











17. Defendant Fallon & Fallon, LLP (“Fallon & Fallon”) is a New Jersey limited
liability partnership with its principal place of business in Middletown, New Jersey. Fallon &
Fallon are certified public accountants. It is named as a defendant because of its role in the
corrupt scheme outlined in this Complaint.

18. Defendant Oscar Sandoval, M.D. (“Sandoval”) is a medical psychiatrist, licensed
in the State of New Jersey, is the President and/or principal of Hudson County Psychiatric
Associates, and is the principal of Oscar Sandoval, M.D., P.C. He is a New Jersey resident. He
is named as a defendant individually and as principal of Hudson County Psychiatric Associates
and Oscar Sandoval, M.D., P.C. because of his role in the corrupt scheme outlined in this
Complaint.

19.  Defendant Hudson County Psychiatric Associates, P.C. (“HCPA”) is a
professional corporation with its principal place of business in Union City, New Jersey. It is
named as a defendant because of its role in the corrupt scheme outlined in this Complaint.

20. Defendant Oscar Sandoval, M.D., P.C. (“Sandoval P.C.”) is a professional
corporation with its principal place of business in New Jersey. It is named as a defendant
because of its role in the corrupt scheme outlined in this Complaint.

21. Defendant Nidia Davila-Colon (“Colon™) is a former Freeholder of Hudson. She
is a New Jersey resident who is currently incarcerated. She is named as a defendant because of
her role in the corrupt scheme outlined in this Complaint.

22, Defendants John Doe Nos. 1-20 and Jane Doe Nos. 1-20 are persons whose
identities are currently unknown to plaintiffs and who were participants in the corrupt scheme

outlined in this Complaint and/or otherwise aided and abetted the acts more particularly set forth

in this Complaint.
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23 Plaintiffs Hudson County, Thomas DeGise, the Freeholders, and the HCIA seek
to recover damages sustained as the victims of a far-reaching, fraudulent scheme that was
perpetrated by the defendants Robert C. Janiszewski, Gerard A. Lisa, Lisa & Associates, Jay
Booth, Jersey Capital Markets, Inc., Tri-State Capital Corp., M.H. Meyerson & Co., Crown
Financial Group, Red-Horse Securities, LLC, Charles Fallon, Fallon & Fallon, LLP., Oscar
Sandoval, M.D., Hudson County Psychiatric Associates, Oscar Sandoval, M.D., P.C,, Nidia
Davila-Colon, and William Braker (“the Corrupt Defendants™).

24.  The Defendants acted in concert to form a de facto corrupt enterprise that
operated with the common goal of defrauding plaintiffs. Beginning not later than 1993,
Janiszewski began accepting bribes and/or gratuities from other defendants, and others, in return
for the award ot renewal of contracts with Hudson County or the HCIA or for other favors or
special consideration. The bribes and/or gratuities were sometimes accepted directly from
various defendants and were sometimes passed through various defendants acting as conduits for
the illicit funds. The Corrupt Defendants’ misconduct was eventuaily discovered, and, as a result
of an investigation, federal authorities indicted many of the participants in the fraudulent scheme.
All of the indicted defendants reached plea agreements except for defendant Colon, who was
convicted following a trial.

25.  Defendant Western Surety Company has been included in this action solely as a
necessary party for the purpose of defining its obligations under the certain fidelity bonds that it
issued for the benefit of Hudson County. Plaintiffs make no allegation of wrongdoing as to this

defendant.

{00345226: 1} 6



FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS

The Governmental Plan

26.  Janiszewski was first elected to a four-year term as Hudson County Executive in
November of 1987 and took office in January of 1988. He won reelection to four-year terms in
1991, 1995 and 1999, and he held the position of County Executive until his resignation in or
about August of 2001.

27. At all times since Janiszewski first took office as County Executive, Hudson
County was governed by the County Executive Plan of county government, as authorized and set
forth in N.J.S.A. § 40:41A-24, et seq.

28.  N.JS.A. § 40:41A-24, et seq. provides, in part, that the County Executive, as the
head of the executive branch of county government, shall:

a. Report annually to the board of freeholders and to the people on

the state of the county, and the work of the previous year; he shall
also recommend to the Board whatever action or programs he
deems necessary for the improvement of the County and the
welfare of its residents. He may from time to time at his discretion

recommend any course of action or programs he deems necessary
or desirable for the County to undertake.

