUL v PINILIS; 23-CV-04107 {DN J .} (Kl 1-16}; 

COMPLAINT <D.E. 1) - FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 

8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

JULY 28. 2023: KAUL v CHRISTIE/MURPHY; 23-CV-22582 <SOUTHERN 

DISTRICT OF FLORIDA} (Kl 1-15): FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT (D.E. 4) 

-FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE 

ADMITTED. 

NOVEMBER 20, 2023: KAUL y CPEP: 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT 

OF NORTH CAROLINA} <Kl 1-17): COMPLAINT (D.E.1)-FACTS NOT 

DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

DECEMBER 12. 2023: KAUL v BLUE CROSS BLUE SHIELD ASSOCIATION 

<NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA} CKI 1-22): COMPLAINT (D.E. 1) -

FACTS NOT DENIED AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE 

ADMITTED. 

8 
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FEBRUARY 14, 2024: KAUL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 (Kl 1-17): RESPONSE TO 

DEFENDANTS CHRISTIE/SOLOMON FEBRUARY 15, 2024, SUBMISSION 

'NOTICE OF SUGGESTION OF SUBSEQUENTLY CONTROLLING 

AUTHORITY' (D.E. 53) + LEITER TO U.S.C.A. FOR FIRST CIRCUIT RE: 

FEBRUARY 9, 2024 'JUDGMENT' IN CASE NO. 21-1686 (D.E. 54). 

MARCH 13, 2024: KAUL v CPRP: 23-CV-00672 <Ktt-17}; ORDER FOR 
DISCOVERY PLAN ID.E. 65}. 

MARCH 18, 2024: KAUL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 (Kl 1-17): 'NOTICE OF 

ORDER BY THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTERN 

DISTRICT OF NEW YORK REQUIRING PLAINTIFF TO WITHDRAW HIS 

CLAIMS AGAINST DEFENDANT CHRISTIE IN THIS ACTION.' (D.E. 72). 

MARCH 25, 2024: KAUL v OETKEN: 24-CV-00185 (EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} <KI 1-18): COMPLAINT (D.E. 1)-FACTS NOT DENIED 

AND PURSUANT TO RULE 8(b)(6), THEY ARE ADMITTED. 

APRIL 12, 2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} <Kl 1-17): REPORT OF THE PARTIES PLANNING 

MEEfING (D.E. 90). 

APRIL 12, 2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} {Kl 1-17): PLAINTIFF KAUL'S SUR-REPLY TO 

DEFENDANTS MOTION TO VACATE DISCOVERY ORDER AND 

DEADLINES (D.E. 91). 

9 
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APRIL 18, 2024: KAUL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} (Kll-17): PLAINTIFFKAUL'S REQUEST FOR THE 

COURT TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF 

EVIDENCE 201, OF DOCUMENTS RELEVANT TO DEFENDANT 

FEDERATION OF STATE MEDICAL BOARDS (D.E. 94). 

APRIL 25, 2024: KAUL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} (Kll-17): FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR 

ADMISSIONS AS TO DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE (D.E. 96-3). 

APRIL 30, 2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} (Kl 1-17): PLAINTIFF KAUL'S REQUEST FOR THE 

COURT TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF 

EVIDENCE 201, OF THE OPINION OF THE U.S.C.A. FOR THE FIFTH 

CIRCUIT IN JARKESY v. SEC. (D.E. 103). 

MAY 3, 2024: KA UL v CPEP; 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH 

CAROLINA} <KI 1-17): DEFENDANT CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE'S 

MOTION TO COMPEL PLAINTIFF'S COMPLIANCE WITH S.D.N.Y. ORDER 

TO WITHDRAW CLAIMS (D.E. 105). 

MAY 3, 2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672fEASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH 

CAROLINA} (Kll-17): ORDER VACATING MARCH 13, 2024,ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY PLAN (D.E. 107). 

MAY 7, 2024: KAUL y CPEP: 23-CV-00672 <EASTERN DISTRICT OF 

NORTH CAROLINA} <Kl 1-17): PLAINTIFF KAUL'S 

10 
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RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ALLSTATE'S APRIL 30, 2024 'NOTICE.OF 

FILING' (D.E.102) RE:_PURPORTED OBJECTION TO ISSUANCE OF 
l)OCUMENT SUBPOENAS (D.E. 108). 

MAY7, 2024: KAUL v CPEP: 23~CV-00672 (EASTERN DlSTRICTOF 

NORTH CAROLINA) (Kl 1"17): PLAINTJFFKAUL'S REPLY TO 

DEFENDANT CHRTS1'1E'S MOTION FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER AS:TO 

THE REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS OF FACT (D.E.109}. . ' . . . . 

MAY 7, 2024: KA UL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 !EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH. ' • . ' - - . 
CAROLINA)(Kl 1 ~ 17): LETTER FROM PETITIONER TO DISTRICT COURT 

REGARDING RESPONDENTS ACTS OF OBSTRUC'l'ING JUSTICE (D.E. 

1.12). 

[ceitifythat the above sfatements are ttlle and accurate to :the best of my 

knqwk:ilge. and that if it is proved th::it I willfuUy and knowing! y inisrepresented 

the facts, then I ,~ill be subject to punishn1ent. 

Ot\TEO: MAY 14, 2024 
RlCI-!ARD ARJUN KAUt.,.MD 

cc:AIICounsel 0 Partics ofRecord in KJ 1,17/Kl 1~18. 

11 
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Stephen Brint Carlton, JD 
Executive Director 
P.O. Box2018 
Austin, TX 78768-2018 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

APRIL 11, 2024 

Re: Application for license to practice medicine and surgery 

Dear Mr. Carlton. 

I write this letter in furtherance of my August 19, 2020, letter to you (copy enclosed), to re
ascertain whether I would be granted a license to practice medicine and surgery in your state, 
based on the facts set forth in the August 19, 2020, letter. 

Please note that if your response is anything other than I would be granted a license, it will 
constitute a "new racketeering injury", and will provide a legal basis for the submission in the 
United States District Court of a "new" RICO claim. It will also constitute further evidence of 
ongoing/"new" injuries caused to my life/liberty/property/reputation by The Kaul Cases 
Defendants and others. 

Please note that if I receive no response by May 11, 2024, then this too will constitute evidence 
of ongoing/"new" injuries caused to my life/liberty/property/reputation by The Kaul Cases 
Defendants and others. 

If, however, by May 11, 2024, you confirm that based on the submitted information, I would be 
granted a license, then I shall file the necessary forms for verification of 
education/training/experience. 

I thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

1 
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PLEASE RESPOND TO: 

drrichardkaul@gmail.com 

2 
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NWAMAKA C. ANO.WI 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

Filed: 06/18/2024 Pg: 1 of 5 

www.drrichardl<aul.com 

MAY 24, 2024 

LE\N[S F. POWELL JR COURT OF APPEALS 
i100EASTMAIN STREET, 5u1rEsoi 
RICHMOND, VA 23219, ,· 

RE: KAUL v GPEP ET AL. 
23-GV~00672 

Kll-17 
JUDICIAL NOTICE RE: NOTICE.OF INVALIDITY OF DISTRICT COlJRT ORDER 

Dear Clerk.of the C'?urt; 

~lea~e fini:l subrnitted a copyofa ~NOTICE'O.F INVALIDITY/'FRAUD ON THE COURT' filed in the" 
U~ite_d States Dis.trict _Court.for th_f.Eastern District.of North Carolina i.n the above matter. 

lthankyou fciryour·attention to this.matter. 

Y6Urs sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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www.drrichardkaul.com 

CLERK OF THE COURT 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 
310 NEW BERN AVENUE 
ROOM 610 
RALEIGH, NC 27601-1441 

RE: KAUL v CPEP 
23-CV-00672 
Kll-17 

JUNE 15, 2024 

NOTICE OF INVALIDITY OF ORDER/'FRAUD ON THE COURT' 

Dear Clerk of the Court, 

Please accept this letter as notice of the invalidity and 'Fraud on the Court' of the June 14, 
2024, ORDER (D.E. 113) and JUDGMENT (D.E. 114), the knowing invalidity and fraudulence of 
which stems from the fact that Chief Judge Richard E. Myers is conflicted consequent to his 
adversarial status with me in the U.S.C.A. for the 4th Circuit in the matter of RICHARD ARJUN 
KAUL. MD v JAMES PAUL OETKEN. ESQ: 24-CV-00185/4TH CIRCUIT CASE NO. 24-1417. Thus, the 
law did not and does not provide Judge Myers the authority as to any ministerial/adjudicative 
functions within the case, and Judge Myers knew and knows that he ought to have recused 
himself. 

Therefore, Kll-17 remains active for all purposes, including that related to the RELIEF 
REQUESTED IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT (CASE NO. 
24-1417 D.E. 9-1 PAGE 30 OF 33) (Exhibit 1) and I do request that Kll-17 be reassigned to 
another judge and the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN be re-Issued. 

I thank you for your attention to this matter. 

1 
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RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD, 

c_c:. All Counsel o,f rec_ord 
!:lerl< of the.C.ourt for the U.5,CA. for the 4th Circuit 

2 
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Doc: 12 
Doc: 9-1 

Filed: 06/18/2024 
Filed: 05/2rl/2024 

Pg: 4 of 5 
Pg: 30 of 31 

RELIEF REffiJESTED 

Total Pages:(30 of 33) 

1. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests the Coun Issue an order to the district coun as to facts 

within Kl 1-17 with a direct connection to the issues on appeal, that causes the district coun to 

vacate in Kl 1-17 its May 3, 2024, ORDER (D.E. 107) vacating its March 13, 2024, ORDER 

FOR DISCOVERY PLAN. 

2. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests the Coun issue an order to the district coun as to facts 

within Kl 1-17 with a direct connection to the issues on appeal, that causes the district court to 

reinstate in Kl 1-17 its March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (D.E. 65). 
I 

3. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests this Coun hold that the restricted jurisdictional limits of 

the September 12, 2022, purported injunction in Kl 1-7 is established by the exact wording set 

forth in the document, a fact clarified by Petitioner on April 12, 2024, as per CASE NO, 24= 

1417·APPENDIX-0184TO 0187 and a fact not denied and thus admitted by Kll-17 Defendants. 

4. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests this Coun, in light of all the admitted facts of The Kaul 

Cm&(USCA4 Appeal; 24-1417 Doc· 4-1 tn 4-9 Pa~ I IQ 303 of303} provide any and all relief 

it believes is equitable, will serve the interests of justice and will enlighten Defendants as to 

future proceedings in Kl 1-17. 

30 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WESTERN DIVISION 
CASE NO. 5:23-CV-672-M-KS 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL., ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 
~ ) 

) 
CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED ) 
EDUCATION FOR PHYSICIANS, et al., ) 

Defendants. ) 

ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN 

Pursuant to Rule 16(b) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the Court will enter a scheduling order in this 
case. The Rule 26(1) meeting must occur by 4/12/2024. The attorneys ofrecord and all unrepresented parties that 
have appeared in the case are jointly responsible for arranging the conference and for attempting in good faith to 
agree on the proposed discovery plan. The discovery plan mus.t be submitted to the Court within fourteen (14) 
days after the 26(1) meeting. 

Please confer with opposing counsel and present to the Court a discovery plan in accordance with the Rule 26 
Report of the Parties' Planning Meeting form, available on the district's website. Pursuant to Rule 16(b), the 
planning meeting required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(1) and the discovery plan contemplated by this request are a 
mandatory part of the process of formulating a scheduling order. If counsel cannot agree on a discovery plan, please 
submit your respective positions to the Clerk of Court, and the Court will resolve the disputed issues. Following 
court approval, modifications of the scheduling order will be allowed only by motion and for good cause shown. 

Mandatory initial disclosures must be made within fourteen (14) days after the Rule 26(1) conference 
unless (I) a different time is set by stipulation of parties or court order, or (2) a party objects during the 26(1) 
conference and states the objection and the response thereto in the discovery plan. Absent a stipulation or court 
order, any party first served or otherwise joined after the 26(f) conference must make these disclosures within thirty 
(30) days after being served or joined. Failure to disclose information required by Rule 26(a) or 26(e)(l) may 
subject the offending party or parties to sanctions pursuant to Rule 37, Fed. R. Civ. P. 

Note that Local Rule 7. I requires that all motions ( except those relating to the admissibility of evidence at 
trial) must be filed within 30 days after the conclusion of discovery. Untimely motions may be summarily denied. 
Also, note that cases are currently being docketed for trial 60 to 90 days after discovery expires with a final pretrial 
conference scheduled approximately two weeks prior to trial. 

This district now mandates mediation, pursuant to Local ADR Rule 101, for civil cases in specified 
categories. Refer to Local ADR Rule 10 I. la and other relevant rules to determine the applicability of the 
mediation requirement to this case. The parties in cases subject to mandatory mediation must discuss 
mediation plans at the 26(1) conference and report their plans in the discovery plan, pursuant to Local ADR 
Rule 101.la(b). 

SO ORDERED this the 13th day of March, 2024. 

Isl Peter A. Moore, Jr. 
Clerk of Court 

Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 65 Filed 03/13/24 Page 1 of 1 
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INVALIDATING A JUDGMENT FOR FRAUD 
... AND THE SIGNIFICANCE OF 

FEDERAL RULE 60(b) 
By W. DEAN" WAoNE&• 

When it can be proved that a judgment of a court was ob
tained by fraud, the question ·arises whether or not it can be set 
aside and a new trial had. The problem to be discussed here is 
when can relief be obtained. Two different procedures are to be 
distinguished : 

1. A motion in the court that rendered the judgment. 
2. An independent action to set the judgment aside 
brought in the same court or a different court. 

Our concern here is with independent action of the kind brought 
in the federal courts. Federal Rule 601 was amended radically in 
1946, altering considerably the former rule regarding the setting 
aside of judgments. The new rule (so far as pertinent) provides: 

"(b) ... Fraud, etc. On motion and upon such terms 
as are just, the court may relieve a party or hlB legal • 
representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding • 
for the following reasons: 
(3) fraud (whether heretofore denominated intrinsic or 
extrinsic), ... The motion shall be made ... not more than 
one year after the judgment, order, or proceeding was 
entered or taken . . . This rule d,oes 11ot limit the power 
of a court to entertain an indqumd,ent aotwn ... or to set 
aside a Judgment for fraud upon the court." (Emphasis 
added) • 

The rule thus expressly provides that either intrinsic or extrin
sic fraud will constitute ground for upsetting a judgment if a mo
tion is made within one year. But whether not only extrinsic but 
also intrinsic fraud will constitute sufficient ground for upsetting a 
judgment after the expiration of the year period is uncertain. 
The plain language of the rule seems to give carte blanohe authority 
to a court to grant relief at anytime for any type of fraud. But 
recent judicial interpretations of the rule point out questions that 
deserve consideration. 

• 3rd year law student, Duke University; A.ll. Colgote, 1950. 
• 28 U,S.C.A. Rule 60; 28 U. B. C. ~ 1655, 
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42 Dun: BAR JOURNAL 

What is "fraud upon the court" within the memrlng of Rule 
60's saving clause and how is this to be distinguished from intrinsic 
and extrinsic fraud Y Did the framers of the rule intend to authorize 
the setting aside of judgments for intrinsic as well as for extrinsic 
fraud in any caseY Were different standards of fraud required for 
the "independent action" mentioned in the rule than were re
quired for setting aside a judgment for "fraud on the court" Y 
Rule 60(b) is so phrased as to imply that "fraud on the court" 
is a ground for invalidation of a judgment different from the 
grounds which will sustain an "independent action"; the clauses 
using these phrases are separated by another dealing with a quite 
distinct subject. Was the framers' intent to apply three different 
rules : one as to direct motions, another as to independent actions not 
involving "fraud on the court," and a third as to attacks involving 
"fraud on the court." It seems doubtful that this distinction is 
sound; for as commentators have suggested,• it is difficult to see 
why any and every instance of fraud is not "fraud upon the 
court." 

The framers' intention is best indicated in the Advisory Com
mittee's discusion of the rule.• 

• "The amendment ... [makes] ... fraud an express ground 
, for relief by motion ; and· under the saving clanse, fraud 

may be urged as a ground for relief by independent action 
insofar as established doctrine permits.4 • • • And the rule 
expressly does not limit the power of the court to give 
relief under the saving clause. As an iU1t,Stratio11, of tho 
sit11atu111, see Hazel-Atlas Glass Co. v. Hartford Empiro Co. 
(322 U.S. 238 (1944)]." (Italics added.) 

"Fraud on the court" as a word of art was new nomenclature 
introduced in the 1946 amendment to Federal Rule 60, Because 
of the definite reference to Hazel-Atlas Glass Oo. v. Hartford Em
pire Co.,• an examination of this case is imperative for a full under
standing of the meaning of the phrase. 

Hartford, in support of an application for a patent, submitted 
to the Patent Office an article referring to the contested process as a 

• Moore and Bogers, Feileral Bells/ fr<>m Cl1ril Jvilgments, 65 YALE L. J. 
623 (1946), n. 268 at p. 692. 

' 28 U.B.O.A. following Rule 60, at p. 313. 
"The Committee note cites Moore and llogers, op. oif. supra note 2, o.nd 3 

MoOJUl, FEDE&AL l'RAOTI<ra, (1st ed.), § 60.03, p. 3266. But the meonlDg of 
this reference defilling and expla.lD!ng the rule is ambiguous be04use thoeo two 
authorities cite the confliet of opinion which is noted In this comment. 

• 322 U.S. 238 (19H). 
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"revolutionary device." Although the article was written by 
Hartford's officials, it was signed by an impartial outsider. This 
article was instrument.al in persuading the Patent Office to grant 
the application. Hartford then sued Hazel charging infringement 
of the patent. The Court of Appeals reversed the district court's 
dismissal of the complaint, largely ·beca11Se of the spurious article. 
Finally, Hazel capitulated and paid Hartford $1,000,000 and en
tered into a licensing agreement. The information about the fraud 
was brought to light about ten years later. Hazel then instituted 
action to have the judgment against it set aside and the judgment 
of the district court re-instated. When this case reached the 
Supreme Court, Mr. Justice Black, writing for the majority of a 
court divided 5-4, directed the district court to set aside its judg
ment in the first action entered pursuant to the Circuit Court of 
Appeals' mandate, and to re-instate its original judgment. The 
court said: 

" ... [The] general rule [is] that [federal courts will] 
not alter or set aside their judgments after the expiration 
of the term at which the judgments were finally entered 
. . . [But] every element of the fraud here disclosed de
mands the exercise of the historic power of equity to set 
aside the fraudulently begotten judgment. Here ... we 
find a deliberately planned and carefully executed scheme 
to defraud not only the Patent Office but the Circuit Court 
of Appeals ... The public welfare demands that the agen
cies of public justice be not so impotent that they must 
always be mute and helpless victims of deception and 
fraud ... " 0 

The opinion did not refer to the distinetion between extrinsic 
or intrinsic fraud. Prior to this case there had been two conflicting 
Supreme Court decisions, the earlier one holding that an inde
pendent action to set aside a judgment can be founded only upon 
extrinsic fraud, the other holding that intrinsic fraud suffices. The 
court's failure to characterize the fraud practiced by Hartford 
justified a belief that a liberal doctrine was to be applied in the 
federal courts, and that fraud synonymous with the HarlforiL fraud 
would be a basis for relief. Since the HarlforiL case was used by 
the Advisory Committee to define the term "fraud on the court," 
what this case means is what Federal Rule 60(b) means. 

• lil, at 244, 245. 
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Fraud as Ground for Independent Attack 
Before Rule 60 (b) 

It has generally been stated that "the acts for which a court 
of equity will on account of fraud set aside or aunul a judgment 
or decree between the same parties rendered by a court of com
petent jurisdiction have relation to frauds extrinsic or collateral to 
the matter tried by the first court, and not to a fraud in the matter 
on which the decree was rendered. nr There is little doubt that 
the majority stste rule is that the only type of fraud for which a 
court of equity will upset a judgment is extrinsic fraud; that in
trinsic fraud does not afford ground for relief.• The statement 
of the law is clear, but its application can lead to perplexities be
cause it often will be difficult to categorize the fraud in question. 0 

The Supreme Court has added confusion by rendering in consistent 
decisions relating to the type of fraud needed to upset a judgment; 
in one case stating flatly that extrinsic fraud only would be ground 
for setting aside a judgment in an independent attnek10 and in a 
later decision allowing intrinsic fraud to constitute ground for 
setting a judgment aside. 11 It has been suggested that the rule of 
the earlier Throckmorton case (extrinsic fraud only) and the rule 
of the later Marshall case (intrinsic fraud suffices)'" are not in 

• United States v. Throckmorton, 98 U. S. 611 68 (1878). 
' Cf. lb:s~ATEMEN'l', JUDGl>IEN~S, i 126 with i 121. See FBEEUAN, JUDO• 

"""'""• i 1233; 3 MOO"", Fm>EB.AL l'&ACTICE, (let ed. 1938), i 60.03; 120 
A.L.11,, 386. Extrlnaic fraud is illustrated by MoGulnneee v. Superior Court, 
196 Cal 222, 237 l'ac. 42 (1925)1 whore the fraud alleged woe the failure to 
notify interested parties of the pondeno;y of a suit, Metzger v. Tamer, 158 
l'.2d 701 (Okla. Sup. Ct. 1945) illustrated an application of intrineio fraud. 
The defendent m an action to qulet title wherein a default judgment hod boon 
entered against him sought to have tho judgment vacated on the ground of 
fraud, alleging that the pla.intiff had mode foleo ollegatione that he hod good 
title, and falsely alleged thot be was in possoesion when in fact be was not, 
It wa.e held thot tho fraud compla.lned of ,. .. lntrlneic froud going to the 
actual or potential issues in the original suit and was tborofore 1nsuroclont 
ground on whioh to vacate the judgment. Soo Noto, 24 TEl<. L. IIEv. 233. 

• It ie "a ·journey Into futility to attempt to distin.guieh hetwoen extrinsic 
ond Intrinsic mattor.'' Moore and :Rogers, op. o!t. supra note 2 at IJ• 658. 

io l!nited States v. Throckmorton, supra note 1. 
"Marshall v. Holmes, 141 U. S. 589 (1891). 
i:s United States v. Throckmorton, supra note 11 wo.s a bill in chancery, tho 

plaintiff soeking to have tho court sot aside the con.6.rmation of a land grant. 
The fraud alleged wa.e. that the defendant had obtained an illogol land grant 
from a Mexican official who had no authority to glvo it. Thora ,voro othor 
perjured documents involved. The Supreme Court doniod rollof. In 
Marshall v. Holmes, wpra note 11, after the close of the term, the defendont 
against whom the judgmonts were rondered filed a. potition 1n tho same court 
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confilct. 13 But a reading of the recent cases demonstrates that 
different circuits disagree about the effect of these two decisions 
and are consequently applying dlJferent standards. 

The third circuit m Publieker v. Sliallcross14 thought that the 
Throckmorton ease was no longer law. R.ejeetmg the contention 
that it was without power to mvalidate a judgment obtained by 
mtrinsic fraud, the Court of .Appeals, citing the MarsluzlZ case, 
said: "We do not consider ourselves bound by [the Throckmorton] 
case for ... we do not believe it is the law of the Supreme Court 
today . . . " 16 The court appended the comment: ". . . [The] 
truth is more important than the trouble it takes to get it." 

On the other hand, the 8th circuit in PMUips Petroleum Co. v. 
J enkins1° held that the Throokmorton case was still law. This was 
an action for relief from a tort judgment against the appellant 
on the ground that defendant had simulated an injury and dis
ability and conspired with a physician to deceive examming doc
tors. The court, citing the Throokmorton case, said: "Courts of 
the United States ... will not deprive a party of the benefit of a 
judgment ... on account of intrinsic fraud.' " 7 

The Supreme Court has never clarified its position. 19 But the 
type of fraud involved in the Hartford, case would lead to a tenta
tive conclusion that at least some types of intrinsic fraud could be 
for the 1U1Dulment of the judgment upon the ground that the judgment hod 
been obtoined through the uee of false testimony o.nd forged letters. The 
Supreme Conrt granted relief. 

"See Chicogo, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. v. Callicotte, 267 Fed. 799 (8th Cir. 1920), 
cert denied 255 U. B. 570 (1921) ; 16 A.L.R. 386. 

11 106 F.2d 949 (3rd Cir. 1989), 126 A.L.R. 886, cerl denied 308 U. S. 624 
(1940). 

" Id. 106 F.2d at 950. 
"91 F.2d 183 (8th Cir. 1937). 
"Id. at 187. 
H This ineonsiateney in the federal courts was attempted to be resolved in 

Crover v. Fnurot, 64 Fed. 241 (C.C.N.D. ID. 1894), re11ersed 76 Fed. 257 (7th 
Cir. 1896), cerlif. dismissed 162 U. B. 435 (1896), where the court, "feellDg 
that United States v. Throckmorton o.nd Marsholl v. Holmes were In direot 
conflict and not Jm.owing which wn.s to govem, sent the case to the Bnpreme 
Court on o. eerti1lco.te of importance. The Supreme Court refused to bear 
the merits, disposing of the case on a technicality as to the validity of the use 
of !> certilicata of lmporto.nce." 3 MOOB>; FEDEl!.AL PRAOTIOE, (lat ed.), 
~ 60.03, n. 17, p. 3268. 

A la.w writer in 21 CoL, L, lt&v. 268 commented, '' As for the federo.l 
role . . , it must remain unsettled. Since the courts are o.t liberty to cite 
either line of authority, and do so o.s sults their convenience, the only possible 
o.nswer in spite of repeated assertions to the contrary that the federal rule iB 
clear Is that there Is no fedsral rule at alL" 
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grounds for upsetting a judgment. Mr. Justice Black's assertion 
that the "agencies of public justice [are] not so impotent that they 
must always be mute and helpless victims of deception and fraud 
• • • "' 9 would apply to deception committed by intrinsic fraud us 
well as deception by extrinsic fraud. Perjury is considered intrin• 
eic fraud and since the false article utilized by Hartford seems 
analogous to perjured evidence there is strong ground for arguing 
that the more h"beral Marshall role was adopted as the federal rule. 
But, because of the ambiguity of the Supreme Court's position, we 
find two divergent attitudes expressed among the circuits. The 
lower federal circuits have been permitted to select the remedial 
attitude they prefer, in spite of what was a muted command to the 
contrary in Hazel,..Atl,as (11,ass 11. Hartford,. 

Application of Rule 60 (b) 
As has been seen, the amendment to Federal Rule 60(b) in

troduced the term "fraud on the court" ond no distinction was 
drawn between extrinsic and intrinsic fraud in the saving clause?• 
Because of the conflicting viewpoints of the cases up to 1946 it is 
difficult to ascertain what wos intended by this new term. But 
unless the saving clause of the rule was intended to recognize some 
type of in trinsio fraud us ground for relief in an independent 
action, the reference to the Hart ford, deeision has no meaning. 

Certainly it can be validly argued that Hartford, impliedly sug
gested that the Marshall case overruled the Tlirockmorton, case 
and that the Marshall rule was the rule of the federal courts. The 
Supreme Court's failure to limit the application of the fraud doc• 

"Ibid. Yr. Justice Black ntso said"• .. tampering with the odmlni,tro\1011 
of justice oe inilillputably eholVll here involves far more thon Injury to "elnglo 
litigant. It ie a wrong against the institutions set up to protect and snf~ 
gnard the public, lnetitatio11S in which fraud cnnnot complacently bo toleroted 
oo!lSiatent with the good order of society." 

Two cases decided by the supreme Court citlllg the IIarlforil case fail to 
ehed much light on the meaning the court atll>ched to the deeleion, Unlvoreol 
Oil Products Co. v. Boot llefinillg Co,, 828 U. B. 576 (1945), cited the IIarlforil 
caee and said at p. 580, "The inherent power of a federol court to lnveetlgato 
whether a judgment was obtained by fraud is beyond queelion." But in 
Knauer v. United States, 328 U. B. 654 (1946), Mr. Justice Frwikfurter inti• 
mated that the exclneio.n of lntrinslc fraud as a ground for relief might sWI 
be the rnle. 

"Becall that the rule expressly provides that either lntrineio or extrinsic 
f1"'ud can be ground for relief by motion to the court that renaered tho juag
ment. 
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trine to extrinsic fraud indieated an intent to utilize a more liberal 
doctrine and to accord injured litigants a wider basis for relief. 
However, whatever the intent of the Supreme Court, the contention 
that the Marshali rule was the rule of the federal courts ( 11is-a-vis 
the Hartford case) was soon rejected by a lower federal court. 

Prior to the adoption of Rule 60 (b) 's amendment in 1946, the 
Court of Customs and Patent Appeals had before it in J osserand 
11. Tay1,o,41 a petition for leave to file a bill of review in the patent 
office, the plaintiff claiming that the defendant committed fraud in 
the interference proceeding in which priority of the invention had 
been awarded him. The fraud alleged was perjury, and the court 
said: 

"We are unable to [agree that the Hartford case held] 
that a judgment or decree rendered by a federal court at a 
former term,22 obtained by intrinsic fraud as distinguished 
from extrinsic or collateral fraud, should nullify a proceed
ing such as here involved ... We think it is evident from 
[that decision] that the Court was of the opinion that 'cer
tain officials and attorneys' of the Hartford Company had 
entered and carried out a conspiracy to defraud the Patent 
Office and the Circuit Court of Appeals and that such 
a conspiracy was not an intrinsic but an extrinsic or col
lateral fraud. " 23 

This decision is important, for if the court's interpretation of 
the Hartford case is correct the new Federal Rule becomes merely 
a re-statement of the old Throckmorton rule. And, J osserOI/UJ, 11. 

Taylor was followed, with respect to the meaning of Federal Rule 
G0(b), in Dowdy 11. HawfieW,.H The District of Columbia circuit 
was asked here to set aside the probate of a will because witnesses 
for the will had given perjured testimony. The court said: 

" ... [Rule 60(b)] stipulates that 'This rule does not limit 
the power of a court to entertain an independent action 
. . . to set aside a judgment for fraud upon the court.' 
The Supreme Court in United States v. Throckmorton ... 

"159 F.2d 249 (Ct. Oust. &, l'at. App. 1946). 
" This decision was rendered prior to the amendment to Federat Role 60. 

At thie time, the role regarding motions In the eourt that rendered the judg
ment was that a court could not npset a judgment rendered at a prior term. 
The amendment gave a year grace perlod. 

.:11:1 J'osserand v. Taylor, supra note 21 at 268. This decision Is consistent 
with the euggest!on that the Harlforil enee intended to apply a more liberal 
rnle to patent cases ooly. 

"189 F.2d 637 (D.O. Oir. 1951), cert. donieil 342 U. B. 830 (1952). 
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held that fraud must be 'extrinsic or collateral' to the 
matter tried by the first court, and not to a fraud in the 
matter in which the decree was rendered. Josserand v. 
Taylor ... affirmed this rule and in that case the Hartford 
case was held not to have changed the rule. " 20 

The effect of Federal Rule 60 (b) was thus summarily dismissed. 
The reasoning was: Federal Rule 60 (b) adopts the Hartford 
rule; Hartford in J osseranii, 11. Taylor was held to have been merely 
an application of the rule of the Throckmorton case; so the Tl,roc'@
morton rule is still law. The court gave no consideration to the 
possibility that the framers of the code intended to distinguish be
tween grounds for independent attack and grounds for upsetting a 
judgment for fraud on the court. 

Notwithstanding Dowdy 11. Hawfield,, this same District of 
Columbia circuit26 was asked in Dausuei 11. Da1=i• 1 to set aside 
a judgment of divorce because the deeree had been procured by 
perjury. This was a proceeding on a judgment creditor's bill for 
alimony wherein the husband filed a cross compliant seeking to set 
aside the divorce. The trial court dismissed the cross complaint 
and found generally for the wife. The Court of Appeals held that 
if the facts were as alleged in the cross complaint the decree of 
divorce could be vacated. Judge Edgerton said: 

"A court may at anytime set aside a judgment for after 
discovered fraud upon the court. Hazel-Atlas (}lass 11. 
Hartford . .. Rule 60(b) ... expressly does not limit the 
power of a court to entertain an action for that purpose." 
(Italics added.)28 

The court did not cite its previous ruling in Dowdy 11. Dowdy; and 
by ignoring the distinction between extrinsic or intrinsic fraud im
plied that it is no longer significant. 

New Jersey's Rule of Civil Practice 8 :60-2 is identieal to Fed
eral Rule 60(b). The New Jersey Supreme Court was asked in 
Shammas 11. Slwmm®29 to interpret the "fraud on the court" 
phrase. '.!'his was an action for divorce wherein the administrator 
of the estate of petitioner's second wife filed a petition to set aside 

"IiJ., 189 F.2d at 638. 
28 Difl:erent judges were sitting . 
., 195 F,2ci 774 (D.O. Oir. 1952), 
aa 18., at 775 . 
., 9 N. J. 321, 88 A.2d 204 (1952) ; se• also Lyster v. B•rb•ri•h, 65 A.2d 

632 (N, J. Super. App. Div. 1949); Williams v. D•Fabio, 65 A.2d 858 (N, J, 
Bupor, App. Div. 1949); and see 98 U. o:r PA. L. llEv, 117, n.2, 
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the divorce decree and adjudge petitioner guilty of contempt for 
wilfully giving false testimony in the divorce trial. .Although 
the court held that the admimstrators were strangers to the record 
and had no standing to attack the judgment, it (1) expressly re
jected the Throckmorton rule, (2) expresaly rejected the argument 
that if intrinsic fraud was allowed to upset judgments endless liti
gation would result, and (3) held that either intrinsic or extrinsic 
fraud was within the "fraud on the court" term. 

The New Jersey Supreme Court thus has done what the Su
preme Court has failed to do, i.e., it has attached a definite under
standing to the meaning of the phrase. 

Conclusion 

Rule 60(b) can be interpreted in at least three different ways. 
An independent action to set aside a judgment for fraud 

(1) may be grounded only upon extrinsic fraud, 
(2) may be grounded upon either extrinsic or intrinsic 
fraud, 
(3) may be grounded only upon extrinsic fraud, except in 
those instances where intrinsic fraud constitutes "fraud on 
the court." 

Until now, the courts have been concerned with whether or not 
"fraud on the court" includes at least some instance of intrinsic 
fraud or whether this phrase is controlled by the Throckmorton 
rule. However, the phrasing of Rule 60(b) permits the suggestion 
that "fraud on the court" is a ground for invalidation of a judg
ment different from the ground which will sustain an "independent 
action. " 30 Such a distinction, however, would tend to multiply 
the already existing confusion. 

The present conflict between the circuits stems from the con
flicting decisions rendered by the Supreme Court prior to the adop
tion of Rule 60 (b) and the ambiguity of the term "fraud on the 
court." The new rule makes it difficult to distinguish the type of 
fraud which must be availed of within one year, from fraud on 
the court, which may be urged at anytime. Why is every fraud not 
a fraud on the court Y But as long as the Courts of Appeals have 

~0 The rule states, "This rule does not limit the power of a court to entertain 
an independent action, [then a reference to proceedings in rem], or to set aside 
a judgment for fraud upon the court.'' Conceivably there nre three dlfferent 
c!rcumstances here, with a. dlfl'erent rule s.pplicable to asch. 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 34 of 126

50 Dmm BAB Jomm.u, 

:inconsistent authorities to cite, Rule 60(b) will stand for the 
Tltrockmorton rule or the Marsluui rule depending on the circuit. 

Courts refusing to recognize :intrinsic fraud es a basis for relief 
fear the recurring litigation that might result. "Endless litigation 
in which nothing was ever finally determined would be worse than 
occasional miscarriages of justice. " 31 Yet, on the other hand there 
is a natural desire to have the courts perform justice and to deny 
a man the profits of his own wrongdoing. "The notion that re
peated retrials of eases may be expected to follow ... the setting 
aside of judgments rendered on false testimony will not withstand 
critical analysis. Rather it is more logical to anticipate that the 
guilty litigant committing perjury ... will not risk pursuing the 
cause further. " 32 It is submitted, however, that it is wrong to 
have different consequenees depend on the type of fraud committed 
-that if "fraud vitiates a judgment" no difference should stem 
from the label attached to the fraud. The test, rather, should be, 
was the fraud of the type that the party had a real opportunity 
to litigate in the first action !33 If :in the opinion of a court a 
judgment was obtained through the utilization of false records and 
documents of which a party was justifiably unaware, then the 
judgment should be set aside, regardless of the fact that the fraud 
was intrinsic. On the other hand, if a party could have known 
of the fraud, and had a thorough opportunity to investigate the 
matter and through his own fault an adverse judgm1int was 
rendered, no relief should be available. 

Certainly the Supreme Court demonstrated an intent to broaden 
the scope of the fraud rule in the Hartford, case and that the 
framers of Federal Rule 60(b) 's term "fraud on the court" did 
not restate the Tltrockmorton rule alone. Had the latter been their 
purpose it seems reasonable to assume they would have said so. 
Contrary to the opinion in J osseraniL v. Taylrn-, mpra, it is sub
mitted that the Supreme Court adopted and applied the Marsluui 
rule in the Hartford case and demonstrated an intent to liberalize 
the federal rule and that Federal Rule 60 (b) was an expression 
of this intent formalized in a rule of procedure, 

"Fawcett v. Atherton, 298 Mich. 362, 299 N.W, 108; noted lD 40 MICH. L. 
REv. 598. 

"'f!hammas v, Shammaa, 9 N. J, 321, 88 A..2d 204 (1952), 
"'See, 98 U. OF PA. L. REV. 117; other law notes discussing lDtrlDsic nnd 

OJttriDsic fraud rules are 22 R".mv, L. REv, 600; 49 HARv. L. REV, 327; 21 
CoL, L, REV, 268 l 21 ILL, L, Rl:v, 833 l 28 GEO, L, J, 848 l 36 ILL, L. REV, 
894; 24 TEX. L, REv, 223 l 12 Col!.NELL L, Q, 385, 
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The interpretation of New Jersey's Supreme Court stems from 
a more realistic understanding of the intention of the framers of 
Federal Rule 60 (b) and of the more sensible application of the 
doctrine of fraud upsetting judgments. S< The Throckmorton rule 
leads to anomalous results: of X obtaining relief because his ad
versary kept one of X's witnesses away from the courtroom and 
induced the witness not to testify, while Y's judgment against hlm 
would stand even though his adversary bribed one of Y's witnesses 
to utter false testimony on the witness stand. The label extrinsic 
or intrinsic adds nothing-and justice should not be predicated 
on words. • 

Until now no tests have been recommended for defining "fraud 
on the court." Perhaps the rationalization announced in Haddm 
v. Rumsey Product:/'• by the district court for the Western district 
of New York is as wise as possible : 

"Out of deference to the deep rooted policy in favor of the 
repose of judgments ... courts of equity have been cautious 
in exercising their power [in upsetting judgments] ... 
But when the occasion has demanded, where enforcement 
of the judgment is 'manifestly unconscionable' ... they 
have wielded the power without hesitation. " 86 

Until the Supreme Court re-defines its position the "manifestly 
unconscionable" test will be the only test, and it will remain, as it 
has been, that despite Federal Rule 60 (b) there is no federal rule at 
all. 

0
' Shammaa v. Shammaa, supra note 821 88 A.2d at 208, "[U]pon princlple, 

we hold that rellef for fraud upon the court may be allowed UJ1der Olll' l'1lle 
whether the fraud charged is denominated intrins!e or extrinsic.'' 

"96 F.Supp, 988 (W.D.N.Y. 1951). 
"Id. ot 993. 
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1. Preface+ Overview of Plaintiffs Legal Claims 

2. This case is about rampant corruption within American state medical boards, that has, 
over the last decade worsened in the most pernicious manner, unrecognized by either public, 
state or federal governments. The two main themes that define this.complaint are: (ll. 
Me.dkalBoard Corruption; 12) Thi! Unconstitutional Configuration of the Mechanism of 
Physician Regulation. This corruption is the prirnary reason as to why over four hundred (400) 
American physician's, and an increasing number of chronic pain patients, deprived of life-saving 
care, commit suicide every year. Medical boards attempt to justify their existence with the 
slogan of "we protect the public", but there exists no evidence, that in-the period from 1960 to 
2019, they do or ever have protected or benefited the public in any manner. There are no 
epidemiological studies, no retrospectives clinical analyses or indeed any form of legitimate 
study to demonstrate or prove that medical boards do anything other than serve the economic 
and political interests of its members. Healthcare corporations, such as insurance and 
pharmaceutical companies; have since at least the late 1980s, bribed and corrupted American 
medical boards members, in order to advance their business and corporate agendas through 
the fatal exploitation of the American public and medical profession. These boards, today, in 
2019, have become nothing but weapons used against physicians ·who threaten the economic 
standing of their business competitors and healthcare corporations with financial stakes in the 
annually worth, eighteen trillion dollar American healthcare sector. This case, the first of its 
kind, highlights the corrupt intersection between medicine, business, law and politics, that has 
resulted in the world's highest physician suicide rate, the world's highest number of physician 
disciplinary actions, and the world's highest revenue generating system for lawyers and 
bureaucrats. These individuals have Insidiously parasitized a system, whose honest and noble 
beginnings have been converted into a cesspool of corruption, that is now the cause of the 
highest rate of physician suicide ever noted, and the tragic, but entirely avoidable, deaths of 
patients abandoned, because corrupt medical boards have, in the most arbitrary, capricious 
and illegal manner, revoked the licenses of their physicians, and deprived them of access to life
saving care. This case will result in what is now widely known as the "Reformation of American 
Medical Boards", and will bring to an end, the genocide of American physicians and patients, a 
genocide perpetrated through corrupt medical boards and engineered by criminally minded 
healthcare insurance executives and their for-profit corporations. "Medical Boards Kill", and do 
not protect the public. The plaintiffs a.nd public intend have held criminally accountable, on 
manslaughter charges, the medical board members and insurance company executives, 
responsible for these crimes against humanity. This case will eradicate one malignant aspect of 
the American healthcare, that of the rampant corruption within state medical boards. It will 
save many lives to come, reduce the anguish and suffering that for many years has been 
intentionally hidden from the American public, and will expose and penalize the criminals who, 
for nothing. more than greed, have wrecked-havoc on millions of tax-paying, law abiding and 
Innocent American patients and physicians. 

10 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 39 of 126
Case 1:19-cv-03050-TSC Document 1 Filed 10/01/19 Page 25 of 184 

5. The current internal procedures of state medical boards violate 
the separation of prosecutorial and adjudicative protections 

enshrined in the due process clauses of the United States 
Constitution. The external reciprocal disciplinary relations with other 
medical boards and Defendant Federation, are illegal, and violate the 

due process clauses oft he United States Constitution and the anti
trust statutes of the Sherman and Clayton Acts. 

12. Physicians in America, since at least 1960, have been universally deprived of their 
constitutionally protected right to due process, with regard to the properly right of their 
medical licenses, and their right to a livelihood. The principal cause of these violations is 
the profound corruption within state medical boards, that operate in secrecy, without 
supervision or accountability to the state in which th.ey function. State medical boards 
have become vehicles of anti-trust misconduct, that are abused by physician members 
to eliminate their competition from the healthcare market, thus artificially constricting 
the healthcare m·arket and depriving the public of their right to choose. State medical 
boards have attempted to justify their existence by stating that they "protect the 
public". This is false, as proven by the enclosed evidence, and the fact that the majority 
of physician suicides are related to corrupt and fundamentally arbitrary medical board 
actions. The continuing anti-trust violations committed by state medical boards 
continue to contribute to a rise in price of healthcare services, without any 
demonstrable increase in quality of care. This situation exists because state medical 
boards have been wrongly permitted to abuse the defense of sovereign immunity. It is 
anathema to proper regulation that state medical boards are controlled by individuals 
that compete in the same markets, that they regulate, absent any form of government 
oversight. The Supreme Court in North Carolina State Board of Dental Examiners v. FTC 
defined what constitutes legitimate supervision, but yet not one· medical board, as the • 
attached evidence proves, has complied with this law. State medical boards continue to 
operate outside of anti-trust and constitutional law. 

13. State medical boards are fundamentally self-dealing and self-regulating agencies that 
operate under color of law, for which there exists no evidence that they "protect the 
public". In North Carolin~ ,state {loard of Derita I Examiners v·FTC, the Supreme Court 
held, "a state medical board on which a controlling number of decision makers are 
active market participants in the occupation the board regulates" must be actively 
supervised by the state, or risk becoming subjectto anti-trust claims, be they filed 
privately or by governmental agencies. As per the enclosed evidence, no state medical 
board has brought itself into compliance with the law. 

14. The vice-president cif Defendant NJBME is Defendant Metzger, who is a business partner 
of Defendant Staats and one of Kaul's market competitors. Defendant Metzger holds a 

15 
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controlling position on Defendant NJBME and was instrumental in. denying Kaul's 
application for reinstatement of his New Jersey medical license. Defendant NJBME is no.t 
ictiJ1_eJ.y,sJJp.<m1J$ed.by the state, and is thus in violation of the law, ergo, it is operating 
illegally; Defenda.nt NJBME, an illegal entity, has direct rule making authority, an 
exceptional powerthat gives it the rule of law, without recourse .to any other entities. 

15. To ensure thatKaul's market competitors stay in control of Defendant NJBME, 
Defendant M<=tzger, in his capacity as vice-president, has ensured that certain positions 
remain vacant, with all of these positions being those assigned to lay persons, who have 
no competitive interest viz a viz Kaul. This furthers the anti-competitive nature of 
Defendant NJBME. DefendantNJBME, in the knowledge that it's adjudicative and 
prosecutorial functions are In violation of the separation of power doctrine of the 
United States Constitution, and the law pursuant to the North Carolina Dental Board 
case, has taken no remedial steps to correct these illegalities, and has in fact continued 
to suspend and revoke physicians' licenses, thus entrenching its illegal position and 
increasing the state's anti-trust liability. Because Defendant NJBME remains in violation 
of the law, It has.I10 H111l11Jnity to the within asserted claims, including the antHrust 
charges. 

16. The anti-competitive misconduct of Defendants NJBME and LMB in suspending/revoking 
Kaul (2012/2014) and Feldman's license (2016) resulted in the suppression of 
innovative outpatient minimally invasive spinal fusions, and intimidated other physicians 
from incorporating this technique into their practices. This permitted the defendant 
neurosurgeons and hospitals to artificially raise their prices, reduce the availability of 
service, One consequence of this has been the opiate epidemic, as patients with painful 
degenerative spines became unable to afford the procedure, were forced Initially to 
resort to using. prescription opiates, and then because of the widespread restrictions 
placed on the dispensation of prescription opiates, became obligated to purchase street 
grade heroin, that was and remains the primary cause of deaths from opiate overdoses. 
Anti-competitive conduct stymies innovation artificially constricts the market, and 
causes death. Corrupt state medical boards are the central cog in this "g_(ig~ji;ilrill;y.'.'., 

17. The failure of Defendant NJBME to comply with the supervisory requirements pursuant 
to the North Carolina Dental Board case, and the due process related separation of 
power functions of the Constitution, have deprived Defendant NJBME of its sovereign 
immunity, This lack of immunity exposes every board member to monetary damages, as 
if they were members of a cartel, which in all truth, they are. it also imposes injunctive 
relief, which in this case equates with Kaul's demand that his license be immediately 
reinstated. Defendant NJBME, although an agency ofthe state, consists of members, 
such as Defendant Metzger, and ex-member and Defendant Lomazow, who abused the 
power of Defendant NJBME to engage in self-dealing schemes, that involved receiving 
bribes and othernon°tangible favors from Kaul's business competitors and defendants, 
Allstate and Geico. These defendants were motivated to encourage Defendant NJBME 
to engage in self-dealing, in order to eradicate the competitive threat of his business 

16 
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and or eliminate the competition his practice presented them, in the minimally invasive 
spine surgery market. These facts, in addition to those stated above, deprive Defendant 
NJBME of any state-related immunity to any of the claims asserted by Kaul. Defendant 
NJ BM E's ant.it rust misconduct is to all intents and purposes that of an unsupervised 
private cartel, that is controlled by "active market participants". It is thus not a 
supervised public agency, and therefore it, and its members have mrlmmunlty. 

18. Defendants NJBME, Lomazow, Heary and Metzger, in collusion and conspiracy with the 
other defendants, abused the regulatory powers of Defendant NJBME in 
2012/2014/2019.to respectively suspend/revoke/deny Kaul's license and his application 
for reinstatement, the purpose of which was to artificially and illegally restrict the 
market for minimally invasive spine surgery. These rule of reason anti-competitive acts, 
conducted in the absence of any legitimate state supervision, other than the bribe 
induced order given by Defendant Christie in approximately 2010 to revoke Kaul's 
license, const.itute anti-trust violations that expose the State of New Jersey to immense 
legal liability. Defendants NJBME/LMB/MMB/CMB are illegal rogue state agencies, that 
has and continues to knowingly violate Kaul/Feldman's right to due process, and the 
anti-trust protections afforded them pursuant to the law generated by the Supreme 
Court in North Carolina Dental Board v FTC. As a consequence of the defendants anti
trust and constitutional yiolations, the defendants have illegally monopolized the 
American minimally invasive spine surgery market, to the detriment of the American 
public, a consequence of which has been the opiate epidemic. "Medical Boards Kill". 
;tb.¢DdsJ1p_s.t11le .. gP\l_emmJui.l_\JJ."l.<1!f.tive!y.s.11p,.mris!isJ1;ip=J;p□dYtl.PHts_me.tl.k<J.l. 
_llQilt:.tl.._a~ri,guirn_dJml.~ This jack of supervision has facilitated the clandestine 
expansion of the illegal and conspiratorial Interstate agreement that exists between 
Defendant Federation and the state medical boards. These facts, and these defendants 
have converted the American healthcare sector into a massive racketeering enterprise, 
with which organized crime syndicates would be ho.nored to be associated and keen to 
emulate. The regulation of American medicine, dictated in large part by defendant 
insurance companies, is a criminal enterprise, motivated by money, and one that 
operates under the cover of the slogan of"we protect the public". This is akin to the 
Mafia promoting itself, by claiming it kept neighbors safe. It did not, and neither do 
state boards "protect the public". There are 400,000 deaths annually in American 
hospitals from medical complications. This fact exposes the massive lie, the. massive 
fraud perpetrated by state medical boards on the American public. This case will lead to 
the "Reformation of American Medical Boards", and hold civilly/criminally accountable 
those that have profited through "patterns of racketeering". State boards, for the first 
time In American history, are facing an existential crisis, in much the same way as did 
the English Star Chamber. It was tyranny then, and it is tyranny now. Revocation has 
replaced decapitation, and excessive fines have replaced the rack. 

19. The simple and irrefutable facts about state medical boards, including all the defendants 
are: (i) they do not protect the public; (ii) they are anti-competitive in the US healthcare 
market and stymie innovation; ·(iii) their procedures of physician regulation violate the 

17 
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due process clauses of the United States Constitution; (Iv) they have no active state 
supervision; (v) neither the board nor its members have any immunity to any of the 
private section ltreble damage Sherman claims asserted in KS; (vi) the anti
competitive, unconstitutional and unsupervised misconduct of state medical boards 
confers immense liability on the state; (vii) Defendant NJBME consists of unsupervised, 
"active market participants" that abuse the power of Defendant NJBME to engage in 
economic "self-dealing". The .revocation and suspension respectively of the licenses of 
Plaintiffs Kaul and Feldman were a direct consequence of either some or all of these 
factors, and thus remain illegal acts, which have conferred liability on the defendants 
and deprived defendants NJBME + LMB + MMB + PMB + CMB of any immunity to suit. 

20. !tis important to note that the defendant hospitals, Allstate and Geico are market 
competitors of the plaintiffs, and are subject to the full force of anti-trust prosecution, 
in both the civil and criminal context. The obvious calculation for defendants Allstate 
and Geico is. that the less money provided for the provision of healthcare services, the 
greater is their corporate profit. Ka.ul respectfully asserts that the only way to rectify the 
worsening malfeasance of American healthcare insurance corporations 1s to bring 
criminal fraud charges against a number of their chief executives. 

18 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

CHRISTOPER J. CHRISTIE, et al., 

Defendants. 

KEVIN MCNULTY, U.S.D.J. 

Civ. No. 16-2364 (KM) (SCM) 

OPINION 

Dr. Richard A. Kaul, an anesthesiologist by training, claims to be a • 

minimally invasive spine surgeon. In March 2014, the New Jersey State Board 

of Medical Examiners (the "Board") said otherwise. Because his performance of 

spine surgeries on 11 patients without proper training and experience 

constituted gross and repeated malpractice, negligence, and incompetence, the 

Board revoked his medical license. From Dr. Kaul's perspective, the 

disciplinary proceedings were nothing but a sham. What really happened, he 

says, is that a network of politically connected neurosurgeons wanted to make 

an example of him. His high-quality medical practice was cutting into their 

margins, and so with the assistance of a cabal of lawyers, hospitals, insurance 

companies, and media figures, they importuned public officials to banish him 

from the practice of medicine in New Jersey. And so Dr. Kaul brought this 

action against some forty-odd defendants. 

Now before the court are dozens of motions to dismiss, which in 

general will be granted. In part, t.he motions are granted under Rule 12(b)(l), 

on grounds of lack of subject matter jurisdiction. For the most part, however, 

dismissal is on 12(b)(6) grounds, because the amended complaint fails to allege 

plausibly any cause of action as to any defendant. 

1 
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property," and (2) the procedures afforded him did not constitute "due process 

of law." Hill u. Borough of Kutztown, 455 F.3d 225, 234 (3d Cir. 2006) (quoting 

Aluin u. Suzuki, 227 F.3d 107, 116 (3d Cir. 2000)); accord Res u. De Jongh, 638 

F .. 3d 169, 173 (3d Cir. 2011). 

The individual interest at stake is Dr. Kaul's medical license; the . 

unconstitutional procedure is the disciplinary hearing. 1 do not doubt that a 

license to practice medicine is an individual property interest deserving of due 

process protections. But the state afforded Dr. Kaul the full panoply of due 

process rights during the disciplinary proceedings. He was represented by 

counsel. He submitted evidence and was able to cross-examine the State's 

witnesses. The Board and the AW issued reasoned, written opinions, and Dr. 

Kaul had the opportunity to take exception to or appeal them. The disciplinary 

proceedings possessed virtually all the usual and expected safeguards, and 

therefore the probative value of allegations that additional safeguards could 

have been provided is very low. E.g., Matthews u. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, 334-

35 (1976). 

Indeed, the thrust of the AC seems to involve procedural irregularities, 

rather than deficiencies in the procedures themselves. Examples include the 

alleged alteration of transcripts, the AW's consideration of extrinsic evidence, 

and witness perjury. These allegations, as discussed above, are meritless. Not a 

single pertinent example of transcript alteration can be found in the AC, let 

alone an alteration that would have been material to the outcome of the 

proceedings. Specifics are likewise lacking for the allegations of false testimony; 

the allegations are generic ones that could be expressed by any litigant who 

came out on the losing side of a credibility contest. The AC does. allege that the 

Media Defendants published a hit job of Dr. Kaul. There is no plausible factual 

allegation, however, that AW Solomon knew about or would have been 

influenced by the article, and his written decision is closely tied to the evidence 

of record. 

In short, no procedural due process violation has been alleged here. 

62 
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at least approximately 2012 to the present, GEORGE E. NORCROSS, 

III led a criminal enterprise whose members and associates agreed 

the enterprise would extort others through threats and fear of 

economic and reputational harm and commit other criminal offenses 

to achieve the enterprise's goals (the "Norcross Enterprise"). 

2. From approximately 2012 to 2013, members and associates 

of the Norcross Enterprise, including GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III, 

used their political influence to tailor New Jersey economic 

development legislation to their preferences. After the 

legislation was enacted. in September 2013, ·members and associates 

of the Norcross Enterprise conspired to, and did, extort and coerce 

others to obtain-for certain individuals and business entities

properties and property rights on the Camden, New Jersey waterfront . . . 

.and associated tax incentive credits. The entities that 

benefit ted, including Cooper Heal th and CSB, then occupied the 

properties they obtained interests in and sold the tax credits 

they· obtained for millions of dollars. Through a pattern of 

extortionate and other criminal conduct, the Norcross Enterprise 

also sought to promote and maintain the business, political, and 

philanthropic power and reputation of GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III and 

other Enterprise members and associates. 

3. The criminal conduct included GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III 

threatening one developer who held Camden waterfront property 

rights necessary for the Norcross Enterprise to build the Triadl828 

2 
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Centre, • the tallest building on the Camde_n waterfront an<:l the 

current -headquarters or CSB, and-. an apartment building known as 11 

Cooper. When the developer would_ not relinquish his rights - on 

terms preferred by GEORGE E .. NORCROSS, III, he threatened· the· 

developer that he would, i_n substance and in part, "f**k you up 

like you've· never been f**ked_ up before," and told. the developer 
. . 

he·. would· _make sure the developer never· did business in Camden 

again. In a recorded phone call, .GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III later 

admitted to threatening the developer: "I said, 'this is 
. . 

unacceptable. If you do this, it will have enormous consequences.' 

[The developer] said, 'Are you threatening me?' I • said, 

'Absolutely.'" 

{. In addition to GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III' s threats, 

·Norcross Enterprise members and associates: ( 1) conspired to have 

the City of Camden condemn the developer's rights through legal 
- . • . . 

action to gain leverage in their negotiations; (2) plotted for 
. • . . . . . . - ' • : • • . • 

• Camden city officials to publicly "accus(e]" the developer of being 
. . . 

"not a reputable pe.rson"; • (3) caused certain Camden C::i.ty offi¢ials, • 

. including, the Mayor, to stop communicating with the developer; and 

• Hl plotted _to use •the. Camden government to damage an unrelated 

project_ of the developer's.· In a __ recorded call planning this 
. . 

scheme, GEORGE E .. NORCROSS, II_I explained tt1at "you can _never trust. 

[this developer] . unttl you got a b,at over his head," stated that 

he wanted the developer to· "cry uncle,"_ and identified the 

3 
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developer's unrelated project as "another point of attack on this 

putz." 

5. As a result of the Enterprise's conduct, in October 2016, 

the developer sold the rights to $18 million worth of tax credits 

to an entity owned by Norcross Enterprise members and associates, 

which the entity began selling in 2022. The developer also sold 

and extinguished other rights, allowing three entities associated 

with the Norcross Enterprise, including CSB, to apply for 

additional tax credits on the same day the agreement of sale was 

signed. The tax credits approved for the three entities totaled 

over $240 million. In 2022, the entities began receiving these 

tax credits and selling them. 

6. Additionally, from in or about March 2018 to September 

·. 
2023, the Norcross Enterprise followed through on their plan to 

use the developer's unrelated project in the Camden waterfront 

district to "attack" the developer. When the developer sought a 

Camden City government approval necessary to facilitate the sale 

of a residential building he owned, PHILIP A. NORCROSS, the 

defendant, a member of the Norcross Enterprise who had no financial 

or legal interest in either property, intervened. In a meeting 

with City officials, PHILIP A. NORCROSS said the approval should 

be "slowed down" and used to cause the developer to forfeit his 

rights to redevelop the unrelated site. City officials, in turn, 

did not grant the approval, and in April 2018, moved to terminate 

4 
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the developer's rights to develop the unrelated site. The 

developer challenged that action in court, and the . City 

countersued, resul,ting in a litigation that: lasted until a 

September 2023 settlement in wh.ich the developer agreed to give up 

his development: rights,and make payments as part of a settlement 

agreement. 

7. In another instance, GEORGE E. NORCROSS, III learned 

that a Camden nonprofit redevelopment organization was seeking to 

purchase the 13 Complex, a Camden property identified to GEORG.E E .. 
' ' 

NORCROSS, III as a potential location for Cooper Health offices. 

As a result, Norcro.is Enterprise members and associates intervened 

to force the nonprofit to partner with 1:he Enterprise's chosen 

developer, rather than· the developer of its own choosing, and 

ultimately to sell its rights to the 13 Complex. Prior to learning 

of the nonprofit' s agreement of sale to buy the. 13 Complex, the 

Norcross, Enterprise had caused the Camden Mayor's office to 

instruct the nonprofits's leaders to meet regularly with PHILIP A. 

NORCROSS so the .Norcross Enterprise could monitor what· the 

nonprofit was' doing·. With th.is mechanism already in place, PHILIP 

A. NORCROSS the:n ·told the nonprofit's CEO not to· use the 

nonprofit's chosen developer and implied that the nonprofit would . • . . . 

suffer repercussions if it did not use the Norcross Enterprise's 

oho.ice. Aware of previous financial repercussions for ,the 

nonprofit .after its.founder had disagreed with GEORGE E. NORCROSS, 

s 
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III in the. past, and with tl:le. Mayor's office inst:i:ucting him to 

deaT ,with PHILIP A, NORCROSS and advising him his job was in 

jeopardy, the. nonprofit' s. CEO relented. .As a result• of the 

Norcross· Ent.erprise' s conduct, rather than partneiing •• with the' 
' ' 

peveloper of its choice, earning expected millions of dollars from 
' • . • .. , • 

the transaction,. and. sharing i~ future profits from its ownership 

of the L3 Complex as· :j, t intended, the nonprofit pa•rtnered with• the 
. ., .· ' . . 

developer· of.- t:lle Norcross Enterpri.se-'s choosing. and, in. December 
' ' -

2014, received.approximately $125,000 for its rights. As a result 

of this conduct, the d~veloper chosen by the Norcross Enterprise 
- ' 

was a~1e to obtain the L3 Complex at a discounted price available 

to the nonprofit, and Cooper Health ~btained over $27 million in 
' ' 

.,·. . . ·- .. 

'tax credits 'from 2016 to 2022. 

8; - After extorting and coercing the nonprofit organization, 
,-,, . 

the Norcro~s Enterprise sou'ght, iq December 2017, to remove .the 

CEO of the. nonprofit ·from his job through threats to his reputation 

·and .. economic. harm. The Norcro,is Enterpri~e did triis,. in :part,·to 

financially benefit l)ANA L. REDD, the. defendant,, who was nearing_ • 

• the' end of her tern1 as. Camden Mayor. After the Norcross Enterprise 
"" -

' -

• ·- :caus:ect an individual ('.'CC'-1") who was the CEO .of the Cooper 

'Foundation (a foundation c·hai.red by. PHILIP A .• NORCROSS) •• to. be· 

installed as a co-chair of t.he nonprofit, CC-1 threatened the 
' ' 

;nonprofit CEO victim with harin to his reputation and termina.tion 

for cause if. he ... did not resign." • As a result of CC-l's threats, 

6 
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USnews 

o This article is more than 10 years old 

New Jersey grants $1.25bn in public funds 
to firms that back Republicans 

Most top subsidies since 2012 went to firms that donate to 
GOP 

Chris Christie appointed close ally to 'bank for business' 
role 

Critics decry 'gross politicisation' of economic 
development 

The 30 top subsidies awarded by New Jersey since 2012 

ten Chris Christie appointed his close friend Michele Brown to head up the New Jersey economic development 
authority in October 2012. Photograph, Mel Evans/AP Photograph, Mel Evans/AP 

Jon Swaine in New York 
Thu 26 Jun 2014 07.20 EDT 

C 
orporations that contributed millions of dollars to the Chris 
Christie-led Republican Governors Association and other GOP 
campaigns have received public funding deals worth almost 
$1.25bn from his New Jersey administration in less than two years. 

A review of the 30 biggest corporate subsidies awarded by the state of New 
Jersey since Christie appointed one of his closest allies as head of the state's 
"bank for business" found that 21 went to ventures involving firms that 
made significant donations to Republicans, or had senior executives who 
did. 

About half made contributions, totalling $1.Bm, to the Republican Governors 
Association (RGA), the organisation that works to elect GOP candidates to 
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statehouses around the US, since Christie became one of its senior officials. 
The New Jersey governor now chairs the RGA. 

Others contributed millions more to Republican committees and candidates 
including Christie himself; 2012 presidential candidate Mitt Romney, for 
whom Christie was a campaign surrogate and senior fundraiser; and state 
senator Joseph Kyrillos, Christie's former campaign manager. 

Only one of the remaining nine subsidy recipients appeared to be strongly 
Democratic. 

The Guardian's findings prompted calls from Democratic state legislators 
and watchdog groups for reforms to the New Jersey economic development 
authority (EDA), which awards the subsidies and is led by Michele Brown, a 
close friend and veteran aide to Christie. Some favour barring firms that 
make political contributions from receiving state funding. 

"It seems pretty obvious to me that we don't have enough safeguards in 
place to make sure these awards are not going out based upon favouritism;' 
said Senator Loretta Weinberg, the co-chair of the New Jersey legislature's 
select committee on investigation. 

Assemblyman John Wisniewski, her co-chair, said that Christie should be 
stripped of his power to appoint the EDA's chief executive. "It seems to be 
part a pattern within this administration: the gross politicisation of what up 
until now had really been straight economic development," said Wisniewski. 

Christie, once the early frontrunner for the 2016 Republican presidential 
nomination, is under investigation by the legislature's select committee and 
federal prosecutors over the politically motivated closureoflanestothe 
George W'ashiIIgtqn bridge last September. New Jersey is also facing a $2.7bn 
budget shortfall over the next year. 

The Guardian examined the 30 biggest subsidies, awarded by Christie's EDA 
in the form of10-year tax breaks, since Brown took over as chief executive 
on 1 October 2012. Many of the awards were given to corporate partnerships 
with names that did not make their ownership arrangements immediately 
clear. 

Among the 30 were a $106m subsidy for _the pi:operty _venture of another 
close Christie friend and campaign donor, Jon Hanson, and a $223m award to 
a retaH deyelopITie11tby Prudential, a major contributor to the RGA and the 
biggest corporate funder of Christie's official mansion. Both of these deals 
were disclosed by the Guardian earlier this month. 

Brown, previously Christie's appointments counsel and senior aide when he 
was the state's US attorney, replaced Caren Franzini, an 18-year veteran of 
the EDA, who had served Republican and Democratic governors. The EDA is 
responsible for awarding subsidies to spur investment in New Jersey and 
boost the state's flagging economy. 

In her fourth week in the job, 12 days before the 2012 election, Brown 
unveiled a contest for property developers with a $10om prize fund. She said 
it would reward residential ventures "stimulating economic activity and 
improving the quality oflife" in New Jersey's biggest cities. 
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One of the three winners to eventually split the money was a development 
by Kushner Real Estate, whose chairman has given $133,000 to Christie and 
the New Jersey Republican Party since 2009, The second winner was a 
venture by a Connecticut-based Building And Land Technology, whose CEO 
and president gave $210,000 to Romney and the RNC in 2012. The third was a 
mainly non-profit venture whose "private partner", Citibank, has 
contributed $359,950 to the RGA since 2011. None responded to requests for 
comment. 

A track record of contributions to the RGA, a Washington-based political 
non-profit to which people may make unlimited donations, was a common 
characteristic among recipients of some of the other biggest corporate 
subsidies awarded by the EDA under Brown's leadership. 

Between December 2012 and August last year, almost $18om was awarded to 
five corporations - Caesar's Entertainment casinos group; Siemens, the 
electronics giant; Honeywell, the aerospace and engineering firm; NRG, the 
power company; and Medco, the mail-order pharmacists - that separately 
contributed more than $1.lrn to the RGA since 2011, when Christie became its 
vice-chairman. All those who responded to requests for comment said that 
there were no connections between the political contributions and the 
corporate subsidies. 

Three further tax breaks, totalling more than half a billion dollars, have been 
awarded so far this year to major RGA contributors: Prudential and JPMorgan 
Chase, the bank, which between them have contributed more than 
$200,000; and the Philadelpliia7~ersNBAteam, \'/hos~ O\Nn~r}osh Harris 
gave $501000. A Prudential spokesman said the firm had "never sought to 
influence a decision on tax credits by making political contributions:' JP 
Morgan and the 76ers did not respond to requests for comment. 

The findings raised fresh questions about Brown's leadership of the EDA, 
which is currently under audit by federal authorities over its use of $23m in 
disaster recovery funds that were spent on a television ad campaign starring 
Christie following hurricane Sandy. 

It emerged during Christie's 2009 campaign that he loaned Brown $46,000 
without reporting this on his tax return or financial disclosure forms. 
Christie insisted that he was only helping out a friend. Brown resigned, 
saying that she did not want to be a distraction. 

State senator Raymond Lesniak, Democrat for Union County, criticised 
Brown at the time of her selection as "an obvious political appointee with no 
experience in economic development". He told the Guardian: "In retrospect, 
I wish I had put - and should have put - limits on campaign contributions 
from businesses and people employed by these businesses who get these tax 
incentives". Lesniak said that legislation was now needed to address this. 

Lesniak said he supported a proposal also made by Good Jobs First, a 
watchdog group that monitors corporate subsidies by state authorities, that 
the awards be subject to the same state law against "pay-to-play" that bars 
New Jersey authorities from contracting goods and services from companies 
that make significant political contributions, or have major shareholders 
who do. 
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"When political donors turn economic development programs into captive 
corporate piggybanks, this is the definition of corrupt crony capitalism;' said 
Greg LaRoy, the group's executive director. "This is where the Tea Party right 
and the progressive left, and a growing number of small-business owners, 
agree?' 

Weinberg, the co-chair of the legislature's investigation committee, said that 
in light of the Guardian's findings, she would be asking the Office of 
Legislative Services, a nonpartisan department that provides legal counsel to 
the state legislature, whether the subsidy programs should in fact already be 
covered by the existing laws against "pay-to-play". 

Several more of the 21 biggest subsidy awards were made to companies that 
made substantial contributions to Romney's 2012 campaign, or had senior 
executives who did. Among the nine others, some made unremarkable 
donations or broadly comparable contributions to both Republicans and 
Democrats. Some made no significant campaign contributions. 

Another of the nine - the American Dream retail and entertainment mall, 
which received a $390m award, the biggest made by Christie's 
administration - is a client of Wolff & Samson, the law firm of David Samson, 
the embattled Christie ally who chaired the Port Authority of New York and 
New Jersey until resigning in March amid the George Washington Bridge 
scandal. Prosecutors are also reportedly separately investigating the Port 

' Authority's awardjI1g under S.imson of$2.8bn in contracts to construction 
firms with ties to Wolff & Samson. A spokesman for the mall said that Wolff & 
Samson played no role in securing the funding. 

Christie's office has said repeatedly that it has no involvement in the 
awarding of corporate subsidies. It stresses that all successful projects must 
be judged by EDA officials to benefit the state overall with new tax revenues 
in the long term. All projects must also be approved by a majority vote of the 
EDA board. A majority of board members are Christie appointees. 

Kevin Roberts, a spokesman for Christie, did not return a request for 
comment. He said in an earlier statement on the same subject: "Any program 
funding is awarded based on a strict, objective review process dictated by 
statute and program rules," adding: "the Governor's Office has no role in that 
process whatsoever." 

Erin Gold, a spokeswoman for the EDA, did not respond to a request for 
comment. She said in an earlier statement that the authority "administers 
these bipartisan, legislatively-created incentive programs with the highest 
level of due diligence and in strict compliance with the statutes:' 

"This includes conducting a comprehensive net benefit analysis to ensure 
that projects will result in a net positive impact to New Jersey, and requiring 
that projects first generate new tax revenue, complete capital investments, 
and/or hire! or retaineinployees to receive the approved benefits;' said Gold .... ===~~ ... , ········•···- __ • ... " 
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US politics 

o This article is more than 9 years old 

Christie agency awarded $26om to politically 
connected New Jerseyfinn 

Mayor's administration gave tax break to firm headed by 
Democratic rival with whom Christie signed non-aggression 
pact 

0 Governor Chris Christie in Keansburg, New Jersey, ori Monday. Photograph: Mel Evans/AP Photograph: Mel 
Evans/AP 

Jon Swaine in New York 
Fri 11 Jut 201417.27 EDT 

New Jersey governor Chris Christie's administration has awarded a public 
subsidy worth more than a quarter of a billion dollars to a politically 
connected manufacturing firm. 

Holtec International, which makes components for power plants, this week 
secured a $26orn tax break from the New Jersey Economic Development 
Authority (NJEDA) - the third-biggest corporate subsidy that the state has 
awarded. 
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·U_SCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 9-1 Filed: 05/29/2024 Pg: 1 of 31 Total Pages:(1 of 33) 

CASE NO. 24-1417 

INTHE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
PETITIONER 

ON APPEAL FROM 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

RICHARD KAUL v. JAMES OETKEN 

INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF 

SUBMITTED BY: 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
PROPRIA PERSONA PLAINTIFF 
24 WASHINGTON VALLEY ROAD 
MORRISTOWN, NJ 07960 
d1Ticlrnrdkaul@gma i I .com 
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RELEVANT REFERENCES TO THE KAUL CASES 

Kll-7 - KAUL/BASCH v ICE: 21-CV-06992 (AUGUST 19, 2021, TO SEPTEMBER 12, 
2022-SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK) 

Kll-14 - KAUL v GEICO: 23-CV-22325 (JUNE 22, 2023, TO AUGUST 23, 2023-
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-15- KAUL v CHRISTIE: 23-CV-22582 (JUNE 27, 2023, TO FEBRUARY 16, 2024-
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY AND SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA) 

Kll-17- KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 (DECEMBER 12, 2023, TO PRESENT-EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA) 

Kll-18- KAUL v OETKEN: 24-CV-00185 (MARCH 25, 2024, TO APRIL 8, 2024-
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA) 
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.JURISDICTION 
This appeal stems from the April 8, 2024, order of dismissal with prejudice of case: RICHARD 

ARJUN KAUL, MD; JANE DOE; JOHN DOE v. JAMES PAUL OETKEN; JANE DOE; JOHN 

DOE (5:24-CV-00185-M-KS) that was pending in the Eastern District of North Carolina. 

ISSUES FOR REVIEW 

Did the Court commit reyersjhle and harmful error io interpreting Petitioner-Plaintiff's 
Complaint seeking declaratory and injum:tive relief as 'a petition for a writ of mandamus? 

A fundamental error of the district court's order is the framing of the Complaint as a petition 

seeking a writ of mandamus. It is not. The Complaint is identified as a 'Complaint', has the 

pleading structure and factual substance of a 'Complaint', in that specific fact is pied in support 

of the specific elements of specific claims that seek multiple forms of both declaratory and 

injunctive relief. With all due respect, the district court's 'common element' reasoning is akin to 

calling an apple an avocado, simply because they both have seeds. 

An injunctive order prohibits a defendant in both his personal and official capacity from the 

commission of a specific injury causing -right violating act/s, for the purpose of preventing a 

threatened injury, irreparable harm and or protecting a right or enforcing a right. 

Mandamus is a prerogative writ purposed to compel a public official or body to perform a 

statutory duty, exercise a discretionary power, or correct an abuse of discretion. In contrast to 

injunctions, mandamus is directed towards enforcing positive action or compelling the 

performance of a legal duty. 

Injunctions and mandamus are two (2) distinct equitable remedies that protect and advance 

litigants rights through equally distinct procedural mechanisms. 

Respondent-Defendant Oetken was sued in his personal and official capacity, rendering him 

, personally and officially subject to an injunctive order. 
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The district court's conversion of Petitioner's Complaint seeking eleven (11) fonns of 

declaratory and injunctive relief, into a petition for a writ of mandamus hinges on two phrases: 

''to strike" (D.E. I Page 30 of 31 - Point 11)) and to "cease and desist from any further 

interference" (D .E. I Page 30 of 3 I - Point 8). The latter is an order seeking to prevent any 

further exacerbation of the at least twelve (12) years-worth of ongoingf'new" injury to Petitioner 

Kaul's life/liberty/property/reputation, and the fonner is excerpted from Petitioner's request that 

seeks to prevent any further propagation on the federal court docket of Respondent's ''illegally 

generated and nullified 'Fraud on the Court' March 15,2024 'ORDER"' (D.E.1 Page 30 of 

31 - Point 11), an· order that was entered onto the Kll-17 docket on March 18, 2024 and is the 

fraudulent product of Respondent's fraudulent September 12, 2022 purported injunction in Kl 1-

7. 

However, even if these two (2) points of the eleven (11) points of declaratory/injunctive relief 

requested by Petitioner in Ki 1-18 were considered a fonn of mandamus, which they are not, 

their dismissal by the district court would not nullify the admitted fraudulence of the contents of 

the Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022, purported order-injunction (APPENDIX-0018 TO 0026) and the 

fraudulence of the contents of the Kl 1-7 March 15, 2024 purported order (USCA4 Ap,peal· 24-

1417 Doc; 4-8 Page 246 of 303) a copy of which was disseminated into Kl l-17 on March 18, 

2024 (Kl 1-17: D.E. 72). The admitted fraudulence of these documents (APPENDIX-0146 TO 

OJ.4H) and their contents preclude them from having any effect on future proceedings in the 

Eastern District of North Carolina or any other district court in the United States. The documents 

and their contents are nullified nationwide. 

However, even if the district court considered the relief sought by Petitioner as declaratory and 

injunctive, which it is, but yet still denied the relief, Respondent-Defendant is forever conflicted 
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and thus forever precluded from any further ministerial and or adjudicative involvement, 

however remote, in any cases in which Petitioner is a party to the litigation, and that includes 

Kl 1-17. 

Petitioner Kaul respectfully asserts that the mandamus related premise of the district court's 

April 8, 2024, argument in K 11-18 is incorrect and therefore the ORDER is invalid ab initio. 

Even assuming Petitioner's Complaint were one for mandamus, which it is not, does the 
Court's erroneous application of the relevant legal standards to its mandamus analysis 
constitute reversible and harmful error? 

The Complaint seeks declaratory and injunctive relief and is not a petition for mandamus, is 

neither styled nor titled as a petition for mandamus and seeks only relief preventing a threatened 

injury, irreparable harm and or protecting a right or enforcing a right. Thus, all of the cited legal 

standards are irrelevant, as the relevant legal standards are those that pertain to injunctive and 

declaratory relief, none of which are cited. 

However, even assuming the Complaint were a petition for an enforcing and or compelling 

mandamus, which it is not, the cited legal standards, in the context of the admitted facts of Ihe 

Kaul Cas,:s (USCA4 Appeal· 24-14 I 7 Doc; 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 303} do not support the 

district court's April 8, 2024, dismissal of the Complaint with prejudice. 

Walter y Kelly, 589 F.3d 127. 139 <4"' Cir. 2009}/Goines y. Valley Cmty, Serys. Bd .. 822 F.3d 

159. 166 <4"' Cir. 2016) are cited for the proposition that the Court's consideration is restricted to 

facts within documents ''referenced in, or integral to, the complaint.". The Kaul Cases are 

referenced on fifty-two (52) separate instances within the Complaint/Exhibits (D.E. I Page 

3/5/9/18/23/24/25/26/27/28 of 31 AND. DE. 1-4 Page 3/5/6n/B/9/11/12/16/l 7 of 17 AND D.E. 

1-7 Page 2 of6 ANQ D.E. 1-10 Page 6 of9). Thus, pursuant to the Walter/Goines standard, the 
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Court was obliged to consider the facts admitted within The Kaul Cases. as identified within the 

May 15, 2024, PETITIONER REQUEST PURSUANT TO FEDRAL RULE OF EVIDENCE 

20 I, FOR THE COURT TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF FACTS ADMITTED IN 

PROCEEDINGS WITH A DIRECT CONNECTION TO THE ISSUES ON APPEAL /USCA 

APPEAL; 24-1417 DOC 4-J to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 303) the non-consideration of which 

renders erroneous the April 8, 2024, ORDER. 

Does the Court's error and inappositely cited law eonstitute a reversible harmful error? 

The Court's citations pertain to mandamus and not declaratory nor injunctive relief, and are thus 

irrelevant to the case. However, even if Petitioner had filed for mandamus, which he did not, the 

citations in light of the admitted facts (USCA APPEAL: 24-1417 DOC 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 

of 303) do fail to support the Court's opinion. The Safir + Martin-Trigona + Eliahu cases were 

cited in Kl 1-7 by Defendants and were nullified by Petitioner (CASE NO, 24-1417· 

APPENDIX-0157 TO 0169) the nullification of which was not 

contested/rebutted/refuted/analyzed by the KI I-7 Defendants or Respondent (CASE NO. 24-

1417:APPENDIX-017 I TO 0181), a fact Petitioner made known to the district court on 

November 20, 2023, in Kl 1-17. 

Safir v. U.S. Lines, Inc,, 792 F2d 19,23 <2nd Cir, 1986}; Martin-Trigona v. Shaw, 986 F.2d 1384, 

1387 (I Jlh Cir, 1993}; Eliahu v. Jewish Agency for Israel, 919 F,3d 709,713 <2nd Cir, 2019). 

Petitioner demonstrated in KI 1-7 that these three (3) cases fail to support and or undermine 

Respondent's purported injunction in Kl 1-7, a demonstration that was not 

contested/refuted/rebutted nor analyzed in any manner by Respondent nor Defendants, a stark 

contradiction of the district court's assertion: " ... Judge Oetken thoroughly analyzed why the 

6 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 65 of 126U/3CA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 9-1 Filed: 05/29/2024 Pg: 7 of 31 Total Pages:(7 of 33) 

injunction was necessary to prevent Plaintiff from engaging in "further vexatious 

litigation" ... ". There was no analysis by the Kl 1-7 Defendants or Respondent of Petitioner's 

differentiation of the cited cases (CASE NO. 24-1417:APPENDIX-0171 TO 0181) and thus 

there could not have been, nor indeed was there, any given or legally substantiated reason for 

issuing the injunction, as since the 2016 filing of KI, the factual foundation of none of The Kaul 

Case&, including Kl 1-7 had ever been either tested or denied, and thus had never been shown to 

be vexatious or without factual foundation, but in fact became admitted (USCA APPEAL; 24-

1417 DOC 4-J to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 303). The fact of Respondent's non-analysis of all 

Petitioner's facts/law/arguments submitted in Kl 1-7 (CASE NO 24-1417:APPENDIX-0171 TO 

ll.!.!U) and of the 'Fraud on the Court' of the September 12, 2022, purported order-injunction in 

Kl 1-7 (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX,.0018 TO 002§) were placed before the district court in 

Kl 1-17 on November 20, 2023 <CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0003) and were facts on 

which the district court admitted the case and entered on March 13, 2024, the ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY PLAN <CASE NO, 24-1417· APPENDIX-0 135) but yet facts the district court not 

only ignored on April 8, 2024. in its dismissal with prejudice of Kl 1-18, but facts it 

misrepresented in Kl 1-17 on May 3, 2024 in its order vacating the March 13, 2024 ORDER 

FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0184 TO 0189). The district 

court's contradiction in Kl l-17 and Kl 1-18 of its prior position from November 20, 2023, to 

March 13, 2024, in Kl 1-17 as to the jnyalidity of the September 12, 2022, purported injunction 

in Kl 1-7 constitutes reversible harmful error. 

Al]jed Chem, Cocp, v, Paiflon, Inc., 449 u,s 33, 34 0980); In re First Fed, Say. & Loan Ass'n 

of Durham, 860 F,2d 135, 138 C4th Cir, 1988}; In re United Steelworkers of Arn., AFL-CIO-CLC, 

595 F,2d 958,960 (4th Cir. 1979) are as equally unsupportive of the Court's opinion/order, in that 
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not only do they fail to support its mandwnus related opinion, but the Complaint explicitly seeks 

declaratory-injunctive relief and not mandamus. However, even if the Complaint sought 

mandamus, which it does not, the citations, in the context of the pied/referenced factual 

foundation of The Kaul Cases (USCA APPEAL; 24-1417 DOC, 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 

Jlll) including Kl 1-18, actually undennine the district court's opinion/order. 

The All.il:l!. case is inapplicable and irrelevant to Kl 1-18, as Petitioner did not seek mandamus in 

Kl 1-7 as to the September 12, 2022, purported order-injunction of Respondent, in contrast to 

Allkd, in which mandamus was sought from the 10th Circuit as to the same case pending in a 

district court within the 10th Circuit. Further lending towards its inapplicability is the fact that the 

case was tried before a jury to verdict, a fundamental human/civil/constitutional right of 

life/liberty/property of which the Petitioner has been willfully deprived for over eight (8) years. 

The All.il:l!. court, in identifying the exceptional conditions required for mandwnus did identify "a 

judicial usurpation of power" as warranting mandamus. Respondents March 15, 2024, order in 

Kll-7 ordering Petitioner to dismiss claims in Kll-17 (USCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 4-8 Page 

246 of 303) was entered despite Respondent knowing that the Eastern District of North Carolina 

had admitted the case with full knowledge of the terms of the injunction and its admitted 'Fraud 

on the Court' (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0018 TO 0026 + 0146 to 0148). 

Respondent's act constitutes an knowing and willful attempt to usurp the power of the Eastern 

District of North Carolina. 

In the In re Fjrst Fed, case, the nature of the relief sought by Petitioner-Plaintiff-Appellant was 

one of enforcement. in that the petition for mandwnus sought the affinnative action of the 

payment of outstanding taxes by Defendant-Appellee James Baker. The declaratory-injunctive 

relief sought by Petitioner Kaul in contrast seeks to prevent a threatened injury, irreparable harm 
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and or protecting a right or enforcing a right. However, even if Petitioner Kaul's March 25, 2024, 

Complaint were a petition for mandamus, which it is not, the In re First Fed, case still fails to 

support the Court's April 8, 2024, opinion-order, because in Kl 1-18 Petitioner has a clear right 

to the relief sought, as his human/civil/constitutional rights were violated by Respondent's illegal 

March 15, 2024, order threatening to hold Petitioner in contempt if he did not dismiss Kl 1-17 

(USCM Appeal: 24-1417 Doc; 4-8 Page 246 of 303). Respondent's March 15, 2024, willful and 

knowingly illegal violation of the jurisdiction of the ED.N .C. and Petitioner's rights did confer 

on Petitioner Kaul an absolutely clear right to seek emergent relief. This is the bureaucratic 

equivalent of physical self-defense and was warranted pursuant to Petitioner's right to a timely 

and proportional defense against Respondent's threatened March 29, 2024, contempt proceeding. 

Respondent has, since September 12, 2022, effectively sought to extinguish Petitioner's life by 

preventing Petitioner from procuring compensation for the twelve (12) years-worth of willful 

deprivation by The Kaul Cases Defendants of Petitioner's life/liberty/property/reputation and by 

perpetuating an ongoing violation of Petitioner's lifeniberty/property/reputation. In essence, 

denying Petitioner remediation for past injuries while continuing to cause him new injuries. 

Respondents violation of Petitioner's litigation rights in the E.D.N.C. have rendered him 

permanently conflicted and thus Petitioner's only avenue of recourse is in the 4th Circuit in 

which Respondent violated Petitioner's human/civil/constitutional rights on March 15, 2024, 

nine hundred and fifteen (915) days after the September 12, 2022, purported injunction in Kl 1-7 

in the 2nd Circuit. Respondent violated Petitioner's rights in the 2'' Circuit (September 12, 2022) 

and then violated Petitioner rights in the 4~ Circuit (March 15, 2024). Moreover, the fundamental 

flaw in the district court's April 8, 2024, opinion that Petitioner's March 25, 2024, lawsuit is a 

mandamus petition, is that it does the lawsuit not ask a superior court to mandamus an inferior 
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court, but simply seeks declaratory/injunctive relief to prevent a threatened injury, irreparable 

harm and or protect/enforce a right against a violating defendant, who in this case is the 

Respondent. These are indeed "exceptional .... extraordinary ... usurping ... " circumstances, 

that if Petitioner sought.mandamus, which he does not, would substantiate such a plea. At some 

point in 2021, Respondent became ensnared in an extremely high stakes quid pro quo scheme 

with the Kll-7 Defendants. This explains the immense risks he has taken in Kll-17 under 

undoubtedly the threat of exposure of perpetrating such a serious scheme with seasoned 

professional racketeers, such as the Defendants. 

In the In re United Steelworkers case, the request for mandamus was denied because there 

existed an adequate alternative appeal avenue for Respondent PSA to remedy its grievance and 

participate in the dispute with the Petitioner United Steelworkers before the National Labor 

Relations Board. However, even assuming Petitioner's Complaint were one for mandamus, 

which it is not, there exists no avenue of remediation in the 2nd Circuit, nor could there, for 

Respondent's March 15, 2024, violation of Petitioner's judicially authorized litigation rights in 

Kl 1-17 occurred in the 4th Circuit. The 2nd Circuit would have no jurisdiction over a person, in 

either their official or personal capacity who committed a violation in the 4th Circuit, as did 

Respondent on March 15, 2024. The district court conflates the September 12, 2022 (Kl 1-7) 

events in the S.D.N.Y. with the March 15, 2024 (Kl 1-17) events in the E.D.N.C., to suggest that 

because Petitioner did not appeal the S.D.N.Y. September 12, 2022, purported injunction to the 

2nd Circuit, that he cannot now argue that his only avenue for contesting the March 15, 2024, 

violation of his rights in the E.D.N.C. by Respondent is in the E.D.N.C. and or the 4th Circuit. 

The implication is that Petitioner's avenue of remediation for the March 15, 2024, violation in 

the E.D.N.C. would have been in the 2•d Circuit in 2022, but because Petitioner waived that 

10 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 69 of 126USCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 9-1 Filed: 05/29/2024 Pg:11of31 Total Pages:(11 of 33) 

opportunity in 2022, he is now foreclosed from "collaterally" attacking the 2022 purported 

injunction in the E.D.N.C. in 2024. However, the district court knows that Kl 1-18 is a~ 

attack on Respondents extra-jurisdictional and illegal attack on Petitioner's 

human/civil/constitutional rights on March IS, 2024, in the 4th Circuit, which is why if 

mandamus were sought, which it is not, this would be the only avenue. 

It is worth noting that since September 12, 2022, no evidence/facts/argument/denials have been 

submitted by Respondent, any Defendants or any judges to show/demonstrate/prove that the 

September 12, 2022, purported order/injunction is not a "Fraud on the Court' (CASE NO, 24-

1417:APPENDIX-0018 TO 0026 ± 0146 to 0148), the reason being that it is a 'Fraud on the 

Court', that Defendants are now attempting to perpetrate, perpetuate and judicially incorporate 

into the jurisprudential 'fabric' of the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit. The 

purpose of this perpetuation is to attempt to 'cover-up' the decades-long crimes of The Kaul 

~ Defendants, and the criminal consequences of exposure. 

Did the Court eommit reversible and harmful errors of fact and law in its inconsistent and 
arbitrary alteration of position as to the September 12, 2022, purported injunction in Kt t. 
ill 

From the filing of the Complaint in Kl 1-17 on November 20, 2023, to the March 13, 2024, entry 

of an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY SCHEDULE, the Court tacitly held that the September 12, 

2022, purported injunction in Kl 1-7 was invalid and without effect in the United States District 

Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina. However, at some point in between the March 

15, 2024, purported order of Respondent OJSCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc· 4-8 Page 246 of 303) 

and the May 3, 2024, vacating of the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY SCHEDULE 
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(CASE NO. 24-1417:APPENDIX-0184 TO 0182) the district court's position did arbitrarily alter 

absent any change in fact or law. 

Does the district court's reliance on the admitted 'Fraud on the Court' of the Kll-7 
September 12, 2022. purported injunction and its structural error, cause that reliance to 
constitute an erroneous harmful substantial right violating reversible error in Kll-18? 

The district court's conflation and chronological silence on the events in K 11-7 and K 11-18, 

underpins its proposition-implication that Petitioner had/has an adequate remedy in the U.S.C.A 

for the 2nd Circuit as to Respondent's September 12, 2022, purported injunction, and that if the 

remedy no longer exists, it is because Petitioner chose not to utilize it, and therefore he cannot 

argue he has no alternative remedy to mandamus, even though Petitioner is not seeking 

mandamus. The abstractness of the district court's mandamus argument is akin to that of a 'straw 

man' argument, but Petitioner will continue to show that even though he is not seeking 

mandamus, it would nonetheless be afforded him in the context of the application of the district 

court's citations to the underlying, related and admitted facts of the case (USCA4 Appeal; 24-

1417 Doc; 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 of303}. Petitioner 'side-steps' the mandamus 'straw man' 

and chronologically clarifies the conflation and silence of key events in certain cases to show 

how Respondent's willful error and fraud in Kl 1-7 (SDN.Y.-2022) has been transmitted 

through and into Kl 1-10 (S.DN.Y.-2023)/Kl 1-14 (S.D.F.-2023/Kl 1-15 (S.DF.-2023)/Kl 1-17 

(E.DN.C.-2023) and Kl 1-18 (E.D.N.C.-2024). 

August 21, 2021 -Ktt-7: Petitioner filed Kl 1-17 in the S.D.N.Y. 

Se.ptemher 12. 2022 K11-7: Respondent dismissed Kll-7 with prejudice and entered a 

purported anti-filing nationwide injunction (Kl 1-7: D.E. 168). 
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September 14. 2022- Kll-7: Petitioner filed request with Clerk of the Court for the S.DN.Y. 

that Respondent disclose his fonns AOlO, his financial holdings, exparte communications and all 

conflicts of interest as to Kl 1-7 by October 6, 2022, or be deemed to be conflicted and admit that 

the September 12, 2022, purported order/injunction constitute a 'Fraud on the Court' (Kl 1-7: 

D.E. 170). 

October 6, 2022- K]J-7: Respondent failed to provide his fonns AOlO, his financial holdings, 

exparte communications and all conflicts of interest as to Kl 1-7 and Petitioner thus filed 

complaints against Respondent with state bar and Judicial Disciplinary Council. Respondent's 

judicial impartiality-conflicted-ness became proven, and has remained so the present, as did the 

structural error and invalidity of Respondent's September 12, 2022, purported injunction . 

.Tune 14, 2023: Petitioner was falsely arrested,jailed in New Jersey and there was an attempt on 

his life while incarcerated. Petitioner was released late at night on June 15, 2024, without 

explanation {USCA4 Appeal· 24-1417 Doc; 4-2 Page 14 to 42 of 303). 

June 22, 2023-Kll-14: Petitioner filed Kl 1-14 in the United States District Court for the 

Southern District of Florida. 

Tune 27, 2023-Kll-15: Petitioner filed Kl 1-15 in the United States District Court for the 

District of New Jersey. 

July 5, 2023 Kll-15: Petitioner judicially noticed U.S.DJ. Bloom in the U.S.D.C.-SD.F. as to 

Kl 1-15. 

July 11,2023- Kll-15: Kl 1-15 was docketed in the U.S.D.C.-S.D.F. before U.S.D.J. Bloom 

(lJSCA4 Appeal; 24-1417 Doc: 4-2 Page 14 to 42 of303). 

August 23,2023 Kll-14: Kl 1-14 was dismissed by U.S.DJ. Bloom based partly on 

Respondent's purported injunction (Kl 1-14: D.E. 39). 
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November 20. 2023- Kll-17: Petitioner filed Kl 1-17 in the E.D.N.C. and referenced/included 

in the Complaint and Exhibit 14 all documents pertaining to the purported injunction and a copy 

of the purported injunction (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0003 TO 0133 + 0191 TO 0210}. 

The case was admitted and assigned to U.S.DJ. Terence Boyle. 

December 21. 2023- Ktl-17: The case was reassigned from U.S.DJ. Boyle to Chief Judge 

Meyers. 

March 13, 2024 Kll-17: The E.DN.C. entered an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY SCHEDULE 

(CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0003 TO 0133 + 0191 TO 0210) that required parties confer 

as to the schedule. Defendants ignored order and ignored Petitioner's multiple requests to confer. 

No remedial action was taken against Defendants for their violation of the court's order. 

March 15.2024-Kll-7: In direct response to the ORDER FOR DISCOVERY SCHEDULE 

KII-7, Respondent entered a purported order in the S.D.N.Y. that sought to have Petitioner 

dismiss Kl 1-17 under penalty of contempt of court (USCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 4-8 Page 246 

to 247 to 42 of 303). It should be noted that in the time period from September 12, 2022, to 

March 15, 2024, Respondent continued to fail to provide any evidence/fact he had llil1 

participated in a quid pro quo bribery scheme with Defendants, and in fact did not even submit or 

have submitted a statement/affidavit that he had llll1 used his bench in the S.D.N.Y. to perpetrate 

a bribery based "pattern of racketeering" in K 11-7 or any other cases in which he had been 

involved. 

March 18. 2024-Ktl-17: Defendants in KII-17 filed the Kl 1-7 March 15, 2024, purported 

order onto the docket in Kl 1-17 (Kl 1-17: D.E. 72) as 'Defendant Exhibit A', turning 

Respondent into a witness. 
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March 25, 2024- Kll-18: Petitioner filed suit against Respondent in the E.D.N.C. and the case 

was assigned to U.SDJ. Flannagan. 

April 1. 2024 Kll-18: Kll-18 was reassigned from U.S.DJ Flanagan to Chief Judge Meyers. 

April 2. 2024- Kll-18: Summons was issued as to Respondent. 

April 8. 2024 Kll-18: Kll-18 was dismissed with prejudice by Chief Judge Meyers. 

May 3. 2024-Ktt-17: The magistrate judge vacated the ORDER FOR DISCOVERY 

SCHEDULE and stayed all other deadlines (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-O 184 TO o I 89). 

May 6, 2024- Klt-18: Petitioner filed a Notice of Appeal in the U.S.CA. for the 4"' Circuit. 

May 15, 2024-Ktt-18; Petitioner filed in the U.S.CA. for the 4"' Circuit a petition for judicial 

notice of facts with direct connection to the issues on appeal. 

Structural error is its own class of"bad". The Supreme Court has recognized an error as 

structural in multiple cases. See People v, Glasper. 234 Ill,2d 173, 9)7 N,E,2d 401 (June 2009}, 

quoting Neder v United States, 527 U.S. I. 8, 119 S Ct, 1827. 1833, 144 L.E,d,2d 35, 46 (1999}: 

Johnsons Y, United States, 520 U.S. 461, 468-49, 117 $.Ct, 1544. 1549-50, 137 L.E,2d 718,728 

<1997}, Washington v. Recuenco, 548 U.S. 212. 218,126 S,Ct. 2546, 2551, 165 L,Ed1d 466, 

474 (2006), A common theme of these case pertains to corrupted and non-impartial judges, a 

theme that has been a central one in most if not all administrative/state/bankruptcy/district courts 

in which Petitioner has litigated for over twelve (12) years seeking the restitution-compensation

rectification of the ongoingf'new" injuries to his illegally seized life/liberty/property/reputation. 

The Court's discussion as to a mandamus related lack of available other remedies is irrelevant as 

Petitioner's Complaint is not a request for mandamus, but one for declaratory/injunctive relief. 

This discussion ignores the structural error of the 'Fraud on the Court' of the Kl 1-7 September 
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12, 2022 (S.D.N.Y.) purported injunction and instead references it ten (10) times without 

criticism, in an attempt to validate Respondent's opinion to support its dismissal of Kl l-18. 

The district court erred in neither referencing nor analyzing the evidence before it in K 11-17, as 

to the intrinsic and extrinsic elements of the invalidity of the K 11-7 September 12, 2022, 

purported injunction, as proven by documents filed within Kl l-17 on November 20, 2023 

(CASE NO. 24-1417:APPENDIX-0018 TO 0026 ± 0146 to 0149 + 0151 TO 0155 + 0171 TO 

!l.l!!l). 

This evidence and other admitted facts constitute an element of the legal/factual basis on which 

Kl l-17 was admitted on November 20, 2023, and on which the Court entered on March 13, 

2024, an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (CASE NO. 24-1417:APPENDIX-0l 35). 

However, if Petitioner had intended on filing a petition for mandamus, which he did not, he 

would have, as he had done before, filed it in a superior court, that being either the U.S.C.A. for 

the 411, Circuit or the Supreme Court of the United States, and not an equal court. In fact, it was 

Respondent who attempted to usurp the power of the equally powerful E.D.N.C. by threatening 

Petitioner with contempt if he did not dismiss Kl l-17. 

Do the errors of fact and law within the Court's discussion and conclusion constitute 
harmful reversible error? 

The district court's sua ponte dismissal was premised on its mischaracterization of the Complaint 

as being a petition for mandamus. There exists within the Complaint no elements of mandamus, 

and even if there did, which there do not, the correct course of action would have been to dismiss 

the Complaint without prejudice and with permission to amend, and not to dismiss with 

prejudice, knowing that a dismissal with prejudice is entirely contradictory to the Court's 
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November 20, 2024, admittance of Kl 1-17 and the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY SCHEDULE in Kl 1-17. 

The Respondent has admitted to a series of felonies (CASE NO, 24-14!7:APPENDIX-0146 TO 

0149 ± 0212 TO 0213} and the law prohibits the district court from attempting to conceal an 

examination of these felonies, an examination that is indisputably in the public interest. As of 

today, the Respondent continues to adjudicate cases in the Southern District of New York, cases 

that continue to be integrated into the 'fabric' of American jurisprudence. 

The doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court' holds that every case that incorporates a preceding 'Fraud 

on the Court' does render itself a 'Fraud on the Court'. The principle of precedent is not without 

restraint and is principle eventually overridden by the cumulative wrongness of a persistent 

injustice. Petitioner Kaul has continued to be injured in his life/liberty/property/reputation since 

at least 2012, and continues to incur ongoingl''new" injuries that continue, under the law, to 

establish nationwide jurisdiction and standing to continue to bring new claims until the injuries 

to his life/liberty/property/reputation are remediated/rectified/compensated and new injuries are 

caused to cease. 

Respondent's admissions of these felonies, their constituting a 'Fraud on the Court' and the 

filing of disciplinary complaints were submitted as exhibits with the November 20, 2023, filing 

of Kl 1-17, and thus the district court knew of these facts. Respondent has never denied the facts 

of these felonies. nor produced any reports or findings from any disciplinary bodies negating the 

facts. In Kl 1-17, each time the Defendants submitted a copy of the Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022, 

purported injunction in support of their motions to dismiss, Petitioner raised these facts of felony 

as perpetrated by Respondent-Defendants, and neither Respondent nor Defendants denied the 

17 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 76 of 126l'.JSCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 9-1 Filed: 05/29/2024 Pg:18of31 Total Pages:(18 of 33) 

facts nor submitted evidence/facts to the contrary. Respondent is guilty of charges levied in Kl I

I 8. 

Further evidencing the district court's knowledge as to the fraudulence of the K 11-7 September 

12, 2022, purported injunction, is the fact that the district court in Kl 1-17 entered the March 13, 

2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN without adjudicating Defendants' motions to dismiss. 

The reason for this is that a denial of Defendants motions would further invalidate the KI 1-7 

September I 2 2022, pm::ported injunction and cause conflict between the two courts. a legitimate 

tension in light of the seriousness of the offenses, but a tension the district court has gone to great 

lengths to avoid, as evident from its April 8, 2024, opinion-order. Petitioner respectfully asserts 

that Respondent, a judicial officer, recognizes that Petitioner Kaul has no interest in pursuing 

him or further injuring his interests, but only in holding accountable those who caused and or 

perpetuated the twelve-years-plus (12+) injuries to Petitioner's life/liberty/property/reputation. 

Petitioner simply seeks Respondent cease any interference in the litigation and recognize that the 

extremely limited scope of his purported injunction (CASE NO, 24-1417:APPENDIX-0151 TO 

~. restrains his jurisdiction to the S.DN.Y. 

Similarly, the district court knows a grant of the motions would cause its implication in the 

'Fraud on the Court' violations of the September 12, 2022. purported injunction and would 

not prevent Petitioner from filing new actions based on un-remediated/un-rectified/un

compensated ongoingf'new" injuries, in any one of the other ninety-three (93) district courts in 

the United States, as the exact injunction wording pertains to lawsuits filed "before" September 

12, 2022, and cases related not the 2014 NJ revocation but to the 2019 "denial" of Petitioner's 

application to have his NJ license reinstated. The district court recognizes that eventually a 

district court will either order the case to trial or enter judgment against Defendants, as 
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Respondent's conflicted position permanently precludes him from any involvement in any case 

with any connection to Petitioner, a preclusion which pennanently nullifies his Kl 1-7 September 

12, 2022, purported injunction with a res judicata-like effect, thus exposing Defendants' counsel 

to sanctions for the submission of the knowingly fraudulent legal instrument of Respondent's 

September 12, 2022 purported injunction. 

The Court's characterization of the declaratory and injunctive relief sought within the Complaint 

as being that pursuant to an All-Writs Act, 28 U .S.C. Section 16Sl(a) request for mandamus 

seeking to cause Respondent "to refrain from enforcing the nationwide filing injunction 

against him." is not only an erroneous characterization of the relief sought, but does 

inadvertently, through the use of the preventative term "refrain from enforcing", ally itself with 

the nature of declaratory/injunctive relief, that being of preventing a threatened injury, 

irreparable harm and or protecting a right or enforcing a right. For the tenn to be one of 

enforcement, would require that the operative verb be one of enforcement, and it is not, as it is 

one of prevention. However, even if the Court had made the operative verb one of enforcement, 

it would at most, if at all, substantiated a denial of only Point 11 of the 'DECLARATIONS AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF' (D.E. I Page 30 of 31), and would not have substantiated a dismissal 

with prejudice of the entire case. The district court's statements and sub-conclusions of 

"Plaintiff appears to seek mandamus relief under the All-Writs Act ... mandamus relief 

"has the unfortunate consequence of making a district court judge a litigant ... "But he 

[Petitioner Kau] cannot plausibly demonstrate that mandamus relief is warranted ... It is 

well settled that mandamus may not be used as a substitute for appeal ... To be entitled to 

a writ of mandamus ... Plaintiff cannot plausibly demonstrate a "clear and indisputable" 

right to the requested mandamus relief ... that he had no other adequate remedy besides 
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mandamus relief, .. "are without substantiation, as mandamus relief is not requested, as if it 

were, the Complaint would resemble mandamus petitions previously filed by Petitioner within 

the United States District Court and it does not (CASE NO. 24-1417:APPENDIX-0215 TO 

ll2.17}. The district court's repetition of the word ''mandamus" does not convert a Complaint 

that plainly seeks declaratory/injunctive relief into one seeking mandamus, and moreover 

mandamus, by its very definition and historical origins in the British Monarchy, can only be 

issued from a superior to inferior authority, and not to one of equal authority, a fact of which 

Petitioner is aware as evidenced by his prior petitions within the United States District Court. 

However, the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court', in permitting the filing of the same case in the 

same or different court, but noting however that Kl l-17/Kl l-18 are factually distinct to Kl 1-7, 

does in effect cause a nullification-striking of the prior case [Kl 1-7] which is what the district 

court did with the Kll-17 November 20, 2023, filing and March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY PLAN. The district court in Kl l-17 did not deem these effective nullifications

strikes as a self-imposed mandamus on either November 20, 2023, or March 13, 2024. Thus, it 

has precluded itself from now characterizing Petitioner's Kl l-18 Complaint as a request for 

mandamus, as Kl l-18 simply seeks to have the district court remain consistent with its prior 

actions in Kl l-17, particularly in light of the fact that between the November 20, 2023, filing of 

Kl 1-17 and the May 3, 2024, order vacating the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY 

PLAN, there have emerged no new facts or law that would substantiate the May 3, 2024, order. 

Did the Court commit reversible harmful error in failing to find all the proper facts? 

The district court's recitation of fact omits the corpus of fact contained with the November 20, 

2023, Complaint in Kl 1-17 that unequivocally substantiates that the Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022, 
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purported injunction was/is a 'Fraud on the Court'. In fact, it was this body of fact, contained 

principally within the Complaint and Exhibit 14, that caused the district court to recognize that 

the Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022, purported injunction was a 'Fraud on the Court; which is why it 

advanced Kl 1-17 and why on March 13, 2023, it entered an 'ORDER OF DISCOVERY PLAN'. 

Thus, the district court's knowingly erroneous recitation (Kl 1-18: D.E. 7) in Kl 1-18 of the Kl 1-

7 September 12, 2022, purported injunction as being a valid legal instrument, involves a material 

and erroneous omission of fact relevant to a iIDlP« analysis of the facts, which would necessarily 

involve citing those that formed the basis for the Kll-17 March 13, 2024 'ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY PLAN'. This order was a clear rejection of Respondent's September 12, 2022, 

purported injunction, which is why on March 15, 2024, Respondent filed a purported order in 

Kl 1-7 threatening to hold Petitioner in contempt if he did not dismiss Kl 1-17 by March 29, 

2024. 

The law permits a court to talce judicial notice of facts from related cases in order to facilitate a 

proper determination of the presented issues and or questions. Within Kl 1-17, a case pending 

before the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, the Defendants 

brought to the attention of the district court, the existence of The Kaul Cases and the within 

admitted facts. On May 15, 2024, Petitioner Kaul did request the U.S.CA. for the 4"' Circuit talce 

judicial notice of these admitted fact~ (JJSCM Appeal: 24-1417 Doc; 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 

3Q3). These admitted facts were excluded from the district court's April 8, 2024, ORDER in 

Kl 1-18, as their inclusion, even under the erroneously cited mandamus related legal standards, 

would cause an entry of an order substantiating a grant of the declaratory and injunctive relief 

sought in the March 25, 2024, Complaint in Kl 1-18. 
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Does the Court's erroneous/illogical analysis within the 'DISCUSSION' section regarding 
fact and law constitute a harmful and reversible error? 

The cases on which the district court relies were either nullified in Kl 1-7 or are differentiated in 

this brief, as to render them irrelevant to the Court's April 8, 2024, opinion/order. The district 

court's analysis and Petitioner's response are as below: 

(i) Petitioner requests the district court to order Respondent to "refrain from enforcing the 

nationwide filing injunction against him," 

Petitioner Kaul actually requests the eleven (11) forms of declaratory/injunctive relief identified 

in the Complaint (D.E. I Page 29 to 30 of 31). Neither the word 'enforcing' not any of its 

derivatives or synonyms are used by Petitioner Kaul, and point 11 pertains to the proper striking 

from the Kl 1-17 record of the admitted/proven 'Fraud on the Court' and structural error of the 

September 12, 2022, purported injunction in Kl 1-7. Respondent is free to continue the fraud 

against his own docket, the S.DN.Y., and the 2nd Circuit, but will eventually be obliged to deal 

with the consequences of these knowing offenses. This Court knows that the K 11-7 September 

12, 2022, purported injunction is a fraud, because it admitted Kl 1-17 on November 20, 2023, 

and on March 13·, 2023, it entered an ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN with full knowledge of 

these facts. 

(ii) the request is a "drastic one" only to he used in "extraordinary" circumstances." A]Jied 

Chem, Corp, v Daiflon, Inc,,449 u,s, 33, 34 0280} 

Drastic is defined as ''likely to have a strong or far-reaching effect" and "extraordinary" is 

defined as ''very unusual or remarkable". The district court has not explained how any of the 

eleven (11) points of relief are anything but consistent with the doctrine of 'Fraud on the Court' 

and its remedial justice-purposed measures of nullification and re-trial. In the context of this case 
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"drastic" will indeed have a beneficial and lawful ''far reaching_effect" in that it will oppose 

the ongoingl''new" injuries continuing to be committed against Petitioner's 

life/liberty/property/reputation by The Kaul Cases Defendants, and will prevent (injunctive) any 

future violations/injuries. As to the "extraordinary" standard, whether viewed through 

mandamus or declaratory-injunctive relief, it is indisputable that Respondent's conversion of his 

bench into a "racketeering enterprise" is "extraordinary" and indeed no district judge in the 

S.D.N.Y. has submitted a statement/affidavit attesting that "racketeering" within the SD.N.Y. 

is widespread, ordinary and or the normal course of court business. Petitioner respectfully 

surmises that the district court's attempt to illogically frame Petitioner's Complaint as a request 

for mandamus, particularly in light of the fact it admitted Kl 1-17 on November 20, 2023, and 

advanced it into discovery on March 13, 2024. is founded on a righteous interest to see justice 

done and adjudicate Kl 1-17 absent the threats/pressure/bullying Defendants illegally exerted on 

prior district judges. 

(iii) the request would convert a district court judge into a "litigant" -

The district court's reliance on Allied for the proposition that mandamus causes the district judge 

to become "litigant" is misplaced as Petitioner's Complaint does not seek mandamus, but 

simply declaratory-injunctive relief consistent with the case law created by the district court, in 

regard to Respondent's purported injunction, of which this district court had direct knowledge on 

November 20, 2023, and of which it prior actions effectively rendered null/void in the U.S.C.A. 

for the 4"' Circuit. Petitioner's Complaint does not, as was the case in ~. convert the district 

judge in the E.D .N .C. into a "litigant" as the Complaint is directed at Respondent, who sits in 

the U.S.C.A. for the 2nd Circuit, and who has remained an adversary with Petitioner since 

October 2022, subsequent to Petitioner's complaints to the state bar and Judicial Disciplinary 
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Council. However, despite Respondent's knowledge of these conflicts he did, no doubt under 

threats/pressure/bullying from Defendants, further violate his code of judicial conduct by 

entering a knowingly illegal order on March 15, 2024 (USCA4 Appeal; 24-1417 Doc; 4-8 Page 

246 to 247 of 303) against the Petitioner with whom he knew he was conflicted, an order that 

threatened to hold Petitioner in contempt if he did not dismiss Kl 1-17 by March 29, 2024. These 

acts constitute an "ongoing pattern of racketeering'' within the S.D.N.Y. that deserves to be 

criminally investigated. The only explanation as to why Respondent would expose himself to 

such immense civil/criminal liability is that Defendants, in their own state of desperation, 

threatened to have Respondent and his relations to the third-degree criminally investigated. This 

is a mafia-type tactic that used frequently by Defendant Christie against his political opponents 

while he was the US Attorney (2001-2009) and NJ Governor (2009-2017). Petitioner 

respectfully asserts that his Complaint, other than seeking the stated relief, did intend to actually 

protect the jurisdiction of the E.D.N.C. against Respondent's illegal violation. It also seeks to 

prevent the setting of a precedent whereby nationwide injunctions would become tyrannical tools 

of immense and unconstitutional oppression used against private litigants by judges with corrupt 

personal agendas and or motivations, and or who find themselves entangled in highly 

compromised personal-professional quagmires. 

(iv) the request would result in ''piecemeal" post-judgment litigation 

The district court's reliance on Allkd for the proposition that mandamus would cause a 

fragmentation of the litigation process is misplaced, in that Petitioner's Complaint does not seek 

mandamus, but simply relief consistent with the law of the case. But even if the Complaint did 

seek mandamus, which it does not nor ever could, as Respondent is not an inferior entity to the 

E.D.N.C., the mandamus is directed not at the E.D.N.C., but at the S.D.N.Y., and would in 
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actuality, cause the Kl 1-17 litigation to efficiently advance in a manner unimpeded by 

Respondent's illegal scheme of interference, and would signal to recalcitrant litigants that non

cooperation with court orders would result in judgment or dismissal. For example, the district 

judge in the E.D.N.C. could simply have permitted Respondent to enter the case, make his case 

and then grant Petitioner's relief, in order that Kl 1-17 could proceed according to the law of the 

case. It would also have had the effect in Kll-17 of efficiently curtailing the 

Defendants/Counsel's blatant misconduct and illegitimate disregard for the Court's authority, a 

disregard not un-witnessed by state bars and disciplinary bodies. 

(v) the "extraordinary" request is only warranted in "exceptional circumstances" in which 

there is a usurpation of judicial authority and or power 

Petitioner's Complaint seeks declaratory-injunctive relief, not mandamus, and thus the district 

court's ''extraordinary ... exceptional circumstances" proposition is inapplicable. However, if 

Petitioner did seek mandamus, the admitted facts of The Kaul Cases (!JSCA4 Appeal: 24-1417 

Page I to 303 of 303) do exceed the "extraordinary ... exceptional circumstances" standards, 

as there exists not another case in the entire body of American jurisprudence that approximates 

the fact pattern of that in The Kaul Cases. including K 11-18, and in eight (8) years The Kaul 

,Cam Defendants have produced not one. 

(vi) Petitioner claims that Respondent's attempt to enforce hjs purported injunction in the 

u,s c A for the 41h Circuit constitutes "exceptional circumstances" tantamount to a 

"usurpation" of judicial power and that this warrants mandamus 

Petitioner's Complaint seeks declaratory-injunctive relief, not mandamus, and thus the district 

court's "exceptional circumstances ... usurpation" proposition is inapplicable. However, even 

if Petitioner were seeking mandamus, which he is not, these standards are satisfied by the fact 
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that admitted facts of The Kaul Cases, including Kl 1-18 are indeed "exceptional", a word 

defined in the Oxford English Dictionary as being "unusual; not typical". The fact pattern of 

The Kaul Cases or of any fact pattern that approximates it, is found nowhere else in the entire 

body of American jurisprudence, and substantiates an ''unprecedented/illegal abuse of power 

by Defendant, a district judge ... who seeks to enforce his judicial will on the entirety of the 

federal judiciary." (Kl 1-18: D.E. I Page 8 of 31 Para. I). 

(vii) Petitioner cannot plausibly establjsh the factual elements necessacy to warrant mandamus 

Petitioner's Complaint seeks declaratory-injunctive relief, not mandamus, and thus the district 

court's ''cannot plausibly demonstrate that mandamus relief is warranted" proposition is 

inapplicable. However, if Petitioner were seeking mandamus, the "exceptional ... 

extraordinary" facts of the case and the lack of any other adequate remedy would substantiate 

mandamus, for Respondent, in illegally seeking to force Petitioner to dismiss Kl 1-17 under 

threat of contempt, would deprive Petitioner of remediation through the appellate process, as 

voluntary dismissals, by their very nature, are unappealable. Respondent's extortionary-like 

tactic was part of the "ongoing pattern ofracketeering". Respondent has permitted himself to 

become a racketeer, as did U .S.DJ. Edward Thomas Manton of the S .D.N .Y. 

https://en. wilcipedia.org/wiki/Martin_ Thomas_Manton 

(viii) Petitioner has absolutely no right to the issuance from this Court of a mandamus to 

Respondent compeHing him not to enforce his purported injunction. because Respondent 

afforded Petitioner "appropriate process" and ''thoroughly analyzed why the injunction was 

necessary to prevent Plaintiff from engaging in ''further vexatious lit;gatjon" based on the 

denial of his medical license.,." and because it was within Respondent's discretion to 

''restrict" Petitioner's ''future ability to sue", Petitioner became deprived of any mandamus 
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derived "clear and indi~putable" right to sue for any ongoingf'new" injuries to his 

Hfenibertylproperty and or reputation 

Petitioner's Complaint seeks declaratory/injunctive relief and not mandamus, and thus the 

district court' "appropriate process" proposition is inapplicable. However, if mandamus were 

sought, it would be because Respondent engaged in judicial co1TUption and violated Petitioner's 

right to due process by failing to analyze, as the district court knows (CASE NO. 24-

1417:APPENDIX-0171 to 0182}. any of Petitioner's reply arguments as to the absence of any 

factual or legal basis for an injunction, all!! because of the fact of the admitted facts of The Kao) 

CBm llmi because of the fact that throughout The Kaul Cases the Defendants corruptly 

interfered and illegally obstructed discovery and or trial. 

The district court's ''thoroughly analyzed" claim is made with the knowledge that there was no 

analysis of the law and arguments submitted by Petitioner, which is why the district court 

admitted Kl 1-17 on November 20, 2023, and did enter on March 13, 2024, an ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY SCHEDULE. The district court's inconsistency constitutes a knowing error. as 

there exists no change in facts or law between the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY 

PLAN and May 3, 2024, order vacating the ORDER that would substantiate the district court 

violating its own law. 

(ix) Because Petitioner failed to appeal Re,;pondent's injunction to the u.s,c.A, for the 2"' 

Circuit. he is foreclosed from arguing that he has no other adequate remedy other than 

mandamus to contest Respondent's violation of his judicially validated rights in the U.S,C,A. for 

the 4th Circuit, and is foreclosed from "collaterally" attacking the "validity of the filing 

injunction" through suit in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North 

Carolina. 
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Petitioner's Complaint seeks declaratory/injunctive relief and not mandamus, and thus the 

district court's ''no other adequate remedy" proposition is inapplicable. However, even if 

mandamus were sought, it would be substantiated on the basis of "no other adequate remedy". 

An explanation of why this is the case, requires first of all a clarification of the illogicality of the 

district court's April 8, 2024, opinion-order. The district court is effectively saying that because 

in Se_ptember 2022 in Kll-17 in the S.D.N.Y., the Petitioner chose not to appeal the 

Respondent's March 15, 2024, order of interference/violation of Petitioner's litigation rights in 

Kl 1-17 in the ED.N.C. that therefore he is foreclosed from filing suit on March 25, 2024, for 

Respondent's March 15, 2024, interference/violations. Or put otherwise, because Petitioner 

failed in 2022 to contest an unknown future event, he is foreclosed from contesting that event in 

2024 when it comes into existence and becomes known to Petitioner. This strain of Kafka-esque 

logic has penneated The Kaul Cases with the purpose of attempting to obfuscate the guilt of 

The Kaul Cases Defendants, a guilt, the admitted facts of which are on plain sight ((USCA4 

Appeal· 24-1417 Page I to 303 of 303). 

The issue in 2022 was an appeal of Respondent's September 12, 2022, purported order

injuriction, while the issue in 2024 is Respondent's interference/violation of Petitioner's 

litigation rights in Kl 1-17 in the E.D.N.C. Thus, Petitioner's March 25, 2024, suit against 

Respondent is not a collateral attack on Respondent's September 12, 2022, purported order

injunction in the SDN.Y., but is a dm:l:1 attack on Respondent's March 15, 2024. 

interference/violation of Petitioner's litigation rights in Kl 1-17 in the E.D.N.C. It is a different 

battle, just as the Battle of Bunker Hill (June 17, 1775-British victory-Massachusetts) was a 

different battle to that of the Siege of Yorktown (October 19, 1781-Franco-Patriot victory

Virginia). 
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As to the "validity of the filing injunction", Respondent admitted to its invalidity in 2022 

(CASE NO 24-1417:APPENDIX-0212 to 0213). Petitioner further proved its invalidity in 2022 

(CASE NO. 24-J 4 I 7:APPENDIX-0220 to 0245) and this Court validated its invalidity on 

November 20, 2023, and on March 13, 2024, and thus there was nothing left for Petitioner to 

attack. Petitioner's attack was on Respondent's March 15, 2024, interference/violation of 

Petitioner's litigation rights in Kl 1-17 in the E.D.N.C. It was and is the Kl 1-17 Defendants who 

have clung and clinged to the remnants of Respondent's purported injunction. However, most 

conspicuous in its ongoing absence is any refutation/contestation/analysis/rebuttal by any person 

of the fact that Respondent's Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022. purported order-injunction was and is a 

'Fraud on the Court'. In fact, the district court's silence on the fact buttresses its November 20. 

2023, and March 13, 2023, actions that effectively admit the fact of the 'Fraud on the Court' of 

Respondent's Kl 1-7 September 12, 2022, purported order-injunction. 
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RELIEF REQUESTED 

1. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests the Court Issue an order to the district court as to facts 

within K 11-17 with a direct connection to the issues on appeal, that causes the district court to 

vacate in Kll-17 its May 3, 2024, ORDER (D.E. 107) vacating its March 13, 2024, ORDER 

FOR DISCOVERY PLAN. 

2. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests the Court issue an order to the district court as to facts 

within Kl l-17 with a direct connection to the issues on appeal, that causes the district court to 

reinstate in Kl 1-17 its March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (D.E. 65). 

3. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests this Court hold that the restricted jurisdictional limits of 

the September 12, 2022, purported in junction in K 11-7 is established by the exact wording set 

forth in the document, a fact clarified by Petitioner on April 12, 2024, as per CASE NO 24-

1417:APPENDIX-0184 TO 0187 and a fact not denied and thus admitted by Kl l-17 Defendants. 

4. Petitioner Kaul respectfully requests this Court, in light of all the admitted facts of The Kaul 

Cues (USCA4 Appeal; 24-1417 Doc; 4-1 to 4-9 Page I to 303 of 303} provide any and all relief 

it believes is equitable, will serve the interests of justice and will enlighten Defe,ndants as to 

future proceedings in K 11-17. 
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PRIOR APPEALS 

Petitioner has filed no prior appeals in this Court. 

Petitioner certifies under penalty of perjury that the above statements are true and accurate to the 

best of his knowledge. 

DATED: MAY 25, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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CASE NO. 24-1417 

INTHE 
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
PETITIONER 

ON APPEAL FROM 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

RICHARD KAUL v. JAMES OETKEN 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, the Petitioner in the above matter do 
certify that on May 25, 2024, I did send a copy of the within 
INFORMAL OPENING BRIEF to Respondent JAMES OETKEN via 
FedEx. 

And that on May 25, 2024, a copy of the INFORMAL OPENING 
BRIEF was sent via FEDEX to PETER MOORE, JR, the Clerk of the 
Court for the United States District Court for the Eastern District of 
North Carolina. 

1 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-2   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 91 of 126tJSCA/1 Appeal: 24-1417 Doc: 9-2 Filed: 05/29/2024 Pg: 2 of 2 Total Pages:(33 of 33) 

' . 
And that on May 25, 2024, a copy of the INFORMAL OPENING 
BRIEF was emailed to counsel for Defendants in the matter of 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL v. CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED 
EDUCATION FOR PHYSICIANS: 23-CV-00672-M-KS, a related case 
pending in the U.S.D.C. for the E.D.N.C. 

DATED: MAY 25, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

2 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTER,"! DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WESTERN DIVISION 

Case No. 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, et al., 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED EDUCATION 
FOR PHYSICIANS, et al., 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

ORDER 

This matter comes before the court on the motions to dismiss filed by Defendants 

Christopher J. Christie ("Christie") and Jan1es Howard Solomon ("Solomon") [DE 17]; Allstate 

Insurance Company ("Allstate") [DE 36]; Federation of State Medical Boards of the United States, 

Inc. (the "Federation") [DE 43]; Richard F. Reary ("Reary") [DE 48]; Center for Personalized 

Education for Physicians ("CPEP") [DE 58]; and Daniel Stolz ("Stolz") [DE 64]. Plaintiff has filed 

prose responses to each of the pending motions. See DE 31, 5 I, 56, 61, 67, 84. For the following 

reasons, the motions are granted. 

I. Factual and Procedural Background 

Plaintiff alleges that, more than a decade ago, he pioneered "the first outpatient minimally 

invasive spinal fusion" procedure, which "revolutionized the field of spine surgery" and 

"immensely benefitted" the public. DE I ,r,r l 5, 30. He was later reported to the state licensing 

authority for performing his spinal fusion procedure, resulting in the revocation of his New Jersey 

medical license in 2014. Jd ,r 135. The New Jersey State Board of Medical Examiners found that 

"his performance of spine surgeries on 11 patients without proper training and experience 

constituted gross and repeated malpractice, negligence, and incompetence." Kaul v. Christie, 372 
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\ 

F. Supp. 3d 206, 215 (D.N.J. 2019). However, according to Plaintiff, the revocation allegedly 

resulted from a vast bribery and racketeering scheme involving numerous medical professionals, 

lawyers, government officials, and insurance companies. Id ,r,r 146--162. Since the revocation, 

Plaintiff has instituted approximately sixteen prior actions seeking monetary and injunctive relief, 

including the reinstatement of his medical license. Id at 9. 

Based on his filing history, on September 12, 2022, United States District Judge J. Paul 

Oetken enjoined Plaintiff from suing the defendants in Kaul v. Intercontinental Exchange ("Kaul 

2021 ") in any federal district court for claims relating to or arising from "(i) the denial of his 

medical license; (ii) subsequent litigation proceedings initiated by the Defendants [t]here before 

the date of this Order; (iii) subsequent litigation proceedings initiated by Plaintiff Kaul before the 

date of this Order; without first obtaining leave from this Court." See No. 21-CV-6992, 2022 WL 

4133427, at *9 (S.D.N. Y. Sept. 12, 2022). Judge Oetken warned that, if Plaintiff violates the order, 

"any request will be denied for failure to comply with this Opinion and Order, and [he] may be 

subject to sanctions, including monetary penalties or contempt." Id. 

After entry of the filing injunction, Plaintiff filed suit in this district. See DE I. The 

complaint in this case is 132 pages and appears to allege fifteen claims arising under the Racketeer 

Influence Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"), Section 1983 of Title 42 of the United States 

Code, and the United Nations Declaration of Human Rights. It seeks monetary and injunctive 

relief, including the reinstatement of his New Jersey medical license. It also names several Kaul 

2021 defendants (the Federation; Allstate; Christie; Heary; and Stolz}·as well as other defendants 

who were unnamed in the previous suit (CPEP and Solomon). See id at 131. 

On January 11, 2024, Defendants Christie and Solomon moved to dismiss the complaint. 

DE 17. Defendants Allstate, Federation, Heary, and CPEP have also moved for dismissal. DE 36, 

2 
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43, 48, 58. On March 13, 2024, Defendant Stolz joined the pending motions. DE 64. Plaintiff filed 

pro se responses to each motion. DE 3 I, 51, 56, 61, 67, 84. 

On March 15, 2024, Judge Oetken issued an order confirming that Plaintiff had not sought 

permission to institute this action and thus has violated the filing injunction. See DE 173 at 2, Kaul 

2021, No. I :21-cv-6992. Judge Oetken denied Plaintiff permission to file or pursue this action 

against the defendants named in Kaul 2021 and ordered Plaintiff "to withdraw the EDNC action 

as to those defondants within 14 days of the date of this order. If he fails to do so, he may be subject 

to monetary sanctions and contempt." Jd. To date, Plaintiff has not voluntarily withdrawn any 

affected claims. The motions are ripe for disposition. 

II. Discussion 

A. Rule 8 

CPEP and Soloman argue that Plaintiff has failed to comply with Rule 8 of the Federal 

Rules of Civil Procedure and "leave to amend would be futile because Plaintiff has had multiple 

opportunities in various jurisdiction to amend his allegations and has perpetually failed to meet the 

Rule 8 requirements." See DE 18 at 4-5; DE 59 at 4-5 ("Kaul's recycled contentions have been 

repeatedly dismissed in courts across the United States because they do not plead a claim 

for relief."). 

Kaul responds that "Defendants have not specifically described their misunderstanding" to 

portions of the complaint. DE 3 I at 8. He contends that they "know and understand the exact 

meaning of these statements pertains to the insurance industry's over four hundred ( 400) year-long 

profit-purposed 'pattern ofracketeering' that commenced with the trans-Atlantic slaving genocide, 

progressed to insuring the Nazi's execution gas chambers/human incinerators to the current asset 

seizing/trafficking on masse of ethnic minority physicians into for-profit American jails to the 

profiting from investing/funding/financing forced mass vaccination programs." Id. at 8--9 

3 
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(emphasis omitted). He asserts that he does not need to amend the complaint, but if the court finds 

otherwise, he \Viii correct any specific deficiencies identified for him. Id. at 9. 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a)(2) requires a plaintiff to set forth "a short and plain 

statement of the claim showing that" the plaintiff is entitled to relief. Fed. R. Civ. P. 8(a)(2). The 

pleading requirement is violated when a complaint is replete with "vague ramblings and 

nonsensical claims" that defendants must attempt to decipher the "incomprehensible" to defend 

themse.lves. El-Beyv. North Carolina, 2014 WL 691580, at •2 (M.D.N.C. Feb. 21, 2014). F&ilure 

to satisfy the pleading requirement after having fair notice of the specific defects in a complaint 

and a meaningful chance to fix them is grounds for dismissal. Dillard v. Perry, 2019 WL 1244701, 

at •5 (E.D.N.C. Mar. 18, 2019). The opportunity to amend is not required when the effort would 

be futile. See Arroyo v. Zamora, 2018 WL 1413195, at •5 (W.D.N.C. Mar. 21, 2018). 

Prose pleadin~ are "to be liberally constrned." Erickson v. Pardus, 551 U.S. 89, 94 (2007) 

(quoting Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S. 97 (1976)). "Principles requiring generous construction of 

prose complaints are not, however, without limits." Beaudett v. City of Hampton, 775 F.2d 1274, 

1278 (4th Cir. 1985). "Every party-prose or otherwise-must comply with the Federal Rules of 

Civil Procedure." Tagirova v. Elizabeth City State Univ., 2017 WL 4019516, at *4 (E.D.N.C. 

Sept. l l, 2017). 

As CPEP and Solomon correctly point out, the complaint in this case is neither "short" nor 

"plain." It is 132 pages of vague and/or conclusory allegations, accompanied by 567 pages of 

exhibits. The complaint, like the complaints supporting Plaintiffs previous litigations, depends on 

"bizarre, far-fetched" claims "reliant on flawed premises" and "spurious comparisons between the 

insurance industry, on the one hand, and Nazi Germany and slavery, on the other, and difficult-to-

4 
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follow references to Mr. Kaul's other pending litigations (and related documents)." Kaul v. Boston 

Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *3 (D. Mass. July 30, 2021). 

Leave to amend would be futile in this case. Plaintiff maintains in essence that he will not 

: ,. amend his complaint to comply with Rule 8 unless specific deficiencies are identified in his t<'-

complaint. See DE 31 at 9. "District judges have no obligation to act as counsel or paralegal to pro 

se litigants." Pliler v. Ford, 542 U.S. 225, 231 (2004). Moreover, Plaintiff has had several prior 

chances in his other litigations to amend his recycled allegations to state a short, plain, and 

plausible claim to relief, yet those other litigations "have [never] resulted in any relief for [him]." 

See Kaul 2021, 2022 WL 4133427, at *1-2. Based on the record as a whole, his filing history, and 

the assertions in his response, dismissal with prejudice under Fed. R. Civ. P. 8(a)(2) is appropriate. 