* * *
d. Supervise the care and custody of all county property institutions
and agencies.
f. Sign all contracts, bonds or other instruments requiring the consent
of the county.
i. Negotiate contracts for the county subject to board approval; make

recommendations concerning the nature and location of county
improvements and execute improvements determined by the board.

I Assure that the terms and conditions, imposed in favor of the
county or its inhabitants in any statute, franchise or other contract,
are faithfully kept and performed. N.J.S.A. § 40:41A-36.

29. N.J.S.A.§ 40A:11-5(1)a)(i) provides that the Freeholders, as the legislative

branch of county government, shall act upon contracts presented to it by the executive branch.
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30. Although many county contracts must be publicly bid, the law permits a public
body to enter into certain contracts without public bidding. All of the contracts described in this
Complaint were entered into without public bidding, after having been presented to the Board of
Frecholders by the County Executive or after having been presented to the HCIA at the direction
of the County Executive.

The Corrupt Scheme

31.  Beginning not later than 1993, Janiszewski began accepting bribes and/or
gratuities from other Corrupt Defendants, as well as from others, both directly and through
conduits, and in return recommended contracts, directly or through his executive administration,
for approval by the Freeholders and the HCIA.  Throughout his terms of office, Janiszewski
developed, expanded and maintained this corrupt network.

The Role of Paul Byrne, PJB Group, Inc,, and Lisa

32. Paul Byrne, a long-time associate of and political advisor to Janiszewski,
participated extensively in the corrupt network, including by acting as an intermediary, passing
along bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski on behalf of others. Neither Mr. Byme nor PJB
Group is named as a party defendant in this action. Mr. Byme is not named because he is
deceased, and his Estate has no assets. PJB Group, Inc. is not named because it has no assets and
no longer conducts any business.

33 As part of this scheme, Byme, individually and through PJB Group, Inc., which
Byrne owned, performed bogus consulting services for individuals and entities who desired
preferential treatment from Janiszewski, and some or all of the money paid to Byme and/or PIB

was passed on to Janiszewski in the form of bribes and/or gratuities.

100345226; 13 8



34.  For example, from 1997 through 2001, Byrne individually and through PJB
solicited cash payments from defendant Lisa and passed a portion of the cash payments to
Janiszewski in exchange for Janiszewski recommending auditing contracts to Lisa and Lisa &
Associates.

35.  On or about December 3, 2000, Byrne accepted a cash payment from Lisa and
passed $2,000.00 to Janiszewski.

36.  On or about January 25, 2001, Byrne accepted a cash payment of $8,000 from
Lisa and passed $1,650.00 to Janiszewski.

37. In or about February of 2001, Byrne accepted a cash payment of $8,000 from
Lisa, and on or about March 2, 2001, Byrne passed $2,500.00 to Janiszewski.

38.  In exchange for the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski by Lisa,
through Byrne and/or PJB, and as a result of Janiszewski’s actions, Lisa and Associates was
awarded over $1.6 million in professional auditing contracts by Hudson County, through the
Freeholders, between 1996 and 2001.

39. Between 1993 and 2000, Byrne made direct payments of approximately
$2,000.00 per year to Janiszewski on his own behalf and/or on behalf of PJB. These payments
were bribes and/or gratuities, and Janiszewski considered them to be bribes and/or gratuities.

4(0.  Byme charged so-called consulting fees to others in excess of hundreds of
thousands of dollars. These consulting fees were actually bribes and/or gratuities, and because of
his ability to secure contracts for others, based on the payment of bribes and/or gratuities, Byrne

individually and through PIB was able to obtain these ill-gotten fees from others.
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The Role of Sandoval and Colon

41.  Beginning in the early 1990’s and until in or about September, 2001, Hudson
County contracted with Sandoval, HCPA, and Sandoval, M.D., P.C. to provide professional
psychiatric services at various Hudson County medical and correctional facilities.

42. Between in or about 1995, and until in or about 2000, Sandoval, individually and
on behalf of HCPA and Sandoval, M.D., P.C., paid approximately $40,000.00 in bribes and/or
gratuities o Janiszewski, in exchange for which Janiszewski recommended that the Freeholders
renew and extend the contracts which were awarded to Sandoval, HCPA, and Sandoval, M.D,,
P.C..