B. Filing Injunction 

The Federation, Allstate, Christie, Beary, and Stolz argue that dismissal with prejudice is 

also appropriate because Plaintiff has violated the filing injunction entered against him in Kaul 

2021. See, e.g., DE 18 at 2-4; DE 37 at 11-13; DE 44 at 2-5; DE 49 at 4-7. Plaintiff responds that 

the injunction, like all nationwide injunctions, "are heavily disfavored" and that the injunction was 

a product of"Fraud on the Court" and judicial corruption. See,_e.g., DE 31 aL4-c-7; DE 51 at.25-

29; DE 56 at 3-6; DE 61 at 25-26. 

The filing injunction enjoined Plaintiff from suing the above-named Defendants 

(Federation, Allstate, Christie, Beary, and Stolz) in any federal district court for claims relating to 

or arising from "the denial of his medical license ... without first obtaining leave from this Court." 

See Kaul 2021, 2022 WL 4133427, at *9. Plaintiff did not appeal, and no court has invalidated, 

the filing injunction. Thus, the filing injunction remains in full effect. See DE 173 at 2, Kaul 2021, 

No. l:21-cv-6992 (enforcing tiling injunction). 
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TI1cre is no genuine dispute regarding whether Plaintiff has violated the injunction by filing 

the pending claims against the above-named Defendants. Plaintiff has again sued the above-named 

Defendants with allegations that they conspired "to make an example of him and cause public 

officials to bar him _from practicing medicine in New Jersey," in violation of federal and 

international law. See, e.g.,Kaulv. Intercontinental Exch., No. 23-cv-02016,2023 WL 3346769, 

at •1 (S.D.N.Y. May 10, 2023); DE I iii! 14, 45, 110, 135, 137, 141-144 (alleging private and 

public corruption stemming from the denial of his New Jersey medical license and seeking 

monetary and injunctive relief, including the reinstatement of his medical license). He has not 

sought permission to file the instant claims against the above0 named Defendants, See OE 173 at 

2, Kaul 2021, No. 1:21-cv-6992 (confirming violation of filing injunction). "Dismissal of a 

complaint with prejudice is an appropriate means to enforce violations of such injunctions." Kaul 

v. Fed'n State Med Bds. -Fla. Bd. of Med. (S.D. Fla. Aug. 22, 2023) (quoting Martin-Trigona v. 

Shaw, 986 F.2d 1284, 1388 (I Ith Cir. 1993)). 

III. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, the court GR.ANTS Defendants' motions [DE 17, 36, 43, 48, 

58, 64] and DISMISSES Plaintiff's complaint with prejudice. 

The clerk of court is DIRECTED to close this case. 

SO ORDERED this ~1-~_l_t"__ day of June; 2024. 

QJuwJ r M~~r~JL 
RICHARD E. MYERS II -
CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

6 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

WESTERN DIVISION 

Case No. 5:23-CV-00672-M-KS 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, ) 

Plaintiff, 
V. 

CENTER FOR PERSONALIZED 
EDUCATION FOR PHYSICIANS, et al., 

Defendants. 

) NOTICE OF ORDER BY THE 
) UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
) FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF 
) NEW YORK REQUIRING PLAINTIFF 
) TO WITHDRAW HIS CLAIMS 
) AGAINST DEFENDANT CHRISTIE 
) IN THIS ACTION 
) 

NOW COME Defendants James Howard Solomon and Christopher J. Christie and 

respectfully submit the following Order, filed by Judge J. Paul Oetken of the Southern District of 

New York in MD. Richard Arjun Kaul, et al., v. Intercontinental Exchange, et al, 21-cv-6992 

(S.D.N.Y. March 15, 2024), ruling that Plaintiff is in violation of a nationwide filing injunction 

imposed by that court in 2022, and specifically ordering that Plaintiff withdraw his claims against 

Defendant Christie in this Action within 14 days of the Order. 

A copy of the Order is attached as Exhibit A. 

Date: March 18, 2024. Respectfully submitted, 

ELLIS & WINTERS LLP 

Isl Leslie C. Packer 
Leslie C. Packer 
N.C. State Bar No. 13640 
P.O. Box 33550 
Raleigh, NC 27636 
Telephone: 919-865-7009 
Facsimile: 919-865-7010 
E-mail: leslie.packer@elliswinters.com 

Counsel for Defendants James Howard 
Solomon and Christopher J. Christie 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on March 18, 2024, a copy of the foregoing filing was filed 

electronically through the ECF system. Notice and copies of this filing will be sent to the ECF 

registered parties through the Court's Electronic Case Filing System and has also been emailed to 

Richard Arjun Kaul 
24 Washington Valley Road 
Morristown, NJ 07960 
drrichardkaul@gmail.com 

Isl Leslie C. Packer 
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Case 1:21-cv-06992aJPO Document 173 Filetl 03/15/24 Page .1 of 2· 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT . 
.. SOUTHERNbISTRICTOFNEWYORK 

MiD. RICJ,fARD-AR}UN KAUL, et al. 
• • • 1.Plainliffs, 

INTERGONTINENTA.L EXCHANGE, et 
al. 

Dcfuiidants. 

J .. PAULOETKEN, Dislrict'Judge: 

21°CY-699?(JPO) 

ORDER 

On Septenibcr 12, 2022, this Court.issued an order imposing a natkmwide filing 

injunction against·PlainiiffRichard ArjunKaul, following liis filing ·or multiple frivolous arid 

vexatipus lawsuits against numerous defendants in this Court arid t>therc.ciurts. S~eKaul v: 

Jntercqntineniait,,i:chqnge, No .. 2 J-CV06992, 20ZZ·WL:4133427, at *8-9.{S.D'.1'/,Y. Sept 12, 

2022): Specifically, that order barred Kaul from ''filing in anfUnited States district cotirl any . . . 

action, motion, pefi(ion, coiriplaint, or request for relief agqinst any ofthe Defcnd:mts moried iti. 

·this litig~tion that relates to or arises frplil. , ..the denial of his mccf.ical license· ... without tirst

obtainingJeavc froni this C.;mrt!' }r,L.,a\ *9. Tbc ordcrJ\lrthcr prpviqed that if,Kaul violat.ed, tlw 

brdc~:by ti.ling such JU.atcria.1~ WitJiotitJh:st obtaining l~av!! of this Cpurt, ''any regµest will .be 

denied for failur~ to somply\vith tlii~.Op.inioh and·Order, and Plaintiff Kaui may;be subjecttb 

sanctions ... .'; id .. 

Kaul did not file an appear from this Court's September 12, 2022 order. 

·The Court has learned tharKa.uLlias .tiled suh iiHhe Unitcd,$tatcs Distript Cm1rt.for.thc. 

Eas\em Disn{ci of'l'{orth Caroli~ri alleging wrongdoing against several defondal)(S in>connection 

• ,vith:the revocation of his medicaLI\c.ense. Kaul v. Ce111erfoi·.frofes$ir.J1i'al.Ed11catio11 for . • . . . -. . 

fhy.,it.:ia11.t, e/ ali,.No. • 5:23,0V-672 qi.D.N.C.)(''the EDNC action''). Thatlawsuitnam,ca;.s ______ _ 
. 

Defendant 
" 

Exhibit.A 
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ccriai;1,indiyiduals"who wel'e also,cjcfc!1dantfin this aciion, indudiog Christop!1er Christie l!nd, 

D_r. RoJ,e~t Heary .. Kaul did not .obtain permission fl-om this Court jnior to fi)iog, thc.EONC 

~ctioo. He.is.therefore in viohtiion ofthis Com1's,filing injunptioo,. 

Atcordiogly; Ka1.{l. is )icreby DEN:lEO pennjssiooto fi!C pr:p~1rsi1c the EpN<:; action asfo 

clefond~pts Cl)riS,tic; Reary, noel' any, other. clefe1idants who were named. in tlii¼ action .. • Kaul ,is· 

further ()RDERED to withdraw the EDNC:action as to those defendaiits witl1ii1 14 day~ bf the • 

. 9ate·of tl1is,01'der. If.he foils to cfo .so;Jie maybe subjcctto monetary sanctioiis ?ild contempt. 

So ORDElIBD. 

Dafod: March '15 .2024 
•• • New· Y or~, No~YorR 

liJie .ClerkofCourfis directed to.mail a copy of this.order to: 

Richard' Arjun Kaul 
··24 Washingtoi1Valley Road 
Morristown, NJ 079.60 

2, 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

M.D. RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, et al., 
Plaintiffs, 

-v-

INTERCONTINENTAL EXCHANGE, et 
al., 

Defendants. 

J. PAUL OETKEN, District Judge: 

21-CV-6992 (JPO) 

OPINION AND ORDER 

"This case is another chapter in a long saga of repetitive, frivolous lawsuits [pro se 

Plaintiff Richard Arjun] Kaul has brought against numerous defendants regarding revocation of 

his license to practice medicine." Kaul v. Fed'n of State Med. Boards, 2!-CV-57, 2021 WL 

6550884, at •1 (N.D. Tex. Sept. 17, 2021), report and recommendation adopted, 21-CV-57, 

2022 WL 171294 (N.D. Tex. Jan. 19, 2022). Prose Plaintiffs Richard Arjun Kaul and David 

Basch sue various stock exchange holding companies (Defendant Intercontinental Exchange), 

banks and insurance companies (Defendants GEICO; TD Bank; Allstate Insurance Company), 

medical boards and medical officials (Defendants Federation State Medical Boards), New Jersey 

officials (Defendants Christopher J. Christie; Philip Murphy; Gurbir Grewal), health institutions 

and practitioners (Defendants Atlantic Health System; Robert Heary), law firms (Defendant 

Rivkin Radler), and lawyers (Defendants Max Gersenoff; Daniel Stolz). 

The amended complaint can be understood to assert claims under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act 

("SOX"), the Racketeer Influence Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"), Section 1983, and the 

United Nations Declaration of Human Rights. Various defendants move to dismiss the amended 

complaint for failure to contain a short and plain statement of claims; for lack of personal 

jurisdiction; for lack of venue; and for failure to state a claim. Several defendants request that 

I 
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Plaintiff Kaul be barred from filing further lawsuits against them for alleged violations arising 

from these facts. 

For the reasons that follow, this action is dismissed for pleading failures; for lack of 

venue; and for failure to state a claim. Given PlaintiffKaul's history of filing repetitive and 

frivolous lawsuits, the action will not be transferred. The action is dismissed with prejudice. 

Plaintiff Kaul is barred from filing further lawsuits against these defendants for alleged 

violations arising out of this set of facts. 

I. Background , 

A. Filing History 

"In March 2014, the New Jersey State Board of Medical Examiners ... revoked [Plaintiff 

Richard Arjun Kaul's] medical license." Kaul v. Christie, 372 F. Supp. 3d 206,215 (D.N.J. 

2019). It found that "his performance of spine surgeries on 11 patients without proper training 

and experience constituted gross and repeated malpractice, negligence, and incompetence." Id. 

Since then, Plaintiff Kaul has filed a series oflawsuits around the country. These lawsuits 

generally allege that "a network of politically connected neurosurgeons wanted to make an 

example of him," and so "with the assistance of a cabal of lawyers, hospitals, insurance 

companies and media figures, they importuned public officials to banish him from the practice of 

medicine in New Jersey." Id. No lawsuits have resulted in any relief for Kaul. 

Over the past decade, Plaintiff Kaul has filed four substantially similar cases in the 

Southern District of New York. Each has been transferred to the District ofNew Jersey. See, 

e.g., Kaul v. Christie, 16-CV-1346 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 19, 2016) (Sullivan, J.) (transferring action to 

D.N.J.);Kaulv. Christie, 18-CV-3131,2018 WL 10038784 (S.D.N.Y.Apr.11,2018) 

(McMahon, J.) (transferring action to D.N.J.); Kaul v. Schumer, 19-CV-3046 (S.D.N.Y. May 29, 

2019) (Stanton, J.) (transferring action to D.N.J.); Kaul v. Murphy, 21-CV-5293 (S.D.N.Y. June 

2 
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21, 2021) (Briccetti, J.) (transferring action to D.N.J.). Plaintiff has filed a case in the Northern 

District of Georgia alleging that New Jersey officials targeted him. That case too was transferred 

to the District of New Jersey. See Patel v. Crist, No. 19-CV-739, 2019 WL I 1583344, at *I 

(N.D. Ga. Apr. 2, 2019) (Brown, J.). Plaintiff has filed two cases in the District of Columbia. 

One was dismissed in part and otherwise transferred to the District of New Jersey. See Kaul v. 

Fed'n of State Med. Boards, No. 19-CV-3050, 2020 WL 7042821, at *I (D.D.C. Dec. I, 2020) 

(Chutkan, J.); Kaul v. Fed'n of State Med. Boards, No. 19-CV-3050, 2021 WL 1209211, at *I 

(D.D.C. Mar. 31, 2021) (Chutkan, J.). The other was dismissed sua sponte. See Kaul v. Fed'n of 

State Med. Boards, No. 20-CV-1612, 2021 WL 6549978, at *I (D.D.C. Nov. 23, 2021) 

(Chutkan, J.) Plaintiff has filed a case in the District of Connecticut. It too was transferred to the 

District of New Jersey. See Kaul v. Murphy, No. 21-CV-439, 2021 WL 1601149, at *2 (D. 

Conn. Apr. 23, 2021) (Bryant, J.). Plaintiff has filed a case in the District of Massachusetts. It 

was dismissed for lack of venue and transfer was refused. See Kaul v. Bos. Partners, Inc., No. 

21-CV-10326, 2021 WL 3272216, at• 1 (D. Mass. July 30, 2021). Plaintiff has filed a case in 

the Northern District of Texas. It was dismissed with prejudice. See Kaul v. Fed'n of State Med. 

Boards, 21-CV-57, 2021 WL 6550884, at *I (N.D. Tex. Sept. 17, 2021) (Ray, Jr., J.), report and 

recommendation adopted, 21-CV-57, 2022 WL 171294 (N.D. Tex. Jan. 19, 2022). Plaintiff 

appears to have filed a complaint in the Northern District of Illinois as well. See Comp!., Kaul v. 

Allstate Ins. Co., No. 21-CV-736 (N.D. Ill. Feb. 5, 2021), ECF No. I. 

Plaintiff Kaul has never received any relief in these cases. District courts in the District 

of New Jersey have dismissed some. See, e.g., Kaul v. Christie, 16-CV-2364, 2019 WL 920815 

(D.N.J. Feb. 22, 2019) (McNulty, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Kaul v. Christie, 372 F. Supp. 

3d 206 (D.N.J. Feb. 25, 2019) (McNulty, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Kaul v. Christie, No. 
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16-CV-2364, 2019 WL 13176430, at *4 (D.N.J. July 29, 2019) (Martinotti, J.) (denying motion 

for reconsideration); Patel v. Crist, No. 19-CV-9232, 2020 WL 64618, at *l (D.N.J. Jan. 7, 

2020) (Vazquez, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Patel v. Crist, No. l 9-CV-8946, 2020 WL 

64571, at *l (D.N.J. Jan. 7, 2020) (Vazquez, J.) (granting motion to dismiss); Patelv. Crist, No. 

19-CV-9232, 2020 WL 6156772, at •1 (D.N.J. Oct. 20, 2020) (granting motion to dismiss); 

Patelv. Crist, No. 19-CV-8946, 2020 WL 6156751, at •1 (D.N.J. Oct. 20, 2020) (granting 

motion to dismiss); Kaulv. Murphy, No. 21-CV-13063, 2021 WL 3663873, at •1 (D.N.J. July 9, 

2021) (dismissing complaint sua sponte). Kaul has voluntarily dismissed others. See, e.g., Kaul 

v. Christie, No. 19-1651, 2019 WL 4733531, at *l (3d Cir. June 20, 2019) (dismissing appeal 

without prejudice pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 42(b)); Kaul v. Stein, No. 20-3522, 2021 WL 

6197149, at *1 (3d Cir. Nov. 12, 2021) (dismissing appeal pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 42(b)); 

(Dkt. No. 101 at 3-4.) But Kaul continues to file lawsuits in various jurisdictions. 

B. Factual Background 

The amended complaint follows the pattern of PlaintiffKaul's earlier filings. The 

sprawling, largely indecipherable 432-page document references a purported kidnapping; a 

"Slaving-Nazi-COVID-Insurance Axis"; and other conspiracies. (See Dkt. No. 14 ("Am. 

Comp!.") at 9.) It identifies six specifically. First, it alleges that the New York Stock Exchange, 

the Securities Exchange Commission, and State ofNew Jersey conspired to: "(i) hav[e] Kaul's 

medical license revoked; (ii) eradicat[e] all debt owed to Kaul by insurance carriers (approx. $45 

million); (iii) destroy[] Kaul's reputation; (iv) eliminat[e] any future financial liability to Kaul; 

(v) caus[e] Kaul to enter a state of poverty/homelessness; (vi) attempt[] to cause Kaul to be 

jailed/deported/killed; [and] (vii) intimidat[e] other minimally invasive spine surgeons into not 

performing minimally invasive spine surgery, in order to divert a greater percentage of the 

public's insurance premiums into corporate/executive compensation." (Am. Comp!. ,r 21.) 
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The second is that after "Kaul's corporations" filed for bankruptcy, Defendants Allstate 

and GEICO conspired with the bankruptcy trustee, Defendant Daniel Stolz, "to accept bribes 

from Defendants Allstate/Geico in return for not pursuing the $45 million owed to Kaul by 

Defendants Allstate/Geico and others within the insurance industry." (Am. Comp!. ,r,r 73-74.) 

The third is that Defendants converted "the legislative/executive/judicial branches of the 

State of New Jersey and the United States District Court" to an association-in fact enterprise. 

(Am. Comp!. ,r 94.) The enterprise was designed "to increase ... economic/political power 

within the American legal/medical/business/political sectors of the industry, at the expense of 

Kaul ... an non-neurosurgical minimally invasive spine surgeons," and "to use the United States 

District Court to provide cover for the Defendants' crimes." (Am. Comp!. ,r 94.) 

The fourth is that Defendants "convert[ed] the executive/legislative/judicial branches of 

the State of New Jersey, United States Bankruptcy Court and the United States [D]istrict Court 

into an association-in-fact racketeering enterprise." (Arn. Comp!. ,r 105.) The amended 

complaint alleges that Defendants Allstate and GEICO conspired with Defendant Federation of 

State Medical Boards "to globally disseminate information regarding Kaul's elimination, in order 

to prevent him exposing their crimes." (Am. Comp!. ,r 111.) It further alleges that Defendants 

Allstate and GEICO participated in a "bribery-based scheme of racketeering" to "commit 

corruption of judges within the United States District Court." (Am. Comp!. ,r,r I 12-114.) 

The fifth is that Defendant Christie "conspire[ d] with Defendants Murphy/Grewal/ 

Allstate/Geico to have Kaul kidnapped on May 28, 2021, by nine (9) armed individuals ... who 

purported to be NJ state police." (Am. Comp!. ,r 120.) The complaint alleges that Defendants 

Allstate and GEICO "funnel[led] bribes to Defendants Christie/Murphy/Grewal, as part of a quid 

pro scheme, in which Defendants Christie/Murphy/Grewal sold, without the public's permission, 
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state power to Defendants Allstate/Geico, in furtherance of their efforts to eliminate Kaul, and 

prevent him from further exposing their crimes." (Am. Comp!.~ 134.) 

The sixth is that Defendants conspired to "prevent Kaul from obtaining a physician 

license in the State of New York." (Am. Comp!. at 35.) The State ofNew York too was 

allegedly converted into a "racketeering enterprise." (Am. Comp!. at 36-37.) In short, Plaintiffs 

allege that Defendants initially conspired to revoke Kaul's medical license and that Defendants 

have conspired to deny Kaul relief at every relevant proceeding since then. (See Am. Comp!.) 

For example, the amended complaint emphasizes that Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against 

Defendant GEICO, among others, in the Southern District of New York. (See Am. Comp!. 

~ 14.) There, Plaintiff Kaul sought "$28,000 trillion" in monetary damages. (See Am. Comp!. 

~ 14.) Plaintiff Kaul alleges that Defendants did not disclose this liability "in SEC filings, Forms 

10K/13K, and in the corporations' accounts." (Am. Comp!.~ 14.) Instead, they "conspired with 

their lawyers and accounts to file knowingly false returns/accounts." (Am. Comp!.~ 15.) 

Finally, Plaintiff Kaul summarily alleges that Defendants "violate[d] and deprive[d] Kaul of his 

constitutional rights pursuant to the I st/2nd/4th/5th/6th/8th/14th amendments ... " and deprived him 

of "(i) his property; (ii) his right to due process; (iii) his right to freedom to freedom of speech; 

(iv) his right to an impartial tribunal; (v) his prosecutorial rights; (vi) his right to equal 

protection; [and] (vii) his liberty and a decade of his life." (Am. Comp!.~ 140.) And Plaintiff 

alleges that Defendants "abused the power of the American State to violate Kaul's human rights 

as enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights." (Am. Comp!.~ 140.) 

As relevant to Plaintiff Basch, the amended complaint alleges only that Defendant 

GEICO "in collusion and conspiracy with Defendants Rivkin Radler/Gersenoff," committed 

"RICO predicate acts of bribery/public corruption, in funneling bribes to judges within the 
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District of New Jersey in a series of quid pro quo schemes, in which corrupted judges did enter 

order/judgements adverse to Plaintiff Basch and other physicians, while entering 

order/judgments advantageous to Defendant Geico." (Am. Comp!. ,i 148.) 

C. Procedural History 

Plaintiffs filed this action on August 19, 2021. (See Dkt. No. I ("Comp!.").) The 

amended complaint can be understood to assert the following claims. First, the amended 

complaint asserts that Defendants violated reporting requirements under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act. 

See 15 U.S.C. § 7241; (Am. Comp!. ,i,i 14-20.). Second, it asserts that Defendants violated the 

Racketeer Influence Corrupt Organizations Act ("RICO"). See 18 U.S.C. § 1962(c); (Am. 

Comp!. ,i,i 21-135, pp. 35-37.) Third, it identifies constitutional violations and asserts a cause of 

action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. (See Am. Comp!. ,i 140.) Fourth, it asserts a cause of action 

under the United Nations Declaration of Human Rights. (See Am. Comp!. ,i 140.) 

Defendants move to dismiss. Several defendants move to dismiss the complaint under 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8 for failure to contain a short and plain statement of claims. 

(See Dkt. No. 70 ("Federation Memo") at 6-7; Dkt. No. 83 ("ICE Memo") at 10-11; Dkt. No. 94 

("Allstate Merits Memo") at I, 13; Dkt. No. 145 ("Reary Memo") at 10.) Other defendants 

move to dismiss the complaint under Rule 12(b)(2) for lack of personal jurisdiction. (See Dkt. 

No. 128 ("Atlantic Health Memo") at 9; Dkt. No. 145 ("Reary Memo") at 6-7.) Other 

defendants move to dismiss the complaint under Rule 12(b)(3) for lack of venue. (See Dkt. No. 

83 ("ICE Memo") at I 6-19; Dkt. No. 92 ("Allstate Venue Memo") at 1-21; Dkt. No. II 8 

("Christie Memo") at 2-13; Dkt. No. 128 ("Atlantic Health Memo") at 9.) Still others move to 

dismiss the complaint under Rule 12(b)(6) for failure to state a claim. (See, e.g., Dkt. No. 70 

("Federation Memo") at 7-10; Dkt. No. 83 ("ICE Memo") at 13-21; Dkt. No. 94 ("Allstate 

Merits Memo") at 2-12; Dkt. No. IOI ("GEICO Memo") at 10-24; Dkt. No. 97 ("TD Bank 
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Memo") at 7-13; Dkt. No. 145 ("Reary Memo") at 8-16.) Finally, several defendants have 

requested that an anti-filing injunction be issued against Plaintiff Kaul. (See, e.g., Dkt. No. 70 

("Federation Memo") at 10-13; Dkt. No. 97 ("TD Bank Memo") at 13; Dkt. No. 101 ("GEICO 

Memo") at 26-29; Dkt. No. 104 ("Allstate Injunction Memo") at 1-3; Dkt. No. 118 ("Christie 

Memo") at 13-17; Dkt. No. 150 ("Atlantic Health Injunction Memo") at 1-5; Dkt. No. 145 

("HearyMemo") at 16-19.) 

II. Legal Standard 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a)(2) requires a plaintiff to make "a short and plain 

statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief." Rule 8(d)(l) further 

requires that"[ e Jach allegation must be simple, concise, and direct." "A complaint fails to 

comply with Rule 8(a)(2) ifit is so confused, ambiguous, vague, or otherwise unintelligible that 

its true substance, if any, is well disguised." Strunkv. U.S. House of Representatives, 68 F. 

App'x 233, 253 (2d Cir. 2003). 

Rule 12(b )(2) permits a court to dismiss a defendant for "lack of personal jurisdiction." 

A plaintiff "bears the burden of demonstrating personal jurisdiction over a person or entity 

against whom it seeks to bring suit." Penguin Gr. (USA) Inc. v. Am. Buddha, 609 F.3d 30, 34 

(2d Cir. 2010). The plaintiff is required to make only "a prima facie showing," Schultz v. Safra 
' 

Nat'/ Banko/New York, 377 F. App'x 101, 102 (2d Cir. 2010), and such a showing "may be 

established solely by allegations" in good faith. Aviles v. S&P Global, Inc., 380 F. Supp. 3d 221, 

256 (S.D.N.Y. 2019). But those allegations must have "factual specificity"; conclusory 

statements do not suffice. Jazini v. Nissan Motor Co., 148 F.3d 181, 185 (2d Cir. 1998). 

Rule 12(b)(3) permits a court to dismiss a complaint for "improper venue." Under 28 

U.S.C. § 1391, a civil action may only be brought in "a judicial district in which any defendant 

resides, if all defendants are residents of the State in which the district is located"; "ajudicial 
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district in which a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim occurred, or 

a substantial part of property that is the subject of the action is situated"; or "if there is no district 

in which an action may otherwise be brought ... any judicial district in which any defendant is 

subject to the court's personal jurisdiction with respect to such action." In deciding venue, the 

Court "must draw all reasonable inferences and resolve all factual conflicts in favor of plaintiff." 

Pablo Star Ltd. v. Welsh Gov't, 170 F. Supp. 3d 597,609 (S.D.N.Y. 2016). 

Rule 12(b )(6) authorizes a district court to dismiss a complaint for, "failure to state a 

claim upon which relief can be granted." To survive a motion to dismiss for failure to state a 

claim, a complainant must state "enough facts to state a claim to relief that is plausible on its 

face." Bell At/. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 570 (2007). A claim is plausible "when the 

plaintiff pleads factual content that allows the court to draw the reasonable inference that the 

defendant is liable for the misconduct alleged." Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009). 

This means that a complaint is properly dismissed where "the allegations in a complaint, 

however true, could not raise a claim of entitlement to relief." Twombly, 550 U.S. at 558. A 

complaint is also properly dismissed "where the well-pleaded facts do not permit the court to 

infer more than the mere possibility of misconduct." Iqbal, 556 U.S. at 679. 

Plaintiff is proceeding pro se. "It is well-established that the submissions of a pro se 

litigant must be construed liberally and interpreted to raise the strongest arguments that they 

suggest." Meadows v. United Servs., Inc., 963 F.3d 240, 243 (2d Cir. 2020). "Nonetheless, a 

prose complaint must state a plausible claim for relief." Id. 

III. Discussion 

The amended complaint is dismissed with prejudice. The pleading violates Rule 8(a)(2) 

because it fails to provide a plain statement of the claims at issue. The amended complaint fails 

to establish venue because all of the defendants are not residents of New York, and a substantial 
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part of the alleged violations do not arise in the Southern District of New York. In the 

alternative, the amended complaint fails to state a claim. Dismissal is appropriate rather than 

transfer. And Plaintiff Kaul is barred from filing new actions arising from these facts. 

A. Rule 8(a)(2) 

The pleading here totals 432 pages of single-space paragraphs and exhibits. (See Am. 

Comp!.) As in PlaintiffKaul's previous cases, the amended complaint "contains rambling 

quotes and excerpts from various sources, ... spurious comparisons between the insurance 

industry, on the one hand, and Nazi Germany and slavery, on the other, ... and difficult-to

follow references to Mr. Kaul's other pending litigation (and related documents." Bos. Partners, 

Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *3. Such a pleading amounts to "a prolix and unintelligible 

'conspiracy theory novel."' 0 'Neil v. Ponzi, 394 Fed. App'x 795, 796 (2d Cir. 2010). It fails "to 

provide fair notice of the claims and enable the adverse party to answer the complaint and 

prepare for trial." Strunk, 68 Fed. App'x at 235. Accordingly, the amended complaint is 

dismissed on the ground that it fails to provide a short and plain statement of the claim under 

Rule 8. 

B. Personal Jurisdiction and Venue 

This action is also dismissed for lack of venue. Defendants Atlantic Health Systems and 

Robert Reary move to dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction. (See Dkt. No. 128 ("Atlantic 

Health Memo") at 9; Dkt. No. 145 ("Reary Memo") at 6-7.) Defendants Intercontinental 

Exchange, Allstate, Chris Christie, and Atlantic Health Systems also move to dismiss for lack of 

venue. (See Dkt. No. 83 ("ICE Memo") at 16-19; Dkt. No. 92 ("Allstate Venue Memo") at 1-21; 

Dkt. No. 118 ("Christie Memo") at 2-13; Dkt. No. 128 ("Atlantic Health Memo") at 9. "[A] 

federal court has leeway to choose among threshold grounds for denying audience to a case on 
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the merits." Sinochem Int'[ Co. v. Malaysia Int'! Shipping Corp., 549 U.S. 422, 431 (2007) 

(marks omitted). A dismissal for lack of venue is more appropriate here. 

Plaintiffs have not met their burden to allege venue. To assess venue, a court "must 

determine whether the case falls within one of the three categories set out in [28 U.S.C.J 

§ 1391(b)." Atl. Marine Constr. Co. v. U.S. Dist. Court/or W. Dist., of Tex., 571 U.S. 49, 56 

(2013). Venue does not lie in the Southern District of New York under Section 1391(b)(l) 

because, as alleged, nearly all defendants reside outside ofNew York. (See Am. Comp!. at 3.) 

Venue does not lie in the Southern District of New York under Section 1391(b)(2) 

because "a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to the claim" did not occur in 

this district. 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(2). To apply this provision a district court must"(!) identify 

the nature of the claims and the acts or omissions that the plaintiff alleges give rise to those 

claims, and (2) determine whether a substantial part of those acts or omissions occurred in the 

district where the suit was filed." Fisher v. Int'[ Student Exch., Inc., 38 F. Supp. 3d 276, 284-85 

(E.D.N.Y 2014) (quoting Daniel v. Am. Bd. of Emergency Med., 428 F.3d 408,432 (2d Cir. 

2005)) (internal quotation marks omitted). The nature of the claims here, liberally construed, 

concern the revocation of PlaintiffKaul's license, his alleged targeting during subsequent 

proceedings, and Defendants' alleged efforts to evade accountability. To support those 

allegations, the pleading identifies various proceedings; financial disclosures; bribery schemes; 

judicial orders; attempts to kidnap; and denials of license applications. (See Am. Comp!.) 

Almost all of those allegations concern events and omissions in New Jersey. The initial 

alleged conspiracy, for example, arises from the revocation of PlaintiffKaul's license. (See Am. 

Comp!. ,r 21.) Plaintiff Kaul was licensed to practice in New Jersey. (See Am. Comp!. Ex. 1.) 

He performed his spine surgeries in New Jersey; his license was revoked by the New Jersey State 
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Board of Medical Examiners; and the administrative disciplinary proceedings were initiated by 

the Attorney General of New Jersey. See Kaul v. Christie, No. 16-CV-2364, 2019 WL 920815, 

at *5 (D.N.J. Feb. 22, 2019). The alleged kidnapping, for another, concerns actions undertaken 

by New Jersey officials such as Defendants Christie, Murphy, and Grewal. (See Am. Comp!.~ 

120.) The other counts follow the same pattern. Indeed, Plaintiffs list "The State of New Jersey" 

and "The District of New Jersey-Newark." as alleged co-conspirators. (See id.) 

Plaintiffs identify several potential contacts in New York City. All are conclusory. None 

are substantial. "Substantiality for venue purposes is a more qualitative than quantitative 

inquiry, determined by assessing the overall nature of the plaintiff's claims and the nature of the 

specific events or omissions in the forum, and not by simply adding up the number of contacts." 

Daniel v. American Bd. of Emergency Medicine, 428 F.3d 408, 432-33 (2d Cir. 2005). "[F]or 

venue to be proper, significant events or omissions material to the plaintiff's claim must have 

occurred in the district in question, even if other material events occurred elsewhere. AEI Life, 

UC v. Lincoln Ben. Life Co., 305 F.R.D. 37, 43 (E.D.N.Y. 2015) (quotation omitted). Even had 

Plaintiffs alleged any factual basis to support his allegations concerning New York City, those 

contacts would be insubstantial in light of the nature of Plaintiffs' claims - primarily, a series of 

RICO claims - and the reality that the allegations place those schemes primarily in New Jersey. 

Further, any alleged contacts are insubstantial in light of Plaintiffs' gamesmanship. "Mr. 

Kaul appears to be engaged in forum shopping." Bos. Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *2. 

"Apparently dissatisfied with the judges in the District of New Jersey, ... he has initiated 

lawsuits, based on the same underlying factual contentions, against many of the defendants in 

this case (and others), in various federal district courts around the country." Id. He "seems 
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prepared to file essentially the same suit in any federal district court other than in New Jersey 

until he succeeds." Id. Such manufactured contacts are not a substantial part of the claims here. 

If venue is not proper, "the case must be dismissed or transferred under [28 U.S.C.] 

§ 1406(a)." At!. Marine Constr. Co., 571 U.S. at 56. Section 1406(a) provides that an improper 

district court "shall dismiss, or if it be in the interest of justice, transfer such case to any district 

or division in which it could have been brought." Dismissal is appropriate here. Transfer would 

not be in the interests of justice. First, as already explained, Plaintiff Kaul appears to be forum

shopping. Second, "based on Mr. Kaul's prior conduct, if the Court were to transfer the case to 

the District of New Jersey, Mr. Kaul would likely voluntarily dismiss the case (or abandon his 

prosecution ofit) and then re-file elsewhere." Bos. Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *3. 

Third, as explained below, Plaintiffs "is unlikely to state a viable claim against any of the 

defendants even if the case were transferred." Id. Fourth, "whatever impediment there may be 

to an adjudication on the merits is the result of Mr. Kaul's own conduct." Id. Accordingly, the 

action is dismissed. Plaintiff Kaul's conduct warrants a dismissal with prejudice. 

C. Merits 

In the alternative, even if venue is proper, the amended complaint is dismissed for failure 

to state a claim. Each asserted claim is meritless. 

1. Sarbanes-Oxley 

Plaintiffs' claim under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act is meritless. Plaintiffs allege that some 

Defendants violated various reporting requirements, see, e.g., 15 U.S.C. § 7241, because they did 

not report PlaintiffKaul's claim for $28,000 trillion in monetary damages in a prior case. (See 

Am. Comp!. ,r 14.) But Sarbanes-Oxley does not supply a private cause of action for Plaintiffs' 

claim. Sarbanes-Oxley contains two express rights of action. One relates to insider trading, see 

15 U.S.C. § 7244(a)(2)(B), and the other relates to whistleblowing, see 18 U.S.C. § 1514A(b). 
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Those rights of action "have nothing to do with the facts pleaded by [Plaintiffs,]" Li v. Ali Baba 

Grp. Holding Ltd, No. 19-CV-11629, 2021 WL 4084574, at *4, and there is no basis to infer a 

private right to enforce the provisions identified by Plaintiffs, see Cohen v. Viray, 622 F .3d 188, 

194 (2d Cir. 2010). Accordingly, Plaintiffs Sarbanes-Oxley Act claim does not state a claim. 

2. RICO 

Plaintiffs' RICO allegations are also meritless. To state a valid civil RICO claim, a 

plaintiff must plausibly allege that defendants "engaged in (I) conduct (2) of an enterprise (3) 

through a pattern (4) of racketeering activity." Cruz v. FXDirectDealer, LLC, 720 F.3d 115, 120 

(2d Cir. 2013). Plaintiffs do not adequately allege the existence of a RICO enterprise. "[A] 

RICO enterprise is a group of persons associated together for a common purpose of engaging in 

a course of conduct, the existence of which is proven by evidence of an ongoing organization, 

formal or informal, and by evidence that the various associates function as a continuing unit." 

First Capital Asset Mgmt. v. Satinwood, Inc., 385 F.3d 159, 173 (2d Cir. 2004). It requires "a 

purpose, relationships among those associated with the enterprise, and longevity sufficient to 

permit these associates to purpose the enterprise's purpose." Boyle v. United States, 556 U.S. 

938 (2009). Accordingly, to allege an enterprise, a plaintiff must at least plead with specificity 

both "the nature of the defendants' common interests and the mechanics of the alleged ongoing 

working relationship." Cont'/ Petroleum Corp. v. Corp. Funding Partners, LLC, No. l l-CV-

7801, 2012 WL 1231775, at *6 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 11, 2012). Plaintiffs have not done so. There is 

no explanation, for e~ample, of the alleged "hierarchy, organization, and activities of the alleged 

association." BWP Media USA Inc. v. Hollywood Fan Sites, LLC, 69 F. Supp. 3d 342, 360 

(S.D.N.Y. 2014). Instead, Plaintiffs simply identify entities and alleged crimes. Such a 

"conclusory naming of a string of entities" does not suffice. Id. 
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Further, Plaintiffs at most identify predicate acts; they do not plausibly allege a "course 

of fraudulent or illegal conduct separate and distinct from the alleged predicate racketeering acts 

themselves-a requirement in this Circuit." First Capital, 385 F.3d at I 74. Accordingly, 

Plaintiffs' RICO allegations do not state a claim. 

3. Section 1983 

Plaintiffs' Section 1983 allegations are meritless as well. "To state a claim under§ 1983, 

a plaintiff must allege that defendants violated plaintiff's federal rights while acting under color 

of state law." McGugan v. Aldana-Bernier, 752 F.3d 224,229 (2d Cir. 2014). Most of the 

defendants here are not state actors. See, e.g., Desiderio v. Nat'/ Ass'n of Sec. Dealer, Inc., 191 

F.3d 198, 206 (2d Cir. I 999) (finding the New York Stock Exchange not to be state actor); 

Ponticelli v. Zurich Am. Ins. Grp., 16 F. Supp. 2d 414,426 (S.D.N.Y. 1998) (finding private 

insurer not to be state actor). And, in any event, although Plaintiffs list various constitutional 

amendments and constitutional rights, they do not allege any factual basis from which to infer 

that these constitutional provisions have been violated. See Iqbal, 556 U.S. at 678. 

4. UN Declaration of Human Rights 

Lastly, Plaintiffs' claim under the United Nation's Declaration of Human Rights is 

meritless. Plaintiff alleges that Defendants "abused the power of the American State to violate 

Kaul's human rights as enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights." (Am. Comp. 

,i 140.) But "the Universal Declaration of Human Rights ... provides no private rights of 

action." United States v. Chatman, 351 F. App'x 740, 741 (3d Cir. 2009). Because any 

amendment would be futile, there is no reason to give Plaintiffs leave to amend. 

D. Filing Injunction 

Finally, the Court concludes that an anti-filing injunction for Plaintiff Kaul is appropriate. 

"That [a] district court possesse[s] the authority to enjoin [parties] from further vexatious 
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litigation is beyond peradventure." Safir v. U.S. Lines, Inc., 792 F.2d 19, 23 (2d Cir. 1986). To 

determine whether an anti-filing injunction is appropriate, a district court must consider: "(1) the 

litigant's history of litigation and in particular whether it entailed vexatious, harassing or 

duplicative lawsuits; (2) the litigant's motive in pursuing the litigation, e.g., does the litigant 

have an objective good faith expectation of prevailing?; (3) whether the litigant is represented by 

counsel; ( 4) whether the litigant has caused needless expense to other parties or has posed an 

unnecessary burden on the courts and their personnel; and (5) whether other sanctions would be 

adequate to protect the courts and other parties." Eliahu v. Jewish Agency for Israel, 919 F.3d 

709, 714 (2d Cir. 2019). 

These factors favor issuing an anti-filing injunction. First, Plaintiff Kaul has an extensive 

history of duplicative lawsuits. Over the past decade, Plaintiff Kaul has filed at least twelve 

lawsuits outside the District of New Jersey. (See, supra, pp. 2-3.) Those lawsuits all concern the 

denial of his medical license in New Jersey as well as subsequent related proceedings. Courts 

have dismissed claims on preclusion grounds. See, e.g., Kaul v. Fed'n of State Med. Boards, 21-

CV-57, 2021 WL 6550884, at *3 (N.D. Tex. Sept. 17, 2021) (Ray, Jr., J.), report and 

recommendation adopted, 21-CV-57, 2022 WL 171294 (N.D. Tex. Jan. 19, 2022). In those 

cases, Plaintiff Kaul has a history of being a vexatious and harassing litigant. Cf Kaul v. 

Murphy, No. 21-CV-13063, 2021 WL 3663873, at *1 (D.N.J. July 9, 2021) ("Plaintiffhas been a 

frequent, vexatious litigant before this Court."). Plaintiff Kaul harasses officials to manufacture 

litigation. See, e.g., Bos. Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *3 n.13 ("It appears that one of 

Mr. Kaul's tactics is to send a Jetter to someone alerting them to the alleged conspiracy (or 

asking them to disclaim involvement) and then, if the recipient does not respond, concluding that 

they are a participant in the conspiracy."); (Dkt. No. 71, Ex. 3.) (letter addressed to New 
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Hampshire licensing officials warning that their potential "misconduct would constitute a 

conspiracy involving the State of New Hampshire and would expose the state to legal liability"). 

Plaintiff Kaul harasses opposing parties during litigation. For example, in Kaul v. Murphy, 2 l

CV-9788, the district court ultimately ordered Kaul not to "communicat[ e ], or attempt[] to 

directly communicate, with any represented Defendants or their relatives, and from entering the 

property where any represented Defendant resides." (Dkt. No. 71, Ex. B., 186.) And the Court 

has serious doubts about PlaintiffKaul's candor with the Court. For example, Plaintiff Kaul 

alleges that certain Defendants have "admitted to the RICO and Section 1983 claims," citing an 

Exhibit 5 (See Am. Comp!. pp. 225-28), but this document appears to be fabricated. (See Dkt. 

No. 97 at 2-3, 14.) These facts weigh heavily in favor of an injunction. 

Second, Plaintiff Kaul has no objective expectation of prevailing. He has not prevailed in 

any of the twelve duplicative cases he has filed with the district courts around the United States. 

As explained above, and as other courts have found, the filings in these cases are "bizarre, far

fetched, and reliant on flawed premises." Bos. Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3663873, at *3. 

Third, although Plaintiff Kaul proceeds pro se, he is a sophisticated litigant. Kaul v. 

Fed'n a/State Med. Boards, No. !9-CV-3050, 2020 WL 7042821, at *17 (D.D.C. Dec. I, 2020) 

("Although they are proceeding pro se, Plaintiffs are highly educated and experienced in 

utilizing the court system.") Regardless, given the other factors, an injunction is appropriate for 

Plaintiff Kaul even though he proceeds prose. See, e.g., Schuster v. Charter Communs., Inc., 

No. 18-CV-1826, 2021 WL 1317370 (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 8, 2021) (issuing anti-filing injunction for 

prose litigant); Edwards v. Barclays Servs. Corp., 19-CV-9326, 2020 WL 2087749 (S.D.N.Y. 

May I, 2020), report and recommendation adopted, No. 19-CV-9326, 2020 WL 3446870 
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(S.D.N.Y. June 24, 2020) (same); see also Lipka v. Christie, 94 F. App'x 12, 14 (2d Cir. 2004) 

( enjoining pro se litigant from filing appeals). 

Fourth, Plaintiff Kaul has caused needless expense to other parties and needlessly 

burdened court personnel. For example, he regularly files documents that must be stricken. See, 

e.g., Kaul v. Schumer, 19-CV-13477, ECF No. 13 (filing purported "Request[s] for admission or 

denial of statements" directed to sitting United States District Court Judges"). 

Fifth, lesser sanctions would not be adequate. For years, Plaintiff Kaul has filed cases in 

improper venues and then voluntarily dismissed them once they reach the District of New Jersey. 

See Bos. Partners, Inc., 2021 WL 3272216, at *3. There is no reason to think that practice will 

abate. Further, Plaintiff has already ignored an anti-filing injunction that covers a defendant in 

this case. (See Dkt. No. 129-1 ("Stolz Declaration") ,r 5.) "Ultimately, the question the court 

must answer is whether a litigant who has a history of vexatious litigation is likely to continue to 

abuse the judicial process and harass other parties." Sa.fir, 792 F.2d at 24. Absent an injunction, 

it is likely that Kaul would continue here. 

The filing injunction here must be "appropriately narrow." Bd. of Managers of 2900 

Ocean Ave. Condo. v. Bronkovic, 83 F.3d 44, 45 (2d Cir. 1996). Given PlaintiffKaul's history, 

he should be enjoined from filing lawsuits arising from the allegations here. Given Plaintiff 

Kaul's litigation practices, he is enjoined from filing those lawsuits in any federal court. When a 

litigant has demonstrated "a pattern of abusing different district courts around the country, an 

injunction which applies to all federal district courts is warranted." Sassower, 833 F. Supp. 253, 

270 (S.D.N.Y. 1993) (citing In re Martin-Trigona, 737 F.2d 1254, 1262 (2d Cir. 1984)). 

*** 
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From the date of this Opinion and Order, Plaintiff Kaul is barred from filing in any 

United States district court any action, motion, petition, complaint, or request for relief against 

any of the Defendants named in this litigation that relates to or arises from (i) the denial of his 

medical license; (ii) subsequent litigation proceedings initiated by the Defendants here before the 

date of this Order; (iii) subsequent litigation proceedings initiated by Plaintiff Kaul before the 

date of this Order; without first obtaining leave from this Court. Any motion for leave must 

include the caption "Request for Permission to File under Filing Injunction" and must be 

submitted to the Pro Se Intake Unit of this Court along with Plaintiff Kaul' s proposed filings. 

If Plaintiff Kaul violates this Opinion and Order and files any materials without first 

obtaining leave to file, any request will be denied for failure to comply with this Opinion and 

Order, and Plaintiff Kaul may be subject to sanctions, including monetary penalties or contempt. 

See Schuster, 202 I WL I 317370, at * 11. The Court clarifies that this filing injunction does not 

prevent Kaul from filing an appeal from this Opinion and Order. 

IV. Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, Defendants' motions to dismiss the complaint are GRANTED. 

The complaint is hereby dismissed for pleading failures under Rule 8(a)(2); for lack of venue; 

and for failure to state a claim. 

Defendants' motions for an anti-filing injunction are also GRANTED as set forth above. 
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The Clerk of Court is directed to: 

(I) close the motions at Docket Numbers 69, 82, 91, 93, 95, 100, 103, 117, 126, 140, 

144, and 149; 

(2) enter final judgment in favor of Defendants dismissing the complaint with prejudice; 

(3) mail a copy of this opinion and order to the pro se parties in this matter; and 

(4) close this case. 

SO ORDERED. 

Dated: September 12, 2022 
New York, New York 

• United States District Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

M.D. RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, et al. 
Plaintiffs, 

-v-

INTERCONTINENTAL EXCHANGE, et 
al. 

Defendants. 

J. PAUL OETKEN, District Judge: 

21-CV-6992 (JPO) 

ORDER 

On September 12, 2022, this Court issued an order imposing a nationwide filing 

injunction against Plaintiff Richard Arjun Kaul, following his filing of multiple frivolous and 

vexatious lawsuits against numerous defendants in this Court and other courts. See Kaul v. 

Intercontinental Exchange, No. 21-CV-6992, 2022 WL 4133427, at *8-9 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 12, 

2022). Specifically, that order barred Kaul from "filing in any United States district court any 

action, motion, petition, complaint, or request for relief against any of the Defendants named in 

this litigation that relates to or arises from ... the denial of his medical license ... without first 

obtaining leave from this Court." Id. at *9. The order further provided that if Kaul violated the 

order by filing such materials without first obtaining leave of this Court, "any request will be 

denied for failure to comply with this Opinion and Order, and Plaintiff Kaul may be subject to 

sanctions .... " Id. 

Kaul did not file an appeal from this Court's September 12, 2022 order. 

The Court has learned that Kaul has filed suit in the United States District Court for the 

Eastern District of North Carolina alleging wrongdoing against several defendants in connection 

with the revocation of his medical license. Kaul v. Center for Professional Education for 

Physicians, et al., No. 5:23-CV-672 (E.D.N.C.) ("the EDNC action"). That lawsuit names 
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certain individuals who were also defendants in this action, including Christopher Christie and 

Dr. Robert Reary. Kaul did not obtain permission from this Court prior to filing the EDNC 

action. He is therefore in violation of this Court's filing injunction. 

Accordingly, Kaul is hereby DENIED permission to file or pursue the EDNC action as to 

defendants Christie, Reary, and any other defendants who were named in this action. Kaul is 

further ORDERED to withdraw the EDNC action as to those defendants within I 4 days of the 

date of this order. If he fails to do so, he may be subject to monetary sanctions and contempt. 
I 
SO ORDERED. 

Dated: March 15, 2024 
New York, New York 

~ 
. • . 

. . 

J.PAULOETKEN ~ 

The Clerk of Court is directed to mail a copy of this order to: 

Richard Arjun Kaul 
24 Washington Valley Road 
Morristown, NJ 07960 
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NEUROSURGEON 
AANS Neurosurgeon I Volume 27, Number 1, 2018 

Search 

ADVtRTISEMUIT 
• . 

. -.~ · MORE DATA. MORE PATIENTS 

i· 
-, .. ,f. 
:;!,,,/' 

'.•·~~ 

~-·~ 

IMPROVED OUTCOfvJES . . , 

Notice of Disciplinary Action 
AANS Neurosurgeon I Inside Neurosurgeon I AANS News 
AANS Neurosurgeon: Volume 26, Number 3, 2017 

At its meetina on April 21. 2017, the American Association of Neuroloaical Suraeons 
SHARES 

5/20/18, 8:47 AM 
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witnesses in medical malpractice lawsuit. The disciplinary action is as follows: 

• Gregory J. Przybylski, MD, FAANS - Censure. The Board of Directors concluded that 
Dr. Przybylski of Edison, NJ., violated Section A.1 of the AANS Rules for 
Neurosurgical Medical/Legal Expert Opinion Services by demonstrating improper 
advocacy when he testified, amon~ other things, that the patient had 
osteomyelitis, and that no other diagnosis was a more likely cause for the fusion 
construction failure, based on ESR, CRP, MRI and Staphylococcus epidermldis 
wound culture In the revision surgery; that longer and different antibiotic 
treatment and longer wound drainage would have avoided need for revision 
surgery; and that the unrecognized osteomyelitis burned out without antibiotic 
therapy. The Board of Directors also concluded that Dr. Przybykski violated Section 
A.4 by misrepresenting the standard of care when he testified that antibiotic 
treatment for six weeks after an esophageal tear closure, monitoring ESR and CRP 
and personal review of esophageal swallow studies are all required during 
treatment of a pharyngeal tear. 

FEATURES DEPARTMENTS 

CALENDAR/COURSES 
2018 Advanced Endoscopic Skull Base and 
Pituitary Surgery 
June 1-2, 2018; New York 

2018 American Society for Stereotactlc and 
Functional Neurosurgery Biennial Meeting 
June 2-5, 2018; Denver 

Complex Endoscopic Endonasal Surgery of 
the Skull Base 
June 7-9, 2018; Pittsburgh, PA 

LEAVE A REPLY 

SHARES 

2018 Annual Meeting of the Michigan 
Association of Neurological Surgeons 
June 8-10, 2018; Thompsonville, Ml 

CARS 2018 Computer Assisted Radiology and 
Surgery 
June 20-23, 2018; Berlin, Germany 

S/20/lS, 8:47 AM 
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February 6, 2018 

American Association of Neurological Surgeons 
5550 Meadowbrook Drive 
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008-3852 

Re: Gregory Przybylski, MD 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I wish to file a complaint against Dr. Gregory Przybylski, for violating the following 

sections of the AANS Rules for Neurological Medical/Legal Expert Opinion Services: 

A, Impartial Testimony 

1. The neurosurglcal expert witness shall be an Impartial educator for 
attorneys, jurors and the court on the subject of neurosurslcal practice - Or. 
Przybylski, as Is detailed In the enclosed documents, was not an Impartial 

witness, but In fact had conspired with both the New Jersey Attorney 
General, and other neurosurgeons to have my medical license revoked. This 
misconduct, which spanned at least five (SI years, Included acts of political 
corruption, racketeering and most relevantly for the purposes of this 

complaint, the commission of thirty (30) separate Instances of witness 

perjury. The substance of these malfeasant acts Is detailed in lb• Solomon 
Crltloue· + Kaul v Christie, . 

z. The neurosurglcal expert witness shall represent and testify as lo the practice 
behavior of a prudent neurological surgeon giving different viewpoints If 
such there are - Dr. Przybylski knew that there are many different methods 
for the diagnosis and surgical management of degenerative spinal pathology. 

However, he willfully, and whilst under oath, repeatedly ml5represented this 
Information in multiple legal proceedings, over a period of two years, until 

May 6, 2013, when he admitted this position under cross•examlnatlon. The 

specific testimony Is contained within 'The Solomon Crltloue' + Kaul y 

Christie 
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3. The neuro,urglcal expert witness ,hall recognize and correctly repre,ent the 
full standard of neurosurglcal care and shall with reasonable accuracy state 
whether a particular action was clearly outside of, or close to the margins of 
the standard of neurosurglcal care - Dr. Przybylski, an Individual with almost 
two decades of expert witness experience, knew that the standards from 
which he accused me of having deviated, were not standards at all. He knew 
that the standard of care was not de1ermined by factors associated with 
education, training, hospital privileges or local administrative regulations 
pertaining to healthcare. He willfully ignored the law; knowingly 
misrepresented the facls and found conclusions that he understood were 
false. He was cognizant of the fact that his accusations of my purported 
"gross deviations" were devoid of truth. 

I understand that the current bylaws of your organization seek to restrict the filing of 
complaints to Its members. However, I believe that lhe evidence of Dr. Przybylskl's 
misconduct Is so incriminating, that to not open an investigation, would condone his 
malfesance, and would neither reflect the true purpose nor the spirit of the Rules. I 
hope this matter Is administered with a transparency and fairness that accurately 
communicates your organization's ethical framework. 

Coples of 'The Solomon Critique' + Kaul v Christie are contained within the enclosed 
flash drive. 

I look forward to your response. 

YourspcerK I . 

Richard Ar)un Kaul, MD 
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Alexis Angell, JD 
Shareholder 
Polsinelli 
CPEP Board 
720 S. Colorado Blvd., Suite 1100-N 
Denver, CO 80246 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

June 6, 2023 

Re: Resolution of Conflict of Interest 

Dear Mr. Angell, 

I write this letter as a follow-up and to memorialize the conversation I had on June 5, 2023, 
from approximately 12:30 pm to 1pm EST, with Amanda Besmanoff and Alisa Johnson 
regarding the fact that the three individuals (Anthony/Harned/Brown) who conducted 
evaluations of my skills/knowledge on February 22/23, 2023, were knowingly conflicted and 
ought to have recused themselves, the willful non-recusal of which however, invalidates their 
evaluations/reports and moreover has caused me further injury. 

I emailed Ms. Besmanoff as soon as I became aware of these conflicts. The conflicts arise from 
the fact I have on multiple occasions, sued Defendant American Society of lnterventional Pain 
Physicians (ASIPP) in the United States District Court, and that two individuals (Harned/Brown) 
were/are politically active directors of the Kentucky/Colorado ASIPP chapters and the third 
(Antony) is an active lecture providing, fee-paying, politically contributing member. A copy of 
one of these suits (Kl) was emailed to Ms. Besmanoff, and establishes the conflicted nature of 
all members of Defendant ASIPP. 

Another point raised during the conversation pertained to CPEP's relationship with the 
Federation State Medical Boards, an entity with which I have engaged in litigation. I would 
suggest you view www.pacer.org and search my name with RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, as this will 
provide further context as to the conflict with the FSMB. 

Options: 

I believe there are two (2) options: 

1 
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1. The physician assessments are re-conducted by physicians with no professional, commercial 
connections/relations/associations, and as stated in my May 30, 2023, email to Ms. Besmanoff 
(copy attached), these individuals will likely be found in academic/research settings. 

2. CPEP issue a report containing the contents of all the tests and the reports of 
Antony/Harned/Brown's with a statement/paragraph as to the conflicted nature of the reports 
and how/why the situation was permitted to come into existence, and cause further costly 
delay. 

If option 1 is chosen, and the individuals are conflict-free, then I would not request the 
reimbursement of my approximately fourteen thousands dollars ($14,000) enrollment fee, but I 
would still require I be provided a complete copy of my entire file. 

If option 2 is chosen, I would request reimbursement of my enrollment fee and of course 
production of my entire file. 

As I explained during the conversation, if it becomes impossible for me, through this particular 
avenue, to vindicate my rights and rectify/mitigate the illegal/ongoing eleven (11) year plus 
injury to my livelihood/life/liberty/reputation/economic standing, I will place the issue before 
the Pennsylvania Medical Board/ Pennsylvania Courts, to seek an alternate resolution, in which 
politics/business/professional rivalries are not permitted to obstruct/interfere with my 
fundamental human/constitutional rights. 

I hope that CPEP advances this matter in a manner that is fair, professional and one ultimately, I 
believe, could reflect well on the organization within the medical profession. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

2 
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Gmail 

CPEP Assessment+ Supporting Documents 
1 message 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkau1@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Tue, May 30, 2023 at 9:01 AM 

I left a message last week on your VM enquiring as to CPEP's course of action in light of the conflicted nature of the three 
individuals retained by CPEP to evaluate my knowledge/skills. At your ear1iest convenience, could you please call me on 
this point. 

Could you please also email me a complete copy of my CPEP file, and ensure that no changes are made to the file in the 
interim. 

There are interventional pain physicians who have no association with Defendant ASIPP, and who quite frankly view the 
organization as lacking academic gravitas and an organization that is nothing more than a vehicle through which to funnel 
bribes to corrupt politicians. These individuals exist primarily within academic/research institutions and amongst 
practitioners who have no commercial interest in the spine market. 

I hope we can rectify this situation. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 
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M Gmail 

CPEP Assessment - Dr. Michael Harned 
8 messages 

Richard Kaul <drrlchardkaul@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Tue, May 16, 2023 at 7:04 PM 

I was recently informed that Dr. Michael Hamed ls a Director At Large of the Kentucky chapter of the American Society of 
lnterventional Pain Physicians, and has been for a number of years: 

https://asipp.org/kentucky-society-of-interventional-pain-physicians/ 

In 2017 I filed suit against ASIPP in the United States District Court for the District of New Jersey (copy attached) a fact 
known to Dr. Hamad when he conducted his interview on February 23, 2023, and unfortunately this represents a conflict 
of interest, of which Dr. Harnard should have informed CPEP. 

Could you please bring this issue to the attention of the CPEP Board. 

Thank you in advance. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

1:i,l 171027-Kaul v Christle-K1-D.E. 214.pdf 
2464K 

Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 
To: Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Hi Dr. Kaul, 

Wed, May 17, 2023 at 12:54 PM 

I received your message and will discuss with my team. I'll follow-up with you either later today or tomorrow morning. 

Thanks, 

Amanda 

[Quoted text hidden] 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Thanks Amanda. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

[Quoted teitt hidden] 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

Wed, May 17, 2023 at 1:15 PM 

Fri, May 19. 2023 at 6:37 PM 

Could you please also present the attached information to the CPEP Board regarding Dr. Ajay Antony (page 5/10): 
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In deciding what course of action to take, and in light of the conflicts of interest, I would like to suggest for the purpose of 
fairness and expediency, that I respond to the substance of Ors. Harried/Antony's reports, bearing in mind that regardless 
of CPEP's final report. I cannot practice without a monitor. 

I think it would have been prudent of these physicians to have recused themselves from the matter, and not subject both 
CPEP and I to an avoidable and costly delay. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

[Quoted text hidden] 

Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 
To: Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Hi Dr. Kaul, 

Mon, May 22, 2023 at 12:28 PM 

Can you please clarify what the conflict of interest specifically is with Dr. Antony so I can discuss this further with my 
team? 

[Quoted text hidden] 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkau1@gmail.com> Mon, May 22, 2023 at 3:11 PM 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

For physicians to present lectures at ASIPP meetings, they must be fee-paying members. 

Dr. Antony is an active fee-paying member of ASIPP and its Florida Chapter, and is involved in the political 
fundraising element of ASIPP Identified In the lawsuit (Kaul v Christie-16-CV.02364} (K1) that was the conduit through 
which bribes were funnelled to Defendant Christie, as party of the quid pro quo for having the board revoke (illegally) my 
license. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

[Quoted text hidden] 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

Tue, May 23, 2023 at 3:16 PM 

Could you please bring to the attention of the CPEP board, Dr. Robert Brown's directorship with ASIPP. 

https://asipp.org/colorado-society-of-interventional-pain-physicians/ 

Did any of these three physicians (Antony/Hamed/Brown) disclose their conflicts of interest to CPEP? 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

[Quoted teid hidden] 

Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 
To: Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Hi Dr. Kaul, 

Tue, May 23, 2023 al4:12 PM 
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I'm acknowledging receipt of your email and the previous one. 

[Quoted text hidden] 
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June 9, 2023 

Via Email and U.S. Mail 

Dr. Richard A. Kaul 
24 Washington Valley Road 
Morristown, NJ 07960 
drrichardkaul@gmail.com 

Re: CPEP Assessment Services 

Dear Dr. Kaul: 

~ 

CPEP 
~ 

We have revjewed in.detail yourcori_cems submitted via email on May 16, 2023, May 19, 2023, May 22, 
2023, and May 23, '2023, -arid as discussed .with Alisa Johnson, CPEP Program Director, -on June 5, 2023, 
as well as:Your letter dated June 6, _2023; concerning the clinic/ll consultants who participated in your'CPEP 

. Clinical C_ompetence Assessment which tciok place on February 22, _2023. 

Qn January 16, 2023, you ent{!_red an Assessment Services Participation Agreement.with CPEP . .Pursuant 
to the· Agreement, CPEP engaged clinical consultants to participate in your Assessment. You were provided 
with the ideniity ot'these consultants prior to your Assessment in February 2023 and these consultants 
cm:iducted clinical interviews with you during your Assessment. In the emails listed above and in further 
conversation you liave contended"that the consultants have conflicts of interest because of their affiliation 
with the American Society of lnterventional Pain Physicians (ASIPP) and objected to their involvement 
based on pending litigation you have filed against ASIPP and others. In your June 6, 2023 correspondence 
you outlined two options including "re-conducting the Assessment with physicians with no professional, 
commercial connections/relations/associations ... " or "issuing a report containing the contents of all the tests 
and the reports of Antony/Hamed/Brown's with a statement/paragraph as to the conflicted nature of the 
reports and how/why the situation was permitted to come into existence, and cause further costly delay." 
You also requested a copy of your complete file with both options and reimbursement of your enrollment 
fee. 

CPEP is unable to agree to either option. § 6.2 of the Participation Agreement grants CPEP sole discretion 
to determine if you are a suitable candidate for participation. CPEP has determined you are not and 
Pursuant to § 6.2, CPEP terminates the Participation Agreement for cause. CPEP will not re-conduct the 
Assessment nor issue an Assessment Report with the existing consultants and data. 

§ 2.5 of the Participation Agreement states that you are not entitled to review the contents of any file. 
Therefore, CPEP will not be providing this information to you. 

While it is not required to do so, CPEP will refund the $14,500 assessment fee you paid via your original 
payment methods. 

Please note the Dispute Resolution provisions in Article VII of the Participation Agreement. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth J. Korinek 
Chief Executive Officer 

CPEP - The Center for Personalized Education for Professionals 

720 South Colorado Boulevard, 1100-N, Denver, CO 80246 
This document and its contents are confidential. Use or disclosure without written authorization from CPEP is strictly prohibited. 
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www.drrichardkaul.com 

Elizabeth J. Korinek 
CEO 
CPEP 
720 South Colorado Boulevard, 1100-N 
Denver, CO 80246 

Re: NOTICE OF LITIGATION 

Dear Ms. Korinek, 

June 21, 2023 

. Thank you for your letter of June 9, 2023 (copy enclosed). Please find below my response and 
further statement: 

1. Conflict of Interest re: ASIPP: 

You state: "On January 16, 2023, ... provided with the identity of these consultants ... conflicts 
of interest ... affiliation ... ASIPP ... Antony/Harned/Brown ... copy of your complete file ... 
fee", seemingly in support of your argument that because you provided the consultants names 
and I signed an agreement, that therefore the law indemnifies CPEP/members/consultants 
against the liability pursuant to the knowing perpetration of fraud. Not only were the 
referenced conflicts known to CPEP/members/consultants, they were intentional, and it was 
indeed the purpose of the participants/co-conspirators to conceal this wrongdoing and have 
issued highly defamatory and knowingly false reports. 

2. Conflict of Interest re: Federation State Medical Boards: 

In my June 6, 2023, letter to CPEP's lawyer, Alexis Angell (copy enclosed) I state: "Another point 
raised during the conversation pertained to CPEP's relationship with the Federation State 
Medical Boards, an entity with which I have engaged in litigation.'' CPEP is a commercially 
subjugate component of The Kaul Cases Defendant FSMB and was cognizant of this conflict of 
interest when it contracted with me on January 16, 2023. However, it concealed the conflict for 
the purpose of furthering its own economic agenda with The Kaul Cases Defendant FSMB, in 
the knowledge that it would issue a defamatory report purposed to prevent the issuance of my 
Pennsylvania medical license, which CPEP/FSMB believed would impede my prosecution of The 
Kaul Cases Defendant FSMB in the United States District Court. 

1 
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Your failure, in your June 9, 2023, letter, to address/deny/contest/rebut these facts, constitute 
their tacit admission for the purpose of pending/future litigation. 

3. Mail Fraud: 

CPEP and its agents, did with fraudulent intent, instruct the United States Postal Service to use 
its apparatus to illegally/without legitimate cause, obstruct the delivery of documents from me. 
Specifically, on June 6, 2023, I sent the letter to Alexis Angell via certified mail, with a scheduled 
delivery date of June 8, 2023. As a consequence of CPEP's obstruction the letter remains at the 
postal facility in Denver. On June 9, 2023, I emailed the letter to Ms. Besmanoff. 

CPEP/members/consultants fraudulent misconduct constitutes an "ongoing pattern of 
racketeering'' and violation of my civil/constitutional rights, for which neither the agreement 
nor your disclosure of the consultants names provide any defense. 

Please also be advised that as a consequence of CPEP/members/consultants and The Kaul 
Cases Defendant FSMB, being competitors of mine in the healthcare market, the within 
detailed misconduct constitutes a knowing violation of antitrust law. 