43.  These payments were made through defendant Colon, who acted as a conduit for
the bribe and/or gratuity money from Sandoval to Janiszewski, dispensing payments on
numerous separate occasions that included the following:

(a) In or about 1995, Colon passed an envelope to Janiszewski
containing $10,000 cash at her political club in Jersey City, New
Jersey, stating that the money was from Sandoval;

(b)  In or about late 1995 or early 1996, Colon passed an envelope to
Janiszewski containing $5,000.00 cash in the rotunda of the
Hudson County Courthouse, stating that the money was from
Sandoval,

(c) On or about September 15, 1999, Colon passed an envelope 10
Janiszewski containing $5,000.00 in the rotunda of the Hudson
County Courthouse, stating that it was from Sandoval and that
another payment was coming.  Additionally, the envelope
contained suggested revisions to Sandoval’s contract, prepared by
his attorney, which Janiszewski passed along to the Hudson

County Law Department; and

(d) On or about October 15, 1999, Colon passed an envelope to
Janiszewski containing $5,000.00 in cash.
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44.  In or about 1997, Byrne, acting as an intermediary on behalf of Sandoval, passed
approximately $5,000.00 in cash to Janiszewski.

45. Tn addition to these bribe and/or gratuity payments orchestrated by Sandoval
through conduits, in or about the year 2000 Sandoval personally and directly made at least two
bribe andfor gratuity payments of $5,000.00 each to Janiszewski.

46. In exchange for the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski by
Sandoval, directly and through Colon, over $7 million in contracts were awarded by Hudson
County, through the Freeholders, between 1996 and 2001, to Sandoval, HCPA, and Sandoval,
M.D.,P.C.

The Role of Booth

47. In or about 1991, Booth’s company, Jersey Capital, was designated as an
underwriter to sell bonds to finance a HCIA correctional facility project.

A8,  This underwriter contract with HCIA was ensured by a bribe and/or gratuity
payment of $3,000.00 made by Booth directly to Janiszewski.

49.  In or about 1999, it became necessary for Hudson County, through the HCIA, to
issue another county bond, and again Booth ensured the award of the underwriter contract for his
company, M.H. Meyerson, as a result of a $3,000.00 bribe and/or gratuity made by him directly
to Janiszewski.

50. From in or about 1995 or 1996 through 2000, in addition to the above bribe and/or
gratuity payments, Booth assisted Janiszewski with his income tax return preparation, free of
charge.

51.  In exchange for the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski by Booth,

Booth and his companies, Jersey Capital, Tri-State, Crown, M.H. Meyerson and Red Horse, were
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designated as an underwriter to sell bonds for various Hudson County and/or HCIA projects
from 1991 through 1999 and benefited financially from these designations.

The Role of Fallon

52. Beginning in 1994, Fallon, through his company Fallon & Fallon, held a
professional services contract to provide accounting services to the HCIA.

53 Tn or about 1995 or 1996 through 2001, Fallon made direct bribe and/or gratuity
payments to Janiszewski in the amount of approximately $2,000.00 per year to ensure renewal of
said contract.

54.  While contracted to provide accounting services to the HCIA, Fallon directed a
$5,000.00 bribe and/or gratuity to Janiszewski so his company, Fallon & Fallon, would be
designated the Verification Agent for a bond transaction authorized by Hudson.

55.  In exchange for the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski by Fallon
and his company Fallon & Fallon were awarded in excess of $250,000 in professional services
contracts between 1994 and 2001 by HCIA. Fallon & Fallon was also designated Verification
Agent for a bond transaction authorized by HCIA and benefited from this designation by
collecting large sums of money, yet to be determined.

Federal Indictments / Informations and Plea Agreements

56.  Janiszewski waived federal indictment on October 3, 2002 and pled guilty to
extortion and tax evasion. Janiszewski was sentenced on March 24, 2005, to forty-one (41)
months in federal prison, a $40,000 fine to be paid within thirty (30) days, and payment of all
taxes due to the IRS and corrected tax returns filed within sixty (60) days. Janiszewski began to

serve his sentence on or about May 5, 2005.
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57.  Byme was indicted on October 15, 2003 for attempted extortion under color of
official right and income tax evasion for the years 1999 through 2001. He pled guilty to all
counts on July 19, 2004, but died on May 5, 2003, before he could be sentenced.

58.  Lisa pled guilty on July 25, 2003 to a one-count information charging him with
mail fraud.

59.  Colon was indicted on October 30, 2002, for mail fraud and for having “aided and
abetted Janiszewski’s attempted extortion under color of official right” She was convicted on
June 23, 2003 on all five counts of her indictment and sentenced to thirty-seven (37) months in
Danbury Federal Corrections Institute in Connecticut.

60.  Fallon pled guilty to charges of bribery in July, 2005. He was fined $20,000.00
and ordered to serve six months of home confinement with electronic monitoring,

FIRST COUNT
(Violation of New Jersey RICO — N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-2(c))

61.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as il set forth herein
at length.

62.  The claims alleged in this First Count are alleged against the Corrupt Defendants.

63. N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-1(b) defines “persons” as any individual or entity or enterprise
holding or capable of holding a legal or beneficial interest in property. The Corrupt Defendants
are “persons” as defined by N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-1(b).

64.  The Corrupt Defendants are an “enterprise” as defined by N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-l1c.

65. The acts set forth herein constitute “racketeering activities” as set forth in
N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-1, inter alia, bribery and extortion.

66. The Corrupt Defendants’ activities and acts comprise a “pattern” of racketeering

activity as defined by N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-1d.
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67. With respect to all of the Corrupt Defendants, the incidents of racketeering
activity occurred after the effective date of N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-1, and the last act occurred within
ten (10) years after such first incident of racketeering activity.

68.  The Corrupt Defendants and their unlawful enterprise engaged directly in trade or
commerce and/or were involved with activities that affected trade or commerce, as required by
N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-2h.

69. The Corrupt Defendants engaged in a pattern of racketeering activity individually
and through the respective corporations to defraud the Plaintiffs through an elaborate bribery and
extortion network.

70.  All individual Corrupt Defendants and their associated corporate counterparts, as
set forth, supra, formed an enterprise and participated in a pattern of racketeering activity by and
through the County Executive office, whereby bribery and/or gratuity money was paid to and
accepted by Janiszewski directly, as well as through other members of the enterprise acting as
conduits, and/or extorted from members of the enterprise, so as to gain Janiszewski’s official
influence and the award, extension and improved negotiation of county contracts and federal
funds.

71.  In addition, the Corrupt Defendants also formed an “association in fact” enterprise
within the meaning of 18 U.S.C. § 1961(4), the sole reason for the existence of which was to
formulate and carry out, through a pattern of racketeering activity, a criminal and corrupt scheme
of bribery and/or gratuities, extortion, and other illegal and fraudulent activities to steal from and
defraud the plaintifts.

72.  The Corrupt Defendants’ enterprise and/or the “association in fact” enterprise

were engaged in activities which directly or indirectly affected interstate commerce.
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73.  Continuously between no later than 1993 and August 2001, the Corrupt
Defendants knowingly and willfully conspired to commit bribery, extortion, and other fraudulent
acts against the Plaintiffs, directly and indirectly, through a pattern of various schemes, all with
the specific intent to steal from and otherwise defraud the Plaintiffs.

74.  The Corrupt Defendants’ aforesaid acts constitute “racketeering activity,” as such
acts would be indictable under New Jersey law, including, but not limited to the following:

(a) NJS.A §2C:27-2
() N.IS.A. §2C:27-10;
(c) N.JI.S.A. § 2C:27-11;
(d N.JS.A. §2C:20-5;

75.  The Corrupt Defendants conspired to offer and/or made various payments to
Janiszewski with the intent to influence Janiszewski’s decisions in their favor, as well as to
reward him personally in connection with their businesses.

76. In addition, Janiszewski demanded and/or received various payments from the
Corrupt Defendants, which payments influenced his decisions.

77.  The Corrupt Defendants intentionally concealed their pattern of racketeering
activity through a variety of fraudulent schemes, including secret transfers of moneys and secret
conversations, among others.

78.  Because of the Corrupt Defendants’ efforts in concealing the aforementioned
conduct, Plaintiffs did not discover nor could they have reasonably discovered their underlying
pattern of racketeering activity until the conclusion of the federal proceedings against them.

79.  As a result of these actions, illegal contracts were issued and unjustified benefits

were conferred upon the Corrupt Defendants, and plaintiffs were caused to expend vast sums of

money as payment under the illegally procured contracts.
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80. As a direct and proximate cause of the Corrupt Defendants’ enterprise operating
through a pattern of racketeering activity, plaintiffs have suffered injuries and losses, including
the total sum of all bribes and/or gratuities paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and the
total sums paid by Hudson and the HCIA pursuant to all contracts with the Corrupt Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Piaintiffs demand judgment against the Corrupt Defendants, jointly and
severally, as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b) An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

(c) Treble damages;

(d) Interest;

(e} The dissolution of the Corrupt Defendant corporations;

(f) The denial, suspension or revocation of the charter of the Corrupt
Defendant corporations,

(g)  The denial, suspension or revocation of the licenses and permits of all
corporate Corrupt Defendants;

(h) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

(1) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

SECOND COUNT
(Conspiracy to violate New Jersey RICO — N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-2(d))

81.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein

at length.