Please be advised accordingly. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

cc: Ajay Antony 
Michael Harned 
Robert Brown 
ASIPP 

2 
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June 9, 2023 

Via Email and U.S. Mail 

Dr. Richard A. Kaul 
24 Washington Valley Road 
Morristown, NJ 07960 
drrichardkaul@gmail.com 

Re: CPEP Assessment Services 

Dear Dr. Kaul: 

~ 

CPEP 
~ 

We have reviewed-in detail your concerns submitted via email on May 16, 2023, May 19, 2023, May 22, 
2023, and-May 23,.2023,,and as discussed with Alisa Johnson, CPEP Program Director, on.June 5, 2023, . 
as well as your letter dated June !J, 20231 conce_ming the clinical ~ons~ltants who participated in yoiJrCPEP'. • 
Clinical Competence Assessment which took place on February 22, 2023. 

On January 16, 2023, you entered an Assessmeht Services Participation Agreementwith CPEp;.pursuant. 
to the Agreement, CPEP engaged clinical consultants to participate in your Assessment. You were.provided 
-with the identity of .these consultants prior to your Assessment in February 2023 and these consultants 
conducted clinical interviews with you during your Assessment. In the emails listed above and. in further
conversation you have contended that the consultants have conflicts of interest because of their affiliation 
with the American Society of lnterventional Pain Physicians (ASIPP) and objected to their involvement 
based on pending litigation you have filed against ASIPP and others. In your June 6, 2023 correspondence 
you outlined two options including "re-conducting the Assessment with physicians with no professional, 
commercial connections/relations/associations .. ." or "issuing a report containing the contents of all the tests 
and the reports of Antony/Harned/Brown's with a statement/paragraph as to the conflicted nature of the 
reports and how/why the situation was permitted to come into existence, and cause further costly delay." 
You also requested a copy of your complete file with both options and reimbursement of your enrollment 
fee. 

CPEP is unable to agree to either option. § 6.2 of the Participation Agreement grants CPEP sole discretion 
to determine if you are a suitable candidate for participation. CPEP has determined you are not and 
Pursuant to§ 6.2, CPEP terminates the Participation Agreement for cause. CPEP will not re-conduct the 
Assessment nor issue an Assessment Report with the existing consultants and data. 

§ 2.5 of the Participation Agreement states that you are not entitled to review the contents of any file. 
Therefore, CPEP will not be providing this information to you. 

While it is not required to do so, CPEP will refund the $14,500 assessment fee you paid via your original 
payment methods. 

Please note the Dispute Resolution provisions in Article VII of the Participation Agreement. 

Thank you for your attention to these matters. 

Sincerely, 

Elizabeth J. Korinek 
Chief Executive Officer 

CPEP - The Center for Personalized Education for Professionals 

720 South Colorado Boulevard, 1100-N, Denver, CO 80246 
This document and its contents are confidential. Use or disclosure without written authorization from CPEP is strictly prohibtted. 
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Alexis Angell, JD 
Shareholder 
Polsinelli 
CPEP Board 
720 S. Colorado Blvd., Suite 1100-N 
Denver, CO 80246 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

June 6, 2023 

Re: Resolution of Conflict of Interest 

Dear Mr. Angell, 

I write this letter as a follow-up and to memorialize the conversation I had on June 5, 2023, 
from approximately 12:30 pm to 1pm EST, with Amanda Besmanoff and Alisa Johnson 
regarding the fact that the three individuals (Anthony/Harned/Brown) who conducted 
evaluations of my skills/knowledge on February 22/23, 2023, were knowingly conflicted and 
ought to have recused themselves, the willful non-recusal of which however, invalidates their 
evaluations/reports and moreover has caused me further injury. 

I emailed Ms. Besmanoff as soon as I became aware of these conflicts. The conflicts arise from 
the fact I have on multiple occasions, sued Defendant American Society of lnterventional Pain 
Physicians (ASIPP} in the United States District Court, and that two individuals (Harned/Brown} 
were/are politically active directors of the Kentucky/Colorado ASIPP chapters and the third 
(Antony} is an active lecture providing, fee-paying, politically contributing member. A copy of 
one of these suits (Kl) was emailed to Ms. Besmanoff, and establishes the conflicted nature of 
all members of Defendant ASIPP. 

Another point raised during the conversation pertained to CPEP's relationship with the 
Federation State Medical Boards, an entity with which I have engaged in litigation. I would 
suggest you view www.pacer.org and search my name with RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, as this will 
provide further context as to the conflict with the FSMB. 

Options: 

I believe there are two (2) options: 

1 
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1. The physician assessments are re-conducted by physicians with no professional, commercial 
connections/relations/associations, and as stated in my May 30, 2023, email to Ms. Besmanoff 
(copy attached), these individuals will likely be found in academic/research settings. 

2. CPEP issue a report containing the contents of all the tests and the reports of 
Antony/Harned/Brown's with a statement/paragraph as to the conflicted nature of the reports 
and how/why the situation was permitted to come into existence, and cause further costly 
delay. 

If option 1 is chosen, and the individuals are conflict-free, then I would not request the 
reimbursement of my approximately fourteen thousands dollars ($14,000} enrollment fee, but I 
would still require I be provided a complete copy of my entire file. 

If option 2 is chosen, I would request reimbursement of my enrollment fee and of course 
production of my entire file. 

As I explained during the conversation, if it becomes impossible for me, through this particular 
avenue, to vindicate my rights and rectify/mitigate the illegal/ongoing eleven (11} year plus 
injury to my livelihood/life/liberty/reputation/economic standing, I will place the issue before 
the Pennsylvania Medical Board/ Pennsylvania Courts, to seek an alternate resolution, in which 
politics/business/professional rivalries are not permitted to obstruct/interfere with my 
fundamental human/constitutional rights. 

I hope that CPEP advances this matter in a manner that is fair, professional and one ultimately, I 
believe, could reflect well on the organization within the medical profession. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

2 
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M Gmail 

CPEP Assessment+ Supporting Documents 
1 message 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 
To: Amanda Besmanoff <abesmanoff@cpepdoc.org> 

Amanda, 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Tue, May 30, 2023 at 9:01 AM 

I left a message last week on your VM enquiring as to CPEP's course of action in light of the conflicted nature of the three 
individuals retained by CPEP to evaluate my knowledge/skilts. At your earliest convenience, could you please call me on 
this point. 

Could you please also email me a complete copy of my CPEP file, and ensure that no changes are made to the file in the 
Interim. 

There are interventional pain physicians who have no association with Defendant ASIPP, and who quite frankly view the 
organization as lacking academic gravitas and an organization that is nothing more than a vehlcle through which to funnel 
bribes to corrupt politicians. These individuals exist primarily within academic/research Institutions and amongst 
practitioners who have no commercial interest in the spine market. 

l hope we can rectify this situation. 

Regards, 

Richard Arjun Kaul, MD 

www.drrichardkaul.com 
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Exhibit 15 
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Frances R. Oleen, #17433 
Deputy Attorney General 
Kaley Schrader, #27700 
Assistant Attorney General 
Office of the Attorney General 
Public Protection Division 
120 SW 10th Ave., 2nd Floor 
Topeka, Kansas 66612-1597 
Tel: 785-296-3751 
Fax: 785-291-3699 
kaley.schrader@ag.ks.gov 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THOMAS COUNTY, KANSAS 

STATE OF KANSAS, ex rel. ) 
KRIS W. KOBA CH, Attorney General, ) 

) 
Plaintiff, ) 

) 
~ ) 

) 
PFIZER INC., ) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

Pursuant to K.S.A. Chapter 60 

PETITION 

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, State of Kansas, ex rel. Kris W. Kobach, Attorney General, by 

and through Assistant Attorney General Kaley Schrader, and for its cause of action against 

Defendant, alleges and states as follows: 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. Pfizer misled the public that it had a "safe and effective" COVID-19 vaccine. 

2. Pfizer said its COVID-19 vaccine was safe even though it knew its COVID-19 

vaccine was connected to serious adverse events, including myocarditis and pericarditis, failed 

pregnancies, and deaths. Pfizer concealed this critical safety information from the public. 

1 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 22 of 89

3. Pfizer said its COVID-19 vaccine was effective even though it knew its COVID-

19 vaccine waned over time and did not protect against COVID-19 variants. Pfizer concealed this 

critical effectiveness information from the public. 

4. Pfizer said its COVID-19 vaccine would prevent transmission ofCOVID-19 even 

though it knew it never studied the effect of its vaccine on transmission ofCOVID-19. 

5. To keep the public from learning the truth, Pfizer worked to censor speech on social 

media that questioned Pfizer's claims about its COVID-19 vaccine. 

6. Pfizer's misrepresentations of a "safe and effective" vaccine resulted in record 

company revenue of approximately $75 billion from COVID-19 vaccine sales in just two years. 

7. Pfizer's actions and statements relating to its COVID-19 vaccine violated previous 

consent judgments with the State of Kansas. 

8. Pfizer's actions and statements relating to its COVID-19 vaccine violated the 

Kansas Consumer Protection Act, K.S.A. 50-623 et seq., regardless of whether any individual 

consumer ultimately received Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

9. Pfizer must be held accountable for falsely representing the benefits ofits COVID-

19 vaccine while concealing and suppressing the truth about its vaccine's safety risks, waning 

effectiveness, and inability to prevent transmission. 

PARTIES 

10. Plaintiff Kris W. Kobach is the duly elected, qualified, and acting Attorney General 

for the State of Kansas. 

11. The Attorney General has standing to bring this action in the name of the State of 

Kansas by statute. K.S.A. 50-628(a)(l), 50-632(a); see also K.S.A. 75-702(a). 

2 
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12. The Attorney General has standing to bring this action under the common law of 

this State on behalf of all Kansans. 

13. The Attorney General has standing to bring this action under consent judgments 

between the State of Kansas and Pfizer. 

14. Defendant Pfizer Inc. ("Pfizer") is a publicly traded corporation organized in the 

State of Delaware and with a principal place of business in New York, New York. Pfizer has been 

registered to do business in Kansas since June 8, 1993. 

15. Defendant Pfizer may be served through its resident agent CT Corporation System, 

112 SW 7th Street, Suite 3C, Topeka, Kansas, 66603. 

16. Pfizer's acts include acts by Pfizer and acts by Pfizer's officers, directors, agents, 

or employees on Pfizer's behalf and under its authority. 

17. Actions or statements by Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Albert Bour la and Pfizer 

Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb are attributable to Pfizer. 

18. 

638(a). 

19. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

This Court has jurisdiction over this case pursuant to K.S.A. 20-301 and K.S.A. 50-

Pfizer is registered to do business in Kansas as a foreign corporation, and the cause 

of action arose in Kansas from Pfizer conducting business in Kansas. Therefore, Pfizer is subject 

to personal jurisdiction in Kansas pursuant to K.S.A. 17-7307(c). 

20. Pfizer is also subject to personal jurisdiction in Kansas pursuant to K.S.A. 60-

308(b)(l)(A) because Pfizer transacts business in Kansas. 

21. Venue is proper in this county under K.S.A. 50-638(b). Pfizer's actions and 

practices that violated the Kansas Consumer Protection Act reached consumers in Thomas County. 

3 
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ALLEGATIONS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS 

22. Plaintiff incorporates all preceding paragraphs by reference. 

23. At all times relevant hereto, and in the ordinary course of business, Pfizer acted as 

a "supplier," as that term is defined by K.S.A. 50-624(1). 

24. At all times relevant hereto, and in the ordinary course of business, Pfizer made, 

caused to be made, or solicited, "consumer transactions," as that term is defined by K.S.A. 50-

624(c). 

25. Upon information and belief, because of the high public interest in Pfizer's COVID-

19 vaccine, Pfizer's actions and statements circulated widely throughout Kansas. 

26. Statements on Pfizer's website and social media have made misrepresentations to 

Kansans from the day they were posted continuing to the present. 

27. Pfizer's misrepresentations about its COVID-19 vaccine violated the Kansas 

Consumer Protection Act and Pfizer's consent judgments with Kansas each time Pfizer made them 

to a Kansas consumer, regardless of whether an individual consumer decided to receive or forgo 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

28. Millions of Kansans heard Pfizer's misrepresentations about its COVID-19 

vaccine. For example, Pfizer administered 3,355,518 Pfizer vaccine doses in Kansas as of 

February 7, 2024. This accounted for more than 60% of all vaccine doses in Kansas. Kansas 

Department of Health and Environment, Data. 1 

29. In May 2021, Pfizer advertised to Kansans on Facebook about its "life-saving 

vaccines" and its "cures." Upon information and belief, Pfizer intended for Kansans to think of 

1 Available at https://www.coronavirus.kdheks.gov/3 l 7/Data. Since this data was collected, the Kansas Department 
of Health and Environment no longer publicly reports vaccine doses by manufacturer. 

4 
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its COVID-19 vaccine when it discussed "life-saving vaccines" and "cures." Pfizer ran three 

different ads between May 4, 2021 and June 1, 2021 that received 165,000 to 190,000 impressions 

[views] in Kansas. Meta Ad Library, Summary Data for Ads 2974674432763576,2 

1144557279322749,3 and 468595664399043.4 

30. Pfizer took advantage of Kansans' fear of COVID-19 and desire for safety by 

offering a "safe and effective" COVID-19 vaccine, while concealing, suppressing, and omitting 

material information that undermined its safety and effectiveness claims. 

I. Pfizer's Big Bet on Its COVID-19 Vaccine 

31. COVID-19 is caused by the virus SARS-Co V-2 and originated in Wuhan, China. 

32. In 2020, Pfizer raced to develop a COVID-19 vaccine. 

33. Unlike the other companies involved in the race for a vaccine, Pfizer did not join 

Operation Warp Speed and declined its vaccine development funding. Transcript, Pfizer CEO Dr. 

Albert Bourla on 'Face the Nation,"' CBS News, Sept. 13, 2020;5 Carolyn Y. Johnson, Pfizer's 

coronavirus vaccine is more than 90 percent effective in first analysis, company reports, THE 

WASHINGTON POST (Nov. 9, 2020).6 

34. Pfizer distanced itself from Operation Warp Speed when it announced the results 

of its COVID-19 vaccine trials: "We were never part of the Warp Speed," proclaimed Pfizer's 

senior vice president and head of vaccine research and development. Philip Bump, No, Pfizer's 

2 Available at https://www.facebook.com/ads/library/?id=2974674432763576. 
3 Available at https://www.facebook.com/ads/library/?id=l l44557279322749. 
4 Available at https://www.facebook.com/ads/library/?id"'468595664399043. 
5 Available at https://www.cbsnews.com/news/transcript-pfizer-ceo-dr-albert-bourla-on-face-the-nation-september-
13-2020/. 
6 Available at https://www.washingtonpost.com/health/2020/l 1/09/pfizer-coronavirus-vaccine-effective/. 

5 
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apparent vaccine success is not a function of Trump's 'Operation Warp Speed, 'THEW ASHINGTON 

POST (Nov. 9, 2020).7 

35. Pfizer's Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla, a veterinarian by training, reported that 

Pfizer declined government funding in order to "liberate" Pfizer's scientists from government 

oversight of its vaccine development: "But the reason why I did it was because I wanted to liberate 

our scientists from any bureaucracy. When you get money from someone that always comes 

with strings. They want to see how we are going to progress, what type of moves you are 

going to do. They want reports. I didn't want to have any of that." Transcript, Pfizer CEO 

Dr. Albert Bour/a on 'Face the Nation,"' CBS NEWS, Sept. 13, 2020 (emphasis added).8 

36. Because Pfizer did not accept government funding, "[t]he government had limited 

visibility into what was happening at Pfizer, ... " Sydney Lupkin, The US. Paid Billions To Get 

Enough COVID Vaccines Last Fall. What Went Wrong? NPR (Aug. 25, 2021).9 

37. "Pfizer worked 'at arm's length' compared with the other companies in Operation 

Warp Speed," the scientific lead of Operation Warp Speed recounted. Id. 

38. Pfizer's independence from Operation Warp Speed allowed it to demand a "tailor-

made contract" that let Pfizer "retain almost all of its intellectual property rights and forgo the 

taxpayer protection clauses found in most government contracts that fund inventions." Id.; see 

also Statement of Work for COVID-19 Pandemic-Large Scale Vaccine Manufacturing 

Demonstration, July 21, 2020 ("Pfizer Statement of Work"), ,r,r 7.1, 7 .2 (PDF pp. 19-20).10 

7 Available at https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2020/l l/09/no-pfizers-apparent-vaccine-success-is-not
function-trumps-operation-warp-speed/. 
8 Available at https://www.cbsnews.com/news/transcript-pfizer-ceo-dr-albert-bourla-on-face-the-nation-september-
13-2020/. 
9 Available at https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2021/08/25/1029715721/pfizer-vaccine-operation-warp
speed-delay. 
10 Available at https://www.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/pfizer-inc-covid-19-vaccine-contract. pdf. 
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39. By self-funding, Pfizer was betting big that its vaccine development would succeed. 

"[I]f it fails, it goes to our pocket," warned Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bour la. Transcript, 

Pfizer CEO Dr. Albert Bour/a on 'Face the Nation,"' CBS NEWS, Sept. 13, 2020.11 

40. By September 2020, Pfizer had invested at least $ 1.5 billion for COVID vaccine 

development. Losing this money by failing to develop an approved vaccine would be "painful," 

admitted Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla. Id. 

41. Based on Pfizer's public statements, Pfizer would lose $ 1.5 billion to $2 billion if 

government regulators did not approve its COVID-19 vaccine. See id.; Pfizer 2021 Annual Report, 

Expanding CO VID-19 Manufacturing Efforts to Increase Global Vaccine Access .12 

42. Pfizer's contract with the federal government-in which Pfizer would deliver I 00 

million doses in exchange for $1.95 billion-required Pfizer to obtain approval of its COVID-19 

vaccine. Pfizer and BioNTech Announce an Agreement with U.S. Government for up to 600 Million 

Doses of mRNA-based Vaccine Candidate Against SARS-Co V-2, July 22, 2020.13 

43. Pfizer doubled down on its bet that its vaccine would receive federal government 

approval by producing a "few llllllion" vaccine doses before it received the efficacy or safety data 

from its vaccine trial or government approval. Pfizer CEO says he would've released vaccine data 

before election if possible, Ax10s, Nov. 9, 2020.14 

44. Pfizer's CEO had a personal financial interest in Pfizer succeeding. 

11 Available at https:/ /www.cbsnews.com/news/transcript-pfizer-ceo-dr-albert-bourla-on-face-the-nation-september
l 3-2020/. 
12 Available at 
https://www.pfizer.com/sites/default/files/investors/financial_reports/annual_reports/2021/story/expanding-covid
manufacturing-efforts/. 
13 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-announce
agreement-us-government-600. 
14 Available al https://www.axios.com/2020/l 1/09/pfizer-ceo-says-he-wouldve-released-vaccine-data-before
election-if-possible. 
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45. In August 2020, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla implemented a plan to sell 

some of his Pfizer stock if it reached a pre-determined price just one day before Pfizer issued a 

press release "featuring 'additional Phase 1 safety and immunogenicity data' and confirming that 

Pfizer and its German partner, BioNTech, were' on track to seek regulatory review' for its vaccine 

candidate by October. The financial news channels Fox Business, CNBC, and Bloomberg all 

covered the August news, with CNBC noting that [Pfizer's] stock appeared to be 'moving sharply 

higher today on an optimistic vaccine timeline."' Tom Dreisbach, Pfizer CEO Sold Millions In 

Stock After Coronavirus Vaccine News, Raising Questions, NPR, Nov. 11, 2020. 15 

46. Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's stock reached the pre-determined price and 

sold on November 9, 2020, "the same day Pfizer announced that its experimental coronavirus 

vaccine candidate was found to be more than 90% effective. The company's stock soared on the 

news." Id. 

47. Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla made $5.6 million from his November 9, 

2020 Pfizer stock sale. Id. 

48. An insider-trading expert called the sequence of events involving Pfizer Chairman 

and CEO Dr. Bourla's stock sale "very suspicious," "wholly inappropriate," and "troubling." Id. 

49. Pfizer had billions of incentives to do whatever it took to ensure that its COVID-19 

vaccine received the necessary government approval. 

50. Pfizer received emergency use authorization for its COVID-19 vaccine in 

individuals 16 years of age and older on December 11, 2020. FDA, FDA Takes Key Action in 

Fight Against CO VID-19 By Issuing Emergency Use Authorization for First CO VID-19 Vaccine, 

15 Available at https://www.npr.org/2020/l l/l l/933957 580/pfizer-ceo-sold-millions-in-stock-after-coronavirus
, vaccine-news-raising-questio. 
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Dec. 11, 2020.16 Emergency Use Authorizations "can be used by the FDA during public health 

emergencies to provide access to medical products that may be effective in preventing, diagnosing, 

or treating a disease, provided that the FDA determines that the known and potential benefits of a 

product, when used to prevent, diagnose, or treat the disease, outweigh the known and potential 

risks of the product." FDA, FDA Approves First COVID-19 Vaccine, Aug. 23, 2021.17 

51. Pfizer received FDA approval for its COVID-19 vaccine in individuals 16 years of 

age and older on August 23, 2021. id. 

52. From 2021 to 2023, Pfizer received emergency use authorizations for its COVID-

19 vaccine in children from six months to 15 years of age, as well as for booster doses. See, e.g., 

U.S. Dep't of Health and Human Servs., COVID-19 Vaccine Milestones. 18 

II. Pfizer's COVID-19 Vaccine and Transparency 

A. Pfizer's representations about transparency 

53. Pfizer repeatedly assured Kansans that it provided transparency on its data. 

54. On December 14, 2020, the day Americans began receiving Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said, "This is a vaccine that was developed without 

cutting corners from a company with 171 years of credentials. This is a vaccine that was developed 

in the spotlight in the daylight, with all the data being put in servers." CNBC Transcript: Pfizer 

Chairman and CEO Albert Bour/a Speaks with CNBC's 'Squawk Box' Today, CNBC (Dec. 14, 

2020).19 

16 Available at https:/ /www.fda.gov/news-events/press-ann0W1cements/fda-takes-key-action-fight-against-covid- l 9-
issuing-emergency-use-authorization-first-covid-l 9. / 
17 Available at https://www.fda.gov/news-events/press-ann0W1cements/fda-approves-first-covid- I 9-vaccine. 
18 Available at https://www.hhs.gov/coronavirus/covid-19-vaccines/index.html. 
19 Available at https://www.cnbc.com/2020/12/14/cnbc-transcript-pfizer-chairman-and-ceo-albert-bourla-speaks
with-cnbcs-squawk-box-today.html. 
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55. On September 16, 2021, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said, "Since the start 

of this pandemic, Pfizer and BioNTech have pledged to follow the science and keep people 

informed about our progress to help bring an end to this global health crisis. We have stayed true 

to our commitment of full transparency without selectively cherry-picking data." Continuing to 

Follow the Science: An Open Letter from Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Albert Bour/a, Pfizer, 

Sept. 16, 2021.20 

56. Contrary to its representations, Pfizer has willfully concealed, suppressed, and 

omitted safety and efficacy data relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

B. Pfizer used confidentiality agreements to conceal critical data relating to the 
safety and effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine. 

57. Pfizer has kept data hidden through confidentiality agreements with governments 

around the world. 

58. Pfizer's contract required the United States government to keep Pfizer's 

confidential information secret for 10 years. Higher protections applied to Pfizer's trade secret 

information, which the government promised to keep "in confidence in perpetuity." Pfizer 

Statement ofWork,, 11.10 (PDF p. 25).21 

59. Pfizer effectively had a veto over the federal government's communications 

because the parties agreed that they would not make any public announcement relating to the 

COVID-19 vaccine contract or "the transactions contemplated by it" without the prior written 

consent of the other. Id. at, 11.11 (PDF p. 25). 

20 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/announcements/continuing-follow-science-open-letter-pfizer-chainnan
and-ceo-dr-albert-bourla. 
21 Available at https://www.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/pfizer-inc-covid-19-vaccine-contract. pdf. 
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60. Conversely, Pfizer had exclusive control over its own communications through "the 

right, but not the obligation, to prepare and submit scientific publications and release information 

to the public about its COVID-19 development program, without the Government's consent or 

involvement." Id. 

61. Upon information and belief, Pfizer used its confidentiality agreements with the 

United States government and others to conceal, suppress, and omit material facts relating to 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, including the safety and efficacy of the vaccine. 

C. Pfizer used an extended study timeline to conceal critical data relating to the 
safety and effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine. 

62. Pfizer also kept data hidden through a study timeline that Pfizer repeatedly delayed. 

63. Pfizer planned to provide researchers with access to patient-level data and full 

clinical study reports 24 months after study completion. Protocol C459100l, "A Phase l/2, 

Placebo-Controlled, Randomized, Observer-Blind, Dose-Finding Study to Describe the Safety, 

Tolerability, Immunogenicity, and Potential Efficacy of SARS-Co V-2 RNA Vaccine Candidates 

Against COVID-19 in Healthy Adults," ("Apr. 2020 Protocol"), Pfizer, Apr. 15, 2020, 104 (PDF 

p. 106),, 10.1.4.22 

64. Pfizer initially estimated that it would complete the study by January 27, 2023, but 

that estimated date fell back to February 2024 because of a late vaccination of a single study 

participant (out of 44,000 participants). Jennifer Block, COVID-19: Researchers face wait for 

patient level data from Pfizer and Moderna vaccine trials, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, July 12, 

2022;23 see also Pfizer's Clinical Study Records. 24 

22 Available at https://www.nejm.org/doi/suppl/l 0.1056/NEJMoa2027906/suppl_file/nejmoa2027906 _protoco!.pdf. 
23 Available at https://www.bmj.com/content/378/bmj.ol 731. 
24 Available at https://www.clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT04368728?term=C459 l 00 I &rank=2&tab=history&a=. 
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65. Scientists were outraged that they still could not review Pfizer's COVID-19 study 

data. "Pfizer's pivotal COVID vaccine trial was funded by the company and designed, run, 

analysed, and authored by Pfizer employees. The company and the contract research organisations 

that carried out the trial hold all the data." COVID-19 vaccines and treatments: we must have raw 

data, now, British Medical Journal, 2022:376 (Jan. 19, 2022).25 

66. Pfizer's control of the data allowed the company to selectively publish results for 

which the underlying data could not be independently evaluated. See id. 

Id 

67. As the British Medical Journal editorialized in January 2022: 

Pharmaceutical companies are reaping vast profits without adequate 
independent scrutiny of their scientific claims. The purpose of 
regulators is not to dance to the tune of rich global corporations and 
enrich them further; it is to protect the health of their populations. 
We need complete data transparency for all studies, we need it in the 
public interest, and we need it now. 

68. Perhaps due to a production ruling in a Freedom of Information Act ("FOIA") 

lawsuit against the FDA, see infra, and the increased frustration expressed by scientists, Pfizer 

finally completed its study on February 10, 2023. 

69. Pfizer today says it will make data from vaccine trials approved in the United States 

available 18 months after the primary study completion date. Pfizer, Data Access Requests. 26 

70. Upon information and belief, Pfizer has still not made its complete study data 

available to researchers. 

D. Pfizer used FOIA denial and delay to conceal critical data relating to the safety 
and effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine. 

25 Available at https://www.bmj.com/content/376/bmj.o!02. 
26 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/science/clinical-trials/trial-data-and-results/data-requests. 
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71. The Food and Drug Administration's refusal to immediately produce safety and 

effectiveness data for Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine kept Pfizer's data hidden from the public. 

72. The Food and Drug Administration granted full approval for Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine in adults on August 23, 2021. Pjizer-BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine COMIRNATY® 

Receives Full U.S. FDA Approval for Individuals 16 Years and Older,Aug. 23, 2021.27 

73. Full approval of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine should have made Pfizer's "safety and 

effectiveness data and information, ... adverse reaction reports, product experience reports, [ and] 

consumer complaints ... immediately available for public disclosure." See 21 C.F.R. 601.Sl(e). 

74. Safety and effectiveness data includes all studies and tests on animals and humans. 

21 C.F.R. § 601.Sl(g). 

75. But the FDA did not make the safety and effectiveness data for Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine immediately available. 

76. Because full data was not available, Public Health and Medical Professionals for 

Transparency in America ("PHMPTA") submitted a FOIA request to the FDA for all data and 

information for Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. Pub. Health & Med. Pros.for Transparency v. Food 

&DrugAdmin., No. 4:21-CV-1058-P, Doc. 1-1 (Aug. 27, 2021 request). 

77. Pfizer's contract with the federal government granted Pfizer at least 30 days to 

review any records the government planned to release and the power to identify documents and 

information "legally withholdable from release under FOIA." Pfizer Statement of Work, ,r 7.2 

(PDF p. 20).28 

27 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-biontech-covid-19-vaccine
comirnatyr-receives-full. 
28 Available at https://www.hhs.gov/sites/default/files/pfizer-inc-covid-19-vaccine-contract. pdf. 
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78. FOIA does not provide a third-party like Pfizer with rights to review documents 

before their release or.to identify withholdable documents. Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine contract 

thus provided Pfizer with rights over government documents not typically possessed by private 

businesses. 

79. The FDA denied expedited processing of PHMPTA's FOIA request and claimed in 

litigation that it would take 55 years-until 2076-to produce all of the responsive documents. 

Jenna Greene, Wail what? FDA wants 55 years to process FOIA request over vaccine data, 

REUTERS, Nov. 18, 2021.29 

80. Upon information and belief, Pfizer and its contractual rights to review documents 

before their release and to identify withholdable documents influenced the FD A's decision to deny 

expedited processing of PHMPTA's FOIArequest and propose a 55-year production timeline. 

81. Upon information and belief, Pfizer thus had a role in keeping its safety and 

effectiveness data possessed by the FDA hidden from the public. 

82. In January 2022, a federal judge rejected the FDA's proposed production of 500 

pages per month and ordered the FDA to instead produce 55,000 pages per month. Pub. Health & 

Med. Pros.for Transparency v. Food & Drug Admin., No. 4:21-CV-1058-P, 2022 WL 90237, at *2 

(N.D. Tex. Jan. 6, 2022). 

E. Pfizer destroyed the vaccine control group, which will conceal critical data 
relating to the safety and effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine. 

83. Finally, Pfizer kept its COVID-19 vaccine's true effects hidden by destroying the 

control group participating in its vaccine trial. 

29 Available at https://www.reuters.com/legal/government/wait-what-fda-wants-55-years-process-foia-request-over
vaccine-data-2021-l l-18/. 
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84. A double-blind study, in which both the study subjects and study investigators do 

not know which group received the treatment or the placebo, is "the gold standard in modem 

clinical trials" and is "designed to test a treatment's safety and efficacy." Pfizer, How the Placebo 

Effect Can Cloud Clinical Trial Results.30 

85. Pfizer promoted that it was conducting a double-blind study on its COVID-19 

vaccine "to obtain safety, immune response, and efficacy data needed for regulatory review." 

Pfizer, Pfizer and BioNTech Choose Lead mRNA Vaccine Candidate Against COVID-19 and 

Commence Pivotal Phase 2/3 Global Study, July 27, 2020;31 see also Apr. 2020 Protocol, supra, 

30 (PDF p. 32). 

86. Pfizer planned to follow COVID-19 vaccine study participants, both vaccine and 

placebo recipients, for 24 months to monitor the safety and effectiveness of its vaccine. Apr. 2020 

Protocol, supra, 94-95 (PDF p. 96-97). 

87. Once the FDA approved Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine through an emergency use 

authorization in December 2020, Pfizer unblinded the study participants and offered vaccine 

placebo recipients the option to receive the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine. Stephen J. Thomas et al., 

Safety and Efficacy of the BNTJ62b2 mRNA COVID-19 Vaccine through 6 months, N. Eng. J. 

Med., Sept. 15, 2021.32 

88. Of the 21,921 vaccine trial participants who received the placebo, more than 20,000 

placebo participants decided to receive the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine as of March 13, 2021. BLA 

Clinical Review Memorandum, Aug. 23, 2021, at 32.33 

30 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/articles/how _ the __placebo_ effect_ can_ cloud_ clinical_ trial_results. 
31 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-choose-lead
mma-vaccine-candidate. 
32 Available al https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC846 l 570/. 
33 Available al https://www.fda.gov/media/l 52256/download. 
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89. Taken together, only 1,544 placebo participants had not received the Pfizer COVID-

19 vaccine as of March 13, 2021,just 7% of the original placebo group. See id. 

90. Because Pfizer unblinded the original control group and allowed them to receive 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer, government regulators, and independent scientists cannot fully 

compare the safety and efficacy of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine against unvaccinated individuals. 

91. Pfizer's extensive and aggressive efforts to keep its COVID-19 vaccine information 

hidden conflict with its public transparency pledges and raise serious questions about what Pfizer 

is hiding and why it is hiding it. 

III. Pfizer's COVID-19 Vaccine and Safety 

A. Pfizer's representations about its COVID-19 vaccine and safety 

92. In an open letter to the public, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla dedicated his 

company to producing a safe vaccine: "The second requirement is to prove that the vaccine is safe. 

Our internal standards for vaccine safety and those required by regulators are set high .... Safety 

is, and will remain, our number one priority. and we will continue monitoring and reporting 

safety data for all trial participants for two years." An Open Letter from Pfizer Chairman and CEO 

Albert Bour/a, Pfizer, Oct. 15, 2020 (emphasis added).34 

93. After committing to Kansans that safety was Pfizer's number one priority with its 

COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer and its employees, directors, and agents repeatedly misrepresented to 

Kansans that Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine was safe. 

94. On November 9, 2020, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said, "We feel very 

good about the safety" of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine and that there were "no safety concerns" 

34 Available at https://www.plizer.com/news/announcements/open-letter-pfizer-chairman-and-ceo-albert-bourla. 
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reported to Pfizer by a review ·committee. Tommy Brooksbank, Pfizer CEO on coronavirus 

vaccine: 'We feel very good about the safety.' GOOD MORNING AMERICA, Nov. 9, 2020.35 

95. On April 1, 2021, Pfizer issued a press release confirming "no serious safety 

concerns through up to six months following second dose" of the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine. Pfizer 

and BioNTech Confirm High Efficacy and No Serious Safety Concerns Through Up to Six Months 

Following Second Dose in Updated Topline Analysis of Landmark COVID-19 Vaccine Study, 

Pfizer, Apr. 1, 2021. 36 

96. On August 23, 2021, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said that the Pfizer 

vaccine "is effective and safe." Antonio Planas, 'Effective and safe': Pfizer CEO says FDA 's full 

approval should result in more vaccinations, NBC NEWS, Aug. 23, 2021.37 

97. On September 16, 2021, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said, "We have been 

very successful in developing an effective and safe vaccine." Continuing to Follow the Science: 

An Open Letter from Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Albert Bour/a, Pfizer, Sept. 16, 2021. 38 

98. On September 20, 2021, Pfizer announced in a press release that "[i]n participants 

5 to 11 years of age, the vaccine was safe, well tolerated and showed robust neutralizing antibody 

responses." Pfizer and BioNTech Announce Positive Topline Results From Pivotal Trial of 

COVID-19 Vaccine in Children 5 to 11 Years, Pfizer, Sept. 20, 2021.39 

35 Available at https://www.goodmomingamerica.com/news/story/pfizer-ceo-coronavirus-vaccine-feel-good-safety-
74105879. 
36 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-confinn-high
eflicacy-and-no-serious. 
37 Available at hltps://www,nbcnews.com/news/us-news/effective-safe-pfizer-ceo-says-fda-s-full-approval-should
nl277478. 
38 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/announcements/continuing-follow-science-open-letter-pfizer-chairman
and-ceo-dr-albert-bourla, 
39 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-announce
positive-topline-results. 
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99. On November 22, 2021, Pfizer announced that its COVID-19 vaccine 

"demonstrated 100% efficacy against COVID-19 in longer-term analysis, with no serious safety 

concerns identified" in children 12 through 15 years of age. Follow-Up Data From Phase 3 Trial 

of Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine Support Safety and High Efficacy in Adolescents 12 

Through 15 Years of Age, Pfizer, Nov. 22, 2021.40 

B. Pfizer made unsupported representations and concealed material facts 
relating to safety of its COVID-19 vaccine. 

100. What Pfizer knew about its COVID-19 vaccine demonstrates that Pfizer made 

unsupported representations and concealed material facts relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

1. Pfizer's vaccine trials provided limited safety information because Pfizer 
tested only healthy individuals. 

101. Vaccine development normally includes testing on "people with typically varying 

health statuses and from different demographic groups." FDA, Vaccine Development - 101 (Dec. 

14, 2020) (discussing Phase 2).41 Indeed, vaccine development includes "trial participants who 

have characteristics (such as age and physical health) similar to the intended recipients for the 

vaccine." CDC, How Vaccines are Developed and Approved for Use (Mar. 30, 2023). 

102. Pfizer only tested its COVID-19 vaccine on healthy individuals. Protocol 

C4591001, "A Phase 1/2/3, Placebo-Controlled, Randomized, Observer-Blind, Dose-Finding 

Study to Evaluate the Safety, Tolerability, Immunogenicity, and Efficacy of SARS-CoV-2 RNA 

Vaccine Candidates Against COVID-19 in Healthy Individuals" ("Sept. 2020 Protocol"), Pfizer, 

Sept. 8, 2020, 36 (PDF p. 164), ,r 5.1.2.42 

40 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/follow-data-phase-3-trial-pfizer
biontech-covid-19-vaccine. 
41 Available at https://www.fda.gov/vaccines-blood-biologics/development-approval-process-cber/vaccine
development-l O I. 
42 Available at https://www.nejm.org/doi/suppl/ IO. I 056/NEJMoa2027906/suppl_fi!e/nejmoa2027906 _protocol. pdf. 
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103. Pfizer excluded unhealthy individuals from its COVID-19 vaccine trials. Id. at 37-

38 (PDF pp. 165-66), 'I[ 5.2. 

104. For example, Pfizer excluded from its COVlD-19 vaccine trials any individual who 

had been diagnosed with COVID-19. Id. at 37 (PDF p. 165), 'I[ 5.2.5. 

105. Pfizer excluded from its COVID-19 vaccine trials any immunocompromised 

individual. Id. at 38 (PDF p.166), 'I[ 5.2.8. 

106. Pfizer excluded from its COVID-19 vaccine trials any woman who was pregnant 

or breastfeeding. Id. at 38 (PDF p. 166), ,r 5.2.11. 

107. Pfizer excluded individuals who health officials opined were vulnerable to COVID-

19, ~d who accordingly were likely to be interested in a vaccine for COVID-19. 

108. Pfizer's representations that its COVID-19 vaccine did not have any safety 

concerns failed to disclose the material facts that it had only been tested on healthy individuals. 

109. Pfizer did not have data to support representations that its vaccine was safe for the 

general population, such as in individuals who had been diagnosed with COVID-19, who were 

immunocompromised, or who were pregnant or breastfeeding. 

2. Pfizer failed to disclose limitations of its COVID-19 vaccine trials. 

l!0. When Pfizer announced that the FDA had authorized Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine 

for emergency use, Pfizer did not disclose that its trial included only healthy individuals and 

excluded unhealthy individuals. See Pfizer and BioNTech Celebrate Historic First Authorization 

in the U.S. of Vaccine to Prevent COVID-19, Dec. 11, 2020.43 

43 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-celebrate
historic-first-authorization. 
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111. In its press release announcing emergency use authorization of its COVID-19 

vaccine, Pfizer claimed that a "primary endpoint" of the trial of its COVID-19 vaccine was 

"prevention of COVID-19 regardless of whether participants have previously been infected by 

SARS-CoV-2." Id. 

112. Pfizer's statement was misleading since it had excluded any individual who had 

been diagnosed with COVID-19 from its vaccine trial. 

113. In its press release announcing emergency use authorization of its COVID-19 

vaccine, Pfizer did not disclose that it had excluded immunocompromised individuals from its 

COVID-19 vaccine trials. See id. 

114. Instead, in "Important Safety Information" in its press release, Pfizer noted that 

"[i]mmunocompromised persons, including individuals receiving immunosuppressant therapy, 

may have a diminished immune response to the Pfizer BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine." Id. 

115. Because it excluded immunocompromised individuals from its COVID-19 vaccine 

trials, Pfizer did not have a reasonable basis to make representations about the possible effect its 

COVID-19 vaccine would have on immunocompromised individuals. 

116. In its press release announcing emergency use authorization of its COVID-19 

vaccine, Pfizer did not disclose that it had excluded pregnant or breastfeeding women from its 

COVID-19 vaccine trials. See id. 

117. Instead, Pfizer reported that it planned additional studies to evaluate its COVID-19 

vaccine in pregnant women. Id 

118. In addition, in "Important Safety Information" in its press release, Pfizer reported, 

"[a]vailable data on Pfizer BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine administered to pregnant women are 

insufficient to inform vaccine-associated risks in pregnancy." Id. 
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119. Pfizer also reported, "[ d]ata are not available to assess the effects of Pfizer 

BioNTech COVID-19 Vaccine on the breastfed infant or on milk production/excretion." Id. 

120. Pfizer did not disclose that data was insufficient and unavailable to assess the 

effects of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine on pregnant and breastfeeding women because Pfizer 

excluded all pregnant and breastfeeding women from its COVID-19 vaccine trials. 

121. Six months after vaccinating individuals in its COVID-19 vaccine trial, Pfizer 

issued another press release that again failed to disclose that Pfizer excluded all unhealthy 

individuals, immunocompromised individuals, and women who are pregnant or breastfeeding 

from its COVID-19 vaccine trial. Pfizer and BioNTech Confirm High Efficacy and No Serious 

Safety Concerns Through Up to Six Months Following Second Dose in Updated Topline Analysis 

of Landmark COVID-19 Vaccine Study, Apr. I, 2021.44 

122. Pfizer's April I, 2021 press release contains the same statements about 

immunocompromised individuals and women who are pregnant or breastfeeding as its December 

11, 2020 press release. 

123. Pfizer made representations about its COVID-19 vaccine's safety knowingly or 

with reason to know that it did not possess a reasonable basis to represent that it was safe for 

individuals who had been diagnosed with COVID-19, who were immunocompromised, or who 

were pregnant or breastfeeding. 

124. Pfizer made representations knowingly or with reason to know that the safety of its 

COVID-19 vaccine had not been proven or otherwise substantiated in individuals who had been 

diagnosed with COVID-19, who were immunocompromised, or who were pregnant or 

44 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-confinn-high
eflicacy-and-no-serious. 

21 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 42 of 89

breastfeeding. Pfizer did not rely upon or possess the type and amount of proof or substantiation 

it represented to exist. 

125. Pfizer's decision to exclude individuals who had been diagnosed with COVID-19, 

who were immunocompromised, or who were pregnant or breastfeeding from its vaccine trials 

were material facts to Kansans making decisions about COVID-19 vaccination. 

126. On multiple occasions, Pfizer willfully concealed, suppressed, or omitted material 

facts about who it had excluded from its COVID-19 vaccine trials, and how those exclusions might 

affect Pfizer's safety representations. 

C. Pfizer's knowledge of COVID-19 vaccine safety issues 

127. Pfizer possessed data presenting significant safety concerns associated with its 

COVID-19 vaccine when Pfizer made public statements in 2021 that its COVID-19 vaccine was 

safe. See Worldwide Safety and Pfizer, 5.3.6 Cumulative Analysis of Post-Authorization Adverse 

Event Reports of PF-07302048 (BNT162B2) Received Through 28-Feb-2021, approved Apr. 30, 

2021 ("Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Adverse Event Data").45 

128. The FDA defines an adverse event as "any undesirable experience associated with 

the use ofa medical product in a patient." FDA, What is a Serious Adverse Event?, content current 

as ofMay 18, 2023.46 

129. The FDA and CDC co-manage the Vaccine Adverse Event Reporting System 

(VAERS), "a national early warning system to detect possible safety problems in U.S.-licensed 

vaccines." U.S. Dept. of Health & Human Servs., About VAERS.47 

"Available at https://phmpt.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/reissue_S.3.6-postmarketing-experience.pdf. 
"Available at https://www.fda.gov/safety/reporting-serious-problems-fda/what-serious-adverse-event. 
47 Available at https://vaers.hhs.gov/about.html. 
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130. VAERS is a passive reporting system that relies on reports submitted by patients 

and health care providers, "a system that is believed to miss many potential side effects." JoNel 

Aleccia, COVID vaccine safety system has gaps that may miss unexpected side effects, experts say, 

NBC NEWS (May 2, 2021 ).48 

13 I. Separate from VAERS, Pfizer maintained its own adverse events database that 

"contain[ ed] cases of [ adverse events (AEs)] reported spontaneously to Pfizer, cases reported by 

the health authorities, cases published in the medical literature, cases from Pfizer-sponsored 

marketing programs, non-interventional studies, and cases of serious AEs reported from clinical 

studies regardless of causality assessment." Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Adverse Event Data, at 5. 

132. Upon information and belief, Pfizer's adverse events database contained more 

adverse event data than VAERS because it included both information in VAERS and information 

not in VAERS. 

133. Pfizer did not publicly release adverse events data from its database. 

134. The Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Adverse Event Data document was only obtained through 

the Public Health and Medical Professionals for Transparency in America FOIA litigation. 

135. As of February 28, 2021, Pfizer's adverse events database contained 158,893 

adverse events (from 42,086 case reports) from its COVID-19 vaccine. Id. at 6. 

136. As of February 28, 2021, Pfizer's database contained 1,223 fatalities after taking 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, although Pfizer did not make causality findings. Id. at 7. 

137. Pfizer was receiving so many adverse event reports that it had to hire 600 additional 

full-time staff and expected to hire more than 1,800 additional resources by June 2021. Id. at 6. 

48 Available at https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/covid-vaccine-safety-system-has-gaps-may-miss
unexpected-side-nl265986. 
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138. Pfizer had such a backlog of adverse events that it might take 90 days to code "non

serious cases." Id. 

139. Pfizer did not know "the magnitude of underreporting" id. at 5, but significant 

underreporting was likely. See Hazell L, Shakir SA. Under-reporting of adverse drug reactions: a 

systematic review. Drug Saf. 2006;29(5):385-96. doi: 10.2165/000020!8-200629050-00003. 

PMID: 16689555 (systematic review of37 studies concluding that the median under-reporting of 

adverse drug reactions to spontaneous reporting systems was 94%). 

140. Pfizer's representations that its COVID-19 vaccine did not have any safety 

concerns was inconsistent with the adverse events data it possessed. 

141. Pfizer concealed, suppressed, or omitted material facts it possessed showing 

significant safety concerns associated with Pfizer's COVID-I 9 vaccine. 

D. Pfizer's knowledge of the safety of its COVID-19 vaccine on pregnant women 

I. The concerning findings in Pfizer's secret animal study. 

142. While Pfizer tested its COVID-19 vaccine on healthy individuals in 2020, Pfizer 

and its partner BioNTech also quietly tested its COVID-19 vaccine on pregnant rats from June 29, 

2020 to October 12, 2020. Charles River, "A Combined Fertility and Development Study 

(Including Teratogenicity and Postnatal Investigations) of BNT I 62bI, BNT l 62b2 and BNTI 62b3 

by Intramuscular Administration in the Wistar Rat," approved Dec. 22, 2020 ("Pfizer Rat Fertility 

Study"), at 13.49 

49 Available at https://pdata0916.s3.us-east-2.amazonaws.com/pdocs/l l O 122/125742 _ S 1 _ M4 _ 20256434.pdf. 
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143. According to the lab that performed the research, "[t]he rat genome is comparable 

to the human genome, which makes rats desirable models for the study of diseases that affect 

humans." Charles River, Laboratory Rats.50 

144. The rat fertility study contained a positive conclusion: "Intramuscular 

administration ofBNT162bl, BNT162b2 and BNT162b3 before and during gestation to female 

Wistar (CRL:WI[Han]) rats was associated with non-adverse effects (body weight, food 

consumption and effects localized to the injection site) after each dose administration. There were 

no effects of any of the 3 vaccine candidates on mating performance or fertility in F0 female rats 

or on embryo-fetal or postnatal survival, growth, or development of the Fl offspring." Pfizer Rat 

Fertility Study, at 38. 

145. The rat fertility study's details tell a much more concerning story. 

146. Rats that received BNTl 62b2, Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine: 

a. Had multiple fetuses with severe soft tissue and skeletal malformations, id. at 34; 

b. Did not become pregnant, id at 22 Text Table 5, n. b; 

c. Failed to implant embryos at more than double (9.77%) the rate of the control group 

(4.09%), id. at 33; 

d. Lost body weight, id. at 31; and 

e. Consumed less food, id. 

147. Rats that received other variations of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine experienced these 

issues and others, such as losing their entire litters and delivering stillborn offspring. Id at 30. 

148. Pfizer did not issue a press release announcing the rat fertility study's findings. 

so Available at https://www.criver.com/products-services/research-models-services/animal-models/rats?region-3616. 
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149. Pfizer did not publish a study relating to the rat fertility study's findings. 

150. Pfizer issued press releases and published studies for other animal study findings 

relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. See, e.g., Pfizer and BioNTech Public Preclinical Data from 

lnvestigational COVID-19 Vaccine Program in Nature, Feb. 1, 2021.51 

151. Pfizer's rat study was not publicly released until November 2022 in the Public 

Health and Medical Professionals for Transparency in America FOIA lawsuit. 

2. Pfizer announces study on pregnant women but omits material facts 
already in its possession. 

152. On February 18, 2021, Pfizer announced "that the first participants have been dosed 

in a global Phase 2/3 study to further evaluate the safety, tolerability, and immunogenicity of the 

Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 vaccine (BNT162b2) in preventing COVID-19 in healthy pregnant 

women 18 years of age and older." Pfizer and BioNTech Commence Global Clinical Trial to 

Evaluate COVID-19 Vaccine in Pregnant Women, Feb. 18, 2021.52 

153. In its February 18, 2021 press release, Pfizer did not disclose material facts relating 

to pregnancy in its possession. See Pfizer, Pregnancy and Lactation Cumulative Review, approved 

Apr. 20, 2021 ("Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Pregnancy Data");53 see also Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Adverse 

Event Data, supra, at 12; Pfizer Rat Fertility Study; supra. 

154. As of February 28, 2021, Pfizer possessed reports for 458 pregnant women exposed 

to its COVID-19 vaccine during pregnancy. Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Pregnancy Data, at 2. 

51 Available at https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/2021-
02/BNTJ62_Nature_Preclinical_Data_publication_Statement_to_Upload_ VF.pdf. 
52 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-commence
global-clinical-trial-evaluate. 
53 Available at https://www.phmpt.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/125742 _ S2 _ Ml __pllr-cumulative-review. pdf. 
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155. More than half of the pregnant women (248 cases, or 54%) reported an adverse 

event from Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, while fewer than half (210 cases, or 46%) did not report 

an adverse event. Id. at 2-3. 

156. More than l-in-10 women (52) who received Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine during 

their pregnancy reported a miscarriage, many within days of vaccination. Id. at 3-4. 

I 57. Six women who received Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine during their pregnancy 

reported premature deliveries; several babies died. Id. at 3. 

158. Pfizer's February 18, 2021 press release also did not disclose other adverse effects 

on the reproductive systems of women who received Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

159. For example, by April 2022, Pfizer knew of tens of thousands of adverse events 

connected to its COVID-19 vaccine including heavy menstrual bleeding (27,685); menstrual 

disorders (22,145); irregular periods (15,083); delayed periods (13,989); absence of periods 

(11,363); and other reproductive system effects. Pfizer, Appendix 2.1 Cumulative Number of Case 

Reports (Serious and Non-Serious, Medically Confirmed and Non Medically-Confirmed) from 

Post-Marketing Data Sources, Overall, by Sex, Country, Age Groups and in Special Populations 

and Summary Tabulation by Preferred Term and MedDRA System Organ Class, approved May 6, 

2022, at 333-340 (PDF pp. 6-13).54 

160. Upon information and belief, Pfizer possessed many reports on these adverse events 

relating to women's reproductive systems at the time of its February 18, 2021 press release. 

3. Pfizer's study on pregnant women failed and the results are secret. 

54 Available at https://www.tga.gov.au/sites/default/files/2022-08/foi-3 727-0 I. pdf. 
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161. According to Pfizer's February 18, 2021 press release, Pfizer sougbt to study 

approximately 4,000 healthy pregnant women. Pfizer and BioNTech Commence Global Clinical 

Triql to Evaluate COVID-19 Vaccine in Pregnant Women, Feb. 18, 2021.55 

162. However, Pfizer only enrolled a fraction of this amount (683) in its study. National 

Library of Medicine, To Evaluate the Safety, Tolerability, and lmmunogenicity of BNTJ 62b2 

Against COVID-19 in Healthy Pregnant Women 18 Years of Age and Older, ID NCT04754594, 

last update posted July 13, 2023.56 

163. Upon information and belief, Pfizer destroyed the placebo control group during the 

study, preventing Pfizer from evaluating differences in safety and efficacy between vaccinated 

pregnant women and unvaccinated pregnant women. 

164. Althougb Pfizer completed its study ofits COVID-19 vaccine on pregnant women 

on July 15, 2022, it still has not completed the quality control review process for the study. Id. at 

Results Submitted. 57 

E. Pfizer's misrepresentations about its COVID-19 vaccine and safety signals 

165. On January 18, 2023, when asked whether the Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine caused 

strokes or myocarditis, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said, "We constantly review and 

analyze the data. We've seen not a single [safety] signal althougb we have distributed billions of 

doses." Pfizer CEO Albert Bour/a discusses new vaccines in the pipeline, CNBC, Jan. 18, 2023, 

3:18.58 

"Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-commence
global-clinical-trial-evaluate. 
56 Available at https://clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT04754594. 
57 Available at https://clinicaltrials.gov/study/NCT04754594?tabaaresults. 
" Available at https://www.cnbc.com/video/2023/0 l /18/pfizer-ceo-albert-bourla-discusses-new-vaccines-to-be
released.html. 
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166. The FDA has defined "safety signal" as "a concern about an excess of adverse 

events compared to what would be expected to be associated with a product's use." A "single 

well-documented case report can be viewed as a signal, ... " U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services et al., Guidance for Industry: Good Pharmacovigilance Practices and 

Pharmacoepidemiologic Assessment, Mar. 2005, at 4 (PDF p. 7).59 

167. Upon information and belief, contrary to Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's 

representations, Pfizer has been aware of numerous safety signals relating to its COVID-19 

vaccme. 

1. Pfizer's knowledge of a safety signal for myocarditis and pericarditis 

168. Upon information and belief, at the time Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla 

represented that Pfizer had not seen a single safety signal, Pfizer was aware of a safety signal for 

myocarditis and pericarditis caused by its COVID-19 vaccine. 

169. "Myocarditis is inflammation of the heart muscle, and pericarditis is inflammation 

of the outer lining of the heart." CDC, Myocarditis and Pericarditis After mRNA COVID-19 

Vaccination, Nov. 3, 2023.60 

170. From the start, a clear connection existed between Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine and 

cases of myocarditis and pericarditis. 

i. The United States military detected a safety signal for myocarditis. 

171. In early 2021, the U.S. military noticed cases of myocarditis in male military 

members occurring within four days of administration of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. Report to 

the Committee on Armed Services of the House of Representatives, Department of Defense Report 

59 Available at https://www.fda.gov/media/71546/down!oad. 
60 Available at https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/vaccines/safety/myocarditis.html. 
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on Cardiac and Kidney Issues in Service Members Prior to and Following the COVID Vaccine 

Requirement, Sept. 2023 ("DOD COVID Vaccine Report"), 3;61 Patricia Kime, Pentagon Tracking 

14 Cases of Heart Inflammation in Troops After COVID-19 Shots, MILITARY.COM (Apr. 26, 

2021).62 

172. By June 2021, military doctors found an association between the COVID-19 

vaccine and myocarditis in at least 23 military patients who had no known cardiac issues until 12 

to 96 hours following a mRNA COVID-19 vaccination, after which they developed myocarditis. 

Jay Montgomery et al., Myocarditis Following Immunization With mRNA COVID-19 Vaccines in 

Members of the us Military, JAMA Cardiol. 2021;6(10): 1202-1206. 

doi: 10.100 l/jamacardio.2021.2833. 63 

173. When the Department of Defense reviewed its health system data for 2021, it found 

that "[t]hose who were recently vaccinated had a rate ratio that showed their incidences of 

myocarditis and pericarditis were 2.6 and 2.0 times higher compared to those who were never 

vaccinated." DOD COVID Vaccine Report, supra, 10. 

ii. The United States government detected a safety signal for myocarditis. 

174. On March 3, 2021, Israel's Ministry of Health contacted the CDC about 

myocarditis and pericarditis connected to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine: "We are seeing a large 

number of myocarditis and pericarditis cases in young individuals soon after Pfizer COVID-19 

vaccine. We would like to discuss the issue with a relevant expert at CDC." 

61 Available at https://www.health.miVReference-Center/Reports/2023/09/29/DOD-Report-on-Cardiac-and-Kidney
Issues-in-Service-Members-Prior-to-and-Following-the-COVID-Vaccine-Requirement. 
62 Available at https://www.military.com/daily-news/2021/04/26/pentagon-tracking-14-cases-of-heart-inflammation
troops-afler-covid-19-shots.html. 
63 Available at https://jamanetwork.com/joumals/jamacardiology/fullarticle/2781601. 
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175. Israel had been tracking myocarditis cases arising shortly after receipt of Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine. Maayan Jaffe-Hoffman, 19-year-old hospitalized in ICU days after receiving 

second Pfizer vaccine, THE JERUSALEM POST (Feb. 1, 2021).64 

176. Upon information and belief, Pfizer had knowledge of the medical reports in Israel 

related to its vaccine and myocarditis and pericarditis because Israel agreed to share medical data 

with Pfizer. Daniel Estrin, Vaccines for Data: Israel's Pfizer Deal Drives Quick Ro/lout - And 

Privacy Worries, NPR (Jan. 31, 2021);65 Real-World Epidemiological Evidence Collaboration 

Agreement, Jan. 6, 2021, §§ 1.8, 2.3, 3, Ex. A.66 

177. On June 1, 2021, a CDC Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices work 

group issued a notice stating "that within 30 days ofreceiving the second dose of either Pfizer or 

Modema vaccines, 'there was a higher number of observed than expected myocarditis/pericarditis 

cases in 16-24-year-olds."' Elizabeth Cohen, A link between COVID-19 vaccination and a cardiac 

illness may be getting closer, CNN (June 10, 2021).67 

178. A Pfizer spokesperson provided a statement that said "the company is aware of the 

myocarditis reports, and that 'a causal link to the vaccine has not been established."' Id 

179. Also on June 1, 2021, Israel's Ministry of Health reported that "it had found the 

small number of heart inflammation cases observed mainly in young men who received Pfizer's 

"'Available al https://www.jpost.com/health-science/19-year-old-hospitalized-with-heart-intlammation-atler-pfizer
vaccination-657428. 
" Available al https://www.npr.org/202 l/0 I /31/960819083/vaccines-for-data-israels-pfizer-deal-drives-quick
rollout-and-privacy-worries. 
66 Available al https://www.gov.il/BlobFolder/news/17012021-
02/he/files _publications_ corona _pfizer _ agreement. pdf. 
67 Available al https://www.cnn.com/2021/06/09/health/myocarditis-covid-vaccination-link-clearer/index.html. 
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COVID-19 vaccine in Israel were likely linked to their vaccination." Jeffrey Heller, Israel sees 

probable link between Pfizer vaccine and myocarditis cases, Reuters (June 2, 2021).68 

180. After the CDC had received 1,200 reports of heart inflammation relating to the 

COVID-19 vaccine, in late June 2021, the FDA added a warning about the risk of myocarditis and 

pericarditis to the Pfizer (and Moderna) COVID-19 vaccine fact sheet. Lauren Mascarenhas, FDA 

adds a warning to COVID-19 vaccines about risk of heart inflammation, CNN, June 26, 2021.69 

181. According to a September 2021 FDA briefing document, "[p]ost-EUA safety 

surveillance reports received by FDA and CDC identified serious risks for myocarditis and 

pericarditis following administration of the primary series (Dose 1 and Dose 2)" of Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine. Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory Committee Meeting, 

Sept. 17, 2021, FDA Briefing Document, Application for licensure of a booster dose for 

COMIRNATY(COVJD-19 Vaccine, mRNA), 7.70 

182. According to a presentation to the CDC's Advisory Committee in Immunization 

Practices, analysis through May 2022 found a safety signal for myocarditis and pericarditis (as 

well as acute myocardial infarction and venous thromboembolism). Nicola Klein, COVJD-19 

Vaccine Safety Surveillance: Summary from VSD RCA, CDC Advisory Committee in 

Immunization Practices (Sept. 12, 2023), at 42.71 

183. At the time of Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's January 18, 2023 denial of 

any safety signals, the CDC's website reported that "[d]ata from multiple studies show a rare risk 

for myocarditis and/or pericarditis following receipt ofmRNA COVID-19 vaccines. These rare 

68 Available at bttps:llwww.reuters.com/world/middle-east/israel-sees-probable-link-between-pfizer-vaccine-small
number-myocarditis-cases-2021-06-011. 
69 Available at https:l lwww.cnn.com/2021/06/25/healthlfda-covid-vaccine-heart-warninglindex.html. 
70 Available at https:llwww.fda.gov/media/152176/download. 
11 Available at https:/lwww.cdc.gov/vaccineslaciplmeetings/downloads/slides-2023-09-12/07-covid-klein-508. pdf. 
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cases of myocarditis or pericarditis have occurred most frequently in adolescent and young adult 

males, ages 16 years and older, within 7 days after receiving the second dose of an mRNA COVID-

19 vaccine (Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna)." CDC, Clinical Considerations: Myocarditis and 

Pericarditis after Receipt of mRNA CO VID-19 Vaccines Among Adolescents and Young Adults 

(captured Jan. 17, 2023).72 

184. The CDC currently reports "a causal association between mRNA COVID-19 

vaccines (i.e., Moderna or Pfizer-BioNTech) and myocarditis and pericarditis." CDC, Clinical 

Considerations: Myocarditis and Pericarditis after Receipt of COVID-19 Vaccines Among 

Adolescents and Young Adults (last reviewed Oct. 10, 2023).73 

iii. Pfizer detected a safety signal for myocarditis. 

185. According to a leaked confidential February 2022 Pfizer document, "[s]ince April 

2021, increased cases of myocarditis and pericarditis have been reported in the United States after 

mRNA COVID-19 vaccination (Pfizer-BioNTech and Moderna), particularly in adolescents and 

young adults (CDC 2021)." Pfizer, Myocarditis/Pericarditis After mRNA COVID-19 Vaccine 

Administration: Potential Mechanisms and Recommended Future Actions, Feb. 11, 2022, at 18.74 

186. After Pfizer obtained FDA approval through emergency use authorization to 

provide its COVID-19 vaccine to 12-15-year-olds in August 2021, Pfizer decided to study "how 

often" its vaccine may cause myocarditis or pericarditis in children by testing 5-16-year-olds for 

troponin I. CT05-GSOP-RF05 7.0 Phase 1/21314 Informed Consent Pediatric Study Template, 

12 Available at https:/ /web.archive.org'web/20230117155359/https:/ /www.cdc.gov/vaccines/covid-19/clinical
considerations/myocarditis.html. 
73 Available at https://www.cdc.gov/vaccines/covid-19/clinical-considerations/myocarditis.html. 
14 Available at 
https://downloads.ctfassets.net/syq3snmxclc9/7 AqXvmHTBMFOxeGxwMBxxS/7d21477d2697 da8adf980ccce52b9 
83f/3-l 6-23 _-_Pfizer_Docs_ Watermarked.pdf. 
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Phase 2/3 Obtaining Serum Samples for Potential Troponin I Testing {all age groups, Pfizer (Sept. 

13, 2021), 2.75 

187. Troponin I, an enzyme in the heart miiscle, "could be an early sign of two conditions 

that affect the heart called myocarditis or pericarditis." Id. 

188. Pfizer warned children participants that after receiving Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, 

"[y Jou might get chest pain, shortness of breath, or feelings of having a fast-beating, fluttering or 

pounding heart. You may need to come in to see the study doctor for further assessments if you 

have these symptoms." Id. at 8. 

189. Pfizer press releases did not disclose an increased risk ofmyocarditis from Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine until November 2021. Posts falsely claim Pfizer 'ojjicially admits' heart 

inflammation is COVID jab side effect in 2023, AFP FRANCE (Dec. 11, 2023).76 

190. Upon information and belief, at the time of Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's 

January 2023 representation that Pfizer had not observed a single safety signal related to Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer was aware of a safety signal relating to myocarditis and pericarditis. 

2. Pfizer's knowledge of a safety signal for strokes 

191. Upon information and belief, Pfizer also detected a safety signal relating to strokes. 

192. Days before Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla denied any safety signal, the 

CDC's and FDA's "surveillance system flagged a possible link between the new Pfizer-BioNTech 

bivalent COVID-19 vaccine and strokes in people aged 65 and over, ... " Ben Leonard and Lauren 

75 Available at https://www.phmpt.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/l 0/019736 _ S488 _MS_ c4591007-p2-3-older
children-assent-troponin-icd. pdf. 
76 Available at https://factcheck.afp.com/doc.afp.com.346Z3GD. 
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Gardner, CDC, FDA see possible link between Pfizer's bivalent shot and strokes, POLITICO, Jan. 

13, 2023.77 

193. Although CDC later suggested a link was "very unlikely," a FDA study found that 

individuals 85 years or older who received both a flu vaccine and Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine 

"saw a 20 percent increase in the risk of ischemic stroke." Apoorva Mandavilli, COVID Shots 

May Slightly Raise Stroke Risk in the Oldest Recipients, THE NEW YORK TIMES (Oct. 24, 2023).78 

194. Pfizer inadequately studied its vaccine's effects on the elderly. 

195. When Pfizer sought approval for a third shot-a "booster"-for its COVID-19 

vaccine, it requested approval to vaccinate individuals 16 years of age and older, including the 

elderly. However, Pfizer only tested the booster shot on 12 trial participants who were in the 65-

to 85-year-old age range. Vaccines and Related Biological Products Advisory Committee Meeting, 

Sept. 17, 2021, FDA Briefing Document, Application for licensure of a booster dose for 

COMIRNATY (COVID-19 Vaccine, mRNA), 22 ("While evaluated in only 12 participants in the 

age cohort of65 through 85 years, ... ").79 

196. Pfizer should not have represented that the booster was "safe" for 65- to 85-year

olds after only testing 12 trial participants in that age range. 

197. Pfizer did not test the booster on any participant older than 85 years old. Id. 

I 98. Pfizer should not have represented that the booster was "safe" for individuals 85 

years old and older when it had not tested any trial participants in that age range. 

11 Available at https://www.politico.com/news/2023/0J/13/cdc-fda-pfizer-bivalent-vaccine-possible-strokes-
00077933. 
18 Available at https://www.nytimes.com/2023/!0/24/health/covid-flu-vaccine-stroke.html. 
79 Available at https://www.fda.gov/media/152176/download. 