82. The claims alleged in this Second Count are alleged against the Corrupt

Defendants.
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83.  The Corrupt Defendants that participated in the enterprise described in the First,
Counts did so with the common goal of defrauding plaintiffs.

84.  The Corrupt Defendants conspired to violate N.J.S.A. § 2C:41-2(c) by agreeing to
conduct or participate in the affairs of the enterprise and further agreed to commit at least two
predicate acts.

85. As a direct and proximate cause of the aforesaid conspiracy, plaintiffs have
suffered injuries and losses, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt
Defendants and the total sums paid by Hudson County and the HCIA pursuant to all contracts
with the Corrupt Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the Corrupt Defendants, jointly and
severally, as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b)  An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

{c) Treble damages;

{d) Interest;

(e) The dissolution of the Corrupt Defendant corporations;

(f) The denial, suspension or revocation of the charter of the Corrupt
Defendant corporations;

(g) The denial, suspension or revocation of the licenses and permits of all
corporate Corrupt Defendants;

(h) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

1) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.
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THIRD COUNT
(Fraud)

86.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

87.  The claims alleged in this Third Count are alleged against the Corrupt
Defendants.

88. The Corrupt Defendants, individually and in various conspiracies and
relationships with each other, engaged in wrongful, fraudulent and otherwise illegal schemes of
bribery and/or gratuities and/or extortion, including the payment and/or passing along and
acceptance of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski, and otherwise defrauded the plaintiffs so
unjustly as to receive Hudson County or HCIA or related contracts.

89. Plaintiffs were misled by and relied to their detriment upon the representation that
contracts with the Corrupt Defendants were legitimate, when in fact, they were facilitated and/or
renewed through the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski.

90. The Comupt Defendants’ foregoing acts were performed without plaintiffs’
knowledge and with the intent that Plaintiffs would rely on such false perceptions to their
detriment.

91. As a direct and proximate cause of the foregoing, Plaintiffs have suffered injuries
and losses, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and
the total sums paid by Hudson County and the HCIA pursuant to all contracts with the Corrupt
Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the Corrupt Defendants, jointly and

severally, as follows:
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(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b) An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

(c) Punitive damages;

(d) Interest;

(c) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

(f) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

FOURTH COUNT
(Unjust Enrichment)

92.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

93. The claims alleged in this Fourth Count are alleged against the Corrupt
Defendants.

94.  The Corrupt Defendants’ contracts with Hudson and HCIA were facilitated by,
obtained and/or renewed through the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to Janiszewski.

95.  As a result of these corruptly obtained contracts, the Corrupt Defendants have
received payments for services that they were not entitled to receive and have been unjustly
enriched to plaintiffs’ detriment.

WIHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the Corrupt Defendants, jointly and
severally, as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

{b) An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

(©) Interest;
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(d) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and
(e) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

FIFTH COUNT
(Breach of Contract)

96.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

97.  The claims alleged in this Fifth Count are alleged against the Corrupt Defendants.

98.  The contracts between the Corrupt Defendants and Hudson County and the HCIA
were facilitated by, obtained and/or renewed through the payment of bribes and/or gratuities to
Janiszewski.

99.  The Corrupt Defendants’ secret schemes and network of bribery and/or gratuities
and extortion in obtaining the various contracts constitute a breach thereof, and renders these
contracts null and void.

100.  As adirect and proximate cause of the foregoing, plaintiffs have suffered injuries
and losses, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and
the total sums paid by Hudson County and the Hudson County Improvement Authority pursuant
to all contracts with the Corrupt Defendants.

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs demand judgment against the Corrupt Defendants, jointly and
severally, as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b) An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

() Interest;
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101.

at length.

102.
Defendants.

103.

(d) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and
(e) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

SIXTH COUNT
(Breach of Good Faith and Fair Dealing)

Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein

The claims alleged in this Sixth Count are alleged against the Contracting

The aforesaid conduct of the Corrupt Defendants constitutes a breach of the

implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, implicit in every contract, with respect to their

various contracts with Hudson County and the HCIA.