35 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 56 of 89

199. Upon information and belief, at the time of Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's 

representation in January 2023, that Pfizer had not observed a single safety signal related to 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer was aware ofa safety signal relating to strokes. 

3. Pfizer's knowledge of a safety signal for increased fatalities 

200. Upon information and belief, Pfizer also detected a safety signal relating to deaths. 

201. As of February 28, 2021, Pfizer's adverse events database contained 1,223 fatalities 

after taking Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. Pfizer Feb. 28, 2021 Adverse Event Data, supra, at 7, 

table I. 

202. An expert review by the Norwegian Medicines Agency published on May 19, 2021 

determined that"[ a ]mong 100 reported deaths, a causal link to the [Pfizer COVID-19] vaccine was 

considered probable in 10 cases, possible in 26 and unlikely in 59. Five were unclassifiable." 

Wyller TB, Kittang BR, Ranhoff AH, Harg P, Myrstad M. Nursing home deaths after COVID-19 

vaccination. Tidsskr Nor Legeforen 2021;141. doi:10.4045/tidsskr.21.0383. 80 

203. By December 2021, New Zealand's health authorities had linked multiple deaths 

to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. New Zealand links 26-year-oldman's death to Pfizer COVID-19 

vaccine, REUTERS (Dec. 19, 2021).81 

204. Upon information and belief, Pfizer was aware of other reports of death related to 

its COVID-19 vaccine. 

205. Upon information and belief, at the time of Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla's 

representation in January 2023 that Pfizer had not observed a single safety signal related to Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer was aware of a safety signal relating to deaths. 

'° Available at https ://ticlsskri ftet.no/ en/2021 /05/ originalartikkeUnursing-home-deaths-after-covid-19-vaccination. 
81 Available at https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/new-zealand-links-26-year-old-mans-death-pfizer-covid-
19-vaccine-2021-12-20/. 
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IV. Pfizer Made Unsupported Representations and Concealed Material Facts 
Relating to Efficacy of its COVID-19 Vaccine. 

A. Pfizer misrepresented and concealed material facts relating to the durability 
of protection provided by its COVID-19 vaccine. 

206. In November 2020, Pfizer announced, "[p]rimary efficacy analysis demonstrates 

BNT162b2 to be 95% effective against COVID-19 beginning 28 days after the first dose." Pfizer 

and BioNTech Conclude Phase 3 Study ofCOVID-19 Vaccine Candidate, Meeting All Primary 

Efficacy Endpoints, Pfizer, Nov. 18, 2020. 82 

207. Pfizer did not report the absolute risk reduction of its COVID-19 vaccine, which 

was just 0.84%. Piero Olliaro et al., COVID-19 vaccine efficacy and effectiveness-the elephant 

(not) in the room, 2 LANCET e279, 279 (July 2021).83 Absolute risk reduction "measures the 

precise magnitude and strength of the reduced risk," compared to relative risk reduction that "is a 

proportion of risk outcomes in separate groups." Brown RB. Relative risk reduction: 

Misinformative measure in clinical trials and COVID-19 vaccine efficacy, at 3. Dialogues Health. 

2022 Dec;l:100074. doi: 10.1016/j.dialog.2022.100074. Epub 2022 Nov 10. PMID: 36785641; 

PMCID: PMC9647013. 

208. On February 25, 2021, when asked in an interview how long Pfizer's COVID-19 

two-dose vaccine provided protection, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla stated, "at six months, 

the protection is robust." Exclusive interview with Pfizer CEO Albert Bour/a, NBC News (Feb. 25, 

2021), at 3:55.84 

82 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-conclude-phase-
3-study-covid-19-vaccine. 
83 Available at https://doi.org/10.1 Ol 6/S2666-5247(21 )00069-0. 
84 Available at https://www.nbcnews.com/nightly-news/video/exclnsive-interview-with-pfizer-ceo-albert-bourla-
101605957789. 
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209. "Robust" is defined as "exhibiting strength" and "capable of performing without 

failure under a wide range of conditions." Merriam-Webster, Robust. 85 

210. Upon information and belief, Pfizer had insufficient data on February 25, 2021 to 

conclude that protection at six months was robust. 

211. On April 1, 2021, Pfizer issued a press release that celebrated "high efficacy" in 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine through up to six months after the second dose. Pfizer and BioNTech 

Confirm High Efficacy and No Serious Safety Concerns Through Up to Six Months Following 

Second Dose in Updated Topline Analysis of Landmark COVID-I9 Vaccine Study, Pfizer, Apr. 1, 

2021.86 

212. Pfizer represented that "[a]nalysis of927 confirmed symptomatic cases ofCOVID-

19 demonstrates BNT162b2 is highly effective with 91.3% vaccine efficacy observed against 

COVID-19, measured seven days through up to six months after the second dose." Id. 

213. Pfizer cited data in its press release that also appears in a Pfizer efficacy summary 

document. 2. 7.3 Summary of Clinical Efficacy, approved on Apr. 30, 2021, at 55.87 

214. Upon information and belief, Pfizer possessed the data contained in the efficacy 

summary document at the time it published the April 1, 2021 press release. 

215. In its efficacy summary document, Pfizer reported an 83.7% efficacy rate four 

months after the second dose of its COVID-19 vaccine. Id. at 68. 

216. In its efficacy summary document, Pfizer reported blood sample data showing 

effectiveness continued to wane at six months. Id. at 169,171. 

"Available at https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/robust. 
86 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-confirm-high
efficacy-and-no-serious, 
87 Available at https://clinical-information.canada.ca/ci-rc-vu.pdflfile=m2/27-clin-sum/summary-clin-efficacy
covidl 9-l .pdf&id=252736. 
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217. Waning effectiveness of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccme was a material fact for 

Kansans considering the vaccine. 

218. Pfizer did not disclose the material fact of measurable waning effectiveness of its 

COVID-19 vaccine in its April I, 2021 press release. 

219. Pfizer did not publicly disclose that effectiveness waned to 83.7% until July 28, 

2021, in a Pfizer preprint study. Alexa Lardieri, Pfizer Vaccine Protection Declines After Six 

Months, Boosters Protect Against Delta Variant, U.S. News & World Report, July 28, 2021.88 

220. Pfizer issued a press release on July 28, 2021 that promoted positive results from a 

booster study, but it did not mention the pre-print study or the waning effectiveness of its COVID-

19 vaccine. Pfizer Reports Second-Quarter 2021 Results, July 28, 202 I, I I. 89 

221. "It's clear from the documents that these analyses were almost four months old by 

the time they became public," said Peter Doshi, an associate professor at the University of 

Maryland School of Pharmacy. "It's disappointing that neither Pfizer, nor regulators, disclosed 

these data until it was too obvious to ignore new outbreaks in Israel and Massachusetts, which 

made it clear that vaccine performance was not holding up." Maryanne Demasi, Pfizer Hid Data 

on Waning Immunity, Brownstone Institute, Apr. 7, 2023.90 

222. Pfizer's concealment, suppression, and omission of the waning effectiveness of its 

COVID-I 9 vaccine allowed Pfizer to profit from vaccinations of Kansans who may have been 

deterred from Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine had they known about its waning effectiveness. 

88 Available at https:/ /www.usnews.com/news/health-news/articles/2021-07-28/pfizer-vaccine-protection-declines
after-six-months-boosters-protect-against-delta-variant. 
89 Available at https:/ /s21.q4cdn.com/3 l 7 67843 8/files/doc _financials/202 l /q2/Q2-2021-PFE-Eamings-Release.pdf. 
90 Available at https://brownstone.org/articles/pfizer-hid-<lata-on-waning-immunity/. 
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223. Pfizer collected $7.8 billion in direct sales and alliance revenues from its COVID-

19 vaccine in the second quarter of 2021, or the time between its April I, 2021 press release failing 

to disclose the waning effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine and June 30, 2021, more than one 

month before its belated disclosure on waning effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine. Pfizer 

Reports Second-Quarter 2021 Results, July 28, 2021, 5.91 

B. Pfizer misrepresented and concealed material facts relating to the effectiveness 
against variants provided by its COVID-19 vaccine. 

224. On February 25, 2021, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla said data suggested 

that individuals fully vaccinated with Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine were protected against any 

variant currently known, including the South African, Brazilian, and UK variants. Exclusive 

interview with Pfizer CEO Albert Bour/a, NBC NEWS (Feb. 25, 2021), at 0:15.92 

225. On June 15, 2021, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla reiterated his belief that 

his company's COVID-19 vaccine would protect against variants: "I feel quite comfortable that 

we cover it. . . . We will not need a special vaccine for it. The current vaccine should cover it." 

CEO 'comfortable' Pfizer COV/D-19 vaccine protects against more severe Delta variant, CBS 

NEWS (June 15, 2021).93 

226. On June 24, 2021, Pfizer's medical director in Israel reported that Pfizer's COVID-

19 vaccine was "very effective, around 90%" against the Delta variant. Maayan Lubell, Pfizer 

says COV/D vaccine is highly effective against Delta variant, REUTERS (June 24, 2021).94 

91 Available at https:/ /s21.q4cdn.com/317678438/files/doc _financials/2021 /q2/Q2-202 l -PFE-Eamings-Release. pdf. 
92 Available at https://www.nbcnews.com/nightly-news/video/exclusive-interview-with-pfizer-ceo-albert-bourla-
101605957789. 
93 Available at https://www.cbsnews.com/news/pfizer-vaccine-delta-variant'. 
94 Available at https://www.reuters.com/business/healthcare-phannaceuticals/pfizer-says-covid-vaccine-highly
effecti ve-against -delta-variant-2021-06-2 4/. 
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227. But on July 6, 2021, Israel's Health Ministry announced that Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine effectiveness was just 64%. Israel sees drop in Pfizer COVID vaccine protection, still 

strong in severe illness, REUTERS (July 6, 2021).95 

228. On July 8, 2021, Pfizer publicly admitted the declining effectiveness of its COVID-

19 vaccine after six months post-vaccination and against the Delta variant. Pfizer and BioNTech 

Provide Update on Booster Program in Light of the Delta Variant, Pfizer (July 8, 2021).96 

229. Pfizer announced it was conducting an "ongoing booster trial of a third dose" of its 

COVID-19 vaccine and "developing an updated version of the Pfizer-BioNTech COVID-19 

vaccine that targets the full spike protein of the Delta variant." Id. 

230. Upon information and belief, Pfizer already was conducting a booster trial and 

developing an updated version of its COVID-19 vaccine because, despite its public statements to 

the contrary, it knew its COVID-19 vaccine was not effective against the Delta variant. 

23 I. Just two weeks later, on July 23, 2021, Israel reported Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine 

was only 39% effective. Berkeley Lovelace, Israel says Pfizer COVID vaccine is just 39% 

effective as delta spreads, but still prevents severe illness, CNBC (July 23, 2021).97 

232. But when contacted for the report about its COVID-19 vaccine's 39% 

effectiveness, Pfizer continued to misrepresent effectiveness of its COVID-19 vaccine: "In a 

statement to CNBC, Pfizer said it remains confident its two-dose regimen is protective against the 

coronavirus and its variants." Id. 

95 Available at https://www.reuters.conv'world/middle-easUisrael-sees-drop-pfizer-vaccine-protection-against
infections-still-strong-2021-07-05/. 
96 Available al https://cdn.pfizer.com/pfizercom/2021-
07/Delta _ Variant_ Study _Press_ Statement_Final_ 7 .8.21.pdfl!PpR I XZjlwvaUMQ9sRn2FkePcBiRPGqw. 
97 Available al https:l/www.cnbc.com/2021/07123/delta-variant-pfizer-covid-vaccine-39percent-effective-in-israel
prevents-severe-illness.html. 

41 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 62 of 89

233. In August 2021, a study "found the Pfizer vaccine was only 42% effective against 

infection in July, when the Delta variant was dominant." Caitlin Owens, New data on coronavirus 

vaccine effectiveness may be 'a wakeup call,' AXIOS (Aug. 11, 2021 ). 98 

234. Despite data showing its COVID-19 vaccine was not effective, Pfizer's chief 

medical officer said in October 2021, "[ o ]ur variant-specific analysis clearly shows that the 

BNTl62b2 vaccine is effective against all current variants of concern, including delta." Berkeley 

Lovelace Jr., Pfizer COVID shot protects people from hospitalization even as effectiveness against 

infection falls, Lancet study confirms, CNBC (Oct. 4, 2021).99 

235. Finally, by December 2021, Pfizer acknowledged potential effectiveness issues 

with its COVID-19 vaccine and the Omicron variant. "Sera from individuals who received two 

doses of the current COVID-19 vaccine did exhibit, on average, more than a 25-fold reduction in 

neutralization titers against the Omicron variant compared to wild-type, indicating that two doses 

ofBNTl62b2 may not be sufficient to protect against infection with the Omicron variant." Pfizer 

and BioNTech Provide Update on Omicron Variant, Pfizer (Dec. 8, 2021 ).100 

236. Pfizer attempted to soften this news by claiming that two doses still protected 

against "severe forms of the disease." Id. 

237. But in January 2022, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla admitted that the 

vaccine lost effectiveness at both preventing infections and hospitalizations: "We have seen with 

a second dose very clearly that the first thing that we lost was the protection against infections ... 

. But then two months later, what used to be very strong in hospitalization also went down. And 

98 Available at https:/ /www.axios.com/2021/08/l l/coronavirus-vaccines-pfizer-moderna-delta-biden. 
99 Available at https://www.cnbc.com/2021 /I 0/04/pfizer-covid-vaccine-protection-against-infection-tumbles-to-
47percent-study-confirms.html. 
100 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-provide-update
omicron-variant. 
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I think this is what everybody's worried about." Spencer Kimball, Pfizer CEO says two COVID 

vaccine doses aren't 'enough for omicron,' CNBC (Jan. 1 O, 2022).101 

238. Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla acknowledged that "two doses, they're not 

enough for omicron." Id. 

239. lndeed, United Kingdom data reported that two doses of Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine "are only about 10% effective at preventing infection from omicron 20 weeks after the 

second dose." Id. 

240. Upon information and belief, Pfizer was aware that its COVID-19 vaccine was not 

effective at preventing infection or hospitalization from variants, such as Delta and Omicron, at 

the time it was publicly representing the opposite information. 

241. The ineffectiveness of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine against variants was a material 

fact. 

V. Pfizer Made Unsupported Representations Relating to Transmission of its 
COVID-19 Vaccine. 

A. Pfizer's statements and knowledge about the effect of its COVID-19 vaccine 
on transmission of COVID-19 

242. When the FDA issued the Emergency Use Authorization for Pfizer's COVID-19 

vaccine in December 2020, the FDA reported that there was no "evidence that the vaccine prevents 

transmission of SARS-Co V-2 from person to person." FDA Takes Key Action in Fight Against 

COVID-19 By Issuing Emergency Use Authorization for First COVID-19 Vaccine, Dec. 11, 

2020.102 

101 Available at https://www.cnbc.com/2022/01/IO/pfizer-ceo-says-two-covid-vaccine-doses-arent-enough-for
omicron.html. 
102 Available at https://wayback.archive-it.org/7993/20201217I95048/bttps://www.fda.gov/news-events/press
announcements/fda-takes-key-action-fight-against-covid-19-issuing-emergency-use-auth orizati on-first-covid-19. 
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243. According to Pfizer's trial protocol, evaluating transmission was not an objective 

of the trial. Apr. 2020 Protocol, supra, 11-12 (PDF pp. 13-14);103 Sept. 2020 Protocol, supra, 10-

13 (PDFp.138-141). 104 

244. Pfizer has publicly confirmed that it did not test its COVID-19 vaccine on stopping 

transmission. When asked, "Was the Pfizer COVID vaccine tested on stopping the transmission 

of the virus before it entered the market?" Pfizer's Director of International Developed Markets 

Janine Small responded, "No." Frank Chung, Pfizer did not know whether COVID vaccine stopped 

transmission before rollout, executive admits, NEWS.COM.AU, Oct. 13, 2022. 105 

245. In November 2020, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb reported that more 

research was needed on transmission after receiving a Pfizer COVID-19 vaccination. "I think 

initially it's probably going to be given on a general schedule until we learn more about the real

world benefits of the vaccine and how much it cuts down on transmission of the virus. You know, 

does it just prevent you from getting COVID symptoms or does it actually prevent you from getting 

the infection and spreading the infection? That's one of the things we're going to need to determine 

about the vaccine and how long the immunity is." Full transcript of 'Face the Nation' on 

November 22, 2020, CBS NEWS, Nov. 22, 2020.106 

246. Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla also wanted more transmission research in 

December 2020. "Even though I've had the protection, am I still able to transmit [COVID-19] to 

other people?" Bourla told NBC News' Lester Holt. "I think this is something that needs to be 

examined. We are not certain about that right now with what we know." Joseph Choi, Pfizer 

1°' Available at https://www.nejm.org/doi/suppl/I 0.1056/NEJ Moa2027906/suppl_ file/nejmoa2027906 __protocol. pdf. 
104 Available at https://www.nejm.org/doi/suppl/l 0. I 056/NEJMoa2027906/suppl_ file/nejmoa2027906 __protocol. pdf. 
105 Available al https://www.news.corn.au/technology/science/hwnan-body/pfizer-did-not-know-whether-covid
vaccine-stopped-transmission-before-rollout-executive-admits/news-story/f3071281794e l 73ac0 I 7a62 784 fec4 l 4. 
106 Available at https://www.cbsnews.com/news/full-transcript-of-face-the-nation-on-november-22-2020/. 
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chairman: We 're not sure if someone can transmit virus after vaccination, THE HILL, Dec. 3, 

2020. 107 

B. Pfizer's representations that its COVID-19 vaccine would prevent 
transmission. 

247. Despite admissions by Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla and Board Member 

Dr. Scott Gottlieb that Pfizer did not know if its vaccine prevented transmission, Pfizer Chairman 

and CEO Dr. Bourla warned Kansans on multiple occasions that not receiving a COVID-19 

vaccine would affect the lives of those around them, thus implying that Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine 

prevented transmission. 

a. December 2020: "I repeat once more, that this choice not to vaccinate will not affect 

only your health or your life. Unfortunately, it will affect the lives of others and 

likely the lives of the people you love the most, who are the people that usually you 

are in contact with." CNBC Transcript: Pfizer Chairman and CEO Albert Bour/a 

Speaks with CNBC's 'Squawk Box'Today, CNBC (Dec. 14, 2020). 108 

b. January 2021: "What I would say to people who fear the vaccine is that they need 

to recognize that the decision to take it or not will not affect only their own lives. 

It will affect the lives of others. And most likely it will affect the lives of people 

that they love the most, who are the people that they socialize the most with." John 

Micklethwait, Pfizer CEO Says Science Will Prevail with COVID-19 Here to Stay, 

BLOOMBERG, Jan. 28, 2021.109 

101 Available at https://thehill.com/news-by-subject/healthcare/528619-pfizer-chairman-were-not-sure-if-someone
can-transmit-virus-after/. 
1°' Available al https://www.cnbc.com/2020/12/l 4/cnbc-transcript-pfizer-chairman-and-ceo-albert-bourla-speaks
with-cnbcs-squawk-box-today.html. 
1°' Available al https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/202I-01-28/covid-is-here-to-stay-pfizer-ceo-albert
bourla. 
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c. June 2021: "I try to explain to them that the decision to vaccinate or not is not only 

going to affect only your life. . . . But unfortunately will affect the health of others 

and likely will affect the health of people you like and you love the most. ... When 

you try to explain that their fear could stand in the way of protecting their loved 

ones, I think this is the argument that mostly works." CEO 'comfortable' Pfizer 

COVJD-19 vaccine protects against more severe Delta variant, CBS NEWS (June 

15, 2021). 110 

d. November 2021: "The only thing that stands between the new way of life and the 

current way of life, frankly, is the hesitancy to get vaccinated, the people that are 

afraid to get the vaccines, and they create issues not only for them. Unfortunately, 

they are going to affect the lives of others and, frankly, the lives of the people that 

they love the most because they are putting at risk the people that they hug, they 

kiss, [and] they socialize with." Pfizer's Albert Bour/a on how the pandemic ends, 

ATLANTIC COUNCIL, Nov. 9, 2021. 111 

248. In other words, on multiple occasions, Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla 

represented to Kansans that Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine prevented transmission since not getting 

vaccinated threatened the lives of loved ones with whom a person closely interacted. 

249. In December 2021, a Pfizer press release quoted Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla in 

a manner that again suggested that Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine prevented transmission: "Ensuring 

as many people as possible are fully vaccinated with the first two dose series and a booster remains 

110 Available at https://www.cbsnews.com/news/pfizer-vaccine-delta-variant/. 
111 Available at https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/pfizers-albert-bourla-on-how-the-pandemic
ends/. 
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the best course of action to prevent the spread of COVID-19." Pfizer and BioNTech Provide 

Update on Omicron Variant, Pfizer (Dec. 8, 2021) (emphasis added).112 

250. Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb also represented to Kansans that Pfizer's 

COVID-19 prevented transmission: "And final point, I mean, some of the optimism is also being 

driven by growing science, suggesting that these vaccines, all the vaccines not only prevent 

COVID disease, prevent symptoms, but also prevent transmission. So they could have a dramatic 

effect on reducing the overall tenor of the epidemic." Full transcript of 'Face the Nation' on March 

7, 2021, CBS News, Mar. 7, 2021.113 

251. Pfizer even used comic books to suggest that the vaccine prevented transmission. 

In 2022, Pfizer partnered with Marvel to produce an "Avengers" -themed comic book that called 

individuals waiting for a Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine "Everyday Heroes." See Avengers: Everyday 

Heroes, 2022.114 

252. According to one of the characters in the Pfizer comic book, "it's also important 

for entire communities to come together and help fight the threat." "And that's exactly what we're 

doing today!" says another character. As the group heads to the examination room to get their 

Pfizer COVID-19 vaccinations, the first character announces, "The Avengers are doing their part 

to help keep us safe. Now it's time for us to do ours." id. at 13. 

253. One of the final pages reinforces the need for individuals to get a Pfizer COVID-

19 vaccine in order to protect the community. "Everyday heroes don't wear capes! But they do 

wear a small bandage on their upper arm after they get their latest COVID-19 vaccination-

112 Available at https://www.pfizer.com/news/press-release/press-release-detail/pfizer-and-biontech-provide-update
omicron-variant. 
113 Available al https://www.cbsnews.com/news/full-transcript-of-face-the-nation-on-march-7-2021/. 
114 Available at https://www.marvel.com/pfizereverydayheroes#open_text-5/. 
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because everyday heroes are concerned about their health. And they're people who choose to 

unite with their communities and do their part to help protect against COVID-19." Id. at 15 

( emphasis added). 

254. Pfizer released the "Everyday Heroes" comic book as a digital comic and provided 

print editions at some offices and retail locations around the country. Avengers Assemble! Teaming 

Up with Marvel to lllustrate the Importance of COVID-19 Vaccination, PFIZER. 115 

255. Pfizer represented that its COVID-19 vaccine could prevent transmission of 

COVID-19, even though it had no basis for the representation since Pfizer never tested its COVID-

19 vaccine to determine whether it could prevent transmission ofCOVID-19. 

256. Pfizer misled Kansans about the effect of the COVID-19 vaccine on transmission 

ofCOVID-19. 

VI. Pfizer's Efforts to Censor and Suppress Material Facts related to its COVID-19 
Vaccines 

257. When Pfizer's efforts to hide material facts from public scrutiny failed, Pfizer took 

action to conceal and suppress material facts related to its COVID-19 vaccines. 

A. Pfizer's view that "misinformation spreaders" are "criminals" who have 
"literally cost millions of lives" 

258. A Pfizer website page on "Fighting Misinformation" states: "The spread of rumors 

and falsehoods can be dangerous. It is a threat to truth that misleads and manipulates people's 

perceptions. We are dedicated to helping people find accurate, science-based information as they 

make healthcare decisions that impact their lives." Pfizer, Fighting Misinformation. 116 

llS Available at 
https://www.pfizer.com/news/articles/avengers _assemble_ teaming_ up_ with_ marvel_ to_ illustrate_ the_importance _ o 
f covid 19 vaccination. 
116 Availab/; at https://www.pfizer.com/about/responsibility/misinformation. 
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259. On July 19, 2021, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb claimed social media 

companies had an "obligation" and an "affirmative responsibility" to prevent the spread of 

COVID-19 vaccine misinformation on their platforms. Pia Singh, Dr. Scott Gottlieb urges social 

media platforms to curb COVID vaccine misinformation, CNBC, July 19, 2021.117 

260. Pfizer Chairman and CEO Dr. Bourla called people who spread misinformation on 

COVID-19 vaccines "criminals" who have "literally cost millions of lives." Pfizer's Albert Bour/a 

on how the pandemic ends, ATLANTIC COUNCIL, Nov. 9, 2021.118 

B. Pfizer worked to conceal and suppress material facts. 

261. Pfizer worked to conceal and suppress material facts on social media platforms. 

262. Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb pressed Twitter on multiple occasions to 

censor speech critical ofCOVID-19 vaccines and the response to the pandemic. 

263. On August 24, 2021, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb contacted Twitter to 

complain about a column written by Alex Berenson that criticized Dr. Anthony Fauci. "This is 

whats [sic] promoted on Twitter. This is why Tony needs a security detail," Gottlieb wrote. 

Charles Creitz, Alex Berenson says Pfizer-linked former FDA official got him banned from Twitter 

in 'months-long conspiracy,' FOX NEWS (Oct. 13, 2022).119 

264. On August 27, 2021, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb had a conference call 

with Twitter employees to discuss Mr. Berenson. Twitter banned Mr. Berenson the next day. 

111 Available at https://www.cnbc.com/2021 /07 /19/scott-gottlieb-social-media-must-act-to-curb-covid-vaccine
misinforrnation.html. 
118 Available at https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/pfizers-albert-bourla-on-how-the-pandemic
ends/. 
119 Available at https://www.fox.news.com/media/alex-berenson-plizer-linked-former-fda-offi cial-banned-twitter
months-long-conspiracy, 
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265. On Friday, August 27, 2021, Dr. Brett P. Giroir, who served as the assistant secretary 

for health from 2018 to 2021 and approximately one month as the acting FDA Commissioner in 

late 2019, posted to Twitter that natural immunity was superior to vaccine immunity. Joseph A. 

Wulfsohn, Twitter Files: Pfizer board member Dr. Scott Gottlieb flagged tweets questioning 

COVID vaccine, Fox NEWS (Jan. 9, 2023).120 

266. In response, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb reached out to Twitter's top 

lobbyist in Washington, D.C., to complain that the post was "corrosive," "draws a sweeping 

conclusion," and "will end up going viral and driving news coverage." Id. 

267. The 1\vitter lobbyist forwarded Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb's email to 

the 1\vitter "Strategic Response" team, which "later slapped [Girori's tweet] with a 'misleading' 

label and blocked any ability to like or share the tweet." Id. 

268. Upon information and belief, Pfizer Board Member Dr. Scott Gottlieb contacted 

social media platforms to request censorship of other COVID-19-related posts. 

269. Upon information and belief, Pfizer coordinated with and through others to conceal 

and suppress other material facts about its COVID-19 vaccine. 

270. On December 11, 2020, the same day that Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine received 

emergency use authorization from the FDA, a Zoom calendar appointment entitled "Vaccine 

Disinformation Response" invited personnel at the Department of Health and Human Services, 

Pfizer and other pharmaceutical companies, and Stanford University to discuss "a coalition to 

120 Available at https://www.foxnews.com/media/twitter-files-pfizer-board-member-dr-scott-gottlieb-flagged-tweets
questioning-covid-vaccine. 
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respond to COVID-19 vaccine disinformation." Letter from U.S. House Judiciary Chairman Jim 

Jordan to Pfizer's Dr. Albert Bourla, July 18, 2023, at 1-2.121 

271. Upon information and belief, at or around this December 11, 2020 meeting, Pfizer, 

the Department of Health and Human Services, and Stanford University agreed to work together 

to conceal and suppress material facts about Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, including concealing and 

suppressing posts about the safety and efficacy of Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

272. The CDC is within the Department of Health and Human Services. U.S. Dep't of 

Health and Human Servs., HHS Organizational Charts Office of Secretary and Divisions .122 

273. In 2021, the CDC actively worked to censor speech critical ofCOVID-19 vaccines. 

Robby Soave, Inside the Facebook Files: Emails Reveal the CDC's Role in Silencing COVID-19 

Dissent, REASON (Jan. 19, 2023).123 

274. Shortly after the December 11, 2020 meeting, Stanford University co-launched the 

Virality Project. 

275. For at least the next year, Stanford and members of the Virality Project pressured 

social media companies to conceal and suppress information about Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, 

including information about safety and efficacy. See general Memes, Magnets, and Microchips: 

Narrative dynamics around COVID-19 vaccines, THE VJRALITY PROJECT, Apr. 26, 2022, at 39 

(PDF p. 46); 46 (PDF p. 53); 56 (PDF p. 63); 84 (PDF p. 91). 124 

121 Available at https://judiciary.house.gov/sites/evo-subsites/republicans-judiciary.house.gov/files/evo-media
document/2023-07-18-jdj-to-bourla-pfizer. pdf. 
122 Available at https://www.hhs.gov/about/agencies/orgchart/index.html. 
123 Available at https://reason.com/2023/01/19/facebook-files-emails-cdc-covid-vaccines-censorship/. 
124 Available at https:/ /stacks.stanford.edu/file/druid:mx395xj8490Nirality _project_ final_report.pdf. 
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276. Upon information and belief, the Virality Project flagged supposed 

"misinformation" to platforms on a massive scale, with a high degree of success in inducing the 

platforms to censor it. 

277. The Virality Project admits that six social-media platforms "engaged with VP 

tickets," "acknowledge[ ed] content flagged for review" by the VP, "and act[ ed] on it in accordance 

with their policies"-in other words, censored it. Id at 18 (PDF p. 25). 

278. The Virality Project was not the only organization pressuring social media 

companies to conceal and suppress speech about Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine on behalf of Pfizer. 

279. The Virality Project partnered with a campaign called "Stronger." Stronger, 

About.125 Stronger described itself as "a first-of-its-kind national advocacy campaign against 

misinformation and for vaccines." National Public Health Campaign Designed lo Mobilize 

Support a/Vaccines, July 15, 2020.126 

280. Pfizer was a top funder and served as a board member for the group, Biotechnology 

Innovation Organization, that paid for the Stronger campaign. Lee Fang (@lhfang), Twitter, Jan. 

16, 2023 at 11:13 a.m.;127 Biotechnology Innovation Organization "Helix Sponsor;"128 John D. 

Young.129 

125 Available at https://stronger.org/about. 
126 Available at https://www.pmewswire.comlnews-releaseslnational-public-health-campaign-designed-to-mobilize
support-of-vaccines-
301093876.html?tc=eml_cleartime&fbclid=lwAR0y3GEys3DsmxdPz3WDpkvN7iJyA4PsmNh2tWWL7K6d7Mdsh 
MSiclvQukc. 
127 Available al https:l/twitter.com/lhfang/status/16150l 9469516197891. 
128 Available al https:l/www.bio.org/. 
129 Available at https://www.novartis.com/aboutlboard-directors/john-d-young 
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281. According to Stronger, "Our mission is to dispel vaccine misinformation so that 

more adults get vaccinated, kids receive their routine immunizations, and everybody who can get 

a COVID-19 vaccine does." Stronger. 130 

282. Stronger "regularly communicated with Twitter on regulating content related to the 

pandemic. The firm worked closely with the San Francisco social media giant to help develop 

bots to censor vaccine misinformation and, at times, sent direct requests to Twitter with lists of 

accounts to censor and verify." Lee Fang, CO VID-19 Drugmakers Pressured '/willer to Censor 

Activists Pushing for Generic Vaccine, THE INTERCEPT, Jan. 16, 2023.131 

283. Upon information and belief, Pfizer worked to conceal and suppress material facts 

relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

VII. Pfizer's Record-Breaking COVID-19 Vaccine Profits 

284. Pfizer's misrepresentations and suppression, concealment, and omission of material 

facts paid off handsomely for Pfizer because they allowed Pfizer to acquire and keep market share 

for its COVID-19 vaccine. 

285. In 2020, Pfizer reported more than $9.1 billion in profit. Ryan King, Pfizer reports 

nearly$37 billion in COVID-19vaccinesales in 2021, WASHINGTON EXAMINER, Feb. 8, 2022.132 

286. In 2021, Pfizer reported approximately $37 billion in global direct sales and alliance 

revenue from its COVID-19 vaccine. Id. 

287. Thanks to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine, Pfizer more than doubled its profits from 

2020 to 2021, reporting $22 billion in total profits in 2021. Id. 

130 Available at https://stronger.org/. 
131 Available at https://theintercept.com/2023/0 I /16/twitter-covid-vaccine-phanna/. 
132 Available at https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/policy/healthcare/pfizer-reports-nearly-37-billion-in-covid-
19-vaccine-sales-in-2021. 
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288. In 2022, Pfizer reported approximately $38 billion in global direct sales and alliance 

revenue from its COVID-19 vaccine. Spencer Kimball, The COVID pandemic drives Pfizer's 

2022 revenue to a record $100 billion, CNBC, Jan. 31, 2023.133 

289. Overall, Pfizer reported a record $100 billion in revenue in 2022. id Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine made up approximately 40% of Pfizer's total revenue. 

290. Pfizer made record-breaking profits because it misrepresented, suppressed, 

concealed, and omitted material facts relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

291. Pfizer's profit would have been lower if Pfizer had not misrepresented, suppressed, 

concealed, and omitted material facts relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

VIII. Pfizer's Violation of Past Consent Judgments with the State of Kansas 

292. Pfizer entered consent judgments with the State of Kansas to resolve consumer 

protection claims that govern Pfizer's future conduct, including relating to its COVID-19 vaccine. 

A. The 2008 Consent Judgment 

293. In 2008, Pfizer paid $60 million to resolve claims by a group of states, including 

Kansas, relating to Pfizer's promotional and marketing practices regarding the prescription drugs 

Celebrex® and Bextra®. Final Consent Judgment, State of Kansas, ex rel. Steve Six v. Pfizer inc., 

No. 08CVl576 (Oct. 23, 2008), attached as Exhibit A. 

294. According to the 2008 Consent Judgment, "Pfizer shall not make any written or 

oral claim that is false, misleading or deceptive regarding any FDA-approved Pfizer Product." id 

at ,r 4. 

133 Available at https://www.cnbc.com/2023/0l/31/the-covid-pandemic-drives-pfizers-2022-revenue-to-a-record-
100-billion.html. 
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295. The 2008 Consent Judgment defined "Product" to mean "any prescription drug or 

biological product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or promoted in the United States in 

any way." Id. at § 2, ,i 5(1). 

296. While the 2008 Consent Judgment does not define "biological product," the FDA 

defines "biological product" to include vaccines. FDA, What Are "Biologics" Questions and 

Answers, content current as of Feb. 6, 2018;134 see also 42 U.S.C. § 262. 

297. Under the 2008 Consent Judgment, Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine is a biological 

product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or promoted in the United States in any way. 

298. Pfizer received FDA approval for its COVID-19 vaccine, including but not limited 

to through an emergency use authorization on December 11, 2020 for individuals 16 years old and 

older; through an amended emergency use authorization on May I 0, 2021 for children 12 years 

old to 15 years old; through full approval on August 23, 2021 for individuals 16 years old and 

older; through emergency use authorization on October 29, 2021 for children five years old to 11 

years old; through emergency use authorization on June 17, 2022 for children 6 months through 

four years; and through full approval on July 8, 2022 for children 12 through 15 years of age. 

299. The 2008 Consent Judgment also governs communications about clinical studies of 

Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

300. According to the 2008 Consent Judgment: 

When presenting information in detailing pieces, brochures, 
booklets, mailing pieces, published journals, magazines, other 
periodicals and newspapers, and broadcast through media such as 
radio, television, the Internet, and telephone communications 
systems, about a Clinical Study that relates to an FDA-approved 
Pfizer Product, Pfizer shall: (a) accurately reflect the methodology 

134 Available at https://www.fda.gov/about-fda/center-biologics-evaluation-and-research-cber/what-are-biologics
questions-and-answers. 
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used to conduct the Clinical Study; (b) not present favorable 
information or conclusions from a study that is inadequate in design, 
scope, or conduct to furnish significant support for such information 
or conclusions; and (c) not use statistical analyses and techniques on 
a retrospective basis to discover and cite findings not soundly 
supported by the study, or to suggest scientific validity and rigor for 
data from studies the design or protocol of which are not amenable 
to formal statistical evaluation. 

Id. at ,i IO; see also ,i 12. 

30 I. Similarly, according to the next paragraph in the 2008 Consent Judgment: 

Id. at iJ II. 

When presenting information in detailing pieces, brochures, 
booklets, mailing pieces, published journals, magazines, other 
periodicals and newspapers, and broadcast through media such as 
radio, television, the Internet, and telephone communications 
systems, about a Clinical Study or analysis of Clinical Studies as 
evidence of an FDA-approved Pfizer Product's safety, Pfizer shall 
not: ( a) present information from a study in a way that implies that 
the study represents larger or more general experience with the drug 
than it actually does; or (b) use statistics on numbers of patients, or 
counts of favorable results or side effects derived from pooling data 
from various insignificant or dissimilar studies in a way that 
suggests either that such statistics are valid if they are not or that 
they are derived from large or significant studies supporting 
favorable conclusions when such is not the case. 

302. As set forth in the 2008 Consent Judgment, id. at ,i 35, the Kansas Attorney General 

provided Pfizer notice of his reasonable belief that Pfizer has engaged in practices that violate the 

2008 Consent Judgment. Letter from Kansas Attorney General's Office to Pfizer Inc., Apr. 22, 

2024, attached as Exhibit B. 

303. In response to the notice from Plaintiff Kansas Attorney General, Pfizer did not 

address all of the issues identified by Plaintiff, did not respond to evidence cited by Plaintiff, and 

did not produce documents requested by Plaintiff. Letter from Pfizer's Counsel to Kansas Attorney 

General's Office, May 22, 2024, attached as Exhibit C. 
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304. The 2008 Consent Judgment empowers the Kansas Attorney General to assert any 

claim that Pfizer has violated this Judgment in a separate civil action and to enforce compliance 

with the Consent Judgment and to seek any other relief afforded by law, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-

636(b). Ex. A, at ii 36. 

B. The 2012 Consent Judgment 

305. In 2012, Pfizer paid $42.9 million to resolve claims by a group of states, including 

Kansas, relating to Pfizer's promotional and marketing practices regarding the prescription drugs 

Zyvox® and Lyrica®. Final Consent Judgment, State of Kansas, ex rel. Derek Schmidt v. Pfizer 

Inc., No. 12CV1339 (Dec. 13, 2012), attached as Exhibit D. 

306. According to the 2012 Consent Judgment, "Pfizer shall not make, or cause to be 

made, any written or oral claim that is false, misleading, or deceptive regarding any FDA-approved 

Pfizer Product, ... " Id. at ,r 3 .1. 

307. The 2012 Consent Judgment defined "Pfizer Product" to mean "any FDA-approved 

prescription drug or biological product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or Promoted by 

Pfizer in the United States." Id. at ,r 2.18. 

308. While the 2012 Consent Judgment does not define "biological product," the FDA 

defines "biological product" to include vaccines. FDA, What Are "Biologics" Questions and 

Answers, content current as of Feb. 6, 2018;135 see also 42 U.S.C. § 262. 

309. Under the 2012 Consent Judgment, Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine is a biological 

product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or Promoted in the United States. 

135 Available at https://www.fda.gov/about-fda/center-biologics-evaluation-and-research-cber/what-are-biologics
questions-and-answers. 

57 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 78 of 89

310. Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine received FDA approval beginning on December 11, 

2020. 

311. As set forth in the 2012 Consent Judgment, id. at 'If 6.1, the Kansas Attorney General 

provided Pfizer notice of his reasonable belief that Pfizer has engaged in practices that violate the 

20 I 2 Consent Judgment. See Ex. B. 

312. In response to the notice from Plaintiff Kansas Attorney General, Pfizer did not 

address all of the issues identified by Plaintiff, did not respond to evidence cited by Plaintiff, and 

did not produce documents requested by Plaintiff. See Ex. C. 

313. The 2012 Consent Judgment empowers the Kansas Attorney General to assert any 

claim that Pfizer has violated this Judgment in a separate civil action and to enforce compliance 

with the Consent Judgment and to seek any other relief afforded by law pursuant to KS.A. 50-

636(b). Ex. D, at 'If 6.3. 

C. The 2014 Consent Judgment 

314. In 2014, Pfizer paid $35 million to resolve claims by a group of states, including 

Kansas, relating to Wyeth Pharmaceuticals Inc. 's ("Wyeth") promotional and marketing practices 

regarding the prescription drug Rapamune®. Pfizer acquired Wyeth five years before the Consent 

Judgment. Pfizer signed the Consent Judgment on behalf of itself and Wyeth. Final Consent 

Judgment, State of Kansas, ex rel. Derek Schmidt. v. Jfyeth Pharmaceuticals Inc., No. 2014CV777 

(Aug. 6, 2014), attached as Exhibit E. 

315. According to the 2014 Consent Judgment, "Pfizer shall not make, or cause to be 

made, any written or oral claim that is false, misleading, or deceptive regarding any Pfizer 

Product." Id. at 'If 3.1. 
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316. The 2014 Consent Judgment defined "Pfizer Product" to mean "any FDA-approved 

prescription drug or biological product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or Promoted by 

Pfizer in the United States." Id. at ,r 2.17. 

317. While the 2014 Consent Judgment does not define "biological product," the FDA 

defines "biological product" to include vaccines. FDA, What Are "Biologics" Questions and 

Answers, content current as of Feb. 6, 2018;136 see also 42 U.S.C. § 262. 

318. Under the 2014 Consent Judgment, Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine is a biological 

product manufactured, distributed, sold, marketed or Promoted in the United States. 

319. Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine received FDA approval beginning on December 11, 

2020. 

320. As set forth in the 2014 Consent Judgment, id. at ,r 6.1, the Kansas Attorney General 

provided Pfizer notice of his reasonable belief that Pfizer has engaged in practices that violate the 

20 I 4 Consent Judgment. See Ex. B. 

32 I. In response to the notice from Plaintiff Kansas Attorney General, Pfizer did not 

address all of the issues identified by Plaintiff, did not respond to evidence cited by Plaintiff, and 

did not produce documents requested by Plaintiff. See Ex. C. 

322. The 2014 Consent Judgment empowers the Kansas Attorney General to assert any 

claim that Pfizer has violated this Judgment in a separate civil action and to enforce compliance 

with the Consent Judgment and to seek any other relief afforded by law, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-

636(b). Ex. E, at ,r 6.3. 

136 Available at https://www.fda.gov/about-fda/center-biologics-evaluation-and-research-cber/what-are-biologics
questions-and-answers. 
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COUNT! 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Violation of the 2008 Consent Judgment, K.S.A. 50-636(b) 
(False, misleading, and deceptive claims) 

323. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

324. Pfizer made written and oral claims that were false, misleading and deceptive 

regarding its COVID-19 vaccine, including but not limited to: Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine was 

safe, effective, and prevented transmission of the virus. 

325. Pfizer's false, misleading and deceptive claims regarding its COVID-19 vaccine 

violated the 2008 Consent Judgment, for which the Court should assess an enhanced civil penalty 

of not more than twenty thousand dollars ($20,000.00) per violation, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(b). 

326. The State of Kansas has been harmed by Pfizer's breach of provisions in the 2008 

Consent Judgment. 

COUNT II 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Violation of the 2008 Consent Judgment, K.S.A. 50-636(b) 
(Clinical studies communications) 

327. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

328. Pfizer made public statements that were published and broadcast through media 

relating to its COVID-19 vaccine that did not accurately reflect the methodology used to conduct 

the clinical study, presented favorable information or conclusions from a study that was inadequate 

in design, scope, or conduct to furnish significant support for such information or conclusions, 

and/or used statistical analyses and techniques on a retrospective basis to discover and cite findings 

not soundly supported by the study, or to suggest scientific validity and rigor for data from studies 
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the design or protocol of which are not amenable to formal statistical evaluation, including but not 

limited to: 

a. Statements about Pfizer's original COVID-19 clinical trial on healthy individuals; 

b. Statements about Pfizer's COVID-19 trial on pregnant women; and 

c. Statements about Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine booster trial on individuals 65 years 

old and older. 

329. Pfizer also made public statements that were published and broadcast through 

media relating to its COVID-19 vaccine that presented information from a study in a way that 

implied that the study represents larger or more general experience with the drug than it actually 

did, and/or used statistics on numbers of patients, or counts of favorable results or side effects 

derived from pooling data from various insignificant or dissimilar studies in a way that suggests 

either that such statistics are valid if they are not or that they are derived from large or significant 

studies supporting favorable conclusions when such is not the case, including but not limited to: 

a. Statements about Pfizer's original COVID-19 clinical trial on healthy individuals; 

b. Statements about Pfizer's COVID-19 trial on pregnant women; and 

c. Statements about Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine booster trial on individuals 65 years 

old and older. 

330. Pfizer's public statements about its COVID-I 9 vaccine that referenced or relied on 

clinical studies violated the 2008 Consent Judgment, for which the Court should assess an 

enhanced civil penalty of not more than twenty thousand dollars ($20,000.00) per violation, 

pursuant to KS.A. 50-636(b ). 

331. The State of Kansas has been harmed by Pfizer's breach of provisions in the 2008 

Consent Judgment. 
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COUNTIII 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Violation of the 2012 Consent Judgment, K.S.A. 50-636(b) 
(False, misleading, and deceptive claims) 

332. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

333. Pfizer made, or caused to be made, written and oral claims that were false, 

misleading, and deceptive regarding its COVID-19 vaccine, including but not limited to: Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine was safe, effective, and prevented transmission of the virus. 

334. Pfizer's false, misleading, and deceptive claims regarding its COVID-19 vaccine 

violated the 2012 Consent Judgment, for which the Court should assess an enhanced civil penalty 

of not more than twenty thousand dollars ($20,000.00) per violation, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(b). 

335. The State of Kansas has been harmed by Pfizer's breach of provisions in the 2012 

Consent Judgment. 

COUNTIV 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Violation of the 2014 Consent Judgment, K.S.A. 50-636(b) 
(False, misleading, and deceptive claims) 

336. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

337. Pfizer made, or caused to be made, written and oral claims that were false, 

misleading, and deceptive regarding its COVID-19 vaccine, including but not limited to: Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine was safe, effective, and prevented transmission of the virus. 

338. Pfizer's false, misleading, and deceptive claims regarding its COVID-19 vaccine 

violated the 2014 Consent Judgment, for which the Court should assess an enhanced civil penalty 

of not more than twenty thousand dollars ($20,000.00) per violation, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(b). 

339. The State of Kansas has been harmed by Pfizer's breach of provisions in the 2014 

Consent Judgment. 

62 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-3   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 83 of 89

COUNTY 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Deceptive Acts or Practices, K.S.A. 50-626(b )(1 )(F) 

340. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

341. Beginning in 2020, Pfizer made representations to Kansas consumers knowingly or 

with reason to know that its COVID-19 vaccine had uses, benefits or characteristics that Pfizer 

could not rely upon and did not possess a reasonable basis for making such representation, in 

violation ofK.S.A. 50-626(b)(l)(F), including but not limited to: Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine was 

safe, effective, and prevented transmission of the virus. 

342. Pfizer's representations to consumers are continuing deceptive acts and practices 

and each day it exists is a separate violation of the KCPA. Civil penalties of not more than ten 

thousand dollars ($10,000.00) per violation may be imposed, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(d). 

343. Consumers have been damaged by Pfizer's violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act. 

COUNT VI 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Deceptive Acts or Practices, K.S.A. 50-626(b)(l)(G) 

344. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

345. Beginning in 2020, Pfizer made representations knowingly or with reason to know 

that the use, benefit or characteristic of its COVID-19 vaccine had not been proven or otherwise 

substantiated and Pfizer did not rely upon and possess the type and amount of proof or 

substantiation represented to exist, in violation ofK.S.A. 50-626(1)(0), including but not limited 

to: Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine was safe, effective, and prevented transmission. 
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346. Pfizer's representations to consumers are continuing deceptive acts and practices 

and each day it exists is a separate violation of the KCPA. Civil penalties of not more than ten 

thousand dollars ($10,000.00) per violation may be imposed, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(d). 

34 7. Consumers have been damaged by Pfizer's violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act. 

COUNT VII 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Deceptive Acts or Practices, K.S.A. 50-626(b )(2) 

348. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

349. Beginning in 2020, Pfizer willfully used, in any oral or written representation, of 

exaggerations, falsehoods, innuendo, or ambiguity as to a material fact, in violation ofK.S.A. 50-

626(b)(2), including but not limited to: Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine was safe, effective, and 

prevented transmission. 

350. Pfizer's deceptive acts and practices are continuing and each day it exists is a 

separate violation of the KCPA. Civil penalties of not more than ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) 

per violation may be imposed, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(d). 

351. Consumers have been damaged by Pfizer's violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act. 
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COUNT VIII 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Deceptive Acts or Practices, K.S.A. 50-626(b )(3) 

352. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

353. Beginning in 2020, Pfizer willfully failed to state a material fact or willfully 

concealed, suppressed, or omitted a material fact in violation of K.S.A. 50-626(b)(3), including 

but not limited to: 

a. Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine safety data, including from its clinical trials and 

confidential internal company documents on adverse events, pregnant animals and 

pregnant women, and safety signals; 

b. Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine's efficacy, including waning effectiveness; and 

c. Pfizer's direct efforts to censor truthful information on social media about Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine. 

354. Pfizer's deceptive acts and practices are continuing and each day it exists is a 

separate violation of the KCPA. Civil penalties of not more than ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) 

per violation may be imposed, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636( d). 

355. Consumers have been damaged by Pfizer's violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act. 

COUNTIX 
KANSAS CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT 

Unconscionable Acts or Practices, K.S.A. 50-627(b)(6) 

356. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

357. Beginning in 2020, Pfizer knew or had reason to know that it made a misleading 

statement of opinion on which the consumer was likely to rely to the consumer's detriment in 
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violation ofK.S.A. 50-627(b)(6), including but not limited to: Pfizer's vaccine was safe, effective, 

and prevented transmission. 

358. Pfizer's unconscionable acts or practices are continuing and each day it exists is a 

separate violation of the KCPA. Civil penalties of not more than ten thousand dollars($ 10,000.00) 

per violation may be imposed, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(d). 

359. Consumers have been damaged by Pfizer's violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act. 

COUNTX 
Civil Conspiracy 

360. All preceding paragraphs are incorporated by reference herein. 

361. Upon information and belief, Pfizer conspired with two or more persons from the 

federal government and third-party businesses and organizations to willfully conceal, suppress, or 

omit material facts relating to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

362. Upon information and belief, Pfizer, the Department of Health and Human 

Services, and members of the Virality Project, including Stanford, had a meeting of the minds no 

later than December 2020 to willfully conceal, suppress, or omit material facts relating to Pfizer's 

COVID-19 vaccine. 

363. Upon information and belief, Pfizer, the Biotechnology Innovation Organization, 

and the Public Goods Project had a meeting of the minds no later than July 2020 to willfully 

conceal, suppress, or omit material facts relating to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine. 

364. Pfizer and its co-conspirators took actions to willfully conceal, suppress, or omit 

material facts relating to Pfizer's COVID-19 vaccine in violation of the Kansas Consumer 

Protection Act, including K.S.A. 50-626(b)(3). 
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365. Kansans have been damaged as a proximate result of Pfizer's conspiracy. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff State of Kansas respectfully prays that this Court grant them the 

following relief: 

A. Declare that Pfizer's written and oral claims violate the 2008 Consent Judgment; 

B. Order Pfizer to pay the State of Kansas enhanced civil penalties of twenty thousand 

dollars ($20,000.00) for each violation of the 2008 Consent Judgment pursuant to K.S.A. 50-

636(b ); 

C. Declare that Pfizer's written and oral claims violate the 2012 Consent Judgment; 

D. Order Pfizer to pay the State of Kansas enhanced civil penalties of twenty thousand 

dollars ($20,000.00) for each violation of the 2012 Consent Judgment pursuant to K.S.A. 50-

636(b); 

E. Declare that Pfizer's written and oral claims violate the 2014 Consent Judgment 

pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(b); 

F. Order Pfizer to pay the State of Kansas enhanced civil penalties of twenty thousand 

dollars ($20,000.00) for each violation of the 2014 Consent Judgment; 

G. Declare, pursuant to K.S.A. 50-632(a)(l), that Pfizer's deceptive or unconscionable 

acts or practices violate the Kansas Consumer Protection Act, K.S.A. 50-623, el seq.; 

H. Order Pfizer to pay a civil penalty of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) for each 

violation of the Kansas Consumer Protection Act pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636; 

I. Order Pfizer to pay a civil penalty of ten tbousand dollars ($ I 0,000.00) for each 

day Pfizer's act or practice exists pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636( d); 
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J. Award Plaintiff State of Kansas damages for Pfizer's violations of the Kansas 

Consumer Protection Act, K.S.A. 50-636(a); 

K. Award Plaintiff State of Kansas reasonable expenses and investigation fees 

pursuant to K.S.A. 50-636(c); 

L. Award Plaintiff State of Kansas damages caused by Pfizer's civil conspiracy; and 

M. Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 
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Dated: June 17, 2024 Respectfully submitted, 

KRIS W. KOBACH 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 

Isl Kaley Schrader 
Frances R. Oieen, #17433 
Deputy Attorney General 
Kaley Schrader, #27700 
Assistant Attorney General 
Office of the Attorney General 
Public Protection Division 
120 SW 10th Ave., 2nd Floor 
Topeka, Kansas 66612-1597 
Tel: 785-296-3751 
Fax: 785-291-3699 
kaley.schrader@ag.ks.gov 

JAMES OTIS LAW GROUP, LLC 

Isl Justin D. Smith 
Justin D. Smith, Mo. Bar No. 63253* 
William 0. Scharf, Mo. Bar No. 66676* 
Michael C. Martini ch-Sauter, Mo. Bar. No. 66065 * 
13321 North Outer Forty Road, Suite 300 
St. Louis, Missouri 63017 
(8 I 6) 678-2103 
Justin.Smith@james-otis.com 

* pro hac vice forthcoming 
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Trump: COVID-19 + Crimes 
Against Humanity + Medical 

Board Corruption. 
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On May 11, 2020, minimally invasive spine pioneer, Richard Arjun Kaul, MD, filed 
a lfilifilliJ in the United States District Court for the District of Columbia, in which 
racketeering and gross negligence claims are asserted against, amongst others, 
Defendants New Jersey Board of Medical Examiners and Allstate Insurance 
Company. The thrust of the case is that Defendant Allstate has, since at least 
1999, engaged in massive schemes of bribery that have corrupted stale medical 
boards. The Complaint alleges that this corruption is directly responsible, as of 
May 11, 2020, for over eighty thousand (80,000) deaths and one point three 
million (1,300,000) cases caused by COVID-19 infections. 

Contemporaneously with the Complaint, Kaul submitted a letter to President 
Trump, in which he seeks to have the Criminal Division of the United Slates 
Department of Justice commence an investigation against state medical boards, 
regarding the commission of gross negligence and crimes against humanity. 

On March 24, 2020, Kaul sent a ll!llfil to New Jersey Governor, Philip Murphy, 
that sought his assistance in having Kaul's New Jersey license reinstated. The 
illegal revocation on March 12, 2014 is the subject matter of a lawsuit Kaul filed 
on October 1, 2019. Kaul indicated to Murphy that a reinstatement would permit 
him to use his clinical expertise to save lives. Murphy failed lo respond to the 
letter, but has continued to publicize his plan to stem the pandemic. 

The plague of medical board corruption constitutes a central theme in Kaul's 
recently published audio !l®ls: "An..Jmpossible Yicto,y Kan\ Y Chrjsjje". a book 
whose publication the Defendants attempted to suppress. A series of 
documentaries about the book are in production, the first of which will be released 
in June, 2020. 

www.drr1chardkaul.com 
201-989 2299 

Share on social 

www.drrlchardkaul,com @ 
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RACKETEERING + THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 

UNITED STATES 
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A lawsuit filed on June 18, 2020 by Richard Arjun Kaul, MD, has 

exposed how schemes of rampant corruption/bribery of American state 
medical boards by, amongst others, Allstate Insurance Company, are 
responsible for COVID-19 related mortalities. Kaul's legal/public 

relations campaign to alert the public to the 'cancer of corruption' 
within the American healthcare sector officially began on February 

22, 2016, when he filed the first in a series of 9 

lawsuits ("The Kaul Cases") in United States federal courts. The 
overarching goal of his prosecution of the Defendants, of which 

Allstate, the New Jersey Medical Board and the Federation of State 

Medical Boards are but three, is to cause a "Reformation of American 
Medical Boards". Had this change occurred earlier, the American public 
would not now be experiencing the highest COVID-19 related mortality 
rate in the western world. 

On November 3, 2020, Kaul filed an emergency Rfilillim in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in which he advances six arguments, two of 
which are: 

"Kaul respectfully asserts that the grant of a writ will reduce 
COVID-19 related morbidity/mortality and will be in aid of the 
Court's appellate jurisdiction." 

"Kaul respectfully asserts that a grant of the writ will mitigate 

future threats of COVID-19 like microbial pandemics ... " 

"The Kaul Cases" and the associated liability to the Defendants of in 
excess of .$9 billion, have negatively impacted the market 
capitalization of Defendants Allstate, TD Bank and Geico/Berkshire 

Hathaway, a fact that Kaul raises in the writ: 

"Kaul respectfully asserts that the grant of a writ will mitigate any 
further decrease in market capitalization of Defendants Allstate + 

TD Bank+ Berkshire Hathaway/Geico ... " 

Racketeering and other criminal activity within American state medical 
boards were discussed on October 28, 2020 by Kaul and Oregon based 
physician, Dr. Eric Dover. The co;wersation highlighted the epidemic 
in American medicine of physician suicides/incarceration, and the role 
of the insurance industry and corporate greed in this human tragedy 

(time segment 20:30). 

Kaul and Dover identified the solution, part of which calls for 
POLITICAL CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM. Multi-national corporations 
h::=i\lt:> rf'lrrl 1nt,:::,,rl nrn,ornmt:>nt ::=inrl rnntrnl tht:> nnlitir::=il nrnrt::ic;:;c;:; ~t:::i.t,::i, 
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medical boards are governmental agencies. The longer a politician has 
been in politics the more beholden he is to these forces. Trump entered 
politics in 2016, Biden, a lawyer, entered in 1970; but whoever wins 

would be well advised to support a "Reformation of American Medical 
Boards". In doing so he will save the lives of future Americans from 

another COVID-19 like pandemic. Political corruption kills. 

www.drrtchardkaul.com 
201 ·989 2299 

Share on social 

www.drrichardkaul.com e 
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COVID-19: 
A MUTATION DEFEATS A VACCINE 
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On December 15, 2020 the New York Post published a filillY. entitled: 

"UK finds new mutation of COVID-19 behind rapid spread across 
London" 

Scientists from the COVID-19 Genomics UK Consortium related the 
rapid rise in transmission to a mutation in the so called "spike protein", 
that part of the virus that locks on to human cells. The mutated genetic 

code has effectively 'super-charged' the virus and increased its genetic 
'stickiness', rendering it far more infective and pathologically aggressive. 
The COVID-19 virus is an 'intelligent' microbial form that has mutated in 
response to the recently released vaccine from Pfizer and Modema. 

On November 21, 2020, Kaul sent a lellfil.to the General Medical 
Council of the UK, in which he states: 

"Additionally, the RNA virus has a marked propensity for mutation, 
which effectively means that whatever vaccine is developed, it will 
be rapidly 'outmaneuvered' by a COVID-19 genetic 'two-step', 
always staying one step ahead, until global herd immunity achieves 
a critical mass and COVID-19 appears in the rearview mirror of 
humanity. Until then, whenever that may be, the catastrophe will 
continue unabated, by which point medical board corruption or 
indeed medical boards will have been eradicated." 

On December 7, 2020, a release was issued from Kaul Healthcare 
Consultants entitled: 

"PFIZER+ COVID-19 VACCINE: "FROM THE FRYING PAN INTO THE 
FIRE" -A DEADLY PROPOSITION?" 

It exposes the lack of evidence regarding the safety and efficacy of the 
vaccine, and references a case in the UK in which a vaccinated woman 
developed a severe neurological injury. 

The vaccine has caused the mutation and will provide no protection to 
the mutant virus now coursing through the planet's circulatory system. 

Of course those corporations/executives raking in billions of dollars from 
having corrupt governments/politicians mandating vaccination programs, 
have insulated themselves and their families from harm. Two of these 
corporations are Berkshire Hathaway/Geico and Allstate Insurance 
Company. 

All \IAt"t"inAtinn nrnnrAffl!Q 1Qhn11lrl roA~c, Anrl 11ntil nrnncar l""linil"'AI triAIIQ Aro 
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conducted every human on this planet should reject the vaccine, a 
poison that places profit over people. 

It is not the "FIRE" but the "INFERNO" into which the so called 
"vaccine" has cast humanity. This tale of greed, corporate tyranny and 
mutation has all the makings of a revolution: 

"Coercion camouflaged as care, cares not for humanity" -Anon. 
Circa. 1939: Germany. 

www.drrlchardkaul.com 
201-989 2299 

Share on social 

www.drrlchardkaul.com e 
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Case l:23-cv-02016-ER Document 1 Filed 03/09/23 Page 10 of 169 

first time in its history, and unquestionably in a public relations 'damage-mitigation' effort, 

publicly admit to these crimes against humanity: https:lfwww.lloyds.com/about-

ll oyds/h isto ry/th e-tra n s-atl an tic-slave-trad e/II oyds-m a ri n e-i n su ranee-a nd-s I ave ry. The 

insurance industry, which includes the Defendants, has replaced shipping slaves with the 

human trafficking of Indian/African American physicians into the modern-day planation 

equivalent, that of the American jails.) 

19. The forced/coerced mass vaccination programs/passports are the chains and whips of the 

COVID enslavement program, the strings of which are being pulled by the British controlled 

insurance industry. The COVID vaccine, as Kaul predicted, has now been found to be highly 

toxic/ineffective: https://www.drrichardkaul.com/so/24NPf5065 This fact was known by the 

government/corporate entities that forced it on the world's population: 

https:/!th eswissti mes. ch /swiss-ban ke r-fi I es-cri min a I-cha rRes-ove r-fa I se-covi d-va ccine-

statem en ts/ In Kll-7, the Defendants attempted to frame the Plaintiffs' assertion of these facts 

as evidence of the implausibility of their complaint, with terms such as "vast conspiracy" and 

"nutcase". These facts are now proven, and this country, like Switzerland, should have the 

courage to bring criminal charges against those who perpetrated these crimes against 

humanity. 

20. In Kll-2, the Defendants and the Court devoted inordinate page space to Kaul's exposition 

of the insurance industry's four hundred (400) year-long genocide, and in doing so, did betray 

their conviction of the absolute truth of the matter. 

21. In Kll-7, Kaul identifies how, in 2021, the "pattern", like the COVID-19 virus, has mutated 

into a purported mission to save humanity, the calling card of which is a supposed "vaccine". 

The vaccine is more than useless, as it was the cause of the viral mutation, as Kaul in 2020, 

explained it would be. 

11 
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Case: 20-3522 Document: 17 Page: 37 Date Filed: 12/22/2020 

To: 
Prom: 

Date: 
Re: 

•0,..0,~ O,l\Ol,ll,n DIIIIC'IIIIIA.IIDOC,cc,ut,ltl 
..,,-san~1......_1.11_1,;sw,-~,011 

'lclnitfll ~tntm ~matt 
COIO,IITT~G ON FINANCE 

W,11.&MINQTOIW, DC 201i1D-<1200 

Members o(thc Senate Finimuc Committee 
Senator Chuck Gmssley, Chairman of the Scniuc Finani:u Committee 
Senator Ron Wydcn, R11oklns Mcmbcrofthc Scnotc Finance Committee 
December 16, 2020 
Findings from the Jnvestig:ation or Opioid Monufacturors' Fimrnciul Rclotiom1hips 
with Petient AdvocAC)' Groups nnd other Tu.-excmpl Entitles 

Dear Colleagues: 

As the nation continues to respond lo the COVID-19 pan,lcmic, we won! to bring yo11r 
attention bock to another conccrninQ public health mRltcr: our natlon'11 opioid cpid,m\lc, Opioid 
overdoses claimed in ore thtin 450,000 lives In the United States from 1999 to 2019, nnd 
prcllmln11ry CW.ta from the Centers (or Disease Control and P1·uvcntion (CDC) suggests drug 
overdose deaths, including those attributed to 011loids, have accclcnllcd since lhc pandemic 
began,1 lndccd, COVID-19 has increased risk factors as.>ociatcd with substance-us~ disordcni 
(SUDs) and opioid-use disordm (OU Os) like Feelings of a11.Xicty, dcpri:sslon, lonelinc~s, and 011 
ongoing sense ofunccrtalnt:y.2 Par lndlvldual3 suflCring from these discasl!s, COVID-19 hn, 
even presented o.dditio1111I barriers to trcn1n1cn1 Dnd socio! supporl services as people .ire urged to 
stny-at-homc and socil'II distancc.1 We l\l"I! conccmcd lhat Ud:1 will only wun;L!11 us our counny 
con!lnues to battle COVID• 19 ftnd 11s social isolation and lnck of occcs.!i to SUD and OUD 
trcotmcnt persists, 

All' the opioid epidemic nnd ils impact on progr111T1s within the Finiincc Com111it1cc':i 
jurisdiction shows no signs of abating, we write 10 provide you with an updat¢ on lhi: 

I Op/lJid o~erdoor, Dti(o ,l11uOIJ'lt oml {fo.wr1rcr.Y, C-nts. t'OR DJS!!,\!I! CONmDL ,\NU PIUlVl('t-l'nOl'I, 
hrmt;l/1\'WW «Is ER't'/drurorerdrn;e(dqJ"/nnnly~is h•rnl {!!1!11 vicwt.'d D~c:. 10, 2020), 
1 A lei Edolman, 01>trdwc 1l!!ath.r llp/lf!tir to rlst w11id ronm.i,•li,u pondl'lli/,: Ill U.S., NBC N1;ws {Oct. 2,0, 2020), 
htnu.i/.IDr~...nl!,;~W~lm:1n:,i-a·11\'.Wo;;11::!!~'l!lll!:91.l~..ru:.."!.i!t~nmitJ-:~!.lll!ll!ll:iJ1!ll:.l!!\l'.l.!!£1\1l,;:11~t: 
~-1.: Jan Kamp nnd Arinn C11111po-111oNs, 17tr! 0,,1,,1,/Cris:b, ,/111..•dt.(pS,:rlm~r. llit.r /111c,~tij/C'll /)1w/11g 
CoromMnt,I Pandemic, WALL ST, J, (Sup!. II, 2020), IJJ.J1?!;f!ll.'..1D,l:..,vaj~~l!~,pj',!,\,J;,.tdiil!i::li.!~.:~.-Jrlm!il.: 
has·I01Sn&i0¢·durl11s-1:oronavilm•n1Jmh:mh.': 11 5995·,;;z~Ql. 
l Jon Kamp ond Arlan Cumpo-Florcs, 71,<t 011Jolt/ Cri1L1, illmuly&,·ia11s. 11,u f1111:11.1ij1'•1/ lJi11"i11y Crin.u11wirttt 
Pandeml,·, W-'LLST. J, (Sclpt, S, 2020), ~~ml@rticlcshhl'.'·PPiOitl~IWY=l!i,mv..111:J.ulj: 
ln1mif1cd:d11dnS:$QMftlO'.lmn·ppQdpmi,::-I ISWJ.:1.Ql. Seu al.to DEP'TOP J-JllALTII hND I IUMAN SEnvs., 01'1'. 01' 
INSPllC'TOll 01:N .. OPIOID TnliATMENT 11'ROGRAMS RE POil nm Clll•LLL'NUIJS ljN('OUNTliRF.IJ DUii.iNG TT Ill COVl»-19 
P"llOUMlC /\ND ACTIONS TI\Kl!N 'l'O Anl)nv.ss nm.w {Nov. 21120), 
httrdloiG hhs ggylgfti!tqpga,tre11Jcm9J9l{)(J.!J!fil..;_1,1'.[(lll!JU ~omcy:wcl,&ulm mc<lhuu:::w~l/&u Un s;;unneinrcovid ~=-
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Committee's ongoing Investigation ln1o !he financial relationships bctwcl}n opioid m11nufacturcn 
11nd tax-exempt orga.ni:zntions, To dntc, !he Committee has identified oppruximo1ely S6S million 
in ~o.ymcnts thet opioid manufacturers 11nd rclntcd companies have m11tlc 10 tnx-c:xcmpt cnlitics. 
whu;:h suggest that m1111ufncturcn view thcic {1rgnni111tions us hclpt\11 extensions of chcir s11lcs 
end marketing cffons, 

The Conunltlee'r Long-Stt1ndln!l lntctc1t In the Opfuld l!pldlo!inlc 

The opioid epidemic has din:ctly impacted Federal hcallh. cure progr11ms under the 
Committee' 8 jurisdiction, and hu9 been a long-s1andlng intcrcs1 or ils members,~ The im:rcuscd 
use of opioid drugs for lon1Hcrm chronic non-c11n..:i:r pain il11hc 1990':i drotm1tic11lly illcrcased 
the number or Medicare and Medicaid patients admitted to ho5pitals for •·opioid overuse."' 13y 
2017, Modicarc and Medicaid covered 1:1pproximutely 73% of974,000 opioid-rolnted inpatient 
hospital stays,6 Furlhcnnorc, earlier Ibis year, nnd before th~ COVID-19 pundemic, the Office of 
Inspector General at the Depo.rtmenl uf Heallh und I-lumen Scrvlccs (HHS 010) reporled that 
2t57,00D Medicare Purr D bcnaffoiaric~ received high amounts ofoploids in 2019, end 209,000 
beneficiaries received mcdicolly usisted trclltntcnt.7 And, while the Iii-IS 010 found that opioid 
use in Medicare Pan D hud decreased in 2019 (when compared lo the pus1 3 years) due to the 
efforts of the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) and ot'1crs1 It sttes~ct.l the critical 
need to rcnwin diligent, especially during the COVID-19 pandemic. K 

Over the past eight years, wo hnvc used uur !cadcnihlp pusi1io11s lo 3cck gr~uh:r 
trenspan:ncy into the finRncial relationships bctwL!l!n opioid n,anulil1:turc1':f und IU.lii-1?/C.CIUJ)l 
organimtlons, Our work rcveal.s that opioid manufu..:turcrs hnvi: 1n11inrnlne<J c11.tcn~iVll flnom:i11I 
relationships with tiut~cKeinpt organi1.otiumi, including ppln advocucy groups, protl!ssionnl 
provider groups1 and medic1d associations. In turn, these groups have sought to influence opioid 
prescribing practices and related Federal policy connected to opioid use nnd pnin cnrc thnt 
directly affects Medic&rc and Medicaid, Given these ongoing concerns. on June l8, lOI 9, we 
sent letters to 10 tex~cxemptorganlzalions and requested infonnolion nbout !heir fina11ci11I 
relationships with opioid mnnufocturcrs,9 These groups im:lud..:d: 

• Senator aruulcy, in his c:opodiy 111 Rnnking Mcmbcror1he hclllth ,ubcominluce, ~'tH.'hnlr.:d 1h11 <.:on11ni11"'s nrst 
~arlna: on th~ opioid epidemic In :1012, Prr11erlp1fcm Dmg .--th1u11: HawurtJ Mllrlltt.,r<' 11111) Mrtii,~1/JJ ,.rJ..,filf"M tu tlir 
Cl1allL"fll,III?, JJaurl,rg Bcfurr,S11bt'Ol!llll. On Nre1/lh tifth,• S. Fin. Cumm, I J 2"' ConK. {:1012), 
JnLPti/1www On™GlllllF.JmXG:!s:arJn gsln©L1tn1i1111:.W...i::.nlu1.".~~:wul:.'ll.i:ili5illl.1l.:~J~'i: 

-· J i11c number of ._omblncd hospltnl inpnticn1,111y, 11m0/11! Medicare and Mcdicnid bcncOciaric~ increased frum 
126,500 In 1993 lo 4]7,800 In 2012. S,,~ 1/usµllnl /npuli<'nl l,'lili:oliui, Rt!uttJ tu OµitJf1b 0l'Tnu<' .4mun.~ .-11/11/tt 
JWJ-2012, AHRQ Table 2 (Aull. 2014), hllp;l.uL~·Jli:ll.!~.31liJ1bm.&r:d.l!-'.t~.l.lj,~"l.i\lP\1!cL~~!!.l7J.J1qs1!i\llli.WrjpJ!:i::!'.ll{· 
OnloitJ-Ovcrusc rut£ 
'NCUP Fal'/ Stal:J - Op/afcJ..Rtfaltd llru,1/f(I/ lJ:w, AIIRQ, Ju.~J.Js.w.!:'Jl~.DW:!lli,:Ol~U.Ull.B!.\lJ.!i.will.bi.;.\..!1m 
(lnsl viewed Nov. 25, 2020). 
1 Dl!r'TOY ~ll!AL TN AND HUM/\N SF.RIIS,, 01'1'. Of INSl'l(t,01( Ol!N., OMom Us1; IN Ml.lllt",..Rt! PAltT O CONTU,.,:l!fUI 
'TO DteL.INll IN 2019, OUT VICilLANCII IS Nl!'lmlm AS cov JD-19 RAISJ'.S Ni;:wCoMCl:kH!i (Aug. I), )020), 
~b.hs l!0Yf0l!l/t(lJ)nttslPJ=l·DJ.-@:QO.J.2.Q.\h'ill• 
'Id. 
9 Prcs:g: lleli:11$.C, Onuslcy, W)'dcn Pren for Answers on Plnattdnl Rcla1ionib!p1 D~IWccn Opiolds ,'1,hinufo,•tur~ 
and Tu.•Ex.empt Organlzollons (July l, 2019), lm,:,.~·llwww ron!Jflcy,3cn.a111,Rovhtews/n~v~M.µ-assli:y
wyden-nm,•nn,,wcr:1-0nnnclnl·rdnti,_g_~.t.mll:YuiYi1!:.!!.ll!lll!.ll!Wl!!.U• 

2 
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I. Amcrfoan Chronic Pain Assochuion 
2, American rain Soeicl)' 
J. Ami:iricon Society rnr P11in M1muycmcnt N1.irsi11s 
4. Amcrh::uu Sot:iery ot' P11.in Hducnlu1·s 
$. Center for Practical Bioethics 
6, Federation of State Medico! Boards 
7, The ]olnc Commission 
8. American Academy of Physicnl Medicine and Rehubititation 
9, Allioncc for Padcnl Access 
10. lnternational Associnlion for the Study of Pein 

We requested complete hitcrna.l Revenue Service (!RS) Form 990s lilct.1 for cm:h y,rnr 
bclwcen 2012 and 2019, os well us ll delailcd uccou11ting of oll p11.ymcn1s nml trunsfcl':f inclulling, 
but not limited to, contribution!l, gr,m1s, 11dvcrtising1 program scholurship, and olhcr rcYcnuc and 
rcmuna-otion, 1° In a separate, but rcfotcd inquiry, Senator Wydcn olso requested informutlo11 
from the U.S. Pain Foundalion and the American Acadc1ny of Pain Mcd!cinc.11 

The 11,oa\ of our requests was to identify these groups' largest pharmnccuticul donors and 
to asccmin whether these payments influenced the 01·geniz11.tiuns' nclivitics in uny wny, 
especlally as I.hey pertttin to opioids and opioid prcileribing prneticcs. Thill invc~lig11tio11 also built 
on work the Committee begun in 2012, when then-Chairman Mox Uou..:llil uf1h~• Scnalc Finun..:~• 
Committee and then-Runldng Member Cllul."k Gnisslcy of the Senatl! JutJici11ry Commlucc 
examined Pllfdue Pharm111 Endo rh11rmm.a:uticals, arid Johnson & John:;on':i fimmcial 
rell1tionship with tax-exempt mcdic11I groups, and included quostions about payment, made to 
physicians who speeioliu: in pain managcmi:mi.1! Rank.Ing Member Wyden subsequently sent 
letters to Secretary Burwell, 1 Secretary Prlcc,H Secretary Azar IS and the Notional Acadcrny of 
Medicine, 16 raising concerns about conflicts of interest of variou!I members of Federal advisory 

10/J. 
11 L\.'ller rrom Senator Ron W)ldcn 1u Dr. Jhmyuu Cl1ena, Pn::tldi:111, An1criten At~1kmy urPtiih Mc~lc\n,: (I-far. 11. 
:io 19>,. b1 tnr'/www nnm11--e snow 1·2w;nzmn,.;din'\lm:,11 l I JI 9lii7-UWvlll:o%2Ulc·111:~~JI: L~·r11:, 
from Scn11wr Ron Wydcll lu Nicole I lcnunenw11)', Interim CliU, U.S. Puin foundnllun lDc..·. 111, 2U\II}, 
ll\lDl'/IWWW.01111nci:,1~nnJit.s~IW'ill.l!f~~~lUtll~ruJ.~~lQ 
.E.!mndn.~ 
tz P~r• Release, Bnucwi, Orosslcy Suck An~~r, ,\bout 011ioltl Manuf'ncturc111' Tics lo Mctlicnl Group, (May II, 
2012), bl!Prllwww Onaocc MI\ON gov/shelr1114n¥·nc.,v§.'tnmeu:i·rmull!V·mk·uMwycM1~0itl-mnn11fnc1urvn..: 
11e,-10-medieol·2rouw, 
I> Letter from Scns!cor Ron Wydi:n to Sylviu Bunvell, S1:.cn.:u1ry, Dcp11nntc111 url ltahh u.111.l I lunwn S,:n'icr,•• O:~b. 5, 
2016), hllnl!//wwW fiDPnss 150311! gqyflom/n~lil!l®l:/.WY~.l;lffi~t.li.1iltit'.l\WII l.'LQniJlW},:..'.!.QQ.,.nll[ill,JJtlJ: 11 Prell Rclcuo, Wydcn Aakr Price 10 Dcfoy 11cdi:m! Opi11itl Wo1·ksbop \Jntll lndusny (.'unllkts nrc l:xuml11i:d tM~y 
8, 20/1), hn»l''lwww fJnonc;o s¢ngtc ncw1rcmkinr•111~11~~11-u.~k~·nrici:•1u-ilitl!1Y.:.l11k.ml:.!!1ili!hl: 
worhbOJ>:unl I l-int!uJ!CKP□ llists'.:l!W·i:1mn1in~11. 
"Ptc:Q R,:len1e, Wyd~ ltc11e11l:t Opioid luduslry lie, u11 lll IS 1'as~ Foree, !'robes Allvuc1u;y Oroup's l'lnantct 
(Dec. 19, 2018), hll1t1tlwww,tlnrn.u.u.i.1!l!.IJWl.11.\'!BllJoifua:.r~mt.'WIWll!l:iw.!lillr:cimn: 
hhMRfik•fon:C•Probu.1·ndYPt'DCY.PfflUT>S·Jln.w:ia. 1• Pross R.elteHi, Wyden ConC(lmcU by N111ion11l Acudcn1y Tics 111 Opioid Monuriu.:iun:rs tJuly S, 2016), 
btm:rttwww 0nanse aenulc vnv'@nkinu-1,wmh~n-m;wstwvd11n-corni~0Jc;tl·hx•01ilionn1·ncndi;mv-c~mm\11i;c-tfos-w-
0Pin!d-mauufocrun:;n. 
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officcn that sit on Federal advisory bonrds. •lJ This is why the Committee is rclcusing the 
finaocial informatioa collected during the 20l:l lnwi;tiglltion, in addltiun to dl\trl cullccted ov~ 
the pasl two years, because we rcnmin concerned that the opioid epidemic wns driven, in pnn, by 
misinformation and dubiouJ marketing procticcs usctl by pharm.11ccutk11I comp,mlcs Md the tnx• 
exempt groups: they fund. 

Congress must continue tll shed lighl on plrnrmaccuticn1 tsnd mcdh:ul ctcvic~ 
manufacturers' finam:ial denlings with UIX•C:xempt organizations. While such linimciol 
cntanglcmcnls arc of particular conccm In r.:g.urds 10 opiohJs, giwn tllcir danger 11nd addictive 
potential, such funding and int1uctu:c is not limited to this thcropcutic class.1H This investigation 
clcarl)' shows that such payments are viewed ns key marketing and pollcy influencing tools, 
whlch, in the case o(oplolds, contributed to addiction, sickness, 11nd death for mill Ions of 
Americans. Therefore, CongrcH mus1 continue to advocutc for stronger snt'cQuards within tax
cxcmpl organi7.alions and within the Fc:tlcrol govcmmcnt. Steps we rcconm1cml toking: 

1. Expand CMS's Open Poyn,cnts da1ubasc to require phnrmuccuticol 11lunuri1ctun:rs 011d 
device n1anufec1Urcrs lo report puyments made 10 lax-exempt urganizatlons. 

2. Requii,: the S~rctary of HHS to develop guidelines and procedures tu im.-rense 
transparcne)' among members of F'cdcr11l task forces, as well es research groups and 
panels convened or contraclcd by HHS. 

In the next Congress, we pion lo continue our work on these importimt iS!lUl!t. 11nd we 
encourage my colleagues to do the snmc. 