104,

As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of the Corrupt Defendants, as

aforesaid, the Plaintiffs have been injured and have suffered damages, including the total sum of

all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and the total sums paid by Hudson County

and the Hudson County Improvement Authority pursuant to all contracts with the Corrupt

Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally,

as follows:
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(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b) An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

(c) Interest;
(d) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

43 Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.
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SEVENTH COUNT
(Conversion)

105. Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

106. The claims alleged in this Seventh Count are alleged against the Corrupt
Defendants.

107. The Corrupt Defendants have deprived Plaintiffs of all monies paid under the
illegally procured contracts.

108. The aforementioned Corrupt Defendants have unlawfully retained the bribes or
the payments under the invalid contracts, and in so doing have unlawfully exercised control over
this money.

109. As a resuit of this conduct, Plaintiffs have been injured and have suffered
damages, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and.
the total sums paid by Hudson County and the Hudson County Improvement Authority pursuant
to all contracts with the Corrupt Defendants.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally,
as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b} An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

() Interest;
(d) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

(2) Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.
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EIGHTH COUNT
(Breach of Fiduciary Duty)

110.  Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

111. The claims alleged in this Eighth Count are alleged against Defendants
Janiszewski, Braker and Colon.

112. Janiszewski, as Hudson County Executive; Braker, as a member of the
Frecholders; and Colon, as a member of the Freeholders, had a common law fiduciary duty of
trust to carry out and honor their duties to the people of Hudson in an honest manner.

113. In this role, they were obligated to obey the law and to take action and make
recommendations in the best interest of the citizens of Hudson County and should not have been
influenced by corruption.

1i4. Despite such fiduciary duty of trust, Defendants Janiszewski, Braker and Colon
accepted and/or made bribe and/or gratuity payments and based important procurement decisions
and recommendations to the Freeholders and the HCTA based, in whole or in part, on such
payments rather than on merit.

115. By virtue of the bribe payments made by Braker and Colon and accepted by
Janiszewski, these Defendants have breached their fiduciary duties.

116. As a result of said conduct, the Plaintiffs have been injured and have suffered
damages, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and.
the total sums paid by Hudson County and the Hudson County Improvement Authority pursuant
to all contracts with the Corrupt Defendants

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment favor of the County of Hudson against

Defendants Janiszewski, Braker and Colon, jointly and severally, as follows:
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(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;

(b)  Anamount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

(c) Punitive Damages;

(d) Interest;

(e) Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

(f)  Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

NINTH COUNT
(Aiding the Commission of a Tort)

117. Plaintiffs repeat the allegations of the preceding Paragraphs as if set forth herein
at length.

118. The claims alleged in this Ninth Count are alleged against the Corrupt
Defendants.

119.  The Corrupt Defendants pursued a common plan or design to commit the torts
enumerated herein, by participating and aiding in, encouraging, and/or ratifying the commission
of these torts.

120.  As a result of said conduct, the Plaintiffs have been injured and have suffered
damages, including the total sum of all bribes paid by and among the Corrupt Defendants and the
total sums paid by Hudson and the Hudson County Improvement Authority pursuant to all
contracts with the Corrupt Defendants

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendants, jointly and severally,
as follows:

(a) An amount equal to the sum of all bribes and/or gratuities, as alleged in
this Complaint;
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(b)

(©)
(d)
(e)
()

Dated: February 14, 2008

An amount equal to the total sums paid pursuant to the illegally obtained
contracts, as alleged in this Complaint;

Interest;
Punitive Damages;
Counsel fees and costs of suit; and

Such other relief as the Court and/or triers of fact may deem appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,
SCHWARTZ SIMON EDELSTEIN

CELSO & KESSLER, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

By

(r,Nﬁris E. Portuondy

DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL

Pursuant to Rule 4:25-4, Stephen J. Edelstein, Esq. 1s hereby designated as trial counsel for

Plaintiffs in the within matter.

SCHWARTZ SIMON EDELSTEIN
CELSO & KESSLER LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

By:; // 7

/" Nuris E. Portutindo

Dated: February 14, 2008

CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to Rule 4:5-1, it is hereby stated that the matter in controversy is not the subject of

any other action pending in any other court or of a pending arbitration proceeding to the best of our
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knowiedge and belief. To the best of our knowledge and belief, no other action or arbitration
proceeding is contemplated. Further, other than the parties set forth in this pleading and the
previous pleadings, at the present time we know of no other parties that should be joined in the

within action.

SCHWARTZ SIMON EDELSTEIN
CELSO & KESSLER LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

\! H
By: /

Nuris E. Portuondo

Dated: February 14, 2008

JURY DEMAND

Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury of all issues triable.

SCHWARTZ SIMON EDELSTEIN
CELSO & KESSLER LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

a
By:_ /

N{Jris E. Portuon’do

Dated: February 14, 2008
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