Charles Grassle)' 
Chairmen 
Senate Finance Committee 

Ron Wydcn 
Ronking Member 
Senate Finnncc Committee 

'"e.g., lhe 1:oA •• advisory eomm!m:,: 011 nm1!1:1c~1~,., which cV11h1111e d~ 1mrcty ofopiult!~ incluo:ks Ki-vi11 Zochnrorr 
who talon lhc ASP£ board, a11d Lonole Zcllzcr who wn., lite Al1S and Af>F bounls. St!f' 1l11t•.r1hl•lk w1J Ant1f>:1•1Tr 
Dr,,g Prud11r:t.r Advu01y C1J111mlll"1' R1J.rff'I', FDA.1ilmi;.lw~\l..,l~.'\l!JJ1Jl1ill~~ll~tll\~Ul:!ll.!lil: 
~~~rj'.;O,:J1U.t.J!!i!U."Y.:ru.1~'l!U1~•11\".:,'IJ~· :i1rnJ11illl:·..1kva111·,,11.u.:1'! -:1d1·i:-.ur_y ... ,,111111i11~.\· •111~1.:_r 
(!asl vicwod De~. 10, 2020). 
111 Se, Dr11g Prlcltta In Att1ule41: A Plv1r:l'fptfnJ1ji,r (.'lu111xr, Purt JI: llr:,ir/1111 8t,IU1v S. C:111m11. Pill 116111 C:0111:1. :II 
70, 147,477, ~29, 716 (1019}, lmas·(lwww Gnons;e ~Nate 1•oy/jmafmcalinldQS/JU1l.rul.f, ."ir:r: 11b11 Al~x Ruoll'; 
AbbYfll, Br/Jtn/,MyrrJ A.111ong Pa1lt1nt Jfdl'IJCYl"j' Gn11,p1• Dig Bai:ii:r,,, DLuUMOf.RO, 
html' /lnboYLbs9v comfnews'8bbvie•brif!Pl·mvca·11mo 111r-r101ic111·1dvocuev·snl1m:bis-backcn'. 
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POLITICO 

HEALTH CARE 

Medical boards get pushback as they try to punish doctors for Covid 
misinformation 
Meclical boards have sanctioned eight physicians since Januury :w2i for spnmding coronavims-related 
misinfonnntion, according to the Federation of State Medicnl Boards. 

A medical professional gives a patient e Covld vaccine. I Joe Raedte/Getty Images 

By DARIUS TAHIR 
02/0 I /2022. D4:30 AM EST 

:f. !efJ ~"· ..... 

Medical boards and other regulators across the country are scrambling to 

penalize doctors who spread misinformation about vaccines or promote 

unproven cures for Covid-19. But they are unsure whether they'll prevail over 

actions by state lawmalcers who believe the boards are overreaching. 

In Maui, the state medical board filed complaints against the state's chief 

health officer and another physician after they supported Covid-19 treatments 

federal health officials warned against. In Florida, the nominee for state 
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surgeon general refused to directly answer on the effectiveness and safety of 
the coronavirus vaccine - and that's after a local doctor filed a complaint to the 
state's medical boards. In Idaho, local GOP officials appointed a pathologist 
who promoted unproven virus treatments to a local public health board, 
despite complaints from his peers to state regulators. 

Advertisement 

In all, medical boards have sanctioned eight physicians since January 2021 for 
spreading coronavirus-related misinformation, according to the Federation of 
State Medical Boards, which has recommended that health officials consider 
action against medical professionals who dispense false medical claims in 
public forums. The eight penalized doctors, who've been hit with discipline 
from suspension to revocation oflicenses, represent a surprising figure, 
considering the time it takes for state boards to mete out punishment. The 
targets of investigations have cited their own scientific expertise in 
recommending alternative courses of treatment. 

TECIINOLCOY 

Biden's vaccine misinformation road not taken 
DY ALEXA.HORA S, LEVINE 

"When that white coat is weaponized to spread misinformation, it does public 
harm," Brian Castrucci, the CEO of the public health non-profit the de 
Beaumont Foundation in Bethesda, Md., who supports the action tal,en by 
health regulators. 

The federation expects its members will conduct more investigations that 
would lead to disciplinary actions. But in some cases the responses from some 
medical boards and state officials have been stymied by political bacldash. 
States like Tennessee and North Dakota, for example, have restricted state 
medical boards' powers. And now legislators in 10 other states - including 
Florida and South Carolina - have introduced similar measures. 

Some state boards also lack the legal tools to discipline doctors for sharing 
unreliable information via social media. They believe the precedents in their 
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states for unprofessional or unethical behavior more narrowly apply to actions 
or speech made directly to patients under their care. 

"We need the medical boards to stand up and evolve," said Castrucci, who cited 

the need to preserve the public's trust in medicine, "With the click of a mouse 

button, two million people can get information that's incorrect." 

Pressing public health problem 

Mc-dlcal personnel reach for pre-loaded syrenges as they vaccinate students at KIPP Believe Charter School 
in New Orleans, Tuesday, Jan. 25, 2022, I Ted Jackson/AP Photo 

Misinformation hasn't just distorted the public de bate over vaccines, Castrucci 
and his peers warn, It also has helped create a market for unproven drugs and 

treatment against Covid-19, sometimes with harmful side effects. Poison 

centers have recorded increased numbers of callsrelated to ivennectin and 

oleandrin, with some patients requiring hospitalizations. And a recent stndy in 
The New England Journal of Medicine projected nearly $2.5 million in 

wasteful insurance spending on ivennectin in a single week. 

Both substances have been the beneficiaries of considerable hype from 

commentators online and elsewhere outside the mainstream of the medical 

profession - even after negative clinical evidence came in - for their alleged 
anti-coronavirus properties. 

Facing a flood of misinformation, plus the anti-establishment mood in many 

red states, the regulatory structure upholding professional standards is 

"unraveling," said Richard Baron, the leader of the American Board of Internal 
Medicine, one of the private-sector bodies that certifies doctors. 'We're trying 
to figure out what the most effective way to act," Baron said, conceding that he 

was uncertain about the most effective wav to confront the oroblem. "There are 
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AD 

Legal structures developed for the 20th century are, in many states, not suited 
to discipline doctors who broadcast misinformation on social media because 
the physicians are not directly treating patients, Federation of State Medical 
Boards CEO Humayun Chaudhry said. So, some boards - and other regulators 
that license providers and the non-profits that certify physicians for their 
expertise - feel uncertain about disciplining such doctors, even though they 
might be contributing to lagging vaccination rates. 

''Doctors who are out in the public domain, maldng broad statements about 
discredited treatments, our processes weren't designed for that," acknowledged 
Kristina Lawson, the head of the Medical Board of California. "We're actively 
thinking about that." 

When Lawson's board started to crack down last year on doctors spreading 
misinformation about the coronavirus vaccines, she began getting threats. 
Anti-vaccination protesters accosted her at a parking lot and flew a drone over 
her house, she has said. 

"I've had to have private security," she told POLITICO. "I've had to have 
regular conversations with the California Highway Patrol," an agency that 
protects high-level politicians in the state. 

Now and then 
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Medical personnel from Riley County Health Department conduct a drive-thru vaccination using the new 
Medema vaccine ln Manhattan, Kansas. 

Despite those constraints, continue to crack down on some of their own. 

The federation said that two-thirds of their members had seen an increased 

number of complaints related to disinformation in a December 2021 survey, 

"There might be right now, dozens or hundreds of investigations going on [into 

misinformation]," Chaudhry said. 

But it's unclear whether the activity will make a difference. Many inside the 

profession are pessimistic. 

Some of the medical professions' trade groups have been called to act. In 

November, the American Medical Association's House of Delegates asked the 

organization to develop a strategy to address misinformation, The association's 

president, Gerald Harmon, told POLITICO around that time he had "the goal 

ahead of me," but the "devil is in the details." The association has no new 

updates. 

Anti-vaccine sentiment and vaccine skepticism has drawn backlash. When 

Houston Methodist Hospital suspended a doctor's privileges November after 

she allegedly spread misinfo1111ation over social media about vaccine policies, 

the doctor hit right back, She brnadcast on Facebook that she was suing 

hospital for financial information, alleging the hospital had profited from its 

administration of the vaccines. She also touted her cocktail ofa high-dosage 

steroids, iverrnectin, vitamin C, among other medications. (Some steroids have 

had success in treating Covid.) 

The targets of misinformation investigations typically claim they're better 

scientists than the scientists bringing the disciplinary actions. "It's not 
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Dark Truth Revealed: Medical Censorship, Dubious Networks 
and the Medical Council of New Zealand 
Censorship & Politi~ 

I have never met a doctor, when I bring up the Federation 
of State Medical Boards, who knows what I'm talking 
about ... The medical councils of the world have been 
captured by the Federation. We should not be allowing a 
private corporation to be influencing medical councils like 
this. If we stand by and we let the Medical Council of New 

Zealand incorporate this into their pollcies and 
procedures, that will be the final gag on anything that a 
doctor says counter to the mainstream narrative. - Dr 

Bruce Dooley 

Dr Dooley is an American trained private medical doctor who has been 
practicing in New Zealand for some years. After receiving a Master's degree 
in immunology and virology he attended medical school, where he learned 
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very early on, of the grooming that the pharmaceutical industry engage in 
with doctors and medical students. He gave an llXRLQ:;.ii11dn.tfil."\fil:l!,'. with Liz 
Gunn at Free NZ Media on 24 September 2022. 

A Tale in History: Corruption of the Medical Council of 
New Zealand? 

In the early 1900s most treatment processes were "natural medicine", 
involving interventions aimed at ru.allltil.1Diog_aJ1.ea1lhy.1eaai.u. Described 
well by Robert F Kennedy Jr In Iru:..Beal AnthoDY. Ffill.Ci, America had around 
2,000 medical schools at that time, teaching a range of Interventions. Oil 
magnate John D Rockefeller eliminated the majority of them, reducing the 
number to around 150, all of whom focused on allopathic medicine, which 
follows the pharmaceutical model using petroleum based medicine. This 
became known as "mainstream" wh!lst all other interventions were 
marginalised as "quack medicine". 

The fedgration of State Medical Board..s. (FSMB) is a private organisation 
founded in 1913, now based near Dallas in Texas and with a branch in 
Washington, DC. It Is not known if Rockefeller was involved in its formation 
but the timing makes it seem plausible. An international arm based at the 
same Texas address, the lnt~mational Aw_g_<l!J.oD_Q[.M_edjcal Regy1!1ozy 
fill.th.Qti1[g~ (IAMRA), was established In 1994, of which the Medical Council of 
NZ Is a member organisa\:iQ.o.. 

These organisations operate with a cloak of secrecy such that most doctors 
are unaware of their existence despite the inordinate power that they wield 
over medical practitioner regulatory authorities. Our concerns about this 
privatised, Machiavellian global monopolisation encroaching on the 
regulation of New Zealand medical practitioners were J:llQlO.t[yJ~d...by.Jlr 
Emanuel G_Ml:Jil.. Dr Dooley outlines the ways in which the intrusion plays 
out. He refers to the aim of medical councils being to "reduce harm to 
patients". The primiJfY_pui:pose of the MCNZ Is to 'protect patients and the 
public'. 

As our own Qr..M~ having a medical opinion which he is 
adequately qualified to have, but which is not consistent with the 
pharmaceutical Industry business model, is now enough to be considered as 
causing "potential harm". Dr Dooley uses Dr Shelton as an example in his 
description of this public health crisis. He asks why the Medical Council of 
New Zealand's letter of suspension to Dr Shelton was copied to the FSMB7 
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Dr Dooley learned about the FSMB whilst living in Florida, USA in the mld-

1990s. He was practicing f.DJ:A.r.bfilatl.QD._t1l,:rapy, an extremely safe and 

effective Intervention for patients with heart disease and other chronic 
conditions. A politically connected cardiologist appointed to the local medical 

council tried to have chelation therapy made illegal, as successful patient 

outcomes were reducing his patient load. 

Dr Dooley found himself before a disciplinary board on the matter, where he 
overheard mention of the FSMB. Curious to know who they were, he found 
out and attended the annual FSMB meeting in order to understand who they 
were, what they were doing and how. He describes FSMB as a private 

organisation of unknown funding offering luxurious "wine and dine" 

experiences including an awards ceremony, a library with free books and 

other gifts, to members of the medical councils. 

Ways to suspend the licenses of so-called "quack" or 'fringe" doctors were 
openly discussed at the event. At the time doctors and patients were pushing 

for medical freedom, and a movement was growing. FSMB encouraged 

medical council delegates to lobby lawmakers to restrict this movement, 

using the argument of needing medical council control for protection of 
public health. Medical council delegates (government employees) voted on 

policy written by the FSMB (a private organisation), which they had not seen 

until it was presented to them at the voting event during the annual 

conference. 

The end result was the creation of new laws further crushing the rights of 
doctors to practice autonomously. It appears this has been happening for 
decades, and has since spread across the world via IAMRA. 

Dr Dooley then testified at the White House Commission on Complementary 

and Alternative Medicine Policy, under President Clinton. This two year 

project produced great outcomes around how complementary medicines 
could impact population health but no action was taken. In his testimony he 

told the commission what he knew of the FSMB and declared that private 

organisations should not have the right to influence medical councils In this 

way. 

In 2021 the FSMB made tlfil.m~ which Dr Dooley describes as 
a "battle cry to the medical councils". Interestingly it coincides with a 

meteoric rise in "dissident'' doctors being disciplined and de-licensed by 

medical councils across the globe. 
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A few months after this notice was published, the FSMB conducted a survey 

of the medical councils and found a 56% increase In complaints about 

misinformation and disinformation from physicians. They concluded that 

they would therefore formulate policy relating to physician mis- and 

disinformation, to be voted on at the next annual conference. The vote took 

place in April 2022, and policy has been voted in confirming the right to de

licence medical doctors spreading mis- and disinformation. This action is an 

incredible display of Hegelian Dialectic. 

With no medical qualifications.Joan Simeon Is currently the CEO of the 

Medical Council of New Zealand, where she has worked for 19 years 

following ten years as a practice manager at a medical imaging company. 

Demonstrating the intensely globalist networks between FSMB, IAMRA and 

their member organisations, Ms Simeon is the Incoming Chair Elect of 

IAMRA. Dr Dooley reveals that IAMRA secretary and FSMB President/CEO, Dr 

Chaudhry, earns a salary of US$700,000. No doubt Ms Simeon anticipates 

her own bonanza. Where does all this money come from? Both IAMRA and 
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FSMB are run as registered charities, meaning their donors can remain 

opaque. 

Board of Directors 

OFFICERS 
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Dr Dooley describes the heartache he feels, watching the profession he loves 

so much, crumble. Public trust in the medical profession has been 

devastated. Nurses have confided in Dr Dooley, that to vent their horrors at 

what they are seeing today, they leave their phones behind and congregate 

in the hospital car park to speak in confidence as they know their careers 

could be jeopardised if they are heard "wrong speaking". 

Ms Simeon has already written to every licensed New Zealand doctor, saying 

that (her untrained definition of) misinformation and disinformation is being 

spread by "a few doctors". On this, we agree with Ontario Supreme Court 

Judge Pazaratz, who asked if"'mlsinformation' is even a real word ... Or has It 

become a crass, self-serving tool to pre-empt scrutiny and discredit your 

opponent?". 

The Medical Council of New Zealand have requested the input of doctors on 

a policy resembling, if not identical to, that passed in April by the FSMB, prior 

to voting on it. Dr Dooley warns: this will be the final gag on the right of 

doctors to speak on matters relevant to their clinical expertise, that are not 

in keeping with the mainstream narrative. NZDSOS disagrees slightly with 

him here; MCNZ came charging out of the gates at the start of the rollout, 
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having sat back quietly while early covld treatments were fraudulently 
suppressed, enforcing the One Source of Truth's narrative using a very large 
stick approach. It has ensured most of the profession has already given up 
its autonomy and independent thinking out of fear. 

We know of dead and injured doctor casualties from the jab's enforcement, 
and we will not rest until all the enablers are held to account. Based on the 
increasing body of evidence showing lies and deception, it really should not 
be long now. 

Dr Dooley concludes correctly that we need to disentangle our health care 
regulatory bodies totally from these powerful and malign Influences. The 
Medical Council of New Zealand must disengage from the International 
bodies and the government must allow open debate on issues of public 
health. 

Watch: Dr Dooley Outlines Concerns Regarding Dubious 
Networks At The Medical Council of New Zealand 
Dr Dooley's story belongs to every New Zealand er, and particularly every 
New Zealand doctor and licensed health care practitioner. Big Money must 
not be allowed to beat integrity and experience. 

Liz Gunn has put a call out to Joan Simeon, for an interview to discuss the 
Issues raised by Dr Dooley. 

Please share this story far and wide. 

View at FreeNZ; E.!J.m~ Qgy~ Bitchute: lldgbmilll: or below. 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 27 of 122
Case 1:23-cv-02016-JLR Document 19 Filed 05/02/23 Page 91 of 116 

COVID-19 and Medical Board Tyranny 
Steven LaTulippe, M.D. 

The COVlD-19 pandemic may someday be the subject of 
countless volumes of literature describing it as a sinister man• 
made global plague. In today's America, it has Introduced 
a dark age of medical science, Nowhere has this fact been 
demonstrated more clearly than by the actions of state medical 
licensing boards, most of whom take their cues from the 
FedNatlon or State Medlcal Boards {FSMB). Their drive to control 
medical practice has been gaining momentum for decades, but 
their current stance and methodology is an all-out assault on 
the once noble and leg!timate medlcul profession. 

Having received the Infamous honor of being the first 
medkal doctor In the U.S. to have my medical license first 
suspended, then Cully revoked, because ofCOVID malevolence, 
l've learned many lessons about exactly how state medlcal 
boards have honed the process of destroying good physicians. 

Now, to be sure, there are no perfect physicians, just as 
there are no perfect people. But a serious problem must exist 
when the Oregon Medlcal Board (0MB) Is ahle to take down 
a physician who has done no harm and who actually had no 
patient complaints concerning the board's allegations against 
him. 

In this story of my experience?, I am just an example. It 
exposes the corruption and dirty secrets of an agency that is 
out of control, without accountability, and devold of any regard 
for the best science and sound medical practice. Stute medical 
llcenslng boards have evolved into monsters that devour any 
medical practitioners In their path who do not comply with 
the government narrative. When government goes rogue, the 
medical system becomes an unholy a111ance thrit ultimately 
wreaks havoc on patients. When the physician-patient kinship Is 
compromised, the healing arts suffer greatly. Any collaboration 
between government and medicine spells disaster. 

Whl!n Nothing Makes SeMc:!, Think In Terms of Evil 

In late October 2019, I treated my first patient who 
presented with a ful!•blown [nfluenza•like illness th.it typified 
what In several months would be attributed to SARS-CoV-2. I 
wasn't particularly disturbed by the Illness, having seen slmllarly 
severe cases over the past decade. 

wt,en the COVlD-19 pandemic was declared on Mar 11, 
2020, r had treated only about 75 patients with the ~ndrome, 
They varled in age, but all severe cases were adulrs, many with 
comorbldities. lhey all recovered in about a week's time and 
all resumed their normal lifestyles. My treatment for severe 
viral illnesses had worked successfully for dee.ides. It included 
a pulse dosing of high-dose prednisone, a hlgh-dose topical 
steroid Inhaler, azithromydn or doxycycllne, a beta-agonlst 
Inhaler, and a generic oral hydrating solution. Simple as that. 

What caught my attention about this vlrus was not so much 
the virus itself, but the seemingly nonsensical approach to this 
mysterious pandemic. All the best studies regarding m.isklng 
concluded that masking was worthless, yet ovemlght Dr. 

"' 

Anthony Fauci, director of the Nation.ii Institute of Allergy and 
Infectious Diseases and the President':!. chief medical adviser, 
suddenly claimed that masking could help, and maybe two 
masks were better than one. Really? 

That message opposed the then-current standard of care. 
Then, doctors were advised to close their cllnfcs for two weeks. 
But Isn't It the duty of physicians to treat the sick? Why dose 
a clinic when cllnicians are most needed? To the best of my 
knowledge, I was the only doctor in Polk County to keep my 
c!lnlc doors open throughout the pandemic, staying falthful to 
my duty to put the patient first-always. 

In the early days of the pandemic, my patients who became 
ill over the weekend were calllng for treatment appointments 
on Monday, They all told stories of being turned away at 
emergency departments and urgent care dlnlcs. They received 
no treatment and were advised to quarantine at home for two 
weeks, and If their lips turned blue to go to the hosp Ital. I had 
never he;ird of such advice before. This was not medidne. As 
people were being told to cover their faces. social distance, 
close their businesses, and then to take .in untested new type 
of mRNA "vaccine~ I began to fee! that I was living in AIiee's 
Wonderland where nothing made sense. 

My office staff and I had never masked, and all the patients 
I treated recovered swiftly. My stand.ird cold and flu se;ison 
protocol worked very well. We had no problems with disease 
spread, and no cases were traced to my office. Netther my staff 
nor I ever got sick.And I had even treated a couple patients who 
were in overt he.irt faUure and had been refused treatment In 
the emergency department or by their specialists. 

Absolutely nothing made sense, untll I started putting the 
pieces of the puzzle together. People were living In fear and 
confusion. I soon concluded that thls was intentional. As the 
accumulatlng evidence revealed that the SARS-CoV-2 virus 
was patented, as was also the reponed -cure-all- vaccine, I 
suspected foul play. Whatever this pandemic was. lt appeared 
to be planned, and It was evil. That would explain .in otherwise 
inelepllcable pattern, 

The Cost ofTruth~Telllng 

In December 2019, I opened my first-ever social media 
account on Twiner, at the behest of my publisher, who 
suggested it to promote a book that I had Just launched: Unity 
Without Compromise: a Bfblicof Basis for Christian Union, The 
comments popp!ng up on Twitter at that time were disturbing. 
People seemed so CQnfused and distressed about this virus. 
Maybe it was mY Ph.D. training In microbiology that induced 
my reaction, but I couldn't res!st responding with comments of 
common sense and what our best scientific studies had tc1ught 
us. In no time, more than 30,000 Twitter followers revealed 
how desperate they were to hear the truth. But"Twltter Jack" 
Dorsey, Tw!tter's co-founder and now t'om1er CEO, didn't llke 
what I had to say • .ind I was often censored. By then J knew why. 

Jou,11111 of Amer le.on Ph)'Mdlnl anti Swgeo~ Volurnv 27 Number 4 Wint.or 2022 
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Unfortunately, I never did get to market my book. The COVID-1 9 
panic consumed my time. 

On Aug 13, 2020, I received a notice from the Oregon 
Medical Board {0MB) that It had•received a complaint regarding 
unprofessional conduct and has opened an Investigation: 

It alleged three things: 1) Licensee Is not following sod,il
distandng guidelines In his practice and care of p;Ulents; 2) 
licensee Is advising patients and the pub Ile that masks required 
under the current guldelines do not work and should not 
be worn; and 3) llcensee has been posting to soclal media 
statements discouraging citizens from adhering to dlsnmclng 
guidelines specific to COVID-19. 

I responded to the allegations, stating that I bad no 
Immediate recall of spedfically addressing social-distancing 
guidelines, but I affirmed my position that masks are not an 
effective viral barrier, and I gave my r,,;;it1ents informed consent 
regarding scientific mask data and allowed them to choose for 
themselves to mask or not In my dlnlc. My patients were most 
grateful for the honest Information. I heard nothing further 
from 0MB after submitting my response. 

Almost 4 months later, I ;;ittended a political rally at the 
capitol In Salem. By that time, I had concluded that some 
serious chicanery was Involved In the pandemic respmse. It 
was too coordinated, and It defied all tha best cunant science. 
Unexpectedly, on Nov 7, 2020, I spoke to a large crowd about 
masking, my highly successful early treatment of COVJD, and 
the fact that the government was trying to shut us down and 
control us. 

The Multnomah County (Portland) Republfcan Niitlonal 
Committee had recorded my speech and made a YouTube 
v(deo of It that went vir;,.I globally. Apparently, the next day the 
video reached the eyes of 0MB, and on Nov 9 the 0MB medfcal 
director sent me a threatening letter advising me that I ~may 
be In direct and active violation of current Governor Executive 
Orders" specifying that ·erect/ve and non-urgent procedures 
across ;;ill care settings that utilize PPE are allowed, but only to 
the extent they comply with guidance or administrative rules 
issued by the Oregon Health Authority~ 

The letter further stated that these"legal mandates•requlre 
all people to wear "properly litted facemaslcs• when Indoors 
In any care setting, this because "(mJaskJng has been shown 
to significantly reduce the spread of the novel coronavirus 
responsible for the current worldwide pandemic." Of course, 
that statement was contradicted by the scientific evidence. 
But according to OMB's medical dkector, my care •may be 
found to be negligent and may also constitute unprofessional 
or dishonorable conduct" and therefore "may be subject to 
administrative sanctions:' He concluded, "Thank you for your 
prompt attention to these matters.• 

My prompt attention apparently necessitated a surprise 
visit from a board investigator, who requested five minutes 
of my time. 1 spent more than an hour explaining to him my 
dlset'lse prevention protocol, my 100 percent success In treating 
COVID-19 patients, and all the bC!st science on masking-to 
no avall. H!s •investigation" got about nearly everything about 
mY case wrong, except that my staff and I were not masking. 
He t!ed, fabricated, and misrepresented data, and his bias was 
clearly to suppon the government party line. His Investigation 
was shoddy at best. he acted mere as a prosecutor than an 
investigator, 

The next morning, after the entire world had been notified, 
the Investigator advised me th;;it 0MB suspended my license 

Joumal of Amarkan Phyifd.,,sand Suri,e.oN Vo!ume:U Numb~r4 Winier :ZD:ZZ 

by "emergenqf order. No explanation. No due process. No 
free speech protection. Guilty as ch.:ir!:]ed, allegedly for not 
practicing medicine according to Governor Kate Brown's "legal 
mandates:' I was unaware that an unllcensed governor could 
ptactke medicine In Oregon. Nothing wai. legal with these 
decls!ons, and I quickly sought counsel and filed a federal 
lawsuit against 0MB. 

The board does all its damage in administrative courts, 
and ts hi!;lhly skilled in staying out of a real courtroom. 0MB 
immediately petitioned to dismiss my case on the grounds 
of It having •judicial Immunity.~ It took a year for the Judge to 
respond, but my federal lawstllt was dismissed-after 0MB 
bllndsfded me with a new"Complalnt and Notice of Proposed 
Disdpllnary Actlon"onJul 16,2021. To all the prev!ous"findings" 
related to COVID guidelines, this complalnt addi?d conclusfons 
from two fraudulent pain medicine Investigations that had 
been opened in 2019 and nevetclosed. 

Medical Boards'Tyranny in Pain Medicine 

0MB has been on the warpath against all doctors practicing 
pain medicine at least since the Centers for Disease Control 
and Preventlo1l (CDC) chronic opioid prescribing guldelines 
surfaced In 2016. WhC!n a pain patient of mine repeatedly 
refused to abfde by one of those guidelines, and then verbally 
abused my srnff, I termfnilted his care. The patient's partner's 
friend filed a complalnt ilgalnst me, unbeknownst to the 
patient himself (so the accuser stated In a personal letter to 
me). Though my action was clearly justified, 0MB opened an 
investigation. 

Less than a month later, on Dec 10, 2019, I received another 
notice from 0MB, this time stating, "The Oregon Medical Board 
has received a complaint regarding your care .ind tre.itment 
of [seven addltlom11} patlents .. ,and have [sic] opened an 
investigation." The vague charge was that "licensee Is not 
following the guldellnes for the treatment of chronic pain.• 
Once again, "guldellnes" were cited, but not a mention was 
made of what guidelines I was being accused of notfollowlng. 
Five of these seven patients actually wrote affidavits on my 
behalf after 0MB suspended my med/cal llcense. 

At the ensuing Investigative Committee meeting, several 
speclallsts took turris at setting traps for me. I focused on 
exposing their Ignorance about pain medicine. They called 
for the meeting to end, but I challenged them, stating that 
;;iccording to their policy, I could now ask them questions. 
Although the chairman Insisted they were out o( time, 
I continued. •why did you open an Investigation en a 
patient who was rightfully terminated for not following the 
'guidelines' and violattng his opioid agreement?" No answer. 
Second question: "Was there a complaint filed against me by 
seven patients regarding my treatment of their chronic parnr 
They responded that they could not give out the names or 
discuss anything about anyone who files a complaint: That 
wasn't my question. I repeated, "Was a complafnt actually 
filed against me about these seven patients7~1hlrty .s.econds 
elapsed. No answer. My attorney then spoke up for the first 
time and .stated, "You didn't answer Dr. LaTullppe's question." 
He repeated the question. Again, no answer, Just silence. 

I lmmedlately sent 0MB medical literature to support 
my position against the erroneous claims regarding pain 
management. Then I heard nothing further for some time. The 
investigation was left open. 

m 
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Medical Board Retaliation 

The proposed disciplinary action dated Jul 16, 2021, 
Included fully revoking my lfcense and fining me $10,000. The 
day before this complaint was filed, my wife and I left the stare 
to visit our daughters in Arizona, and we put our mail on hold. 
Our Intent was to be gone four weeks, but we extended our stay 
for seven weeks. Upon our return, we found a letter from the 
0MB sent by regular-service mail; the certified letter had been 
returned unopened after two weelcs. The letter announced 
their proposed action and gave me three weeks to respond. 
Not having received the notice, I responded four weeks late. 
l mailed the letter certified, and at the same time received a 
notice that a default order for revoking my med teal license and 
the $10,000 fine were acted upon because I had not responded. 
Again, no due process. 0MB made no attempt to contact me, 
despite having my email address and cell phone number. 

After receiving my response, 0MB refused to reconsider. 
And since my llcense was revoked because of addltlonal pain 
"flndfngs,"the board's petition to dismiss my federal lawsuit was 
granted. I appealed the case for judicial review, but at the time I 
had no legal representation, Now that I have an attorney, I am a 
sllghtly less vulnerable victim, But delay after delay has greatly 
drawn out tile legal process. 

How Medical Boards Destroy Doctors 

State medlcal boards can destroy hlghly qualified, 
conscientious, caring, and competent physk.lans for no other 
reason than that the doctors didn't follow the current polJtlcal 
narrative. Although their stated purpose is to protect the public 
from rogue doctors who do terrible things to patients, the 
actual purpose of state medical licensing boards now Includes 
pol!dng dissenters who ablde by their Oath of Hippocrates and 
actually base medical decisions on the best scientific elJJdence. 
How many good doctors have been removed? How could we 
find out? How do llcenslng boards get away with It, and why 
is the public unawa~e of their sordid tactics? The answers are 
comp@lling-and frightening. 

The process of weakening and wearing down good 
physicians by state medical boards Is systematic and can be 
described by what I call the six D's: 

Demoralize you, 
Divest you of your income, 
Destroy your reputation publlcly, 
Divert attention from the re.ii Issue, 
Delay the litigation process for as long as possible, and 
Deprive you of Ucensure In another state. 
A colleague encouraged me to .ipply for a Florida medlcal 

llcense becaLJse legislators there vowed to not deny a medical 
lfcense to anyone persecuted by medical boards because 
of COVID. Such was my case, But after I filed a federal lawsult 
against 0MB for constitutlonc1I vlol.itlons, It suddenly found 
cau5e to open new bogus Investigations against me, citing 
ludicrous things that alleg@dly happened to pattenu thut I 
hadn't seen for as long as five years. 

!'m uncertain whether any of tliese fabricated cases are still 
open despite OMB's having revoked my lfcense. The Florida 
M@dlcal Board Informed me that any open case would nulllfy my 
opportunity to apply for a Florida license to practice medicine, 
Since my case againstOMB Is now pending in Oregon Appellate 
Court,, I was denied the state llcense. But all 0MB had to do was 
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keep open a slngle bogus Jnvestlgatton-somethlng they do all 
the time-to prevent me from ever again practicing medidne 
in any state. 

Medical boards ruthlessly break the law with no fear of 
consequences, have zero accountability, and know full well that 
the rigged Judldal system will .:ilways guarant@@ their victory 
against medlcal doctors. St.lte medical boards can do whatever 
they want; and they know lt. lhelr methodology is based 
on live factors: Jud!clal Immunity, avoiding real courtrooms, 
capltal!zlng on the physician's weaknesses, Ignoring the best 
science, and discarding all ethics. 

Judldal Immunity 
The ever.abused disclaimer of medical boards charged with 

any foul play is'"judiclal lmmunlty."They assert that the!r actions 
were Implemented under the protective canopy of serving as 
a judge. As judge, they declare themselves exempt from all 
charges such as character defamation, malicious prosecution, 
fraud, and even glarlng constitution.ii violations that involve 
the First, Fifth, and Fourteenth Amendments. 

Medical board members are selected by the state gov@rnor, 
and consist of a potpourri of medic.ii .ind non-medical 
personnel. lhey have no legal expertise, but when It comes to 
taking down physicians, they are self•declared "experts." The 
legal system has rules that must b@ followed, but medical board 
accusers have their own unique set of rules. TI1ey would be 
quickly de.strayed in a real courtroom, but they are able to work 
In a system that fully enables their metliods: administrative law. 

Administrative Court the 01dnte~senti@l Kangaroo Cm1rt 
Unllk@ In civil and criminal courts, the composite medical 

board is assigned the role of Judge, although the members 
have no training In Jurisprudence. Their assuming full Judlclal 
authority Is akin to practicing medicine without a license. Also, 
no due process of the law appUesto these courts. There are no 
rules of evidence, and hearsay Is fully admissible as "evidence" 
of wrongdoing. 

Hearsay might Involve a stranger far away who read an 
artlde or somehow h@ard about a doctor and decides he 
wants to file a complaint with the state board against the 
doctor. Jf such a "witness" makes any blind accusation against 
the doctor-whom he may not know In the least-then that 
surreptitious charge would be considered as evidence, If the 
accusation favors the bias of the medlcal board team, then It 
becomes very useful fodder ln a boilrd proceeding. 

When a medical board takes action against a medical 
professional, such hearsay Is memorialized In the wldely 
publicized, unscrupulous mainstream media that adds Its own 
twist, giving the publlc the false Impression that this rumor or 
personal statement Is a proven fact. In thfs way, even the most 
absurd and false claims (lies) .Jre tied to the "villain," ilnd his 
chilracter is quickly destroyed. Of course, the board knows the 
claims are fallacious, but they wlll serve to Incite the recruited 
vigilantes to attack their prey. Threats and Insults and new 
accusations are sure to follow, And that rationalizes the board's 
deviant scheme. 

All such accusers ar@ given full protection by the board. 
l11at means the indicted medical doctor Isn't allowed to know 
the Identity of his accuser(s). It means no cross-examination is 
permitted, This allows the board to build ii case against a doctor 
without any evidence of patient harm or actual wrongdoing. 

An administrative law Judge (AU) is assigned to these 
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hearings, but acts only in an advisory capacity. Since medical 
board members are clueless about judicial procedure, the AU 
facllitates medlcal board "Judges"and makes recommendations 
that favor the board's actions and dedsions. The bias of AUs Is 
readily obvious, ils expected, since a huge connlct of Interest 
compromises them: they receive their Income from government 
agencies that they represent. In other words, the entire 
admlnlstratfve court system Is rigged. Judgment Js already 
decided before the hearings begin. It ls rare for a defendant 
to win In administrative courts. They are the quintessential 
kangaroo court. 

P[sarmlng the Victims of Medi car Bnard Abuse 
One of the most devastating actions committed by state 

medical boards against accused doctors Is rendering them 
weak and unfit to ward off their vldous attacker. The moment a 
physician's license Is suspended, his Income Is abruptly haltecf. 
Yet he must still pay out many expenses Ir. the process of 
dosing his clinic. How can he afford to hire an attorney7 That's 
easy, Jmt dip Into life savings for retirement, or deplete the 
children's college funds. Then hire an e)(pensive attorney who 
already knows the case Is futile, but will go through the motions 
of defending you In the mock court After all, It does provide 
the lawyer income, By that time, your funds are sufficiently 
depleted that you are extremely hesitant to appeal your case In 
civil court What wlll t11at cost? 

After all the l1bel and slander, abrupt loss of income, 
notifications that all medical affiliations, boarcf certifications, 
insura nee con tr acts, and hospital privileges have been canceled, 
the pending sense of doom begins to engulf you. 

'The Science's, 1hstlhl!es fnr Rest Sdence 
Throughout the fake court he~rlngs, you realize that all the 

best evidence you presented to defend your actions and your 
honor meant nothing.The board accused you of not complying 
with a standard of care or best practices, when ln fact, such 
standards were based on the Wl?okest and most biased 
medical studies available, or simply on the whim of the state's 
"woke• health agencies. The best science was neither cltecf nor 
acknowledged. Good sclencewas Ignored. When I declared tills 
elephant in the room, the board simply did not respond. All 
logic and strong evidence were overruled by some means or 
another by the AU. 

~!!!iill~«i 
Exposing all the subtle discrepancies of Justice that occur In 

a medical board action Is 11 formldable challenge. State medical 
boards abide by no code of ethics, and they m;,ke their own 
definitions of good and evU, How else can one explain the fact 
that state medkal boards have no problem with surgeons who 
mutilate, and render forever infertile, perfectly healthy young 
bodies under the guise or •gender-affirming care," while they 
will gladly crush a physician who actually heals the sick and first 
does no harm? 

When ethics and morality are discarded, people will do 
whatever evil they wish, and justify it to themselves. Never 
w(ll they consider the collateral damage they do. When 0MB 
suspended my llcerue, thousands of patients suddenly had no 
physidaii. One-half of my practice Involved pain and addiction 
medicine. This population was doing very well under my 
care. Some of them now have suffered greatly, and in diverse 
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ways. One committed suicide. Several applied for dlsabillty 
compensation. Others returned to heroin and other street 
drugs. Some are depressed and an)(ious due to lade of quallty 
care. A few have given up and slowly wilt away. 

My receptionist derived much support from our uclinlc 
family:"She had been suffering from severe personal and family 
Issues, but she thrived in n,y office. After my clinic closed, she 
moved and sought other employment, In a few months, she 
died from a substance overdose. 

The Consequences of Such a System 

I practiced medicine without blemish for more than 22 
years before 0MB tool< me down for telling the world that early 
medlcal treatmentforCOVID-19 was extremely effective. What if 
a small-town doctor showed the world that there Is an effective 
COVID-19 treatment when Emergency Use Authorization for an 
experimental vaccine requires that no treatment be available? 
The loss to the pharmaceutical Industry would be enormous. 
Thus, Independent doctors must be sacrificed. 

State medtcal boarcfs are so powerful that almost all 
physicians are terrorized Into silence and submission. I broke 
the rules, and I paid the price. I lost my license, 1ny clinic, my 
home, my career, my reputation, and my means of supporting 
myfilmily. 

The evl dence thatOMB conven ient1y ignores is that no actual 
complaint was ever Filed against me by any of my patients. and 
that I never caused any ti arm to even a single patient, I only did 
my job. 0MB lied about a complaint being tiled against me-a 
gross injustice. WIii i ever be vindicated? In the world's eyes, it 
likely doesn't matter. 

Restoring Medical Freedom 

Some say that we need a parallel medical system in America, 
free from the pirated third-party system, Such a system would 
be Incredibly effective at restoring quality medical care. But that 
would Ukely be the system's downfall. Independent doctors 
would still be a small minority. They would yet be attacked and 
threatened for doing their Job folthfully. Thw<1rted by conupt 
pharma, judges, lawyers, hosp!t.il CEOs, and many other 
colleagues, could they survive? 

Medical freedom demands that we dissolve the Federation 
of State Medical Boards, which now advises every state's 
medical licensing board to punish doctors for speaking truth 
In medicine and lruistlng on informed consent, State medlcal 
boards must be dethroned. Litigation and leglslatlve changes 
arevltal. 

Now Is the time to act. as the evidence of the death and 
disease cc1used by 1nalefactors in the disastrous COVID-19 
response mounts. International and U.S. government agencies, 
and their officials, knew the truth. The truth wl11 be told in 
history, but many lives will be saved If we boldly and loudly 
proclaJm the truth now. 

Fu lndlv!duals, we must all do what we can to better our 
world. and recognize that whatever the price of freedom, no 
cost Is too great. 

Freedom is only vanquished when the people forfeit their 
liberty. Once lost, this pearl of great prfce may never be restored. 

SleYlln LaTuUppo, M.D., Is a fomlly physlc1an.Contac1:sataWHp~@ylna!!.com. 
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Disciplining Physicians Who Spread Medical Mlsinforrnation 

.Y...llll:l)Ll'aug, ScD, LLM, MP~ and Sumh SPhC(l"'r DeBoo, MD, MA 
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The combinalion of lhc rapidly evolving COVID-J 9 landscape and the widespread lL'iC of .social me<lia ha.,:; 
created the perfect storm for viral dissemination of misinformation, leaving the health community stnIg

gling to communicate evidence-bused guidance in a broad mid timely fashion. E:iu1.cerbaLing thi6 problem is 
a minority of heallh care professionals who promote falsehoods about COVID-19 and have thereby brought 

renewed focos to concerns about medical misinfol'mntion and the rights and responsibilities of heaJth care 
professionnls ro comnrnnicate o.ceuratc, evidence-bused information. Recently, there have been increasing 
ca!Js in lhe mcdicuJ conununiLy, including from the Federation of Su-Lie Medical Bonrds (FSMJ3)1nnd pro
fessional certification boards such ns the Americun BounJs ol'Fnmily Medicine (ABFM). Internal 
Medicine (AB!M), and Pediatrics (ADP),2. to revoke the licenses nnd hoard certificatio□s of physicians 
who promulgate medical misinformation, whose harmful claims tend 10 receive disproportionate attention 
bnsed on their professional statl1'>. 'l'bt!fe ho.Ve been reports of physicians refuting now widely acGepted pre
ventive measures, such as masking and vaccines, conu-ary lo ample evidence .supponi □g their effieacy.l ln 
addition, a small but vocal number of physicians continue to tout the benefit-. of now discredited treat
ments, such as ivermeclin. which not only fo11 to successfulJy tteilt COVID-19 infection but may also put 
patienls at riskd .• ~ 

Lessons 1earntfil from vaccine hesitancy research e1111 help inform the «Jangers ofphysieian sprenU misinfor
mation, ns vaccination is now the most important COVID-t 9 preventive measure available. Decades of re
se11rch huve consistently ctemonslrati.!d that a strong physician recommendation is nmong lhc most impor
taut drivers of vaccine acceptance an<l uptake,.U and 1.!arly surveys suggest that the .!mmc is true for COVID-
19 vnccinalion.1,/.i 

Medical Board:,; and Disciplinary Pniceedings 

Physicians generally enjoy the privi1ege:. und re.,;ponsibilities of sclF-regulatiun, but state medical board,; 
provide over:-:.ight to ensure that rules are followed. The sll'ucturc nnd authority of medical boards vary 
from slate to state. Mo::.t. boards ure indL-pendent and muinluin a.II licensing ond disciplinm·y powers, while 
some are part of a larger umbrella agency such as a stttte department of health. For cxnmple. discipline 
ngninsr physicians accused of misconduct in New York is housed within the state Health Departmeot's 
Office of Professional Medical Conduct.2 Euch state's Medical Practice Act prohibits physicians from en
gaging in "unpmfessional conduct." While stH(e.s define unprofessional conduct differently, it is the most 
cmmnon reason for physician disciplinary action relale<l to professiormlism.lil 

Some stale laws authorize disciplinary action against physicians who make false, deceptive, or mislentling 
statements lo the pubJic. Generally, lhesc laws apply only to statements made in connection with advertis
ing, but some ure wor<lcct broadly enough to apply in oclditiom1l contcxts.il Among the cases pursued by 
medical boartls. none have imposed serious pcmdties ugainsl physicians thought to be sprnmling misinfor
mution (Tnblc).lJ. 
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TABLE I 

fuumples o( Actions hy SUJ!i: Medico\ Boanls Agoin~I Phy.~iciun Sprcndini; Misinfommtiou 

Stut1."Nc11r Ca.st! Ill::'lulf 

mi11oi.s/2004 A complaint tiled .1.g11inst u physician hnsc:d on m1 Vofonturily dismissed after the 1,hysician modi lied 
onlit1e publicmiun of ''foist! unci p0IC11liully hannful his Web site und slopped tn.mting pallcnis, 
medical utlvkc.•· 

Arizonu/21ll5 lnwstig11tiun into 11 physitii111 lhr 1mli-v11cclne 

mcssu1,1cs, 

Orcgmin020 Aclion ugain8{ un ·'anti-musk'' physician, 

□coq-:iu/2020 A complai111 m::eu:;ing a physician nfpublidy 

sp1"t"ading rn1~ C.'OVTD-19 information. 

Te.u1sf21P..l A compluiut ufu physician spreading 

misinfnnnntion 11bout hydruxychlomquine a<. 

COVID-19 treatment 

Investigation closed because n(lnc or the individuals 

who tiled ..-omplnints ui,:uin~t the phyi;khin hw..1 

alleged pmhlcms with his "aclual n1ediciil core," 

License i;uspensiun bRS~·d on 1he µh)'~kian'x fu.ilure 

to comply wilh 1111u;klng n:quin:mcnts in the 

1reDimem of pntients, not sm1emc111s made in p11hlic 

settings. 

No violation t1ctcrmi11i:d. 

Tiu.: physicicm \V'J.'i fined 1500 ftn· failing to e."-plnin 

harmful side crrec1s k'l lhe p:Uien1 uixm prcscriplion 

of \1ydroxycl1loroquinc. 

Disciplinary proceedings can be lengthy nnd clmllenging in nnturc. It is also not clear whether physicians 
-who nre not government officials-have any legal obligatiun to promote public heultl1, tlespite ethical 
and professional obligations. 

Disciplining a physician who spreads misinfurnmtiun is ajuclgmenL on the physician's competency. 
Professional go\•cn1ing bodies-including sl'nte medical boards-promulgate rules anti standards by which 
memhers must abide. The right to practice medicine is n privilege g1imted by lhc state. Ir a physician inten
tionally spreads misinfummliun that puts the public at risk, the mediC"al board hns a duty to acl 

Consl.itmicmality and Com·crn:-: 

Physicians lmve tbe Light to free speech that prohibits government restriction, even if the content is false. 
But freedom of speecb is not nbso]ute. The Supreme Court has determined that there arc 3 types of speech 
restrictions: contenr-basecl, commercial. nnd profi:.rsiotwl.JJ. Depending on the speech's nature. courts will 
apply varying levels of scruliny when considering a ruling. 

State medical bourd di!liciplinary proceedings ago.inst physicians disseminating misinformn.tion cun be con
sidered content-bused restrictions. A content-based restriction "di!icriminote.o; against speech based on (he 
substance or what it communieat.es."ll Conl'enl-based restrictions are presumptively unconstitutional and 
are onJy valid if the srntc shows that they nre the least resu·ictivc mcum; of achieving a compelling state 
interest. 

The arguments for disciplinary proceedings generally emphasize U1e potential harms to public healtb. But 
this is like1y not enough to achieve constitutiona1ily, because the slate can mitigate the. harm by disseminat
ing factually accurate messages. 

Mnny of the physicians implicated in lhe dissemination of misintOrmntion have done so without offering 
anything for sale. In these cases. the commercfol speech doctrine and its lower scruLiny do not npply.ll But 
even if the speech contemplaLes n tmnsuction, "courts have deruoasu-atcd increasing re]uctance lo regulate 
commercial speech, emphasi:r.ing the dghcs of speukers rather than the :;talc's interests in the hcn1th and 
welfare of commu11ity mcmbers.".Ll. 
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The proJ'es,\·ionC1l speech docu·inc hns been applied by several federnl nppellate courts to limit the free 

speech right'i of physicians or therapists. Some cin:u.it courts have decided that when dispensing profos-

sionaJ advice, physicians are enlitlec.l lo less stringent Fir,;t Amendment" prolections. According to the: Ninth 

Circuit. while medical trentments require speech, a physician's speech in tbat contex.L concems treatment 

less thnn speech about public issucs.1..5. In 2018, the Supreme Court upheld a California statute reql1iring li

censed "crisis pregnancy centers" (which dist.:ourage women rrom seeking abortions) to notify women that 

Califomio provided free and low-cost services .including obortions.ll While rhe case may support the no-

Liun of the profossional speech doctrine, it likely is not broad enough to cover speech entirely unrelated to 

practicing medicine, which is gcncmlly defined as providing !l diagnosis or lreatment to individual patients. 
When physicians make public statements tibout rnedicaJ matters, they arc not speuking to an individual 
patient. 

Another important consideration is the concern about punishing physicians who stray from medicaJly ac
ccptccl standards when they believe the stand11rd of care is misguided. Those physicians might be leery of 

ex.pressing their thoughts ifa state medical board could discipline ugains! lheiropposing srntements. This 

is especially co11ccrning when guidunce from public health officials change nlong the course of un evolving 

public health scenurio, One notable example W'dS Dr Anthony Fauci's opinion early in lhe COVID-19 pan

demic that masking was not required. Since then, as cvjdcnce of COVID-19's lrnnsmissibility was aug
mentec.l, masking became a clear emphasis, 

However. formal pmfessiona1 channels exist for refuting widely nccepted mec.licol information-namely, 

through peer-reviewed publications. The peer-review pmces.'i helps ensure the scientific rigor of the infor

mation prc.-;cntcd urn.1 nLLempts tn prevent low-quality information from reacl1.ing the !icientific 

cornmunity,J.u By subjecting their studies to the scrutiny or peer revisions, physicians who diBugree with 

currenl medical standard::; have an avenue not only for expressing their dissent bul also for slwring the evi

dence to support it, as well as a plntform for public dissemination if ncceptec.l. 

There is ample evidem;e of the so-called "medical reversals''l7.. that ex.emplify the power of the peer-review 

process. 1n the late I 9R0s, n group of drugs once wi<.Jely considered es~ential lbr the pn:venlion of sudden 

cnrdinc arrest following myocardial infarction wns fuunc.l to increase patients' mortality risk when com
pared with placebu,JJi More recenl examples include rejecting the practice of prescribing hormone replacc

me11t thcmpy for postmcnopausal women and allergen avoidance tbr child1'C11 at high risk of peru,ut aliergy. 

Potential Solulion 

De'spite constilulional Jimilations, one solution draws on established disciplinruy guidelines agninst lawyers 

who spreac.l knowing or reek.less falsehoods. Under this ::;umdurd. a stale medical bom·d could discipline R 

physician who hiowing/y !i-preads. medical misinformation (ie. spreads disinformation) or spreads misinfor

mation despile bnving serious doubts that the informruion is true (ie. spreads information recklcssly). ln the 
legal profession. knowingly ur recklessly spreading l'ulschoods is evidence of tl1e lawyer's •'f1tness to pruc

tice" and as such wammts t.lisciplinary .1ction ugninst the fawyer. 

Within this framework, a state medical board woulc.l have to prove 2 things. First, the infonualion spread 

was false. Second. the physiciun acted knowingly or recklessly. While medical knowledge is ever-evolving, 

!mme positions ln the medical community have been accepted ns factual cornerstones. such as the widely 
and roundly refuted suggestion rhnt vaccines contribute tu u.utism. Proving lhe physician's knowing or reck

less mcntul slate ,,..,011ld require proving tlrn.t the delCnclant acted with ''actut1l nrnlice"-thnt is "wilh knowl

edge that it wru. false or with reckless disregard of the statement's validity." 

Proving malice doos. not require direct evidence or intent to deceive; rather, it can be cstnblished by evi
dence that stalement'i were 'Tabiicated," ''Lhe product of imagination," or "su inherently improbable that 

only n reckless mnn would have put them into circulatiun.'' A state medical hoard could prove a physician's 

nctunl ma1ice hy showing !'hat his or her statements COtJtradictecJ a settled medicnl consensus and were 
ba.-;ed on unverifiable sources or nu evidence Ht Hll, This combination would aUow the bourd to determine 

thi.ll a physicinn cmild not-in goo<.1 foith-believe the unsupporLed statements when all responsible med

ical authorities have rejected those same statements. 

Contlusioi1 
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Disseminating heallh misinformation has only become easier in lOday's wor1d of socinl media. Many have 
taken the position that :oitate medical bum-cJs should act against physidans sprencling misinformation regard
ing COVID-19 vnccincs and other mitigution strmegies. Hmvever. disseminating misinformntion via social 
media is not the same us \realing an individual palient. As such, physician~ disseminating lutrrnful misin
formalion are affon..led consLilutional protections. And while this may be harmful to society in the context 
ofCOVID-19. nllowing physicians t.o challenge medically accepted standards hns resulted in "medical re
versals" of these srnndanJs l..hroughout history. So, any limitations on physicians' speech must be nDrrowly 
tailored. Requiring state mcdicnl boards to pmvc lhal physil-'ians arc knowingly or recklessly spreucJing 
misinformation strikes the right balance. 

Fool11<llcs 
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NZ!JSOS. 

Unmasking the Mystery of the Federation of State Medical 
Boards : Dr Emanuel Garcia in Discussion With Maajid Nawaz 
Censorsbip & Politics. What is Going On? 

Who Are the Federation of State Medical Boards? 
Most doctors have never heard of the Federation of State Medical Boards 
(FSMB) despite the fact that they Impose the rules and regulations that 
doctors are increasingly required to abide by. Dr Bruce Dooley brought them 
to lnre.r..1'1.i!llilllil.Lil.ll.tian In his September 2022 interview with Liz Gunn at 
El'.fil:NZ Medja. However our own NZDSOS founding member Dr Emanuel 
Garcia first wrote about them at Gl!Jlli!.l..R.~~h..ln.8!.!gUfil.2.Q.U and he has 
remained fmef.ront lo the expQ&. 

Hot on the tails of Dr Matt Shelton's recent interviel!Y'. with Maajid Nawaz, Dr 
Garcia has now spoken on the podcast Radical. Their conversation focuses 
on the Federation of State Medical Boards and its influence on medical and 
health professional licensing authorities across the globe . 

• ' .. • '>-- •• 
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The Eedf:r.filion of State Medical Boilli:i:; Is a private entity connected to a 
charitable foundation whose donors are shrouded in secrecy but very likely 
to be primarily from the pharmaceutical Industry. Founded in 1912, a year 
before the US Federal Reserve Bank, whose name also dishonestly implies 
governmental authority, the only connection between government and the 
Federation of State Medical Boards is the lobbying they undertake for 
political influence. 

They are otherwise a corporate-funded organisation claiming a mission to 
safeguard patients by "licensing, disciplining and regulating physicians and 
other healthcare professionals'. As has been revealed during the Covld-19 
crisis, they do this by engaging in Mafia style strategies to silence opposition, 
serving to increase and fortify their own profits and control. They were 
instrumental In suppressing the integrative medicine movement in the 1990s 
and also appear to be implicated In America's opioid crisis. 

UCEHSDIC&F.11.Arl'l: Plh'SICIAN~AT.lCDfl'[R (1_11'/0CACT [OUCAllllll', SfATUDAIIDCOJftl[CT ~r111n·ioOC'TO~ 

In conversation with Maajid Nawaz, Dr Garcia discusses how he came to 
learn about the Federation of State Medical Boards and how their influence 
Impacted his own professional career as a psychiatrist working in New 

Zealand. Founded in 1994, the International Association..Qf.Me.d.lc.il 
&:g\Jla.1Qry-8!J.th2riJ:ie:;. (IAMRA) Is an expansion of the Federation of State 
Medical Boards, also claiming a goal of public protection by ensuring doctors 
are "safe and competent'. 

Contact Us 
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As a partnership both entitles now influence meclical and health professional 
regulatory authorities across clisclpllnes, states ancl nations, including the 
Medical council of New Zealand (MCNZ). Two New Zealand examples of the 
obvious conflicts of Interest Involved are: 

• Joan Simeon is both CEO of MCb!Z. and Dli!ir.::.Elect of IAMRA: 
• Curtis Walker is Chair of MCNZ and member of the Federation of State 

Medical Board's Task ForcfJfilllealth Eq1,!ity and Medical Regulation. 
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What Impact Is The Federation of State Medical Boards 
Having on Medicine, Doctors and Public Health? 

Doctors and health professionals daring to speak against the Industry-led 

narrative in favour of medical and public health evidence have fallen foul of 

an aggressive smear campaign and been Investigated and de-licensed by 

compromised regulators, ensuring suppression of dissent. Individual 

members at NZDSOS have faced this wrath, as have .bigb..R[Q[ill, 

.interrutti.QD.ilillP_gru .. The erroneous belief amongst many health 

professionals Is that their compliance with these directives serves the public, 

when it is apparent that they serve private Interests connected to the 

Federation of State Medical Boards which threatens public safety. 

Dr Garcia also speaks about the public health measures enforced, the lack of 

science behind them and the untold harm they have - and continue - to 

cause, in New Zealand. This includes his experiences and observations at the 

February 2022 Freedom Camp in Wellington. New Zealanders have a general 

trust in our authorities, which has resulted in a widespread belief that we 

should follow government guidance, even when that guidance has been 

absurd. This Is facilitated by what Dr Garcia calls a "drumbeat of fear', via the 

propaganda of mainstream state funded media. 

Following on from Dr Garcia's interview, the same podcast episode then 

features Dr Bob Gill, an English General Practitioner and director of the 

documentary~. He provides a British perspective on the 

privatisation, monetisation and corruption of health systems. This is a 

fascinating story which fits Into the jigsaw that the Federation of State 

Medical Boards have a significant part in. Dr Gill describes doctors being 

unwittingly pulled into their own self-destruction, and the roles played In the 

demolition of health systems by the pharmaceutical industry, health 
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insurance Industry and public-private partnerships being encouraged by 

nefarious entities such as World Economic Forum. 

A Call For Support From Our Colleagues: It Is Not Too Late 

Dr Garcia argues that if 5% of doctors with critical faculties - acting like real 

doctors - had spoken up against the narrative, then the damage and 

destruction New Zealanders have experienced would have been prevented. 

The mafia tactics of the Federation of State Medical Boards, filtered down to 

individual health professionals, has been highly effective in suffocating 

dissent, stigmatising critical thinking and helping to establish a Slas.1::styk 

.Q,i)!JJr!,, 

New Zealand's emergency covid legislation remains in place, and Dr Garcia 

suggests It can be used against the populace again at anytime. Doctors are in 

a prime position to oppose this harmful legislation ever being imposed upon 

New Zealand again. 

Listen to Dr Garcia's story, acquire an understanding of events playing out 

and determine the role you wish to play at this critical time. Lend your 

expertise to NZDSOS, to protect mfil!Lc.alfrn.eci.Qlllii and democracy against 

~y_i;h.Q.R,a.tbiCifiltl@_~ such as the Federation of State Medical Boards. 

Watch: Dr Garcia and Dr Gill Revealing the Harms of 
Public-Private Partnerships Corrupting Health Care 

Systems Globally 

We highly recommend an hour with Dr Emanuel Garcia of NZDSOS followed 

by half an hour with Dr Bob Gill, for anyone trying to make sense of what is 

going wrong In health systems across the western world. 

Radical: Episode 32 - Q.!1.lle.s1CQY.ing.QucHe.ill!h..Sy.filfill1.o.llil.illg..ehru:ri:la 

Q!Jlli,II.~-
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www.drrichardkaul.com 

JUNE 12, 2024 

JORGE DOPICO 
CHIEF ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE 
STATE OF NEW YORK 
SUPREME COURT APPELLATE DIVISION 
180 MAIDEN LANE -17 1" FLOOR 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10038 

RE: MATTER OF JAMES PAUL OETKEN, ESQ 
DOCKET NO. 2024.1398 

Dear Mr. Dopico, 

Thank you for your letter, dated June 12, 2024. in which you conclude there exists no basis for 
disciplinary action against Respondent James Paul Oetken. 

However, the letter is conclusory, without any analysis of the facts of bribery/judicial corruption 
to which Respondent admitted in 2022, the supporting documents of which were submitted 
with the November 30. 2022, Complaint (copy attached). With all due respect, your review is a 
'whitewash', purposed to mitigate the publicization of Respondent's "pattern of racketeering" 
on the federal bench, as detailed in the June 5, 2024, release from www.drrichardkaul.com 
(copy attached}. The release reached a global audience of over two million (2,000,000}, but on 
June 11, 2024, the function was deactivated by wix.com. Please see attached copy/email and 
please note my 2022 Complaint was docketed in 2024. 

Respondent's 2022 admission of facts as to bribery/public corruption does invalidate your 
review, as these violations are felonies under New York law, and could never substantiate an 
ethics committee investigation of no cause, and you have not shown otherwise. It would 
appear that the committee has permitted itself to become part of Respondent/Defendant 
Oetken's violations of law, subject to liability pursuant to RICO. 

Defendant Oetken and his multiple felonies on the bench are the subject of an appeal in the 
United States District Court for the 4th Circuit, a case, the facts of which he failed to deny and 
thus caused to be admitted. Please find attached a copy of this Complaint. These admitted facts 
warrant further investigation by federal prosecutors in a district outside of the S.D.N.Y. 

1 
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Defendant Oetken's perversion of the process of your committee constitutes a further basis for 
claims against him in the United States District Court, and I would request in the interests of 
justice, that you ask the Department of Justice to investigate Defendant Oetken and the validity 
of your review. 

There must occur an independent and transparent investigation of Defendant Oetken's long 
history of bribery-related judicial misconduct, as he will continue to incur liability until such an 
investigation is conducted. This individual has used/continues to use the federal bench in 
furtherance of a "pattern of racketeering" and unless the Committee properly investigates the 
matter, it too will become subject to suit. 

Yours sincerely 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

cc: JAMES PAUL OETKEN 

2 
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M Gmail 

TEST 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL <no-reply@usrmailtest.com> 
Reply-To: drrichardkaul@gmail.com 
To: drrichardkau1@gmall.com 

Richard Kaul <drrichardkaul@gmail.com> 

Sun, Jun 9, 2024 at 11:25 PM 

Can't see this message? View in a browsm: 

PRESIDENT TRUMP+ 
CORRUPTION IN THE NEW 

YORK COURTS 
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Cortuptlon 

Corrupt Judges 
Threat to the 

Constitutional State 
Fmn2i$b Rinke/MW•Chril;tine t'Uc.hs/Gittcl:i. F.l:mer / Ais.h.~ry.a Nntaraj,m/ 

Amt W\rli1/NU, Seii!cl/Hartmut Ranl(/~f.1l>Jr M11hlffl1'il.MC/ 
AJ:i.ja Schodh:r--Sdalem.'f 
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On March 25, 2021, Plaintiff, RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, filed a lawsuit 
{KAUL v OETKEN· 2...4=Q1.'::ilQ_1.8.5) in the United States District Court 
against New York Judge, James Paul Oetken, a judge appointed by 
the Democrats. The central thrust of the Complaint pertains to 
judicial corrupt.illn and within the Complaint, KAUL alleges, amongst 
other things: 

"Defendant James Paul Oetken is a district judge in the 
Southern District of New York, who, prior to being appointed to 
the bench was private counsel to multiple financial 
corporations, a number of whom he defended in the 2008 
financial fiasco. Subsequent to his defense of corporations that 
had caused massive homelessness/poverty on the American 
people, he was proposed by Senator Charles Schumer to the 
bench. Plaintiff Kaul sued Schumer on April 4, 2019, in K3 
(KAUL v SCHUMER; 19-CV-13477), on charges of 
racketeering/bribery/public corruption/civil rights violations 
(Exhjbjt 1 ). The case was voluntarily dismissed on January 3, 
2022 (K3: D.E. 53), but not before Defendant Schumer extracted 
money from the public purse to fund his legal defense (Exhjbjt 
2)." 

"Defendant Oetken, recognizing his conflict of interest, and in 
fact exploiting it, did adjudicate K11-7 from August 19, 2021, to 
September 12, 2022, without disclosing his conflict to the court 
record or Plaintiff Kaul. This "pattern" of K3 Defendant 
Schumer related conflicted-ness was evident in K1, in which the 
first presiding judge was Defendant Schumer's brother-in-law, 
Kevin McNulty, a judge who became disqualified on May 22, 
2019 (K1: D.E. 340). Defendant Schumer, a NY State Senator, 
has for many decades received enormous bribes from the 
insurance/banking industry on Wall Street, NY, and within K1 
were Defendants TD Bank and Allstate/Geico Insurance 
Companies. The McNulty-Schumer-Oetken-TD-Allstate-Geico 
nexus was able to dirw:t)y_ corrupt the judicial process until 
K11-17, but still, in an increasingly 'thuggish' manner, attempts 
to interfere lndjrect)v. with threats against Plaintiff Kaul." 

"Defendant Oetken believes he can, and on March 15, 2024, 
entered an order (Exhjbjt 3) in K11-7, a case closed on October 
6, 2022, in whjch he threatens Plaintiff Kaul, that if by March 29, 
202.4, he fails to dismiss Kll-17, he wm be fined, wm be held in 
contempt, and wm likely be arrested/jail.ml..Jn his March 15, 
2024 'ORDER' Defendant Oetken provides no law to 
r.nrrnhnr::iif,::11, nnr r.nultt ho. th::d ho. h::iic:. ::iinv lonitim::iito nr IPn::11 
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right to coerce Plaintiff Kaul into dismissing K11-17 under 
threat of imprisonment. Defendant Oetken's illegal actions are a 
consequence of his scheme, in conjunction with the K11-17 
Defendants, to prevent Plaintiff Kaul from further exposing his 
crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 
Defendant Schumer." 

On May 30, 2024, PRESIDENT TRUMP became the first ex-US 
President to become criminally convicted, a conviction that occurred 

in a New York Court in front of a democratically appointed judge. The 

issue of judicial corruplkm underpins TRUMP'S continued position 

as to the oulllly of the 'convjctjon'. 

In America, judges are appointed by politicians, and as a 

consequence the judicial system is an extension of the political 

system, and as such the constitutionally mandated separation of 
power is a myth. However, the perniciousness of the dissolution is 

exacerbated by the fact that in America, corruption of the political 

body was made legal in 201 O subsequent to the Citizens United 
case, in which the then Supreme Court held that corporations were 
persons on whom there were no restrictions as to how much money 

(bribes) they could funnel into the pockets of politicians-judges. The 

American politico-judicial body, as President Trump has discovered, 
is for sale, and in his particular New York case, his bid was politically 

insufficient. 

www.drrlchardkaul.com e 

This email was sent from~-

If you no longer wish to receive this email, change your email preferences .!:!.1;1.te.-. 
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UNiTED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD; 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

v. 
I 

FILED 
APR 12 202~ 

PEIERA. MOORE, JR., ClJaRK 
~OOURT, EONC BY~.._. __ OEPCU< 

CIVIL ACTION: NO.: 23-CV-00672 
CENTER FOR PERSONAUZED EDUCATION FOR PHYSICIANS; 
JAMES HOWARD SOLOMON; 
FEDERATION STATE MEDICAL BOARDS; 
ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY; _ 
CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE; ROBERT FRANCIS HEARY . 
DANIEL STOLZ; JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

(M-KS) 

PlAINTIFF KAUL'S SUR-REPLY TO DEFENDANTS MOTION TO VACATE 
DISCOVERY ORDER AND DEADLINES 

Respectfully Submitted 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

DATED: APRIL 11, 2024 

1 Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 91 Filed 04/12/24 Page 1 of 5 
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RELEVANT REFERENCE TO THE KAUL CASES 

Kll-7: KAUL v ICE: 21-CV-06992 

Kll-10: KAUL v ICE: 23-CV-2016 

Kll-14: KAUL v GEICO: 23-CV-22325 

Kll-15: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 23-CV-22582 

Kll-17: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 

Kll-18: KAUL v OETKEN: 24-CV-00185 

I 

REPLY 

1. Plaintiff Kaul respectfully asserts that Defendants March 19, 2024, plea to 'Stay the Rule 26(f) 

Conference, the Discovery Plan/Report, Disclosures, and all other Discovery Deadlines, Pending 

a Resolution on his Motion to Dismiss' is without factual or legal foundation and should 

therefore be rejected, on the basis of the following facts/law: 

2. Defendants, as with every other Defendant, has submitted a defense that relies almost 

exclusively on the September 12, 2022, Injunction issued by U.S.D.J. James Paul Oetken (Kll-7: 

D.E. 168), and that injunction related defense is re-stated as the sole basis for his current plea. 

3. On April 8, 2024, the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, In 

dismissing Kll-18 with prejudice, did reference the operative section·ofthe September 12, 

2022, injunction of U.S.D.J. Oetken, which Is verbatim: 

"From the date of this Opinion and Order, Plaintiff Kaul Is barred from filing in any United 

States district court any action, motion, petition, complaint, or request for relief against any 

of the Defendants named in this litlgatlon that relates to or arises from (l) the denial of his 

2 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 91 Filed 04/12/24 Page 2 of 5 
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medical license; (ii) subsequent lltlgatlon proceedings Initiated by the Defendants here before 

the date of this Order; (iii) subsequent litigation proceedings initiated by Plaintiff Kaul before 

the date of this Order; without first obtaining leave from this Court." (Kll-7: D.E. 168 Page 19 

of 20). 

4. These six (6) lines contain the actionable terms ofthe injunction, and are the lines that define 

the limits and power of the injunction. These six (6) lines have rendered and do indeed continue 

to render the Injunction null and void in Kll-10/Kll-14/Kll-15/Kll-7. The injunction-based 

dismissals In Kll-10/Kll-14 were thus erroneous, and the injunction would have no effect on 

any future litigation that might be necessary if The Kaul Cases Defendants continue to fail to 

remediate/rectify/recompensate/cease the ongoing/"new" Injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's 
' 

life/liberty/property/reputation. 

5. Specifically. the injunction states: 

"From the date of this Opinion [September 12, 2022, ... (I) the denial of his medical license ... " 

This phrase pertains NOT to the 2014 revocatio~, but to the 2019 denial of Plaintiff Kaul's 

application for a New Jersey medical license (singular) and not licenses (plural). The fa.ct of the 

singular 2019 denial of the New Jersey license is not an element of the factual foundation of 

Kll-17. The revocation process is coercive and involves no process of denial, in contrast to the 

application process, which can and did in Plaintiff Kaul's 2019 application cause a denial. The 

phrase does not state, nor could it, as the Injunction, as stated. by Chief Judge Myers, was 

"narrowly tailored" (Kll-18: D.E. 7 Page 4 of 6) to refer to the 2019 NJ application and any 

events that relate or arise from the 2019 denial dfthat application. The factual foundation of 

K11-17 neither references the 2oi9 denial, nor pleads any events that "relate or arise" from 

that 2019 denial. 

3 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 91 Filed 04/12/24 Page 3 of 5 
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For example, the phrase does not state, nor could it: "against any of the Defendants named in 

this litigation that relates to or arises from (i) the 2014 revocation of Plaintiff Kaurs New 

Jersey license and or the denial of any future applications (plural) to any and all medical 

boards within the United States ... " 

The exact wording of the injunction is clearly inapplicable to the factual underpinning of Kll-

17, which includes, aniongst other things, the denial of Plaintiff Kaul's licensure application in 

North Carolina. a denial that In 2024 continues to ca_use "new" Injury to Plaintiff Kaul's 

life/liberty/property/reputation. 

"From the date of this Opinion and Order, Plaintiff Kaul is barred from filing in any United 

States district court' any action, motion, petition, complaint, or request for relief against any . . 
of the Defendants named In this litigation that relates to or arises from ... (iii) subsequent 

litigation proceedings initiated by .Plaintiff Kaul before the date of this Order; without first 

obtaining leave from this Court." 

The injunction was entere_d on September 12, 2022, and specifically states that the litigation 

restriction is restricted to litigation that commenced "before the date of this Order''. Kll-17 

commenced on December 12, 2023. Kll-15 commenced cin July 4, 2023. Kll-14 commenced 

on June 22, 2023. Kll-10 commenced ~n March 9, 2023. None of these cases commenced 

"before the date of this Order'' and thus the injunction was erroneously applied in Kll-10/Kll-

14/Kll-15. 

6. Defendants citations as t<i the Court's exercise of its discretionary power are irrelevant to his 

argument, as the limits of the September 12, 2022, injunction'.do not reach the Court In Kll-17, 

and thus the question of judicial discretion Is moot. 

These facts further substantiate the March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR DISCOVERY PLAN (D.E. 65). 

4 
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CONCLUSION 

For the above stated reasons, Plaintiff Kaul respectfully requests Defendants plea be denied. 

DATED: APRIL 11, 2024 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 

5 
Case 5:23-cv-00672-M-KS Document 91 Filed 04/12/24 Page 5 of 5 
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Exhibit 19 
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Case 1:21-cv-06992-JPO Document 170 Filed 09/14/22 Page 1 of 17 

Honorable J. Paul Oetken 
United States District Court 
Southern District of New York 
40 Foley Square 
New York, NY 10007 

Re: Kaul/Basch v ICE et al 
21-CV-06992 
Kll-7 

www.drrichardkaul.com 

September 13, 2022 

Financial disclosures/conflicts of Interest/ex parte communications 

Dear Judge Oetken, 

...... 
,;, ~ ~. 
VI 
fT1 

'"" 
.r 
.,, 
::i,: 

~ 

N 

We write this letter with the utmost respect for you and the federal judiciary, and in 
recognition of the immense pressures that the above case must have brought to bear on your 
judgment. However, it is our position, one that is authorized by law and by our rights, that the 
opinion and order entered on September 12, 2022, will remain invalid until the following 

· information has been disclosed to the record: 

1. Forms AO 10 since 2020. 

2. Information required pursuant to the Courthouse and Transparency Act. 

~ c::; 
2: 
-< 
-o:I: 
;,e r"} 

cg 
"1' _..., 
l°"f1~-
OQJ ..,, -., 
n 
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3. A list of all ex parte communications between yourself and any agents acting on your behalf, 
and the Defendants or any agents acting on their behalf, that 
pertains/relates/refers/references or are in any way associated with the aspect of any of KU-7 
or any of The Kaul Cases. including but not. limited to: (i) the delivery and or receipt of any 
favor/gift/benefit/advantage/interest to you and or any member of your family to the third
degree, by the Defendants and or their agents in return for granting their motions; (ii) the 
promise of any future delivery and or receipt of any favor/gift/benefit/advantage/interest to 
you and or any member of your family to the third-degree, by the Defendants and or their 
agents in return for granting their motions. The pertinent time period is August 19, 2021, to the 
present. 

As you are aware, the issue of judicial corruption has unfortunately appeared prominently 
within The Kaul Cases. and was featured in a series of Wall Street Journal articles in September 

1 
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Case 1:21-cv-06992-JPO Document 170 Filed 09/14/22 Page 2 of 17 

2021 (Kll-7: D.E. 25 Page 1-46 of 50). Consequent to this publicity, and in or around May 
2022, the Courthouse Ethics and Transparency Act was passed in response to public pressure 
against judicial corruption (Exhibit 1). Senator Ted Cruz was one of the co-sponsors, a person to 
whose attention, in January 2021, I brought the issue of judicial corruption (Exhibit 2). The 
miscoRdllct of Senator Charles Schllrner regardiRg his "Politi£al interferenGe in j1,11:li • 
process'' is highlighted in the letter to Senator Cruz. I understand your appointment to the 
bench was sponsored by Senator Schumer. 

Our request for the public disclosure of the above financial information relates to the fact that 
your opinion/order are so thoroughly divorced from the evidence/facts/arguments/law of this 
case, that one cannot but conclude that you, like U.S.D.J. Kevin McNulty (U.S.D.C.-DNJ), Senator 
Schumer's brother-in-law, have been corrupted. U.S.D.J. McNulty engaged in the same opinion 
falsifying activity in Kl (D.E. 313-1), as now appears in Kll-7 (D.E. 168). 

Our request for the public disclosure of all ex parte communications pertains, in part, to the 
dissemination of notices of preservation to various ex-members of the political/legal/judicial 
establishment, including Jose Linares, the ex-Chief Judge of the District of New Jersey, who, in 
mid-late May 2019, suddenly retired from the bench, and took partner status at the law firm of 
English & Mccarter in Newark, New Jersey, after having received a letter from me, requesting 
his financial disclosure/conflicts of interest (Exhibit 3). On May 5, 2022, Mr. Linares was served 
with a NOTICE OF PRESERVATION in Kll-7 (Exhibit 4). 

We respectfully assert that the principles underpinning Rules 144/455, and those of the due 
process clauses of the Constitution, are authoritative in this matter, and do render your 
opinion/order void until your impartiality/lack of bias has been evidentially established. 

We thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Yours sincerely 

ARJUN KAUL, MD 

cc: All Counsel of Record 
All parties with a legal or other interest 

2 
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(/) 

Signed Into Law 

In: All News (/newsroom) Posted 05/13/2022 
Share: f (https://www.facebook.com/sharer/sharer.php? 
u=https://www.cornyn.senate.gov/content/news/cornyn-coons-bill-apply-stock-act
requirements-federal-judges-signed-law) - (https://twitter.com/intent/tweet? 
text=Cornyn%2C+Coons+Blll+to+Apply+STOCK+Act+Requirements+to+Federal+Judges+Sign 
ed+lnto+Law&url=https://www.cornyn.senate.gov/content/news/cornyn-coons-bill-apply-stock
act-requirements-federal-Judges-signed-law) II (mallto:?subject=Cornyn, Coons BIii to Apply 
STOCK Act Requirements to Federal Judges Signed Into 
Law&body=https://www.cornyn.senate.gov/content/news/cornyn-coons-bill-apply-stock-act
requirements-federal-judges-signed-law) 

l
-;11,,=;,~-;;ed_Wa_i,st;~~~ J~~rn;;,R~~~~-~~-J~d;;;N~;;~;i,~; Fi~;~~i~1 Disci~;~~~--
Requirements, Avoiding Potential Conflicts of Interest" 

------------ - --- _______ __J 

WASHINGTON - U.S. Senators John Cornyn (R·TX) and Chris Coons {D-DE) released the following 
statements after their Courthouse Ethics and Transparency Act, which would require on line publication 
of financial disclosure reports for federal judges and mandate they submit period'1c transaction 
reports for certain securities transactions, was signed into law: 

"Excluding federal judges from the same disclosure requirements as other federal officials underthe STOCK 
Act was a mistake, and I'm glad we could right this wrong,' said Sen. Cornyn. "Thank you to my colleagues in 
Congress and the Biden Administration for acting quickly to make this the low of the land so we can prevent 
conflicts of interest and reassure litiaants that they will receive a fair trial.' 

"Every American who has their day in court deserves ta know they'll be treated fairly by their Judge, and now 
that the Courthouse Ethics and Transparency Act Is law, they can be more confident than ever that they're 
getting equal and unbiased treatment. By signing this bipartisan measure into law, PresidentBiden has 
brought badly needed transparency to federal judges'finances by signing this bipartisan measure into law," 
said Sen. Coons. 

The legislation is cosponsored by Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Dick Durbin {D-/L) and 
Ranking Member Chuck Grassley (R-IA) and Senators John Kennedy (R-LA), Sheldon Whitehouse (O
RI), Ted Cruz (R-TX), and Jon Ossoff (D-GA). 

bllps:l/'1'1~.Cotn)'Il-1~c.go,·/conlc111/oc:w~comy11-mont•bill-11pply-slock:-1.Cl-n:quirco,c11~kdernl-jud1cs-sl111~-~wl:-:1c;,;~Back1ronnd'iLJA,n(lici~ Is under lbc ••• l/3 
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The Courthouse Ethics and Transparency Act will require that federal judges' financial disclosure 
reports be made publicly available on line and require federal judges to submit periodic transaction 
reports of securities transactions in line with other federal officials under the STOCK Act. The bill will 
amend the Ethics in Government Act of 1978 to: 

• Require the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts to create a searchable on line database of 
judicial financial disclosure forms and post those forms within 90 days of being filed, and 

• Subject federal judges to the STOCK Act's requirement of filing periodic transaction reports 

Importantly, the bill also preserves the existing ability of judges to request redactions of personal 
information on financial disclosure reports due to a security concern. 

Under ethics guidelines and federal law prior to the Courthouse 1:'thics and Transparency Act, federal 
judges were prohibited from hearing cases that involve a party in which they, their spouse, or their 
minor children have a financial interest. Federal judges were instead supposed to disqualify 
themselves in any proceeding in which their impartiality may be questioned. Despite this, a recent 
report from the Wall Street Journal found that between 2010 and 2018, more than 130 federal 
judges failed to recuse themselves in nearly 700 cases In which they or an immediate family member 
held stock in a company involved in the case. 

While federal judges were required to submit financial disclosure reports, the law did not provide 
sufficient transparency or certainty for litigants to discern if the judge has a conflict of interest. The 
process for obtaining judicial financial disclosure forms was often cumbersome and took months or 
even years. By contrast, financial disclosure reports for the President, Members of Congress, and 
Presidential-appointed and Senate-confirmed officials are readily availableonline. 

Litigants need real-time access to judges' financial disclosures and securities transactions in order to 
preserve the integrity of the proceedings and ensure a recusal when there's a potential conflict of 
interest in their case. The Courthouse 1:thics and Transparency Act will enact necessary updates to 
disclosure rules and provide litigants and the public with greater confidence in the judicial system. 

Keep Informed 

First Name 

Last Narne 

E-mail 

Washington, DC 

Central Texas 

Contact Senator Cornyn 0 I/contact) 

Sign Up 

hllp.1:/(1"\\'W,Cll/'nyn s.co.alc.gov!coa1m1/ocno.Vwm.)'ll•~·biU-opply~ltd-o.c1-~uircmcn~..fcdcrnl-judso:1-slgncd-lawl:-:tcxt=Bud:1!1t1Uod'l,JA,ofJicinl! uruler the... 213 
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• UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

FILED 
·MAR·2 5 2024 

I 

PETER A. MOORE. JR., <llRK 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD; 
JANE DO.E; JOHN DOE. 

Plaintiff 

v. 

JAMES PAUL OETKEN 
(PERSONAL AND OFFICIAL CAPACITY) 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE. 

Defendant 

FNus~URT,fi~~ 

CIVILACTION NO.: ,.-
5: ?-I -C.,1/-00 1 5 8'- -t-l. 

COMPLAINT 

2 
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K11-18 
KAUL v OETKEN 

1 
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PARTIES 

PLAINTIFF 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD - 24 Washington Valley Road, Morristown, NJ 07960: 973 876 2877: 
DRRICHARDKAUL@GMAIL.COM ("PLAINTIFF KAUL") 

DEFENDANT 

JAMES PAUL OETKEN, ESQ- ROOM 706, 40 FOLEY SQUARE, NY, NY 10007 ("DEFENDANT 
OETKEN") • 
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RELEVANT/REFERENCED CASES OF 'THE KAUL CASES' 

Kl: KAUL v CHRISTIE: 16-CV-02364 

K3: KAUL v SCHUMER: 10-CV-13477 

Kll-3: KAUL v ALLSTATE: 21-CV-00736 

K11-7: KAUL v. ICE ET AL: 21-CV-6992 

K11-1D: KAUL v. ICE ET AL: 23-CV-2016 

Kll-11: KAUL v BCBS: 23-CV-00518 

Kll-14: KAUL v. FEDERATION ET AL: 23-CV-22325 

Kll-15: KAUL v. CHRISTIE/MURPHY: 23-CV-22582 

Kll-17: KAUL v CPEP: 23-CV-00672 
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JURISDICTION+ VENUE 

General: 

Plaintiff Kaul claims federal jurisdiction pursuant to: 

(I) Article 111 § 2; (ii) 28 U.S.C. § 1331- Pla_intiff's allegations arise pursuant to Section 1983 

claims of violations of Plaintiff Kaul's Rights Under The United States Constitution; (Ill) 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1332(dl(2l(A) - Plaintiff Kaul is a citizen of a different state to Defendant Oetken 

Personal: 

The Court has personal jurisdiction over all Defendant Oetken, as he has transacted business, 

maintained substantial contacts through the Federal Judges Association, and/or committed acts 

in furtherance of the illegal scheme and conspiracy throughout the United States, including in 

this district. The scheme and conspiracy have been directed at and have had the intended 

effect of causing injury to persons residing in, located in, or doing business thro~ghout the 

' United States-including this District. This Court also has personal jurisdiction over all Defendant 

Oetken pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. p; 4(kl(l)(A) because he would be subject to a court of general 

jurisdiction In North Carolina. 

\ 
28 U.S.C. ~1391(b)(1) -A civil action may be brought in (1) a j_udicial district i_n which any 

defendant resides, if all defendants are residents of the State in which the district ls located and 

(2) a judicial district In which a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise tci the 

claim occurred. or a substantial part of property that is the subject ofthe action is situated. 

Defendant Oetken's Kll-7 September 12, 2022 purported 'injunction' and his Kll-7 March 15, 

2024, threat to hold Plaintiff Kaul In contempt if by March 29, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul does not 

dismiss Kll-17, AND the Kll-17 Defendants filing.on March 18, 2024 of Defendant Oetken's 

March 15, 2024 threatening 'ORDER' do constitute a substantial and ongoing Injury and 

violation of Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional right to vindicate and or secure his right 
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to his life/liberty/property/reputation WITHIN the jurisdiction of the United States District 

Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, that confers on Plaintiff Kaul the right to sue 

Defendant Oetken In this district. 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

1. This case stems from Kll-17, and at the core of this case exists an unprecedented/illegal 

abuse of power by the Defendant, a district judge, cine (1) of six hundred and seventy-seven 

(677) within the United States District Court, who seeks to enforce his judicial will on the 

entirety of the federal judiciary. 

2. Defendant James Paul Oetken is a district Judge in the Southern District of New York, who, 

prior to being appointed to .the bench was private counsel to multiple financial corporations, a 

number of whom he defended In the 2008 financial fiasco. Subsequent to his defense of 

corporations that had caused massive homelessness/poverty on the American people, he was 

proposed by Senator Charles Schumer to the bench. Plaintiff Kaul sued Schumer on April 4, 

2019, in K3 (KAUL v SCHUMER: 19-CV-13477), on charges of racketeering/bribery/public 

corruption/civil rights violations (Exhibit 1). The case was voluntarily dismissed on January 3, 

2022 (K3: D.E. 53), but not before Defenda!1t Schumer extracted money from the public purse 

to fund his legal defense (Exhibit 2). 

3. Defendant Oetken, recognizing his conflict of Interest, and in fact exploiting it, did adjudicate 

Kll-7 from August 19, 2021, to September 12, 2022, without disclosing his conflict to the court 

record or Plaintiff Kaul. This "pattern" of K3 Defendant Schumer related conflicted-ness was 

evident in Kl, in which the flrst presiding judge was Defendant Schumer's brother-In-law, Kevin 

McNulty, a judge who became disqualified on May 22, 2019 (Kl: D.E. 340). Defendant Schumer, 

a NY State Senator, has for many decades received enormous bribes from the 

insurance/banking industry on Wall Street, NY, and within Kl were Defendants TD Bank and 

Allstate/Geico Insurance Companies. The McNulty-Schumer-Oetken-TD-Allstate-Gelco nexus 

was able to directly corrupt the judicial process until Kll-17, but still, in an in~reaslngly 

'thuggish' manner, attem.pts to interfere indirectly with threats against Plaintiff Kaul. 
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4, The principal question/issue presented by this case pertains to the demarcation limits of the 

jurisdiction/authority/power _of the orders and decisions of district Judges/courts within the 

United States District Court, or put otherwise. does an opinion/order of a district judge 

depriving a person of his/her litigation rights, then deprive every other district judge of their 

right of discretion to permit that person to prosecute his/her claims in their courts. 

5. Can one district judge assume power over all other district judges? 

6. Defendant Oetken believes he can, and on March 15, 2024, entered an· order (Exhibit 3) in 

Kll-7, a case closed on October 6, 2022, in which he threatens Plaintiff Kaul, that if by March 

29, 2024, he falls to dismiss K11~17, he will be fined, will be held in contempt, and will likely be 

arrested/Jailed. In his March 15, 2024 'ORDER' Defendant Oetken provides no law to 

corroborate, nor could he, that he has any legitimate or legal right to coerce Plaintiff Kaul into 

dismissing Kll-17 under threat of imprisonment, Defendant Oetken's Illegal actions are a 

consequence of his scheme, in conjunction with the Kll-17 Defendants, to prevent Plaintiff 

Kaul from further exposing his crimes and those of The Kaul Cases Defendants, including 

Defendant Schumer. 

7. Plaintiff Kaul respectfully asserts that the answer to the question is no. No district judge has 

the authority. power or r"ight to prohibit another district judge from deciding whether to permit 

a litigant to prosecute claims In his/her court, regardless of whether that litigant's claims have 

complete or partial identity with prior claims. The decision is at the sole discretion of the 

permitting judge, and not the restricting judge, and the principle underpinning this aspect of 

jurisprudence pertains to the fact tl)at legal precedent has proven that matters of truth, initially 

either suppressed or not made evident, do, through repeated legal examination become 

evident. 

8. Within the American judicial system, there are hundreds of thousands of cases of 

exoneration, -that only came into oeing because "vexatious ... harassing ... frivolous ... 
• -
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scandalous ... " litigants refused to cease their search of the truth. The Innocence Project is but 

one example. 

9. Defendant Oetken's highly unusual and highly improper interference in the legal process of . 

K11-17 in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, does slm.ply 

confirm his co-conspirator guilt ofthe levied charges, and the guilt of the K11-17 Defendants. 
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DEPRIVATION OF ANY/ALL IMMUNITIES 

10, Defendant Oetken became deprived of any immunity the moment he commenced 

conspiring with the Kll-7 Defendants in the conception, development, and perpetration of the 

quid pro quo schemes, as detailed in Kll-17 (Exhibit 4). 

11. Defendant Oetken has knowledge of the facts of Kll-17. This is evidenced in Defendants 

Christie/Solomon/Heary's private letter to him (Exhibit SJ and by his own.admission in his 

March 15, 2024 'ORDER': "The Court has learned ... " ~!though Defen_dants 

Christie/Solomon/Heary's January 19,,2024, letter was privately addressed to Defendant 

Oetken, and not the Clerk of the Court nor any other Judges within the "Court''. Defendant 

Christie/Solomon/Heary's letter is not published to the SDNY docket, and neither their names 

nor the letter is referenced on the docket nor in Defendant Oetken's March 15, 20_24 'ORDER', 

as just further evidence of Defendant Oetken's "pattern" of illegal exparte violations. 

Defendant Oetken's March 15, 2024 'ORDER'. Is arguably without the authority of the Court and 

constitutes a violation of U.S.C. Section 1018 and the Judiciary Act of 1789. 

12. Defendant Oetken, with knowledge of the Kll-17 facts of his crimes at a time no later than 

January 19, 2024, has continued to fail to submit an affidavit Into Kll-17 denying the facts of 

the quid pro quo schemes/evidential falsification/perjury and other acts of public corruption. 

His non-denial caused the admission of these facts, facts of felonies and felonies that deprive 

him of any Immunity. 

13, Defendant Oetken's guilt accounts for both his admission of fact.and the failure of the Kll-

17 Defendants to cause the submission of affidavits from the New York State Ethics Committee, 

the Judicial Disciplinary Council, and any other Judge within the SDNY, as to Defendant Oetken's 

refuting that Defendant Oetken engaged in criminal schemes with the Kll-7 Defendants. 
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14. Defendant Oetken's guilt and his recognition of his guilt account for his March 15, 2024, 

effort to attempt to coerce Plaintiff Kaul under threat of contempt into dismissing Kll-17, in 
\ 

order to attempt to suppress the inevitable March 13, 202~, related Kll-17 DISCOVERY ORDER 

emergence of further evidence of his guilt, that would place him at risk of criminal indictment. 

As with Defendant Christie, Defendant Oetken's scheme in attempting to hatch plots to 

jail/kill/silence does nothing but further evidence his crimes, crimes for which, like Edward 

Manton (Exhibit 5), he lacks immunity. 
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STATEMENT OF FACT 

The following facts are extracted from the Kll-7 September 13, 2022, letter from Plaintiffs 

• KaUI/Basth·to·-oefenda·nt Oetken (Exhibit 6): 

15. Commencing in approximately September 2021 to September 2022, Defendant 

Oetken/agents conspired with the Kll-17 Defendants/agents in the manufacturing of a quid 

pro quo scheme, in which Defendant Oetken received bribes/other tangible favors in return for 

obstructing Plaintiff Kaul's prosecution of Kll-7, by denying all motions for 

discovery/default/summary judgment . 

. 16. Through their nexus with K3 Defendant Charles Schumer and Kll-3 Defendant Kevin 

McNulty, counsel for the Kll-7 Defendants knew that Defendant Oetken was a well known 

"racketeer" within the SDNY1 with a reputation for 'selling' his opinion to the 'highest bidder'. 

17. The scheme, having commenced In approximately September 2021, was perpetrated by. 

Defendant Oetken and the Kll-7 Defendants up until the September 12, 2022, dismissal with 

prejudice of Kll-7 and the issuing of the purported 'injunction'. 

1~. Defendant Oetken and the Kll-7 Defendants used the US wires to communicate what 

bribes/benefits/favors would be paid for What specific judicial acts. 

19. Defendant Oetken and the Kll-7 Defendants used the US wires to communicate to where 

the bribes/benefits/favors would be paid or deposited. 

( 

20. Defendant Oetken and the Kll-7 Defendants used the US wires to communicate when the 

bribes/benefits/favors would be paid or. deposited and how the bribes would be apportioned tci 

specific judicial acts. 

13 
Case 5:24-cv-00185-FL Document 1 Filed 03/25/24 Page 13 of 31 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 70 of 122

·21. Defendant Oetken and the Kll-7 Defendants used the US wires to communicate when the 

bribes/benefits/favors would be paid or deposited .. 

22. Defendant Oetken, in recognizing his conversion of the federal bench into a "racketeering 

enterprise" did endeavor to conduct the knowingly illegal quid pro quo scheme with deceptive 

secrecy by deceiving Plaintiffs Kaul/Basch, the SDNY Court and the federal record into believing 

he was conducting himself within the law and in accorda_nce with his juridical/ethical code of 

conduct. 

23. On September 12, 2022, Defendant Oetken, having entered an order dismissing Kll-7 with 

prejudice and having entered a 'injunction' purporting to permanently bar Plaintiff Kaul from 

pursuing any claims within the United States District Court, did believe that the scheme had 

succeeded and Plaintiff Kaul, a non-lawyer would neither expose his corrupt tactics or that if 

Plaintiff Kaul did, he w,ould have no knowledge or experience as to the appropriate course of 

action. 

24, Plaintiff Kaul did expose the facts of Defendant Oetken's quid pro quo scheme, exparte 

communications and the illegal dismissal and 'Fraud on the Court' purported 'Injunction', facts 

to which Defendant Oetken did cause to become admitted. • 

25. However, Defendant Oetken, despite knowing that he had 'bee_n caught' in a crime, did not 

believe that.Plaintiff Kaul would continue to expose his criminal "patterns" and would pursue 

the prosecution of his claims within the United States District Court. 

26. Defendant Oetken became subject to state/federal disciplinary. complaints filed against him 

by Plaintiff Kau I. 

14 
Case 5:24-cv-00185-FL Document 1 Filed 03/25/24 Page 14 of 31 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 71 of 122

27. From March 2023 to December 2023, Plaintiff Kaul filed Kll-10/Kll-11/Kll-14/Kll-

15/Kll-17 and within the filing of each claim were highly incriminating/admitted facts of 

Defendant Oetken's criminal conversion of the SDNY Into a_"racketeering enterprise". 

28, Defendant Oetken, recognizing the civil/criminal consequences to him of the Immense 

public exposure of his crimes that would occui .. if the cases advanced into discovery, did, in 

conjunction with the Kll-10/Kll-14 Defendants cause the corrupt dismissal of these cases, 

based on his purported 'injunction'. 

29, However, when Kll-17 was filed, Plaintiff Kaul submitted as exhibits with his December 12, 

2023, Complaint, a copy of the September 12, 2022, purported 'injunction/dismissal opinion, a 

copy of Plaintiff Kaul's unrefuted/admltted analysis of the September 12, 2022, purported 

'injunction/dismissal opinlori, 'THE OETKEN ANALYSIS' and copies of all disciplinary complaints 

filed against Defendant Oetken. 

30. However, by happenstance in approximately late 2022, Plaintiff Kaul spoke with a female 

person who had appeared before Defendant Oetken several years earlier In a mortgage dispute 

with JP Morgan, in which JP Morgan was seeking to have her/her family evicted from their 

thirty-five year-long residence. Defendant Oetken had, whilst a corporate lawyer, represented 

JP Morgan in the 2008 dispute with the US Government, In which no executives were 

prosecuted for the nation-wide devastation of their financial crimes. JP Morgan h-1ve 'donated' 

millions of bribes to K3 Defendant Schumer, the person who sponsored Defendant Oetken's 

appointment to the federal bench. 

31. Defendant Oetken concealed his conflict of Interest from the female person, and ordered 

that she/her family be evicted. On the day of this hearing, the female person, upon hearing 

Defendant Oetken's order or eviction became physically ill and rushed to the bathroom, 

followed by several female court employees. While in the bathroom, these employees advised 

the female person that "you must do something .... He does this all the time". The female 
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person provided a sworn affidavit to Plaintiff Kaul of these harrowing events (Exhibit 7), an 

affidavit that further evidences a "pattern" in which Defendant Oetken abuses the power of the 

court to further the political/economic agendas of himself and those corporations/politicians 
I 

with whom he conducts his "pattern of racketeering" within the United States District Court. 

32. With the filing of Kll-17, the Defendant Oetken became aware of the nullity of his 

purported 'injunction' as the Defendants voluminous filings resulted not In the case being 

dismissed, but in the Court Issuing a DISCOVERY ORDER on March 13, 2024 (Kll-17: D.E. 65). 

33. Defendant Oetken recognized that because the Kll-17 Defendants had submitted the 

purported 'injunction' as their principal defense, the DISCOVERY OFFER wouid permit.Plaintiff 

Kaul to depose Defendant Oetken about not justthe facts surrounding the corrupt 

procurement of the purported 'injunction' but about many other cases in which Defendant 

Oetken was conflicted, but nonetheless rendered decisions/judgments In favor of those from 

whom he received bribes, in both civil/criminal cases. 

34. Defendant Oetken, in recognizing the crime exposing effect of the DISCOVERY ORDER, and 

the nullity of the purported 'Injunction' within the United States District Court for the Eastern 

District of North Carolina, did, in conjunction with the Kll-17 Defendants scheme to ·attempt to 

coerce Plaintiff Kaul into dismissing Kll-17 under threat of contempt of court If he did not. 

35. On March 15, 2024, Defendant Oetken, without informing any other Judges within the 

SONY, did illegally publish to the court docket a knowingly ii.legal document, that he self

designated as an 'ORDER' (Exhibit 3), the true purpose of which is an attempt to prevent 

further exposure of highly incriminating facts of the criminal conduct of himself and the Kll-

7/Kll-17 Defendants and others. 

36. On March 19, 2024, the Kll-17 Defendants filed motions seeking to have the Court vacate 

the DISCOVERY ORDER and stay all deadlines (Exhibit 8). 
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37. On March 19/20, 2024, Plaintiff Kaul filed replies to Defendant Oetken's March 15, 2024, 

Kll-7 'ORDER' and Kll-17 Defendants March 19, 2024, motions (Exhibit 9). 
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LEGAL CLAIMS 

38. In 2005, Plaintiff Kaul invented and successfully performed the first outpatient minimally 
' 

invasive spinal fusion, a case/technique that revolutionized the field of spine surgery and has 

been for many years the standard of care. This event and the consequent success caused 

Plaintiff Kaul's physician/hospitals/insurance competitors in the minimally invasive spine 

surgery market to view him, his outpatient surgical"center, his technique, and his technique 

invention as a threat to their market share, and not being able to compete fairly/legally, did 

resort to committing judicial corruption/political corruption/public corruption/ 

bribery/perjury/evidential falsification/witness tampering/obstruction of justice/kickbacks/wire 

fraud/mail fraud/false indictments/false arrests/false imprisonment/kidnapping/attempted 

drugging-killing. These events occurred over a time period from 2005 to 2023, in conjunction 

with ongoing/accruing and daily recurring and "new" violations of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/constitutional rights. in causing the 2012/2014 illegal suspension/revocation of 

Plaintiff Kaui's NJ license, The Kaul Cases Defendants committed a theft of Plaintiff Kaul's 

intellectual property, from which have been generated/continue to be generated hundreds of 

millions, if not billions of dollars. 

39, The above facts, in conjunction with those contained within the factual corpus of The Kaul 

Cases substantiate ongoing violations to a criminal standard of Plaintiff Kaul's fundamental 

right to life/liberty/property, his right to his hard-earned reputation and specifically, violations 

of the following rights: 

• Violation of Civil Rights 

Section 1983 claim 

40. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

·power In attempting to and in fact achieving in Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's First Amendment Right of the United States 
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Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights in the United States. District Court. 

__ '._ 41. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and In fact achieving in Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Second Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights in the United States District Court. 

42. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and In fact achieving in Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Fourth Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'Injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate.his rights in the United States District Court. 

43. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and in fact achieving in Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Fifth Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights In the United States District Court. 

44. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and in fact achieving in Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Sixth Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights in the United States District Court. 

45. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and in fact achieving In Kll-10/Kll-14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

19 
Case 5:24-cv-00185-FL Document 1 Filed 03/25/24 Page 19 of 31 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 76 of 122

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Eighth Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights in the United States District_ Court. 

46. In a period from September 12, 2022, to the present, Defendant Oetken did abuse state 

power in attempting to and in fact achieving in Kll-10/Kllc14 a knowing/willful/continuing 

violation and deprivation of Plaintiff Kaul's Fourteenth Amendment Right of the United States 

Constitution, CONSEQUENT TO the illegal purported 'injunction' violating Plaintiff Kaul's right to 

litigate his claims/vindicate his rights in the United States District Court. 

47. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of his liveUhood by preventing its 

rectification through the judicial process. 

48. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his business real estate by 

preventing its rectification through the judicial process. 

49. These deprivations/violations willfully/malici~usly caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his personal real estate by 

preventing its rectification through the judicial process. 

SO. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his life earnings by preventing 

its rectification through the judicial process. 

51. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaui ofthe property of all his pensions by preventing its 

rectification through the Judicial process. 
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52. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did Illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his financial Investments by 

preventing i.ts rectification through the judicial process. 

53. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally. 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of the property of all his professional licenses by 

preventing its rectification through the Judicial process. 

54. These deprivations/violations wilifully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of t~e ·property of all his accounts receivable BY 

preventing its rectification through the Judicial process. 

55. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to due process BY preventing his access to 

discovery and substantive litigation process. 

56. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to free speech BY preventing his access to 

discovery and substantive litigation process. 

57. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did Illegally 

deprive/attempt to continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to impartial 

tribunals/judges/courts BY continuing to perpetrate through certain-courts within the United 

States District Court the corruptly procured Kll-17 'Fraud on the ~ourt' 'injunction', which has 

prevented Plaintiff Kaul's access to discovery and substantive litigation process. 

58. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/attempt to continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to substantively prosecute his 

claims BY continuing to perpetrate through certain courts within the United States District 
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J 

Court the corruptly procured K11-17 'Fraud on the Court( 'injunction', which has prevented 

Plaintiff Kaul's ·access to discovery and substantive litigation process. 

59, These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/attempt to continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to equal protection under the 

law BY continuing ~o perpetrate through certain courts within the United States District Court 

the corruptly procured K11-17 'Fraud on the Court' 'injunction', which has prevented Plaintiff 

Kaul's access to discovery and substantive lit!gation process. 

6. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/attempt to continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to liberty BY continuing to 

perpetrate through certain courts within the United States District Court the corruptly procured 

K11-17 'Fraud on the Court' 'injunction', which has prevented Plaintiff Kaul's access to 

discovery and substantive litigation process. 

61. These deprivations/violations willfully/maliciously caused by Defendant Oetken did illegally 

deprive/attempt to continue to deprive Plaintiff Kaul of his right to be compensated for the 

illegal deprivation of the property of eleven (11) years of his life BY continuing to perpetrate 

through certain courts within the United States District Court the corruptly procured K11-17 

'Fraud on the Court' 'injunction', which has prevented Plaintiff Kaul's access to discovery and 

substantive litigation process. 

62. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by Defendant 

Oetken within/through/with the assistance of the executive/Judicial apparatus of the American 

State. 

63. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by Defendant 

Oetken within/through/with the assistance of the United States District Court. 

22 
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64. These deprivations/violations/injuries were willfully/maliciously perpetrated by Defendant 

Oetken in collusion/conspiracy with private actors associated with the New York Stock 
. . 

Exchange. 

. ' 

65. The commercial/communications nexus between Defendant Oetken and private actors 

within The Kaul Cases. critical to the perpetration ohhe within pied schemes conferred 'state 

actor' liability on all private actors within The Kaul Cases as to the 

deprivations/violations/injuries caused to Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights. 

66. The commercial/communications nexus between Defendant Oetken and private actors 

within The Kaul Cases. critical to the perpetration ofthe within pied schemes conferred 'state 

actor' liability on all private actors within The Kaul Cases as to the 

deprivations/violations/injurl~s caused to Plaintiff Kaul's property rights. 

67. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants were and are motivated to commit and 

continue to commit these deprivations/violations/injuries to Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/constitutional/property rights. 

68, The motivation is based on Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants scheme to 

prevent Plaintiff Kaul from exposing their crimes, including those of defrauding the global 

equities market. 

• UN Human Rights Violation 

The United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights 

69. Defendant Oetken and Tlie Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 1 of the UJ')ited Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights. 
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They are endowed with reason an · conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of 

brotherhood." 

70. The Article 1 violation caused rnd continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 
I 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutiohal/property rights. 
I 
; 
I 

71. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants°Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 
I 

maliciously violat~ Plaintiff Kaul's rghts pursuant to Article 2 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. Plaihtiff Kaul is a citizen of India: "Everyone is entitled to all the 
I 
I 

rights and freedoms set forth in thjs Declaration, without distinction of any kind, such as race, 
I 

color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth, or 
I 

other status. Furthermore, no disti,nction shall be made on the basis of the political, jurisdictional, 

or international status of the country or territory to which a person belongs, whether It be 
; 

independent, trust, non-self-goverring or under any other limitation of sovereignty." 

I 
I 

72. The Article 2 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutio.nal/property rights. 
i 

I 
73. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

i 
maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's[ rights pursuant to Article 3 of the United Nations Universal 

I 
Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person." 

' l 
I 
I 

74. The Article 3 violation caused land continues to cause deprivations/violations/Injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutidnal/property rights. 
! 

I 
75. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

I 
maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's! rights pursuant to Article 4 of the United Nations Universal 

i . 
Declaration of Human Rights: "No one shall be held in slavery or servitude; slavery and the slave 

I 

trade shall be prohibited in all their forms." 

i 
I 
I 
I 

Case 5:24-cv-00185-~L 
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76. The Article 4 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

77. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and· 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 5 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "No one shall be subjected to torture orto cruel, inhuman or 

degrading treatment or punishment." 

78. The Article 5 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

79. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 6 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to recognition everywhere as a person 

before the law.'', 

80. The Article 6 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

81. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 7 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "All are equal before the law and are entitled without any 

discrimination to equal protection of the law. All are entitled to equal protection against any 

discrimination in violation of this Declaration and against any incitementto such discrimination." 

82. The Article 7 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

83. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 8 of the United Nations Universal 
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Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to an effective remedy by the competent 

national tribunals for acts violating the fundamental rights granted him by the constitution or by 

law." 

84. The Article 8 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/Injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

·ss. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff kaul's rights pursuant to Article 9 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile." 

86. The Article 9 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

87. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 10 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone ls entitled in full equality to a fair and public hearing by 

an independent and Impartial tribunal, in the determination of his rights and obligations and of 

any criminal charge against him." 

88. The Article 10 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

89. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 12 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his 

privacy, family, home, or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honor and reputation. Everyone 

has the right to the protection of the law again~t such interference or attacks." 

90. The Article 12 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

. 26 
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91. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 17 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "1. Everyone has the right to own property alone as well as in 

association with others. 2. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his property." 

92. The Article 17 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

93. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 19 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this 

right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart 

information and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers." 

94. The Article 19 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

95, Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 23 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to work, to free choice of employment, 

to just and favorable conditions of work and to protection against unemployment.'' 

96. The Article 23 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

97. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 23 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the 

health and well-being of himself and of his family, including food, clothing, housing and 

medical care and necessary social services, and the right to security in the event of 

unemployment, sickness, disability, widowhood, old age or other lack of livelihood in 

circumstances beyond his control.'' 

27 
Case 5:24-cv-00185-FL Document 1 Filed 03/25/24 Page 27 of 31 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 84 of 122

98, The Article 23 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/Injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 

99. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 28 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Everyone is entitled to a social and international order in which 

the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration can be fully realized." 

100. The Article 28 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/con.stitutional/property rights. 

101. Defendant Oetken and The Kaul Cases Defendants-Co-Conspirators did knowingly and 

maliciously violate Plaintiff Kaul's rights pursuant to Article 30 of the United Nations Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights: "Nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as implying for any 

State, group or person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the 

destruction of any of the rights and freedoms set forth herein." 

102. The Article 30 violation caused and continues to cause deprivations/violations/injuries to 

Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional/property rights. 
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DECLARATIONS AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

1. The legal record in Kll-17 has established by a preponderance of the evidence that the 

September 22, 2022, purported 'injunction' issued by U.S.D.J. Oetken in Kll-7 is an admitted 

'Fraud on the Court'. 

2. The United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina did nullify the 

purported 'injunction' within its jurisdiction, when it admitted the case on November 20, 2023 

3. The United States District C_ourt for the Eastern District of North Carolina did nullify the 

purported 'injunction' within its jurisdiction when it issued its March 13, 2024, ORDER FOR 

DISCOVERY PLAN. 

3, The nullification of the purported 'injunction' within the jurisdiction of the United States 

District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina, h~s rendered the purported 'injunction' 

a legal nullity within the Eastern District of North Carolina without legal effect or existence. 

4. Therefore, the nullity and legal non-existente of the purported 'injunction' quite logically 

means that Plaintiff Kaul could not have violated any purported 'injunction within the 

jurisdiction of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina. 

5. Therefore, the nullity and legal non-existence of the purported 'injunction' quite logkally 

means that Plaintiff Kaul's continued prosecution of Kll-17 within the United States District 

Court for the Eastern District of North Carolina does not,, nor could' not, violate any injunction. 

6. Plaintiff Kaul's Ii um an/civil/constitutional rights and the controlling doctrinal law of 'Fraud on 

the Court' strictly prohibit Defendant Oetken from using the instrumentality of his purported 

'injunction' in any manner to infringe on Plaintiff Kaul's human, civil and or constitutional rights 

to vindicate and or secure his right to his life/liberty/property/reputation. 

29 
Case 5:24-cv-00185-FL Document 1 Filed 03/25/24 Page 29 of 31 



Case 4:24-cv-03180   Document 1-4   Filed on 08/26/24 in TXSD   Page 86 of 122

7. Defendant Oetken Is prohibited from attempting to use the purported 'injunction', an 

admitted 'Fraud on the Court, to cause injury or Infringe on Plaintiff Kaul's person and or 

violate his human/civil/constitutional rights within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

8. Defendant Oetken is ordered to Immediately cease and desist from any further interference 

In the judicial process of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North 
• . 

Carolina. 

9. Defendant Oetken's March 15, 2024 'ORDER' in Kll-17, a product ofthe Kll-7 September 

12, 2022 'Fraud on the Court' purported Injunction Is itself a 'Fraud on the Court', and is thus 

null/void for all Intents/purposes. 

10. Defendant Oetken's nullified 'Fraud on the Court' March 15, 2024 'ORDER' that was 

generated and filed in Kll-7 by Defendant Oetken, and then filed in Kll-17 by the Kll-17 

Defendants on March 18, 2024, constitutes a flagrant violation of Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/civil/constitutional rights to vindicate and or secure his right to his 

life/liberty/property/reputation. 

11. Defenda.nt Oetken Is ordered to strike from the Kll-7 docket the illegally generated and 

nullified 'Fraud on the Court' March 15, 2024 'ORDER'. 

Plaintiff Kaul swears under penalty of perjury that the above statements are true and accurate 

to the best of my k_nowledge and that if it Is proved that I willfully and knowingly 

misrepresented the facts, then I will be subject to punishment. 

DATED: MARCH 22, 2024 
RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD 
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' . 

cc: Clerk of the Court for the SDNV 
Chief Judge for the SDNV 
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• • 1-: '. 

- .. , ..... ~ 
. -~,., • 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD;_ 
JANE DOE, JOHN DOE . ·: 

v. 

CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE; KENNETH MURPHY 
JANE DOE; JOHN DOE (1-11) 

2 

! . , 

I -

JUL 2 8 2023 
ANGELA E, NOBLE 

CLERK U.S. DIST. CT. 
s. D, OF FLA.· MIAMI 

CIVIL ACTION: NO.: 23-0/-22582-BB 
• ' 
~. 

FIRST AMENDED COMPIAII\IT 
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_ Preliminary Statement" 

1. This cas~, Kll-15 of The-Kaul Cas~s. de.tails the ever-expanding and continually unsuccessful 

conspiracy to elirninate P_laintiff Kaul Oail-suidde/murder). in order to cause him to.cease his 

prosecution cit The Kaul Cases Defendants,-a _prosecution that ~ill furth.er eJ<pose th.eir crimes 

and those of their co-con_spir_ators. 

2. Continuing to be a central cog in the ·conspiracy is Defendant Ch~istie. whose p_rofound 

concerns a.bo1,1t_ the decimating effect that Plaintiff Kaul has.had, and continues to have on his 

political path to the-White House, have destabilizedhis·mental fitness/political judgment, such 

that his schemes to eliminate Plain.tiff·K;iul have devolved into the conversfon of unwitting . ~ . . ,, 

rookie/other police officers into nothing but 'Nazi-esque' thugs. 

3. K11°15 details a scheme of ongoing human/constitutional/civil rights violations, that 
• . . . . . 

constitute further conclusive evidence of The Kaul Cases claims. and specifically those of Kll-

14, claims that Plain_tiff Kaul has been consistently asserting in the United States District Court 

since February 22, 2016. 

4. The·relief sought in KU-15 is of the same nature and form as that-sought in Kl, and involves 

not only relief specific to Pla_intiff Kaul, but, and arguably as impo_rtant, if not more, __ changes to 
. . , 

the political and healthcare regulatory systems, including a "Reformation of American Medical 

Boards" ("~MBO"J. 

5.· Plaintiff Kaul. a citizen of India, respectfully advises this Court that the Indian Government 

and specifically the Office of PM Modi, have been made aware of the within pied 

facts/surrounding issues, arid a copy oftliis Complaint has been.transmitted to the relevant 

persons/consulates. 
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Jurisdiction+ V~_nue 

6. General: 

28 U.S.C. § 1331-Plaintiff's allegations arise pursuant to Secti.on 1983. claims of violations of 

Kaul's Constitutional rights and U.S.C. § 1964(a)(b)(c)(d) and 1962. 

28 U.S.C. § 1332(a) -The aggregate amount in controversy exceeds seventy-five thousarid 

dollars ($75,000). 

7. Personal: 

The Court has personal jurisdiction over all Kll-15 Defendants, as there remains pending a case. 

(Kll-14) in this Court, in which there exis_ts commonality of litigants,.subject matter;evidence, 

facts, argument and law, that su.bstantiate in the interest of judicial efficiency and consistency, 

that Kll-14/Kll-15 be tried concurrently and under a consistent set of rules, in order to avoid 

inconsistent decisions and an inefficient utilization of the Court's resources. 

Personal jurisdiction exists consequent to the transaction of business, m.aintenance of 

subst~ntial contacts, and/or the commission of acts in furt~erance of the illegal scheme and 

conspiracy throughout the United States, including in this district. The scheme and conspiracy 

have been directed at·and have had the intended effect of-causing injury to persons residing in, 

located in, or doing busine~s throughout the United States including ~his District. . . 
On July 11, 2023, under the authority of the United States .District Court for the Southern 

District of Florida, personal jurisdiction was established on the Defendants, with the filing of a 

Conip!aint,_pending the submission of a filing fee and Case Information Statement. 

8. Venue: 

28 U.S.C. § 1391(al(2)-the proper venue for a civil action shall be determined without regard 

to whether the action is local or transitory in nature. 
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· Parties · 

9. Plaintiff 

RICHARD ARJUN KAUL, MD - 24 Washington Valley Road, Mortisto_wn, NJ 07960: 973 876 2877: 
DRRICHARDKAUL@GMAiLCOM ('.'PLAINTIFF l(AUL") 

10. Defendants 

CHRISTOPHER J. CHRISTIE-46 CO!\EY LANE, MENDHAM, NJ 0794S· ("DEFENDANT CHRISTI~"). 

OFFICER KENNETH MURPHY- MORRISTOWN POLICE DEPARTMENT, 200 SOUTH STREET 
MORRISTOWN,_NJ 07963-4152 ("DEFENDANT MURPHY") 
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Facts 
.- . 

,.1. From 2002 to 2012, Plaintiff Kaul r_evolutionized the field of minimally invasive spine su~gery 

by inventing and -~uccessfully performi□g the first percutaneous outpatient spinal fusion in 

Fe~ruary 2005 at the Market Street Surgical Center in Saddle.brook, New Jersey . ..,_ . . 

1-Z--A_s a consequence of t~e invention/successful performancf of this industry changing 

procedure, Plaintiff Kaul's professional and commercial success escalated exponentially, and his : . ~ . : . . ' .. 

businesses generated immense wealth based on the si.iperiority of his techni_que over those 
. • . ' 

pei'forme_d by his surgeon competitors, who did not possess the surgical ~kills to perform .. . . . 

Pl~intiff Kau.l's percutanec:ias _procedure: 

13.·Plaintiff Kaul's competitors, unable to compete with Plaintiff Kaul in the minimally invasive 

spine surgery ma_rket, an"d feelin_g threatened by his rapidly increasing 

profession~l/commercial/reputational success, commenced conspiring against him. 

14. From•2005 to 2008, the conspiracy consisted of, amongst·other things: (i) ·slandering 

Plaintiff Kaul's name with patients; (ii) instructing/coercing physicians in the.community to·not . . . .. . . . -· . . . . 

refer patients to Plaintiff Kaul; (iii) instructing/coercing hospitals to not grant Plaintiff Kaul 

admitting privileges; (iv),coerclng medical devic!!. representatives to not provide Plaintiff Kaul 

the·de_vices/materlal he required to conduct t_he percutaneous spinal fusions, by threatening to 

have mem~ers of-their surgical societies refuse to use their products;_._(v) colluding with 

• i11surance companies in the generation of me_dical 'opinions' denying payment to Plaintiff Ka_ul 

for his rendering o( clinical services. 

15._ In approximately 2~os; Plaintiff Kaul's competitors,_ recogniz_ing the failure of their prior 

tactics, did engage with the Kaul Cases· Defem;lant, and abou~ to then be the 2009 New Jersey 

Goverhor-, Christle, in a quid pro quo schiime1 in which·Qribes were funneledinto his• 

personal/business/political 'coffers' and other financial vehicles. 
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16. I~ exchange f~r the bribes, Defend~nt Christie abused state executive power and ordered 

his AG/OAL Jud~e/Medi~al Board to com~ence 'sham' legal. proceedings ·to illegally suspend 

(2012) and then revoke (2014) Plaintiff Kaul's license. 

. . 
17iThe licensing proceedings in the New Jersey Office of-Administrative Law.(April 9 to June 28, 

• 2013) were.conducted.illegally and involved cr;irruption of the-administr~tive law judge and-The . . ~- .. 
Kaul Cases Defendant, Jay HoW;1rd Solomon and at least two hundred and seventy-eight 12781 

• -- . . . .. 
separate instances of evidentiaJ-tamperjng[Witoess tampering/perjury/evidential omission in 

. . . . ' • • . . . . ' . 

the final r~port issued by The Kaul Cases Def~ndant, Jay Howard Solomon, on December 1~, 

2013. 

18. In a period from approximately 2010 to late·2015, Defond_ant Christie abused the executive 

power of-state and his influence from his tenur.e (2000-2008)·as the· US Attorney for tlie District 
• - ' 

of New Jersey, to have violated Plaintiff Kaul's human/constitutional rights in 

administra_tive/stateistate-appellate/bankruptcy/district courts within the geographic 

boundaries of the State of New Jersey, the purpose being to eliminate or otherwise effectively 
. • •• . : . • ! . 

terminate Plaintiff Kaul's existence. 

19. The purpose of eliminating/ot~erwise terminating Plaintiff. Ka_ui was to attempt to prevent 
: - ; . . . . . . . 

him from exposing, through litigation, the crimes of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

,20. On February 22, 2016, Plaintiff Kaul filed suit against Defendant Christie-and others in the 

United St~tes District Court (Kaul v c·hri~ie: 16~CV-0;~64) (Kl), on -~harges ofknowing/wiliful . . . . 

vi.elations of RICO/Antitrust and_Violatipns of Plain_tiff.Kaul's h!:Jman/constitutional rights. 

~1:.· In or-around May 2016, Defendant Christie, in collusion and conspiracy y,iith certain persons 

in the New Jersey Office of the.Attorney General and the Mercer County Prosecutor's Office, 
• . " ' . .· . 

• wilifully abused the power of sfate to file a kn,:,wfngly false criminal indi~tment against Plaintiff . . . . . . 

Kati I, i_n reta_liation for the filing of Kl. 
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22. Defendant Christie and his co-conspirators concocted and ·schemed to use-the US wires and 

apparatus of state to perpetrate a_-knowingly-illegal fraud against Plaintiff Kaul in an ~ttempt to 
' . . . 

intimldat!_!/harass him into not prosecuting Kl, ·if! an effort to conceal the crimes/human rights 

violations com~itted against Plaintiff Kaul by himself and The Kaul Cases Defendants. 

23. The knowingly false indictment claim~d that Plaintiff Kaul had allegedly deprived the state 

of tax revenue. 

24. Defendant Christie and his co-conspirators knew that th!!ir allegations were false, and that 

the perpetration qf the fraud through the apparatus of state constituted the commission of the 

felonies of wire fraud/public corruption/perjury. 

25. pefel")dant Christie and his co-conspirators knew that in their comniission of the feloni~s of 
. . 

wire fraud/public corruption/perjury; they willfully and with malice d_eprived Plaintiff Kaul of his 

human/civil/constitutional rights. 

26. Defendan_t Christie an~ his conspirators, despite cogniza~ce of the illegality of their 

misco·nduct, did act with·lmpunity, as they filed.the indictment with Peter Warshaw; a st~te 

court judge.appointed by Defendant Christle to_ the Trenton bench. Plaintiff Kaul sent Warshaw 

a letter, dated October 11, 2016, informing him of, amongst other things, the conflict of 

interest (Exhibit 2). Pla_intiff Kaul received no response. 

27; Under orders from Defendant Christie, -a paper copy of the fraudu!ent_ta~ indictment w~s 

transmitted via the US mail to Plaintiff Kaul's ex-residence ir, Bernardsville in or around 

May/June.2016. 

28. In 2016, Plaintiff Kaul's ex-residence was occupied by hi~ ex-wife and two (2) young 

children, who had lived in the house since 2003 with Plaintiff Kaul until he relocate.d into 

Manha~n in 2005, that being the last year of his resijlence. • 

9 
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29. Plaintiff Kaul's ex-wife never forwarded him the papers of Defendant Christie's fraudulent 

tax.indictment. 

30. At approximately 1:30 am on September 16, 2016, Plaintiff Kaul was arrested at.his 

residence by eight armed officers from the Somerset County Sheriffs Office on a warrant for 

unpaid child support, pursuant to a case filed by-Plaintiff Kaul's ex-wife with the child support 

probation department of the State of New Jersey. 

31. Subsequent to the arrest, Plaintiff Kaul was taken to the Somerset County Jail where hi! was 

told by a child·_probation officer that unless he paid thirty thousand dollars ($30,000), he would 

not be released. 

32. Plaintiff Kaul informed this individual that consequent to the illeg,11 suspension 

(2012)/revocation {2014) and their legal sequelae, he ~ad entered a state of poverty, and thus 

could not make any payments. 

33; Plaintiff Kaul was then medically evahlated and found to have an excessively high blood 
. . 

pressure, but was nonetheless placecj in a holding cell at approximately 3 am and·at-7am he 
' . . . 

was transferred to a jail cell without having received a_ny antihypertensive medications. 

34._At aP.proximately 9 am, Plaintiff Kaul's blocid pressure was again measured and had . . 

increased, and so· he was transferred to·the medical unit with)n the jail, where he was placed on 

EKG, oxygen, and blood pressure mo~itciring, am:! had conduct~d a twelve (12) lead Ei<G. 

35 . . Plaintiff Kaul remained handcuffed to the medical unit.bed. 

36. After several hours of-intravenous therapy, nitroglycerin therapy and intravenous . . . . • 

antihypertensives, Plaintiff Kaul's.condition had not improved, and so he was'transferred via to . . 

10 
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Robert WoQd Johnson University Hospital in Somerset, New Jersey, via an ambulance, in which 

he remained handcuffed to the stretcher. 

37. Plaintiff Kaul was rapidly transferred to the emergency roqm and then onto the cardiac unit, 

where he _was placed on intensive cardiac monitoring, but continued to be handcuffed to the 

bed and guarded by several prison officers. 

38 . .In the early morning of September 17, 2016, Plaintiff Kaul':S then partner, a nurse, paid two 
. -

th~usand dollars ($2,000} to the State of New Jersey towards the alleged child support, without 

which Plaintiff Kaul would not have be_en released and would have been returned to jail. 

39. Subsequent to the Somerset County Sheriff's Departmen_t receiving c~nfirmation of the· 

$2,000 payment, the officers commenced the process· to release Pl_aintiff Kaul, which involved 

checking as to any outstanding warrants. 

40. In the process it was discovered that there was an alleged outstandil)g '¥_arrant from. Mercer 

County, and upon informing Plaintiff Kaul of this alleged warrant and that instead of being 

released, he would be transferred into the custody of the Mercer County Sheriffs and 

transported to the Mercer County Correctional Center in Trenton, NJ, for further processing and 

appearance before a judge. 

41. Plaintiff Kaul's physician, who had been markedly disturbed by the events he observed in 

witnessing a colleague with resistant hypertension chained to a hospital bed'. i_nformed the 

prison guards that the stresses associated with transferring Plaintiff Kaul to Trenton would 

likely cause him to sustain a lethal myocardial infarction. 

42. The Somerset County Sheriffs Office informed the Mercer County Sheriff's Office, who 

informed the judge, Peter Warshaw, who adjourned the hearing and stated that the court 

would mail Plaintiff Kaul.a notice of the new date. 

11 
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43. At approximately 4:30 pm Plain_tiff Kaul departed the hospital with his partner, \Vho had 

• be~n prevente_d by the ~rison guards from seeing Plaintiff Kaul upon either.his admission to the 

emergency room on September.16, 2016, _or while chained to the bed in the cardiac unit. 

44. Plaintiff-Kaul returned to his residence, and con~inued his prosecution of,Kaul v Christie: 16-

CV-02364 (Kl),_undeterred and in fact fprtified by the events of the prior days. Plaintiff Kaul 

submittec;I a request to the Kl Magistrate Judge, in which he sought a Temporary Restraining 

Order and Preliminacy Injunction against the State of New Jersev (Exhibit 1). The petition was 

ignored. 

45·_ Approximately two (i) weeks later, Plaintiff Kaul receiv!!d a letter-from the Trenton court, in 

wliich the hearing date regarding the alleged·tax indictment, had been scheiluled for mid

October. 

46 .. Upon receivi_ng the letter, Plaintiff "aul telephoned the prosecutor's office and during a 

convers9tion with a Rachel Cook; the assistant prosecutor assigned to the case, Plaintiff Kaul 
,· . . . 

requested he be sent a copy of the entire file pertaining to the alleged indictment, in order that 

-he could review_ and prepare.for the October hearing. 

47. The file ·was never sent a~d despite several unanswered and unreturned telephone 

calls/messages, no information w_as ever sent" to Plaintiff Kaul. 

48. Without any_ understanding ~r knowledge of the basis of _the aJlegations, Plaintiff Kaul sent a 

letter to the judge, Peter Warshaw, informing him that he would not attend the hearing until he 
. . . . . . . 

received the requested jnformation, in accordance wi_th his constitutional rights. 

49. Plaintiff Kaul received no response from the court or the prosecutor's office, and as of the 

filing of this Complaint, has not received a copy of the· alleged indictment or tlie materials on 

which the purportred indictment was based/procured, the reason bel~g that the 'indictment' 

12 
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was and is a 'Fraud Cl) the Court', a fact that the law required be known o'r ought to be known. 

,by all state'/fe~eral law ·enforcements _agencies/persor'is· within the State of New Jersey and·the 

District of New Jersey. 

50. From S_eptember 20t7 to February 2021, Plaintiff Kau·1 submitted _applications to tbe states 

• of Pennsyl_vania/New Jersey/New York for medical licenses, and was, as part of the process, 

subj~cted·to criminal background checks by state/feder,11 authorities, that Involved 

fil)gerprintirig and the checking for any:outstanding arrest warrantS.{Exhiblts 4 + 5). . ' ' : . . . 

51. No outstanding warrants were found, and Plaintiff Kaul passed all criminal background . . . 

checks. 

52."On February 24, 2021; Plaintiff Kaul filed a l13wsuit in the United States District Court: for the 

District ofMassachusett~. {Kaul v Boston Partners: 21-CV-°10326) fK11-2), in which Defendant 

·christie was charged with(amongst othei tl'lirigs, racketeering and viol;iting Plaintiff Kaul's • 

humanfcivil/constjtutiona! rights. 

53. On-May 26, ·:w21, Defendant Christie was served with a copy of the Summons/~omplalnt at· . . •. . . ' 

his law office in Morristown, New Jer-sey. 

54. On May 27, 202·1, In retaliation for_ h'aving been sued/served, Defendant Christi_e, in 

collusion/conspfracy with persons employed by county and state police ·agencies, di~ illegally . . . . . 

and without warrants, ent!!r Plaintiff Kaul's place of residence/work and seize his person. 

55. The-events of tlie 'Kaiil Kidnapping Scheme' are memorialized in a;letter filed on May 28, 

2021, by_Plaintiff Kaul in Kll-2 {Exhibit--} and of note is the fact tha_t no warrant from Mercer 
. . 

County was:ever produ~ed, because the. indictment wa~ fraudulent, wh,ich explains why the 

Morristown police officers deposited my person at the hospital and'leftthe building. . . •.. . 

.: : :.: 
13 
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• L".~, 

56. Despite Defendant Christie's111egal scheme to attempt to harass/intimidate Plaintiff Kaul 
• . . . . . . . 

into ceasing.his prosecutipn ofThe Kaul:Cases, which included having. local New Jersev. police 

forces harass process servers delivering legal papers to The Kaul Cases Defendants· and. having a 
. . ' . . . 

New Jersey deputy attorney general threaten Plaintiff Kaul with arrest if he continued the 

prosecution, l>lain_tiff Kaul contin·ued the prosecution. 

57. F~om_ 2012 onwards;The ~ui•cases·Defendants scliem.e of public corruption/obstruction of 

justice has involved the corruption of, amongst.others, New Jersey based 

_politicians/judges/prosecutors/police. 

511."On Ji.me 14, 2023, during a police traffic stop in Mqrristciwn, Plaintiff Kaul was informed by . . . , . . . 
. . . 

Defendant Kenneth Mur-phy and.a colleague that there existed a warrant for his arrest _from 

Mercer Counfy, !'Jew Jersey. 

59. The approximate time from the moment.Plaintiff Kaul was:_stopped to the•time he was 

informed of the w~rrant was thirty (30) ;,,inutes, during which Defendant Murphy/his colleague.· . .. . . • . .,_ . . - . ; 

engaged in.conversation with a person/s.over the comm,unication system in.their car. 

60. The conversation was audible to Plaintiff Kaul and involv.ed discussion about the purported . 
Mercer County warrant. 

61. When Defendant Murphy/his colleague approached Plaintiff Kaul's car and informed him of . . . . 

the purported Mercer County warrant, Plaintiff Kaul asked if the warrant was related to his 
. . • . . . 

child support case, to which Def,endant Murphy knpwingly misrepre.sented that it was, when in 

fact Defendant ·Murphy knew it pertained to the illegal Mercer County tax indictment. 

,. 62. Defendant Murphy knowing that there was no legitimate warrant, did not present Plaintiff 

• Kalil with a copy· of the warrant, but Instead ordered Plaintiff _i<aul to exit the car, which he.did. 

14 
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63. Defendant.Murphy denied Plaintiff Kaul's request to call his girlfriend to inform her of the 

ongoing events and thatfi'e would not be meeting her. 

64. Defendant Murphy, knowing that there was no legitimate warrant, did condud; a public 

examination of Plaintiff Kaul's person, in-the knowledge that the.examination was illegal and 

const_ituted a violation of.Plaintiff Kaul's human/civil/constitutional rights. 

• 65. Defendant Murphy's public examination was purposed to harass/intimidate/humiliate . . . 

• Plaintiff Kaul, with·the by-passing of traffic. 

66. Defendant Murphy, knowinj\ that his physical apprehension of Plaintiff Kaul's person was 

illegal, did then further restrain Plaintiff Kaul's person with handcuffs arid place him in the back 

of his car. 

67. Defendant Murphy, knowing that there was no legitimate warrant, did then illegally 

tra_nsport Plaintiff Kaul's ·person to the Morrist9wn Police Station. 

68. ,Defendant Murphy, knowing that th~re was no legitimate warrant, and seeking to conceal . . . ' .• . • 

from public view t_he illegal transpo.rt of Plaintiff Kaul, did erit~r the police station through a 
. 

small well hidden rear exit,. that:bypassed the ·public booking area into which Plaintiff Kaul had 

been taken on May 27, 2021. 

· 6!!,-The transport of Plaintiff Kaul in this clandestine manner was consistent with Defendant 

Murphy's guilty st~te-of-mind, ii) knowing that there existed no legitimate a_rrest warrant, and 

that his illegal seizure of Plaintiff ~au l's person did willfully and._knowingly violate Plaintiff Kaul's 

human/constitutional/civil rights. 

15 
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. .. 
70. Defendant Murphy entered<! small bay and walked Plaintiff Kaul from the car down a set of 

bare concrete.steps to a:door which opened into a small room, which-Defendant Murphy and 

Pla_intiff Kaul entered. 

71. At no point in time from the seizure-.of Plaintiff Kaul's person to his transfer to the US 

Ma_rshals Service-did any police officer or perSOF) inform him of his-rights or of his right to 

remain sile[lt. 

7~. An individual·by the·name of Underhill appeared, and began questioning Plaintiff Kaul. 

73. Plaintiff Kaul was photographed, but not fingerprinted and was then-instructed to remove . . 

his shoes and placed in a cell in which the temperature was excessively low. -

74: Plaintiff Kaul was wearing no·_socks and after what seemed to be approximately two (2) 

hours in the cell pressed a communication button on the wall and indicated at a wall camera 

that he required assistance. His requests were ignored. 

75. After what Plaintiff Kaul subsequently s_urmised was approximately four (.4) hours, the door 

opened and Defendant Murphy and his:colleag_ue entered, a[ld informed Plaintiff Kaul that he 
. . . . . 

was to be-transferred to the Mercer County Correctional Center. 

76. Defendant Murphy and his colleague instructed Plaintiff Kaul to 'put his shoes on' and they 

then handed him into the· custody of two individuals wearing badges and shirts on which were 

emblazoned words indicating they belonged to a "FUGITIVE" task force of the United States 
• -·. 

Marshals Service. 

77. These individuals instructed Plaintiff Kaul to face the wall, and theri proceeded to place a . . . 

shackling system· on_ his P!'rson, in which a wide leather band was placed around his waistto 

16 
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! 
which was tethered a set of handcuffs that were placed around Plaintiff Kaul's wrists, while 

I . . 
attaching a set of cuffs around Plaintiff Kaul's ankles that restrained the mbtion of his legs. 

78. At no point was Plaintiff Kaul permitted to make a telephone call. 

' i 
I 

79. Plaintiff Kaul was then walked from this underground area back up th~ bare concrete steps, 

and into the back seat of.~ black car with blacked out windows, ·in which he was restraine~ with 

a harness. 

~O. Plaintiff Kaul was not.provided the names of the two individuals wearing insignia from the 

United States Marshals Service. 

' 81. Plaintiff Kaul was transported from the Morristown Police Station to the Mercer·County 

Correctional Center, with the car reaching speeds of almost 100 mph, causing a travel time of 

approximately one-(1) hour. 

82. Plaintiff Kaul's person was seized by Defendant Murphy_at approximately 9:30 am EST, and 

he was transferred into the Mercer County Correctional Center at approx)mately 2:30 pm EST. 

83. Plaintiff Kaul was led from the black car through a door into a small waiting area in which 

there was sat an African American male, in which there was a one-way mirror, on the other side 

of which sat a person and in which there.was a 1V repeating a video regarqing the reporting of 
, . • ! . 

prison rape. 

84. Still cuffed at th·e wrists/ankles, Plaintiff Kau I sat on a bench for appr6ximately thirty (30) . . I 
minutes, and was then instruct!!d by a jail officer to enter a processing a~ea, where the cuffs 

were rem~ved by one of the U_nited States Marshals, an individu.al in his }ifties with dark hair 

and approximately five feet ten inches and two hundred pounds. 

17 
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s:;. ·As this individual was removing th~ cuffs, Plaintiff Kaui" told :h_ir:n that if he wanted 'to ·know 
~ - ... ,, .. 

who Plainfiff' Kaul was that he should go to www.drrichardkaul.com. He repeated this • 
. . . .• ._. . ' , . 

inforrnaUo_n, and Plaintiff Kaul confirnied•its accuracy. 

:86. "Plaintiff Kaul was ttien moved into another room where. tie was fingerprinted, placed in 

prison attire,.phot~graphed, a~d,given a bl~nket, slJeet, some·slippers, a cup,Joothbrush, 
' 

toothp.~·~te, and depdoran!;" • 

_,37_; cPlaintiff Kau_l was then ·giv.en directions to the prison cell, it being.an en.closed area in which. 
• . . ' . . .•. • ' 

there approximately.seventv. (75) beds, ·organized in s~ts ot bunks.of.three, and i_n which the"re· . • . 
. . 

Were multiple men sleeping on-the floor in extremely.u_nhygien_ic conditions. . . . 

• ·880Plaintiff Kaul's period of illegal detainment was in excess of twenty-f~ur (24) l;,ours. 
• . . . --~ • 

89. On th_e morning of Thursday June 1s; 2023, at approxim.ately· 7-am EST, a person purporting . . . ~ . 

. to be.a nurse appeared at the cell gates, her appearance was a'nno~nced by_a priso_n guard.and 
•. •.· , . . • 

a.number of men forined·a queue at the gate. 
. . . -. .. 

_90. Plaintiff Kallli,oi/ledthis,_queue;seekingtoobtain his blood pressure medicaiion~,,whitl) he 

,. . had been prevented from taking the .prior day. • 

91. The purport!!d rilirse handecj Plafntiff Kaula small paper cup.coritaining four tablets'that did 
-. - . 

not look like Plaintiff Kaul's usual"blood pressure mediqitions. . .. 

92; Pl~intiff Kaui;enquired as to the f:!~~ure of each tablet, and was._informed-that the . . 

medications were the ones o{ wh'ich he had informed the.intake persons . 

. -~3,.At approximately 9 am EST, toe prison guard enq~i_rep "if Plaintiff Kaul wanted to see the 
. • . . . - . 

ptiSim·psychiatrist, to which lie responded in tl\e 'negative. 
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94. At approximate_ly 11 am EST, Plai.ntiff Kaul, algng wit~:a·group ofother .i:n~r_i. we~e e~c.orted 

tothe flo~.r cin.which the .;,edical iinit ;,_~s situ,ited, b~;because ;he waiting ro~m: wa~·full,.. 
··-;__. . .. . . . .. . . . .. • ' . 

_ pia.in!i~(Kaul 1¥as ri:-directed t~. the virtual c,ourt rooin, w~er~ he be!ieliedJ:ie would have.an 
. , "" :, • • ... ; • ·: 

··exchange•with a.judge. 

~~--Plaintiff Kaul E/iii~red,an ar.~a-in Whkt, th~re were several small.~ooms inwhicirthere were._ 

pJ:ipnes_ ~ndteie~ommim}cations sqe¢r1s. -

• 9.6. The ~~i~~lfgtii."rd"jnsttu~ed .PlaintiffKaul to. enter one of .i:he rooriis a_nd pick up the,phohe, -
• • . • • . t . . • . ' , • . ,. . .- • •. .- • • • . 

. which·elaihtiffKauf di&;:_and ~ ·conversation then ensued betwee11 Pl,iintiff K_aul and a pe~son 

: who, ~;µ~p~rted tote a r1ip;~es~ntati~e of the p~ bJic defende~s ciftice, task~d to asc~rtain • 

-wJ:ie;fie(P;~i~tit:fKa~I qu~lifie~ ~or publi~_def~~der ~ssistan~e. -•• 
• • ·:· .· 

--

97. This fen:i~le 'persori·asked Plain-tiff·Kaul a,series of questiOns,and-cqn_duded that .Plaintiff 

-K~ul ~id ~u~·!ifyfor ~ .public ~efe~~~r. ~lt~o~gh Pl~i~tlff-~aul did.~elther req.u

0

est·n~ii~deeij _ -

. :w:arifa rnib1;c defender/~-~ he intend~d on~ep_re~~nt;rig:~ims~if. _-.·--· • • • -• • 
, •. . ... :_ : :.':'. ::·· . . .· 

98. At-the,coricl4s_ion cifthe•co~versat_ion,-Plaintiff Ki!ul.\1/~s esi:octed ba_ck to tl:ie rn~dical un[t 

·and e~tered into t"he ~ai~i~g r~om, ~6ere-.t~ere w~r~-~_a:/~ppr~~im~t~ly twe~tv-ii~l rti;n_ -
••• •• ~-- ., •• • ·_ • •• • ~- -. • • • ~ • •• • . • • • • . •• -1- • 

99. Appr;o~im~tely fifte~r:i hsi ~inu:tes a~er ente(ing th~ medical· u~it; ther~ was. an incident in • ' . • . . - ' . - ·-·. . '• . . . . . . . . •• -.. . . 
·which ano.ther ;,,an, a rather frail/confused one;.had thrown al) empty paper cup at the prisort -· . . . . -. ,·• ' - . - . . , . 
• glj~rd;which resulted.in a·nilmb~-~:of heavily armed men entering th~·rocim, violently • 

a~preh~ndi~g-t~;:-sligt,~iy ;uilVco~f~;~~ lndi~;d~al, ~~~instwcting ii)I other n:i~n t~ mqve 'into 
: ·- the.corrldorn~xno:the\vaitingr~om:' ' ;. -· • • • _-.. • : • • • : • 

. , . . . . . . 

'100. Plaintiff Kaul ~as.sulisequently:called_il)tO see a:do_dor, wt,b knew bf Plaintiff Kauf's" 

physici~~ s~atus, a~d ~h~ ~ta~edt~at.it ~as hi~bly ~~us~~lf~r ~ ~hy~i~;~~ to b~ h;ld. in th~ 

• -. -: ,:;,,~~iu~~~a~lmum .security facil;W that is the M~rC!!l' Cou'nty Cqr;~ctici~al C~nter) - • • 
. ;: . . . • -. , . . . . . . . •.. . . . • . ·-• .... -·. . .- . . . • 

' .•. ~ 
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~- ..,,.~· .•. • __ •• • . ,r_ ,• •. : .:. ··.:·.. • •. -. • • . ; : •• 

-· . . • .. • 

101. The physician asked Plaintiff KaµI a s!ifies ~f 
0

questii>ns pertaining to suicidii! ideation, and . - .. -- .. - . 
• . enquired;js to-whethe/P,laintiff.Kaul ~_ad .considered sui~ide, to·wiiich Pl~intiffKaul·a_nswer'~_d ilJ 

th/nega.tLve. ;·. . • • • _, • •• - • ' • : ; -.. -• ·.: - •• _. •. 
' '.•'., 

-:. .. -, 

102. The physician responded that professionals of Plalntift"Kaul's age who-fi~d;themselves held 
• .., , • : . ·_. . ' . .· ~ '• -··: . . 

_ in mediuni;ma'.ximum s~~urity facilities are at a.very high °Fisk of suicide, and."r~quire mental 
h~alth evaluati~ns. -- , • . • -. • - • • , • ' - • , • • • - • • 

103.:Plaintiff Kaul-e~pre~sed that he ~id not ~ave any suidda! ideation, but the.1ihysician . . . -. . ,. . . . . . . . ~ . 

recci~mended.P.JairitiffKaµl_:be,seei, _by a mental_ heali~ evaluator. • 
.. . . ' . . 

- -104. Piaiiitiff Kaul· was ttien escorted fforil the. me'dical unit to. the mental h~~lth evaluation 

.unit, where he :ente~~d ~-ro~m, i~ w~i~h ~as. s:~t-~~ 'individ.ual -~h~ purp~~ed to b:e:~; me~tal -
. . .. . .. ·· .. 

health ·evaluator. , .. • . 

1 
; 1p~S._.:This.·_~irsdh:enquired if Plaintiff-K~'ul wanted to makia i:>h"one call,:tp which Plaifltiff Kaul-

-·- •, '• • . ', .. ·.-.·· . • ·. . • . .· .. -·- . ' . . ·-

~~spondea in the affirrri'ative and stated that he wanted tti.call his lawyer; as he hac;I n~t-been 
.·- .. - --.-- .,._ -_ ·. :.·,. · .... ~: .. - __ .. _-; __ ·.---·:· _":·., •. • 

• ·permittedto·speak to a.lawyer.since hls-ijrrest by.niifen"dant-Marphy: :-·. . ._ . . . . .• . . . '. .• 

. -.. . . . • •, .,. 
106. This•perstirBtated-that P.laintiff Kaul was not permitted·to call-a lawyer and·could only.call .~. . . . ' :'. \ ··- . • . . . ·. . . . . . : . . . . . . ,, : 

-a."Joved ~ne'!;which .. l'laintiff Kaul did, and during which he quickly in·structed his friend to can· . . ' . . . . . ;• . . 

PiaintiffKa[!l's lawyer: 
• • I . ' 

• 101: Plai_rififf KauLwas:thei:i escorted bac~t~ the cell are"ii; but-approxitna_tely thirty (3_0) .--
: . . . • '.. • . . . . ·-··. ·._ ,· . , ·, • • ~ ... , . ~ -. . . . . ., . • 

minutes later, lie was escorted back-to the ·medical unit, whl!re he.saw a ·purse who presented • 
.·· ·. . . . -. . . . . . ' . ,• . . . . -

.,him with a paper tup c9nta_ining a.larg~ t;:ibiet .of Librium. • 
:, . . . . . ; 

' ' 

-)~;~·-._,;:.\.'-.. 
. -... :<: 
. ; ·: -~.-. 
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i--_: ·: • ' 

108. Plaintiff Kaui.enqui~ed as to ~hy h_e was being prescribed aitanti-ps',lch~tic r(ledication 

. that:.causes mental infirmity ir, ottierwise.healthy-indiliiduals, to which the evidently nerve.us 
' . . ~ • ·' . . . . '.". . . . ' . 

~ilrs~ ~nswered.that_.it was to mitigate P.lainti.ff Kaul's syf11p1:oms of withd_rawal. 
- ·- . . ~ • . . . . . . . . . . . : 

. 109. Plaintiff.Kaul stat~d that h-~ was nofexperienclrig withdrawal from opiate narcotics, as.he . ·. . . . ·,·: . - •. . . . . -· . . 
•• had nevertaken.any;_a.nd,did riot require a medication such as Librium.· . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

1·10. ~h~m.irse inf~Fo,~d Plaintiff Kaul ttiat she h~d been i~struc~ed to have.Plaintiff Kai.Ji .. ' .~ ' • • . 

co.nsume the Librium. 

, 111 . .-Plaihljff i<ijul pl~i:ed the t~biet in.his mquth, but under his torigue, sw~llo~ed some water, 

' arid ypon re-~ntering the cell, went to the .b.athro6rn ar~a.arid sjl,;1t th~ ~blet in_to the toilet.· 
' . . . . . . . . ' . - . .... . . . . . . • . 

• • 112, The nervous nurse-failed to inspect Plaintiff-Kaul's mouth after he had deposited the . ., .. · .- ',. • . . . . 

,tablet. 

' 113. The nervous ·nurse also, quite a~cidentally, informed Pl~il]tiff Kaul that he was.to be held in 

: the fa"cilityfor at -~east thirty (30) day;.: 

-· .. _,. .-.• 

:11,:. It beca_r!1e r~pidly appare_nt to Piaintiff Ka.ul t_hat Defendant Christi~'s,sc·heme wast<;> ~ave· 

Plaintiff:K~ul r~nder!!d/labelle'd mentally incompetent, i!l ord~i to subsequently use the label . . . -· . . •, . .. • ' . . , 

against him in Plaintiff .Kaul'.s prosecution of The Kaul Cases and his efforts.to have his-NJ . . . . . . . . . . 

·.license reinst,;11:~laod or pr'O~~r~ licenses in other·state'S/countries. 
• , . . ·: • • .• _' : • . • . ·! ::· .• . . . 

·11s .. 1t also became app~re11~to Plaintiff Kaul tt:iat Defendant Christie's scheme involli~d 
• : ••• ~ • • : • • ¥ • ' 

,~~empting to have Plaintiff. Kaul tieid for as long as possible, with-t_he irit.ention of ha~ing·him, 
•• • • • • • : • • • • • • , f • • •. • ' • , ' 

\vhile.,in a-mentaUy.i!:J.capacitated sta\e, physically.injured/killed, in.order to prevent him-from 
. . . . . . , . 

continuing t,is prosecution ofTfie Kaul Cases-by.his elimination tt,rougti eitt-1.er death or severe: 
: . . , . ~ . . . . .. '. . , " . ,. 
fil,vsica_l/psydiologi~al ,injury, 
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.'-~is. At approxitnately 7:3tl.pin,_ more t~an twenty-four (~4):hours-since t~e illegal seizure of 

Plai~tift°KaiJI'~ person by De;endan~ Murphy a~d without hailing s~en a judge, Plaintiff Kaul was 
. . . , . . . . : . . . : ... 

. instruct~d by a prison gu_ard that he wasto im_mediatelydepart the facility._·. 

li7. Plaintiff Kaul.;,;,a'.s pro)llcied no documentation regarding any subsequent legal proceedings 
.· : . . . . . 

pertaining-to the frali_dulent tax.indictment, ·but was given copies of the traffic tickets from 
. . . ' . , '• . 

Defenda.nt Murphy; _tliatwereJ~sued.~nJune 14, 20~3,.dllring. and_' as part of his knqwingly· 
• • 'V • • •, > < • : •• '. • • • ,, • • • 

illegal Seizure of Plaintiff·Kaul's person.•,• 
.. ·- . . . 

11'.8. 'pl~intlff,!(;iul was transported f~o-~ the Mercer County Correctional Center to the center-Of 
. , . . . 

·rrenton;'where he \Nas disell)ba_rl<e_d·fr'om ~he prison van.at·a_pproximately·9:30 pm. 
• • • • J•. 

' 
• • • 

1i~:-Plaintiff Ka.ul arrived.at his resid~nce at approximately 1_2:30 ani Jun~ 16; 20·23_ • 

22 
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'· 

Legal Claim$ 

. 42 U.S.C. § 1983" -CIV_ll ACTION FOR DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS-
, ' ,•' 

--120;"·Every·per~on who, underqilor ofany statµte.-ordinanc,e-,-regulation, custoni, or usage; of 

a_ny State ~r Territory or the District of Columbia, subjei;ts, onauses to be_subjei:ted, any , • 

~itizen of the _\)nited· _S~ates or oth~r person within the jurisdiction thereof to th~.depriyatio_n of 
r . • . . . 

any rights, privileges, or immuni.ties secured by the Cqnstitution and laws,: shall be llable-t<i·the. _ 
. . ~ ' ' •. ,•. , . . . 

. party iniured, i.n an·action at law; suit in equity, or o_ther proper proceeding for redress, except . • 

that In-any actio~. brought.aga·inst ~ j~di~ial o!fi~er for a.n act o~ omisii~~· taken i~ such offi~er' s 

• 'juiliGi~l-ca.pa'cJty, injunctive relief-s_hall not be granted unless·~ dedaratory decree was vibl_ated 
.. 

O( declaratory.relief was·unavaila_ble. For the purposes: afthis section, any Act 

qf Congress appiicatiie exclusively tothe District of Ccih1rhbia shall be i:onsi_dered-tp·be a-stat\).te 
. ' .- ' ·- . . • . - . . 

of.the District. of Columbia .• 

COUNT ONE 

AGAINST OEFEN_O.ANTS.CHR)STIE/MURP.HY · 

- VIOLATION OF PLAINTIFF KALIL'S DUE PROCESS R~GHTS Pi,JRSUANTTO THE FIFTH, EIGHT AND 

·FOURTEENTH AMENDMENTS OF THE UNITED-STA1ES.CONSTITUTION 

12:!-, Plaintiff Kaul incorporates <111 of the.abm:,e facts as.if re-pied: 
. ~ . . . 

1-22. ·Defenda11t Chri~tle, ir:i•c~_usingthe filing in May 2016~cif:a knowingly .false tax 
• . ! •• . . . . . 

Indictment/legal instrum_e~t. did;whi\e occup_yingthe Office of the Nev.iJers_ey Governor, 
. . . . . . . . 

~riowihgly-at;\d.with ~alice, abuse the power.of state as a·'state actoi'.. 
-~ . : . . . . . . ' .. . . ' 

'123,-Dete·ndant Christle, as a 'state actor' did act under c_olor ofJav,dn kt)c;,_wlng.vlolation of the 

• law·~~d .of Pl~intiff Kaul's human/constitutio)'lai/civil rights:· •• •• 
. . . . 
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:ii4.□-efend'ant~hristi~: as•a 'state actor! in knowingly-iliolatir)g the_law and•Pi~intiffK~ul's 
. ·" . . . . . . 

• hµrilan/c:'o~stitutionalicivii_ rights·for.the purpose 'of having filed a false cr_irniha\ char'!le against 
.-~ ,·-,'S'>. . ' , .• ••• • • . :' . . • 

• Plaintiff Kaul, did knowingly.co_mmit a 'Fraud on the Court'.. 

• 125, Defen·d~nt Ch~istieis·commission ~f ciime wa_s cQmmitted,against Plaintiff Kaul,\o whom 
•• • ' T : 

• 

•• • ·he caused and.continues t'o tau~e irreparal;ile,injury and insult. 
. . . . • . . . • . 

126. Defend~nt ctir-istie's commission ofcriine was·committed against the process of.justice to . 
• :. : ' ~--· . . • '• . • . . . , -· • . 

which he· ~aused•and contin1,1es to:_cause irreparable injury and insult. 

127. beferid~nt;Chrisfie's-ilommissioli of crime was committed against the Offi_ce pf th_e.New 
~ . . . . . 

,· Jersey Govetnor, to w!Jich"he caused and continues to cause irreparable injury and insult. 
. . •. . . . ' ' . '. ' . 

·; 128; Defe_n_dant'Christie'-s-commission of crime was <;om"n:iitted against thEi 'Office.of the New 

• Je.rsey~~t.t~mey Generai to Which he caused ~'nd continues·~·o•('.<ltis.e irrepara~le injury and _ 
_ ; . . ' . . . , . . : . . _, . ' . 

insult. 

--• 129. Defehdant Christie's commission of crime was c.ommitted against the pu_blic, .to which he· 

.:· c~•u~~~ .an~ continues t~ c~use irreparable iniµrv an~ ins~lt • • , • • • • -
. . . . • 

i30. Defendant Christie'.s commission of crime was motiilat,ed ·by his political ambition to . 

'. b~com~. the 2cii6 us Presid~ht. • • • • • • • • • 

_ l~_i, Qefe.ridar:it,(hristie}in the commission oftrime/violation of civil rights, di_d know he was a 
. . . . . . . . • . . . .. . . 

• (state-actor' e·ngaging in a knowinglv. illegal Cc,nspiracy with oth,er'-!state actors' within the Office 

~f t~e NeV:, Jerse"y Att~rney Ge~e~al. _ : • • • • 

°132."D~fendant'Ch.r_istie;fn·the commission.o(crime/viola.tion of civil rights, d.id know he was a:· 
. • . ·- . ,. 

- 'state .;ictol ·e!lllagi"rigfn a:khowingly ill~gal us~ 'of the us wires: 
. . . . . ... . .. ,, 

-: ~. - . . 
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.. ' 133. Defendant Chrlstle's:willful/kn~~ingi~alicious d~priv~tlori of·Pla;ntiff K~~1;/ • 
, '. .., . . • . ' . ;.. . , ,• • . . . ·.. • . • . .. - . ~ 

• .• •• , .. h~man/cohstitutional/civil dgtitsi:aused and c~ntinue's to c~!Jse ihjury,t~: PlaintfffKaul,.and <)S . 
• , • ,:. • •. • ~ '. • - -·' • ' ' .- - t • • , • ' •. 

, . • ; such Defendant (:hristie.ti!mal_ns Jiabl!! to. Plaintiff Kaµ) fo~ compens~tory;' conseq~:~nti~I; ~nd_ 

11~ni!ive dai]'l~ge~.. ••• i__ • ••• : • ,· • • • ·-· • •• ••• · 

.. 

1_34. -D~f~n;~~~~urp.hy, ii) a~ting )With.a knov.rl!!dge of the )llegaJity of the o/~rrant qn June 14, 
' • • • • • • • • - ,. • • • ••• # •• •, 

: .. · i023; did so in Ills .;apatit~ as a_;st~~~actor p~isu~nt:to_~~ seci:i~~ i9s3 dain\. ··;, • • • 

:-~:' 

• 135_ D~fend<!rit: Murphy; f n the lcn9wlecjge th~t ·the w_arra_nt was ill~g,:il, did; while acting llrid~r 
. ,. . . ._ . '. . '"': . . 

. c-olor of law, l(riowin~ly vibi~te 
0

PlaihtiffKaul's hu~ari/constitutiona1)civi1.righ~ .. • ·. • •• • 
. • ·. .. • . . . • • - .. - ,. .:· 

-136. Oefendant. Mutphy'·knowing violatio.ri of i>iaintiff Kaul's hu:O~~/~~nstitutional/tivii r,ights ' 

• : :w.e~~-~~mmit;e~ through the ill~gaJatre;{i~pri~~~rnent,:a~~ ~~ni~I of Pl;i;~tiff Kaul's;req~est 
• -~ ... . . (. • '•' . - ' . ·- ·. • .. ··. • •• • . ' . 

··to)ilert a third party-of h_is-'-'{he~eabpu_ts. • . • 
. . . . . • - . .. . . ... . 

• ' 
• ,. 3,37.·P~f~ndant Murphy's.illegal seizure pf Plaintiff ~auf's pers~n and·vi~Jat.io~ of.his rights, 

,;.:,hil~a 'state acto( ac~ing u~der color ~f-1~~)~-~s ca~~;d hi_nitoln~uriiability-~~rsuant to 

sectio_n ief~{. • •. ' . • • • ', ·.; . . • ' • • 

•.. 138., ·pef~ncjant. Murphy; ill) ·employee·of the Morristo.w~ P.olice, Oep11riment, did know pf the . 
• •• • .. . 1· • : ·.:- . • ••• • •• • . . . :" • • . • • ,. ••. ' 

illegal seizure of Plaintiff Kaul's person.ori,May 27,2()21'. 
~ . • - .. 

• 139: Defenilant MJrphy, in the knowledge of the.illegality of the May 27, 2021, seizure; the 

illegali~ 6f the warra~t amf.ihe .Hiegality of the· JU he· 14,-20ii\~izure, did n~i:ietheless corrimit. 
,· . : - . • , . - .. 

,1hese :viol13tions of·lavf'~[ld. Pl;iintiff l<aul's rights, as he· had received. qrders·t~ do so. 
·. , .. : , . • . ' ' - • . . . : . ·. 
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COUNTTWO 

AGAINST DEFENDANTS CHRISTIE/MURPHY 

VIOLATION OF PLAl~TIFF KAUL;S RIGHT PURSUANT TO THE FOURTH AMENDMENT o·F THE 

UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION 

140. "The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, - -. -- . ' . '' ' - • ' . 
against .unreasonable ·searches and seizures, ~hall not be. violated, arid no Warrants shall 

' . • . 

issue, but upon probable cause, s_upp~rted by Oath or affirmation, and _particularly describing 

t~e. place to be searched, and the persons or th_ings_to be seized." 

• 141. The con.spiracy underpinning, surrounding, and causing:the is~uance in Ma•/2016 of a . . 
fraudulent tax indictment, the:illegal seizure of P.laintiff Kaul's person on. May 27, 2021, arid the 

• . illegal ~eizure of'.Plaintiff Kaul's person on June 14, ~023, does,. pursuant to the doctrine of 

vicarious liability (SEDIMA. S .. P: R. L. v. IMREX CO., INC. ET AL. No. 84-648: 473 U.S. 479 (1985) 

confer on DefEjndant Christie the liability of Defendant-Murphy's illegal seizure of ·Plaintiff ·Ka.ul, 

as if Defendant Christie conducted the illegal seiiure himself. 

142:Defendant Murphy's Ju_ne 14, ·20_23, illegal seizure of Plaintiffl<aul's person,.altbo4gh 
• • . • • • I 

conducted with a knowing illegality, woula never have occurred had Defendant Christie not had . . . . 
. issued the·May 20f6 fraudulent tax indictment. 

143 .. The law prohibits_ Defendant Murphy from raising a probable ·cause defense. See Berg v 

County of Allegheny, 219'F. 3d 26i- Court of Appeals. 3rd.tircuit 2000 (Exhibit·3): 

144. "Tlje Supreme Court's decision in Whiteley v. Warden, 401 U.S. 560, 91 S.Ct. 1031. 28 

L.Ed:2d 306 (1971). as well as our own subsequl;!nt decisions, make clear that an erroneously . . ,• - . . ~ 

issued warrant cannot provide probable cause for an arrest. In Whiteley, a co_unty sheriff 

26 
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. ·obt!1ined a warrant for· Whiteley's arrest based on a conclu~ory complaint. Police officers in 
J • • • • • • • • 

anotlierjuris_dictlon.arrested Whitele',', discovering evidence late~ inttoduced at his trial. The 

,:State argued tha_t because.the·,!r~estini officers were ~n;iware (!f.the defect-in_ the warrant, • 
. . . . . . 

.. theY:had probable cause to arrest whether o.r not the sheriff did. B_ut the Supreme Court held 
. . .-. . . . . ·. 

that tile arrest was unconstitutional and ordered the evidence excluded: 

Certainly, police officers called ·upon to·aid.other officers in executing arrest-warrants are 
. . . . . • . . . 

entitled to :i~sum~ that the officernequesting'aid c:,ffl!red._the mi!gistrate the infor~~tl~n 
• ' . 

requisit~ to support an independent J11dicial assessment-of-probable cause .. W!Jere,_h.Pwever, 
. . . . . . .. , . 

. the cont~ry turn,s out to be true, an otherwlse-illiigal arrest ,can.not be insulated fro.m 

• chalieng~ by the decislon·of the instigating officer to.rely on fellow officers to make the 
. . . . . . . . . . ~ . . . . 

arrest." at 270 

.145. Neither can Defendant M4rphy claim.the "I was only taking.orders"defense, a defense 
. . . . . ; ·• ·, 

debunked-at the Nuremberg Tr.ials. 
. . . . 

._ •:146. Defendant Murphy's i!legal._seizure ~fPlaintiff Kaul w:as made.without probable cause, as 

Defendant Murphy knew the tax indictment related warrant was illegal, but for reasons cif 
:- . -- . . . . . . 

professional advancement entered [hto. the conspiracy formed on May 26/27, 2021, between 
. . ·- -

•. Defendant Christie ·and the Morristown Pol\ce .Department. • 
. ·, . . . . . . . 

1,p. Furt~er-substalitiating Defenda~t Murphy's defenseless position is the fact that·he, upon 
• ~- . . . 

comr:nun)catirig wJdi persqns at the. Morristown Police Department,knew that the May 27, 

2,021, ~eizu~e of Plainiiff i<aul's pers~n was illeg~I 

·148, Further substantiating-Qefendan_t Murphy's defenselessness is ttie·fact.that he, µpdn, 

com.m.unkating With·persons at the Morristown Police. Department, knew that the niegal.May 
. . . . '• 

27, 2021, seizur.e of P!a.intiff Kaui's person was a retaliaiorv a~t init.iated/orchestrated by 

D~fendatit Christie in an.attempt to .harass/intiriiidate/injure/kill.Plaintiff Kaul,. in ord~r to cause 
. .. . . . ·,•. . . .. . 

him.'tO cease hi~ prosecution of The Kaul Cases Defendants. 
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• 149. Defendant Murphy, with thi_s in"formation in mirid, .. kr:iew:that the law P.rohibited him from 
: • . -~- . : ... . • . 

. seizing Plaintiff i<aul'.s person, and thµs-he-is without-any defense as to· his knowingly illegal. • 
·- . ·, . . 

• seizure of Plaintiff K~ul; s person. 

C04NTTHREE 

AGAINST DEFENDANTS CHRISTIE/MURPHY .. . . ' . 

. 42 u.s.c. § 1985 (3)--'CONSPIRACY TO INTERFER WITH CIVIL RIGHTS 

150. '!lf'two.ot more,persons in·any_Sl:_ate <ir T~r_ritor:y conspire or go in disguis!l.on the 

higliw~y:or 0~ th~ premises of an.oth~r, for·the purpose of_d~p~iving:·elther directly or 

0

lndi~c;t:I~, any person or~ias~ of persons _of the,eq~aj pr~te~_io~ ofthe la_ws, ~r of eq~ai 

•; privileges and immunities ~nder the la\vs; or for tlie purpose of preventin~ or hindering.the 
~- • . . . '• . . . .. 

Jonstituted authorities of any .State o.r Territ1>ty fr!)m giving or secu_ring. to all persons withi_n 
., . . : . . ,_ . ~ . . . . 

such State or Territory tlie ;qu~I protectlon,ofthe laws; or ihwo cii-inore·persons co~spire to 
. • ••• • • .._ ••• • - ,· -. < •• ' , ' .- • ._ ; -

prellent by force, intimidation, cit t_hreat>any citizen who is lawfully"entitled to vote,frq~ 

gi~inghis support or:a~~oc

0

acy in a ;~g~tmilri~er: tow~rd or in f~ytjr pf the' ~lection of any 

lawfui!y' q11alifieil person as an elector for Pr.esident or Vice Presiilen't, ·or as a _Member 

of Congress ofth~ Unite,d-St~tes; or ~o injure ;iny citizen in pe.:So~ or
0

prope~ ~n ap:o
0

uptof 
. r . • . . 

• such support·\ir·advocai:y; in any case •of.conspiracy set-forth in this section, •if one or more· 
~ .· . • . . 

_ person~_engaged therein.do, o_r cause to be done,_ ~n"y act_io furtheranc!l of the.object of such 
• . .. ' . ., . . • . . . . . 

. ~on;p,r;icy,. wh~reby.anotlier is injured in h\s pei-$011 .o~ pr!)perw, or deprivec! of having and 

• exer~isiJg any r~g~t oi-~rivil~g~ ~f ~ dtizen of the United s~~ie's,. the pai1:y 50 injured or 
. . . . . . . -. . ~ 

depri)led niay have anactlcin,forthe.recovery qf damages occasionetl'by such injury,or 
, . . . . 

• deprivation, ag<1inst any one or more of t,he conspira_tors." 
.. ; .. ~ . . ·•.,. . . . . 

151 .. The consRiracy tbat commenced against Plaintiff Kaul:did soi~' approxi~ately.;>.(iOS/2006, 
. . ·. . .· . . . . . . . • ' . 

when.Plain~iff Ka4i ii\ventec;I and ~uti:essfully perfqrmed the fir~t percutaneous minirqally 
. . . . . . . . 
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152. From 2005/220"li this conspira~y{as expanded to include, amongst others, the Mo~ristown 
- ' . . . .. : '• . . . . . 

. ' 

Police bepartment,wbich did knowingly enter the conspiracy on May 26/27, 2021, upon the 

encouragement.by-Oe.feridant Christie of senior' persoriswithin the department. 
~ . ' •.. . ·. ' . ' . 

153. Within the._consp\racy there was an agreement; bothtacit and explicit, that the successful 

• execution of the-scheme to eli.~inate Plaintiff Kaul. Uail/suicide/murder) would [equire his civil 
- . _. . . . . . . . .. ,. 

~ights be violate!!. 

154. Defendants Christie and his-coiconspiratcits at the Morristown Police Department knew • 

. that the willful vjofation of Plii;ntlff Ka~;'s civil· rights c~nstituted a. felon;, bu~ did nonethele'ss 
' .. , . 

attempt.to perpet_ra'te the scheme·in the beli~f th~t Plaintiff Kaul would be elinii_nated on May. 

27; 2021, by ha.ving him ·transferred to the Mercer County Correctional:Center, where he was to•· 

. be seriously injured/killed, in·order to render him unable to continue-his :Pro.secution_ of The 

. Kaul Cases; 

. 1"55. Theconspir'ac';I to violate Plaintiff Ka~i'.s civil-rights continued from the Morristown Police 

Departme~t to the.Unit~d-States Marshals Service and into the Mercer County Correctional • 
~ . • 

. 

Center, where the-scheme, f~r wh_icb Defendan\:5 Chrlstie/Mucii.h.Y, and intact· ;Ii of The Kaul 
. . . . . . 

Cases Defendants, pu~uant to·RICO'.s vicarious li~b.ilify.doctrine, ate liable,-involved an attempt 

t_o use -anti"PSVchotics to render fllaii:,tiff Kaul.·mentally:infirm, p~chiatricaily la_belled, 

susce'ptible to serious-injury/death, in ·order.to effectively eliminate:his right to life and to 

actually elimina_te·Plairitiff K~uL •. 

• 156,. lt has become all but impossible to place a le;id bullet in Plaintiff K-aul's head (that 
. . . . . 

opp,ortunity v.ia~-lost in 2021) and so the schemes now involve pha~macological bullets. • 

. 29 
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l. Injunctive reliefprohibiting any.pe~sol)s/agencies that either ar.e-or ever have been · 

: . a~~pciat~p/i:cmtracted/ernployed/oth~~ise relat~i!. to anv.JegaLele~en~~/agen~ies bf the ·state 

. ' ,.. '.: .. ·. . ,.. . . . . ' ' . . . . . 

of New)Jersey /its co.unties and or the'ir agents from any furtfie~ attempt~ at· 

h~~s:sment/intirnid~tion/int~dere~te\yitti the perso.n ano ~/g~ts of ~l;iintiff Kaul. 
. , . ' ,. - . .. . 

-2. Coinpensato~/CQ_hsequeritia.lf Punltiv~ 'reljef i~ the amount of _five hundred million _dollars($·. 

• . .. . . ·:_ -~- . . . . . . . - . . . . 

500,00(),00ci) .. ,• •. -

3. An.order to Defendant Chri~tiethat h·e i~·to.disseminate-to all state agencies/courts/judges 

' - '. . • . . . ·. ; 

•• ·_ • • th~ above judgmer)ts.· 

,· 

.30. 
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. , .. · . 

.. .. -

... 

. ase 1:23-ov-22582-\3B Document4 Entered on FL.SQ Docket 07/28(20?3 P~ge 30 of 57 

Conclusion 

.• Kl:).-15-r~pr~~ents an unhinged escala:tiori of force thatcoristitutesiurther:~ondusive evide.tice• • 
•. • . .. . . . •. . . .• . :. . . '. .. 

of the guilt_:of The Kaul i::a~~s· D~fend~nts, ·to a. criminaI:s~aridard. This·.evidence w,ill be . 

~libi:riitted ;nt!)Ki1~14 Jn sup~~~ ~f motions f~r Sum~a-ryJ~d~n:ient'. • • • • • • ·' 
. . .·, . . . . .. . .•. ;· . ·.·. . , 

Th.e ~tiite'of.New,J~rsey i$ ~-Defe~darit iri Kll-5 (lndia),:and. the.lndiar:i Gover'nment is now.·.· ••• 
. ~ 

.. . . . 

• Piaintiff ~aul resp~ctfu lly. info.rm~ this tourt that its inactiorfin 9ctober 2016 regarding Plaintiff 

•• : • Ka~l's requ~_st for a TROlPI apd subseq uerit obstt.ucl:iiin of .Plaintiff-Kaul; s efforts at prosecuting 
. . . ' •.. -, • . .- • . . . ·.· .. . : . . ·, : . . . . . . . . . . - . . . 

·The KauLCases· are. par.tially responsible for.the e_vents-of lylay 27, 20iliJune 14, 2023, and • .. 

. . _· ·,. ' :_, . . • . ' ~ • ; . • • . ' ' . . . .· ;_ • . . • ~- • -· ' • ; . . • • ; . ~ \ . 

• • • .• should Plaintiff Kaul be injured/'suicided' /murdered, the Indian.Government will demand•The 
. • . . .·· -~. ;.-._ . .-..,_ . ''. ,,, .... ·-~~ ;--_~ ... •· '., •. _. ... •.• .. '· .. ·'. -.-

.·Kaul Cases_;Defendai;ts'be broug~t~ justice in the US, and will_exercise··its power over 

•. A~e~icim d~;;en~/cor~oraUo~: in ln~ia. • •• • • • • • • • : •• 

Tialed:)iily27,2023 
•• . RICHARD ARJON KAUL, MD 

. . . , · .. 
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WIKIPEDIA 
lhe Free Encyclopedia 

Flexner Report 
The Flexner Repor1!)l is a book-length landmark report of 
medical education in the United States and Canada, written by 
Abraham Flexner and published in 1910 under the aegis of the 
Carnegie Foundation. Many aspects of the present-day American 
medical profession stem from the Flexner Report and its 
aftermath. The Flexner report has been criticized for introducing 
policies that encouraged systemicradsm.1&[3llil 

The Report, also called Carnegie Foundation Bulletin Number 
Four, called on American medical schools to enact higher 
admission and graduation standards, and to adhere strictly to the 
protocols of mainstream science in their teaching and research. 
The report talked about the need for revamping and centralizing 
medical institutions. Many American medical schools fell short of 
the standard advocated in the Flexner Report and, subsequent to 
its publication, nearly half of such schools merged or were closed 
outright. Colleges in electrotherapy were closed. 

M:'ii.ouiilL £DU(JliTWli' 

!N.'1tti': 

111t·,.,,,;.·,.~"'"'";.i.ro;.\. 
"'~""'~ -~v,mi:.,.,..,;n:.,..,.,.,;' ... - . 

~111'"9'"™-·~ .. -~ .... 
lm<•Y is •!lrnl!-.:Jt ._ ..... _ 

', ... .......... __. ... ,,;.;.. 
~=•', ·, 

The title page for the Flexner Report 

Homeopathy, traditional osteopathy, eclectic medicine, and 
p]iysiomedicalislll. (botanical therapies that had not been tested scientifically) were derided.Isl 

The Report also concluded that there were too many medical schools in the United States, and that too 
many doctors were being trained. A repercussion of the Flexner Report, resulting from the closure or 
consolidation of university training, was the closure of all but two "negro" medical schools and the 
reversion of American universities to male-only admittance programs to accommodate a smaller 
admission pool. Universities had begun opening and expanding female admissions as part of women's 
and co-educational facilities only in the mid-to-latter part of the 19th century with the founding of co
~ci.11.":"t.ion.a.l Oberlin Colleg~ in 1833 and private colleges such as Vassar College and !'~Illbroi<.e 
~-

Background 

In 1904, the American Medical Association (AMA) created the 
Council on Medical Education (CME),@ whose objective was to 
restructure American medical education. At its first annual 
meeting, the CME adopted two standards: one laid down the 
minimum prior education required for admission to a medical 
school; the other defined a medical education as consisting of two 
years training in human anatomy and p]iysiology followed by two 
years of clinical work in a te~c,]iing.hospital. Generally speaking, 
the council strove to improve the quality of medical students, 
looking to draw from the society of upper-class, educated 
studentsJ71 

In 1908, seeking to advance its reformist agenda and hasten the 
elimination of schools that failed to meet its standards, the CME 
contracted with the Came~_Foundation for the Advancement of 
Teaching to survey American medical education. Henry Pritchett, 
president of the Carnegie Foundation and a staunch advocate of Abraham Flexner 
medical school reform, chose Abraham Flexner to conduct the 
survey. Neither a physician, a scientist, nor a medical educator, 
Flexner held a Bachelor of Arts degree and operated a for-profit school in Louisville, Kentucky.ml He 
visited every one of the 155 North American medical schools then in operation, all of which differed 
greatly in their curricula, methods of assessment, and requirements for admission and graduation. 
Summarizing his findings, he wrote:l2l. 
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Each day students were subjected to interminable lectures and recitations. After a long 
morning of dissection or a series of quiz sections, they might sit wearily in the afternoon 
through three or four or even five lectures delivered in methodical fashion by part-time 
teachers. Evenings were given over to reading and preparation for recitations. If fortunate 
enough to gain entrance to a hospital, they observed more than participated. 

The Report became notorious for its harsh description of certain establishments, describing Chicago's 
fourteen medical schools, for example, as "a disgrace to the State whose laws permit its existence ... 
indescribably foul ... the plague spot of the nation." Nevertheless, several schools received praise for 
excellent performance, including Western Reserve (now Case Western Reserve), Michi~, Wake 
Forest, McGill, Toron~, and particularly Johns Hopkins, which was described as the 'model for 
medical education1.Cwl 

Recommended changes 

To help with the transition and change the minds of other doctors and scientists, John D. Rockefeller 
gave many millions to colleges, hospitals and fonnded a philanthropic front group called "General 
Education Board" (GEB).l:!!l " "" -

When Flexner researched his report, many American medical schools were small "proprietary" trade 
schools owned by one or more doctors, unaffiliated with a college or university, and run to make a 
profit. A degree was typically awarded after only two years of study with laboratory work and 
dissection optional. Many of the instructors were local doctors teaching part-time. Regulation of the 
medical profession by state governments was minimal or nonexistent. American doctors varied 
enormously in their scientific understanding of human physio_logy, and the word "quack" was in 
common use. 

Flexner carefully examined the situation. Using the Johns Hopkins School of Medicine as the ideal,[!~) 
he issued the following recommendations:l!3l 

1. Reduce the number of medical schools (from 155 to 31) and the number of poorly trained 
physicians; 

2. Increase the prerequisites to enter medical training"; 
3. Train physicians to practice in a scientific manner and engage medical faculty in research; 
4. Give medical schools control of clinical instruction in hospitals 
5. Strengthen state regulation of medical licensure 

Flexner expressed that he found Hopkins to be a "small but ideal medical school, embodying in a 
novel way, adapted to American conditions, the best features of medical education in England, France, 
and Germany." In his efforts to ensure that Hopkins was the standard to which all other medical 
schools in the United States were compared, Flexner went on to claim that all the other medical 
schools were subordinate in relation to this "one bright spot.',[L4l Flexner believed that admission to a 
medical school should require, at minimum, a high school diplom~ and at least two years of college or 
university study, primarily devoted to basic science. When Flexner researched his report, only 16 out 
of 155 medical schools in the United States and Canada required applicants to have completed two or 
more years of university education.l&l By 1920, 92 percent of U.S. medical schools required this of 
applicants. Flexner also argued that the length of medical education should be four years, and its 
content should be what the CME agreed to in 1905. Flexner recommended that the proprietary 
medical schools should either close or be incorporated into existing universities. He stated that 
medical schools needed be part of a larger university since a proper stand-alone medical school would 
have to charge too much in order to break even financially. 

Less known is Flexner's recommendation that medical schools appoint full-time clinical professors. 
Holders of these appointments would become "true university teachers, barred from all but charity 
practice, in the interest of teaching." Flexner pursued this objective for years, despite widespread 
opposition from existing medical faculty. 

Flexner was the child of German immigrants, and had studied and traveled in Europe. He was well 
aware that one could not practice medicine in continental Europe without having undergone an 
extensive specialized university education. In effect, Flexner demanded that American medical 
education conform to prevailing practice in continental Europe. 
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By and large, medical schools in Canada and the United States followed . many of Flexner's 
recommendations, However, schools have increased their emphasis on matters of public health. 

Consequences of the report 

Many aspects of the medical profession in North America changed following the F1exner Report. 
Medical training adhered more closely to the scientific method and became grounded in human . 
physioloip,: and biochemistry. Medical research aligned more fully with the protocols of scientific 
research. !~l Average physician quality significantly increasedJ13l 

Medical school closings 

Fleimer sought to reduce the number of medical schools in the usJ•7l A majority of American 
institutions granting M_D or DO degrees as of the date of the Report (1910) closed within two to three 
decades. (In Canada, only the medical school at Western University was deemed inadequate, but none 
was closed or merged subsequent to the Report.) In 1904, there were 160 MD-granting institutions 
with more than 28,000 students. By 1920, there were only 85 MD-granting institutions, educating 
only 13,800 students. By 1935, there were only 66 medical schools operating in the US. 

Between 1910 and 1935, more than half of all American medical schools merged or closed. The 
dramatic decline was in some part due to the implementation of the Report's recommendation that all 
"proprietary" schools be closed and that medical schools should henceforth all be connected to 
universities. Of the 66 surviving MD-granting institutions in 1935, 57 were part of a university. An 
important factor driving the mergers and closures of medical schools was that all state medical boards 
gradually adopted and enforced the Report's recommendations. In response to the Report, some 
schools fired senior faculty members as part ofa process ofreform and renewal.[•§] 

Impact on African-American doctors and patients 

The Flexner __ report has been criticized for introducing policies that encouraged ~ystemic 
racism[g)!3Jl!.2filQJ and sexism.kl] 

Fleimer advocated closing all but two of the historically black medical schools. As a result, only 
:l:ICJ""1I'd{J_ni~r~ity.C::_ol_)"-ge of Medicine and :Me,_h_a.rry Medical Colleg"-were left open, while five other 
schools were closed. Flexner's view was that black doctors should treat only black patients and should 
play roles subservient to those of white physicians. The closure of the five schools, and the fact that 
black students were not admitted to many U.S. medical schools for the next 50 years, has contributed 
to the low numbers of American-born physicians of color, and the ramifications are still felt more than 
a century later.l~l 

Fleimer's findings also restricted opportunities for African-American physicians in the medical sphere. 
Even the Howard and Meharry schools struggled to stay open following the Flexner Report, having to 
meet the institutional requirements of white medical schools, reflecting a divide in access to health 
care between white and African-Americans. Following the Flexner Report, African-American students 
sued universities, challenging the precedent set by Plessy v. Fer~. However, those students were 
met by opposition from schools, who remained committed to se~gated medical education. It was not 
until 15 years after Brown v. Board of Education in 1954 that the AAMC ensured access to medical 
education for African-Americans and minorities by supporting the diversification of medical 
schools.~ 

Along with his adherence to germ theory, Flexner argued that, if not properly trained and treated, 
African-Americans posed a health threat to middle and upper-class whitesJg3] 

"The practice of the Negro doctor will be limited to his own race, which in its turn will be 
cared for better by good Negro physicians than by poor white ones. But the physical well
being of the Negro is not only of moment to the Negro himself. Ten million of them live in 
close contact with sixty milJion whites. Not only does the Negro himself suffer from 
hookworm and tuberculosis; he communicates them to his white neighbors, precisely as 
the ignorant and unfortunate white contaminates him. Self-protection not less than 
humanity offers weighty counsel in this matter; self- interest seconds philanthropy. The 
Negro must be educated not only for his sake, but for ours. He is, as far as the human eye 
can see, a permanent factor in the nation."[=?3.J 
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The view that Flexner and his report were detrimental to Black medical schools is largely refuted by 
Thomas N. Bonner, a scholar referred to as a "distinguished historian" by the AAMC. Bonner 
contended that Flexner worked to save the two Black medical schools that were graduating most of the 
Black physicians at that time. C~,t] 

Impact on alternative medicine 

When Flexner researched his report, "modern" medicine faced vigorous competition from several 
quarters, including osteopathic medicine, chiropractic medicine, electrotherapy, eclectic medicine, 
naturopathy, and homeopathy,L25l Flexner clearly doubted the scientific validity of all forms of 
medicine other than that based on scientific research, deeming any approach to medicine that did not 
advocate the use of treatments such as vaccines to prevent and cure illness as tantamount to quackery 
and charlatanism. Medical schools that offered training in various disciplines including 
electromagnetic field therapy, phototherapy, eclectic medicine, physiomedicalism, naturopathy, and 
homeopathy, were told either to drop these courses from their curriculum or lose their accreditation 
and underwriting support. A few schools resisted for a time, but eventually most complied with the 
Report or shut their doors,C26l 

Impact on osteopathic medicine 

Although almost all the alternative medical schools listed in Flexner's report were closed, the 
American Osteopathic Association (AOA) brought a number of osteopathic medical schools into 
compliance with Flexner's recommendations to produce an evidence-based practice. The curricula of 
DO- and MD-awarding medical schools are now n~~rly icle.11t.i.caj, the chief difference being the 
additional instruction in osteopathic schools of osteopathic manipulative medicine. 

Impact on role of physician 

The vision for medical education described in the Flexner Report narrowed medical schools' interests 
to disease, and not on the system of health care or society's health beyond disease. Preventive 
medicine and population health were not considered a responsibility of physicians, bifurcating 
"health" into two separate fields: scientific medicine and public health.~l 

See also 
• Committee of Ten 
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